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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. CuLBERSON, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 


Tuespay, February 21, 


ABANDONMENT OF NAVY YARDS AND NAVAL STATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 25 
to the number and character of buildings, their original cost, 
ete., at the navy yards and naval stations at New Orleans, Pen- 
sacola, Port Royal, end New London (S. Doe. No. 8380), which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to 
be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House, by W. J. Browning, its Chief 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills 
and resolutions: 

S. 10404. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to grant a 
right of way through lands of the United States to the Buck- 
hannon & Northern Railroad Co.; 


$.10431. An act to authorize the Argenta Railway Co. to 
construct a bridge across the Arkansas River, between the 


cities of Little Rock and Argenta, Ark.; 

S. J. Res. 131. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive, for instruction at the Military Academy at 
West Point, two Chinese subjects to be designated hereafter by 
the Government of China; and 


25th ultimo, detailed information relative | 


S. J. Res. 139. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of the 


message of the President, together with the report of the agent 
of the United States in the North Atlantic Coast Fisheries Arbi- 
tration at The Hague. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 18512. An act for the relief of S. H. Robinson, of Alle- 
gheny County, Pa.; 

H. R. 31987. An act providing for the releasing of the claim 
of the United States Government to arpent lot No. 44, in 
old city of Pensacola, Fla.; and 

H. R. 32767. An act for the allowance of certain claims re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the acts 
approved March 3, 1883, and March 38, 1887, and commonly 
known as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 26150) to authorize the cities of Boston and Cam- 
bridge, Mass., to construct a drawless bridge across the Charles 
River between the cities of Cambridge and Boston. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: 

S. 10574. An act to amend an act entitled “An act providing 
for the withdrawal from public entry of lands needed for town- 
site purposes in connection with irrigation projects under the 
reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and for other purposes,” 
proved April 16, 1906; and 

S. 10836. An act to authorize the Minnesota 
ment & Power Co. to construct dams 
River. 


River Tmprove- 
the Minnesota 


across 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Oregon, which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No. 19. 

Re it resolved by the house (the senate concurring): 

Whereas the United States Government has found it necessary to 
secure a location for the maneuvers of the Regular Army and National 
Guards; and 

Whereas such manenvers are necessary for the drill and practice of 
National and State troops, if they are to excel in military skill; and 

Whereas the difficulties in the way of securing a suitable location are 
<o- magnitude as to threaten the efficiency of the Army and militia ; 
an 

Whereas there is a vast tract of unoccupied land in Klamath County, 
Oreg., embraced in the Klamath Indian Reservation and the Crater 


National Forest, the disposition of which rests with the United States 
Government: Therefore 
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the | 


ap- | 


NATE. 3035 


Your memorialists do earnestly pray the President and Congress to 
set aside and appropriate 30,000 acres of land within the nath 
Indian Reservation and the Crater National Forest, for the the 
United States Army and the National Guards of the 
subject to such rules and regu'ations as may from 
promulgated by the Secretary of War. 

Adopted by the house January 26, 1911 

Joun P. Rusk, § 

Concurred in by the senate February 6, 1911 

BEN SELLING, President of 


K 


] Neat 


several 
time 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE 
SECRI 


OF ORE N 
OFFICE rARY OF S 
I, F. W. Benson, secretary of state 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I | 
compared the annexed copy of ho nceurrent resolution 
the original thereof, which was adopted by the house January) } 
and concurred in by the senate February 6, 1911, 
correct transcript therefrom and of the whole of sucl 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my h 
the seal of the State of Oregon. 
Done at the capitol at Salem, 
A. D. 1911. 
[ SEAL. ] F. W. BENSON t 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legisla 
ture of the State of Oregon, which was referred to the Commit 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


OF THI 


of the State of Oregon 


ise co 


ind and afl 


Oreg., this 15th day of | 


Se etary of St 





Joint memorial No. 9. 
Re it enacted by the Leoialative Assembly of the State of Ore 
Whereas the Persian walnut industry—commonly called the English 
walnut—of the State of Oregon, is of vast importance to the Stat nd 
Nation, and inasmuch as there are approximately 250,000 a s of 
the choicest land in the United States adapted to walnut 
in western Oregon, that can be made to produce from $6,000,000 to 
$10,000,000 worth of the finest walnuts in the world, within 20 
by well-directed effort; and 
Whereas there is urgent need of investigation and experiment t 
ing to the walnut industry of this section, and as McMinn in 
Yamhill County, in this State, is the active center of this ind 
Therefore be it 
Resolved, That we, the senate and house of representative e 
State of Oregon, respectfully memoralize the Congress of the United 
States, to establish and maintain at McMinnville, Oreg., an exp nt 
station, devoted to walnut culture investigation, under the direction of 
the United States Department of Agriculture. 
Adopted by the house February 8, 1911 
JOHN P. Rusk, Speaker of the H 
Concurred in by the senate February 10, 1911 
SEN SELLING, President of the Senate. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF OREGON 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
I, F. W. Benson, secretary of state of the State of Oregon and 
custodian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have 
carefully compared the annexed copy of house joint memoria! No. 9 
with the original thereof, which was adopted by the house February 
8, 1911, and concurred in by the senate February 10, 1911, and that 
it is a correct transcript therefrom and of the whole of such origi: 
In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed o 
the seal of the State of Oregon. 
Done at the capitol at Salem, Oreg., this 15th day of February, A. D. 
1911 
[SEAL.] F. W. BENSON, Secretary of Stat 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a communication from the 
secretary of state of the State of Washington, transmitt m 


copy of house bill 207, passed by the Legislature of that State, 


which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered to lie on 

the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

An act making application to the Congress of the United Stat of 
America to call a convention for proposing amendments to the ( +] 


tution of the United States of America, as authorized by Article V of 

the Constitution of the United States of America 

Whereas the present method of electin United 
expensive, and conducive of unnecessary in the 
legislation ; and 

Whereas the will of the people can best be ascertained by dir 


ga 
delay 


States Sx 4 
passage oF u ful 


of the people: Therefore 
Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Washington: 
SecTION 1. That application be, and the same is hereby, made to the 
Congress of the United States of America to call a convention for pro 
posing amendments to the Constitution of the United States of Am« t 
as authorized by Article V of the Constitution of the United States of 


America. 


Sec. 2. That a duly certified copy of this act be immediately trans 
mitted to the presiding officer of each legislative body of ea ef the 
several States of the United States of America, through the governor 
of each of the several States, with a request that each of such leg i- 
tures pass an act of like import as this act. 

Passed the house February 19, 1903. 

Passed the senate March 7, 1903. 

Approved by the governor March 12, 1903. 

THe STATE OF 


WASHING 


DEPARTMENT OF STA 


To all to whom these presents shall come: 


I, I. M. Howell, secretary of state of the State of Washington and 
custodian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have i 
fully compared the annexed copy of House bill No. 207, approved March 


12, 1903, an act relative to election of United States Senators, the I 





3036 


pt G1 Law Sta f Wasl 


1903, with the 
flice, and 1d 


ington of 


thl 





\J BURNHAM presented memor s of Mountain View 
Gi Patrons of Husb - Conway: of George KR. 
I) ecre ry OL the New Hay I Stat Grange of 
Wwe Adams, overseer « { Ne | shire State ¢ 


1 the Stat rN Ha hire, remonstra 
Tins ] tifi oh ol ( yroposed reé pl al agre 
me! \ l te Stat and Canada, which were 
referred to t ( Lit n Fir ( 

Mr. GUGGI KIM presented emorial of sundry agricul 
tul s of 1 ( ( trating against the rati 
ie 1 of ne ec Lyre re ent between The 
United Stat d Canada, wl ferred to the ¢ 
m on F ( 

I] Iso pre ited a pe on of e Weld County Farmers 
( | of Col dl pray y the ssage of the so-ca 1 
pr s-post | which was re | he Com 1 >on Pos 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BURKETT. I present a resolution adopted by the Legis 








ature of the State of Nebraska, which I ask may be printed 
in e Recorp and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Ite ition of Arid Lands 
There being no biectio! rine l 1 was referred to 1 
Committee on Irrigation and R tion of Arid Lands and 
ordered to be inted in the Recorp, as follows: 
th now per N ress HT. R O799 
y M KINK N isl di 1 payments la 
} t e fl 10 ears 2 } struction < 
ui \ ! gation | led by law; and 
\V reas hat tl ert land rated by the interstate 
‘ i Ne i ot ediate! ded upon to provide a 
livir for t and his fami and se so large a yearl 
the 1 ition act and ft regulations of the Interior Depart 
now re d 
Wi ‘ i 1 actu demonstrated that these lands will not 
prod more than one good crop until alfalf en grown for two 
] 
‘ ee yea nad 
Whereas t imdant |! d v 1ess ri a tl 
d nt Ww é ‘ \ ) I I é 
ti ( 
\\ as tl i 1 of 1910 1 2 
in that territ and that the settlers l terstate « 
now 1 distres ian s S ne to Hite 
di on ( Wa more sui é 
y ) I making im g d the first years I 
Lvie W t} nd dev ed; and 
W \ the | es ld 1 and ere tended 
I efit, ine iw returnin HN l 
m n ] sitively irred fron } 
I I £ I ds he may hav ent d 
; m= t n Lie 
ay Sf Sey N ] 7 1 aon 1 
he ndot I t U7 ind slation o! i 
] k « = 1 Rey ser Nati 1 Cong 
to me he ve s ) and € I 
ed, ‘I $ ol abi varded to our Senators 
1 nt n Was ton and to honorable Secretary of 


I 


T presented a memorial of Local Typographical 








! Nebr., remonstrating against any in 
er being made in the rate of postage on periodicals and 
magazines, which was ordered to li m the table. 

He also presented a petition of sund eterans of the Civil 
War, of Inman, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called 
old-age pension bill, which was ordered tft on the table. 


memorial of 
Mon 
tinst the ratification of 


the United 


Mr. SCOTT presented ; 


26, Patrons of Husl 


monstrating agi: 
| 


Friendship Grange, No. 
County, W. Va., re- 
he proposed reciprocal 


States and Canada, which was 


i 
andry, of 


retLween 


referred t¢ 


the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. KEAN presented petitions of W. S. Davis, Lewis D. Sa- 
bagh, Abram P. Demarest, W. BE. Murphy, Frank Vreeland, Le 


Rov D. Bogert, R. Van Keuren, A. E. 


Bennit, Witt ¢ ert 


Cooper, R. H. Lozier, 
i ill , Clarence M. Green, Clarence J. 
ifs, BH. i. 4 Conrad jr., and BE. B. Ter- 
hune, of Hackens the New Jersey, praying 


l 
he enactm« of legislation to further restrict immigration, 


Lachmand, 
State of 


which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
Ile also presented memori*'s of Mickleton Grange, No. 111; 


Thoroughfare Grange, No. 59; Medford Grange, No. 36; Swedes- 
boro Grange, No. 5; Woodstown Grange, No. 9; Kingwood 
Grange, No. 106; Pequest Grange, No. 178, of Tranquility; and 
of Cologne Grange, No. 191, of Egg Harbor City, of the Patrons 
of Husbandry, and of sundry citizens of Rutherford and Dover, 


all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the ratifi- 
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tion of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United 


ind Canada, which were referred to the Committee on 


iso presented memorials of Rey. N. P. Crouse, of Stan- 
ho} Charles J. Hely, of Newark: and of Henry Schroth, of 
West Hoboken; and of Typographical Union No. 424, of Orange, 


State 


n the of New 
change being made in the ra 


Jersey, 


remonstrating 


of postage 


against any 
periodicals and 





on 


Iagnzines, which were ordered to lie on the table. 
lle also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Jer- 
sey, praying for the construction of the battleship New York in 


ernment navy yard, which wi: 
on Naval Affairs 

Mr 
Missi 
Adan 


ance | 


a Gov is referred to the Committee 
BURROWS presented petitions of the Woman's Home 
ary of Pickford, of sundry citizens of North 
and Vicksburg, and of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
Pickford, Cassopolis, Waldron, Bancroft, Dut- 
mia, and of Kalamazoo County, all in the State of Michi- 
ga raying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
ortation of intoxicating liquors into prohibi- 
which were referred to the Committee on the 


Society 


nions of 


the 
IT¢ wf rT transl! 


ion districts, 


He als 


so presented a petition 
Modern 


Mace of Lapeer, 
ment of legislation providing for 
of fraternal 


Local Hive, Ladies of the 
‘h., praying for the enact- 
the admission of publications 
societies to the mail as second-class matter, which 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
o presented a petition of Liberty Grange, Patrons of 
idry, of Ithaca, Mich., and a petition of sundry citizens 
ilac County, Mich., praying for the of the 
parcels-post bill, which were referred to the Committee 
*t Offices and Post Roads. 
Hie also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Stanton, 
remonstrating against the observance of Sunday as a 
day of rest in the District of Columbia, which was referred to 
nmittee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM presented memori 


bees, 
was referred 
He als 


} 
i 
of eal 


passage so- 





ls of Riverside Grange, 


of Wheelock; Caledonia Grange, of East Warwick: Loeal 
Grange of Shoreham; and of Walcott Grange, all of the Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, in the State of Vermont, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement 
between the United States and Canada, which were referred to 


the Con Finance. 


RTIS. I | nt a 


mittee on 


Mr. CT res¢ telegram in the nature of a 


memorial from Maurice McAuliffe, president of the State Farm- 
ers’ Union, of Salina, Kans., which I ask may be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There be no objection, the telegram was referred to the 
Commitiee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Rrecorp, 
as tol Ss: 

SALINA, KANS., February 16, 1911. 
lik CHARI ( LTS, 


United States Senator, 


Washington. D. C.: 
irmers’ Union of Kansas, an organization representing several 


1 farmers, directs me to communicate following to you: 
ki by the Farmers’ Ui noof Ke s in annual convention as 
here this day, That we believe that the proposed treaty with 
Canada would be injurious to the agricultural interests of our State. 
We efore respectfully request our Senators to vote against the 


adoption of the proposed treaty. 
MAURICE 
President State 


MCAULIFPFR, 
Farmers’ Union. 
Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of Advance Grange, 
No. 20, of Wilton, of Local Grange, of Strafford; of Loeal 
Grange No. 104, of Bartlette, of the State Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, and of sundry citizens of Berlin, all in the State 
of New Hampshire, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the propesed reciprocal agreement between the United States 
nd Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented a memorial of the Garfield Citiz 
ion and sundry citizens of Washington, D. C., remonstrating 
against any change being made in the present board of educa- 
tion, which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Uniontown Council, 
No. 157, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to further 
restrict immigration, which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. STONE presented telegrams in the nature of memorials 
from George W. Mathews, of Canton; 8S. W. Durett, secretary 
of the Real Estate & Commercia! Co., of Canton; B. O. Sut- 


ens’ Associ- 


ton, farmer, of Canton; George W. Vaughn, farmer, of Canton; 
P. W. Sublett, of Lagrange; John Garnett, farmer, of Canton; 
and John Ellis; farmer, of Canton, all in the State of Missouri, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 











1911. 


agreement between the United States and Canada, which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented telegrams in the nature of petitions from 
William Rienhoff, of Springfield; T. J. Seehorn, J. E. Guinotte, 


J. J. Swofford, James Pendergast, R. L. Gregory, Mike Ross, 
Fred. W. Fleming, of Kansas City; John A. Duncan, William 
E. Stringfellow, Louis and William Huggins, Brown & Dollman, 


Walter H. Robinson, and Jamison Machine, of St. Joseph, all 
in the State of Missouri, praying that an increase be made in 
the rate of postage on periodicals and magazines, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WARREN. I present a resolution adopted by the execu- 
tive committee of the National Association of Wool Manufac- 
turers, recommending that action be not taken by the United 
States Senate on the Canadian reciprocity agreement until there 
has been a thorough examination of its details and time for its 
mature consideration by the American people. I ask that the 
resolution be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 


« 


Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF WOOL MANUFACTURERS, 
OFFICE, 683 ATLANTIC AVENUE, 


Boston, Mass., 
Resolved by the executive committee of the 


February 16, 1911. 
National Association of 


Wool Manufacturers, That it is the sense of this committee that no 
action should be taken by the United States Senate on the Canadian 


reciprocity agreement until there have been not only a thorough exami- 
nation of the details of the agreement, but a mature consideration by 
the American people of the probable effect upon our farming and fishing 
interests, our commercial relations under treaty with other countries, 
and the American system of protection. 

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of the American Paper & 
Pulp Association, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of C. H. Manning, of Sheridan, 


LS 


Wyo., praying that an investigation be made of the affairs of | 


all wireless telegraph companies of the country, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented a petition of the American League of Asso- 


ciations for Home Advancement, Town and Village Improve- 
ment, and Home Trade Protection and Development, of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called rural parcels-post 
bill and requesting that a full and complete hearing be given on 
this matter, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 


| of Americe 


the 


| Anchor; of I. D. Lurn, of Madison; 


He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 89, Interna- | 


tional Association of Machinists, of Cheyenne, Wyo., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing that all United States 
battleships be built in Government navy yards, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Iie also presented a petition of the Macmillan Publishing Co., 
of New York City, N. Y., praying that an increase be made in 
the rate of postage on periodicals and magazines, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. DICK presented a petition of the National Board of 
Trade, praying that an appropriation be made providing for 


irrigation of the forests of the country and the conservation of 
the national resources, which was referred to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the establishment of a central banking system, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the National Board 
of Trade, favoring a continuance of the present Tariff Board 
and also for the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada, which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Board of Trade, 
remonstrati: against the enactment of legislation providing 
for Federal inspection of grain and the present facilities for 
marketing agricultural products, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation looking toward the 
re-creation of the American merchant marine, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying fer the of a United States board of 
patent appeals, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the adoption of a 1-cent letter postage, ete., which 
was referred to the Co: Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 


or 
= 


o 


( 





establishment 
which 


was 


mittee ou 
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praying for the establishment of additional stations for im- ! 


migrants at one or more of the South Atlantic or Gulf S, 
which was referred to the Committee on lmmirration. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Natio Board 
of Trade, indorsing the national pure-food law, which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the repeal of the present bankruptcy iw, which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of 1 le, 
praying for the establishment of a court of arbitral justic« dl 
commercial education and for the reorganization of the Il) 
matic and Consular Service, which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trad 
praying for the compilation and adoption of a uniforn 
fication of freights, which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the National B 1 
of Trade, favoring certain river and harbor improvements, 
more adequate dock facilities for the prevention of floods. for 
the improvement of inland waterways and continuous water 
ways, for the municipal ownership of terminal facilities, and 


for the development and regulation of waterways, which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. BRISTOW presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Kansas, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 


rural parcels-post bill, which was ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Kansas, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors into prohibition -dis- 
tricts, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRIGGS presented petitions of Washington Camps Nos. 
of Woodbury, and 116, of Elberon, of the Patriotic Sons 
: of Local Union No. 121, of Bridgeton, and of Local 


‘ 
«< 


”» 
Désg 


Union No. 265, of Hackensack, of the United Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners of America; and of the Central Labor 


Union of Camden, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for 
enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration, 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented the petitions of Henry H. Croft, of Blue 
of Adam Aberle, of Union; 
and of A. R. Louden, of Trenton, all in the State of New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of the so-called old-age pension bill, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Iie also presented the petition of William D. of 
West Orange, N. J., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the construction of a Lincoln memorial read from Washington 


Sargent, 








D. C., to Gettysburg, Pa., which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of Benjamin F. Whitecar, of 
Haddonfield, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the inspection of egg products by the Government, 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 

He also presented memorials of the Local Granges of Ct e, 
Medford, and Woodstown; of Pequest Grange, of Tranquility, 
of the Patrons of Husbandry; and of the Burlington C ty 
Board of Agriculture, all in the State of New Jersey, re ) 
strating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of T t 
N. J.. praying for the construction of the United States b ». 
ship New York in a Government navy yard, which was r¢ red 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of Local Coun Junior Orde 
United American Mechanics, of Fairfax, Vt., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration, which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change, of San Francisco, Cal.; and a memorial of the City 
Club, of Berkeley, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the printing of certain 1 er on 
stamped eny¢lopes, which were referred to the Con m 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. PILES presented a memorial of Fern Bluff Grange, No, 
267, Patrons of Husbandry, of Sultan, Wash., remo y 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agi t 
between the United States and Canada, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Council No. 2, J r 
Order United American Mechanics, of Seattle, Wash., pra g 





fo f leg 1 to ft er restrict immigration, 
\ ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 
\ SMITH of South Carolina presented telegrams in the 


P. Grice, 
Dil- 


Zers, abe & Co., B. 
of | ( es Crosland, of Bennettsville; J. W. 


ickhouse, and 


‘ | ) i ¢ Vade §S ee 
B t } Joseph Wylie & Ce.. G. D. Heath, and H. 
S : f Chester; | lie Cotton Mills & Manufactur- 
if Abi e; LeRoy 8 , f Lancaster; T. A. Earle, 

( ~ =: 2 G H. W. Crouch, of 
Ji n \ S. Bailey, W. J. | ly. G. Cc. Young, John D. 
] the ¢ ( M i i. Manufacturing Co., 


of ¢ on: tha I ( er of Commerce, of Laurens. 
Barrett, jr., and 


the 


e ou ‘ las 


Llin ( \ ista, ( strating against 


gusta, Gi ing pas- 
g t ls i ‘elative to dealing in 

f I Ol 1 to lie on the table. 

SO J 1 t sof B 1 River Council, No. 60, of 
Cl ee Fa f Bethany Council, Ne. 65, of Clover; of 
I L ¢ Ni ) vew Brookland; and of Limestone 
( Ne G ‘ of t Junior Order United 
\ 1 M s 1 Stat south Carolina; and of 


; and W: 





ngton Camp, 


triotic of America, of South 

( rin vy for the enactm« ‘ egislation to further re- 
vy on, Which were referrs to the Committee on 

DiPHW presented memorials of Chazy Grange, No. 981; 


. of Akron: 


64S: Seeber’ 


Schuyler Grange, No. 30; Ham- 
nge, No. 1193; Aurelius 


Ss Lane Gr 


Perry Grange, No. 1 





( N 11! I g 163; Castle Grange, No. 
WwiT: Montgomery Pomona Grange; Sherwood Grange, No. 1034: 
Sy ‘a No. 1002; Olean Grange, No. 791; Hopewell 
Gyr: . No. 472; Saratoga Grange, No. 1209: Lake Placid 
Gi South Rutland Valley Grange; Battle Hill Grange, No. 
N¢ id J t Grange, No, 1180, | of the Patrons of Hus- 
bandry: of St ry Firemen’s Lo Union No. 17, of Syra- 

. of & tienar Firemen’s Lov I oO No. 11, of Buffalo: 
of \m 11 Paper and Pulp Association; and of sundry 

t of Go , Niagara Falls, | i, Ransomville, Kirk 
vill Herkimer, Palmer, Livonia ent ind Canandaigua, all 
in the State of New York, re I ! rainst the ratification 
of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States 


{ 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Fin 
He also presented a petition of Lafayette No. 140, 
partment of New York, Gr: Army of the Republic, ef 
: praying for the passage of the so-ca 


which 


Post, 


na 





was ordered to lie on the table 


Ife also pr ited a petition of the Unity Republican Club, of 





Brooklyn, N. Y., praying that an increase be made in the rate 
of postage on periodicals and magazines, which was ordered to 
T » ‘ | Y 
lie on the table 


He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Batavia, 
Medina, Niagara Falls, Buffalo, A rn, Avon, New 
York City, F Lockport, Tonawanda, and North Tona- 
wanda, all in the State of New York, remonstrating agai the 
enactment of legislation providing for the c land regulation 
of the waters of Niagara Falls, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. 


OVERMAN presented petitions 


Syracuse, 
lton, 
inst 


Mmtro 


ston Salem; Local Council of Altamon 11 No. 284 
ef Highlands: Local Council No. 307, ] 





cil 29 


of High 


; Point; Loeal Uni 
and Local Council 


of Winterville, Junior Order | 
ean Mechanics, all in the State of North Carolina, 
the enactment of legislation to : i 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
memorial iry 
remonstrating against the proposed 
300,000 acres of Government land to 
Fe, N. Mex., for the establishment of a Roman Catholic train- 
ing school, which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Kaukauna, Wis., praying for the passage of the so-called parcels- 


No 
nited Ameri- 
praying for 


further immigration, 





of North 
donation of 
Arehbishop of Santa 


He also presented a of sunt citizens 
Carolina, 


the 





post bill, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the State Synod of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the interstate transportation of intoxica- 


ting 
Interstate Commerce. 

ented a memorial of Local 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Abrams, Wis., 


Committee on 
Grange No. 566, 


remonstrating against 


He also pre 


the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between 
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| Crosse, Wis., 


iquors into prohibition territory, which was referred to the | 
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the United States and Canada, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of La 
praying for the ratification of the proposed recip- 
the United States and Canada, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Great Bend and St. Thomas, N. Dak., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the p: reciprocal agreement between 
the United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented memorials of the 
Southern Periodical Publishing Association, of Atlanta, Ga.; the 
Farm Journal, of Philadelphia, Pa.; the Priscilla Publishing Co., 
of Boston, Mass. ft the Chamber of ‘ree of Charleston; 
and of citizens of Blackstock and Denmark, in the State 
of South Carolina, remonstrating agai change being 
made in the rate of postage on periodicals and magazines, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I present a memorial 
National Society of Colonial Dames of America in 
which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee en the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 
To the honorable Senate of the { 

The National Socie ‘olonial 
morialize your hono ly, and 
against the establishment of a 
l ia on what is 
Virginia, in the near 


rocal agreement between 


posed 


comme 
sundry 


st any 


from the 
Arkansas, 
referred to the 


nited States in Co assembled: 
Dames of America in me- 
espectfully and urgently protest 
criminal reformatory for the District of 
known as the Belvoir or White House tract in 
vicinity of the home and grave of George Wash 


Lgress 





r of ¢ 


le th 


Arkansas 








tract of land thus far chosen for the purpo } 
Mount Vernon, and forms a part of the penins 1 extending within 24 
miles of Mount Vernon, the whole of which peninsula, this society has 
been informed, it is contemplated ultimately to acquire f th 2 
tory. fhe home of Nellie Custis is within about one-half mile of th 
. about 1 










se is 34 miles from 








Belvoir tract, while the house of George Mason is within 
mile 

This y submits that there can be neither necessity nor propricty 
in the 1 on of such an institution in the setting of these historie 





y¥y associated with the independence of our country, and 

especially that it would be a discredit to place a penal 

criminal institution in the imn vicinity of the home and burial 

plaee of Washington. 

A protest was submitted to 
© 


homes so 
national 


ediate 


the Commissioners of the District of 








ce ia with promptness, when the matter was first brought to the 
attention of the regents of the Mount Vernon Association, and we join 
with that sociation and appeal to this honorable body, because of the 


iction that it will arouse the sentimental interest of every 
the United States, »nd this society submits the mat 


United Steves and invokes its portection. 


firm con\ 
patriotic 
ter 1 the Congress of the 
Respectfully submitted 
Dene by the Natio 


kansas, at Little Roc 


citizen of 


il Society of 


Ark., this 


Colenial Dames of America in 
9th day of February, 1911. 
FRANCES ASHLEY JOHNSON, 
President of the Society in Arkansas. 
[SPAL. ] LAURA LEWIs Buncn, 
Secretary of the Society in 





Ar- 





irkansas. 

I present joint memorial No. 6, adopted by 
the Legislature of the State of Idaho, relative to the 

ment of all rules of the Serviee governing the removal 
of dead timber by the sett that the joint memorial 


Mr. HE¥YBURN. 
se abolish- 
Forest 


iers. 


I ask 















be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on 
ublic Lands. 

There being no cbjection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
the Ri D ollow 

» joint rn ) No. 6 
olted / of rej tati of the State of Idaho 
rate ¢ i t the Congr ‘ the United States be 
I ; 
i he preset ules formulated by the national forestry 
g rning and controlling tl u of the nationa: forests with 
refere! to! ving therefrom dead timber, it is very incoavenient and 
‘ re to u this dead timber to obtain the 
tl! 1 I re ary ) » through is very lenethy, 
rnd i thereof i 

W i d laying i ial forest poses 
a ; : sa nax { the 
natic t i ld ‘i ti 1 e it 

] rl + ¢ ( 3 f 1 St : ’ . 7 
to abolish all rule f the I service gov the moval of 
dead timb by ttl tler t nake it nien ssibl 
to remove the same fre the national forest for us the settle and 
thereby favor not only the settlers but ‘omote the welfare and pro- 
tection of the national forest of the United Stat 

I memorial | d the house of representatives en the 6th day of 
February, 1911. 


CHARLES D. Srorey, 





spe rice of the House of R pres itatives. 
This mer ial passed the senate on tl 15th day of February, 1911. 
L. H. Swi I 





President of 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 6 ori 
in the house of representatives of the Legislature of the State of 
during the eleventh session. 


ite. 
rinated 
Idaho, 





JAMES H. WALLIS, 
Chief Clerk af the House of Representatives. 
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A.D. 1911 pe eye - eis ** 1a. D. 1911 


Mr. BOURNE. I present a joint me1 




















, ve 
: the Legislature OURN 
of the State of Oregon, which I ask ‘ pI | Vl ; ; 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Pensions ! | e R 
There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to Aer hg no objection, | 
the Committee on Pensions and ordered to be printed in 1 re ¢ he table and to be pri ck 
Recorp, as follows: i me ; N 
Senate joint memorial N 8 d 
Tol ’ enate and Hl eorR ta ( the 
y ; 2 ’ 
Ls é ati en i 
y rt lists, the Legislative A mbly of tl state of Oregon, 
I illy and earn ly represent to your honoral body t ain ( \ 
the pension granted to the veterans of the Oregon Ih ( 1847 { 
15848, 1855, and 1856, to wit, $8 per month, is in a 
d rts and needs of the few of these old veterans w remain 
livi eviden of the patr c work performed by the 
Phat the claims of these men to tional re« n and 
have been already acknowledged by and but i i 
their reward the spirit of I r t ( 
and the pensions allowed 
We therefore urge your rant yt » 
ve ins of the Indian wars is f | I 
thus placing the veterans in fi ing 
the veterans of the Civil ie surviy 
Indian war veterans is and decrep li? 
their ranks are fast becoming depleted nd feel that t I { 
tc and Nation have been sufficient to warrant the payn t t ' 
tl 1 OL & pension equivalent to that | 1 to the survivors of t ‘ ' 
War 
It is hereby directed that a copy of this mem« +a ned by ‘ wi oY ( 
the president of the senate and the speaker of the hous i 


by the chief cierks of the two houses, be forthwith forwarded to each Adopted by. the senate February 14, 1911 
of Oregon’s Senators and Representatives in Congress. i B rs P 
Adopted by the Senate February 10, 1911. | At 
BEN 





j r ] ( 
}, Pre dent of th ; kk. H A 


SELLIN« 
Attest: 
E. H. Fuaaa, Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Adopted by the house February 13, 1911. 
Joun P. RusK, Speaker of t 
Attest: I. F. W. Benson, retal of stat 
W. F. DraGer, Chief Clerk of the House. liar t f i 

















inal thereof, wl ‘ idopted by the ! F 18, 1911, and 

( “i the ar 1 copy hous nt 3, with the orig- 

ad l the s e | vy 14, 191 a correct tran- 
rom nd of tl v ‘ i 1 

In j ny \ fi) nd and affixed hereto 
the of the S of Orevon 

I) tl l at Oreg., t 16 day of February, A. D. 
1911 

F. W. Benson, Secretary of State 

Mr. BOURNI I present a joint meme il of the Legislature 
of t state of Oregon, which I ask may lie on the table and 
be p ted in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the joint men was ordered to 
lie the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

House joint mem ial No. 8 
To t} Congress of the United States, greetina: 

Whereas nume s Volunteer regiments who enlisted for the War 
with Spain in 1598 that were sent to t Philippine Islands and did 
vil ervice there in suppressing the Philippi: insurrection afte 
the 1 ty of | were re rned to the I ited 
s nd m id the istomary travel pay 
aul i oldiers 

Therefore we, ; Legisl ve Assembly of the 
St of Oregon, earnestly pray your honorable body to enact into law 
i bill f th p s of giving tr el pay to all Volunteer sold 3 
\ » remained in the Philippine Islands doing service aft the 
of | with Spain was signed and who have not heretofore obtained 
the me 


ed by thi 


house February 6, 1911 
JOHN 


P. Rusk, Speaker of the 


House. 


Concurred in by the senate February 14, 1911 
BEN SELLING, Presid nt of the Senate. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


STATE 
OFFICE OF THE SI 


OF OREGON, 
RETARY OF STATE. 


I, F. W. Benson, secretary of state of the State of Oregon and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have care 
fully compared tl annexed copy of house joint memorial No. 8 with 
the « inal thereof, which was adopted by the house February 6, 1911, 
and concurred in by the senate February 14, 1911, and that it is a cor 
rect trunscript therefrom and of the whole of such original. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 


seal of 


the 
Done at 


the St 


the 


ite of Oregon 


capitol at Salem, Oreg., this 16th day of February, 


F. W. B: 
RECIPROCITY WITH 


NSON, Secretary of State. 


CANADA. 

Mr. GRONNA. I have received a letter from R. T. Kingman, 
of the Kingman Farm, Hillsboro, Traill County, N. Dak., dated 
February 16, 1911, with reference to reciprocity with Canada. 
I ask that the letter may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letter pre- 
sented by the Senator from North Dakota will be read. 

fhe Secretary proceeded to read the letter. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, a 
Where did this document come from? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was pr 


question of privilege. 


esented by the Senator 


from North Dakota [Mr. GRoNNA], who asked unanimous con- 
sent that it be read. 
Mr. HEYBURN. It is a most unusual thing to read into the 


RECORD. 

Mr. GRONNA. I will 
believe after the reading 
be perfectly willing that 

M 


say to the Senator from Idaho that I 

of the remainder of the letter he will 

it shall be printed in the Ri 
no 


CORD. 


r. HEYBURN. Of course I do t arrogate to myseif the 
right to criticize the judgment of another Senator in asking 
that matter be printed in the Recorp, but—— 


Mr. Lé 
Mr 
rn} 


IDGE, 
HEYBURN. 
VICE I 


Is it a petition? 
No: it is not a 


SSIDEN 


netition, I 
It is a letter fi 


understand. 
7? 


a 


Lhe ba mm an individual, 
the Chair understands. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes: and it is a1 t unusual Jetter, and 
not at all within the character of letters which we are accus 
tomed to admit into our records. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is being read by unanimous con- 
sent. If there is no objection, the Secretyry will proceed with 
the reading. 

Mr. LODGE. How long is it? We have not a great deal 


PRESIDENT. The Secretary informs the Chair 
7 


of six typewritten pages. The Secretary will 
proceed with the reading, if there be no objection. 
The Secretary resumed the reading. 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President, sufficient of that document has 
been read for the Senate to understand the argument it con- 
tains against the reciprocity agreement. I think I will object 


its further reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Will the Senate 
permit the document to be read? [Putting the question.] The 
appear to have it. The ayes have it, and the Secretary 
will continue the reading. 


to 


aves 


() CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 
| 





FEBRUARY 21, 


ee 





The Secretary resumed the reading. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I 
inquiry. 

The VICE 
state it. 

Mr. STONE. I ask whether a further objection can be enter- 
tained to the reading of the document? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Whenever the reading of a docu- 
is objected to the question is decided by a vote of the 
under the rules of the Senate. The Senator from Mis- 
objected, the Chair put it to a vote, and the Senate 
voted that the document should be read. The Secretary will 
proceed with the reading. 

The Secretary resumed 


letter, which is as follows: 


rise to a parliamentary 


PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri will 


ment 
Senate, 


sourl 


and concluded the reading of the 


THE 
Hillsboro, N. 


KINGMAN Farm, 
Dak., February 16, 1911. 
N¢ nate, 


Dran SENATOR: 


Washington, D. C. 
Knowing from the newspapers your position in 
refere! to this matter of reciprocity with Canada, knowing also that 


vou must e overwhelmed with communications from others on this 
sal ubject, it seems useless for me to add my mite; but after read- 
ing Mr. Hill's speech delivered in Chicago I am so stirred up I can not 
help but express my resentment at his tirade and his unjust and un- 
fair atements. 

As one of thost “ignorant farmers,” with no reasoning power of 
my own, having been imposed upon by those “ despicable, scheming 
dem »cues,”” would like to ask Mr. Hill 

Why is he so ardently interested in the consummation of this agree- 


ment? Has he no “selfish axes to grind?” 

Whv Mr. Hill's visit to Washington at the time when negotiations 
were pending? 

Why. day after the vote in the House, did Great Northern stock 
advance on the New York Stock Exchange from $1.29} to $1.364? 

Why this sudden announcement of his decision to build a $2,000,000 
depot in the city of Winnipeg? 
Why all this childish, crazed interest all of a sudden in the welfare 
the dear people? 
There is a reason. 
Let any fair-minded man take a Great Northern folder, inspect the 
map therein, and he will the reason. He will find 12 separate 
Great Northern lines, or branches, running to the Canadian boundary 
line, five of them already penetrating into Canada, each of them merging 
with the three main lines from Minneapolis and Duluth, all built and in 
operation, ready to haul 50,000,000 possibly 100,000,000 bushels of 
Canadian wheat into the already well-supplied markets of Duluth and 
Minneapolis—markets that always have been and can always be well 
supplied from the northwestern farms within the borders of the United 
States. 


of 






see 











is it a wonder that Mr. Hill is interested, exerting every possible 
influence within his great power to bring about the consummation of 
this pact? During the years of 50-cent and 60-cent wheat and those 
big visibles he urged us to “ hold on,” telling us that in a few years 
i “l consumption would go abreast of production and that we 

l then be independent of Liverpool and get fair prices for our 
wheat Mr. Hill, with his new purposes, has evidently forgotten this, 
while now that we are within reach of that goal, with prospect for 
fair prices for our wheat, t floodgates of Canada are to be opened 
and the larger portion of her $200,000,000 wheat crop dumped upon 
us. and he tells us now that it will be a good thing for us. * * * 





ce the agreement was announced on the 26th of Januar 








y wheat has 


fallen 114 cents in Duluth and only 4 cents, or, to be exact, 33 cents, at 
Winnipeg. To be exact: 

Duluth. | Winnipeg. 

26 bnaieusaieiwh éciiualicds dadititin Dtetietitdiaiaeiblaade ithimaieibiaeds | $1.058 | $O0.944 

1 snnnnctetdsbesehébukGuechStanenuguaivenenbeueee 943 | 904 





-113 04 





Che comr ion houses make no bones about the fact that it is a 
result of t neas which they all agree must pass. 

rhe membership price on the Minneapolis board has advanced $750 in 
tl la two weeks All winter long the Minneapolis and Liverpool 
I f ha been practically at the same level. Did Liverpool make 
tl ) ! wolis price? 

shbor of mine who recently sold his farm just across the line 
f | tell I this morning that early in November, 1910, the 
D » of w! t at Estavan, his Canadian town, was 55 cents, 

while Portal, on our side, the elevator price was 75 cents. He also 
tells 1 that farm land on our side was selling from $25 to $30 per 
acre, whil just across the line the price was from $15 to $20. Ile 
sold his for $18 I believe this statement to be true. Jim Hill might 
explain the difference in the price of wheat between the two towns: 
he might also explain why, at the same time, the elevator price in the 
ted River Valley was 95 cents and only 75 cents at Portal, 250 miles 
west: but of course the Great Northern dividend must be paid. 

lake down the bars, flood our country with 100,000,000 bushels of 
Canadian wheat, or even 50,000,000 bushels, and see the result Our 
farm price will then be the Liverpool! price less the freight, commis 


sions, and the loss from State dockages-and mixing houses on the way 

As I understand it, the President is chiefly interested in lowering 
the of living. I do not know what per cent of the common people 
in the cities buy their bread of the bakers, but I feel sure it is a very 


‘ost 


large class. Will the lowering of the price of flour 25 cents, 50 cents, 
or even $1 per barrel make any difference in the price of a loaf of 
bread? Will the lowering of the price of barley make any difference 
in the cost of a glass of beer? No doubt the big millers, the big com- 
mission houses of Minneapolis, Duluth, and Chicago, the railroads, and 
the big packers will be benefited. If the President is so anxious to 
lower the cost of living, why retain the duty on flour and the beef 


products? 


Do the big millers and the big packers need this protection? 
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he sacrifice? And, in this connection, are | reported it with an amendment and submitted 
1 mutton getting too much for their | 1214) thereo) 


k quotations of February 15 and you; Mr. WARNER, from the Cor on M Af 

















‘ ke t 
wil nd ves » to $6.80 per hundredweicht; western : : ; E 
steers, $4.40 to $5.60; co’ and heifers, $2.60 to $5.70; hogs, $6.75 to which was referred the bill (S. 4183) 1 reat the Wat ) 
7.30: sl ves and wethers, $2.75 to $4.50; lambs, $4.50 to 2. | partment and the Navy Departinent, res 
I wting from these | es 50 cents to $1 | hundredweight for natn “the Civil War volunteer officers 
{ _ shrinkage, and commission to get the net es the farmer 7 _ a i ; oan ‘ 
ves. it is a fair statement to say that the average ‘ice received authorize placing thereon with r¢ red pay 
in the Mississippi Basin wo not exceed 5 cents for | officers who served in the Army, Navy, or Ma ‘ 
eef. 6 cents to 64 cents for their hogs, ¢ 33 nts for their ote ey . ‘ air ‘ ’ 
t a , : , . lited States ih e Civil ar, ¢ { 
tton Is this too much? Are the farmers mak re fai the United it 1 th ; — : 
the prices? Even the big packers are making sale | reported it w ith an amendment 1 sub \ 


From the Breeders’ Gazette, of Fy 1216) thereon. 

ee ee SS ee ate Mr. BRISTOW, from the Committee on Claims, to v 

| ’ rs’ profit and the Sout Water Street | referred the bill (S. 9669) for the r fof 

mission mans proht reported it with an amendment and subn edar 

P 1217) ther ‘ 

No. 1.| No. 2. No. 8. Mr. WARREN, from the Committ 
which was referred the amendment submitted 








( ‘ C e | Cents 16th instant, relative to the conve ce by 
~ :} 1g St to the Government of Porto Rico of all the rights and 
Loins : I I the buildings and grounds of the scum 
Plates z 3 the “ San He S j P. R 





tended to? 

















{ } 1 1 
me lical te ne that e cold I filled eye ed ) Urie Lt di 1 eo | 
\ m carcasses, which they find hard r t < Os if at with the acco! inying papers, ‘ red to ft] Cal 
from hf cents to 8 cents dressed Are these prices 1 ni ; No; ‘tis a« . } . 
, : ; - : : Lp ria wi 1 ( 
tl middle man who is causing the present cost of livine, and , ‘ ‘ . 
there you should look for relief Pass this ‘ and W not He als 1 the Same ( ‘ \ 1) ! | 
lower the cost of living to t consumer 10 a »} You will rob bill (S. T7746) to provide for ‘ 4 
Yo . U1 : the = a ban SS See ee. | the tal eld of Gettysh men e s 
ou wi lowe! e standard 1 met ds, and rm iif put : : : 
t ~ * \ ; } 
fourth of our populi >» years 1 the road ‘ ss the United S ( CO a \ ] 

open an avenue for milli f our : imulatio in tl levelopment lion. reported it without am ! and s A 

l upbuilding of a field in another land at the expense of our own, and (No. 1218) 1 ox 
when you are through you will find that one-third of r people have ; cae : : . 

: . : } ' “i ron the “7 4 ' i in w ; , } 
been robbed of their purchase power to buy the maz tured products He also, f bO Sel TEM ! ae Oo Vv ST 
of our land But I fear tl hand of Democracy is upon ! The Re bill (S. 6479) anting an honorah ( hay { \I 
| ican Party and it me-honored princiy has been betrayed in Toga reported it wi ' , toad wemnes 
the hou It seems incredible to us that 78 Republicans aos 
hould h is measure in the House I ar d there are (No. 1219) thereon 
88 left crasp ear one by the hand and congratulate 
ir and, trade shall come equal to all of us, we will GAT OF HEAVEN (¢ 
n complain, ar it does the other fellow may hay time to . : : ; : 
reflect. — ae Mr. LODGI From the Committe I e ] 
Jim Hill's speech in Chicago has st our people to the core In favorably without amendment the | (S. OS74) 
I nest t é not a le t n thi st n the Gate of Heaven Chun h. Seuth Besto \f | 
f of thi neasure Our people ! ate the position you have ,. 4, , : oe = 
ts and expect you and Senator Mc‘ to do your utmost in its 4ectead on staimed-giass windows, and I ask 
de for its pres consideratior 
Sincerely, yours, R. T. KINGMAN There } ‘no ol +] ~ ‘ } 

The VICE PRESIDEN’ The letter w I referred the Wh roceeded to co el b It ] 

Committee on Fin ‘ the Gate of Heaven ¢ ! S ' . , 
] + aad lev 
ed s adult on ined 
REPORTS OI OMMIT s 
I bill vy rr 1 1 ae Ss 


Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Indi: Affairs, to which dered to be « rossed for a tl 
was referred the bill (H. R. 52264) for the relief of Frances ne sed 






996 
Coburn, Charles Coburn, and the heirs of Mary Morrisette, de Mr. LODGE. I ask that the letter from t se 
sed, reported it wi amendment and submitted a report Treasury companying the report be printed the R 


(No. 1207) thereon. The VICE PRESIDEN r. In the absence of ob 
Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on ¢ ims, to which was rdered 

referred the bill (S. 10897) for the relief of the Atlantic Coast The letter is as follows: 

Line Railroad Co., reported it without amendment and sub- 

mnitted a report (No. 1208) thereon. 
Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which were CHAIRMAN Com™M I FINA I 

referred the following bills, reported them « 


ach with amend : 
ments and submitted reports thereon: ees IT ve tne | 





\ nting pensions and increase of pensions 9874. auth rt t 
t I sailors of the Ci War 1, M 
widovy relatives of sucl el 

> ar 
(it I l 

A] ling pens s and se ol ms | ered 

: anetl 1909. + 

to « ‘ the Civil Wi: 1 certain | 4*4 
\ lov re ives of ind sailors | ~ ( ' i 





(Rept. No. 1210). 
. 











Mr. GUGGENHEIM, from the Committee on Agriculture > t 
Forestry, to which was referred the bill (S. 9915) to ens upon t u 
tl Secretary of Agriculture to 1 effeetua sul ti s | ‘WwW 
vent the spread of « ses of | toes kno | k seal 
and wart disease Ss rem d without lino 
‘ d subm 1211) 1 d 
li Clain Ss, to S : . 1 
re (H lief the jeg: repre Aft t W 
§ it wit it al iment t Bost 
i ‘e@ re to I { t 
‘ , + torife act -« 1897 ; ‘ 
was referred the | liquidated 1 duty, and 
] the relief of Catherine Ratchfo1 reported it | two on April ls 1 or 
with « ‘ near mt « ry! it? lor Pe NY } . S nt I t! 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. thereon. f the United Stat ‘ ' 
‘TT? m } ‘ . . : or the I i \ 
Mr. Mc UMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which | Perry (146 U. S., 71), t 
was refered the bill (H. R. 29157) making appropriations for | officer, ordered thé iquidation 


> me » es alia and oft . matanse at » TInt ‘4 thereon ¢ I f 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States the tariff act of 1897. 17 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, | December 23, 1909. (T. D. 30221 





3042 














Against the reliquidation of the entries the importers filed protests, 
which protests are now pending before the Board of United States Gen 
eral Appraisers 

The claim for refund of duties is based upon information from the 
collector of customs at Boston, furnished prior to importation to Mr. 
Clough, one of the architects of the said church, to the effect that the 
said windows would be admitted free of duty 

Upon this point the collector of customs at Boston reports as follows: 
* Early in the year 1909 Mr. Clough, of the firm of Clough & Wardner, 
architects, called at this office with illustrations of windows and, after 
the matter had been thoroughly di ssed, in view of his statement that 
said windows were not commercially known as painted or stained-glass 
windows, and were not intended for use as windows and not suitable 
for such use, my predecessor, Mr. Lyman, expressed the opinion that 
such windows should be admitted free of duty under paragraph 703 of 
the tariff act of July 24, 1897.” 

In the case of The United States Per (146 U. S., 71) the court 
held that certain painted-glass windows “ consisting of pieces of vari 
ously colored glass, cut into regul: shapes and fastened together by 
strips of lead intended to be used for decorative purposes in 
churches * . placed upon the interior of the window frame 
and backed by an out window of ordinary white glass,”’ which were 
executed by artists of superior merit, were imported in fragments, and 
were mmmercially known as painted or stained-glass windows, were not 
entitled to free entry under the provisions of paragraph 757 of the act 
of 1890, which were identical with those of paragraph 703 of the act of 
LSO7 

To the same effect are the decisions of the Board of United States 
General Appraisers in Treasury decision 10903 of March 7, 1891; Treas 
ury decision 11711 of August 13, 1891; Treasury decision 15617 of 
December 9, 1892; and Treasury decision 28690 of January 15, 1908. 

If, upon this state of facts, Congress sees fit to grant relief, this de- 
partme perceives no objection thereto 


Respectfully, FRANKLIN MacVeaGuH, Secretary. 
PUBLIC BUILDING 

Mr. CULBERSON. From the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds I report back with an amendment the bill (S. 
10095) to provide for the acquisition of a site on which to erect 
a public building at Gilmer, Tex., and I ask unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an 
amendment in jiine 9, before the word 


AT GILMER, TEX. 











“ten” and insert “ six,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, 
or otherwise, a site on which to erect a suitable building, including fire- 
proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, com 
plete, for the use and accommodation of the United States post office 
in Gilmer, Tex., at a cost not to exceed the sum of $6,000. 

The building shall be unexposed to dar from fire by an open 
sp of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL B. 


Mr. OVERMAN. From the Committee on Claims I report 
favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 19756) for the 
relief of Michael B. Ryan, son and administrator de bonis non 
of John S. Ryan, deceased, and I report (No. 1206) 
thereon. I call the attention of the senior Senator from South 
Carolina to the report. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask un 
sideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bi. It proposes to pay Michael 
B. Ryan, son and administrator de bonis non of John S. Ryan, 
deceased, late of Charleston, S. C., or to his legal representatives, 
$14,582.04, to be taken and accepted full and final release 
and discharge of his claim against the United States as found 
by the Court of Claims under the act approved March 12, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RYAN, 


submit a 


animous consent for tl 


as in Committee of the 


as a 


CLEMENT A. LOUNSBERRY. 

Mr. DIXON. 
port back with an amendment the bill (S. 8047) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of War to muster Clement A. 
berry as colonel of the Twentieth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and I submit a report (No. 1205) thereon. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. It simply gives the beneficiary the 
rank without emoluments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consides the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, with an amendment to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the fact that the Twentieth Michigan Volunteer 
mained continuously from a date prior to March 


Is there objection to the present 


Infantry re- 
11, 1865, to May 30, 
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1865, below the minimum number fixed by law to entitle it to a colonel, 
and that a commission of that grade and organization was not issued 
to Clement A. Lounsberry until June 8, 1865, shall be no bar to the 


| application in the case of said Lounsberry, or of anyone claiming under 


him, of the provisions of the act of Congress approved February 4, 1897, 
entitled “An act to provide for the relief of certain officers and enlisted 


} men of the Volunteer forces.” 


“thousand,” to strike out 


ie present con- | 


amendment, or- | 


From the Committee on Military Affairs I re- | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief 
of Clement A, Lounsberry.” 


JAMES JONES. 


Mr. DIXON. From the Committee on Military Affairs I re- 
port back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 9221) 
for the relief of James Jones, and I submit a report (No. 1204) 
thereon. I call the attention of the senior Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to the report. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that in the 
administration of the pension laws and the laws governing the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, or any branch 
thereof, James Jones shall hereafter be held and considered 
to have been honorably discharged from the military service of 
the United States as a private of Company E, Thirty-third 
Regiment New York Veteran Volunteers, on the 2d day of 
May, 1863, but no pension shall accrue prior to the passage of 
this act. 

The bill was.reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Is there objection to the present 


the 


DISTRICT TEACHERS’ RETIREMENT FUND. 


Mr. BURKETT. I am directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill (S. 5912) to 
establish and disburse a public-school teachers’ retirement fund 
for the District of Columbia, to report it with amendments, 
and I submit a report (No. 1215) thereon. I wish to state that 
at the earliest moment—to-morrow, perhaps, if I can get recog- 
nition—I shall call up the bill for consideration and passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry I report back with amendments the bill (H. R. 31596) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agricultnre for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and I submit a report 
(No, 1220) thereon. I give notice that I shall endeavor to call 
up the bill to-morrow or at the first opportunity thereafter for 
consideration. 

The VICE 
calendar. 


PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 


MOBILE RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. RANKHEAD. Mr. President, a few days ago the Senate 
passed the bill (H. R. 31588) to authorize the Pensacols, Mo- 
bile & New Orleans Railroad Co., a corporation existing under 
the laws of the State of Alabama, to construct a 
and the Mobile River and its navigable channels on a 
line opposite the city of Mobile, Ala. The bill was returned to 
the House of Representatives for the signature of the Speaker; 
but it was discovered that a serious mistake had been made 
and that it was necessary to recall it in order that it might be 
amended. Therefore the votes by which the bill was read the 


bridge over 
across 


third time and passed by the Senate were reconsidered. The 
bill is now on the table, and I ask unanimous consent that it 


be taken up in order that I may offer an amendment to it and 


| that it may be passed. 


Louns- | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The votes by which the bill was 
read the third time and passed have been reconsidered. The 
Senator from Alabama asks unanimous consent that the bill 


may be considered. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out all after the 


enncting clause and insert: 


That the Pensacola, Mobile & New Orleans Railway Co., a corpora- 


tion existing under the laws of the State of Alabama, be, and is hereby, 
authorized to construct, operate, and maintain a drawbridge and its 





1911. 


—— — j 


pproaches thereto, across the Mobile River, at a point in the county 
f M vile suitable to the interests of navigation not farther south 
than the north bank of the Chickasaw Creek at its mouth; to be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War in accordance with the provisions of 
the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 4 

Sec. 2. That the act of Congress approved March 26, 1908, entitled 
“An act to authorize the Pensacola, Mobile & New Orleans Railway 
Co., a corporation existing under the laws of the State of Alabama, to 
construct a bridge over and across the Mobile River and its navigable 
channels on a line approximately east of the north boundary line of 
the city of Mobile, Ala.,” is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, and repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act to authorize the Pen- 
sacola, Mobile & New Orleaus Railway Co., a corporation exist- 
ing under the laws of the State of Alabama, to construct a 
bridge over and across the Mobile River and its navigable chan- 
nels above the city of Mobile, Ala.” 

RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA, 

Mr. SMOOT. On the 13th instant, the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. pu Pont] presented a letter from the Secretary of 
Agriculture to the legislative committee of the National Grange, 
of Concord, N. H., relative to the proposed Canadian reciprocal 
agreement, and the letter was referred to the Committee on 
Printing for action. I report from that committee the letter 
and move that it be printed as a Senate document (S. Doe. 
No. 829). 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMOOT. On the 14th instant the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] presented a ietter signed by ex- 
Goy. Bachelder, of New Hampshire, and requested that it be 
printed as a Senate document, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing for action. I report from that committee 
the letter and move that it be printed as a Senate document 
(S. Doe. No. 828). 

The motion was agreed to. 

POLICEMEN AND FIREMEN’S RELIEF FUND, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the Senate ordered to a third reading and 
passed the bill (S. 288) for the creation of the police and {fire- 
men’s relief fund, to provide for the retirement of members of 
the police and fire departments, to establish a method of pro- 
cedure for such retirement, and for other purposes. I ask that 
the House of Representatives be requested to return to the Sen- 
ate the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered, and the request for the return of the bill from the 
House of Representatives will be agreed to, in the absence of 
objection, 

CLAIM OF WILLIAM D. GRANAM AND OTHERS. 

Mr, BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
the following resolution (S. Res. 861), which was considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resalved, That the claims of William D. Graham (S. 88): the heirs 
of Harmon Snyder, deceased (S. 98); George A. Davis, administrator 
of Mrs. Martha N. Davis, deceased (S. 100) ; George A. Davis. ad 
ministrator of Patrick Brady, deceased (S. 102): the estate of Jos ‘ph 
Brannon, deceased (S. 1096); George L. Whitmore (S, 1107): the 
estate of F. C. Blackmer, deceased (S. 1391); Sarah R. Bexley. ad 
ministratrix of the estate of the iate Augustus R. Bexley (S. 129”): t} 
estate of Victor Faisons, deceased (S. 1465); the estate of Frederi k 
Arbour, deceased (SN. 1466); Mrs. C. A. Grose (S. 1508): Willian 
Hayes (Ss. 1651) ; the county court of Owen County, Ky. (S. 2007) ; 
Charlies FE. Currier (S. 2011); the estate of Matthew A. Mecain 
(S 2473) ; the estate of Richard White (S. 2474); Julien Semere 
(S. 2585) } the heirs or estate of Louis Vuagnat, deceased (S 2595): 
Jacob W. srower and John M. Brower, heirs of Thomas M. srower, 
deceased (8. 2671); the legal representatives of the estate of Thomas 
A. Hendricks, deceased (S. 2689); K. H. Lewis and W. F. Lewis 
(S. 2692); the estate of Stephen Herren (S. 2951); the heirs of 
Amasa Ezell, deceased (S. 3064); the heirs or estate of J. J. Brison 
deceased (S. 3074); H. J. Brewer (S. 3076); John T. Spence or his 
leg representatives (S. 3565); the heirs of Ambrose Hord, deceased 
(S. 3581) ; Miss Pattie J. Daffan (S. 3585) ; heirs or estate of Thornton 
Martin, deceased (S. 3613): 


(S. 3683); the heirs of John G 








. Freeman, deceased (S. 3788): the 
heirs of John J. Johnson, deceased (S. 3741); the estate of John 
Diehl, deceased (S. 3742) ; the heirs of Peter Pope, deceased (S. 2742) : 
the heirs or estate of Andre N. 
estate of Louis Lalonde, deceased (S. 4045): heirs or estate of 
Alexandre Carsayo, deceased (S. 4061); heirs or estate of Chevalier 
Thibodeaux, deceased (S. 4070); heirs or estate of Don Louis Thibo 

deaux. deceased (S. 4072); heirs or estate of Pierre Meaux. 
(S. 4074) ; 
decensed (S. 4345); Kate Oakes Smith | 
merling (S. 45! the heirs of Mrs 

C. M. J. Williamson (S. 4944); the heirs of Benjamin Whitehead 
(S. 4945) ; the heirs of Nannette Switzer (S. 4953): the heirs of Louis 
Cato, deceased (S. 4957): W. C. Bradley (S. 5005); Abraham Cur 

rance (S. 5120); Capt. William Hill (S. 5380); the heirs of Ander 

; the estate of John D. Johnston, deceased 


deceased 





4470); 


eles : s. Fredericca Kim 
%); Christian Christensen (S. 4688) : 


son Couch (S. 5381) 
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heirs or estate of John Sanford, deceased | 


Robin, deceased (S. 4043); heirs or | 


heirs cr estates of Sarah BE. Wedelstedt and Nimrod Berk. | 





(S. 5392): the estate of August Landry, sr.. d 1 s HS59) 
Francis M. Price (S. 6558) William W. Llearne (S. 6394 i R 
Kinnett (S. 6396); the estate of Oliver Frazer, deceased S. 6309 

the estate of Thomas K, Ball, de ased S. 6411); the es e of J 
Milton Best, deceased (S. 6413): the estate of Solomon Jon ak j 


(S. 6414); the estate of John H. Seebolt, deceased (S. 6416); J. 1 
ifford (S. 6426): the heirs of J. I. Peeples (S. 6498); the wi 











Cl ! 

and heirs of David Phillips, deceased (S. 6545): Sergt. Jan \\ 
Kingon (S. 6625); Thomas J. Lloyd (S. 6714); the heirs of 1 mas 
Jones, deceased, and others (S. 6730); Elizabeth A. Pendleton ! 
ministratrix of the estate of William Bailey, cd sed ; 7156): 
George W. Lackey, surviving partner of the firm of Wi m | key & 
Sons (S. 7237); the heirs or estate of Hypolite Mal 1 1 
is 7456): the heirs or estate of Adelaide FE Lai ) a i 
(S. 7458): Gabriel Sam (S. 7463); the heirs or estate of John Tu 

deceased (S. 7464); the heirs or estate of Frat s Poupon, de ised 
(S. 7468); the heirs or estate of Alexand Nezat, deceased (S. 7472 


the heirs of Sarah Quick, deceased (S. 7889); Columbus Doom and the 


| estate of Ben Doom, deceased (S. 7915); the estate of John Met ‘ 
| deceased (S. 8010): the heirs of C. T. Clatterbuck, deceased S. S244 


heirs or estate of James C. Hoover, deceased (S. 8329); the tat f 
James M. Alexander, deceased (S. 8537) the estate of George W. 
Yancey, deceased (S. 8573); the estate of Samuel G. Mason, deceased 
(S. 8579): the estate of Marcus M. Walker, deceased (S. S5S0);: 
William Beans (S. 8614); heirs or estate of Charles Lesseps, de« sed 
(S. 8705); John D. Olivier and the estates of Adelaide and Prosper 
Olivier. deceased (S. S708); heirs or estate of Daniel Holliday, deceased 
(S. S709) eirs or estate of Paul Pitre, deceased (S. 8711); the I 












national Telefire Co., of Boston, Mass. (S. 8760); the estate of John IH 
Hanly, deceased (S. SS07); owners of property at Popl 1B Me 
on account of depreciation in value of same by r m of the lo 

of heavy guns at Fort Baldwin and the tiring thereof (S. 9158) t! 
estate of Dr. Samuel Jack, deceased (S. 9615); the African Method 
Episeopal Chureh of Gallipolis, Ohio (S. 9644); William Haycrat nd 
others (S. 9668); A. M. Rando'tph and the o r children and heirs of 
Robert Lee Randolph, deceased (S. 9757); William ¢ sby (S. 9907); 
th state of the late Johr W. Clous (S. 9968); James D. Gilman 
(S. 10083): John E. Hillvard and Ada Walker, formerly Hillyard 
(S. 10034): Herbert Hl. Russell (S. 10133); the heirs of David Tuel 
willer, deceased (S. 10139); the heirs of James H. Williams, Ceceased 
(S. 10153); the heirs of J V. Porter, dec ed (S. 10 - the heirs 
of Etienne Chappuis, deceased (S. 10169) W I I na othe 
(S. 10173); the Associate Reformed Presbyteri ! h, iv Winns 
boro, S. C. (S. 10270); the trustees of Wesley Chapel Methodist 1 
copal Church South, of Warren Count Mis lo Geort I 
Read (S. 10449) ; the First B ist rch, I iyette, G S. 10464 
heirs or estate of Samuel Bradford, decease S. 1048 the Met} 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Trinity, A (S. 10488) ifyland ¢ 
Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C, Fletcher (S. 1050 ( 
Tolson, his heirs or legal representatives S. 10513); the 1 3s of 
Moses Crow (S. 10514); the executors or administrators of 

Ih Smith, deceased (S 10532): the irs at law o La r Z 
coffer, deceased (S, 10534): Elias E. Barnes (S. 10537) 1 M. Con 
nors and George D. Wright, for amount e led in | ding wagon 
roads and bridges in the United States forest reserve on the North 
ork of the Boise River, Idaho (S. 10597) es LD. Evans (S. 10604 
William Kk. Norris (S. 10614); the Catt Chureh at lion, G 


(S. 19622); the late Harrison S. Weeks (S 
(S. 10637); the Commercial Pacific 
& Brooks Co. (S. 10685); Loren B. Sylvester 


10628); James Lb. W 
Cable Co. (S. 10684); the Sanford 
(S. 10704): the heirs « 











estate of Pierre Cormier, deceased (S. 10737); Theophile Pann (S 
10739): John L. Smith and others (S. 10748); Clara I. Mi 
(Ss 10755): the owners of the steamers Harry Brown and Stella 
Moren (S. 10802); Christopher H. McNally and certain other Army 
officers and their heirs or legal representatives (S. 10806); the heirs of 
hilippe Francois Renaut (S. 10810); the ! 1 representative of 
(jeorge Neitzey, deceased, surviving partner of Neitzey & A r (§ 
1OSV6): S. and W. Welch and others (S. 10828): the Pawnee Tri 
of Indians against the United States (S. 1OS30) 4 M. Williams, jr 
iministrator of Edward Cleve (S. 10832) ; Fred Stitzel, surviving part 
ner of the firm of Stitzel Bros. (S. 10834); the estate of William W 
Parrish, deceased (S. 10835): John W. Stockett (S. 10838) Frank J 
Roudinot (S. 10841): Victor Beaulac and others (S. 10842 Tod 
H aker and others (S. 10844); the trustees of the Christian ¢ : 
of Cadiz, Ky. (S. 10848); Daniel Robinson, major, United Stat 
Army, retired (S. 10861); and the trustees of Grace Pt taut 
col Church of Yorktown, V: (S. 10871), now pending in t! S t 
together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same art 
ref “<] to the Court of Cla $s, in j s e of the pr ns 
act entitled An act to provide for ft y sul 
Governwent of the United St hw iM h 3, 1887 ! 
monly known as the Tucker Act And said « I shall 1 ! 
with the same in accordance with the | isi s of such act ane t 


to the Senate in accordance therew 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 10862) to alter the regulations res thie 
ner of holding elections for Senators; to the ¢ mmit e on 
Privileges and Elections. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 10868) to give the consent of Congress t 
building of a bridge by the city of Northport, Wash., over t 
Columbia River at Northport; to the Committee on Comm 

By Mr. YOUNG: 

A bill (S. 10864) granting an increase of pension to Mi: ‘ 

| Curtis: to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 10865) to transfer the Alaskan Cable & Telegraph 
System to the Post Office Department: and 

A bill (S. 10866) authorizing the sale of lands within t 
Fort D. A. Russell Military Reservation, State of Wyomin 
| the Diocese of Cheyenne, Wyo.; to the Committee on M 
| Affairs. 
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A MILE OF STARVING ELK 








Out of the West there comes from the famous Jacksons Hole country 
al nD n rnished tale of truth told by a plain, unvarnished man of 
tl mount s, in which it is made apparent that all of these - gs 

ve hay and are happening now in Wycminz And to 1 c up 
that story man brings the evidence of the ca 1 

Thirty t and elk are wintering in the Jacksons Hole cow in 
Wyoming y are not wary or timorous, the elk They do not 
shun the | of man On the contrary, they come p to his d . 
For t ul the State of Wyoming is feeding them $5,000 





to keep them alive until the snow is gone and 








the gr ingtime will h them with the natur: food 
hard iter | taken f em 
I 1 ind s ng elk 
It nas like ne of th ts stories that westerners reserv 
eastern consumption, but it isn he camera doesn't lie unless 
tampered with, and Ben Shef i, of Moran, Wyo., » made 
‘ } ; } 


‘ on this page, did nothing to his instrument that 1 
nhotographer should not do lie just went down to Jackson, smuce¢led 


elf down in a load of hay, and drove out into the valley around the 





rhe elk came trotting around the load. Thousands of them came, 
until the wagon was the center of an ocean of brown bodies and tossing 
Sheffield turned loose hi ilms, and the pictures are the 

I ng t iy was pitched off to the waiting 


for a mouthful much like the 


i ! f inevitable starvati 
1e elk, the ‘e figures which develop in telling t 
] ] ] » startle the average 












wh ears is ied the song that all bi; 
t! v ‘ the 1 deer moose, the a 
nd the elk, the ies of American wild game, soon w 
nished from the face the earth and become, like the buffalo, 
r lamentation } ational shame. 
\ hay I he elk in other portions of the coun 
t lent that it is far from the possibility of : 
‘ I he figures incident to the situation 
| nt the elk still is with us in numbers 
e m rts! I 
Ss y tl 1nd elk are wintering in Jacksons Hol 
| t isand of them are being fed by the State 2 


e thousand of these 30,000 would starve but for this ald 


of it 
lwenty-five thousand of them will be saved by feeding 
Fit ve t isand elk will be alive in Jacksons Hole when the snow * 


I thousand of them will starve in spite 





of d break out among the herds and 
y isand 1g next fall will continue to be a 
ns as they exist 1 r Jackson this last winter a 
edent [It is doubtful if the eyes of white men ever beheld 
elk herded together in one locality Possibly at some long past 
elk and buffalo roamed the prairie without fear of smokeless 





Indians may have seen a 
civilization set up its tepee near Jacksons 

















t such numbers ever congregated at a single 
pectio 
The elk, unlike the departed buffalo, does not love to live together in 
nt s multitudes Altho like all um ibers of the dee f ily 
’ j T 
I i 
har ni finds a 
( ‘ t! { and 
thi e! es rT 
te d y j t h 
for the regions where the snow is light and the fee i in 
\ I this happens to be in the Jacksons Hole « 1g Flat 
‘ 
facl iH i 1 vall 60 miles long and 10 miles wide, whicl 
out 60 mile south of Yellowsto National Park Complet 
led | t reton, I liorn nd G Ventre mountain e 
‘ en 
V x wl 
i I leep 
V 
big I ld 
wi 
ay I T 
( air i 
; re 7 \ 
ley t r in 
of 
u T v 
re I i l 
’ Lb 
‘ 1dd 1 t 
tT } 
l On f 
( } res. I l 
had } n 1 l - 
s rp i ifs ag 
Be ith the I W I 
been there at all rhe : ld n 7 pawed y 
the hard sut e, then wandered about, frantically searching for willow 
ther shru r dropping in their tracks a rding entirely to t a 
dition x 
Si tI into the valley. Thirty tl : 





and of tl mall herds along the northern 
end and w 


Thirty th 
lows along 






} el nd in the surrounding mount 
the valley's southern end, stripped th« 
the ground in a few days, and then lool 





os 
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si 


j 
; nd. with starvation for nine-tenths of their number staring So as to make the bill read 
zi ’ Majest antlered bulls bellowed their final pang of | ; ; Pa y 
t elpless into the snow beside the weak cow or calf. anne, © et a Se +» So . 
e of the valley became dotted here and there with little | Phon is 5 _ s ! ; s t is 
Flat Creek became choked with lumps of similar de- | oetent ( : Con it 4 : ; 
cr way these lumps looked like rocks; on closer inspection } on the 6th day rf \ 2 ist, IS62: P I ) n alt 
ihe i elk with tl mes sticking through the hide. There | CTWe trom the date mie na sam 4 . aS . 8 . 
v ds of them within a few days. There would have been | te pension rolls to the dat 
in few veeks Chen the hand of man took a part in a) The rmendment was a reed to. 
ddte of February necame | ‘The bill was reported to the Senate as : led, and the 
t jle fate await > animals | amendmeut was concurred in 
it 3 n t ess they The amendment was ordered » be el 1; i the 1 to 
1 t o! Sever ¢ the : 
; li yf hay slatvre | be read a third time 
the starving « Warden ‘he bill was read the third time, and passed. 
‘ »1 i oO | »] i 
ed t Sta ’ ona EXPENSES OF UNITED STAT yl S$. 
mt had a I Mr. SUTHERLAND. I ask unanimous consent for 
i > I \ t " ‘ . . : 7 
I 17 ; ich ‘Aft « } ; ent consideration of the bill (S. 9693) to provide for t 
on ‘ ‘ i ’ i the “ : . 
x en J running to tl I with ment of the traveling and other expenses of United States 
for t i ; ‘ ! . . y cuit and district judges when holding court at | 3 othel 
wit s ) ] show . ; . 5 . 
, ans eo ‘ : : W here they resi le ; 
e led W { fa ery A noble There being no ob n, the Senate n Cor e of : 
sing a ! 1 e of tin cans, s ng for a | Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been rep | 
1 « canned « no i — : : ; a a a ; - = ; 
set up his camer I took it down y t making | from the Committ on t e Judi try \ inh endment, « 
page 1, line 6, after e word “Ul r, to st » ol ~ ou dl 
oe : : t ; d Can ' : hit necessary expenses of travel and n e” = t 
) sa she i ip i { < iit piel t s 1 it for é = . ss ' ; ‘ . 
lk, every |! 1 who saw it w d call me % \ so W ts necessary © Ses of trave and patos ern a 
not to exceed $10 per day, actu ly ll rl i tor mainte 
e world lost a pictorial record of one feature of a condition | go as to read: 
W ver existed before in the wild animal world, and w 1 | b ‘tins % i ee . . a : + ¢ 
wi exist again For even Jackson, Wyo., will ever it t ! ; ‘ _ 
er 30,000 elk coming to its doors and ging t fed and t ' : : \ . aoe na, 
llawa ind I to Rico . i and + +) oP x 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, penses and t SS. nable exper not to ex d $10 per 
. . , day, actua y I rred ! 
\ ssage from the House of Representatives, by W. J. . , ; “wt in t . ' © t 
. “2 ° 4 ‘ - ng ou;r wn Ot an ( I I 
Br ning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed place of resi 
the wing bills and joint resolution : The amendment was agreed to 
S.S7°6. An act providing for the releasing of the claim of The bill was reported { ‘ led 
the United States Government to arpent lot No. 44, in the old | gqmendment was concurred i 
city of Pensacola, Fla. ; The bill was ordered to be « sod for 2 rd} | 
S. 10690, An act providing for aids to navigation along the. the third time. and passed 
L ‘one Channel, Detroi River, Mich. ; Pet PASSED ASST. PAYMAST ry ‘ CK 
S. 10757. An act to amend an act entitled “ An act permitting ee > ' f 
it Naat a a errons the Missiaainni River ai , 7 Mr. TAYLOR. |! sk unani ‘ f e pres 
t building of a dam across the Mississippi River at or neat ald a 4 ITE) { . ef of P : 
} . . : > ¢ : 9 ‘onsi ration 1 ne t (is | ib 0 the reile ) is i 
the 1 ze of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn.,” approved | * ' Se ee . a . : 
February 26, 1904: and — rayn ster Edwin M. Hacker. 
S. J. s. 140. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of : Wh Ce ere oa h had 1 
War to loan certain tents for the use of the Confederate Vet- ss if él . apt asas” — 
‘Pp ; 844) : . . rte Oo , onunittee o1 avai A S with an an 
erans’ Reunion, to be held at Little Rock, Ark., in May, 1911. ported from the Committ = a ee 
7 : ment in line 7, after the w l \ \ to strike out the 
‘SNROLLED BILLS SIGN : . on 
a Paneer eme eer. weeeteen mainder of the bill. 
mNeccacna a! ‘ . oO. +h hea fnaslkar . ) | » mi 
rhe message also announced that the Speaker of the Hous The amendment was agreed to. 
had signed the following bills, and they were thereupon signed The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
iv ti jee Prac mt - ; . ; ’ 
by the Vice Pr ident: amendment was concurred in. 
H. Rh. 21618. An act for the relief of Francis E. Rosier: and The bill was ordered to | engro d for a third 1 ling 








05. An act to provide for sittings of the United States 
cil t and district courts of the northern district of Mississippi 
at tl ity of Clarksdale, in said district. 
LAND IN PENSACOLA, FLA, 

A few days ago the Senate passed a 
pre x for the releasing of the claim of the 1 
; certain lot in the old city of Pensacola, 
pa Similar bill and it is now b 

se ‘ It is the bill (H. R. 31987) providing for 
r t] claim of the United States Government to 


nited States 


4 
ssed } 


if, in the old city of Pensacola, Fla. I ask the Chai 
t e bill before the Senate, with a view to its present con 
R on. 
the VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the | indicated, for which the Senator from Florida asks 
J t msideration 


B: unimous consent. the 
Wi e, proceeded to consider the bill. 
1 was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
red to a third reading, read the third time, and Dp 

THOMAS SI 


Senate, as in Committee of the 


esed. 


ALS. 


ae SCOTT. I desire to ask unanimous consent to call up a 
ii vul to correct the record of a soldier, and the reason I 
i t this crowded time is because there is a bill pending in 


the House, and we have to correct 
] can be acted on there. It 
relief of Thomas Seals 


his record here before the 
is the bill (H. R. 16268) for the 





The re being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 


from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment to 


ada . . ° : 

add at the end of the bill the following proviso: 
P T . . . 
re led, That no pension shall accrue from the date the name of 
@ ihemas Seals was dropped from the pension rolls to the date of 


the approval of this act. 


read the third 


time, and } sec. 
COMPANIES RB. ¢. 

The VICE 
tion (S. Res. 
was re a, 


follows: 


AND D, TV NTY-FIFTH UNI » STATES INFANT 
PRESIDENT laid b 
lL bv 


fore the Senate the 
3do8) submitt 


( onsidered 





Se i t f 3 or | ( I) f 
Twent ft Infantry 1 I 

court f rv rel t é f ] ) 
ha ipplied f enlis 1 
( t! act f < SS Via ) f 
the W D t 1s oO \ ( 
vening cou f ng 

SENATOR FROM ILI ) 

Mr. BURROWS. I notice on the Cal rof B hat 
it is agreed 1 ni . ond 
from Illinois |M Lo! that o VW 

ae 
imm on tl Or of ti i 
may e senate uy] it j ) i 

I desire to state to the Senate that after t rddress and 
the remarks of any other Senator who may desire to add 
the Senate it is my purpose to call for a vote upon the que i 


involver 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before adjournment? 
Mr. PENROSE. Before adjournment? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am glad to hear 
The Senate resumed the ec the report of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections relat 
charges relating to the election of WILLIAM LorIMER, a 
from the State of Illinois, by the Legislature of that State, 
made in obedience to Senate resolution 264. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE the S« 
spoken for some time, 


> 
> 
> 


that. Mr 


onsideration of 





addressed nate. After having 





3046 


\I ( LI \GEI I move ! ] “i to the 
ee e | 
i. SEVERIDGI I ask tl = ( t withhold that mo 
tir for a me I I yield the fl now \ 1 t understand- 
ing, of « I t I shall « ‘ ! rks to-morrow 
f e niz s consent f wl has been given. 
s 1 Senator After the 





(MM l in the chair). 
‘ vy his mot 
The § r from New Hamp- 
shire moves that the Senate ] ed to the consideration of 
executive business. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the Senator will withhold the mo- 


tion for a moment 
Mr. GALLINGER. I withhol 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I shoul 
nt has been given to the Se 


to proceed to-morrow after 


if unanimous 
ndiana [Mr. BrEvEer- 
under the 





] 
const I 
IDGE | the time 


consumed 





other unanimous-consent agreement which was made 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No request for unanimous con- 
sent has been pl: “al before the Se 

Mr. LA FOLLETTI Then, Mr. Pr lent, I will unani- 
mous conse with the acquiescence f tl Senator from Indi- 
ai that he 1 rmitted to conclude |! remarks to-morrow 
after the til l been consumed under the unanimous consent 
previously ted by the Senate 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire withhold his motion? 

Mr. GALLINGER I will withhold my motion, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I will, however, make the suggestion that I do not think 
it would be « t fair tl ‘or the Senator from Indiana 
to close the dis Sio I hope tl there will be an opportunity 
aft the morning hour for the Senator to conclude. I think 





IVER uble bout it, Mr. Presi- 
dent nd that is why to c ide to-day—is that 
the very | { ¢ day by the sitting 

feml of gu mt to address the Senate 
mediately after the hess. As we all know, a 
nanimous-consent agreement can not be set aside by a subse- 


quent unanil ‘onsel 
Mr. GALLINGER 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. So 
suppose that I can not ] 
been exhausted. 
LA FOLLETTE. 


1 the Senator 


nous 


tO-In 


rrow, I 
unanimous con- 
was surprised at it. 
I wish to say, if 
Hampshire correctly with 


g on after on 
{ 


tha? and 


, } 
sent has that, and 


Mr. 
u 


ndersto¢ 


Then, Mr. President, 
from New 


Aa 


I 
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reference to the suggestion that the sitting Member should close 
the debate, that I do not understand that that Quanimous con- 
sent was granted to cover that proposition. : 

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Had it b . I should have certainly 
objected. I wish to say on that point, Mr. President, that 
since tl Member has not seen fit to offer his testi: ly 
il § witness before the inv 2 commi » it 
seems to 1 that he ought not to be permitt and I for o 
should object to his being permitted—to offer his testimony, 
it v , in writing by giving him the opporiunity to conclude 
this deb without the chance being given to the Senate or to 
§ » Member of the Senate of thoroughly reviewing wh he 
may bn 

The PRESIDING OFFICER fhe Chair is informed tha 
otie Senators desire to speak 

Mr. BEVERIDGI Mr. President, I will say for the informa- 
t of the Senator from Wisconsin—who is entirely right in 
his positi that the request for unanimous consent, of course 
did not involve closing the debate or otherwise; but merely that 
the Senator from Illinois should address the Senate immediately 

ter the routine morning business. That unanimous-consen 

reement, like all unanimous-consent agreements, unforti 
ely, can not be changed, even if we were to try to change it, 
even Dy animous consent. Thereafter, Mr. President, I hay 
no doub t least that there are many Senators who will a 
that a vote shall be taken before adjournment on that day « 
at some convenient time. So the only thing that remains for 
m to go on to-morrow, after the unanimous consent alread 
oj has been exhausted; and it was for that I understo« 
Ss r f Wisconsin asked unanimous consent f 
Tl iny Senator will have an opportunity, which nobody « 

ut off, of saying what he pleases. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this matter 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Wi ns 


sked unanimous 


that the Senat 
‘lude his 


consent from 


Indiana 


be allowed to proceed to con remarks to-morrow 


the termination of the existing unanimous-consent agreem« 
aiready entered on the calendar. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it seems to me it is umn 


essary to give unanimous consent. The Senator from Indiana 
can do that, and we could not foreclose him if we tried. 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think that true; but I was ratl 
St ed at the unanimous consent. 

} GALLINGER. I have given notice that I may occupy 
few minutes; but I will take my chances to-morrow or on £01 


other day. I will not be in the way of the Senator from | 
| say to him. 

P VERIDGE., I 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
renew my motion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, I take it for granted, if the Sena 
tor will withhold his motion for a moment, that there is n 
unanimous consent going to be granted, although having bee 
granted to the sitting Member I do not see why it should n 
be granted to a member of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I might ask it fi 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true. I 


am sure of that. 


So, I think, Mr. President, that I will 


r myself, then. 


take it. then, that 


understood, at least there is an agreement among u: z 
tlemen’s agreement—that after the expiration of the una 
consent to-morrow—that is, after the address of the si 
Member—lI shall be permitted to conclude my remarks. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Ir. GALLINGER. Certainly; we can not prevent the Se 


ator from 
ceed 


doing that. I renew my mot 

to the consideration of executive busi 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to t! 

consideration of executive business. After five minutes 

in executive session the doors were reopened. 


ion that the Senate m 


ecs 
i 


MESSAGE 


from the House of 
Chief Clerk, announced that the Hou 
(S. 574) to authorize J. W. Vance, L. L 
Cc. F. Helwig. and H. V. Worley, of Pierce City, 
struct a dam across the James River in Stone County 
and to divert a portion of its waters through a 
the said river to create electric power, with an 

] of the Senate. 
the Hou had passed 


requested the concurrence 


FROM THE HOUSE. 
A n 


Browning, its 
passed the bill 


essace 


Represent 


} 


tun 


amendme i 





The message also announced that 
following bills, in which it 
Senate: 

H. R. 10430. An 
marine biological 
i Florida ; 


act to 
station 


establi 
of 


authorize the 
on the Gulf coast 


shment of a 


the Sta of 
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H. R. 18696. An act to provide for a suitable memorial to tne | HELEN 8S. HOGAN, 
men of the North American Indian; i ; The VICE PRESICENT laid before the Senate the following 
: H. R. 18893. An act relating to the title of lands inherited concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 61) of the House of Ret 
by 1 heirs of Indian allottees, and sold by order of court, | resentatives, which was considered by unanimous consent and 
and for other purposes; ; agreed to: 
1. 2.31651. An act providing for adjustment of conflict be Resolved by the House of Representatives (1 Se e ¢ ‘ 
' rr and de locators of phosphate lands; Phat the President of the United States be, and yy, requested to 
652. An act to authorize the Central Vermont Rail- | return to the House the bill (H. R. 25081) for the i Ss 
‘ to cr istruct a bridge across the arm of Lake Cham- - ; ms es 
‘ bs veen thet yns of Alburg and Swanton, va a a a 
* TT 1222170. An act for the protection of game in the Terri- The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 1 wing 
‘hide ska nd concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res, 58) of the House of Re] 
LT. t. 32220. An act to authorize the Board of Supervisors of resentatives, which was read and referred to the C 
on of High Landing, Red Lake County, Minn., to con- on Printing: 
bridge across the Red Lake River. Resolved by the House of Representat 
7 message further announced that the House had passed [298° Sas oe barca '+ Fon = 
rrent resolution requesting the President of the United  jnyeiling of the statue of | . St ~ 
to return to the House the bill (H. R. 25081) for the | 7, 1910, of which 5,000 sh y tl the S t 10 
f Helen S. Hogan, in which it requested the concurrence sae use of the House — ATHY . » to be d : 
Nat ian-Ameri ince 1 d ! > 
senate alli ire to 4 
essage also announced that the House had passed a | bo occo. id ited t I 3 
nt resolution providing for the printing and binding, in | nts of | TGR. Cees San 
of eulegies, of 17,100 copies of the proceedings upon pe 
eiling of the statue of Baron von Steuben in Washing DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE AMOS LT, ALLEN 
wmber 7. 1910, ete., in which it requested the concur- The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRaNpscer in the chair). 
f the Senate. The Chair lays before the Senate resolutions from the Ho of 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. Representatives, which the Secretary will read. 
ce further announced that the Speaker of the rhe Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu __ <28:5 — cio 4 
| they were thereupon signed by the Vice President : Re s That the House hes heated el profoced eorree 
26150. An act to authorize the construction of drawless | death of Hon. AMos L. ALLEN, a Representative from the § 
br , eee portion of the Charles River in the ee That a \t « ht M ers of th Hou ith such 
‘ assacnu cS; see ; fembers of the S« te as may be joined) be appointed to t ! 
H. J. Res. 146. Joint resolution creating a commission to in- funeral 
ve » and report on the advisability of the establishment of Resotve , = at the Ser jeant at Arms of the He use be authorized and 
permanent maneuvering grounds, camp of inspection, rifle and | provisions of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in co: 
y rang for troops of the United States at or near the | nection therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 
Cl uga and Chattanooga Military Park, and to likewise Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senat 
'  « . : > om ; and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased 
re s to certain lands in the State of Tennessee proposed 7 ees ; : eee ee 
to | nated to the United States for said purposes; Mr. HALE. Mr. President, [ offer the resolutions which I 
S. 10757. An act to amend an act entitled “An act permitting | Send to the desk, and ask for their immediate consideration. 
ling of a dam across the Mississippi River at or neai The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions submitted by 
age of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn.,” approved | the Senator from Mai 1e will be read. 
Febrnary 26, 1904: The resolutions (S. Re 3. 363) were read, considered by unani 
S.S7T36. An act providing for the releasing of the claim of | ™oUS consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 
the United States Government to arpent lot No. 44, in the old | | Resolved, That the Senate has heard w ae ee ee 
city of Pensacola, Fla.; from the State of ; 

S. 10690. An act providing for aids to navigation along the Resolved, That of seven Senators be appointed by the 
Livingstone Channel, Detroit River, Mich.; Vice President to joit ttee appointed on the part of the House 
S. J. Res. 140. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of <2 _ sania a ee ee 
War to loan certain tents for the use of the Confederate Veter- Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions 

ans’ Reunion, to be held at Little Rock, Ark., in May, 1911; Oo Che ESOUse OF Representatives ane fo Une Theamy ¢f the Cueseees 
S. J. Res. 189. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of the Mr. HALE. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect, I 
message of the President, together with the report of the agent | move that the Senate adjourn. 
of nited States, in the North Atlantic Coast Fisheries The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minute 
Arbitration at The Hague; and p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Feb 
: i. An act to authorize the Argenta Railway Co. to | ruary 22, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
const t a bridge across the Arkansas River between the cities 


of Little Rock and Argenta, Ark. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


NOMINATIONS. 
Eeccutive nominations received by the Senate February > | 191] 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENt 
! 
L 


H. R. 31652. An act to authorize the Central Vermont Rail- Frank L. Gilbert, of Wisconsin, to be collector of inter 
way Co. to construct a bridge across the arm of Lake Cham- | revenue for the second district of Wisconsin, in place of | 
plain between the towns of Alburg and Swanton, Vt.; and R. Bentley, resigned; this appointment to take effect not earlie 

H. R. 32220. An act to authorize the board of supervisors of than April 50, 1911. 
the town of High Landing, Red Lake County, Minn., to construct Unitep Stares Disrricr Jt 


a bridge across the Red Lake River. 





> 9 : : Charles B. Witmer, of Pennsylvania, to be United § 3d 

H. fi 10430. An act to authorize the establishment of a/| trict judge. middle district of Penusylva! Robert W. 
marine biological station on the Gulf coast of the State of | Archbald appointed circuit judge . 
J lori a, was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- Seren 5 iene - 
mittee on Fisheries. .ECEIVER OF I Cc MM S 

H. It. 18696. An act to provide a suitable memorial to the} . Maurice M. Kaighn, of ros pet ee 
memory of the North American Indian, was read twice by its | ®t Salt Lake City, his tert y 25,1911. (Re 
title and referred to the Committee on the Library. pointment. ) 

H 18893. An act relating to the title of lands inherited by REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

ine heirs - ic . , . 9 
min eirs of indian allottees and sold by order of court, Ernest D. R. Thompson, of Utah, to be register of the ' 
and { r othe r purposes, was read twice by its title and referred | office at Salt Lake City, his term expiring February 25, 1911 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


(Reappointment. ) 


H. 2. 31651. An act providing for adjustment of conflict be- 


. ole ; APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
tween placer and lode locators of phosphate lands, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, SS 

H. R. 32170. An act for the protection of game in the Terri- To be major general 


oes of Alaska, was read twice by its title and referred to the srig. Gen. Arthur Murray, Chief of Coast Artillery, to be 
ommittee on Territories. major general, with rank from March 14, 1911, vice Maj. Gen. 
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Charles L. Hodges, to be retired from active service by operation | 


of law March 138, 1911. 
To be brigadicr general. 
Col. George 8. Anderson, Ninth Cavalry, to be brigadier gen- 
eral, with rank from March 20, 1911, vice Brig. Gen. Frederick 


kK. Ward, to be retired from active service by operation of law | 


‘ 
March 19, 1911, 
CHAPLAINS. 


Rev. Alexander P. Landry, of New York, to be chaplain, with 
the rank of first lieutenant, from February 20, 1911, vice Chap- 
lain Neil P. Brennan, Eighth Cavalry, resigned May 1, 1910. 

Rev. Edward EF. Brophy, of New York, to be chaplain, with 
the rank of first lieutenant, from February 20, 1911, vice Chap- 
lain John Rivera, Porto Rico Regiment of Infantry, resigned 
August 31, 10910. 

MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 


To be first lieutenants with rank from February 16, 1911. 
Charles Adams, of Illinois. 
Frank Allport, of Lllinois. 
Walter H. Allport, of Illinois. 
rank Taylor Andrews, of Illinois. 
kx. Wyllys Andrews, of Illinois. 
Lewis Wine Bremerman, of Illinois. 
Edward Vail Lapham Brown, of Illinois, 
James Burry, of Illinois. 
William Joseph Butler, of Tlinois. 
Henry T. Byford, of Illinois. 
Joseph A. Capps, of Illinois. 
Edmund Janes Doering, of Illinois. 
John Milton Dodson, of Illinois. 
Emilius Clark Dudley, of Illinois. 
Frank B. Earle, of Illinois. 
Alexander Hugh Ferguson, of Illinois. 
Gustav Alexander Fiitterer, of Illinois. 
Ludwig Hektoen, of Illinois. 
Maximilian Herzog, of Lllinois. 
Julius Henry Hoelscher, of Illinois. 
John Allan Hornsby, of Illinois. 
Ephraim Fletcher Ingals, of Illinois. 
Frank Seward Johnson, of Illinois. 
Albert Belcham Keyes, of Illinois. 
Ward J. MacNeal, of Illinois. 
George P. Marquis, of Illinois. 
Franklin Henry Martin, of Illinois. 
Frederick Menge, of Illinois. 
Joseph Leggett Miller, of Illinois. 
Harold Nicholas Moyer, of Illinois. 
John Stephen Nagel, of Illinois. 
Thomas James O'Malley, of Illinois. 
John Rawson Pennington, of Illinois. 
Norval Harvey Pierce, of Illinois. 
Samuel C. Plummer, of Illinois. 
Robert Bruce Preble, of Lllinois. 
James Frederick Presnell, of Illinois. 
Arthur Rowley Reynolds, of Illinois. 
John Edwin Rhoades, of Illinois. 
John Ridlon, of Illinois. 
Charles Moore Robertson, of Illinois. 
John Albert Robison, of Illinois. 
Buell Sumner Rogers, of Illinois. 
Cassius Clay Rogers, of Illinois. 
Daniel Weston Rogers, of Illinois. 
Edwin Warner Ryerson, of Illinois. 
Louis Earnst Schmidt, of Illinois. 
George Eimer Shambaugh, of Lllinois. 
Arthur Atwell Small, of Illinois. 
Heman Spalding, of Illinois. 
Daniel A. K. Steele, of Illinois. 
George Francis Suker, of Illinois. 
Thomas John Sullivan, of Illinois. 
Homer Merrick Thomas, of I)linois. 
Charles Bruce Walls, of Illinois. 
Frank X. Walls, of Illinois. 
Thomas James Watkins, of Hlinois. 
George W. Webster, of Illinois. 
Ralph Waldo Webster, of Lilinois. 
Edward F. Wells, of Illinois 
Cassius D. Wescott, of Illinois. 
Clarence Lloyd Wheaton, of Illinois. 
William Hamlin Wilder, of Illinois. 
Casey Albert Wood, of Illinois 
homas Adams Woodruff, of [llinois. 
Plumer M. Woodworth, of Illinois. 
Frederick Robert Zeit, of Illinois. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named assistant paymasters in the Navy, with 

| the rank of ensign, to be assistant paymasters in the Navy, 

with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade), from the 30th day 
of July, 1908: 

Ellsworth H. Van Patten, 

Joseph E. McDonald, 

Everett G. Morsell, 
| Thomas P. Ballenger, 
| Frank T. Foxwell, and 
| Richard H. Johnston. 

Naval Constructor John E. Bailey, with the rank of lienten- 
ant, to be a naval constructor in the Navy, with the rank of 
lieutenant commander, from the 18th day of February, 1911. 

| irederic W. Olcott, late a passed assistant surgeon in the 
Navy of the United States, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Navy from the 18th day of February, 1911, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress approved on that date. 

Edward F. Greene, late a lieutenant in the Navy of the United 
States, to be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 18th day of 
February, 1911, in accordance with the provisions of an act of 
| Congress approved on that date. 

Join M. Blankenship to be an ensign in the United States 
Navy on the retired list from the 13th day of February, 1911, in 
accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
on that date. 


POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 


Richard Stephens to be postmaster at Fillmore, Cal. Office 

became presidential October 1, 1910. 
COLORADO. 

Francis M. Tague to be postmaster at Las Animas, Colo., in 
place of Francis M. Tague. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 30, 1911. 

Jessie L. Thurston to be postmaster at Carbondale, Colo. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1911. 

Robert W. Wren to be postmaster at Seibert, Colo. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1910. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Walter B. Cheney to be postmaster at South Manchester, 
Conn., in place of Walter B. Cheney. Incumbent’s commission 
expires March 2, 1911. 

Charles C. Georgia to be postmaster at Unionville, Conn., in 
place of Charles C. Georgia. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1911. 

Edward J. Stuart to be postmaster at Lakeville, Conn., in 
place of Edward J. Stuart. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 31, 1911. 





GEORGIA, 
Pet L. Cooke to be postmaster at Doerun, Ga, Office became 
presidential January 1, 1911. 
T. E. Dixon to be postmaster at Pavo, Ga. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1910. 
IDAHO, 


| Lee J. Snelson to be postmaster at Filer, Idaho. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1911, 


ILLINOIS. 

M. Spencer Brown to be postmaster at Brighton, Ill. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1911. 
| Frank J. Hooker to be postmaster at Batavia, IL, in place of 
Cornell H. Brown, resigned. 

George I. Jordan to be postmaster at Carlinville, 1, in place 
of George F. Jordan. Incumbent’s commission expires Febru- 
ary 28, 1911. 

Mark L. Kennedy to be postmaster at Mounds, II1., in place of 
| Mark L. Kennedy. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
| 28, 1911. 


INDIANA, 


John Bennett to be postmaster at Morristown, Ind. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1910. 

Andrew Morrissey to be postmaster at Notre Dame, Ind., in 
place of Andrew Morrissey. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 138, 1910. 

Effie E. Smith to be postmaster at Centerville, Ind. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1910. 
| Stanley 8. Tull to be postmaster at Monon, Ind., in place 
| of Stanley S. Tull. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
| 10, 1911. 





IOWA, 


Ross Grier to be postmaster at Deep River, Iowa. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 





» taal ee 





sad 




































































KANSAS. 


Mrers to be postmaster at Emporia, Kans., in place | 
M. Hamer. Ineumbent’s commission expired June 


\ t. 3. 


~ Y E. Shoemaker to be postmaster at Neodesha, Kans., 
e of Frank E. Shoemaker. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pire May 7, 1910 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
V m S. Curtis to be postmaster at Hanover, Mass. Office 
presidential October 1, 1910. 
Ix I. Hazen to be postmaster at Shirley, Mass., in place of 
| i. Hazen. Incumbent’s commission expired February ¢, 
Cc es A. Perley to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, Mass., in 
Charles A. Perley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 18, 1911. ‘ 
\\ am H. Twiss to be postmaster at Ashland, Mass., in 
1 i William H. Twiss. Incumbent’s commission expires 
I’ ry 28, 1911. 
MICHIGAN. 
George A. Lacure to be postmaster at Clio, Mich., in place of 
R Franklin, deceased. 
MINNESOTA. 
St M. Owen to be postmaster at Osseo, Minn., in place of 


Eln Owen, deceased. 
MISSOURI. 
Troy L. Crane to be postmaster at Lees Summit, Mo., 
of Trey L. Crane. 


in plac 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 


» 
‘ 


12, 1924. 

George W. Martin to be postmaster at Brookfield, Mo., in 
‘ of Jerome W. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 12, 1911. 


Ji s H. Turner to be postmaster at Weston, Mo., 
of James H, Turner. 


in place 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 


= 


NEW JERSEY. 
Joseph O. Kirk to be postmaster at Westville, N. J. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 
NORTH DAROTA. 
Joseph F. Christen to be postmaster at Taylor, N. Dak. 


became presidential January 1, 1911. 
OHIO. 


rd P. Flynn to be postmaster at South Charleston, Ohio, 


in | e of Edward P. Flynn. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 29, 1911. 

Albert A. White to be postmaster at Middlefield, Ohio, in 
place of Wesley J. Grant. Incumbent’s commission expired 


ary 4 


, 1911. 
OKLAIIOMA, 
Robe 


rt E. L. MeLain to be postmaster at Blanchard, Okla. 


Office became presidential January 1, 1911. 

Ulysses S. Markham to be postmaster at Caddo, Okla., in 
place of Ulysses 8S. Markham. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 22, 1910. 

Joseph R. Sequichie to be postmaster at Chelsea, Okla., in 


ice of Joseph R. Sequichie. Incumbent’s commission expired 
ry 13, 1911. 


OREGON. 

am B. Curtis to be postmaster at Marshfield, Oreg.. 
f William B. Curtis. 
Fel ry 20, 1911. 


in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

George C. Burrows to be postmaster at Montoursville, Pa., 
place of Byron A. Weaver, removed. 

William H. Emmert to be postmaster at New Oxford, Pa., in 


e e of William H. Emmert. Incumbent’s commission expired 
ebruary 15, 1911. 


in 


William R. Flad to be postmaster at Freeland, Pa., in place 
f William R. Flad. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
=, 1911 : 

Tol s] > y 

Jolin H, Mailey to be postmaster at Northumberland, Pa., in 


‘ £ John H, 
February 18, 1911. 
Alice A. Mullin to be postmaster at Mount Holly Springs, Pa., | 
~ place ea A. Buttorff. Ineumbent’s commission expired 
Ma -V, 1910. 
Frank P, Oberlin to be postmaster at Midland, Pa. Office | 
caine presidential January 1, 1911. 
Elsie Shrodes to be postmaster at Oakdale, Pa., in place of | 


a Shrodes. Incumbent’s commission expired February 18, | 


Mailey. Incumbent’s commission expired 
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SOUTH DAKOTA, 
George C. Lohr to be postmaster at Estelli S. Dak. Offf 
became presidential January 1, 1911 
John B. Long to be postmaster at Kiml S. Dak., in place 
of John B. Long. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
18, 1911. 
rENNESSI 
William D. Brooks to be postmaster at M« pieasa renn., 
in place of Sarah E. G ry, resigned, 
rEXAS 
Henry O. Wilson to be postmaster at Marshall, Tex., 
of Henry O. Wils¢ Incumbent’s commis 1 expired June 25, 
O10, 
WISCONSIN 
John F. Shaw to be postmaster at Ellswot Wis., in e of 
Eldon D. Woodworth. I mbent commission expire eb 
ruary 28, 1911. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Fa uiive % mination men hy the - f¢ | bru / / 79TT. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
KF] yd Liuches to be ecollector of customs r the district of 
Norfolk and Portsmouth, in the State of Virginia. 
POSTMASTER. 
Thomas A. Ellis to be postmaster at Burlingame, Kans 
WITHDRAWAL 
Evrecutive nomination aeithdraiwn Fe e SI. FSR. 
Everett Martin Balcom, of New Hampshire, é 1d lieu 
tenant in the Coast Artillery Corps, United States Army, to be 
second lieutenant of Infantry from January 27, 1911, which 
was submitted to the Senate January 31, 1911. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 21, 1911. 
The House met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol 


lowing prayer: 


( 


a | 


) 


Thou 


or 
i 


‘de 


Thee for the endearing ties of | 


it 


who has mac 
filling us with an 
h, and bade it we 


space can sever, but 


of 


tr 
»1] 


Aa 


our dear ones the 
ss Thee 


to the soul 


Be stil! 


for the 


wh 
he 


art 


le us and 


en death ¢ 
is bowe 


gels of fait] 


omes 


crowned 


d in 


ian 


sad nd cease tn 
For behind tt is is the s 
Thy fate is tl ' on fat 
Into eacl n 0 
some any 
Once more our hearts are touched in the 
one of the Members of this House, who 
sive man, yet with single fide] to du 
trusts and has passed on. Bless his « 


those who are bound to him by the 1 


to look forward with faith 


lov 


a 





of the 
The 


read and 


Mr. 


The Cler 
Reso 


n thee il vel 
nd care. And all praise we v give to 
Lord Jesus Christ Al 
Journal of the proceedings Ir 
approved. 
HELEN AD 
CANTRILL. Mr. §] er, I 
the adoption of the resolution (H. Con. Res 
to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will 1 rt t 
k read as follows 
Ired by the H f Re; tat t] 
he President of t United Stat I nd 
to the House tl bill (H. R. 25081 : 
The question was taken and the resolution 


sent to extend my 
The SPEAKER. 


' Chair hears none. 


EXTENSION 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. 


OF 


Mr 


REMARKS. 


Speaker, I 


remarks in the Recorp. 


Is there objection? 


a 
asi 


[After:a pa 


s with glory 
; ; r the } 
rnal dav, we 1 
ip that t 
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TAX UPON WHITE PHOSPHORUS MATCHES, ETC. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to submit a privileged report on the 
bill H. R. 30022, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania submits 
a privileged report. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 30022) to provide for a tax upon white phosphorus 
matches, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
I{ouse on the state of the Union and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the first bill on 
Unanimous Consent Calendar. 


PROTECTION OF GAME IN ALASKA, 


the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
32170) for the protection of game in the 


The first business on 
was the bill (H. R. 
Territory of Alaska. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act it shall 
be lawful to kill ptarmigan, shore birds, and waterfowl from 


September 1 to March 1, both inclusive, anywhere in the Territory of 
Alaska. 


The SPEAKER. 


grouse, 


Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I think there should be some amendment to conform to the 
original enactment pertaining to the time when these grouse and 
waterfowl can be killed. 
Mr. MANN. It does. It is from September 1 to March 1. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It does. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Then I have no objection, Mr. Speaker. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a:third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
sills, reported that they had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

H. R. 21613. 


An act for the relief of Francis E. Rosier; and 


H. R. 23695. An act to provide for sittings of the United 
States circuit and district courts of the northern district of 


Mississippi at the city of Clarksdale, in said district. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 10574. An act to amend an act entitled “An act providing 
for the withdrawal from public entry of lands needed for town- 
site purposes in connection with irrigation projects under the 
reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved April 16, 1906. 

MEMORIAL TO THE AMERICAN INDIAN, 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 18696) to provide a suitable memorial to 
the memory of the North American Indian. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be erected, without expense to 
the United States Government, by Mr. Rodman Wanamaker, of New 
York City, and others, on a United States reservation in the harbor 
of New York, in the State of New York, a suitable memorial to the 
memory of the North American Indian. 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this 
act a commission consisting of the chairman of the Committee on the 
Library of the United States Senate. for the Sixty-first Congress, the 
chairman of the Committee on the Library of the House of Representa- 
tives for the Sixty-first Congress, the Secretary of the Department of 
State, the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary 
of the Interior, the Attorney General of the United States, and Mr. 
Robert C. Ogden, of the city of New York, shall be created, with full 
authority to select a site in the harbor of New York, and a suitable 
design, and to contract for and superintend the construction of the 
said memorial. 

The following committee amendments were read: 

Strike out the word “ shall,” in line 3, section 1 of the bill, and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ may.” 

After the words “ harbor of New York, in the State of New York,” 
in line 6 of said section 1 of the bill, insert the words “ upon a site to 
be selected by the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy.” 

In line 11 of section 2 of the bill strike out the words “ for the Sixty- 
first Congress.” z 

In lines 12 and 13 of section 2 of the bill strike out the words “ for 
the Sixty-first Congress, the Secretary of the Department of State.” 

In lines 14 and 15 of section 2 of the bill, on page 1, and line 1 on 
page 2, strike out the words “the Secretary of the Interior, the 
Attorney General of the United States.” 

In lines 2 and 3 of section 2 of the bill, page 2, strike out the words 
“‘a site in the harbor of New York and,” so that the bill as amended 
vill read as follows. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DWIGHT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask if that carries an appropriation, 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does not. 

Mr. GOULDEN., 


have a letter from Mr. Wanamaker to the effect that he does 
not expect it and never will ask it, 


NORTH 


the 


| present relation with China. 


It does not carry any appropriation, and I | 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third, was read the third time, and passed. 

CHINESE STUDENTS AT WEST POINT. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was Senate joint resolution 131, authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at 
West Point two Chinese subjects, to be designated hereafter by 
the Government of China. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to permit two Chinese subjects, to be designated hereafter by 
the Government of China, to receive instruction at the Military Acad 
emy at West Point: Provided, That no expense shall be caused to the 
United States thereby, and that the said Chinese subjects shall agree 
to comply with all regulations for the police and discipline of tl 
academy, to be studious, and to give their utmost efforts to accom 
plish the courses in the various departments of instruction: And pro 
vided further, That in the case of the said Chinese subjects the pro- 
visions of sections 1320 and 1321 shall be suspended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution 
be passed. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, I desire just for a minute to make an inquiry in 
reference to this resolution. I know that it has been usual, 
since I have been a Member of Congress, in some instances, to 
grant this privilege to foreign nations, but I have never thought 
the policy was a good one. We, by our own statutes, limit the 
number of cadets at our Military Academy which can be edu- 
cated there. I know many American citizens would be glad of 
the opportunity to pay for that privilege, as foreign nations are 
permitted to pay, and it can not be done. The only way it 
can be done now is by the designation of Senators, or Repre- 
sentatives, or by the President. Now, the Members of this 
House, and Senators, have not enough appointments at their 
disposal to satisfy the demands of our people to have their 
sons educated in this academy. I repeat that I know of men 
with abundant means who would be glad to have their sons 
educated there and to pay for it. They are not permitted to 


do it. Still, I am not disposed to interfere with any policy of 
the Government on this line. I merely want to call attention 
to it. As far as I am concerned, I do not agree with that policy 


which permits a foreign nation to enjoy this right and privilege 
which is not accorded to our own citizens. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. The 
resolution states there shall be no expense incurred by this 
Government by reason of the admission of these two cadets, but 
the Government will be called upon to supply quarters; and if 
we allow every nation of the world to send two cadets to ou: 
Military Academy we will have to extend our quarters, and the 
Government will have to pay the expense of doing that. Hence 
it looks to me like, indirectly, if not directly, it will necessaril; 
entail an extra expense upon the Government if these cadets 
are allowed entrance into the academy. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will remen 
ber that Congress would always have the right to draw thie 
line whenever it became a burden to the Government to provics 
quarters. The Secretary of War and the Secretary of Sta' 
are both exceedingly anxious that this resolution shall pass, for 
reasons which I am sure the gentleman from Arkansas [| Mr. 
Macon] will appreciate when he stops to think. It does not 
entail any expense to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. MACON. Except in the indirect manner which I hav: 
mentioned. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. We have adopted the rule almost always 
of granting to any nation requesting it, especially the South and 
Central American Republics, the right to send cadets to West 
Point to be educated at the expense of their Government, but 
using the facilities at West Point without in any way interfer 
ing with the proper and legitimate operation of that great 
school to educate officers for the service of the Nation. 

It is an act of comity just now, especially in view of ou 
That Government is exceeding!) 
anxious to be accorded this privilege, and the executive depart 
ments, especially the Secretary of War and the Secretary 0! 
State, believe that this measure should pass at once in order to 
show our friendship toward that nation. I can see no harn 
that can come from it. It is an act of friendship to a friend) 
nation. It is something that has never been denied to an) 
nation up to this time, and to deny it now to China would be 
virtually a statement or notice of hostility to that nation. It 
seems to me that when it is considered that they pay all the ex- 
pense, and that it is a place that we can not fill under our law, 
there should be no objection. We would have to change our 


entire law in order to fill up our present facilities there, as sug- 














1911. 
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sai ‘ j wre? . . in ; ; ) 
gested, by letting our sons go there at personal expense. At | ee pes ta ae to eee ele ae 3 es , 
present we have one cadet from each congressional district in ment, under such rules and regulations as may from tit to : 
the United States and one from each Territory and the District | prescribed by the Secretary of Commerce and I 
of Columbia, ané@— The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MONDELL. And one appointed by each Senator. There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; and 40 from the Nation at large, The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 1 
appointed by the President of the United States. I do not see | being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time id 
how we could extend the number of cadets beyond what we passed. 
have at present without giving more to the President. It REMISSION OF CHINESE INDEMNITY. 
would not be possible to allow citizens to send their children The next business on the Calendar for 1 mous Consent 
there to be educated, because it would require buildings of 100 | was a joint resolution (S. J. Res. 102) to amend the r n 
times the capacity we have at the institution aes and of Course | of May 25, 1908, providing for the remission of a portion e 
that would not do. Congress here gives specific authority only | Chinese indemnity. 
when the State Department and the War Department unite in The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
requesting that that be done. I call for a vote, Mr. Speaker. | ir MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I want it distinctly understood | 
that if I should object it would not be because of any hostile MONUMENT ON BATTLEFIELD OF GETTYSBUR( 
feeling that I have for China, because I have none. It would | The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Co t 
be purely in the interest of an economic administration of the | was the bill (H. R. 23530) to provide for the erection of 
affairs of this Government fo put a limit to matters of this | ument on the battlefield of Gettysburg to commen ’ 
kind. But, under the circumstances, Mr. Speaker, the gentle- | services of the United States Signal Corps during the War of 
man thinking it might be considered by China an act of hos- | the Rebellion. 
tility toward her if this Government were to refuse the admit-| The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
tance of these cadets into the academy, I will not object. | Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of a . . s 
this resolution? PURCHASE OF OLDROYD COLLECTION OF LINCOLN RELICS 

There was no objection. The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous ¢ sent 

The resolution was read a third time and passed. was the bill (H. R. 28985) for the purchase of the Oldroyd 

MINOR HEIRS OF INDIAN ALLOTTEES, collection of Lincoln relics, and for other purposes, 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent | Mr as eee ” eo objection t 
was the bill (H, R. 18893) relating to the title of lands in-| “* °* tb. object. 
herited by minor heirs of Indian allottees and sold by order of | REAPPRAISEMENT AND SALE OF CERTAIN LANDS AT PORT ANGELES, 
court, and for other purposes. WASH, 

The Clerk read as follows: | The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 


Be it enacted, etc., That in all cases where inherited lands of minor 
he 
uardian’s sale, or by any Indian agent of the United States, assuming 
act as guardian of such minor heir, for the proportion of the ap- 
raised value required by the laws of the said Territory or State, and 
ich conveyance has been approved by a court of said Territory or 
tate having jurisdiction under the laws thereof to appoint guardians 
vr minors; and the conveyance thereof, in pursuance of such sale, 
as been approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and payments for 
said lands, in accordance with the terms of such sale, has been 


t< 
p 
Ss 
fi 
l 


such sale and conveyance shall be valid, notwithstanding any defect or | 


irregularity in the court proceedings authorizing, directing, or approv- 
ing such sale. 
The committee amendments were read, as follows: 
Insert after the word “ allottees,”’ in line 4, the words “ 
enne and Arapahoe and Kiowa Reservations.” : 
Insert after the word “ have,” in line 4, the word 
Strike out in line 5 the words 
the words “ by an Army officer as.’ 
Add at the end of the bill, after the last word, “ sale,” the following: 
“Where such defect or irregularity is due solely to the fact that an 
Army officer as Indian agent was assuming to act as guardian of the 
r heir or heirs.” 
» bill 


of the Chey- 


* heretofore.” 


’ 








The as amended will read as follows: 

“That in all cases where inkerited lands of minor heirs of Indian 
allottees of the Cheyenne and Arapahoe and Kiowa Reservations in 
Oklahoma have heretofore been sold and conveyed at guardian's sale 
by an Army officer as Indian agent of the United States, assuming to 
act as guardian of such minor heir, for the proportion of the ap 
praised value required by the laws of said Territory or State, and 
such conveyance has been approved by a court of said Territory or 
State having jurisdiction under the laws thereof to appoint guardians 
for minors; and the conveyance thereof, in pursuance of such sale, has 
been approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and payment for said 
lands, in accordance with the terms of such sale, has been made, such 
sale and conveyance shall be valid, notwithstanding any defect or 
irregularity in the court proceedings authorizing, directing. approv- 
ing such sale, where such defect or irregularity is due so to the 
fact that an Army officer as Indian agent was assuming to act as guar- 
dian of the minor heir or heirs.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
MARINE BIOLOGICAL STATION ON 


GULF COAST, FLORIDA, 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was | 


ie bill (H. R. 10430) to authorize the establishment 


rine biological station on the Gulf coast of the 
orida. 
The Clerk read as foilows: 
Be it enact ted, etc., That the Secre¢ tary of Commerce and Labor be, 
is hereby, authorized, empowered, and directed to establish a 
arine biological statiou on the Gulf of Mexico at a point on the coast 
the State of Florida, to be selected by him in said State: Provided, 
it the State of Florida donates and transfers, free of cost, to the 
( vernment of the United States necessary land and water rights upon 
which may be erected such buildings, wharves, and other structures as 


may be necessary for the proper equipment of said station, such bio- 


exc 


of 
State 


a 


t] 
n of 
P 


] 


ie 









eding $50,000. 
Sec. 2. That the professors, 
land-grant, agricultural, 
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instructors, and students of the several 
and mechanical colleges of the United States 


irs of Indian allottees in Oklahoma have been sold and conveyed at | 


made, | 


“or by any” and insert in lieu thereof | 


‘al station, buildings, wharves, and other structures not to cost | 


was the bill (S. 8241) providing for the reappra 
of certain lands in the town Port 
for other purposes, 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. MANN. 


isement and sale 
site of Angeles, Wash., and 
Is there objection? 

Mr. Speaker, I object. 


PROOF OF DESERT-LAND ENTRIES. 
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 10318) authorizing the Commissioner of the 
| General Land Office to grant further extensions of time within 
| which to make proof of desert-iand entries 
| The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will re- 
| port the substitute in lieu of the original bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
“That the Secretary of the Interior may, in h diseretion, grant to 
the entryman under the desert-iand laws in the counties of Benton, 
Yakima, and Klickitat, in the State of Washington further ex mn 
of the time within which they are required to make f | proof ded 
such entryman shall, by his corroborated lida ed in t nd 
office of the district where such land is located, show to the ve 
tion of the Secretary that ause ol invoid ‘ vy in the 
tion of irrigation works intended to convey wat: land e ed 
in his entry, he is, without fault on & pal the nited t r: 
but such extension shall not be granted for a p d re t t 
years, and this act shall not affect contests a va t 
ing reason. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
| Mr. MANN. I eall the attention of the g in to t 
that at the bottom of page 2, after the word ther n 
omission of two lines, and there ought to b Se 1 
| guage which is found on lines 8 and Y on p: 2 
. toa : 
| Unable to make proof of the reclai n and ¢ 13 
as required by law within 
In printing the bill there was evide y oO 
lines. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will repo posed 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert at the end of line 21 the fol 
* Unable to make proof of the recla n and tivat l 
lands as required by law within 
Mr. MONDELUL. There is no objection to t amend t 
The amendment was agreed to 
The substitute as amended was agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading. and 3 
accordingly read the third time and passed. 
Mr. MANN. There should be an amendm the ul 
title by adding at the end of the new title the words 
| counties of Benton, Yakima, and Klickitat, Wash.” 
| 
$y unanimous consent, the title was amended so as to read: 
“An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant fur- 


ther extensions of time within which to make proof on desert- 

































land entries in the counties of Benton, Yakima, and Klickitat, 





MILITARY RECORDS OF CERTAIN SOLDIERS AND SALLORS. 

‘I next business on tl Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
Was | joint reselution (LHL. J. Res. 276) modifying certain laws 
reli gy to the 1 iry re ords of certain soldiers and sailors. 

TT) nt ré on was read, as follows: 

! t roved duriz vear 1910, and 
I t ft disabilities : ng from d 
fe ‘ rds ‘ service of t United States, 
the i / | { i above no bounty. 
pa nsi ‘ et ‘ accrue prior r by reason of 
the e of ft s prohibit or prevent tf zranting of 
a pr ‘ f this act, and 
act f t lat l ap 

‘I SPEAKER. Is there objection’? 

Mr. AUSTIN. [I reserve the right to object 

Mir. DOUGLAS Reserving the right to object, I should like 


to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill what is the effect of 
that change. 

TEVENS of Minnesota. 
inally to apply to a land cuse, 
prove 1 


Mr. S That proviso was drafted orig- 
where the soldier only wished to 
pa homestead, with no idea of gett r 


l eA ISLONn. 

The Committee on Military Affairs has placed all the restri 
tions possible about the correction of military records, desiring 
cope or possibility of getting anything out of 
In certain cases the committee believed that the 
men were entitled to pensions, but the Pension Office have held 
that the proviso referred to woul 

l. There are 


to give no larger 


the ‘Treasury. 


prevent a pension being 
only 20 or 30 eases of that sort. They were 
all carefully considered before the bills became laws, and the 
committee believe it to be only fair and just that this joint 
resolution should pass, 

Ti SPEAK! Is. there objection ? 

There was no objection 

The House joi resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and was accordingly read the third time and 
pas 1. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER, ARGENTA, ARK. 

The next business on the Calendar for 1 

was the bill (S 


hanimous Consent 
10451) to authorize the Argenta Railway Co. 
to construct a bridge across the Arkansas River between the 
cities of Little Reck and Argenta, Ark 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Argenta Railway Co., a corporation 








Be it enacted, etc., That the 
ors zed under the laws of the State of Arkans its success and 
As oa and it hereby rized to « tr naintain, and 
operate a bridge and approaches thereto act t Arkat s River from 
a | t in the city of Little Rock, Ark., rit: 1 tl interests of 
navigation, to nt in tl ty of Argenta, on the north bank of 
said river, in the county of Pu ki, State f Arkansas, said bridge to 
be the purpose of the passage of the street car traflic carried on by 
said company or under its authority, and also, at the option of said 


company, it successors and ssigns, to be used for the passage of 
wag vehicles, interurban animals, and persons on foot and in 
vehi« n accordan with the provisions of the act entitled “An act 
to reculate the nstruction of bridges over navigab! waters,”’ ap- 
proved March 25, 1906, except as to section 3 of said act. 
Tl SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS LAKE CHAMPLAIN, ALBURG, VT. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 31652) to authorize the Central Vermont 
Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the arm of Lake Cham- 
plain between the towns of Alburg and Swanton, Vt 


rhe bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Central Vermont Railw Co., a corp 
ration organized under the laws of tl State of Ve1 nt. is he \ 
aut! ized to construct, Maintain, and operate a brids d pl 
thereto across the rm of Lake Champlain between the towns of Al 
and Swanton, in t State of Vermont, in dat h the provi 
sions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the « tion of bridges 
over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906 

Si 2. That tl right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
ex] y reserved 


With the following committee amendments: 

In line 6 strike out the word “the” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Missisquoi Bay, an 

In line 7, after the word * Cl iplain,”’ inser 
suitable to the interests of navigation.” 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, just an inquiry for information. 
I should like to know if this bill has been approved by the War 
Department. 

Mr. MANN. It has been approved by the War Department, 
and certain amendments inserted which the War Department 
recommended. 

Mr. SULZER. 
any way? 

Mr. MANN. The War Department reports that it will not 
interfere with navigation. 


t the words “at a point 


And this does not interfere with navigation in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 21. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is 1906 the last bridge act? 

Mr. MANN. It is the last bridge act. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
quent to 19067 

Mr. MANN. No. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


There has been no act subse- 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] ‘The 


DAM ACROSS JAMES RIVER, MO. 


The next bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was the 
bill (S. 574) to authorize J. W. Vance, L. L. Allen, C. F. Helwig, 
and H. V. Worley, of Pierce City, Mo.; A. B. Durnil, D. H. 
Kemp, Sig Soloman, J. J. Davis, S. A. Chappell, and W. M. 
West, of Monett, Mo.; M. L. Coleman, M. T. Davis, Jared R. 
Woodfill, jr., J. H. Jarrett, and William H. Standish, of Aurora, 
Lawrence County, Mo.; and L, S. Meyer, F. S. Heffernan, Robert 
A. Moore, William H. Johnson, J, P. McCammon, M. W. Col 
baugh, and W. H. Schreiber, of Springfield, Greene County, Mo., 
to construct a dam across the James River, in Stone County, 
Mo., and to divert a portion of its waters through a tunnel into 
the said river again to create electric power. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That J. W. Vance, L. L. Allen, C. F. Helwig, and 
H. V. Worley, of Pierce City, Mo.; A. B. Durnil, D. H. Kemp, Sig Solo 
man, J. J. Davis, S. A. Chappell, and W. M. West, of Monett, Mo 
M. L. Coleman, M. T. Davis, Jared R. Woodfill, jr., J. H. Jarrett, and 
William Il. Standish, of Aurora, Lawrence County, Mo.; and L. 8S 
Meyer, TF. S. Heffernan, Robert A. Moore, William H. Johnson, J. P 
McCammon, M ’. Colbaugh, and W. H. Schreiber, of Springfield, 
Greene County, Mo., their heirs or assigns, be, and they are hereby, au 
thorized to construct, maintain, and operate a dam in the Big Bend of 
the James River, in section 22, township 25 north, range 24 west, in 

) of Stone and State of Missouri, across the said James River 
said point, and to impound thereat in what is known as the Lower 
Narrows of the Big Bend of the said James River the waters of said 
river, and by canal and tunnel to divert and conduct across said nar 
rows such portion of the water of said river, through said tunnel into 
said river again, as may be necessary for electric-power purposes. The 
construction, maintenance, and operation of the dam herein authorized, 
as well as the determination of the rights and obligations under the 
permission granted hereby, shall be in all respects in accordance with 
and subject to the provisions of the act approved June 25, 1910, en 
titled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate the con 
struction of dams across navigable waters,’ approved June 21, 1906.’ 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act in whole or 
in part is hereby expressly reserved 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Reserving the right to object, 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a question. If I heard section 
2 aright, it reserved the right to repeal, but I did not hear the 
Clerk read that it reserved the right to alter or amend. 

Mr. MANN. That is in the bill. Section 2 says that the right 
to alter, amend, or repeal this act in whole or in part is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





I would like to hear it read. 


Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act In whole or 
in part is hereby expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have a statement about this bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a number of local people on James 
River desire to construct a dam there for power purposes. 
This bill has been gone over both by the committee of the House 

nd the committee of the Senate and the War Department and 
materially changed from the way the original bill read when it 
was introduced. The bill in its present form has the abso- 
lute approval of the War Department. In fact, it was prac- 
tically prepared by the War Department. We are assured that 
it will absolutely protect the Government, and that the dam and 
all the work will be constructed under the general dam act. 
I think the interests of the Government are absolutely pro- 
tected. Of course, it is limited to 50 years, which is the limit 
under the general dam aet. ‘ 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask if the Govern- 
ment should alter, amend, or repeal would it be obliged to pay 
any expenses that it would be put to. 

Mr. MANN. No; under the provisions of the general dam 
act the right to alter, amend, or repeal is reserved to the Gov- 
ernment without any liability on the part of the Government for 
making or requiring any changes tobe made in reference to the 
dam. There would be no liability on the part of the Govern- 


| ment if it required the dam to be removed. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Who would pay the expense? 

Mr. MANN. The parties interested, and if they did not the 
Government is authorized to do it and compel them to pay it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. They might not be financially 
responsible. It occurs to me that there will not be a place in 


the United States where a dam could be erected and water 
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power furnished for electrical energy which will not be covered 
hy legislation at this session of Congress. 
“Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that we have not 
reported near all of the dam bills presented to us. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

rhe bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


PLACER LODE LOCATORS OF PHOSPHATE LANDS. 


The next bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was the 
} (H. R. 31651) providing for adjustment of conflict between 
placer and lode locators of phosphate lands. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
ne it enacted, That in case of any conflict 
ricer laws and the mineral-lode laws on 


between locators 
locations heretofore 


etc., 
under the p 
f lands containing valuable deposits of phosphate or phosphate 


the respective claims of the locators shall be determined as though 


tion of said lands under either of the above laws was valid at the 
time said locations were made. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Reserving the right to ob- 


ject, I would like some explanation of this. 
Mr. MONDELL. 
flicts that may arise between placer and lode locators of phos- 


phate lands. Most of the locations of phosphate lands were 
made under the placer laws. Later locations were made under 
the lode law, and this bill provides that the original locator, 


whether he be a lode or a placer locator, shall be held as hav- 
ing made a legal location. The department is somewhat embar- 
rassed in that if they hold that the placer location is the proper 
location they are urged to hold that nothing but placer loca- 
tions can be made; but this provides that whether the first 
ion is a placer location or a lode location, if it is in every 
other way regular, it shall be held to be a legal location. 


ocnt 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Is not this a matter that relates to mining entirely? 


Mr. MONDELL. No; it is a matter that relates entirely to 
the acquisition of public lands. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Why so? 

Mr. MONDELL. Because it provides for the disposition of 
publie lands. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is reported by the Public Lands Commit- 
tee, but my opinion is that it ought to have gone to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is undoubtedly within the jurisdiction of 
the Public Lands Committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN WYOMING. 

The next business was the bill H. R. 28623, to establish a fish 
cultural station in the State of Wyoming. 
rhe Clerk read the bill. 
rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, we have 100,000 square miles 
or trout streams in the State of Wyoming. We have just estab- 
shed a hatchery in Florida, and I hope the gentleman will not 
oplect 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 


COMPENSATION OF 


I object, Mr. Speaker. 
SUPERINTENDENT, 
CEMETERY. 


TI e next business was the bill H. R. 24212, to amend section 
‘» of the Revised Statutes to provide a compensation of $100 
per month with fuel and quarters for the superintendent of the 
Arlington (Va.) National Cemetery. 

rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

‘ted, etc., That section 4875 of the Revised Statutes, which 
as follows: “ The superintendent of the national cemeteries shall 
for their compensation from $60 to $75 a month each, aceord 
extent and importance of the cemeteries to which they may 

ly assigned, to be determined by the Secretary of War, and 
aiso be furnished with quarters and fuel at the several 
ve amended to read as 
The superintendents of the 


ARLINGTON NATIONAL 


i 
follows: 


national cemeteries shall re 





c tor their compensation from $60 to $75 a month each, according 
: t extent and importance of the cemeteries to which they may be 
tively assigned, to be determined by the Secretary of War, except 
t iperintendent of the Arlington (Va.) Cemetery, whose compensa- 
t ¥ be $100 per month, at the discretion of the Secretary of War: 

they sball also be furnished with quarters and fuel at the several 


r ries 


With the following amendment: 
Str 
cluding the word “ cemetery,” 


The SPEAKER. 


in line 10. 
Is there objection? 


ke out all after the word “statutes,” in line 4, down to and in- 


This is for the purpose of adjusting con- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


é -<« 
dU ded 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to know the reason for the passage of so important 
a bill as this on the Unanimous Consent Calendar. It seems 
to carry a right sharp appropriation. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, in answer to my distinguished 
friend from Arkansas, I will that in 1864, when 
were but 200 acres in the national cemetery at rlington, the 
compensation of the superintendent was fixed at $75 per month. 
Since then there have been added to it, so that to-day there are 
in the inclosure 408 acres and outside of the inclosure 48 acres, 
making a total of 456 acres which are now under his direct 
supervision. He is responsible for the payment of about $30,000 
in wages yearly. There area number of men under him, upward 


state there 


of 100, who receive from $50 to $75 per month. Then he has 
600 interments yearly to look after. All in all, this gives him 
only $100 per month, an increase of $25. It is a meritorious 


case, and should become a law. 

Mr. MACON. Is that the only increase in the bill? 

Mr. GOULDEN. That is the only increase, from $75 to $100, 

Mr. MACON. Is that the only change? 

Mr. GOULDEN. The only change. The superintendent, Mr 
Magoon, now in charge, is a first-class man in every particular, 

Mr. MACON. Then I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS RED LAKE RIVER, MINN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 32220) to authorize 
the board of supervisors of the town of High Landing, Red Lake 
County, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Red Lake River. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 





Re it enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of the town of 
High Landing, Red Lake County, Minn., be, and they are hereby . 
thorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Red Lake River at a point suitable to the interests 
of navigation, at or near section line between sections 28 and 2, ft ! 
ship 153 north, range 40 west, in the county of Red Lake, in the State 


of Minnesota, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled An 
act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,’ ap 
proved March 23, 1906 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeai this act is hereby 


expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on engrossing and the third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
was read the third time, and passed. 


and read a third time, 


NATURALIZATION OF WIVES AND CHILDREN OF INSANE ALIENS, 


The next business was the bill (S. 9443) providi 





naturalization of the wife and minor children of insane ens 
making homestead entries under the land laws of the United 
States, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That when any ien. who has d lared } i 
tion to become a citizen « the United States ‘ nsane 
is actually naturalized, and his wife s! thereaf 1 eal I 
entry under tl land laws of tl United Stat f nd t t 
children may, by comyp ne with tl pr isior f e na iz n 
laws be naturalized without making any de rat 

With the following amendment: 

Line 8, before the word “ provisions,” insert the word “ other.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

RAILROAD AND COUNTY-ROAD RIGHTS OF WAY, | r J I 

MILITARY RI RVATION, WYO. 

The next business was the bill (S. 9904) ; ting cel n 
rights of way on the Fort D. A. Russell M ry Rese 
at Cheyenne, Wyo., for railroad and county iy pose 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc... That the Col lo R i Co... a .¢ 
created by and organized ! th s ‘ 

horized to do business in the State Colo iw 
he \ horiz ifd its line a l 
| tion of the I< A. Russell M I t 

Beginning at oint on the east dat the mi 
‘ n, said point ing the nort! t rner of the 1 
ot sé tion ae 1 vn 3 1 rt I ng 67 t S t | ‘ 
east boundary lir military reserv: » 2 0 ) 1 ‘ 
north 9 degrees, 2 inutes west, 344.5 f | vhi ) t 
west of the east of said military ‘ it t >» nort ld 
gree, 4 minutes east, 2,055 feet to the } of g 

Sec. 2. That a right of way for a county i 
hereby granted to the county of Laramie, a munici poratior ‘ 
State of Wyoming, upon the following portion of the Fort D. A. Rugsell 
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M I Cheyenne, Wyo., more particularly described | 
( he east line of said 1 itary reservation, 
f co r of tl r of section 
I 67 \ t of tl ! meridian ; 
tl 1 east liz I d mi y ion to the 
f i northwest the southwesterly 
t reservation to a point which is 150 feet 
M d 1 rvation when measured at right angles 
‘ 1 lis 150 feet west and parallel with the 
l in aid 1 ation to the north line of the north- 
‘ 1 section 1; thence ¢ t 150 feet along the north 
ime i L, te & pla ‘ beginning, said strip of land 
being 150 feet in width o ‘ side of that | on said reset 
i in tion 1, township 15 n l rang west, as 
id; savi nd excepting therefrom that p n said strip 
of land hereinabove n section 1 of this act, described as granted to 
tl ‘ orad Ra ( for e purpose ¢ its ilre ] 
With the f amend L 
Line 10, t th I ( ] I “Provided. That it 
shall 1 t } ‘ t Ss y \"\ ny me t revoke 
tl I his 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. COOPER. of Visconsin. Mr. 
right to object, I 
cuage of the bill 
1, line 6, I that the railroad company is *“ authorized 
to build its line,” and that by the proviso on page 3, at the end 
of the bill, the Secretary of War is to have the power “at any 
time to revoke the granted in this act.” Thus it ap- 
pears that, the proviso, the bill is to be construed 
as simply conferring a license. 

But the bill would do far more than confer a license. 
attention to the fact that by section 2, pages 2 and 3 


Speaker, reserving the 
attention to some of the lan- 


First, on page 


desire to call 
and to ask for an explanation 


obsery e 
license 
according to 
I call 


A right of way for a 
granted to the county of 
150 feet in width 


public is hereby 


county road for use of the 
* id strip of land being 


Laramie, * ‘ * ga 


That is not a 
granted. 

I call attention also to the very significant 
3, beginning with line 7: 


license to the county. <A right of way is 


language on page 


Saving and excepting therefrom that portion of said strip of land 
hereinbefore, in section 1 of this act, described as granted to the 
Colorado Railroad Co. for the purposes of its railroad. 

Thus, by this language, the very bill itself declares not that 
it confers a license but that it makes a grant to the railroad 
company. Therefore the proviso authorizing the Secretary of 
War to “revoke the license,’ and so forth, is not applicable 
to anything in the bill, because there is no license about it. 

There is a grant to the county of Laramie and another grant 
to the railroad company. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to an 
amendment striking out the word “license” and inserting the 
word ‘‘ right,” but it seems to me that the right to revoke what- 
ever we grant here is very clear. It seems to me there is not 
much difference whether we grant or license, but whether it 
be a grant or license it is revocable under the terms of the 
amendment made by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to 
the bill in its present form. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I suggest to the gentleman if there is 
any reasonable amendment he desires to offer we would like 
to hear it. The bill has been recommended by the War De- 
partment and work has been stopped that the people there are 
very much interested in. It only conveys to the railroad com- 
pany less than 1 acre altogether. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If this is simply conferring a 
license upon a railroad company to use certain land belonging 
to a military reservation, there ought to be reserved the right 
to amend, alter, or repeal. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The committee would be willing to ac- 
cept the amendment in lieu of the present one, but I think, in 
justice to the people there, this question ought to be settled. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I propose an amendment by add- 
ing at the end of the bill that the right to amend, alter, or re- 
peal is hereby expressly reserved. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am willing to accept that. 
took the amendment of the War Department. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I move an amendment to add 
a third section by inserting the words “the right is hereby 
expressly reserved to alter, amend, or repeal this act.” 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


We simply 


Insert as a third section: 
“The right to alter, amend, or 


repeal is hereby expressly reserved.” 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as 


read the third time, and passed. 


amended was ordered to be read a third time, was | 


FEBRUARY 21, 


FORT MACKENZIE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 9903) to authorize the Sheridan Railway & 
Light Co. to construct and operate railway, telegraph, telephone, 
electric power, and trolley lines through the Fort 
Military Reservation, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk foll 


read as follows: 

Be it ¢ ted, el I the Sheridan Railway & Light Co., 
ration created under and by virtue of the laws 
be, and tl same is here empowered to survey, locate, construct, 
maintain, wand operate railway, telegraph, telephone, electric power, and 
trolley lines through the Fort Mackenzie Military Reservation, in Sheri 
dan Count State of Wyoming, upon such terms and in such location 
as may be determined and approved by the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 2. That said corporation is authorized to occupy and use for all 
purposes of railway, telegraph, telephone, electric power, and trolley 
and for no other purpose, a right of way 50 feet in width through 
Fort Mackenzie Military Reservation, with the right to use such 
tional ground where cuts and fills may be necessary for the con 
struction and maintenance of the roadbed, not exceeding 100 feet in 
width, or as much thereof as may be included in said cut or fiil: Pro 
vided, That no part of the land herein authorized to be occupied shall 
be used except in such manner and for such purposes as shall be neces- 
sary for the construction and convenient operation of said railway, 
telegraph, telephone, electric power, and trolley lines; and when any 
portion thereof shall cease to be so used such portion shall revert to 
the United States: Provided further, That before the said railway com 
pany shall be permitted to enter upon any part of said military rT 
vation a descripticn by metes and bounds of the land berein auth 
to be occupied or used shall be approved by the Secretary of War: Pre 
vided further, That the said railway company shall comply with such 
other regulations and conditions in the maintenance and operation of 
xt road may from time to time be prescribed by the Secretary 
ol 2r. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by adding— 

Sec. 38. The right to amend, alter, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as section 3: 


“The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved.” 


Mackenzie 


a corpo 
ot the State of Wyomin 











The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


CONSOLIDATING CERTAIN FOREST LANDS IN THE KANSAS NATIONAL 
FOREST. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 32571) to consolidate certain forest lands 
in the Kansas National Forest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior, for the pur- 
pose of consolidating the forest lands belonging to the United States 
within the Kansas National Forest, be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
empowered, upon the recommendation of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
to exchange lands belonging to the United States which are part of the 
Kansas National Forest for privately owned lands lying within the exte- 
rior limits of the said national forest: Prorided, That the lands so 
exchanged shall be equal in area and substantially equal in value: And 
provided further, That upon the consummation of such exchange the 
land deeded to the United States thereunder shall forthwith become, 
and thereafter continue to be, national forest lands to all intents and 
purposes, as if such land had been duly withdrawn by the proclamation 
which placed the contiguous land under the jurisdiction of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture for forest purposes. 

The committee amendment was read as follows: 

Page 2, line 3, after the word “ shall,” strike out the rest of the bill 
and insert the words “ become a part of the Kansas National Forest.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to inquire what is the necessity of making this ex- 
change of land. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentle 
man it is in order to block up the lands that are owned by the 
Government in this forest. Privately owned lands are scattered 
throughout the Government lands, and parties who own these 
lands scattered through the Government lands have lands on 
the outskirts of the Government lands, and the Government 
wants to acquire the land that is scattered through its lands 
by exchanging other land for it contiguous to ranches or farms 
owned by private parties. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Suppose some of these private owners refuse 
to make an exchange; then the purpose would not be accom- 
plished. 

Mr. MADISON. Then it can not be made. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is no provision to compel them in any 
way by condemnation? 

Mr. MADISON. Oh, not at all; this is simply a matter of 
exchange where the Government and the parties who own pri- 
vately owned land find it to their mutual advantage. 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Does it let them go into other 


States, or is it confined to the State of Kansas? 
Absolutely. 


Mr. MADISON. 
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HOMESTFAD ENTRIES IN SILETZ INDIAN RESERVATION, OREG 
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was 
the bill (H. R. 27298) relating to homestead entries in the 
former Siletz Indian Reser i 

The SPEAKER. Is thers 

There was neo objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 





ation in the State of Oregon. 


objection ? 











Be t enacted, etc., That all pending homestead entries heretofore 
mad ithin the former Siletz Indian Reservation in Oregon upon which 
i were made prior to December 31, 1906, shall » passed to patent 
in all cases where it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
the Interior that the entry was made for the exclusive use and benefit 
of the entryman, and that the entryman built a house on the land 
entered and otherwise improved the same, and actually entered into 
the occupation thereof and cultivated a portion of said land for the 
period required by law, and that no part of the land entered has been 
sold or conveyed, « coutracted to be sold or conveyed, by the entryman, 
and where no ontest or otner andverse proceeding was commenced 
against the entry and noti thereof served upon the entryman prior to 
the date of submission of proo? thereon, or within two years thereafter, 
and where any such iry has heretofore been canceled the same may 
be reinstated upon application filed within six months from the passage 
of this act where at the date of the filing of such application for rein- 
statement no other entry is of record covering such land: Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall prevent or forestall any adverse 
proceedings against any entry upon any charge of fraud: And provided 
jurther, That any entryman who may make application for patent under 
the provisions of this act shall, as an additional condition precedent to 
the issuance of such patent, be required to pay to the United States the 
Bum of $2.50 per acre for the land so appli d for: and the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized to issue such 1 ations as may be 


necessary for carrying this act into effect. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

FISH HATCHERY AT PARIS, TEX 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 


was the bill (H. R. 2130) for the establishment of a fish hatcb- | 


ery at Paris, Tex. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I object to that, as well as to all these other 
fish-cultural bills. 


AN ACT PROVIDING FOR THE RETIREMENT OF CERTAIN MEDICAL 
OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 9551) to amend an act entitled “An act provid- 
ing for the retirement of certain medical officers of the Army,” 
approved June 22, 1910. f 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gen- 
tlheman will withhold his objection for a moment. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota think this 
bill should pass? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I do. 

Mr. MANN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved June 22, 1910, entitled “An 
act providing for the retirement of certain medical officers of the 


Army.” be, and the same is hereby, amended as follows: 

Strike out the words “in the War of the Rebellion,” following the 
words “enlisted man,” in said act, so that the act as amended will 
read 

“Be it enacted, et That any officer of the Medical Reserve Corps 
who shall have re ed the age of 70 years, and whose total active 
service in the Army of the United States, Regular or Volunteer as 
such oft r, and as mtract or acting assistant surgeon, and as an en 
listed man, shall equal 40 years, may thereupon, in the discretion of the 


President, be placed upon the retired list of the Army with the rank 
pay, and allowances of a first lieutenant.” . 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SISSON. 


Is there objection? 
I object. 
ESTABLISHMENT OF FISH-CULTURAL STATION, UTAH. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. It. 3661) to establish a fish-cultural station in 
the State of Utah. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I would call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to the fact that this matter of the pro- 
duction of food fish is of such importance that the Government 
has already established 386 fish-cultural stations in various 
other parts of the Union. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


| one way or the other. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to restore to the public domain, subject to entry 


} under the public-land laws of the United States, such portions of the 
| lands withdrawn under the act of October 2. 1888, for a United States 


reservoir site, in Millard County, Utah, not necessary for reservoir pur- 
poses, as he may designate. 

The Clerk read the committee amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause down to the word “ restore,” 
in line 4, page 1, and insert in lieu thereof “ That the President may, 
in his discretion.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right 
to object. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, in 1894, under the act 
of October 2, 18SS8, certain lands were withdrawn for reservoir 
purposes in the county of Millard, Utah. Nothing has been 
done since that time with this tract and there is no Govern- 
ment irrigation system now in contemplation. This withdrawal 
stands in the way of a Carey Act project to reclaim this land. 
This bill simply authorizes the President, in his discretion, to 
restore these lands to the public domain. Under the existing 
law the President has the right to restore the land, but without 
this act the land would be subject to entry only under the 
homestead law. The purpose of the bill is to restore the lands 
to the precise status that they were in when they were with- 





| drawn, so that they will be subject to the Carey Act proposition 
| or acquisition under general public-land laws. 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Is there anyone living on this land? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. No; it is vacant land. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How much land is involved in this? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Four or five thousand acres. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How much is it worth? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. It is not worth anything. It is as 
much a desert as Sahara. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
23 years ago, in 1888. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. It was withdrawn under the act of 
1888; but it was withdrawn in 1894. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Seventeen years ago. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Seventeen years ago, and this act 
puts it wholly within the discretion of the President. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Sut the President will not go 
out there to look at the land. He will rely upon the judgment 
of other people, and there will be tremendous pressure on him 
I would like to know what it was 


I observe that it was withdrawn 


| reserved for. 


Mr. MONDELL. This is one of the old reservations under 
the law of 1888. The President on application could restore 
these lands now, but if they were restored under existing law 
they could only be restored for homestead entry. These people 
want to enter them under the Carey Act, another form of home- 
stead. They desire to have them irrigated under the Carey Act. 
This gives the President discretion to restore them under any of 
the land laws. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. They were reserved for the 
purposes of a reservoir, for the storage of water, were they not? 

Mr. MONDELL. ‘The original withdrawals covered vast 
areas, which from time to time have been reduced by presi- 
dential proclamation, as it is found that the lands are not 
needed for reservoir purposes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I only want to get at the facts, 


|The original reservation was for the purpose of storing water. 


Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And that water was supposed 
to be used for irrigation purposes. 

Mr. MONDELL. The reservations were made very large, 
including vast areas that were not needed for reservoir pur- 
poses in many cases, and this is one of them. 

Mr. MANN. The original reservation was to permit the 


| Government to use the land for reservoir purposes, and the 


RESTORATION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS IN MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH, | 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 8457) to restore to the public domain certain 


lands withdrawn for reservoir purposes in Millard County, | 


Utah. 


purpose of this is to permit the State to do it under the Carey 
Act. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
of-way act. 
a reservoir. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. 

Mr. MONDELL. But that is not what is wanted. 
want to irrigate the land. 

Mr. MANN. That is what I say, 

Mr. MONDELL. They want to reclaim it. The President 


No; this land is now subject to the right- 
A private individual could use this land now for 


They 


ean restore the land, but he can not restore it to any entry 
| except homestead entry under the present law. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
suggestion right there? 


Will the gentleman permit a 
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‘ir. MONDELL. Certainly. ne ty of R m. in the State of New Hampshire 





\ COOPER « f Wis ‘onsin. This land was reserved for res- ” 
‘ ses, and now it is proposed to irrigate the very 
l 1 was to be submerged Ss © That tl 
fONDELI The gentleman knows that sometimes more I I l 
reserved than w i illy needed for the reservoir The SPEAKER Is e obj 
i ~ i 
‘MOOPER of Wisconsin. Where are they going to get the rhe bill was o1 ‘ed be | | 
‘ irrigate this‘ was read the third t e, and | 
Mr. HOWELL of Utah. I will say in answer to that that 110T SPRIN UNTAIN \ 5 
wl this land was withdrawn it was a kind of blanket with- | rl ext busi Ss 1 { ( ( \ 
di and the lands now desired to be restored to the public | the bill (H. R. 3180 a aeieaal ak 
( co not include the site of the depression in which the | ¢, ring jurisdiction upon United § on ; . . 
could be stored. These are simply lands that can not be maa cites. sae portion of 1 ; H 
forr servoir purposes at all. Ti in Reservatic: pprove 1 20 4 
‘Ur. COOPER of Wisconsin. Has there been a report on th rT rhe Clerk read the b a tation 
fi iny Government official? ae ated eee _~ 
\ HOWELL of Utah. Oh, yes; the Secretary of the In-| (34 sta Sa hee aoe 54 a oe 
has no objection to it—he recommends it | $m t ar I'nited $ 1 
OOPER of Wisconsin. He has no objection to it, but | eee , ae t rt f . the te: l 
‘ know any an if about it? es ae ee Sal 
HOWELL Utah. Orly as he has been advised by his re pproved Ay “0, 1904 
ites. There is no possible harm in this bill. Ameedl thutitte oo nate e \ bill to ai iam 
COOPER of Wisconsin. I shall not object to the bill, the act approved March 2, 1907, being an act to amend an a 


but I want to say just one word. A law has been passed—I do | 
ow how or when—which permits the printing of only 100 
bills ata time. We put private bills through under sus 

] on of the rules, and only 100 copies of a private bill are 
printed for a membership of 391 in this House. Why such a 


entitled ‘An act conferring jurisdiction upon United States com 


missioners over offenses mmitted on a port of the per! 
nent Hot Springs Mountain Re 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


s that was ever passed T can not understand. We ought The bill © eee red to be engrossed and read a third t 
ve a bill, or two bills if necessary, with the report, for] \o. pead the third time. and passe 
‘ I Member. 
Mr. HOWELL of Utah. This is not a private bill; this is a ORGANIZED MILITIA 
publie bill. The next bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar 


‘he SPEAKER. Is there objection? ganized | Militia, and for other purposes. 

here was no objection. The Clerk read the title to the bill 

rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think this bill is too important 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | to be taken up under unanimous conse 1d I object 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do not object. bill (H. R. 28456) to further increase the efficiency of the Or 
I 
| 


R IT OF WAY TO THE BUCKHANNON & NORTHERN RAILROAD CO. MESSAGE AND REPORT OF NORTH ATLANTIC COAST FISHERIES ARBI 
The next bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was the TRATION AT THE HAGUE 
l (S. 10404) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant a The next bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was the 





right of way through lands of the United States to the Buck- | Senate joint resolution 139, authorizing the printing of tl 
hannon & Northern Railroad Co. message of the President, together with the report of the age 
rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: of the United States in the North Atlantic Coast Fisheries 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, | Arbitration at The Hag 
autl ed, in his discretion, to grant the Buckhannon & eet ‘rn Rail ‘he Clerk rez re resoluti as follows 
. K “ SI » I read the resolution, as follows 
road Co, a right of way through lands of the United States, on the west J ; — ' . 3 » +094 
nk of the Monongahela River, in the State of West Vir; ginia, ad fe President's ' Fae mae, 
ceut to Locks Nos. 10, 11, 12, 13, ¢ ne 14, at such price, and on such | sether V the agent , ace 7 N 
nd conditions, as he may consider just, equitable, and expedient. | Atlantic wr haga gge . 
s 2. That the right to alter, amer nd; or repeal this act is hereby wi t to Ul Se DOr Ss 
expressly reserved ' ment, ft dditional 500 
lefrayed t of t 





The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

rhere was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
1 time, and passed. 


The SPEAKER Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was ordered to be read a third time, w read 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MINN. the third time, and passed. 








rhe next business on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was INVESTIGATION OF EXPLOSION AT CO 
e bill (H. R. $2841) to authorize the St. Paul Railway Pro The next bi the U1 ! 
; 7 ‘ . : re eX lil on Cc DeL LILI 
Co., & corporation, to construct a bridge across the Mis ‘eo nti 929 
m nore , - joint resolution Vsv, to hvé 
River near Nininger, Minn. aka ' w J | f 
‘ ‘ MnuUuLIpAWw, i 
rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows eee eee 
vestigation wit I ! 
t t. I 1 Railway Pro tion ¢ cor 1] 1+ ’ 
ioeised to construct: mnsintate. and onerate « The Clerk read to the 
i roa theret cross the Mississippi River, at a poin Mr. FITZGER MI D. Mr. Speak I 
; : it t Ol Davigation, ai or ! il Nini er, in th 
) t in the State of Min: ta, in accordance with the | LIGHT AND FOG-SIGNAL STATION, SAN PEDRO ] ’ — 
if the entitled “‘An ecu te the « structio ( | } lil 
t —~ ay 38, 1906 see ao rhe next business was the | UO ‘ 
: ight to alter, ar r repeal this act is hereby | light and fog-signal station o1 San Pe : 
The Clerk read as follow 
| 
Tha @Pppmraww . . 4 bet 1 - ‘ 
+ SPEAKER. Is there objection ? strike out all Ce t 
ilere was no objection. { : a a aa } ~ 


the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, | Breakwater, Cal., at a cost not to 1 $36,0 
read the third time, and passed. 






BRIDGE ACROSS THE PIS¢ ATAQUA RIVER, N. H. 
















_ +e next business on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was The amendment vy freed to 1 the | 
the hill |OHoe . . . t ‘ ] 
the bill (H. R. 32213) to authorize the city of Sebthinanats. ordered to be read a third time. w ' 1 
». 41., to construct a bridge across the Piscataqua River. | passed. 
rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: LIGHT AND FOG SIGNAL, LI 
— oe ered ete., That authority is hereby given the city of Ports rhe next business was the bill (S. 100 r rel 
\ , or its assigns, a corporation organized under the laws | ; ing t | nt light ! I . 
Stat e g ide! | - roving the present light a Rock 
, wtate of New ‘Hi impshire, to construct, maintain, and operate | aie ' s a ae See eee ad : ; 
cele ize and approaches thereto across the Pisce ataqua River at a laska, or re for building another light and fog ( static ipon 


Suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near Portsmot ith, in! a v aiffe rent site near by. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 





Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

side’ t the Secretary of Commer Labor be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to rebuild and improve the esent light and fog signal at 
Lincoln Rock, Alaska, or establish a light and fog-signal station upon a 


different site near by, at a cost not to exceed $25,000.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I understand that this present light is on a rock in a chan- 
nel in Alaska, and the new head of the Lighthouse Service 
stated that he waited to replace that light or place it on a new 
sight near by. 

Mr. MANN. The present lighthouse, owing to too severe 
storins, is ready to fall down, and there has been a question as 
to whether it would be more economical to put underpinning 
under it or to reconstruct it or build a new light near to it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How near does the gentleman from IIli- 
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nois believe the department contemplates building the light, if 


it builds it near by the site, which is now a submerged rock 
in the channel? 

Mr. MANN. 
adjoining. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MANN. That may be. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The head of the department stated some 
place within 5 miles. I think I shall object to this, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I think the gentleman will make a mistake 
if he does. This light is necessary, and it is liable to fall down. 
I will say to the gentleman we have a great many requests for 
new lights- 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If it is necessary at this point, it should 
be built nearer than 5 miles from it. 

Mr. MANN. But a light even within 5 miles might be suffi- 
cient. Lights are not very common in that locality. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; but this is on a submerged rock 
in the channel, placed there to mark that channel and to pre- 
vent ships striking the rock. How valuable it would be 5 miles 
away is difficult to tell. 

Mr. MANN. It might be very valuable 4 or 5 miles away. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I have seen 
that rock. The lighthouse is not placed there for the purpose of 
preventing vessels running on that rock. That rock is itself 
out of the water a great portion of the time. It is not under 
the water all of the time. I have seen it when not under the 
water. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
object. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken about his facts. I 
trust he will not object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 


I do not know how near by, but I suppose right 





If it be not a submerged rock, I shall not 


I am not mistaken about the facts, I 


state what the head of the Lighthouse Service has testified to. | 


Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman understands that the appro- 
priation is left to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman thinks this is very 
important, T shall not object. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 
is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be read a third time, was read the third time, and 
passed. 


The question 


ADDITIONAL AID TO NAVIGATION. 
The next business was the bill (S. 10177) to authorize ad- 


ditional aids to navigation in the Lighthouse Establishment, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to establish and provide the following 
additional aids to navigation in the Lighthouse Establishment, under 
the Lighthouse Service, in accordance with the respective limits of cost 
respectively set forth, which shall in no case be exceeded: 

To construct a power house and foundry and complete the equipment, 
wiring, ete., of the power plant at the general lighthouse depot, Staten 
Island, N. Y., at a cost not to exceed $30,000. 

To rebuild and improve the present light and fog-signal station, or 
construct a new light and fog-signal station, at Brandywine Shoal, 
Delaware Bay, Del., at a cost not to exceed $75,000. 

To rebuild and improve the Buffalo Breakwater North End Light 
Station, N. Y., at a cost not to exceed $60,000. 

To complete the lighting of the breakwater and piers at Superior 
Entry, Wis., at a cost not to exceed $25,000. 

To establish a lighthouse depot on the site belonging to the War 
Depertment on Governors Island, Boston Harbor, Mass., or on the site 
belonging to the Marine-Hospital Service, Treasury Department, on 
Chelsea Creek, Boston Harbor, Mass., and authority is hereby granted 
for the transfer of the site authorized from the proper department to 
the Department of Commerce and Labor— 


With the following amendments: 


Page 2, line 12, strike out the word “ Governors” and insert the 
word “ Castle.” 3 ao 
Line 17, page 2, after the word “ labor,” insert: 
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“And when the Department of Commerce and Labor shall have ac- 
quired such site, as herein authorized, the lighthouse depot now located 
on Lovells Island shall be moved to the site thus acquired.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois how it is that the 
title of this site is in the War Department, and is then to be 
transferred to the Department of Commerce and Labor. Why 
is not the title in the General Government? 

Mr. MANN. Well, the title to property of this sort is in 
different departments. 

Mr. MORSE. Is that true with lighthouse sites? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; it is true of lighthouse sites; also true of 
military reservations, and with those reservations it is in the 
War Department. There is one title in the War Department, 
one in the Treasury Department, and we want permission to 
put title in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill the neces- 
sity for the passage of a bill carrying so many dollars in this 
way by unanimous consent. We ought to understand some- 


| thing about a bill carrying $204,000. 


Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman in reference to 
that, each one of the items in this bill has been gone over very 
carefully. The bill was prepared at the request of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor on letters, both here and in the 


| Senate, from the new commissioner after considerable inves- 


tigation showing that there is an absolute actual necessity for 
the authorization carried in this bill. We have requests for 
many authorizations which have not been carried. 

Now, in regard to the power house, the Comptroller of the 
Treasury has decided that under the authorization heretofore 
made they can not construct the power house. The Brandywine 
Shoal light is in a bad condition; the Buffalo Breakwater Shoal 
is in the same condition: and at Superior Entry, Wis., the Goy 
ernment has extended its breakwater and piers out so that it 
is absolutely necessary to put a light there; and the lighthouse 
depot in Boston Harbor it is necessary to change in order to 
get access to it and for economical administration. Of course, 
that involves the extra expense. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, in the estimates 
presented by the department there are—— 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman I will not consent 
to any amendment inserting any other item. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not seek to insert any 
other item at this time, but I think the gentleman might give 
me some information as to other items which are found under 
the head of “Special work,’ as urged by the Department of 
Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman appreciates we are occu- 
pying time by courtesy of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I realize that, but I hoped the 
gentleman would extend me the courtesy of answering a ques- 
tion or two. 

Mr. MANN. I would if nobody would object, but I am afraid 
somebody will object on account of our occupying the time. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If this is the conclusion of leg 
islation that is to come from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce regarding aids to navigation, that would set- 
tle the question; but I am hopeful there may be some informa- 
tion in regard to recommendations from the department, on 
which up to this time apparently Congress has not acted. 

Mr. MANN. I would say to the gentleman who introduced 
a bill in reference to aids to navigation, part of which was al- 
ready provided for - 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I did that with the idea of 
bringing the entire matter to the attention of the committee, so 
that they would understand what we needed along the Dela- 
ware, 

Mr. MANN. 
every one 


We have covered in these bills on the calendar 
which in the opinion of the commissioner of light- 
houses, after a thorough explanation, are absolutely necessary, 
and I think there will be no other bills reported from the com 
inittee. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In view of that statement, 
will the gentleman tell us something about the condition of the 
lighthouse station at Edgemoor, on the Delaware River? As a 
matter of fact, it is tumbling down and is unfit for the purpose 
for which it was intended, 

Mr. MANN. We made some provision for Edgemoor in the 


last omnibus bill, and the commissioner informs us they have 


all the authority they need. 


Mr. MOORDE of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman will 


bear me out that the authority given in the last bill has not 
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Sit. 


heen exercised and the condition has grown worse than it was 


My MANN, It has not been exercised; but so far as my com- 
‘toa is concerned, it has been exercised, and it now rests with 
the Committee on Appropriations. ; 

‘Ir MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then the gentleman is not to 
he held accountable for the fact that the lighthouse station at 


Edgemoor is tumbling down. ; 
‘ir. MANN, Not at all. That rests with the Committee on 
A priations. 
‘ir. KELIHER. I would like to ask the gentleman why 
Castie Island, in Boston Harbor, rather than Governors Island, 
has n selected for the placing of this light. 


MANN. Last year in the bill we authorized the provi- 
.s to Governors Island. The Lighthouse Board desires 
Costle Island. If there is no objection, I propose to offer an 
ment, which will be in the language of the Senate bill, so 


as to throw that whole matter into conference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
" h is the language printed in the bill, to strike cut lines 11 
te 1. in the last paragraph, so as to throw that whole pura- 


rl h into conference. 
tl SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
ent, which the Clerk will report. 


Illinois 


offers an 


1 Clerk read as follows: 
d by striking out on page 2, lines 11 to 21, both inclusive, and 
i! ¢ in lieu thereof the following: 
tablish a lighthouse depot on the site belonging to the War 
] nt on Castle Island, Boston Harbor, Mass., or on the sits 


to the Marine-Hospital Service, Treasury Department, or Che! 
s ‘ k, Boston Harbor, Mass. 


and authority is hereby granted fo 
t t isfer of the site authorized from the Treasury Department to 1) 
I tment of Commerce and Labor; and when the Department of Cor 


I nd Labor shall have acquired such site as herein authorized 
t! thouse depot now located on Lovells Island shall be moved to 
the thus acquired.” 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentle 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] a question. The information 
developed by my colleague [Mr. Morse] was very interesting to 
me. I confess my ignorance. I did not know that the Marine- 
Hospital Service owned the site to a lighthouse depot. 

Mr. MANN. The Marine Hospital Service is part of the 
Treasury Department, and the Treasury Department owns the 
site, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The bill says “on the site be- 
longing to the Marine-Hospital Service,” which means the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the Treasury Department. Now. 
then, does the gentleman say that the fees to these sites. the 
real estate upon which these lighthouse depots are located, ars 
in the respective Government departments? 

Mr. MANN. They are in the United States, but the depart- 
ment can not permit the use by any other department except by 
authorization. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
Government? 

Mr. MANN. It belongs to the Government. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is it then technically an aceu- 
rate use of language to speak of real estate which is Govern- 
ment real estate as belonging to a department of the Govern- 
lie 

Mr. MANN. The site belongs to that department. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the site is in fee in the de- 
partment, then it is subject—— 

Mr. MANN. It may not be the most aceurate language. 
not undertake to say. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
accurate at all. 

Mr. MANN. We did not undertake the review of the lan- 
guage of the Senate, although this item was prepared by the 
department. 2 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It may have been prepared by 
the department, but this does not—— , 

Mr. MANN. We frequently transfer sites from one depart- 
ment to another. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


excellent 


Then they do belong to the 


I do 


The most accurate? It is not 


The gentleman has a deservedly 
exce reputation as a lawyer, and does he want to approve 
in the legislation of the United States a palpable misstatement 
oF the law to the effect that the title to real estate is in a de- 


gi ent of the Government when it is not in a department 
VN r YAY r : : : 
ae MANN. The title is in the Government, but I think the 


- oo belong to the Marine-Hospital Service. 

one DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest 

ren there? I got an appropriation for the marine hospital 

out at Pittsburg, and the parties who went out to inspect sites 
y decided that the best site for the hospital would be a 
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AOD 
ediredes 


I had to have 
ssed to authorize the Secretary of War to make a deed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury for that marine-hospital s 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He makes it to the Seeret: 
of the Treasury for the I 
not give Franklin MacVeagh a deed to this land? 
Mr. MANN. No 
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly not. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The fee is in the ¢ 


portion of the arsenal property not being used. 
« 


Mr. MANN The fee is in the Government 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He g . t to his as | | 
States rreasurer, but it does not b ride 4 the Tre sury i? 
partment, 

Mr. HULL of Towa The control of it does. 

Mr. MANN The title of course is in the Government 

Mr. DALZELL. The real title is in the Government, f 
course. 

Mr. COOPER of Wis sin Then, the land be : 
Government: but this bi spenks of a site be 
War Department 

Mr. MANN, I bave offered an amendment to throw 
entire aragraph to conference, so that any ne of t 
will 1! corrected i! t is the purpose of it 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. I hope it will be corrected 
it stands if is ot a correct statement of thr 1 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania Mr. Speaker, I 1 ve 
right of amendment 

The SVP AKER. the question of consideration has b ' 
waived, and the ane on now Ss on ti i dinent 

Mr. MOORE of 1" svlvi bil May 11 ean opportinit t© 
ré fer iv the amendm if ] ulicte ead | rj erent el an 1 on 
Massachusetts | Mr. Kevitier| offered an amendment as to a 
change of site. 

Mr. MANN. No: I offered the } 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania Then | withdraw my o 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the ai nament, I 


there objection ? 
There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to 
The bill as nmended was ordered to be read a third 1 
was read the third time, and passed, 
AIDS TO NAVIGATION, DETROIT RIVER, 
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Con 
wis the bill (S. 10650) providing for aids to navigation 


the Livit rstone ¢ hat el, Detroit River, \l 


The SPEAKER, Is there obiection 7 

Mr. MACON, Mr. Speaker, I object to that b 

Mr. MANN. I hepe the gentleman will resery S objection 
for just a moment. 

Mr. MACON, Iw ill reserve it, of cours » 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the Government is now construct 
ing the Livingstone Channel in the Detroit River, 
commerce of the Detroit River will pass. 
dam there, so that this werk is in the 
probably be opened next year, the year 1912. That is what the 
Army engineers now report. The channel can not be utilized 
without lights along the channel, and we are informed that if we 
put in the foundation for these lights in the dry, in the coft 
dam, they will be far less expensive than they would be if we 
put them in the wet, after the cofferdam is removed and the 
water is in the channel. The channel has cost the Government 
probably $5,000,000 or $6,000,000, 

Mr. MACON. How did the 
chanvel? 

Mr. MANN. It is part of the river and harbor improveme 
It is the Detroit River, and all that commerce in the Det: 
River will pass through this channel when completed. 

Mr. MACON. That, of course, p: 
to the other? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. MACON. Then I realize the importance of it. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman reserve his objection? 

Mr. SISSON. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
and he is hereby, authorized to establish p! such lights and 
buoys as may, in his judgment, be necessary to properly mark the Liv 
ingstone Channel in the Detroit River, Mich., at an expense not to 
exceed $210,000. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrosed for a third re 
read the third time, and passed. 


where all the 


There is now a cof 


dry. This channel will 


Government happen to dig the 
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BRIDGE ACROSS THE DELAWARE RIVER. 





The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the I (Hi. R. 32400) to authorize the North Pennsylvania 
R Co. and the Delaware & Bound Brook Railroad Co. to 
C4 brid across the Delaware River from Lower Make- 
field Township, Bucks County, Pa., to Ewing Township, Mercer 
County, N. J. 

The SPEAKER. Is.there objection? 

There was no objection. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it « ted, etc., That the North Pennsylvania Railroad Co. and 
the Delavw & Bound Brook Railroad Co., their lessees, successors, and 
a 1 tl are | aut ized to construct, maintain, and 
( l nd approaches thereto, acr« the Delaware River at 
| it suitab to the interests of navigation, from the township of 
La r Makefield, county of Bucks, State of Pennsylvania, at or near 
the southeastern boundary of the borough of Yardley to a point at or 
ne: 10 fe ith of the existing bridge in the township of Ewing, in 
the county of Mercer, in the State of New Jersey, in accordance with 
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction 
of bride over navigable waters,” approved March 25, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That t right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Phe SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SOUTH BRANCH OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The 
was the 


business 


(ii 


next 
bill 


on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
R. 32440) authorizing the Moline, East Moline 


& Watertown Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge and approaches thereto across the south branch of the 


Mississippi 
Rock 
Island. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Moline, East Moline & Watertown Rail- 
way Co., a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Illinois, 
is hereby authorized to consiruct, maintain, and operate a bridge and 
approaches thereto the south branch of the Mississippi River 
from a point in the village of Watertown, in the county of Rock Island 
and State of Illinois, to the island known as Campbells Island, in said 
county of Rock Island, said bridge to be a wagon and street railway 
bridge, whose use is to be free to the public, the same to be built in 
accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regul 
the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 
1906. 

SEc. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


River from a point in the village of Watertown, 
Island County, Ill., to the island known as Campbells 


across 





ite 


23, 








» 


The Clerk also read the amendment, as follows: 

In line 7, page 1, after the word “ point,” insert the words “ suitable 
to the interests of navigation.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the amendment? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 
DAM ACROSS OUTLET 

The next for Unanimous Conseni 
was the bill 10596) to authorize the Rainy River Improve- 
ment Co. to construct a dam across the outlet of Namakan Lake 
at Kettle Falls, in St. Louis County, Minn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


OF NAMAKAN LAKE 


business on the Calendar 
(S. 


AT KETTLE FALLS, MINN. 


t 
( 















Be it enacted, etc., That the Rainy River Improvement Co., a corpora- 
tion organized under the laws of the State of Minnesota, its successors 
and assigns, . and the are hereby, authorized to construct, main 
tain, and operate a dam s the outlet of Lake Namakan at Kettle 
Falls, in St. Louis County, Minn., in accordance with tl visions 
of the act approved June 23, 1910, entitled “An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction of dams across navigable 
waters,’ roved June 21, 1906.” 

Sec. 2 That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

With the following committee amendment: 

In line 8, after the word “‘ Minnesota,” insert the words “at a point 
suitable to the interests of navigation.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. POINDEXTER. I object. 
Subsequently, 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. 


Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and px the bill (S. 


10596) to authorize the Rainy 


is 


River Improvement Co. to construct a dam across the outlet 

of Namakan Lake at Kettle Falls, in St. Louis County, Minn. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the gentleman 

from Minnesota [Mr. Mriirer] that the gentleman from Wash- 


ington [Mr. Pornpextrer] withdraws his objection to this bill. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. In view 


of the explanation made by the gentleman from Minnesota, I 
withdraw the objection. 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
violation of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair supposes it is; but still, 
under these conditions, if there is no objection to it, by unani- 
mous consent all rules can be suspended and this bill passed. 
as this is suspension day. That would avoid the techuical 
trouble. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; but there are many Mem- 
bers who will have bills objected to who can not move to sus 
pend the rules. 

Mr. MANN. We have done this several times. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do not object. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the rules will be 
suspended and the bill, with the amendment, will be passed. 

There was no objection. 

Accordingly the rules were suspended, and the bill as amended 
was passed, 


I will inquire if that is not in 





DAM ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, SAUK RAPIDS, MINN. 

The next business on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was 
the bill (S. 10757) to amend an act entitled “An act permittin 
the building of a dam across the Mississippi River at or near 


o 
‘eS 





the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn.,” approved 
February 26, 1904. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of an act entitled “An act permit 
ting the building of a dam across the Mississippi River at or near tl 


village of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn.,” approved February 


1904, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 
“Sec. 3. That this act shall be null and void and all rights acquired 

under the same forfeited unless the construction of the dam hereir 

authorized be commenced on or before the ist day of July, A. D. 1911, 


and such construction continued with and the dam completed withi: 
two years from the date last mentioned. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Reserving the right to object, 
I wish to ask the gentleman from Minnesota a question. ‘The 
bill provides— 

That section 3 of an act entitled “An act permitting the buildi: 


a dam across the Mississippi River at or near the village of Sau! 
Rapids, Benton County, Minn.,” approved February 26, 1904, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Sec. 3. That this act shall be null and void and all rights acquired 
under the same forfeited unless the construction of the dam lh 
authorized be commenced on or before the 1st day of July, A. D. 1911 


and such construction continued with and the dam completed within 
two from the date last mentioned.” 

That is all of it. There is no statement of the old law of 
1904, nor any statement as to how the old law is to be changed 


by the amendment proposed in this bill, 
Now, I take it from the phraseology of the bill that the 
rights of these parties under the original law—the law of Keb 


ruary 26, 1904—have expired. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, 


Is that so? 
Yes. The construction was re 


quired to be begun within one year and finished within thre 
years from the date of the passage of the original act. The 


concern spent some money there, the exact amount of which | 
do not know, but which can be stated by my colleague | Mr. 
LINDRERGH ], 

Mr. LINDBERGH. About $2: 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. But the work was not 
pleted within that time. So we passed an act providing 
construction should commence on or before the Ist day of J 
1910. That was withdrawn and changed to 1911, and 
makes the change. The company have gone ahead in good { 
and spent their money, and this is a legitimate enterprise 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit, we reported 
bill a short time ago from our committee which was just |il 


00. 


» 


cou 


this. Meanwhile a bill came over from the Senate providing 
for the 1st of July, 1910, instead of the 1st of July, 1911 I 
informed the Speaker that it was like a substantially sii 
bill on the House Calendar which we had reported, the y 
distinction being between 1910 and 1911. I admit my err I 
did not catch the difference. That bill passed. Now, it 
to be passed in this form, because this is the only w: 
which it will do any good. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is a suggestion ec: 
ing the form of this bill which occurs to me and which I 
briefly to present. The proposed amendment to the law of 104 
is not itself specifically set forth. The bill simply provide: 
a single section of a law enacted in 1904, about which w: 
not remember anything and which we have not here to read 
shall “be amended so as to read as follows,” and then jro = 
ceeds to set forth only the proposed new amended si a 
From this bill we can not tell just what change is to be made 


in the old law. This ought not to be so. ra 


Some legislatures require that an amendment to a law shall 


first be set forth in full in connection with the particular pro- 
| vision of the old law which it is proposed to amend and then oy 
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followed by that provision as it will appear when amended NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILI 
Only in that way is it possible from a mere reading of a Dill Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
. ‘ i what would be the effect of a proposed amend- | into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
ent t ww. Congress ought by law to make such a require- | for the further cousideration of the 
{ , all proposed amendments to Federal statutes, (II. R. 82912). 
Mr. MANN. I can te he gentleman about that. In the The motion was agreed to 
" \" h rt these bills we have invariably pro Accordingly the H Fea : olf / ' ' 
t f m work should be commenced and the time whole Hlouse on the sta } l mW M ‘ 
completed. This simply amends that) ¢hsir 
time. Mr. FOSS. Mr. ¢ Ia to 1 
COOPER msin. T withdraw the objection. matters which were passed yesterday w tm Lice 
rAKRER Is there objecti ne first is on page nO. in re 4 . to the ‘ a, 1 for 
jection. erypt for John Paul Jones Phat was ] iw 
;s ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly Hoe. anil I think a point of order was pending ag # ; 


! ! third time and passed. Mr. MANN. I understand that the a ‘ \ 


DAM ACROSS ST. CROIX RIVER. tmendment, and T make a point of order to the | So 
: ; that they may offer it. 
t business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair unders B the a . 
bill CH. R. 25502) to authorize James D. Markham | ¢.55, phlinois to make the antes allt aariians! 
ey A. Kelsey and others to construct a dam a uss Mr MANN If thev have the right to offer an 
St. Croix River between Minnesota and Wisconsin, Taal seetiies Cis walneal endine 7 rete 
Clerk read the title of the bill. Mr. LOUD I aaa a siaieail oe ; 
\ LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I objec a one 7 , : F 
- “1 


CONFEPFRATE VETERANS’ REUNION, LITTLE ROCK, ARK. ‘ir. MANN. I will withdraw the point of order so that the 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent | © = ‘ en = his amend ent . 
was 1 oint resolution (S. J. Res. 140) authorizing the Secre : \ a . mi é 
f War to loan certain tents for the use of the Confederate | PUresrapa » out, ! Ul 


Vet s’ Reunion, to be held at Little Rock, Ark., in May, | @@ehcment, a 
4011 P ; 7 Fhe CHAIRMAN rhe gentleman from At sus makes the 


in yf orde 
The olnt resolution Was read, as follows: p t * I 


, ; Vir, MACON. T will withdraw the point order 
etce., That the Secretary of War be, and Is hereby, tl ] YT xf : ri 1 tans 
at } j i } nti ++ e : Mir APL LD. vil C bhai » & er iit 
oan, at his discretion, to the executive comm ee of t ’ 
( f Veterans’ Reunion, to be held at Little Rock, Ark., in t} rhe ¢ c read as fo ws: 
May, 1911, su h tents with necessary poles, ridges, and 1 a On . a 4 ad ‘ P — i 
! red at said reunion: Provided, That no expense sh ' 
i the United States Government by the delivery and returu I S tary t \ 2] 1 l 


yperty the same to be delivered to said committee des 


! ch time prior to the holding of said reunion as may be 7 ted States Nav \ \ 
g ( n by the Secretary of War and William M. Kavanaugh, ger ‘ { the bodv of Jk i Ie Ss. a > 
an of said executive committee: And provided further, That | the nex sion of Con 
t Ss ry of War shall, before delivering such property, tuke from ry : o 
iW m M. Kavanaugh a good and sufficient bond for the safe Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia Mr. C ! I t 1 
f said property in good order and condition, and the whole the motion is to strike out the paragraph and sert t] h 


wit it expense to the United States. ‘ 
‘ has been offered. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding of the €C] 


( ol ttl nur 
There was no objection. Mr. LOUD. I submit this as a part of my 1 irks 
Che joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, and was ‘House report No. 2114, Sixt st Cor i 
rdingly read the third time and passed. ! 
Mr. MONDELL rose. Mr. Lorp. from the Committes N \ ted 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? in port, to accompany 8. SSUS 
Mr. MONDELL. To make a motion to suspend the rules and The ¢ 





ss the bill (H. R. 28623) to establish a fish hatchery in the | (5. 5508S) p ding f i 
State of Wyoming. a Ss , 
ith t ‘ p 
ARPENT LOT, PENSACOLA, FLA. aia 2] 12. st : : 
nm -., line oe, Strir a 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois. Onaiae tal ear Ghee ig re 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday the House passed a) yi) annear by the following ex tcc 1 , 
House bill, H. R. 31987, providing that “the United States | opening of the present s« ‘ eres 
remiises, releases, and quitclaims under the heirs of socal nite with the Se ; ( the Nav 
J inl . : n appropriatior ©! Oo nsetruct a 
Chia s J. Heinberg, deceased, and Bertha Heinberg, his for the enstoay of 1 e rel of John Paul Jor 
Witton d their assigns, all of arpent lot No. 44, in the old rhis bill has the approval of t Navy Ll { 











of Pensacola, Fla.” but there was a Senate bill on the from the following extract from the annual rep t s 
i : = . the 
to the saine effect which should Have been passed, and The ne artment renews its recommendat t $ 
T Inanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which the | priated to provide an appro te resting | 
I ; was passed and substitute the Senate bill for the John Paul Jones.” 
I e bh Similar legislation has been recommended by pr s 
' sae a oo a Pine the Navy, as will appear m t following lett 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks that the Navy D ' 
‘. Sob, in precisely the same language as (he bill referred Was! { 
1 Was passed by the House, be substituted for the House Sir: The crypt of the chapel! at the Naval A Ant 
nd that the House bill lie on the table. Is there objec we cer b —_— 7: the | Gepos t OF t : 
. Jon ive the honor to recommend that 
; i for finishing this part of th tilding in a m 
1 Lee Vas no objection. purpose 
| . » 7 . aa toting o r #< ha — ¢ +} 
ate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was Under existing contracts the crypt of th 
r¢ the third time. and p: “d rough, with exposed concrete and kwork ! ‘ rt t L 
Cha . a > eat wan passer ° J in correspondence with tl t itect I tl MM ! est I 
et ii. ik. HIDST Was ordered to lie on the table. and has received from him an estir e and te e fir 
: i ing of the crypt A cop) f the letter of t t ed 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, the information of the mittes It will 1 een that M l 
Mr. WV ILSON of su estions are based upon a su tuntial, the 1 not the 


Illinois asked leave to withdraw the report | ctvie of finish and decor 


sh a fish hatchery in Tennessee. Inasmuch as the appre tions heretofore mad t] 
PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object, | buildings at the Naval Acade re not — seDE ‘ : 
lA ithe ta teow Se 7 e ah ee : of the crypt in the manner ein suggested, even if t i 
| like to hear from the gentleman from Illinois. snarenett oie he ioe : wttl it the special nection ( 





iy . Dr I> p> ome . ® . ; } 
the SI EAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Witson] | draft of a measure authorizing the work and | 


Speaker about it and said there was some mistake in | of $135,000 therefor is inclosed 


call . ‘ . A : - earning th: he preliminary stens con! ted t t 
und wished to withdraw it. The Chair knows noth- f = it — ae M by tl viene Mt lor Por 
nt : ore : ak I he Governmen (eT ‘ 
S ue it but suggested that he leave the request on the | dor of the United States at Paris, had ex] ied 
, cers table, the sum of $35,000, this department was prepared to r 
\r 4 s l | ; 
ir, PADGETT. I ask : he be reimbursed therefor; but he has most gene nd 
‘ 4 . ask thi é » : | mal 
By k that that be postponed until I can declined to accept such reimbursement, suggesting that, instead, 


He gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILson]. 





' sum originally proposed for the finishing of the crypt, $1 
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1 be ir j to do so appropriately, be 
i ! t a re I to Vv ‘ he might be 
j é ] l \ ‘ t t spi restion by 
( | né 1 in e es r the inishing and 
d pt s made S135 OO J im, it is believed, is 
! t to complete the work in a simple but suitable and sub 
\ ( Lb PAI Secretary 
[or I I] 
Che rf ttee « Ne { T ed States Senate. 
N y¥ DEPARTMENT 
WN } ton, January 11, 1908. 
» i pi r addressed a letter 
] 1 unfinished condition of the 
demy, which had been selected as 
of John Paul Jones, and recom- 
ide for completing this part of the 
of the chapel has been left in the 
ck nd appropriations heretofore 
not sufficient to cover the 
fini ng of the crypt in the manner desi , even if such action could 
prope! be tal without the special sanction of Congress. 

Lb ! ! n ts letter above me n the department obtained 
an estimate and tentative plan for the completing of the crypt in a sul 
sintial, tho 1 not expensive, style of fini and decoration, at a pro 
posed cost of $1 O00 

Believing that from all considerations the crypt of the chapel at the 
Nav il Aca if y st ild n t be it { 


in its present condition, I have the 
King provision for its proper com 


the recommendation made by my 





honor to submit a draft of a bill 


pletion, concurring in and renew 








predecessor that the matter receive your favorable consideration and 
that of the committee The amount to be appropriated for this purpose 
is, in the draft submitted, blank, 

Very respectfully, V. H. Mercatr, Secretary. 


Hon. EUGENE HALE, 


Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 4, 

Sir: The department has the honor to inform 
Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representa 
the chapel at the United States Naval 
nent resting place for the body of Jo 
only the foundation prepared. Apyj 
buildings at the Naval Academy are : 
this crypt. 

In the search for the body of John Paul Jones, Gen. Horace Porter, 
ambassador of the United States to France, expended from his private 
purse the sum of $35,000, and patriotically declined reimbursement for 
the same, generously suggesting that the amount be added to the sum 
1 $100,000 originally proposed for the crypt, but thought to be in 
adequate. 

In view of this public-spirited suggestion by Gen, Porter, the de- 
partment recommends that there be inserted in the estimates for naval 
appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, an item of 
$135,000 for completing and finishing in every respect the crypt of the 
chapel of the United States Naval Academy in accordance with plans 
obtained by the department, 

Very respectfully, 

CHAIRMAN OF THI 


1908. 


the chairman of the 
tives, that the crypt of 
Academy, selected as a perma 
hn Paul Jones, has been left with 
ropriations heretofore made for 
10t available for further preparing 





TRUMAN Hl. NEWBERRY, Secretary. 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The following letter was received from Gen 
whose patriotic efforts the body of John 
the United States for proper interment 


277 MADISON AVENUE, 
\ December 8. 


Horace Porter, through 
Paul Jones was returned to 


Vew York, 1910. 
Dear Str: The inclosed printed reports will show that this appro- 
priation of $135,000 passed the Senate without opposition in 1908 and 
was favorably reported by the Naval Committee of the House in 1909, 
but has never been presented to the Hou for its action. It has been 
urged by your predecessor, by Secretaries Bonaparte, Metcalf, Newberry, 
ind Meyer, by The Navy League, Paul Jones clubs, patriotic societies, 
e press, and hosts of public-spirited citizens. 
All als to Congress thus far, however, have been without avail. 
For 115 years the body of this great central figure in our naval history 
was allowed to lie neglected in a sort of dumping ground in a distant 
land, and when brought back to the country he so eminently served 
it has lain for five 
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FEBRUARY 21. 


Nineteen patriotic societies of the country and all patriotic 
will all deeply appreciate the effort you are to make with this Cor 
If the appropriation is not secured this session it will probably 
be secured. 
Yours, very sincerely, I] 
Ilion. GeorGe A. Loup, 
Vember of Congress, Washington, D. C 


In another letter, under date of May 28, 1910, Gen. 


RACE Por! 


Horace | 


state in part, as follows: 
Many promises were made by the Government that the body of | 
s should be given a decent sepulcher, but notwithstandin 





rg of our Presidents, Secretaries of the 
ties, Paul Jones clubs, and public press, ete., 


1g 


Navy, 19 patrioti 
there has been no 


taken even to place it in some consecrated place. It still lies 
few trestles, stowed away like old lumber in one of the Annapoli 
ings. His poor body was probably better off during the 113 y 
neglect in Paris, for there at least it reposed in consecrated grou 


Che promise was to have the crypt of 
o as to serve as a mausoleum for the ren 
uit all efforts fer an appropriation to 


’ 
| 

Peilea 
failed. 


the chapel at Annapoli 
1ains of this illustrious | 
carry this out have en 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed | 
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
return to page 25 of the bill, lines 11 to 13, against which a 

point of order was made yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 25, to that part of t 
paragraph which relates to the 150-ton floating crane. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I made the point 
order on that paragraph yesterday because I was not convinced 
at the time that it was an absolute necessity, but since the « 
vening of the session this morning I have 


become convinced 


| that in all human probability that crane will be a necessity for 


years equally neglected, stowed away like old lumber | 


in a building at Annapolis with every effort defeated to have it put at | 


least in consecrated ground 

The body was taken by the Government to Annapolis, believing that 
the memories it would awake would be an inspiration to the midship- 
men at the academy Instead of that it remains only as a reminder of 
a nation’s humiliating neglect of its historic defenders and is a sad 
example to young men about to enter the naval service. 

The question is not the erection of a monument to a hero’s memory 
or the conferring of any title or distinction, but the poor privilege of 
providing for his remains a decent burial in consecrated ground 

If England were guilty of dishonoring the body and memory of Nelson 
in such a manner she would justly incur the contempt of every civilized 
nation 

A number of patriotic gentlemen are willing to provide the means for 
taking the body for burial, if permitted, to a lot in a city cemetery, if 
this session of Congress refuses it a sepulcher, so that the remains may 
rest at least in consecrated ground; but when it is remembered that 
Paul Jones was buried in Paris by charity, the expenses having been 
borne by a humble commissary of police, it would constitute a further 
national disgrace to leave his remains to be buried in his own country 
again by the cold hand of charity 

President Taft is very earnest in this matter and you will find in 
his message to Congress recommendation of an appropriation. 

Senators Derew and Roor will interest themselves in the Senate, and 
among those in the House who are in favor of the appropriation are 
OLcorT, OLMSTED, Dwicut, RAINgy, and, I think, Speaker CANNON, 
who has a letter from me on the subject 

Your well-drawn bill seems to cover all the points Perhaps it might 
facilitate progress if you introduced the bill identical with the bill that 
passed the Senate and was approved by the Naval Committee and the 
House, copy of which is inclosed. 














proper work in that yard. 
order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of order 
to ascertain some information. Will the gentleman from Miss 
chusetts inform the committee as to the need of this crane 
at this yard? Is there any crane of like capacity existing there 
at the present time? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I will say for the informa- 
tion of the gentleman that there is no crane of this size any- 
where in the world. There is no floating crane at the Boston 
yard of any sort at present, with the possible exception of one 
which was sunk, a small crane, last summer. ‘The need of the 
Navy to-day is for cranes of at least 150 tons capacity. Th: 
is urgent need for such a crane at the Boston yard. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Do I understand the gentleman to 
there is no existing crane at the Boston Navy Yard? 

Mr. ROBERTS. There is a smaller crane, which sunk 
summer, and has not yet been put into condition for use, a crane 
of about 50 tons. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
crane? 

Mr. ROBERTS. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
with floating cranes? 

Mr. ROBERTS. The New York yard has a floating 
under process of construction, possibly about completed, of 100 
or 110 tons capacity. There is a crane at Puget Sound 
under process of construction of about 110 tons. There 
crane authorized for Pearl Harbor. The authorization last 
was for 110 tons, and this bill has changed that authoriz 
to 150 tons, 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
floating cranes? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Is there any provision made for a floating 
crane at the League Island yard, Philadelphia? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Not at present, but it is the intentio 
the department to ask for these cranes at all of tne impo 


I therefore withdraw the point of 


Is this for a floating crane or a stationary 


I am speaking of floating cranes entire!) 
What yards in the country are now equipped 


Those are the three instances that |! 


yards, because of the necessity for such a piece of appa! 


to handle the heavy weights that are now called upon t 
handled by these cranes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I recall the discussion a year ago 
this subject was under consideration. At that time I did 
think the discussion satisfied me clearly that there was 
of having a floating crane at every yard. I can see whi 
New York, Puget Sound, and Pearl Harbor there mig! 
need of having a floating crane, but to equip every yard w 
floating crane for temporary use might not be necessary. 

Mr. ROBERTS. All of the important yards of the co 
now have assigned to them a definite number of battleshi] 
repairs, instead of sending a great number of battleships 
one yard. The fleet is thus divided and four or five battl 
are assigned to each of the important yards, so that the 1 
may go on simultaneously on the fleet in all these yards, 
not only go on at once but be expeditiously done. For t 


reason it is necessary that we have the apparatus in the yards 
to handle these weights. 































































































gentleman inform us how much 
these floating cranes would be 
] 


“i as the Boston yard, copsidering t 


the 


7 aS 


Mr. STAFFORD. Can 


ntilizal in such a yal 


he year one of 








A 
A 














2 i has had in the past several years? 
i . ORERTS. That would be impossible to accurately 
3 Mr STAFFORD. Well, approximately. 
- -OBERTS It would depend entirely on the nature of 
er sala that were required. For instance, if anything is 
wit the guns or the turrets, the crane is indispen 
1 anvthing is needed in the way of installation of new 
i dispensable. It is impossible to say 
ship will require those repairs to the turrets, 
boilers. That may come at any time. An 
1 in may necessitate the taking out of the 
d n of new ones. It is then absolutely 
» even in time of peace to have a machine that can 
work. and in time of war it would be suicide almost 
have such machines 
a Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman has not answered my 
as to the approximate time they will be engaged in 
ROBERTS It is impossible auswer that question. 
rAFFORD. There is no use of appropriating $350,000 
¢ crane that may be used for only one month in a 
OBERTS. It is impossible to answer the gentleman’ 
ust as much as it is to tell the gentleman how much 
ra dry dock is occupied. It is not that it should bk 
sly occupied, but that we should have it there when 
Mr. STAFFORD. If there is another floating crane at New | 
York to perform that work, there is no necessity for having | 
one at Boston. 
M ROBERTS. These cranes under the law can not be | 


e] ed without legislation from one yard to the other. 
Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman can not give any more 
nformation as to the need of it I will feel compelled 
make the point of order. 

\ ROBERTS. The crane at New York is not large enough 
work that is required of it, either in the New York 
yard or elsewhere. That is the point of it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the Chair understand that the gen- 
tleman makes the point of order? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman does not need to make the 
point order since the provision is not in the bill. 

OSS. Mr. Chairman, on page 26, “Navy yard, Wash 
passed over an amendment, to which a point 


ao the 


we 


¢ 
ol 


rder has been made, and the point of order was made, I think, | 


- y the gentleman from Tennessee. 
Mr. SIMS. It was reserved by the gentleman from Indiana 
Mr. Cox 
Mr. FOSS. I would ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Cox] whether he intends to insist on his point of order. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I reserved the point 
! on this proposition last night more for the purpose of 
information than anything else. It contains so much 
n, and I am very much afraid if it becomes a part of 
hat it will tend to delay and postpone the proceedings 
ste f expediting them. If the gentleman has any informa- 
that line, I would like to hear it. In other words. is it 
y necessary now that legislation of this or similar kinds 
law before the Government can do the business it con 


Ss doing 


FOSS. The department has so advised us in the letter 
{ inserted in the Recorp, on page 3021. This whole mat 
s been submitted to the Attorney General, and he says 


ter } 


Ox der the law he is unable to secure a clear title for right 
f 2 — : . ® ° - . 

of Way upon which to build this track into the Washington 
‘avy Yard. And if the gentleman will note that letter he will 





e it is stated 


r rtment Tustice finds r 


. 
no pl 


, 1 T ion of law under whi 

‘sal proceedings can now be taken to clear the Government's 
lands in question 
yuestion. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. 


“OvVIS h the 


On which page is the gentleman read- 





FOSS. On page 3021 of yesterday’s Recorp. 
IMS. Mr. Chairman 
lr) CHAIRMAN. Will the 
nh from Tennessee? 

Yes; although I am yielding in the time of the 
sentieman from Indiana [Mr. Cox]. 


gentleman yield to the gentle 


Mr. FOSS. 
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question. 


the Government title to the land in question. 
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Mr. COX of Indiana. I want to call 
tion to this language in the bill and see he thinks of it: 


That it shall be the duty of the Attorney General of the United 
tates at the request of the Secretary of the Navy, et 


the chairman’s atten- 


what 






y 
What do you leave the discretion there in the } 
the Navy for—to give him the right the Attorney 


Secretary of 


to request 


General to begin these proceedings if it is absolutely necessary 
on the part of the Government that it have legislation of this 
kind? Why not make it immediately mandatory upon the Att 


ney General that he shall begin these proceedings? 
Mr. FOSS. I have no objection to it so far as that is 


cerned, only the Attorney General will move upon the request 
of the Secretary of the Navy, because the Secretary of the 
Navy has charge of all of these things. It is under his depart 


ment. As far as that is concerned there is no disposition on 
the part of the department to delay this matter one day. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Now, as I we passed 
legislation relating to this some time ag 

Mr. FOSS. We did, and we got a very satisfactory solution 
of the whole difficulty. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Under that law, passed last year, is i 
not up to the Attorney General or the Government to move in 
this matter at once? 

Mr. FOSS. I thought we would have the right to move at 
once. I was surprised when this proposition came to the com 
mittee. It seems that, under the decision of the Attorney Gen 


recollect some 


uso 


eral, he does not feel that he can go ahead. Now, I say, let us 
give him the legislation. 
Mr. SIMS. That is what I wanted to ask the gentleman. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Is that because of the fact now that 


it requires, first, the request of the Secretary of the Navy be 
fore the Attorney General can act? 


Mr. FOSS. No; the Secretary has already requested the 
Attorney General. 
Mr. SIMS. In other words, the construction of the law, as 


it now exists, by the Attorney General, is that it does not au 
thorize him to proceed. 

Mr. FOSS. I am willing to strike out those words: 

At the request of the 

Mr. SIMS. I am trying to get at the gentleman’s contention 
in the matter, whether or not the law as it now exists authorizes 
the Attorney General to proceed, or whether it must be supple- 


Secretary of the Navy. 


| mented by additional legislation. 


Does the Attornev General claim that, under the provisions 
of the act passed in 1910, which expressly authorized condemna- 
tion proceedings, he can not move condemnation proceedings to 
acquire the land? The act includes condemnation and the law 
of condemnation in this District is very clear and specific, and 
here is an amendment proposing to change the whole law of 
condemnation and to have a lawsuit to settle the title of every 
claimant, whether in good faith or not, and give the United 
States and every claimant an appeal to the Supreme Court | 
delay the matter perhaps for 20 years and allow these t 
to remain on K and Canal Streets. Now, does the Attorn 
General of the United States claim, and is the gentleman wal 
ranted in saying, that under that act we have not authorized 
him to proceed by condemnation? Why do we have to acquire 
title before we can condemn? You can always condemn and 
let the parties litigate over the proceeds where there is Ly 
question about the title to any specific piece of land. 

Mr. FOSS. I will state to the gentleman that I am just as 
anxious to see the construction of this track into that yard as 
the gentleman Last year, as I said a moment ago, we 
arrived at a very satisfactory solution of this question with 
the railroad company, and we passed a law giving the Attorney 
General the right to institute condemnation proceedings to ac 
quire title to this property on which to build the tracks. Now, 
that law that we passed last year was submitted to the Attorney 
General, and he says that he has not sufficient authority under 
it to institute the necessary legal proceedings that will enable 
the Government to acquire clear title to that property, and in 
this letter that the Secretary of the Navy sends here he says that 
the Department of Justice has drafted a provision that would 





is. 


give the Attorney General the necessary authority in the 
premises. 
Mr. SIMS. To do what? Not to condemn. 


Mr. FOSS. To clear the Government title to the land in 


Mr. SIMS. Before commencing condem 
Now, why should that be the case? 

Mr. PADGETT. We simply have this before 
The Department of Justice finds no provision of law under 
which the necessary legal proceedings can now be taken to clear 


nation proceedings? 


statement us: 





Mr. SIMS. Oh, yes; to clear the Government title. But you 
can condemn when there is any question about the title. Are 
you going to have condemnation proceedings instituted to clear 
the title before the Government starts to institute that improve- 
ment? You do not have to have a clear title to institute the 
proceedings. 

Mr. PADGETT. Where the Government claims to own the 
land itself, and there is a dispute as to its title, why, it would be 
a queer thing for the Government to condemn its own title. 

Mr. SIMS. It could condemn the land on this right of way. 
The Government can condemn, and the right to the proceeds, 
as well as the land itself out of which the proceeds arise, may 
be determined by subsequent litigation. 

Mr. PADGETT. The Department of Justice says that it 
can not proceed and wants further authority. The Navy De- 
partment has submitted a provision, asking us to put it in 
the bill to expedite the matter. 

Mr. SIMS. To clear the title? 

Mr. PADGETT. We are trying to comply with the request 
of the Department of Justice and expedite the matter. We 
leave it to the House. If you block it, we can not help it. 

Mr. SIMS. The object and purpose of this is interminable 
delay. This railroad company has occupied public property 
here for 40 years without compensation, and it is to be the bene- 
ficiary in this case. 

Mr. PADGETT. The Department of Justice has acted in 
good faith and has submitted to us a proposition to the effect 
that they can not proceed without this legislation. We are 
trying to get the legislation, so that the department will have no 
further excuse for delay. 

Mr. SIMS. A year ago, when I offered an amendment here 
to have the United States Government acquire this land and 
build this track, the railroad company was powerful enough 
to throttle the amendment and keep its tracks on K and Canal 
Streets, and thus serve private interests without even paying 
taxes on the roadbed. 

Mr. PADGETT. I know nothing about the railroad company, 
and I care nothing about it. 

Mr. SIMS. I ean offer an amendment here now authorizing 
the Government to coustruci, own, and operate this road, but a 
point of order will be prori tly made against it. 

Mr. PADGETT. Last year, when we authorized the railroad 
company to pay a porticn of this expense, we directed the de- 
partment to proceed in condemnation proceedings. Now the 
Department of Justice says that under the provision as enacted 
it is incapable of proceeding and needs further legislation. In 
this we are simply trying to comply with the request of the 
Department of Justice. 

Mr. SIMS. There is not a line in the letter of the Secretary 
of the Navy to the effect that they have not the power of con- 
demnation now as the law stands, 

Mr. PADGETT. The Secretary of the Navy says that the 
Department of Justice finds no provision of law under which 
the necessary legal proceedings can be had. 

Mr. SIMS. For what? 

Mr. PADGETT. The necessary legal proceedings to be taken 
to clear the Government title to the land in question. Now, 
Congress provided last year that this road should be placed on 
the Government land, and if the Department of Justice is pow- 
erless to proceed, I am in favor of giving it all necessary power 
to proceed, in order that the Department of Justice may have 
no further excuse or justification for delay. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
General before them? 

Mr. PADGETT. We did not. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Did you have any of his decisions? 

Mr. PADGETT. We did not have anything before us. This 
is a matter that has come up since we reported the bill, and 
has been sent to us, and we are introducing it here by way of 
amendment. We have had no hearings whatever. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is this the only information which the 
gentleman’s committee has, coming from the Secretary of the 
Navy in the shape of this letter—— 

Mr. PADGETT. That is all I have. 

Mr. COX of Indiana (continuing). In which the Secretary of 
the Navy states the opinion of the department? 

Mr. PADGETT. That is all I have. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. It looks to me as though this Committee 
of the Whole ought to have some more information than that. 

Mr. PADGETT. I have given the gentleman all I have, and 
I have said that our purpose was to expedite the matter and to 
remove any possible excuse for further delay. 


Did your committee have the Attorney 
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Mr. COX of Indiana. That is what I had reference to. 

Mr. PADGETT. And this legislation will accomplish it. 

Mr. SIMS. I will cut this short by making the point of order 
and letting it be rnled on. 

Mr. FOSS. Myr. Chairman, I concede the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I should like to return to 
page 22, Bureau of Equipment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 22. 

Mr. SIMS. Let me offer this amendment in lieu of the por- 
tion stricken out. 

Mr. FOSS. I shall make a point of order against it. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman of course can do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

From and after the passage of this act the Philadelphia, Baltimore 
& Washington Railroad Co. shall not carry nor deliver freight or pas- 
sengers to any point, except to the Washington Navy Yard, over its 
present tracks on K and Canal Streets SE., being the navy-yard con- 
nection. 

Mr. FOSS. I make a point of order against that. 
not relieve the situation at all. 

Mr. SIMS. It would relieve the situation if the gentleman 
would let it go in. Why does the gentleman want this com- 
pany to deliver to private individuals 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. FOSS. I ask to return to page 22, Bureau of Equipment. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGerRatp] reserved a 
point of order upon that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it had been my inten- 
tion to insist upon this point of order, but as the Secretary of 
the Navy has the power to distribute the duties of the different 
bureaus among other bureaus, ani as the purpose of this is 
merely to permit the utilization of the appropriations for one 
year in accordance with his desire to distribute these duties, I 
shall not at this time insist on the point of order; but I wish 
to say to the gentleman from Illinois that if he is in favor 
of this so-enlled Meyer’s system he need not be encouraged in 
the hope that this will aid in having it permanently fixed 
upon the service. I withdraw this point of order in the hope 
that in the next Congress a reorganization will be effected 
which will put these naval establishments in contro! of men 
fitted to condnet great industrial enterprises and take them 
from under the control of men who are educated and pre- 
pared to fight and to handle great ships but who are not fitted 
to conduct industrial operations. I withdraw the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. FOSS. Now I desire to return to page 21, “ Coal and 
transportation.” That paragraph was passed over yesterday at 
the request of the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Hum- 
PHREY |}. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. 
to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


This does 





Chairman, I desire 


Insert on page 21, line 10, after the word “ dollars,” the following 

“ Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used to trans 
port coal from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean.” 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do not think it is sub 
ject to a point of order. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman want to develop the 
Alaskan coal fields? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr, Chairman, I want to 
say for the benefit of the committee that I did not offer this 
amendment as a matter of form. It is an amendment to pr 
vent the Navy from taking coal from the Atlantic to the Pacifi 
Ocean, This question came up before the committee last year, 
and it was defeated by only one vote. At that time I did not 
urge it, because I was afraid it might embarrass the depart 
ment if it was done without notice to them. But during the 
year, notwithstanding the fact that the committee refused th: 
amendment by only one vote, the Navy Department has lm 
made any particular effort to investigate as to the coal on tl 
Pacific coast until recently. This report could easily have been 
ready now for Congress. 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. Is not the gentleman aware of the fact that 
to-day we are using or testing out the Washington coal on the 

| Maryland and also on the West Virginia? 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I am well aware of the 
fact. and I am aware that they did not test it until it was too 
late to get a report to the committee when this bill was up for 
consideration. I have an unofficial report of the test, and it 
shows that the Maryland with Pacific coast coal maintained a 
ed speed of 15 knots for 24 hours, and during that 24 
hours she consumed only 215 tons of coal. I doubt whether that 
record has ever been surpassed even by Pocahontas coal, that 
we now send around to the Pacifie coast. I want to call the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that the Navy Department 
always used this coal until 1904. 

Mr. MADDEN. What is the relative price of the coal from 
the E and the Washington coal? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It about one-half 
as much for the Pacific coast coal as it does to take around 
the Atlantic coal to the Pacific, and the difference between the 
two coals in efficiency is about 6 per cent. In some respects, 
perhaps more, but in other particulars less. 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman means that the eastern coal 
‘cent more efficient than the western coal? 

Yes; and it costs from two 
the fact 


sust 


costs 


is 6 pel 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
times as much. I want to call 


to thre attention to 

that » Oregon when it made its famous trip from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific Ocean made its best record of that entire trip 
when it was using Pacifie coast coal, the very coal that the Navy 


now refuses to use in time of peace. 

Mr. MADDEN. What eastern coal is the gentleman compar- 
ing the western coal to? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I am comparing the west- 
ern coal with the Pocahontas coal, the only coal that the Navy 


uses » far as I know, on our coast. 
Mr. MADDEN. That is the best steam coal in the United 
States 


\ IUMPHREY of Washington. 
Mr. KITCHIN. And the 
three times as much? 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 


Yes; probably. 

gentleman says the eastern coal 
costs 
Well, it 


costs 50 to 100 


per « more. lL received a statement from a coal man yester 
day, who said it cost three or four times as much, but I think 
he is in error. I think the price of the Atlantic eoal is $7.50 
delivered at the navy yard, and the Washington coal is about 
$3.50 delivered at the navy yard. 

Mr. MADDEN. Suppose the gentleman’s amendment should 


be enacted into law, would the people who own the coal mines 
in Washington raise the price when there was no competition ? 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I am not informed what 


they ' going to do, and I can not anticipate what they are 
going to do. If the Washington coal dealers should undertake 
to do that, the Government could go into British Columbia and 
get the coal there, which is equal, practically, to Pocahontas 
coal, and they could get it for what the freight would be to 
take Pocahontas coal to the Pacific. 


Mr. MADDEN. Docs the gentleman approve of reciprocity? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do to that extent. A 
reciprocity that would never be tried. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Washing- 
ton has expired. 

By unanimous consent the time of Mr. Humpnrey of Wash- 
ington was extended five minutes. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I wish to call the commit- 


tee’s attention to this fact, that while I am not advocating 
the use of British Columbia coal, it is admitted that that coal 
IS equal to the Pocahontas coal. 


Mr. PEARRE. 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
ainst this gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It is clearly in order. 
This same amendment was offered a year ago to the same para- 


graph in the same identical language, and the point of order | 


was overruled. 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Drexema). The Chair is ready to 


rule The amendment offered by the gentleman from Washing- 
ton is, in the opinion of the Chair, clearly a limitation, and not 
hew lecisiation. The point of order is overruled. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I hope that this discus- 


sion 01 the point of order wil! not be taken out of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. It wil! not. The gentleman’s time has 
been extended for five minutes. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 


Mmm 
omn 


Mr. Chairman, I want the 
ttee to know the fact that this means a saving of almost 
1,000,000 a year to the Navy Department, and it is a question 
we ought not to pass by lightly. As I started to say, when 
interrupted, I am not in favor of using British Columbia coal, 
but I would rather see British Columbia coal used by the navy 
yard on the Pacific coast, when it costs not more than half 
aS much as Pocahontas coal, and is equally as good, than to 
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send Pocahontas around to the Pacific coast in foreign 
ships, operated by Chinese coolies, when you can get the coal 
from British Columbia and lay it down in the yards upon the 
Pacific coast for the same money that you pay the fofeign ships 
to carry this Pocahontas coal to the Pacifie coast. 

Mr. KITCHIN. After paying the tariff upon it? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 


coal 


Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman explain the incentive 
or inducement for the Navy Department to follow that practice 
if it is to the benefit of the Government to purchase Pacific 
coast coal at a much lower price? The department must have 
some reason for transporting the Atlantic coast coal to the 
Pacific coast. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will be mighty glad to 


answer that question. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Can we not trust the Navy 
officials in this matter to determine what is the 
do, or does the gentleman’s argument lead the ¢« 
they are purposely purchasing a much higher priced 

Mr. HAMER. They never made a test of 
lately, and how could they know’ 

Mr. STAFFORD. If they never made a test, now that it has 
been made why can not the Secretary of the Navy purchase the 
cheaper priced coal, if it is as efficient? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to answer the gen 
tleman’s question by calling his attention to a fact that occurred 
while I was insisting on havi l tested. Last Septen 


Department 
best thing to 
onvietion that 
article 


the coal until 








g this coal 


ber I insisted that the test be made, as I had been insisting 
ever since the committee, by one vote, refused to insert this 
amendment a year ago. I got a dispatch from Washington 
City, when I asked that the proper grates be inserted so thi: 
the test might be fair. Here is the dispatch 

Cost herringbone grate bars of boiler, Maryland, $2,800; one-half 


$1.550. Not recommended 


boilers, 


That was from the andant down at the 
Navy Yard. Here was an item of a million 
involved, and yet he refused to put in a proper grate to make 
the test because it would S2.800. L say that it was not 
only absurd, it was worse than that; it was stupid incompetence 

As I said to the department at that time, IL say it 
demonstrated that the commandant at the Mare Island Navy 
Yard and the men who had this matter in charge did not want 
to make a fair test. This action so demonstrated conclusively 


Mare Island 
dollars a year 


comn 


cost 


absolutely 


Let me say that since that time they have made the test and 
that the coal has been found to be eflicient, even without proper 
grates. The Oregon, as I have said, used this coal when she 


made the best portion of her record, and when the French fleet 
came into the port of Seattle they used this coal, and they found 


it efficient. Our Navy used it until 1904, and they found 

efficient: the Revenue-Cutter Service uses it and finds it effi 
cient, and all the merchant vessels use it and find it efficient 
The Navy Department alone objects to it. Their great objection 


it makes so much smoke. But who is going to see t 
What difference does it make then? 


is that 
smoke in time of peace? 


Mr. KITCHIN. Do the marine vessels on the coast use this 
western coal? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. They net only use it, but 
foreign naval vessels upon that coast use it. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Do the vessels engaged in foreign commerce 


use this coal? 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. They do. The highest and 


best class of vessels we have on the Pacifie use it. And, another 
thing, I want to call the attention of the committee to this fa 
that in case of war we would be compelled to use this coa 
Now, why should we continue to spend a million dollars a year 
for Atlantic coal to use in time of peace when we would hay 
to use Pacific coast coal in time of war? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex 
pired. 

Mr. STANLEY. I ask that his time be extended 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to nit the debate upon 
this proposition. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [M 


Foss} will not attempt to limit this debate right now. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I think the gen n 
not save any time by insisting on closing this debate 





Mr. FOSS. Not at this time. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PEARRE. Do I understand the purpose of the 
man’s amendment to be for the United States to 


! ' ; 
ac " rit We Wer) 
I ask unanimous consent 


that is found in the State of Washington? 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 


No, sir; it is not, 


Mr. PEARRE. What is the purpose? 
Mr. HUMVHREY of Washington. The purpose of my amend- 
ment is to keep the Navy Department from taking coal from 


the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean for naval purposes. 

Mr. PEARRE. And thereby compelling the Navy 
ment to use the coal of the Pacific coast? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If the gentleman wants to 
know, I want to prohibit the Navy Department from sending 
around to the Pacific coast the Pocahontas or any other Atlan- 
tic They do not use any other coal from the Atlantic 
coast, however, so far as I know. 

Mr. PEARRE. Does not the gentleman think it is better to 
leave that in the discretion of the officials of the Navy? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. We have left it in the dis- 
cretion of the Navy for years, and we have not been able even 
to get an efficient test. They have not yet made a report on this 
coal; the only report I have is an unofficial report. When are 
they going to do it?) How long are we going to wait? We have 
waited for years. 
passed until now, and they have given us no information. 

Mr. PEARRE. Then the gentleman practically admits the 
purpose of the amendment is to compel the use of the Pacific 
coast coal and to prevent the transportation across the continent 
of any of the eastern coal? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I yield. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Have you any data to show how much 
it would save the Government in case the Navy was compelled 
to buy western slope coal? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
$900,000 and $1,000,000 annually. It would be more if they 
would send more around there. They have all. the 
vessels on this side, and never permit one on the Pacific to go 
any higher than San Francisco. 

Mr. KAHN. 
the Atlantic and the cruiser fleet is in the Pacific. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The cruiser fleet and all 
the naval vessels are now down in the Southern Pacific. I 


Depart- 


coals, 


It would save between 


vessels 


have a statement here now from the Secretary of the Navy, and | 


there is but one vessel to-day in active commission north of San 
Francisco. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask this ques- 
tion—it seems to be a matter of importance: What reason has 
been given, as the result of these tests, and there have been 
reasons given after tests, for not using that coal? What do the 
naval officers say? p 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will say to the gentle- 
man that they have said it was not efficient, but have made 
no tests. We have never been able to get a test until the 
one they are making now. I served notice on them, and the 
action of this committee was sufficient notice to them a year 
ago, that Congress was not going longer to permit the use of 
Atlantic coal on the Pacific unless they would by test demon- 
strate the necessity for so doing. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, 
smoke the only objection? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is not the only objec- 
tion, but the main objection. I have here, as I say, an un- 
official report, which was sent to me in confidence. I am not 
going to give the name of the man who sent it to me. I have 
not been able to get the official report, although I hoped I would 
by this time. 

He says in this report, which I have here, that practically the 
only objection the naval officers made to him was the smoke. 
That statement comes not from the Navy Department but from 
the yent’?eman who wrote me. 

Mr. STANLEY. 
coal peopie belong to the Coal Trust? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I am not in the coal busi- 
ness, nor the trust business, and I do not know. 

Mr. STANLEY. I presume, from the hard time they have, 
that they are not in it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 


Is the excessive amount of 


I do not think they are. 


Mr. STANLEY. There is a close system of interlocking 
directors between the eastern coal fields—a great many of 
them—and the United States Steel Corporation, and it seems 


they are kissing each other. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I can not yield further, 
T want to make just one more statement, and then I shall be 
through. I want to show to the House a photograph that dem- 


onstrates another result of carrying this coal around the Pacific 
coast—the result not on the cost to the Navy but on the mer- 
chant marine, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


They have had since the last naval bill was | 


I would suggest that the battleship fleet is in | 


May I ask the gentleman, Do your western | 
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I hold in my hand a photograph showing 17 merchant vessels 
rotting at anchor, placed in that position by foreign vessels 
which our Government permits to violate the coastwise laws of 
the country. That is only incidental to this naval question ; but 
here are the pictures to show what they are doing along that 
line. 

Mr. PEARRE. Then I understand that the gentleman's 
charge is that there is collusion practically between the Navy 
Department and the eastern coal operators. : 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do not say who is re- 
sponsible, but I am just giving the facts. I say there is no 
excuse for the action of the Navy in spending from $900,000 to 
$1,000,000 a year in bringing coal around from the Atlantic 
coast to the Pacific coast for the use of the Navy in time of 
peace, I assert that it is worse than a waste of public funds, 
for, in addition to wasting it, it does incalculable harm to 
American shipping. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman means to imply that in time 
of war they would have to use the western coal? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes; in case of war on the 
Pacific. So if this coal is to be used in war, it seems to me of 
highest importance that they become accustomed to its use in 
time of peace. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I agree thoroughly with 
the proposition advanced by the gentleman from Washington. 
The closest corporation in this country is the combination be- 
tween the Pocahontas coal people and the Navy Department, 
and it has been so for 20 years. I know that during the 
Spanish-American War, when Alabama coals that were per- 
fectly good for steaming purposes were offered to the Navy De 
partment for $3.25 a ton over the ship’s rail at Mobile, only 
a night’s sail from Tampa, the Navy Department bought Poca- 
hontas coal and shipped it by rail to Tampa at an expense of 
$9.60, and that proposition has been kept up ever since. 
| Now, what control these particular people have over the 
Navy Department I do not know. But I do know this, that 
there is no other coal field in America that can sell coal to the 
Navy Department. The supply of the Navy is confined to this 
one field only. 
| Mr. CARY. 


Is it not a fact that the railroads and the coa! 
companies are one and the same, and is not that the reason fo. 
the long hauls? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know about that. But I know 

this, that they have drawn millions of dollars out of the Federa! 
| Treasury on this coal question. There is no reason in time of 
peace why these Pacific coals could not be used for our Navy. 
They are absolutely as good steaming coals as the Pocahontas 
|eoal, They are the same class of coalsas the Alabama grades of 
| coal, and 20 years ago, when Mr. Herbert was Secretary of tlhe 
Navy, he sent out the battleships Montgomery and Mobile to 
test the Alabama coals, and the only difference between them 
and the Pocahontas coal was not that they did not produce as 
much steam power or that they did not have as great a stean 
ing radius per ton per mile as the Pocahontas coal, but th: 
they produced a little more smoke and clogged the flues a lit 
sooner, a few hours sooner in a 40-hour trial. Now, what hay: 
these men got to do but clean the flues? 

Why should the Government of the United States spend m 
lions of dollars in time of peace to relieve a captain and cr 
from the necessity of cleaning flues one or two hours less 
40 hours’ time? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Was there anything found in 
experiment as to the relative effect of the use of tLe coa 
the life of ships? In other words, would a ship using Alabai 
coal last just as long as if its fires were kept up with the ot! 
coal? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think there was anything s: 
in that report on the subject. The whole proposition is th 
California coals and Alabama coals have a little more volat 
matter in them and a little less fixed carbon than the Vo 
| hontas coal. That is the only difference. They produce ju 
as much steam power, and some of them produce more ste: 
power, than the Pocahontas coal. They do produce more sn 
' and more dirt; but why should we ship coal at an immense ¢ 
pense around the Horn and across the continent to enable a ft 
captains and ships’ crews to do a little less work in handli 
their fuel? More than that, it isan injustice to the people. Th 
business of making the Navy Department a close corporation, 
bound in here between the Allegheny Mountains and the 


Will the gentleman permit a questio: 


1} 
} 


Potomac River, has got to stop, or you will raise a prejudice 
against the Navy in this country that will bring more injury 
You want to build all 
You want to buy 





to it than anything else you can do. 
your battleships on the eastern coast line. 









































































all your supplies on the eastern coast line. You want all the 
anys vards there. You do not want the people of the United 
: have any share in this Navy except in a few States. 

might as well make up your minds, if you want a big 
nav nd a navy that will be popular with the people of the 


States to 


Inited States, you have got to stop this, and you had better 
oS cton it right now by voting for the amendment of the gentleman 
a from Washington. 
* \Ir. HOBSON, Mr. SULZER, and several other Members rose. 
“9 The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize the gentle- 

2 1 n Alabama [Mr. IHlopson], a member of the committee, 
“ as he was first on his feet. 

> ‘ir. FOSS, Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to close debate on 
ca this oposition in 15 minutes, 


Phe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then recognize the chair- 
min of the committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss], 
W wes that all debate on this paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto close in 15 minutes, 





Mr. MONDELL. I move to amend by making it 30 minutes. 
ae | CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming moves to 
: amend by making it 30 minutes. The question is on the 

i ment 


nendment was agreed to. 
tion of Mr. Foss, as amended, was agreed to. 


| 
M HOBSON, Mr. Chairman, I do not expect to take my 





f ive tutes. It is not necessary in order to make the short 
s ent I wish to make. 
s true that while in the testing of coal the Navy Depart 

! has found the Pocahontas coal always the superior coal 
of <e tested, yet it is also true 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
f nformation, because I know he is informed about this 
eal ' 


Mr. HOBSON. Certainly. 

\ STANLEY. Does the gentleman know whether or not 
the Navy Department has made any tests of the Alaskan coal? 

Mr. HOBSON, I am just about to bring up that point and 


s other points. I wish to register here a complaint that 











t vy Department is not encouraging the development of ap- 
1) s so that it can use the other coals. When it found, for 

we, that the coal in Alabama approximated to the needs 
( » Navy it would have been in the line of economy and the 

2 b interests of the Government to have undertaken to develop 

‘ sn msuming devices and other devices, so that the depart- 
U could then use Alabama coal. 

rhe same applies to the Pacitic coast coal, not only that 
mined on the mainland but that in Alaska, and the Navy De- 
pet ‘nt has not shown great interest in developing additionai 
s s of supply that would prove of great, if not vital, im- 
po. e in time of war, and we are put to millions of dollars 
of expense, perhaps, unnecessarily. I will not say unnecessar- 
ily t perhay s. 
Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin, Will the gentleman yield? 
‘ir, HOBSON, Certainly. : 
ig Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What bureau buys this coal? 
ip Mr. HOBSON. The Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, for- 

5 I the Bureau of Equipment. 

\ COOPER of Wisconsin. What does the gentleman think 

ol remedy of changing the officials of this bureau more 

<< often than they are changed? 

Sie Mr. HOBSON, That is a difficult question to answer, but I 
d that the Navy Department itself, when it can see a 
| ‘le inducement to save the Government a great deal of 
! 0 give it new supplies of coal, ought to encourage ex- 

ts instead of discouraging them. 
statement of the gentleman from California as to the 


they declined to take up further experiments with 
‘nN the Pacific coast is in line with the reasons for not 
I ‘ experiments in general for improving the matériel of 





the Navy, the adverse report of an officer sufficing to cut off 
e me It would have cost $1.500 to change the grate | 
l : Therefore the officer there, who perhaps did not wish 
r ! unt to be made higher and wishing to make a 
I oa economy, disapproved, and the Navy Department 
i ed his disapproval as final. 

: ‘ir. HUMPHREY of Washington. If the gentleman will 
[ want to say that the test that I referred to was 
I th the old grate bars. According to the testimony of 
‘ if it had been made with changed grate bars it would 
“ en more effective, but notwithstanding that it comes 

wi § per cent of the efficiency of eastern coal. 
»\i HOBSON, I remember the instance. They used the 


b rs: 






; they did not go into it with the earnest pur- 
5 . rying to find out the full value of the coal to see if 


XLVI——194 


1911. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—IOUSE. 3067 





they could not improve or adopt the grate bars and ot! 


burning appliances so that the Pacific coast coal could be 
generally used. I wish to point out at this time the s a 
inertia and impediment of the Navy Department in the general 
development of matériel in the Navy, lo, these many years 
We can not hope for better things from the cd ti t unk 
Congress takes an interest in improvements and developments. 


I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. STANLEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recog ‘some one who is 
opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the an 1 
ment, because I think it is very bad and an entirely mistaken 
policy to put a limitation on this provision which pract \ 
amounts to a prohibition upon the Navy Department ot e 
United States to transport coal from the Atlantic to the Paci 
no matter what the conditions or circumstances may be. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this is not the part of cau 


tious siatesmanship to put such a prohibition upon any great de 
partment of the Government of the United States. Now, Mr. ¢ iir 
man, ithe gentleman from Alabama, my distinguished friend, Mr. 
UNprERWOOD, is a little franker than the distinguished gentleman 
from Washington, because the gentleman from Alabama does 
make practically an open accusation against the Navy Depart 
ment as to its conduct with reference to the selection of the 


coal which it uses or should use in the batt 
the Navy. 

Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman from Alabama 
{ Mr. Liogson |, who has just taken his seat, th ld be the 
purpose of the Navy Department—and in the abset of a 
proof to the contrary I think it is the business of the Congress 
of the United States to assume that it is the honest purpose of 
the Navy Department—to so administer the affairs of that great 
department as that the natural resources of the United States 
should be utilized for all governmental purposes whenever they 
ean be, and whenever it is in the interest of economy, and 
therefore to the interest of the Government of the United States 
that they should be. 

I furthermore agree with the gentleman from Alabama, who has 
had a distinguished naval career and who is thoroughly fam 
with matters connected with the Navy and therefore speaks 
with more authority than a great many others in the H 
that the Navy Department should so adjust its appliances and 
nachinery and look after new appliances that the Navy is to 
use, not only the coal of the Pocahontas region but the coal 
of the Pacific coast and the coal of Alabama 

Mr. Chairman, I am not informed whether there is collusion, 
as has been said here, between the Secretary of the Navy or 
the » 


, 





NINE 


Navy Department in any of its officials and the operators of 
the West Virginia coal region. 

If gentlemen undertake to insinuate that, and that has been 
seriously insinuated here, then it is a matter which should be 
investigated by the Congress of the United States. Mr. ¢ 
man, I think we are all compelled to assume, in the absence of 
any proof to the contrary, that the Navy Department is being 
ndministered honestly and fairly. I hold no brief for the 
West Virginia coals. On the contrary, I may say that the best 
steaming coal in the world comes from a section of the country 
in which I live and whose people I have the honor to represent 
in this Hall—the Georges Creek coal of Maryland—the 
par excellence, the best steaming coal in the world. [Applause 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the g 
tleman yield? 

Mr. PEARRE. For a question. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I pretty 


thoroughly agree with the gentleman, that the Cumberland « 
is one of the best, if not the best, steaming coal in the world, 
and yet Cumberland has been practically excluded by t 


Navy Department and Pocahontas coal has superseded it 
| Now, why? Not because Pocahontas coal is a better steaming 
coal than Cumberland. Why the change? 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree with the 2g 
tleman, who is familiar with coal, and I am glad to have his 
confirmation of my statement that the Georges Creek coal is 
one of the best steaming coals in the world. As I said before, 
I hold no brief for the Pocahontas coal, and I say and rei : 
that the Navy Department should be so administered as to 
open these contracts for coal to bids u 


e part of 
operators in all sections of the country. But that will not 
justify the gentleman from Washington in passing a law het 
| Which will practically create a monopoly, a r as the Pacific 
| coast coals are concerned, to the extent that it w prohibit the 
i 


use of any part of this appropriation for the transportation of 


I oppose the amend 


fields, : 
sort of 


excu 


r than the best 


' ( re I test 
ol e be l any ere els just a trifle, in British 
{ | I think, le t hundred above that 
( e | I’ ( st coal It is a little lower in ash, a 
li d carbon, by some ft or three points lower 
in moisture; and so if you are selecting absolutely the best 
ste coal ¢ eat the best of the coal of the region we 
have erred to is that best coal. But the difference between 
1 ‘ i the coals of the P coast is so small, is so 
it I { e is no ¢ ise f cluding these western 
( s, at time of peace. In time of war it may be best 
{ we reatest efficiency in British thermal units in 
0 batt ps, when they are cargoed with coal; but in time 
of ‘ » such argument, and i he matter of econ- 
« est 1f 000 a venr e a, I have been save 
the past three r four years by the f those coals. 

un rl I bey dd the fa tl we oduce some 5.000.000 
t a t coast, we prod 17,000,000 barrels of 
c ] year, equivalent to some 14,000,000 of coal. 

Mr. MADDEN Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

r. MONDELI I have only five minutes and I can not yield. 

The entire fleet on the Pacific could be readily equipped with oil 
burners, and a number of the vessels of the Navy have been so 
er ed, so that o the best i<« | fuel on the Pacific 


fact, in spite of the 








fact that the differ e in British t units, in moisture, in 
fixed carb 1 ash, between the two coals is trifling: in spite 
‘ f that California o s 1 cheapest and best fuel for 

he \ they are sending tern coal clear around 
i Ho Another thing, Mr. Chairman, as good steaming coal 
as th s in the world, and not barring the West Virginia and 
Mat d coals to be found in A ] 

I ‘ i bill on the calendar « l House proposing to 
open those Alaskan coal fields. The -oal just as good as 
{ est of the G« es Creek ce and the best of the Pocahon 
t ! entirely tied uj d if we wer » have a war to-day 
‘ would be useless on the Pacific, because there is not 
‘ fu here for the use of tl Navy, and it would tak 

to n weeks to bring goes around the Horn to 
the Navy. So this amendment, I hope, would have two 
( first, it would compel the Navy to use those western 
coals, and I hope it would have soi effect in helping to open 
t reat coal fields of Alaska. There are coals there in plenty, 
and mn lditional appliances in the way of grates are necessary 
to burn then Some one somewhere in the navy yard may have 
imag ia different grate was necessary to burn western coals, 
but no change of grates is needed to burn the bituminous coal 
of the Pacific coast, If they attempted use the lignites of 
Utah and Wyoming, and they can | for naval purposes, 
1 per! I ire a different gra no different gr 
l l diff t grate Ww 1 be used in the burning 
the P: n coast biti inous coal than is necessary in tl 
S of the ] the Atlantic coast. 
CHAIRMA? The gentleman’s time has expired. The 
New York [Mr. SuLzer] is recognized. 
LZER. Mr. Chairman, with all that has been said 
( c ly ition I want to make this com- 
rl is more coal 1 better coal on the Pacific 
to the United Stat than there is on the Atlantic 
2 should the Govern! t spend hundreds of 
is of d s, aye, millions of dollars, every year to 
( in foreign bottoms, under fore 1 flags, from the 
) Pacific in order to coal our fleet? It seems to 
» | in al ity. Not only that, but it is poor gover 
( nd bad business administration of public 
Here j rt ty to save the taxpayers of the country 
EVE I s of dollars every year, and all the Government 
] a to utilize own coal product. All that the gentle- 
man from Wyoming has said about the coal fields of Alaska is 
bsolute true rhe Government is in possession of reports 
regarding thes il fields which prove conclusively that t! 
P : t coal is better for steam purposes than the Atla1 
coa nd ! I ni inderst i why every year we are 
compelled to d this question and submit to the imposition. 
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‘or the past 10 years, whenever this proposition has been before be 
House, I have stated the facts. All the Government ha a 
is to mine and produce its own coal on the Pacific ceast es 
the taxpayers of the country annually millions of dk 
Why is it not done? There is a reason, and the peop! # 
ing about it, and they want to know. It is about time for i 

us, the atives of the people, to finally vote right on 

that reason I shall v gain, as in the | 
by the gentleman from Washi Ss 





represt nt 


question, and for 
for the amendment offered 
{Mr. HUMPHREY]. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentlema 

Mr. SULZER. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. The gentleman says 

{ know the Will h 

lo this? 
©R. If I had the time I could 
EK In two or three word 


the people are thin! 
the 


Wiht 


to reason. e state reason 


they do 


give all the fa 


I ; 
SULZER If 1 had time I could give the reason, 
the gentleman is a very intelligent man and knows the re 
just as well as Ido. [{Laughter.] 


s 
Ir. PRINCE. I am fr: 
Mr. SULZER. Then, if 
studied the proposition, 


PRINCE. 


nk to say to my colleague I d 
the gentleman does not, it is 
hy and found out {[Laught: 
Mr I wanted to get the information from one 
knew. 

Mr. 


norht 
ought to 


SULZER. Yes; I know, and everybody here knoy 

know. It has been strongly intimated by seve 

akers who have preceded m« It is about time the 

ped transporting ship coal f fleet fri 

Atlant to the Pacific. 

ANTHONY. Will the gentleman an interru) 

SULZER. Yes. r 
Mr. ANTHONY. There are a lot of us here who rea 

not know about that. If the gentleman knows it, he owe 

the House to elaborate it a little for our information. W 

the reason assigned by the gentleman for the fact that the 


the si 


ernn stop 


AT) 


Mr. 


does not use the Pacific coast coal? 
Mr. SULZER. The gentleman who asks this inquiry, I 
iy, is a distinguished editor, and someti: I get a coy] 
his paper, read it, and some of the editorials, doubtless w 
by the gentleman, have given me some of the informat 
posses regarding this coal imposition on the Govern 


| Laughter. } 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I was saying, the grea 
that h ever been discovered are in 
nment; and the Government can get all 
for the cost of production and transportation. 


ment stand in its own way? Wh; 


q,ovel the coal 


Why shou 


Gover! should the G 


ment stand in its own light and deprive itself of millio 

dollars’ worth of coal every year, but also deprive the | 

people of the Pacific coast of this great boon’? It is beyo! 
say it should cease. 1 trust the amendmen 


ken and I 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, how time have Ir 


~The CHAIRMAN, 


The gentleman has 10 minutes ren 








Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to be ! 
nized. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recogniz t] entlemal 
Illinois. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, that we have tran 
ol ves here in the committee into a body of coal exp 
Wal to say that we, too, produce coal out in the State « 
noi ighter], and I think an amendment ought to be « 
here providing that the Navy shall 1 coal from ever 
producing State in this country. [Laughter.] 

It would be a very sensible proposition to provide s 
amendment as that, and not leave it to the American Na 
its officers to say what kind of coal shall be used by 01 
It is very important question that we have before 1 


appropriate here $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 for a great b 


ship, and the proper coal is one of the great essential « 
in the running of that great ship. There is no more im] 
duty imposed upon our steam engineering department 
nection with the Navy than the duty of selecting coal « 
greatest efficiency, so that our ships may always be k 


proper condition, ready in time of war. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the g 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I would like to remil 
gentleman that there are no battleships on the Pacific t 
this coal. 

Mr. FOSS. That 
them there not long 


ntleman | 


is all right. There were a good mal 


out thet I i 





ago. 


We had the whole fleet 



























































the gentleman would like to have the whole American 
Puget Sound 12 months in every year. [Laughter.] 
I not doubt it. We have officers in the Navy who have made 















; » life study. Are we going to accept their state 
ro we going to make ourselves experts on this floor 
| shall be used? We are using western coal 
ir navy yards to run our power plants, and the 

‘ . thes are not using the Washington coals on hi 
the Washington coals are 25 per cent less ellicient 

@ we are using . 

HUMPHREY of Washington. What coal are you using? 
’ FOSS, We use three kinds; not from one State alone in 

n Union, but from three States. We use Por 
G sf k coal, and New River coal. The idea 
lv should stand upon this floor and make insinuations 
Navy De rtment or denounce it because it uses 
dif erent kinds of coal from three different States 
| n. for no other purpose than to try to get their own 
e bins ; nd bunkers ot our battleships, is ridicul ms 
Hinve there been tests of this coal and Alaska 

yes: any number of tests. 

s tes and examinations of coals mined in the Si; 

P c Ocean indicate that the western coals we not 


the Navy. 

the statement of the department. 
1909 arrangements were made with the Director of 
Survey to send to the Pacific coast a number expert 
t ake a thor 
portance, par 


exhaustive inves ra mn of 


‘ly in Washington and Bri 






‘ icilities of each mine, ‘ { ity of outy 
definite and re could | tained 
ws that the British Columbia coals are son 
» State of Washington co ut neither ial th 
l i itas o New ils obtai “dl in the ] ste 
. le matter and ash are excessively high and the fixe 

itis values excessively low. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 

d. 
\l FOSS I ask two minutes more, 


CHAIRMAN, Is there ebjection? 

was no objection. 

FOSS. The Navy Department are as desirous of using 
s, if they are proper, as any coal mined anywher 
ntry, and in the hope that some Pacific coast coal 
ind which will avoid the necessity of shipping east 





oO il depots in the Pacifie the department has arm ed 
f 1 exhaustir test under actual steaming conditions of a 
of the State of Washington coals 
ad ted one i me ad « s of 
t t | ss / o ma I V 
I c coast coals, and at the sa { the 1 Ss. sg 
+} et » ¢ tern coals in order t >< tf or yee 
ve value of the two coals can be obtained 


( Inman, that is the situation. 
Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a 


OSS I do not want to consume all the time, b« 
I e 2 eman from West Virginia and other 
pportunity to be heard. 
CON of Indiana. I want to ask the gentleman a qu 


yu 
2 o the argument made 
\.IRMAN, Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 
OSS. Ifow much time is there remaining? 


CHAIRMAN. Three minutes and a half. 
SS. I can not yield. 
TLER, Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 


» Chair will recognize the gentleman 
> 


SUTLER], who is a member of the com 


f 
~ 
— = 


irman, perhaps it is not so important 
iiine here at this me the character of coal 
1 be used in these great ships of war as it is to 
Whether there is any combination between the Navy 
these coal sellers. Let me give you here a bit 


personal @X] 





erience. 
‘ I vay from the fields of Pennsylvania to go to 
and West Virginia in search of gold in a coal mine. 
rable end in view. I bought a very small and in- 
{ bit of stock in a coal company doing business in 
ginia, in the New River field, where coal is found 
ign to eat for dessert on the finest table in the land 
f nquiry of the Na vy Department concerning the price 





ment was paying for New River coal. I knew very 

i could not be interested in a contract with the Goy- 
‘ f , 7 . . . 

id did not intend to sell, but I was desirous of ob- 


= the infor 


formation; and I discovered that the coal mined 
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in this district of West Vi 1, Wl 
bellies to get it, we could l anyw 
for -) cents a ton more on the ave 
nn We ougnt to 
] n ration of 
( stand 

ti _ 

q t 

to ’ d 





ir. BUTLER I know nothing ab 
where the department buys its coal 

Mr. POINDENTI he 

Mr. BUTLER. One minute I ha 


justice shall not be done to thes ofl 


Mi. SULZER The gentleman has 





| .: o done bre TAXI Vel 
; UTLER. Oh, yes: I want t 
to Now I will eld to the gentlema 
MNDEXNTER. I derstand 
<\ 1 to say t t Po mtas 
| ‘ ti ’ ¢ “ 
i i |? it ' rt ~ 
UTLER l Ly ‘ 
‘ West \ rh \ 
‘ i wi ik Wwe could \\ > 
1 The ty { 
\! POINDENTER Lhe « e 4 
iithropists 
i CTIEATREMEAN. | time otf tl 
\ t | “1, i tiie qile 
’ bv the entiehlah Tt W =I 
PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, | 
‘ir. HUMPHREY of W 
' «iment. Mr. Chair ! 
the CHAIRMAN. No: at 
will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follow 
i 1 nal 


Mir. BURKE of Penns AT; 


peak in opposition to the ame me 
rhe CHAIRMAN N 
s is in order. The q 1 is 
y the gentleman from ‘4 essee t 
ntleman from Washing 
rhe question was taken, and the 


} was ’ reed to, 


rhe CHAIRMAN, The question is « 
by the gentleman from Was! eton 
i question wi ta n 1 id 
Foss) tl re 72 12 
0 ] ? } S ly 3 
PADGHT'l M ( 
) 1D 1 ’ ‘ t S 
\ LHOnRSO. l ore the 
{ me to ask unanimous ¢ . 
er vesterda 
} VPADGEHT I will 
* HORSON, rl \ly ( 
sent to return to ] Le 
Iw ffer 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Cl 
i would like to hear 
before I grant cor t 
\i LIOBSON, [ wish 1 re yr f 
‘ iment to the end of e } 
Mir. STAFFORD Was not tl ‘ 
‘ m yesterday nd did not the 


jected ? 


Mr. HOBSON. He made a point of 


ment I then proposed, but this that I 
ferent proposition. 


CONGR 


M STAFFORD. The gentle 1. fi I is is temporarily 
{ { ber, and thet I 
HOBSO [ did not intend ft le the gentk 
! bse 1] Ww ny reques 
! \ N rhe tlem reu see asks unani- 
f D1 Is bjection? 











| 4 A ( Ss ry of the 
\ T 1 tate ‘ if 
nay 
t $5. ) ) 
' 
| 
? | , a 
oe ve 
t the t t 
( ,O00 
I lv the hearing 
( \ ( ‘ fi 1d I asked 
1 ty ‘ 
‘ ( on 262 of t before the Naval 
( 
t p< r { \ $7 ( t nt i 
i d t isi 
iilit 1 n tere nz question. fhe opinion gathered 
fro the stateme of the Secretary of the N: VY was that 
l< ny | 1 L $2,001 OO, and when we come 
to I \ ‘ found tl the Chief of the Bure 1 of Steam 
Enzineering stated that of the supposed $2,000,000 only $750,000 
Ww due to the } sed efficiency and that 81,250,000 was di 
to reduced cruising. I got a little more interested in the matt 
and began to i ’ te further, and I have here a statement 
which I will i rt in the Recorp, showing the distance steamed 
by the United States battleships during the fiscal years 1908, 
1809, and 1910, giving the steaming distance of each ship for 
each year separately. I shall give only the total now. 
| total distance steamed in 1808 was 286,820 miles, the 
tot distance steamed in 1909 was 568,229 miles, and the total 
a imed 1910 was 108,218 ] The number of 
battleships engaged in the cruising in 1908 was 22, in 1909 
was 22, and in 1910, 21. The average per ship—and that gives 
t test of the matte in 190S was 13.087.3 miles: in 1909 the 
: for ship v 24,828 miles, and in 1910 it was 5,153 
miles. So that the cruising per battleship in 1809 was sub- 
stantially five times as much as the cruising per battleship in 
1910. It will be seen, therefore, that we have to take the state- 
ment of the Secretary with reference to the saving of $2,000,000 


on account of increased with 
going facts. 

I wish also to call attention matter. It was 
stated in the first part of the report that there had been a saving 
of $5,000,000 in the estimates submitted for the next fiscal year, 
as compared with the eee appropriated for the last year. 
I wish to eall atten ret to the fact that while the amount car- 
ried in 5 314. 14 less than the appropriations of 
] one fs ct that I wish to emphasize, and in 
1] 


efficiency reference to the fore- 


to another 


this bill is $4 


there is 


last year 





doing that I want to attention to the statement of Admiral 
Mason on page 60 tt the hearing: 

Mr. PapGetT. May I ask this saw a statement in the 
paper the ot r di that there saving of $5,000,000, com- 
par t of tl} I riations of last year. 
One 1 ior dred t it is made up of this 
rmount that 1 ive cut ¢ ’ the because of the 


, is it not, 


hat report of 


Admiral? 
saving was 





y hi y i rt 
Admiral Mason. I don't ki 
' 


based This $1,800,000 is not a delayed payment. 
The CHAIRMAN. That really is not a saving, is it? That is to say, 
it simply means postponing the day of judgment? - 
\dmiral Mason. Well, I have not reported any savings. 


In other words, because the contract for the building of the 


battleship New York is held up in New York Navy Yard and 
has not been awarded, they have withheld submitting in the 
estimates $1,800,000 that would have been submitted if that 


contract had been let. So that whenever the building of the 
hip New York un this will have to be appropriated, and 
it is merely a postponement and not an economy. 

[ wish to call attention to a further fact. The total appro- 
ried for increase of the Navy in the present bill 
year are $25,755,547.67, and the sum total for the increase 
of the Navy in last year’s 


is beg 


priations car 
appropriation was $33,770,346, or a 
differ $8,014,798.83 omitted from the present bill under 
the it the Navy. Therefore, if you add to that 
the $1,800,000 deferred on account of the battleship New York, 
you have $9,814,798.33, 


ence of 


tem increase of 


ESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 21, 





pom nce between the present year bill and these amoun he 
90,929,516.14, you have an excess or an increase this year of 
$3°SS5 iS2.92. In other words, last year we appropriated to 
meet the authorization, and because the authorizations « st 
year have not been fully carried out in contract, and beea : 
the accumulations, as shown by the testimony of tl 
structor, there is ‘an unexpended balance of about $6 0 
they are withholding, and not asking for and submitti: 
mates to come into the present bill and which must come . 
‘xt year’s bill or in the succeeding year's bill. 2 
I do not wish the House to be misled by these estimat ! 
provisions in the bill. There is no reduction. ‘The fact 
the naval program for the increase of the Navy is larger 3 


bill than it was in last year’s bill. Yet last year the 
appropriations and received appropriations of $33,000,0 
this year they are only 
you please, postponing 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentlema 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir 

ROBERTS. The report of the Secretary 
rison of the amount to be called for 
bill, wich the amount appropriated last year, w 
recommendation for increase, was it not, and the figure 
the gentleman is giving are based on what the committ 
voted for which was six or seven million 
than the Secretary recommended? So that all hi 
parisons go for naught when you take into co 
changed condition from the time the Secretary 
mates and the conditions as they exist at this moment. 

Mr. PADGETT. I have given both, and I have called 
tion to the fact that while last year for a smaller prog: 
appropriated $35,000,000, this year, for a larger prog 
appropriating $25,000,000. So that there m f 
necessity be carried to future appropriations a larger am 
the years to come. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
man’s time has expired. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. 
five mint ites more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

Mr ROBERTS. Let me ask a further question. In t 
thorization for increase last year there were included : ‘ 
not only for the vessels authorized that year, but paym } 
vessels prior to that time? 

Mr. PADGETT. And the same the present year. 

Mr. ROBERTS. And the increase last year was due 
rapid advance of the work authorized before last year, w 
has not taken place in the current or last fiscal year, an 
amount of increase will fluctuate from year to year in 
tion as the contracts are let and the contractors rapid 
slowly execute the contracts and call for payments under 
contracts? 


Mr. PADGETT. 


asking for $25,000,000. It is sil 


Li 


n yield for a questi 
f the Na | 
in this 
as based 


his com 


tually increase, 


ore 
isiderati: 
made h 






are o \ 


BENNET of New York). The 


Chairman, I ask unanimous coi r 


Well, I was simply calling attention 
difference in the actual appropriations of this year a: 
actual appropriations last year, showing that the depa: 
has not asked for the usual and ordinary appropriatio 
year. And that is shown by the testimony of Admiral 
as it appears on page 221, where he shows that, having 
pended balances of $6,000,000, he is proposing to use th: 
tinuing appropriation instead of asking for the appropri 
this year. 

I find, Mr. Chairman, 
it is practically 
a statement, 
the Recorp, 


that my voice is in such condition that 
impossible for me to proceed. I hav 
which I shall insert as a part of my rem 
that takes up in detail the different sta‘ 
submitted by the burears and analyzes them, and they 
that instead of being decreases in the administration 
have been increases, and that this apparent decrease 
not to an actual reduction, but simply to a postponement 
deferring to future years of appropriations for works th: 
called for in the present bill. Let us not deceive ourselv« 
we carry out this program, the money must be appropri 


| in the bills to come,next year. 


and then if you deduct from that the | 


Following is the statement referred to: 
MEMORANDUM ON |} NOMIES 


On page 325 of the hearings before the committee, paragraph 4, 


statement by Paymaster General Cowie, the following is found: — 

“In 1909 the improvements, renewals, maintenance, costs of 
(navy), including amounts paid for leave, holidays, and disal 
were $25,610,887 .59, and in 1910 these expenditures are but $- 
377.28." 


In order to ascertain whether or not there is really a decre 
the maintenance of yards and stations, it is necessary to compar 


figures given for maintenance in 1909 and 1910. 


The cost of main 
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on” 
ou é 2 
armored cruisers 


the cost of main- 
than in 1909. 


The same comparison might be made for the 12 
under the same conditions, and jt will be found that 
tenance for 1910 


was within $2,500 of a million more 


United States battleships, as shown by reports of 
the Bureau of Navigation. 





Distance stcamed by 


Fiscal years. 
Name of ship. - 


| 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
INCREASE OF THE 

That, for the purpose of further increasing the Naval Establishment 
of the United States, the President is hereby authorized to have con- 
structed two first-class battleships, each carrying as heavy armor and 
as powerful armament as any known vessel of its class, to have the 
highest practicable speed and the greatest practicable radius of action, 
and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not to exceed $6,000,000 
each. 

Mr. SULZER, Mr. PADGETT, and Mr. FOSS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss], 
the chairman of the committee, is recognized. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr, Chairman, I wish to offer an amend- 


NAVY. 


ment. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which 
I offer. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pap- 
GETT] is a member of the committee. The gentleman from 
Tennessee offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. PADGETT. I wish to amend, on page 59, line 23, by 
striking out the word “two” and inserting the word “ one,” 
and strike off the letter “s” at the end of “ battleships,’ so 
that it will read: 

To have constructed one first-class battleship. 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Now, Mr. Chairman = 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 


offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 
The Clerk read as follows: - 
Page 59, line strike 
one,” and also strike out 
that it will read “* 
Mr. PADGETT. Also, in line 24, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Line 24, strike out the word “ each.” 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. 
Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Currier). The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I simply want to inquire if all 
this language does not constitute one paragraph, because it is 


out the word “two” and 
the final “s*’ in the we 
one first-class battleship.” 


insert the word 
rd ‘* battleships,” so 


strike out the word “ each.” 


A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 


quite evident that the language at the bottom, starting with 
line 15, and commencing with the words “ Secretary of the 
Navy,” is intended to apply to all of the succeeding sections. I 
wondered if that could not all be considered as one paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey 
inquire where the paragraph closes? 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph closes on line 3 of page 60. 
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Mr. PADGETT. 
page GO. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word “each,” in line 38, 


On page 60, line 3, strike out the word “ each.” 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment now pro- 
posed relates to the number of battleships. The amendment 
which I propose, and of which I gave notice last night, relates 
to the speed of battleships, and the suggestion I make, whether 


57 | by point of order or by suggestion to the member of the com- 


mittee, is that it is advisable first to determine what sort of 
battleship is wanted before settling their number, just as you 


| would decide what kind of cloth you want before you determine 


the number of yards. I would like very much, therefore, to 
offer my own amendment first as a matter of parliamentary 
order, the amendment being simply to insert, after the word 
“speed,” the words “ at least equal to that of any known battle- 
ship.” I ask that as a matter of parliamentary privilege, 
though I believe Members who are not on the committee do 
come last. 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments are not now in order. 

Mr. HOBSON, Mr. Chairman, I wish to give notice that in 
due time I shall offer a substitute for the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT]. 

Mr. PARKER. Is it in order, Mr. Chairman, for me to offer 
my amendment now, or should I wait until the amendment 
offered by the gentleman is disposed of? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair thinks the gentleman from New 
Jersey should wait until this amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that all amend- 
ments relating to the number of battleships be submitted now, 
and then I will ask unanimous consent that we shall have a 


| debate for a short period of time on the battleship provision, 


| and then take a vote. 


| Tennessee [Mr. Papgert] striking out the word 
| amendment and inserting the word “ three, 
| letter “'s 


And I would suggest that the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] offer his amendment at this time, 
if he has one relating to the number of ships. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama can be read for the information of the House. 

Mr. HOBSON. The amendment will be in the nature of a 
substitute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
“one” in his 
and restoring the 


” 


where the plural occurs. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The substitute of the gentleman from <A! 
bama can be offered now. 

Mr. HOBSON. I offer it now, Mr. Chairman. Strike out the 
word “one” in the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee and insert in lieu thereof the word “ three,” and 
restore the letter “s’”’ where the plural occurs. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, a pil 
mentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is a request for unanimous 
consent now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes. This is simply carrying ovt the 
purpose that was sought to be attained by unanimous consent 
The Chair will state that question of unanimous consent as s 
as the substitute offered by the gentleman from Alabama: 
reported. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, reserviig 
right to object, I desire to know whether I shall lose my; 
to move an amendment by acceding to the request of the. gen 
man from Illinois, 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I desire at 
proper time to ask the Chair when it wiil be in order to 
out all amendments that may be offered to this paragraph, as 
well as the paragraph itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ona point of order? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. As an amendment. 


Mr. Chairman, a parliamen 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can make that motion 
later. It can not be acted upon until the paragraph is pe! 
fected. 


Mr. SULZER. 
inent reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ina moment, as soon as the substitute is 
reported. The Clerk will report the substitute of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hosson]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 59, line 23, strike out “two” and insert “ three.” 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask to have my ame! 





























































































































1911. 


rhe CHAIRMAN. Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
r ‘ks unanimous consent that all amendments relating to 


of the House. 
No: not 
1 as yx nding. 
CHAIRMAN. To be considered as pending. 
\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Reserving the right to object, 
loes not prejudice the offering of other amendments to 
graph? 


rhe CHAIRMAN. 


\] FOSS read for information, but to be con- 


Not atall. Does the gentleman from IIli- 
to make a motion as to closing debate? 


Mr. PADGETT. 


Let us agree on it. 
Mr. FOSS. I suggest that we have one hour’s debate, 30 


vit on a side, to be controlled by the gentleman from Ten- 
es Mr. Papcett] on his side and the chairman of the com- 

» on this side. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent <hat debate on this paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto be limited to one hour 

Mr. PARKER. Debate on the paragraph and amendments 


rel: ¢ to number of battleships. I have another amendment 
rere, of which I gave notice last night, as to speed. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman modify his request? 


Mr. FOSS. Yes; relating to the number. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
n nsent that debate on the paragraph and all amendments 
relating to the number of battleships be limited to one hour, 
yne-half to be eontrolled by himself and one-half by the gentle- 
n from Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT]. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, does that agreement relate to 

amendments? 

fhe CHAIRMAN. Amendments relating to 
Is there objection? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


the number of 


bat eships. 


telating to the number of 


battleships only, without prejudice to the right to offer other 
amendments. 
Mr. FOSS. That is what I mean. 


Mr. MANN. That is what the gentleman said. 
Mr. BENNET of New York. I wish to know if the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Foss] and the gentleman from Tennessee are 


on different sides of that question. 


Mr. PADGETT. We are on very different sides. 
Mr. FOSS. We are in open hostility on that question. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 


SuLzeR] asks unanimous consent that the amendment proposed 
by him may be read for the information of the committee. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There is objection, unless I 
an have my amendment offered, too. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I reserve the right to object, 
| | offer my amendment to be read also. 

CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the reading of the 


ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
S ¢] and the amendment offered by the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] for information? 
Mr. ROBERTS. I reserve points of order on 
ments that are read. 
Mr. MANN. They are only read for information. 
e CHAIRMAN. They are only to be read for informa- 
If there be no objection, the amendments will be read. 
‘he amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
kR] will first be read. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
\t the end of line 3, on page 60, amend as follows: 
a ided always, That one of the battleships herein authorized shall 
! tructed in one of the navy yards.” 
CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
sy'vania [Mr. Moore] will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
I », page 60, at the end of the paragraph, insert: 
“frovided, The draft of such battleship shall not exceed 30 feet.” 
the CHAIRMAN, Now, the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. Parker] asks unanimous consent to have his amendment 
r the information of the House. 
» Clerk read as follows: 
e rt in the first line of page 60, after the word “ speed,” the words 
‘ t equal to that of any known battleship.” 
MANN. Has an agreement been reached as to time? 
‘he CHAIRMAN, The time has been agreed upon. 
Mr. PADGETT. 
gent eman from Missouri [Mr. BarrHoxpr]. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I shall vote, as I have 
stently done during the last three or four Congresses, for 


all amend- 


_ 


Cc 
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er of battleships be now offered and read for the in- | 


Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the | 
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one new battleship to take the place of the one which, 
ing to naval experts, goes out of commission 
vote, therefore, for the maintena 


annually I sha 
nee of the Navy at its present 


strength, which, in the judgment of all reasonable American 
citizens, is amply adequate for purposes of defense 

AS was again demonstrated by the speech of the gentleman 
from Alabama on yesterday, the present system of armaments 
requires for its maintenance or enlargement the constant pre 
cipitation of war scares. The advocates of these unnecessary 


increases of the war machinery in this and other countries, in 


other words, are compelled to constantly pla 


of the people, that same human weakness from which res 3 
this whole unfortunate rivalry of the nations in the exhaustion 
of their resources for new battleships and armament 

We have it from the State Department and from the higher 
authority of the President of the United States that there is 
absolutely no cause for alarm, and that there is no danger 
from any quarter, either on the Atlantic or the Pacific side 
threatening the peace and tranquillity of the United States. In 


the light of these assurances, it seems to me, there would b 
ample justification in characterizing the alarmist as an enemy 
of the peace of his country, and in providing by law against 
the precipitators of such needless alarms; but, fortunately, such 
a measure is unnecessary, because the good common sense of 


stone 


forms the wall against which the 
monger, the jingo, and the alarmi 


the people usually 
efforts of the war 
vainly spent. 

I wonder, Mr. Chairman, if we fully realize all the conditions 
to be considered in determining the question of further 
enlarging our Navy. Surely these conditions are not what they 
were 10, or five, or even three years ago. There are some things 
which all will understand the moment they occur. When, for i! 
stance, the war drum is beaten there is immediate excitement, 
and when victory is proclaimed there is a paroxysm of joy 
Events such as these appeal to the senses, not to say the animal 
instincts, of man. But there are other the real 
significance of which is considerably slower in dawning upon 
the people’s minds, for the reason that they can be absorbed 
only through the intellect. Bearing on the question of peace, 
which we all wish to see maintained, one side by force and the 
other by law. a revelation of totally changed conditions has 


} 
Still 


occurrences 


come to the people only within the last few years. [Applause.] 
The world is only now beginning to realize what has rea 


been accomplished at The Hague, namely, that a court has been 
established to settle all disputes between nations; not only 
questions specified in treaties, but all questi which govern 
ments see fit to submit. From this the simplest mind will 
readily infer that a general use of that court will 

in relegating the battleships to the scrap heap, except such as 
may be needed to police the oceans. Furthermore, it 


ms 


soon result 


is only a 


short time since that the people generally have grasped the full 
meaning of President Roosevelt’s mediation in the Russ 

Japanese war, namely, that that war, with all its atrocities and 
horrors, might have been wholly averted by the same method 


by which it was ended. The people also perceive, to their gr 
surprise, that the rulers of Europe, though armed to the 
teeth, are suddenly showing an aversion to hostilities and v 
so that controversies which formerly would have fairly bat 
that continent in blood have been peaceably adjusted, and 
with an eagerness fairly startling to the observer. 








Certainly these are new conditions. But that is not all, Mr 
Chairman. In place of the former independence of the s 
nations we find a growing commercial and economic 
pendence, and, by the way, this is, more even than th 
wars, the true sanction of international arbitration I 
whatever steps are taken, whatever measures are consi¢ 
the cabinets and legislative bodies, our own i led, it is 

| not with an eye solely to the effect at home, but wit s 
regard for the opinion of the world. In other ’ 
the governments to be no longer exclusively contr 
portant matters by merely local or national influences, | 
largely swayed by international consideratio 

Who will deny that these revelations have wrought 
decided change of public opinion with regard to 1 } 
of more battleships? Are we to respect that growing s¢ 
which from these considerations regards all further 1 x 
pansion as a waste of money? 

Mr. Chairman, I am not dreaming the chim ‘al dream of t1 
idealist who sees in The Hague court an a cy for the immed 
ate attainment of universal peace. But neither will I be drive 
by or take counsel of fear. The United States has less cause f 
fear than any other country on earth, and this is due, not to ou: 
33 ironclads, but to our own greatness and to the good sense of 


other nations. [Applause.] What nation would be willing to 
commit suicide by attacking us? All need our breadstuffs, our 
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| 
| 


oil, and our cotton; and remember, also, that the will of the | 
rulers is no longer as arbitrary as it once has been, because it 
is now circumscribed by the public conscience, the same enlight- | 
ened sentiment which has prevented a European war for more 
than a generation and compelled the rulers in every more recent | 
case of trouble to seek a peaceable solution. 

As I have said before, America now has the opportunity to 
lead the world to either peace or war. It depends upon our 
vote to-day. Arrest armaments and the whole civilized world 
will heave a sigh of relief. It will be the beginning of the 
end of what has rightfully been called the “ folly of nations.” 
If we stop, the others will stop, or will be forced to stop by 
their suffering people. Sweet words and good resolutions will 
not it is the deed, the actual example of our Nation, which 
alone can afford the relief the world is longing for. And there 
is not a nation on God’s footstool which is in a better posi- 
tion to that example than is the United States. Do you 
realize that we have an interest far beyond our own military 
burdens in the exhaustion and despair of the millions else- 
where? Are they not our customers, and therefore is not a 
rise or decline of their purchasing power a matter of vital con- 
cern to us? Militarism is now consuming, aye devouring, the 
natural resources of the earth at the rate of $2,000,000,000 a 
year; hence is impoverishing the people. America suffers under 
these burdens with the rest, the same as a relief from them 
would benefit her with the rest. But there is a higher reason 
which should impel us to lead in this holy cause. We should 
do the good for the sake of the good, and remain true to 
America’s mission as the champion of liberty, justice, and peace, 
and true to the motto, “Above all the nations is humanity.” 
[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Otcorr]. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to make any 


do: 


Set 


extended speech or to repeat what has been said pro and con | 


on this subject ever since I have been here, but I do wish to 


state that I am in entire accord with the report of the major- | 


ity of this committee, and believe that we should have two 
battleships. No one wishes for universal peace more than I 
do, but I do not believe that the way to obtain universal peace 
is for us to delude ourselves with the idea that we are immune 
against attack. 

Some years ago we started to build two battleships every year, 
and, in spite of what the gentleman from Missouri has said, 
that is the only way that we can keep up the efficiency of our 
present Navy, and the present Navy has certainly no more than 
is needed to protect this great country of ours. Sometimes I 
have thought that we should have two fleets as large as the one 


we have now—one on the Atlantic and the other on the Pa- 
cific—but in view of the fact that the Panama Canal is soon 


to be completed I am inclined to think that we can get along 
with a fleet as efficient as that we now have. 

The life of a battleship is not long. Not many years pass 
after its construction before it becomes inadequate, and we 
can not safely do with less than the number of ships we have 
now, and we can not maintain the number of ships we have at 
their best point of efficiency without building two of these 
great ships a year. 


| painstaking, and wise Member of this House and the rank 
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when we present the entirely modest program that appears in 
| this bill. 


{ 
tan) 


ma! 


The gentleman spoke of President Roosevelt's interposition to | 


stop the war between Russia and Japan and spoke of the great ex- | 


ample set the entire world, and yet he will remember that not- 
withstanding that President Roosevelt will probably go down to 


history with his greatest reputation as a peacemaker, yet he | 


never hesitated to insist that we should maintain the 
that its efficiency would be commensurate with the size 
nity of our country. 

This question of disarmament is immensely attractive. We 
hear every year the amount of expenditure that we make for 
future wars and for past wars, but nevertheless do not let us 
begin to disarm until our trade competitors go hand in hand 
with us. 
war. 
to trust to the honesty that the great majority of people have 
not to rob us as to say that we will fail to fortify our shores and 
fail to build battleships, because there is little probability of 
some of the nations of the world attacking us and will not come 
and seek to capture any of our possessions. 
some time be one nation that would seek to imperil our safety 


Navy so 
and dig- 


and would give us trouble and difficulty unless we are prepared. | 


Therefore let us uphold our Navy and keep it in at least its 
present state of efficiency. I hope that this House will adopt 
the report of the naval program. I have not time to talk about 
the auxiliary vessels. 
lieve that we have got down to the bedrock of our necessities 


There might at | 


They are of equal importance, and I be- | 


interest to the edifying remarks of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BArTHOLDT], who always speaks with great interest 
when the question of international peace is up. 


used words like “war mongers” and “alarmists,” and so 
on; but I do not believe any offense should be taken to such 
terms. I frequently, on my part, use the words “ peace dreaim- 
ers,” and no one should take offense. I know that the genile ‘ 


man from Missouri, however, is too true a patriot to wish 
this juncture to leave the vital interests of his country to hang 
upon international arbitration, because I know that the gentle- 
man knows that the best arbitration treaty ever yet negotiated 
between any two nations specifically eliminates all vital ques- 
tions from those that are to be treated by arbitration. 


America is the greatest peace Nation in the world and the chicf 
exponent of the resort to arbitration, our own country, when 
the Republic of Colombia asked us to refer the seizure of the 


ry 
question involving honor, we refused to resort to The Hagu 
tribunal or to arbitrate at all. 

It is well to do all we can to extend the scope of The Hague 


| not have to have many battleships in the Atlantic. 
The greatest security to peace is to be prepared for | 
We might just as well take the locks off our doors and | 


| gram for Germany goes through; and then on the assumption 
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[Applause. ] 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
rentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson]. 
Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with t 


oy 
mil 


It is true he 


at 





He also is aware, I dare say, of the fact that, even though 


Panama strip to arbitration, and agreed to eliminate ev 





tribunal, but no patriot at this juncture, at the present deve 
ment or lack of development of arbitration, ought to try to de- 
velop it at the expense of the vital interests of the country. 
And, least of all, should America do it. It is the utmost folly 
to say that if we began to put a limit upon armament the other 
nations would follow us. The other nations have never fi 
lowed us. We have always been behind them. They I: 
gone ahead farther and farther, and to-day they are build 
twice as fast as we are; three times as fast as we are. It 
idleness to say that if we slow down they would slow down. 

Now, then, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PapGerr], who 
offered the original amendment, is a most careful, conscient i: 


, 


minority member of the Committee on Naval Affairs. [ach 
year it comes to me as a great surprise that the gentleman ca: 
amendment providing for only one battleship. It 
shows that the gentleman has not worked out any policy at 
You take the Democratic platform and it specifically provi 
substantially as follows: 


We believe that the clause in the Constitution that authorizes « 
gress to provide and maintain a Navy ** means an adequate Navy 


an 


It proceeds to develop what is the simplest form of an 
quate navy, namely, one sufficient to protect both our co 
and they are so far apart that, even with the Panama Can: 
fleet in one ocean can not give protection in the other. ‘'T! 
means a two-ocean basis for our Navy. And, further, that » 
form adds: 

And the interests of our citizens wherever exposed. 


That means that if the question of our tranquillity becan 
volved under the Monroe doctrine and its operation in South 
America, the Navy ought to be adequate to maintain that d 
trine. That means on the question of an open-door policy 
Manchuria and for the trade of China, a question vital t 
interests of our citizens in the future, that our Navy should 
adequate to guarantee us our rights there, so that when pr 
tests are made, as they have been made from time to time, tlivy 
would be duly respected. 

To show concretely what this means to adopt a one-Dattles! 
a-year program, I will give the members of this committe: 
statement of what position that will leave us in from year to 


year. The question of the size of our Navy is largely a relat 
one. If we did not find great armaments in Europe, we would 


If we dit 
not find great armaments in Asia, we would not have to ! 
many battleships in the Pacific. But we do find those great 
standing armies, those modern engines that must be met either 
by similar engines or else by controlling the arm of the 
over which they may not pass. That is the condition in wli 
we find ourselves, 

What will a one-battleship-a-year program lead us to? I 
will give you the statement of the Bureau of Naval Inte!!l- 
gence, dated January 19, 1911, a table giving the strength o! 
the fleets in the first line of the United States, Germany, and 
Japan on July 1 of each year from 1911 to 1920. 

First, take the result of a_ two-battleship 
program for Japan does not go further than 1914. 


> 


program. ‘Thi 
The pro- 
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that we have a two-battleships-a-year program, as provided for 
in this bill, the following will be the status—Dreadnoughts 
are the backbone of the fleets and I read the number of Dread- 
noughts; while we still keep the older battleships in the first 
line of battle, because the fleets have not sufficient Dread- 
noughts and other nations are doing the same, yet the first line 
of battle is really founded on the Dreadnoughts and will soon 
comprise only Dreadnoughts: In 1911, on July 1, the United 
States will have 6 Dreadnoughts, Germany will have 8 Dread- 
noughts, Japan will have 4 Dreadnoughts. In the year 1912, on 
the two-battleships-a-year program, the United States will have 
& l)readnoughts, Germany will have 138 Dreadnoughts, Japan 
will have 6 Dreadnoughts. In the year 1913 the United States 
\ have 10 Dreadnoughts, Germany will have 17 Dreadnoughts, 
and Japan will have 7 Dreadnoughts. In the year 114 the 
l'nited States will have 12 Dreadnoughts, Germany will have 
©} Dreadnoughts, Japan will have 9 Dreadnoughts. Thus, on a 
two-ocean basis, we find ourselves, even with the two-battle- 
ships-a-year program, in the year 1914, which is not far off, 
with 12 Dreadnoughts compared with 21 that Germany will 
have in the Atlantic, and not a single Dreadnought against 
Japan's 9 Dreadnoughts in the Pacific. 

Mr. Chairman, even the two-battleships-a-year program is 


so inadequate we can not look upon it as establishing any real 
naval policy adequate for the purposes for which a navy exists. 
What can we say, then, of a program of one battleship a year, 


dvocated by the gentleman from Tennessee? Let us see 
\ e it will lead us. In 1913 America will have 9, Germany 
\ have 17 and Japan 7 Dreadnoughts. In 1914 America will 
have 10, less than half the strength of Germany, which will 
have 21, and searcely more than Japan, which will have 9, and 
so it goes down the list. We simply drop out of the class of 
nitions that undertake to maintain a naval policy; and with 
no standing army in our midst, that is the only policy upon 
which we can defend our Nation. The truth is we ought not to 
be satisfied with simply a balance of power in an ocean when 
there is a standing army on the other side, because if we shouid 
se the battle, that great standing army could strike our main- 
land; and if they should lose the sea battle we could not strike 
them. We ought to have a safe margin of superiority. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Vill the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. KENDALL). Does the gentleman from 
Alabama yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HOBSON. For a question. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. How would the gentleman get 
the Atlantic Fleet to the Pacific Ocean under the amendment he 
voted for here within the past hour? I ask that in good faith 
as a practical question, and I would like to know. 

Mr. HOBSON. How would he get it? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Yes; how would the gentle 
man get the Atlantic Fleet to the Pacific Ocean in case of emer- 
gency, under the amendment adopted here this morning, which 
forbids the Navy Department to pay for coal going from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific? 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to open up 
it question when I am discussing in 10 minutes a naval policy 
of the United States—the question of the shipment of coal 
across the continent. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield, and the 
centieman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. I am sorry, but I can not yield any longer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
Ss expired. 

Mr. HOBSON, 


nyt 


I will ask the gentleman from Illinois to 
me a little more time. 


Now, from an absolute standpoint, we can not with only 
two battleships a year maintain one fleet. It will not make up 
the rot that occurs every year, and even under the two-battle 
ships-a-year program, including allof the older battleships now 
in the first battle line, our total fleet will go down from 21 
in number, where it is to-day, to 17 in number in the year 1916. 

The smallest complete fleet you can have now is 21 battle 
ships, one for the flagship and five for each of four squadrons, 
the fifth vessel being off for repairs while the four are on the 
battle line. We can not maintain even one fleet on the two 
battleships-a-year program, much less with a one-battleshiy 
year program. With two a year we get 


down in the yeur 


1916 to a position where the total number is only 17 ships 
In the year 1914, in spite of the program, the number 1 
three, and in 1915 it falls to 17. It is simply ridicul 


tempt to establish a policy on any such program. I hope ce 
tlemen will undertake to look into the question of wha d 
of a policy will be the outcome if we should cut down the 
crease to only one a year. We might as well give up 
we should have but half of one fleet, less than a third of tli 
strength of the fleets of Europe, with nothing for the fleets of 
Asia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to th 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burke]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from TPennsylvania [ Mr. 
BurKe] is recognized for three minutes, 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
unwillingness of the world’s greatest naval expert to answer a 
single question regarding a matter of interest, and one affecti 
this discussion, I am compelled to direct attention to the f 


that in his enthusiasm, but not in his wisdom, he has just voted, 
under a rule shutting off debate, for a measure that. if it were 
signed by the President, would hopelessly cripple our Navy and 


has already put this House in a ridiculous position before 
world. 

The last item we passed, appropriat 
chase, transportation, and storage of coal for the use of om 
Navy, was amended by a gentleman from the Pacific slope as 


¢ S1.000.000 for the 


| follows : 


Mr. FOSS. Iam very sorry, but my time is already promised, 
T . . = . . 
' will say to my colleague. Otherwise I would be willing to 

d to him. 

‘ir. KITCHIN. Yield to him for one minute, that I may ask | 
] a question. 


Mr. FOSS. I am sorry that I can not do it. 


tuinutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burke]. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I do not care 
to occupy the time. 

_ Mr. FOSS. Then I yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
three minutes, 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania rose. 

Mr. HOBSON. 

swering a question? 

Mr. FOSS. No; the gentleman may use it as he sees fit. 

Mr. HOBSON. I am sorry that with so little time I can not 
answer the gentleman's question. Thus far I have dealt with 
the question of an adequate naval policy, when considered from 
a relative standpoint. 


I yield five | 


Provided, That no part of this sum shall | ied for 
tation of any coal from the Atlantic to the Pa 

Think of such an amendment, fathered by one from tl 
Pacific slope and supported by the naval enthusiast fre Ala 
bama. and all in prejudice of Atlantic-coast coal! 

In the first place, the coal companies can evade this amend 


ment by shipping by rail direct from the mine to the Pacifi 
without ever touching the Atlantic Ocean. But think of the 
ridiculous result if war were to break out to-morrow, or for 
any reason the Navy Department wished to transport the At 
lantie fleet to the Pacific! Coal would have to be shipped in 
colliers and probably in hired vessels to accompany our fleet 
on its 16,000-mile journey. The moment they landed at Cay 
Horn they must halt, because the department is forbidden to 
pay a single dollar to transport that coal into or over P 
waters. Therefore the fleet must wait until other colliers come 
from Puget Sound or elsewhere in the Northwest to feed our 
fleet with fuel on its journey to the Golden Gate. 

In the first place, the additional colliers could not be secured 
and, in the second place, if they could they would be blown 
from the seas before they reached the fleet; and, in addition 
the Pacific coast would be at the mercy of any enemy, while 
our great American Navy rested at anchor in the dismal dis 
tant district of Cape Horn. 

It seems to me more thought and less enthusiasm in thes 
matters would yield profitable fruit to the American peop! 

Mr. MANN. Under thé same amendment the battleships 
would have to stop there as well as the colliers? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Yes; they will all have to 
stop under the prohibition. 

Mr. MANN. Then, I think it is a good amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [|Mr. Co 


| three minutes, 


Was it yielded to me for the purpose of | 





Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I am a man of peace. I am 
opposed to war. I have listened to the story of conflict and 
carnage from the lips of men who have endured the baptism 
of fire, and, furthermore, I am a major in the Natlonal Guard 
of Ohio. [Applause.] If the United States were to engage in 
a war, I would be compelled to go and fight. I might be killed 
You gentlemen would sit here in the Halls of Congress making 
appropriations to buy bullets and munitions of war with which 
the rest of us would slay one another. Mr. Chairman, if this 
Congress wants to adopt a remedy that will effectually prevent 
war, let it provide that every Member of Congress must enlist 
as a private and go out first on the firing line. [Laughter.} 
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Mr. MANN. Some of them are going out all right. 
Mr. COLE. But not on the firing line. 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Onthebreadline. [Laughter.] 


Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the two-battle- 
ship policy. Ever since the young gentleman from Alabama 
came to this Congress he has been electrifying not only this 


body but the entire Nation with his eloquence. I remember 
that history records an ancient Roman who every time he rose 
to address the Roman Senate would exclaim, “* Cathago delenda 
est!” (Carthage must be destroyed). When the young gen- 
tleman from Alabama, who so frequently charms this body 
with his eloquence, tells us with repeated regularity that war 
is imminent, I am inclined to think he, like the Roman Senator 
of old, is a sentinel on the mountain top, and has wider vision 
than we who dwell in the shadows of the valley. His vast ex- 
perience in naval affairs has qualified him for ceunsel. He is 
destined to live in our history as one of the great sea captains 
of the centuries. [Applause.] 

My friends, the cause of war on the Atlantic Ocean has been 
removed. From time immemorial the great cause of interna- 
tional conflicts has been disputed territory. Every particle of 
territory on the Atlantic has been removed from the realms of 
controversy ; but yonder in the Pacific, there is where the dis- 
pute will arise in the coming century. The light of civiliza- 
tion has encircled the globe until it reillumines the land of its 
birth, and upon the waters of the Pacific are destined to occur 
the great international events of the future. The new civiliza- 
tion has met the old; a conflict is inevitable. I trust it may 
not be a contest of arms, but rivalry in peace. But whatever 
it may be, let America take her stand, be prepared to meet all 
comers, and be master of the Pacific. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
he use his time. 

Mr. PADGETT. How much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. FOSS. How much have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 16 minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. I intended to yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee for the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Horson]. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Tennessee has 10 


Then the gentleman from Tennessee has 


15 minutes remaining, and the gentleman from [Illinois 11 
minutes. 
Mr. PADGETT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


Colorado [Mr. Rucker]. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. 
here the prediction that war is imminent; in other words, it 
means that a nation of 6,000,000 people, occupying an area 
scarcely larger than the State of Colorado, from which I come, 
and having only 12 per cent of its land under cultivation, the 
soil of the balance having long since gone to the sea, is coming 
to this country to conquer, subdue, and enslave a people of 
90,000,000, representing the highest state of civilization the 
world has ever known. Yesterday I sought to get the attention 
of the dean of the House, the reader of the palms of the mailed 
fists of the great god of war. I wished to call his attention to 
the fact that but a few weeks ago there was laid upon the 
Speaker's table a confidential letter from the Secretary of War. 
I wondered if the gentleman who predicted that without any 
doubt a war with Japan would occur within 10 months had 
seen the inside of that document. I wondered if he had listened 
to the address made by the Major General of the Army on the 
1st day of this month before the National Press Club, when he 


said there was not a speck or a cloud on the horizon in the | 


I wondered | : 
| will be added to the naval estimates. 


world to-day that indicated war with any power. 
if he remembered what the Secretary of the Navy said in New 
York but a few days ago, that after the Panama Canal was 


completed the whole of the Navy of the Atlantic would rest | 
upon the bosom of the Pacific; and I wondered why that | 


could not be done now; for with the expenditure of less than 
$1,000,000 for dry-docks upon the Pacific, with what dry-docks 


we have now there, we could make there a base of supplies such | 


as the gentleman from Alabama said this country would need 
there if we had to go around the Horn. 
the fact that we would be within three days of our base of sup- 
plies by means of our great trans-Atlantic railroads if our 
fleet was in the Pacific, whereas through the Panama Canal we 
would be 10 or 12 days away. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that a nation that it 
costs its citizens 57 cents upon every gross dollar they make 
to pay their war debt, and whose creditor nation is our 
kinsman, England, that if there is to be a war with Japan it 
must be that England is its ally, and therefore we must fight 
on the Atlantic as well as on the Pacific a common enemy. 


| and other great nations of the world. 


Mr. Chairman, we have heard | 


I call his attention to | 





I say, Mr. Chairman, out upon this nonsense that comes 
around yearly when we are asking to build two battleships! I 
recorded myself with 17 others of this Assembly at the last 
session in voting against either, and I propose at the proper 
time to ask, however this may be amended, whether it be one, 
two, or three battleships, to strike out the entire provision, so 
that there shall be no more of these battleships saddled upon the 
overburdened taxpaying people of this country. [Applause.] 
Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend when I came 
on the floor from the committee room to say anything on the ques- 
tion that is now pending before the committee. But the gentle- 
man from Alabama made a very remarkable statement, a state- 
ment that should challenge the attention of the House as well as 
of the entire country, when he said to us that to pursue the 
policy of two battleships a year will in six years leave us with a 
less efficient Navy than we now have. If this is true, then I sub- 
mit that it is time for us to pause and consider where we are 
going in the expenditure of the people’s money in building what 
he and other militarists claim would be an eflicient Navy, or, as 
I claim, in spending their money only for the purpose of com- 
peting with the nations of the world in this mad, international 
armament race. At the present cost of construction of a single 
Dreadnought, we will have to spend $40,000,000 a year for new 
ships alone in order to maintain the policy of building and 
equipping two battleships each year. 

And yet we are told by the high priest of war on the floor of 
this House, that after spending that sum each year for six years 
more, we will have then a less efficient Navy than we have at 
the present time. 

Men talk about the necessity of this expenditure out of fear 
of Japan. Why, $40,000,000 spent a year in this country is as 
much as Japan proposes to expend in the next six years on her 
navy. In a recent speech the premier of Japan, Mr. Katsura, 
outlined the policy of his Government with respect to naval 
expenditures. From his remarks it will be seen that the annual 
expenditure which it is proposed to undertake during the coming 
six years is only sufficient to replace such vessels in her navy 
as become worthless from usage. This is a conclusive answer 
to the arguments of the jingoes of this country, who contend 
that we should greatly increase the size and number of our own 
battleships in order to keep up the pace being set by Japan 
Mr. Katsura said: 

In order to meet the national expenditure, which had greatly swollen 
during and after the late war, the public debts of the country at that 
time also rapidly increased to an enormous amount, while increase upon 
increase had to be made in the national taxes. 

The result of this was the growth of a feeling of uncertainty about 
the financial stability of the country, which condition of things in its 
turn led to a depreciation of our public bonds both in the markets at 
home and abroad, affecting domestic economic circles generally. 

This turn of affairs taking place concomitantly with the upheavals 
then overtaking the economic world at nome and abroad was addi 
tionally far-reaching in its effect. It was a time when our economic 
world was beset with troubles and difficulties. 

For my part, in view of the present condition of the Empire, and 
that of its late warlike experiences, I feel especially deeply the need 
of preserving peace, and since my return to office I have given my best 
attention to the development of all peaceful measures, thereby to pro 
mote the general welfare of the nation. 

This country feels no necessity for any sudden inerement in its 
naval strength, the condition cf things surrounding being such as it is; 
but in order to keep up the strength of our navy to such a point as i 
necessary for the defense of the country, it has been deemed unavoid 
able to introduce some adequate changes in the building of warships 
to follow suit in the changes adopted by other powers. 

And we have resolved on spending 80,000,000 yen ($40,000,000 
spread over six years; the outlay being met by funds out of the ordi 
nary revenue, within the limit of maintaining harmony between the 
plans of national defense and those of national finances. The amount 


Those who are constantly seeking to compel this Government 
to continue its extravagant expenditures on account of the Navy 
have endeavored to make it appear that public sentiment in 
Japan is anti-American and that every citizen of Nippon would 
welcome the opportunity to try his steel against so formidable 
an adversary as the United States. They draw their ‘conclu- 
sions in this regard from the belligerent utterances of the yel 
low journals, which unfortunately have their influence in that 
country asin this. It is therefore interesting to note the opinion 
of one of the most trustworthy writers on Japanese affairs, the 
editor of the Japan Mail, who was formerly a captain in the 
British Army and who has been a resident of Japan for about 
40 years, He is also the accredited correspondent of the Lon- 
don Times and the author of one of the most extensive and 
valuable historical works on Japan that has yet been published. 
These are his words: 


If one were deliberatel some 


d cer- 


to set oneself to the task of findin 


evidence of Japanese designs against the Philippines, one wo 
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¢ » arrive at the conclusion that there is a total absence of any 
t > the kind 
* \\ ve eo ‘ - own part, that if the Philippines were offered to 
t free gift to-morrow, she would hesitate to accept them, and 
’ a; os offered to her at the cost of American friendship she 
V t the notion as absolutely ridiculous. 7 : 

] ; resources are already sufficiently taxed in developing Sag- 
} ‘ sen, Formosa, and Kwantung, and it is not always remem 


t these additions to the Empire or to her sphere of influen« 
te a corresponding dispersal of her forces. This is especially 
{ Philippines. iheir inclusion in the Japanese Empire would 





» the latter’s responsibility without any corresponding 
a of \ Ith. 
that a more unsubstantial bugbear has never occupied the 
‘ of intelligent peopie than this Vhilippine specter and its 
( rnia audience. But, unhappily, reality can be created out of | 
If 1 unti-Japanese agitators of California din their fears into their 
own ears with nt persistence they will become, in the end, per 
s i of thei y and they will also succeed in creating in Japan 
n ecerated estimate of the anti-Japanmese sentiment in the Unite 
~ 


In confirmation of this opinion I will quote the words of 
Count Okuma, the founder and head of the Liberal Party in 


Japan: 

All future expansion must be of a peaceful kind. Seizure of terrl- 
ry t ynging to other countries, on whatever pretext it may be done, 
; condemned by public opinion and is calculated to arouse hostility 
hroughout the civilized world. 





In writing on the subject of the “American-Japanese Rela- 
tions.” a writer in The Far Eastern Review says: 

The greatest intrigue of the last decade seems to have for its pur- 
pose the undermining of the friendship existing between Japan and 
An ea This propaganda is given publicity in the yellow press of 
the United States and Japan, and is egged on by a few irresponsible 
European writers. Little by little there has been created the impres 
sion that the interests of Japan and America were bound to clash 
Now, there is hardly a European writer who takes it upon himself to 
zolve all the troubles that the Far East is heir to who does not declare 
that it will all end by conflict between Japan and America. While we 
are reading how France, England, and Russia love Japan and ar 
united together to preserve the world’s peace, we find a few public 
men in each of these peace-loving nations declaring how unfortunate 
it is that America and Japan must proceed to destroy each other. 
Japan’s pride is hurt by misquotations from speeches of prominent 
Americans, and America’s pride is touched by lying reports from the 
yellow press of Japan. 

" Japan must not permit herself to be misled, and if we are not mis 
taken the leaders of thought of the Empire are not so obtuse. it 
would be well if the citizens of America would seek the motive be- 
hind all this vicious and lying propaganda. It may serve the yellow 
ress of America with a sensation once in a while, but it could not 
I so continuously unless there were a purpose behind it. We do 
not believe that the lying reports of the speeches could have been made 
inless those who transmitted them were either by nature vicious or of 
that low order of creatures who so lack principle that they will lend 
themselves to the services of an organized campaign on the part of 
erests outside of the United States and Japan to precipitate troubles. 
It behooves the intelligent among the citizens of both nations to 
iin great reserve in the reception of reports that serve to create 
ing of antagonism between the two peoples. It is certain that 
r Tokyo nor Washington desire a conflict, and, so far as we can 
‘ there is no motive for any change in that attitude. 

I am informed that the International Press Association, 
which includes every representative in Tokyo of American and 
European journals, at a meeting held in that city recently, 
adopted a resolution declaring that newspaper men in Japan 
are unable to discover any basis in the circumstances or senti- 
ment in Japan warranting the disquieting speeches now being 
made in this country in regard to the alleged warlike attitude 
of Japan. These newspaper men may be regarded as having 
oiced the feeling of the general Japanese public. Moreover, 
Count Komura, the Japanese minister of foreign affairs, has 
expressed the opinion that war with the United States is in- 
conceivable, and that “it would be a crime without excuse or 
palli ition.” 

In view of the statements which have been made concerning 
the activity of Japan in building and maintaining a great navy, 
it is interesting to note the conditions of financial distress which 
prevail in that country. The recent loss of property through 
(is has been estimated at from fifty to seventy-five millions, 
and it will cost many millions to construct embankments which 
re hecesSary to prevent a repetition of this disaster. One of 
Japan's leading statesmen, Mr. Matsuda, recently said: 




















I people are groaning under the heavy burden of taxation, and 
t slightest addition will be enough to crush them. The Government 
duty is to lessen the burden. 
While one of the Tokyo papers, in commenting recently on 


causes of dullness in business, said: 

the heavy taxation borne by the people during and sine« 
that is robbing the people of their purchasing power, and produ 
epression in the commerce and industries of the country. 
*. Chairman, there are a great many people in this country 
who have had the fear of war with Japan dinged into their 
ears year after year for the past 10 years until they rarely 
ever sleep at night without their slumbers being disturbed by 
a Japanese nightmare. [Laughter. It is astounding when we 

‘ g 

stop to think of the extent to which we have gone in pre- 


baring to defend ourselves against imaginary enemies. 
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I remember, as does the gentleman fron 


was only five years ago that the worl 
Dreadnought. That was in November, 
launched her first Dreadnought. At that 


the Navy Department for the increase of 
submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury 


Congress. It did not include an estimate 
but at that session of Congress, in orde1 
Britain, an attempt was made in this H 


construction of a Dreadnought The a 
cured, however, until the succeeding C 
have been constructing two of these creat 
I trust, Mr. Chairman, that the amendn 


t 
from Tennessee, providing that but one Dreadn 


ized, will prevail. [Applause.] 


Mr. Chairman, as my time is very limited and I am 


unable to express myself as fully as the 


' import: 
question would otherwise prompt me to do, I will print 


my remarks an address which I delivered 


New York, on the 13th of January last. 


ment of the University of Notre Dame, 
entitled “ War Preparations as Price of Pe 


refutes the contentions of the militarist 


Ss 


pared for war. This article is the more 
structive when it is known that Col. Hoynes 


wounded in battle. 


THE COST OF ARMED PEACE, UNNECESSARY 


The Governments of the world are slowly « 


ference between the modern nation and the an 
the invention of printing and of the telegraph 


tant nations have become near and familiar; 


ane 


other to-day almost as thoroughly as they understand 
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in 
will 
article written by Col. William Hoynes, dean of the law dk 
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steel rails and connecting steamship lines that 


hemispheres afford the opportunity for that 


vast 


and create that fine cosmopolitanism that to-day 


gird 
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that 


interest! 


we 
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tinction in a regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers during the Civil 
War, and that he was under fire many times and was sever 
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international travel 
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great nations of the earth. So that we feel ourselv 
nations and of the whole world as never before in the history of man 
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empire 
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ing 


kind Different nations realize to-day that their life is ind 
that their more important problems are identical; that all n suffer 
from the ignorance and inefficiency of each and of all, t all 


of each nation. 


Owing to the vast extension of the activities 


industry, and finance, industrial and commercial 
prehensive in their scope than any nation have 
in the night. These newly created world spheres know no international 


boundaries and are rapidly combining peoples 


with chains of gold that render bellige 
suicidal. In breaking the peace of 








ency 


he world 


evitably declares war on herself She attacks 


liamentary enactments, these great institutions 
road and the steamship to the ends of the earth. 
their boundaries until, from an industrial and 


view, the world is almost like a single nation 

American reapers harvest the golden grain 
of Af 
Chinaman and brews the beer of the Get 
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that not only the great nations, but even th 
contribute to the comfort and well-being of 
Economically the problems of all naticns a 
are coming more and more to live a common 
are bound by a vast confederation of int 
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tween nations not only wholly improbable, but 
There was a time, not more than a centur 


it was commonly believed that there c ! 





the world at one time, and that a nation 1] 
conquering the wealth and enslaving the pec 
Then nations went to war for slight nd 
an e whatever, except for territ i 
aggral rement of kings and prince rl L 
then upen conquered wealth and the t b 
hence no nation could hope to remain in the 

of supremacy for any great length of time 

jiecay soon threatened it and as a rule its dor 
nd rhink of the long line of ancient thron 


the other ruled the world—RBabylon, Ninevy 
Persia, Greece, Macedonia, and Rom« 


low this has changed! At the ening 
th is no reason inherent in the relat ! 

ry t nation must fall On tl ‘ 

und in the existing relations between ¢ na 


g t nations should endure and grow 
knows now that the greatness of a 
conquest, but rather upon the thrift 
the culture of its citizens TI I 

lies not in fleets and armies, but in 
in the resources of its soil, and in the | 
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more in keeping with the needs of modern civilization then 
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ain reasons for the existence of different nations are geograph If the expenditure of two and a quarter billions in 10 years for the 








ieal, cli ic, and ethnical. It is entirely possible that all international | purpose of providing for our national defense finds us in the helpless 
di ; as to boundaries, as to trade and commerce, or spheres of | condition the advocates of militarism would have us believe, then what 
inf can be settled | an arbitral court of justice such as that | would be the sum total of our expenditures for this purpose, or for the 











rex ended by The Hague conference, in the creation of which our | purpose of deterring any nation from declaring war against us or pro- 
G iment is now endeavoring to secure assistance from other nations, | voking such a declaration from us against any other nation, if we were 
or by tilizing existing international agencies for that purpose. Const to adopt and carry out their theories? If, as we are now told, the 
quent my friends, there is but one cause that may provoke war be expenditure of so vast a sum is not even perceptible, can anyone esti- 
tw great nations, and that is irrational impulse or frenzied passion, | mate the amount which would be necessary? Can anyone comprehend 
ex 1 by sudden insult or accident, betraying whole peoples into a mol | that sum? 

condition which is not responsive to considerations of prudence or hu My friends, the total cost of such an undertaking would amount to 
manity | figures which would baffle the imagination. ‘Think of the vast internal 


It will be well for the advocates of armed peace to consider that the | improvements which could be effected with the expenditure of half the 
operation of this crowd passion or mob spirit in causing war is wonder- | amount we expend annually in preparation for war! Think of the 





ful favored and facilitated by the existence of large armies and | vast and varied interests of our 92,000,000 people which could be ma- 
navir The possession of irresponsible power is always a temptation | terially advanced by the expenditure of one-third of our present annual 
to its irresponsible use. Individual citizens are not permitted in times | expenditure in preparation for war! In the year 1908 the United 














of peace to go armed among their fellowmen because of the temptation | States, England, Germany, and France spent upon their armies and 
to 1 irms for slight cau in such moments of passion and excitement | navies, or in preparation for war, mere than one thousand million dol 
as every man is liable to in the course of his daily experience it is} lars! Let anyone try to comprehend this vast sum and then tell me 
with nations as with individuals; there is always the possibility that if | that the cost of armed peace is not prohibitive. 
nations know themselves to be dangerously armed and fully equipped, One of the saddest phases of our extravagant war expenditure is the 
they will be more apt to declare war on slight provocation than they | fact that millions of people are indifferent to the effect of the waste- 
otherwise would be ful policy of modern nations in constructing and maintaining expen- 
Instead of being a guaranty of peace, therefore, great armaments | Sive armaments. They feel that governmental extravagance in this 


are a continual menace to peace. They tend to hasten the event which and other directions, even when it subserves no other good, is a benefit 
it is claimed elaborate preparation for war is intended to prevent. | to the industrial world. I wish I might bring home to the hearts of 
Great and costly armaments should not be relied upon to preserve | all who hear me, and of this entire country, the fact that such policies 
peace for at le three principal reasons: First, they are a continual | exhaust the real wealth of the Nation, dissipate our most precious 
temptation to war; second, they are wholly unnecessary im our day, | economic resources, and deprive us of the productive energy of thou- 
because the great preventive of war is the common life which the} sands of able-bodied men. , . 
nutions of the world live together and make possible for each other. There is another phase of this question that deserves the sober 
The world has sbrunk, as it were, into a neighborhood in which each | thought of all men throughout the world who are charged with the 
nation is In constant touch with all. The world’s annual commerce | responsibility of government. 
exceeds $28,000,000,000 All civilized nations are therefore inter- These vast armaments tend to promote a spirit of rivalry among 
ested in preventing any two nations from disturbing the world’s peace. | nations to excel each other. This tendency has grown for the last 
A strong and sane public opinion, the real executive power of all | decade so rapidly that it now amounts to an international race for 
Governments, is against war; and powerful interests all over the world | Supremacy in war preparation; and that, too, at a time when there 
are ready to oppose it whenever it may be necessary to do so. And, | is no cloud on the international horizon to threaten the existing peace- 
third, armaments can not be relied upon to prevent war or maintain ful re lations between all nations of the world. 
international peace, for the reason that their cost is rapidly becomin I think perhaps our Nation was the last of the great nations to join 
prohibitive, and would now be prohibitive if the policy of an armed | in this mad international armament race. It was in November, 1906, 
peace was consistently carried out by the principal nations of the world. | that England launched her first Dreadnought. The estimates for the 
At the present time, in our own country, we are confronted with the ine! » of our Navy were then in the hands of the Secretary of the 
appalling fact that about 71 per cent of our total national revenue | Pre y for transmission to Congress. They did not include an esti- 
is being expended annually on account of wars past and to prevent | mate for a Dreadnought, or a “ scared-at-nothing” battleship, as Con- 
future wars, or, to maintain armed peace. It is true that 32 per cent of | gressman Williams, of Mississippi, then said. But when it was her 
these revenues is expended on account of past wars, but this is as | alded all over the world that England had launched a battleship of 
much a war expenditure as is the 39 per cent expended annually in | 18,000 tons displacement, some 3,000 tons in excess of our largest bat- 
preparation for war. It should be stated, however, that this is exclu- | tleships, it was deemed advisable to submit to Congress a supplemental 
sive of our postal receipts, because our postal receipts and expendi- | estimate for a 20,000-ton battleship, and as a conclusive argument in 
tures are so nearly equal that they are treated by the Treasury Depart- | support of the authorization of such a ship our Chief Executive at that 
ment as a balanced account. time said to me, “I want to be able to say, when I go out of this 
But when we say that the annual cost of our policy of preparing for | office, that I have authorized the construction of the biggest battleship 
war to the end that we may have peace equals 39 per cent of all our | the world has ever seen.” 
Federal revenue it does not convey to the average mind any idea of Although Congress at that session did nothing more than authorize 
the magnitude of that expenditure. When stated in dollars and cents | the preparation of plans for a battleship of that size, at its next ses 
we find that, including the current fiscal year, we have appropriated and | sion, under pressure of a manufactured Japanese war scare, it author 
expended during the last 10 years on account of preparation for war | ized two 20,000-ton battleships. But before the adjournment of Con 
alone $2,192,036,585.20! These figures denote a sum so vast that the} gress on March 4, 1909, England had laid the keel of two Dreadnoughts 
average mind can not grasp it. The bonded debt of the United States | of 25,000 tons displacement, and in order to gratify a personal and 
on August 31, 1865, at the close of the Civil War, was $2,674,815,- | national ambition to excel England, as well as all other nations of the 
856.76. Our expenditure in preparation for war the last 10 years was, | earth, in the construction of great battleships, Congress authorized 
therefore, only $482,779,271.56 less than the bonded debt incurred by | the construction of two battleships of 26,000 tons displacement. 
our Government in carrying on our four years’ war to preserve the Thus we see how the policy of an armed peace leads to unnecessary 
Union. and extravagant war expenditures. If we can insure international 
Some idea of the magnitude of this vast sum expended during the past | peace only by the comparative size and extent of our armaments, then 
decade on account of oe for war may also be obtained by con the same is true of all other nations, and each must ultimately exhaust 
trasting the aggregate of that expenditure with the aggregate loss of | its resources and those of its people in order to insure itself against 
property sustained by the people of the United States and Canada on ac- | successful attack by any other power. For this reason I maintain that 
count ef fire betwee1 the years 1820 and 1905. According to the official | the cost of an armed peace is so great and the effect upon national 
report of the underwriters’ association, the losses sustained in conse-| credit so disastrous that international peace can not be maintained, 
quence of all the great fires, such as the Chicago fire in 1871, Jackson- | and the cost is therefore prohibitive. 
ville in 1901, and Raltimore in 1904, between the years mentioned, or in The truth is, my friends, that the social and economic organization 
85 years, were $539,850,000. This is only a little more than one-fourth | of the world has advanced beyond its political organization. Indus 
of the amount expended from our Federal Treasury in the last 10 years | trially, commercially, and educationally we dwell in a new world 
on account of preparation for war, or to maintain the policy of armed | the world of the twentieth century. Politically we cling to the in 
peace. This vast sum expended in preparation for war, which, as I | stitutions of the eighteenth century. Armies and navies will always 
have said, ts almost equal to the bonded cost of the Civil War, was ex- | be necessary for the discharge of the police functions of government, 
pended, too, in a time of profound peace. : but elaborate armaments, built at enormous cost for the purpose of 
But lest these comparisons fail to impress our people with the magni- insuring international peace, are rapidly becoming, if they have not 
tude of our expenditures in preparation for w ar, let me add that with | already become, an anachronism in the world. 
the two billion dollars spent for this purpose during the past 10 years, In view of the fact that within the last six vears at least 80 treaties 
we could have built more than five Panama Canals at the highest esti- | of obligatory arbitration have been concluded between the nations, our 
mated cost of the completion of that great enterprise—the greatest un- | own Nation being a party to 23 of them, the world may confidently 
dertaking any nation in the history of the world has ever embarked hope that ere long the dream of the poet will be realized of a time 


























upon, 
If this expenditure approximately measured the cost of maintaining When the war drums beat no longer, 
this policy, or if its expenditure had placed us as a nation in a condi- And the battle flags are furled 
tion to successfully resist the force of any other nation, then the cost of In the parliament of Nations, 
armed peace might not be prohibitive, for the American people, so long The federation of the world. 


as their present prosperity continues, can maintain their present Mili- —— 
tary Establishment without jeopardizing their national credit or weaken- | 4 sorry scCARECROW—WAR PREPARATIONS AS PRICE OF PEACE—ASSUMP- 


ing their financial resources. But according to the judgment of our TIONS OF IGNORANCE REGARDING THE SOLDIERY OF THE CIVIL WAR. 
enthusiastic militarists, this vast expenditure during the past 10 years ae ‘ 

finds us in a deplorable condition from the standpoint of our national [By Col. William Hoynes, Notre Dame, [nd.] 

defense. Some one named Gen. Homer Lea has of late been busier with the 


We are told in official reports that after spending two and aj] pen than he ever was or is likely to be with the sword. His book enti 
quarter billion dollars in preparation for war in 10 years, almost any | tled “The Valor of Ignorance” has been industriously circulated and 
European or Oriental power could cross either of the two oceans which | persistently brought to the notice of the press. 
separate us from the rest of the world and successfully invade conti- The comments it has elicited betray in some places a sense of alarm 
nental United States, destroy our railroads, blow up our mountain | and in others a feeling akin to terror at our alleged unpreparedness for 
passes, paralyze our industry, and reduce to ashes the magnificent cities | war. He maintains with Hobson-like sensationalism and garrulity 
that sit queen-like on our Atlantic and Pacific coasts. These advo-| that any of the great nations could with comparative impunity bom 
eates of armed peace maintain that in order to put our Nation in a| bard our seaport cities, land armies, defeat us in battle, and obtain a 
state of preparedness for war it is necessary for us to have a standing | victory which might place us for years under the domination of a 
army of 400,000 men and also to fortify every place on our 7,000 miles | foreign foe. All these evils are predicated on our not having a bigger 
of coast line where it would be possible for an enemy to anchor a vessel | Navy and larger standing Army. 
and land an army. To carry out their theories would necessitate an This lugubrious jeremiad is not, however, an original fancy of Gen 
enormous increase in our war expenditures. This, then, would be the | Homer Lea. It is old and stale, although again exploited without 
logical end of the policy of maintaining our country on a peace basis | reference to its triteness. It has served for ages as a means of adding 
by being prepared at all times to meet the most remote contingencies | war vessels to the navies and new levies to the armies of empires and 
which might arise in the event that we should go to war with the | kingdoms. There is hardly any limit to it, except an empty exchequer, 
strongest nation. ‘to which it inevitably leads. 
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Moreover, in many instances the dead of the victorious army can not 
be recognized even by their comrades. With features changed in death 
agonic face nehed and shrunken or black and swollen; a strange, 
wild d unnatu expression substituted for that of life; limbs and 
for ned and rigid in unusual poses or bloated and offensive in 
premature decay, they often pass without identification, unless their 
na py ; 1 letters or ecards found on their persons. 

Thousands of t nameless heroes were disinterred from the battle- 
field trenches and decently buried in the national cemeteries. “ Un- 
known” is chiseled on the little headstones that mark their graves. In 
some places, as at Fredericksburg, the remains of five or six of them 
are often interred in the same tomb. It is not unusual to find wording 
sucl this on the gi markers: “ John Smith, Co. A, 2d Wis., an 
five unknown,” 

There is no doubt that hundreds or thousands of these “ unknown” 
are still carried on Army rolls as deserters. 

And who can t how many hundreds and thousands of brave fellows 
died namel so far as we know, in southern prisons? Captured in 
battle, lost suddenly to the view of their comrades, sent to Anderson- 
ville or other Confederate prisons and held there until death relieved 
them from their sufferings, the records of their names, companies, regi- 
ments, and when they died often failed to reach us, and sometimes 
were not preserved or even written out for use by the enemy. We can 
better imagine how numerous these must have been and how many 
the ands of them may still be carried on the Army rolls as deserters 
when we recall the fact that as many as 30.000 prisoners were at one 
time confined in the stockade at Andersonville. 

HOW TO MAINTAIN PEACE 

If Gen. Homer Lee had in fairness taken account of facts such as 

these, he would hardly have betrayed the ignorance or mental obliquity 


he exhibits in referring to desertions from the Army during the Civil 


War, nor would ke have ventured to equivocate in respect to the in- 
trepidity and fighting qualities of our citizen soldiery. He seems to 
think that a militia or volunteer army counts for little in the national 


defense, and that the safety of the Nation lies in an immense standing 
army and sea-covering navy. 


The truth is that the safety of the Nation consists in minding its 
own business and not interfering wantonly or braggartly with the 
affairs of other countries. As a self-respecting nation, adhering to 


lines of gentlemanly deportment, we might go on till doomsday without 
a foreign war, and so though our standing army were no greater than 
that of Switzerland, Luxemburg, or San Marino. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield six minutes to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. WErEks]. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I doubt if there is a Member of 
this House who is any more Solicitous than I am that we should 
provide for a sufficient and efficient Navy, and while we have 
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| year was all that was needed. 


war specialists and peace theorists in this House, as well as in | 


the country at large, it has seemed to me in the past that the 
policy which the department has recommended and the Naval 
Committee has adopted of building two battleships a year would 
substantially keep us in the same relative position in regard 
to other navies of the world that we are in to-day. If we are 
going to have a Navy at all, we should have a Navy sufficiently 
powerful to cope with any nation with which we may be brought 
in contact, and I have believed, and I still believe, that the Navy 
which we have is sufficient for that purj and that if we 
maintain 

Mr. HOBSON. 

Mr. WEEKS. 

Mr. HOBSON. 


jUpSe 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
I yield for a question. 
Merely whether the gentleman is conversant 
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in the past for the building of battleships. Let us consider our 
condition as it is. Assuming we have 32 battleships, 10 ar- 
mored cruisers, 18 scouts, 4 cruisers of the third class, 20 de- 
stroyers, and 28 torpedo boats, it would be necessary in order 
to furnish auxiliaries for a fleet of that size to provide 19 addi- 
tional scouts, 4 additional repair ships, 6 additional supply 
ships, 4 hospital ships, 2 tenders for destroyers, 3 tenders 
for submarines, 2 transports, and 19 colliers, and that would 
only supply sufficient colliers to provide coal for our fleet if the 
fleet were operating 2,000 miles or less from its base. 

If the fleet were operating 3,000 miles from its base, instead 
of requiring 29 colliers it would be necessary to have 41, and if 
operating 4,000 miles from its base we would have to have 55 
colliers instead of 29, and if operating 5,000 miles from its 
base it would be necessary for us to have 74 colliers to prop- 
erly supply the fleet from its base, to say nothing of the col- 
liers that would be necessary to supply the base with coal, un- 
less we have previously provided coal at our coaling stations 
throughout the world. 

This is a condition that will make our fleet absolutely help- 
less in time of need. We all know when the battleship fleet 
went around the world we had to use foreign bottoms to pro- 
vide the fleet with coal. We would have to do it to-day; we 
will have to do it a year from to-day, or two years from to-day, 
unless we make proper provisions to supply this absolute neces- 
sity; and I submit to this House it is futile for us to go ahead 
and provide additional battleships unless we are going to pro- 
vide the means for making them effective. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I have been contending all 
the while that our Navy is top-heavy in battleships and de- 
ficient in auxiliaries. It has been my contention and my policy 
to supply the auxiliaries and to cut down the overheavy battle- 
ships. 

In 1905 the Secretary of the Navy and President Roosevelt 
stated in their official reports to Congress that one battleship a 
That recommendation was re- 
newed in 1906. It is hardly necessary for me.to say that Mr. 
Roosevelt was an enthusiast on the Navy. And yet the policy 
has been changed. And to show how we are drifting, President 
Taft announced not long since that we should continue the 
two-battleship-a-year program until 1915, when the Panama 
Canal should be completed; and yet, in the present year, the 
Secretary of the Navy says that it is necessary to continue in- 


| definitely with two battleships a year in order to maintain and 


with the program of Germany that is now a law, under which | 


four Dreadnoughis are built every year and will continue to be 
built? 

Mr. WEEKS. I am familiar with the figures that have been 
submitted to the public by various naval authorities and by the 
Secretary of the Navy in his report, and I still think I am 
right in the conclusion to which I have come. Therefore, if we 
maintain substantially our present policy as to building battle- 
ships, it is my opinion we will retain our relative position among 
the nations of the earth. 

But I should not take the time of the House to say this if I 
did not wish also to call to the attention of the House the neces- 
sity which we have for a homogeneous naval foree, and for that 
I believe we are not providing. We must not only have battle- 
ships, but we must have officers and men, and sufficient aux- 
iliaries to make the battleship fleet effective. We have pro- 
vided by increasing the number of appointments to the Naval 
Academy for suflicient officers eventually for our present fleet, 
but we have a limitation of 45,000 men for all purposes, includ- 
ing manning the fleet, while if we engaged in war it would re- 
quire something like 60,000 men to man the fleet which we ac- 
tually have in commission or could put in comm 
time—15,000 more men than we have. The only possible place 
where we can get these men is by picking up such men as have 
served in the Navy recently and to make available the 6500 
men in the Naval Militia, not enough under any circumstances 
to provide sufficient men to man our fleet. But in the lack of 
auxiliaries we are in even a worse plight than in the case of 
officers and men. We must have additional auxiliaries or it 
folly for us to continue to build battleships, and I want to say 
now that unless Congress in its wisdom provides through the 
upbuilding of the merchant marine or by naval appropriations 
for additional auxiliaries for our fleet it my purpose here- 


ission 


is 


is 


| portance, 


at this | 


the expenditures of the last fiscal year for 
| Great Britain expended $195,535: 


after to yote against even the modest policy which has obtained ' horror of Germany. 


support the private navy shipbuilding yards of the country. 
How we are progressing! President Roosevelt and his Secre- 
tary said that one a year was sufficient, and President Taft has 


said two a year. 
Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. PADGETT. No: I can not. I have given the gentleman 
50 minutes of my time and have taken 6 myself. 

President Taft said when we complete the canal we could 
end the two-ship-a-year program, and yet the following is 
solemnly proclaimed to us in this report of the Secretary for 
the present year: 





In addition to this, however, it is important to lay special emphasis 
upon the effect of any break in this policy upon the shipyards of the 
country. The Navy must be to a certain extent dependent for its ma- 
terial and to some extent for its repal facilities in war time on these 
establishments Their preservation and eontinuance in business are 
necessary to the national safety. It is in this light that the need of 
the regular system of naval appropriation com of additional im 


Two battleships a year, with minor construction, is about as 
little as will suffice to obtain the result. 

Now, that is as strong as it could be printed; and then, fur- 
ther on in his report, he says that even after 1912 we must 
enlarge the program to more than two battleships a year. 





Now. I want to call the attention of the House to another 
thing. We have adopted a policy in the last two years. We 
never heard of it before two years ago. Now they say we 
must have a first line and a second line. Heretofore it has 
always been proclaimed that a battleship was good for not 
less than 20 years, but in order to stimulate this big process—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. PADGETT. May I have one minute more? 

Mr. FOSS. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. PADGETT. In order to stimulate this building they are 
dividing up and creating this artificial condition of a first line 


of 10 years and a second line of 20 years. 
I want to call attention to this: I statement of 
erent nations. 


United States expended 
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$1335,005.552, Germany expended $103,202 507, and Japan ex- 
pended $36.SS9,158. 
Now, then, we are having every year, alternately, threats of 


Last year we had the threat of an impending 
This year it is Japan. ‘The year before 


impending war. 
































t was Japan, and the year before that it was Germany. 
€ frighten the American 
Let us stand on our manhood and on our honor 
' such bugbears, and stand for a 
[Applause. ] 
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be frighten 


icy of o 
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“Ml by any 
1e¢ battleship. 
FOSS. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 
Four minutes. 
hairman, I desire the attention of the com- 
fly for a moment, and in the first place 
committee has not been moved by threats of war or by 
or agitation of the hour in the recommen- 
in the recommendation of previous 
I The policy of the Com- 
Naval Affairs, ever since I have had the honor of being 
n, and that has been for 11 years, has been to present to 
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The CHAIRMAN, But it relates to speed and radius of | list in a company armed with an old double-barrel shotgun to 


act pli, 
Mr. FOSS. Yes; it says the highest practicable speed. 
is a limitation on the discretion of the Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN, It seems to the Chair that 
Which appeals to speed, radius of as 
be amended by an amendment that 
Chair overrules the point of order, 


This 


an amendment 
tion, and forth, might 
related to draft, and the 
The question is on agreeing 


So 


to the amendment. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, there is in- 
volved here a serious question; one that some day must be 
taken up by other nations as well as our own. It is a ques- 


tion of limiting the depth of the artificial harbors of the world 


along with the draft of vessels using them. The country is 
making a vast expenditure through its river and harbor appro 
priations for the dredging of channels to accommodate not only 
naval vessels but great commercial vessels constructed in for- 
eign shipyards, and which some of our rivers and. harbors are 
unable to accommodate. Many of the nations of the Old World 
that assume to be naval powers are necessarily considering a 
limitation upon the size of vessels to be constructed. 

I have before me a brief list of the drafts which hold with 
regard to naval vessels constructed by some of the leading mari 
time powers. We have gone as far as any of them in the con- 
struction of our battleships with the single exception of Great 
Britain, which has now attained to a draft for battleships of 51 
feet. Germany is limited in the construction of battleships to 


a draft of less than 274 feet because of the Kiel Canal. There 
is no vessel in the German Navy, so far as I am informed, with 
a draft of more than 27 feet. Ja , the naval 
reference has been made this afternoon, h 
draw in excess of 28 feet. 
exactly the same position. 
draft of her battleships. 
Mr. Chairman, some time ago I introduced into this Tlouse, 
and it is now before the Committee on Foreign Affairs, a joint 


power to which 
as vessels that do not 
Austro-Hungary and Russia are in 
England is said to be reducing the 





resolution which proposed that the maritime nations of the 
world should be invited to an international conference to con- 
sider a lIimitation of the depths of artificial channels. This 


would be of great importance to this country, and to all others, 
in the matter of revenue. It would help to standardize the 
construction of war vessels and merchantmen, so that we could 
keep them within limits that might be agreed upon, and by a 
limitation of the depth of channels save expense the different 
nations now incur in maintaining artificial channels. 

It seems to be a matter of much consequence to this Nation 
that we should be called upon year after year to make increased 
appropriations for deeper harbors along the seacoast, either on 
the Pacifie or the Atlantic, for the accommodation of one or 
two great leviathans of the ocean, constructed on tht other 
side of the water. The Cunard Line proposes to build a vessel 
that draws 30 feet or upward, and then the Congress of the 
United States is expected to make an expenditure for deepening 
a harbor or harbors to accommodate that single foreign-built 
vessel. As as matter of eternal economy we will eventually 
have to draw the line somewhere. 

We have by the Panama Canal limited the depth of inter- 
naticnal commerce to 45 feet; that imit which may be 
used by vessels that propose to go through that canal, and it is 
to be hoped we shall never reach that limit. Germany, even in 
the matter of war vessels, is not since she lim- 
ited by the depth of the Kiel Canal, which is substantially 274 
feet. If gentlemen want to improve the peace relations of the 
world and extend the commercial relations of the 
sive money to their Governments, they will not 
bring about an international agreement that will 
ardization of the draft of throughout 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment, which I wish to offer to the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will 


] 


is the 


SO favored, 


Is 


world 
hesitate 
nean 
the 


and 
to 
stand- 


vessels world. 


recognize the gentleman 


from Colorado to offer an amendment, which the Clerk will 
report. 


rhe Clerk read as follows: 


Page 59, beginning with line 21, strike out the remainder of the page, 
and lines 1, 2, and 5 on page 60. 


Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. 
say that at the last Congress this amendment was offered, and 
I was one among 17 who voted for it. I propose at the end of 
the tenth month to ascertain how many Congressmen I can en- 
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meet the enemy upon the Pacifie coast. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 


ment, 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Rucker of Colorado) there were—ayes 10, noes 55. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following amend 3 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page GO, after 
*Qne first class 
vess f its c 
and having 
+ x. } 


line 3, add a new paragraph: 

armored cruiser of as high speed as any known 
lass, carrying as heavy armor and as powerful armament 
great a radius of action as practicable, and to cost n 
to exceed $7,000,000, exclusive of armor and armament.” 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is for tl 
purpose of beginning to make our Navy homogeneous. The get 
tlemen who have spoken before, including the gentleman froi 
Tennessee [Mr. Papcetr], have many of them expressed a de 
sire to make the Navy homogeneous. If they will look at the 
table of vessels of modern construction, they will find that the 
other nations are building what may be termed Dreadnought 
or battleship cruisers, or plain armored cruisers, « 
a new type. In the official records and reports they are termed 
armored cruisers of the Invincible type; that is, an armored 
cruiser that will carry the same caliber of guns as the batt} x 
ship, an armored cruiser that will have about 3, 4, and noy e 
even 5 and 6 knots superior speed to the battleships, and wi 
carry armor that will give them reasonable protection within 
moderate and short ranges, and give them good protection bh 
yond the range of the penetrating power of the armor-piercii 
projectile. 7 

Using high-explosive projectiles, they will then be on an equ: 
fighting basis with the Dreadnoughts themselves, and with the 
superior speed, as in the olden days, will be able to cap t! 
Dreadnought fleet and rake it, and be subject only to the bow 
guns of one battleship and not the broadside of the fleet. In 
the British navy they are going at the rate I should say roughly 
of a little less than three Dreadnoughts to one of those cruisers 
They now are building five such cruisers and have built three 
eight altogether. Germany building three 
Japan is building 
6 such cruisers. America has none. This means that whe 
* fleet goes out to meet a foreign fleet, even though the battle 
ships proper be equal in number, they would not have what ‘ 
they call the “fast wings.” These fast battleships or cruiser: 
that can go out and scout and even harrass the other fleet, ev: 
a battleship fleet, by capping it, and getting it where they could 
do great damage and receive very little in return. It becomes 
a very serious practical factor in battle. 

Again, until war and disaster open our eyes we are doomed 
to have no fleet in one ocean, because we have but one fleet f: 
two oceans. The enemy, having the choice of time, will bri z 
on war when the fleet is in the other ocean. There will be not 
ing there to prevent the opposing power from launching 
great army to strike us. But if we have only two such Dread 
nought cruisers in the deserted ocean, which could not be ¢: 
tured by the battleships of the enemy, then the enemy wou 
not dare to embark his troops and start over sea with his gre 
standing army. Two such Dreadnought cruisers could we 
postpone the invasion of our territory, and even gain ti! 
enough for our fleet to arrive and change the very issue of 1! aa 
war. 

I have pointed out again and again that America is con 
fronted with this situation, that across the Atlantie and across 
the Pacific there are great standing armies that we must pr! 
tect ourselves against because we have no standing armies of 4 
our own. We ought to put ships between us and those armies ) 
ought to have great battleship fleets constantly in bot 
oceans. But we do not have them, and the two-battleshipe 
year program is going to confine us to one fleet, and a di 
creasing fleet, relatively, until it will go down from 23 to 17 
ships in the first line of battle. The least we can do to g 
some protection in the other ocean is to be able to turn lo 
there at least two of these great Dreadnought cruisers. I ho} 
[ shall be sustained in this effort, irrespective of the nu 
policy Members may individually approve. We have establisli: 
policy. This amendment is to increase the bhomogeuei! 
[Cries of “ Vote!” ] 

The question is on agreeing to the ame 
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and efficiency of the fleet. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MONDELL. 
| paragraph. 


I offer the following amendment as a new 

































































rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming offers an 

endment, which the Clerk will report. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

ne yaragraph : 
nsert as & Dew sof not less than 21 knots trial speed, and to cost 
{ $2 OOO O00 each.’ 
‘Ir MANN. I make the point of order on the amendment. 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. 
\Iann}] make the point of order? 
Vir. MANN I make the point of order. 
he CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman's point of order? 
MANN. That it is not authorized, and the transports do 
not ¢ e within the rule. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
\\ ng [Mr. MONDELL] on the matter. 
ir MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, this is the naval bill, and 
« is the paragraph in the bill providing for naval vessels, and 

I am preposing two naval transports. ‘Transports are just as 

portant a part of a navy as a line of battleships. In fact, 

st at this time we are informed that our Navy is lacking in 

liciency, or would be in time of war, because we bave not and 
d not obtain the necessary transports. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, while I appreciate the anxiety of 

e gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MonpbeLi] to have trans 

ret troops and supplies sent from Wyoming across the 

Rt vy Mountains, still I think he will have to cross a mountain 

to get his amendment in, 

Mr. MONDELL. I may be different from the gentleman from 
s in this, that I do not always think of Wyoming as he 
hink of Illinois when I offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr, MANN. I always think of Illinois at all times, no matter 

I am doing. 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust this will not take up much time. I 

ifraid to go home in the dark. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. The rule is well settled. It only relates to the 

t of war vessels. 


i CHAIRMAN, The Chair is looking for a ruling of that 


Mr. MANN. If the Chair should happen to have at hand the 
izs on the last two or three naval bills he will find a num- 

ber to that eflect, 
rhe CHAIRMAN. May the Chair ask the gentleman 
Wyoming | Mr. MonbELL] whether the transports are to be used 
in transporting men of the Army 
Mr. MONDELL. 
plies in the 


soldiers? 
They are to be used for transporting sup 
Navy. as provided in the naval appropriation bill, 
ure necessarily naval transports. 
Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard on 
e point of order. 
Che CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman from 
|, in my judgment, is clearly correct. 
Navy practically since the Navy was founded. 
time of the Spanish War we had transports carrying 
nes from the mainland to insular possessions. We have 
ransports in the Navy for the service of the marines con 
They have recommended in programs 
r year. I can not understand how the idea could ever 
1 Member’s mind that the Navy may not have transports 
is the Army, because they must have a transportation 
plies and of men. 


Wvroming [Mr. Mon 


We have used trans- 
ts n the 


¢ lal 


been year 


It is clearly a naval vessel, if it was 
the amendment, and I do not believe the point of order 
(1 ©. 
e CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
\labama to say that there are naval transports now, so 
s the naval establishment is concerned? 
lr. HOBSON, § Yes, sir. 
* CHAIRMAN. When the naval bill was under considera 
i the last Congress an amendment was offered providing 
e torpedo-boat destroyers, and so forth. 
Wisconsin 


\ 


The gentleman 

Mr. STAFFORD| made a point of order against 

the ground that the appropriation was not authorized 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], the Chair- 
! f the committee, held: 

endment offered by the gentleman from Alabama is for the 

tion of additional vessels of a type now in use in the Navy 


\s the Chair 


understands, the pending amendment is in 
d the Chair overrules the point of order. 
<reeing to the amendment. 

‘ir, MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ala 
offered an amendment which he believed would increase 
ficiency of the Navy. I am rather inclined to agree with 
but I offer an amendment which, in my opinion, would 
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increase the efliciency of our Navy more than anything else that 


we can do. It is a fact that if war were to be declared to-dav 


1 the future. without some opp 
tunity for the purchase of ships, it would be utterly impossil 
for us to supp y our Na Vy. whereve cated, with the necess ry 
munitions of war. We have not enong el ts s flying 
the American flag, if we could buy ‘ to ply muni 
tions of war and furnish supplies for our Navy if it were 
located in the Pacific, and I doubt if we could do so if the seat 
of war were in the Atlantic. Certainly not if it were in tl 
western ocean. 

We have failed to provide legislation to b ld up the Ame l 
merchant marine. So long as we d ie to do that we must 
supply these troopships, these supply ships, these transports it 
is utterly useless to go on building these leviathans of war and 


launching them and sending them abroad when we have no 
and can not possibly obtain the ships necessary to furnish them 
with supplies and munitions of war, and can not furnish them 
with the men necessary to take care of our Navy in time of war 
Even if we had a month of preparation before the outbreak of 
a war, it would be difficult for us to purchase ships carrying 
the American flag in sufficient numbers to supply the needs ¢ 
our Navy. But if war were declared without any warning 
and that is the way war ordinarily comes upon us—it would be 
impossible for us to buy ships carrying neutral flags, and we 


would be compelled to depend upon the few ships which now 


carry the American flag clearly not enough to supplv the needs 
of our Navy. And we would have the spectacle of the finest 
Navy in the world in a condition absolutely helpless, because 
we could not furnish the necessary s plies 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agree to the amend 
ment. 

rhe question was taken, and the amendment was rejecte 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk vw read 

rhe Clerk read as follows 

Iwo fleet colliers, of 14 knots trial sp 1 whet 1 ! not 


12.500 tons of cargo and bunks ‘ t 1 S1,00 Ov 
Mr. SULZER Mr. Chairman, I offer the following end 
ment, which I send to the Clerk's desk vl sk to e read 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will 1 1 » amendment 
The Clerk read as follows 
Insert so as to read “ five fleet to t 
speed when carrying not less than 12.500 tons « go and ike! 


to cost mm to exceed $1,000,000 eax 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a word. We are buildi 
two battleships a year. What is needed are more 


The spectacle presented to the world when the battleship fleet 
went around the seas was something most deplorable d enoug! 
to make every American blush for shame The fleet had to b 
convoyed by foreign colliers In case of a war, during that 
pel od. those b ttleships would have bem s helpless and 
idle as “ painted ships upon a painted « rhev could 
have relied upon those foreign colliers. ‘J whole tl d 
onstrated the absurdity or our rye nt } 1 + cy \ , 
eolliers should be the order of the drs More swift tray ‘ 
stenmers should be built, so that we \ not have to f 
foreien ships to carry the coal, the food | es . 4 
our battleships wherever they go. 

Hence, it seems to me, as a matter of « ie sense, t] f 
we really desire to do something for the effi v of the Na 
we should begin to increase the number of colliers to ] r re 
with the inerease in the number of battles! “ lo do . 
wise is ridiculous in view of past experi« e We have ery 
few colliers, It will do no harm and 1 a] ny 
ment, to have at least three more provided for in this | 1 
I hope the amendment will be adopted 

Mr. HOBSON, What is the g ( Ss amendm 

Mr. SULZER. My amendment vw nere the mber of 
colliers herein authorized from two to five. It should be 
adopted. We should have more colliers, at least two for eve} 
battleship and cruiser. Common sense dictates it. 

‘Ir FOSS. Mr. Cl inn n. TF hone his proposition will he 
voted dow We have already hree ‘ ers authorized by 
Congress which we are not able to build at the present time by 
renson of the legislative restrictions which have been placed 


upon them. 
Ywo years ago we previded that a collier should be built 
the Mare Island Navy Yard, and put a limit of cost upon it « 
§$1.000,.000, The estimates for the building of that collier we) 
$1,400,000, or $500,000 more than we are paying for the build 


i iit 


ing of a similar collier by the Maryland Steel Co. to-day. T! 
House insisted that we 


should build this coilier in that navy 
yard, when it would cost 50 per cent more than to build it 
a private yard. 


inh 


Not only that, but last year we authorized the 
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| ( 
iM ~ ! 1 
i i PHREY « \\ \I ( nan, L off D 
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CHAIRMA Che nan f WW ston off 
é ] ( \ ) 
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‘ i s word 
e CHAIRMAN I! qj { 7) 71 to the amend 
i 
ques being take { “ejected 
\i HUMPHREY \ ll ) Mi (‘ha l I move to 
out 1 st wor lL wanted to hay pportunity to 
t | ame ne 
CHAIRMAN the gentl l ‘ Tl gentle 
f Ve J f \I HUGHES Cl imendment 
wh h the ¢ Kk Wi report 
| Cle id s follows 
t é in | 14, stril » period rg 
i l expen i 
‘ rporat 
' . ! t ion of 1 $ 
i ! x 1 labore d 
1 of th s 
1 
Mr. FOS I make the point of order against that. 
} CHAIRMAN rl Chair will he the gentleman from 
Né Je! \ 
HUGHES of Ney Tersey Mr. Chairman, this is ai 
emt » limit an appropriation. I ca the attention of the 
( ! f is here made to I 


(tempt 


appropri 





this mone, uurpose is t limit that ap priation so ft] 
pari i t can be paid except to persons, firms, or corpora 
~ ving cert qualifications. I do not think the Chai 
| hay ny difficulty in determining that the amendment 
orde. 
Mr. ROBERTS Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yes 
Mr. ROBERTS Is it the purpose of the gentleman’s amend 
ment to apply only to the four submarine torpedo boats to 


all the craft that | been authorized 
HUGHES of New Jersey 
subniirines 


Mr. MANN. Oh, no 











Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey Oh, ves 

Mr. MANN. I heard the amendment read. 

Mr. Ht GHES of New Jersey. i il¢ ec L off I hat a this 
time, and attempt to apply it to this part r item, is b e 
the attempt is made in this item to appropriate the m« \ 
right at this place. It has been held frequently, and I can cite 
the Chair to a number of decisions that is possible i this 
ma er to limit propriations. I call theChair’s attention to this 
precedent, volume 4, page 261, of Hinds’ Precedents, section 39 

On March 24. 1904. 1 ' thi ! ‘ was und 

Cx Wh l se « t oO 

‘ ( ’ 
t s f ) , in x 
bh: 151 ents, at $1.40 G5 rural 
™ id l sen t $1,0 é 5196.200 

Mr. \ Vi N ( .. off 
1s ; r the i a i : 
l I g ) 
i ¢ 7 1 

| 1 

M 0 a st t 
1 

\ ra f t CT l 

: ‘ ' not | 1! ed s the d . 
{ I i Ge 
‘ ( 
n ti I ( t 
) ) t hes a 
' aaa } . . > 
! ] e C} Vv l aiff rf ren? il. 
( I { i to 
t a < ( 1 not t t nd 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


think w: 


amendment 





FEBRUARY 21. 

















r é a 
ment is a thing else but an appropriation for certain agents, - 
l ‘ net ha rse I “# 
t } ( ; ( ned t + 
M { l if ndment goes on ys 
it i ‘\ i b = ~* l il > ‘ ] “ 
li \ al ec expended Wil } ( 
; a ! S$ it ee i \ \ 
SS} ‘ j has rig » SAY, al P 
\ qu ith Sol ol a rik ns W = ; 
whom we spend this ‘ : 
I ld be perfectly legitimate fo to say that this moi ¥ 
l ] exp ed f WoOl to be done in any establis a 
\ i |] | proper il ngements, where the £4 
re ere) fed r wl was fe or dangerou a 
them to carry on their employment. As there is quite a dist 
! ‘ le ir ic existing now between plants as to tl 
nl r of how ley work, these plants would fall into a 
F i right the point of the number of how ey 
wol This simply means that the Government shall spend t1 ee 
mey with the manufacturers having eight-hour plants. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman from New Jersey 
the attention of the Chair to the ruling on an amendment ident 
eal with this? 2 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. No, sir. There was an erron a 
ous ruling at one time on an amendment which the Chair m 


is Similar to this. am 
The CHAIRMAN, Can the gentleman tell the Chair wh 
that ruling was made? 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. 
as I would like to help the Chair. [Laughter.] 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it seems clear that th 
n is in order. I call the attenti of the 
ph 3940, volume 4, 


ition Chair 
where an amendment was held to 

mn, Which 
No part of any 


I could not do that, as m 





read as follows: 


money appropriated by this act for charities or 






le institutions shall be paid to any institution named in this 
nt the char or articles of incorporation thereof shall le 
I ded to ord to the Commissioners of the District of Colun 


to their designated agents, authority to visit and inspect such ir 


tutions, and to control and supervise the expenditure therein of all 
l funds paid appropriations made by Congress 
Tl ruling 
be made here. 
Here was a provision withholding appropriations from inst 
tutions which did not change their charters so as to confer « 
tain | upon the Cominissioners of the District of Col 
bia. The proposed amendment is that no money shall be p: 
to any pr i ‘orporation which has not established 
employees and mechanics. It impos : 


out ol 


is clearly analagous to the ruling which shot 


mowe»rs 


‘son, rm, or ¢ 


its 


for 


day 


eight-hour 

















certain limitations and obligations upon the parties who are é 
be the recipients of the money, and the two cases are identi . 
The ¢ in making that de ision, held: 
This at i simply provides that “no part of any money ay] 
pl ed by fi irit or charitable institutions shall be | 
to I named i tuis i intil the charter or article 
j 1 ti eof h ind so forth. It doe 
pur t to amend anv char b provides that the money * 
a shall not 1 tution until its chart 
amended as specified bh The amendn is simply a limitation 
the pl riation The Chaii verrules the point of order. 
In paragraph 5841 of volume 4 is contained the well-kn 
limitation regarding so-called sectarian schools: 
oO Feb y 24, 1896, the Commi ‘ ff the Whole House on 
s the Union was considering ragraph of the Indian appr 4 
pl ding t] support of Indian schools, when Mi Gt 
I of Michigan, offered this amendment: Ps 
1 i the intention of this 
in appropriated shall be paid for education in ta P 
Ss ry of t Interior is hereby charged wit F 
| und th ippropriation as to cart ay 
| i and required to make all 1 
1 tions 1 to | vent the use of any of 
f education i i ! yl cae” 
q 
rhe ¢ ir held su in amendment declaring the policy : 
Congress regarding the expenditure of an appropriation t 
arly a limitation upon the appropriation. What does 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey prop 
that is different from that proposed by Mr. Linton, of Michig 
It is impossible to differentiate these amendments. Suppose t 
amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey read— 
s hereby declared to the intention of this act that no 1 F 
priated shall be paid f W m these vessels in x 
ts where a workday longer than eight hours prevails, and 
Secretary of the Navy is hereby charged with the duty of so using 
dministering said appropriation as to carry out that object, and 
he ’ thorized and required to make all needful rules and ré 
ions necessary to prevent the use of any part of the said fund 
work d » in establ ments having a workday of more than eig 
hours 


It would be identical with the decision just cited. 
The pending amendment is clearly within the rulings heret 
fore made in the House as to what constitutes a limitation. 




















1911. 


— a 


In paragraph 3942, of volume 4, an amendment, as follows, | 


was offered: 

P ed. That no part of the appropriation shall be available for the 

4 roeal College of Utah until the Secretary of Agriculture shall be 
i and shall so certify to the Secretary of the Treasury that no | 
ficer, instructor, or employee of said college is engaged in the | 
of polygamy or polygamous relations. 

That amendment was held to be in order, because it was a 
limitation. It is incredible, Mr. Chairman, that it is possible 
nnder the rules of this House to withhold payments of money 
to persons who do not possess qualifications of the most varying 


character, unless it should be some qualification which affects 


1 


reasonable workday in 
decisions, but they are all so much of the same tenor and so 


Nev Jersey that I shall not read them unless the Chair desires. 


{ 


ti 
and under precisely the same circumstances. 
is offered to the paragraph 


{ 


S 


I 


which in no way controls the meaning, it seems to the Chair. 
The Chair will cause to be read the amendment offered by the 
gentleman 


oO 


I 
1 
h 
v 


V 


( 


‘ 


1 


r 


he right of men to work, and the opportunities to give them a 
their avocations. I have some other 


early control the amendment offered by the gentleman from 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I think this same point was de- 
ded last year and the decision rendered by the Chair at that 


me, 

The CHAIRMAN. When the naval bill was under considera- 
on a vear ago, April 18, 1910, this precise question was raised, | 
) The amendment 
relating to the construction of 
orpedo boats. When that paragraph was read last year this 
ame amendment was then offered to this same paragraph. 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Not the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to know in 
espect it differs. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. 


what 


It differs quite materially. 
In only two or three words at the end, 


from New Jersey, and the amendment which he 
ffered last year. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ purpose,” in line 14, 
nsert a semicolon, and add: Nad 

Provided, That no part of the appropriation shall be expended for | 
he construction of any boat by any person, firm, or corporation which | 
as not at the time of the commencement and construction of said | 
essels established an eight-hour workday for all employees, laborers, 
nd mechanics engaged or to be engaged in the construction of the 
essels named herein.” 
The CHAIRMAN, 
ffered last year. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no part of the money shall be paid to any person, 
rm, or corporation which has not at the commencement of and during | 
he construction of the work for which this appropriation is made, | 
stablished an eight-hour workday for all employees, laborers, and me- 
hanies engaged in doing the work for which this money is appropriated. 


strike out the period and 





The Clerk will now read the amendment 


Nothing herein shall affect any existing contract. 


The CHAIRMAN. The occupant of the chair at that time was | 
ne of the ablest parliamentarians in public life, the gentleman | 
m Illinois [Mr. MANN], and at that time he sustained the 

int of order, and the Chair follows that precedent and sus- 

ns the point of order now. 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ap 


peal from the decision of the Chair, and I would like to state 
the reason for so doing. 
rhe CHAIRMAN, After the Chair states the question the 
( will recognize the gentleman. The gentleman from New | 
Jersey |Mr. Hucues] appeals from the decision of the Chair, 
| the question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
ent of the committee? The gentleman from New Jersey 
Mr. Huenes] is recognized. 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, of course I 
ut it definitely understood that I have the highest respect for 
ity of the present Chairman, as I have for the gentle- 
upon whose decision the Chair is now relying, but I want 
rry the Members back to this time last year and have 
remember the circumstances under which this ruling was 


there had been put into the naval bill the eight-hour provi- 

§ that the proponents of that measure desired, and other 
i which they favored had been written into the meas- 

any effort was made to apply the provision of the 
law by way of limitation. The hour was late; the 
s, if 1 am any judge, a little bit out of temper. Every- 

aS anxious to get home, and the gentlemen who were 

e and my friend from New York in that fight regarded 

s over for that occasion, believing that we had obtained 


e 
vr 
tll 


everything that we wanted. | 
I offered the amendmeut | 


at that time, because I expected to 


cet a favorable ruling upon it. It was not argued. It was 
nage eB offered, and, at that, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. | 
MANN] took five or six minutes considering it before he, in what | 
1 regarded as a very doubtful manner, decided it was legisla- | 
Lon and not a limitation. 
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| to give them 



































































Now, Hinds’ Pr 


ecedents are simply alive with limitations of 
that character. Limitations have been put on appropriation 
bills of every known and conceivable kind The House has 
availed itself of this method of contre the money that it 
spends, and there bas grown up a line of legislation of this 
character which has been very effective and very useful to 


Members of the House. 
to committees; Members have no way of getting them out, no 
way, sometimes in the rmoil of 
the closing hours of a getting a hearing, but 
sometimes, when the money is being appropriated for the ob 
jects with which the legislation in which the Member is inter- 
ested deals, an opportunity is presented in a sort of a way to 
test the temper of the House and to see how far it is willing to 
go along that particular line. This has happened over and over 
again in the memory of every man in the House now 

As I say, the books are simply full of precedents and of lan 
guage of this kind which has been held over and over again to 
be merely a limitation. 

Now, after all, what does this amendment propose to do? It 
simply says that persons, firms, or corporations lacking certain 
qualifications shall not be considered when this money is to be 
spent, 

There is no direction to the Secretary of the Navy telling him 
to go to some person, firm, or corporation having certain qual 
fications ; no attempt to control his discretion in any way atlirm 


Oftentimes bills are introduced and go 


press of business, in the 


session, of even 


| atively; it simply says what we have said a hundred times upon 


a hundred other propositions, namely, that this money shall 
not be spent with any person, firm, or corporation lacking cer- 


tain qualifications. And in this case we say this money shall 


not be spent with a corporation, a firm, or person who has not 


established an eight-hour day at his yard for the purpose of 
There is no attempt to control him any fur 
ther than that. It is for these reasons, and in the belief that 
this is a limitation, that it is not legislation, and in the hope 
that I can prevent this House from taking the stand that they 
will be liberal in the matter of limitations, so far as the count 
less subjects with which this House deals is concerned, but 
shall only narrow their consideration when it comes to dealing 
with the laboring men of this country -who have been denied 
that which the statute law of this country has been supposed 
it is in the hope that I may be able to prevent 
that that I most respectfully appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. MANN. I was in the chair when the ruling was made 
last year on which the present occupant of the chair relies. I 
think no one will charge the occupant of the chair at that time 
with having ruled unfairly upon the proposition submitted by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Hueues] relating to eight- 
hour labor, because the parts of the proposition which he pre- 
sented which were in order were held to be in order. What is 
the proposition now? It is so plain that the gentleman from 
New Jersey himself, when he gets away from the prejudices 
of-the moment, will admit that the ruling last year and the 
present ruling are correct. 

What is the proposition? Iere is a provision for the econ 
struction of four submarine torpedo boats. If that appropria 
tion be made in the way proposed, the Secretary of the N 


may invite proposals for the construction of those vessels, but 
under existing law he has no authority to say that no one can 
bid that has not eight-hour labor in his yard He has no 
authority under the existing law to limit the bidders to the 
yards only which employ eight-hour labor. 

What is the proposition that the gentlen 1. from New Jersey 
proposes? Under the guise of a limitation he proposes that the 


Secretary of the Navy can not s} d this me , iless the bid 
be limited to those \ rds which have eight-hour labor. 

What is the result’? Kither that the mone ean not he 
expended or that the Secretary of the Navy construes t ‘ 
change of existing law; and when he s this ‘ on is in 
the law he can not say th Congress S writt 1 the 
that which means nothing, that the d ! oD 


tion and forbade its expenditure, 


the so-called limitation is a change ofl And whereas 


he can not confine bidders to thos ¢ eight-hour lab 
if this provision goes in, the law has | uged by legis 

so that he must confine the bidders to Se ploying eig 
hour labor. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentk n yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman remembers the amend 
ment which was offered to the sundry civil bill m ding that 
no part of the appropriation should be apportioned to ‘ 
National Heme for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers which main 
tained a canteen. If the reasoning of the gentleman now is cor 


| rect, the official who administered that law had reason to with- 


hold the appropriation entirely because of the existence of the 
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t » homes, or else to construe it as a change This message relates to an act which is referred to init. 1 ; 
Dp ed at that time the maintenance of the | President continues: eK 
It seems to me from the past history that the Government has | 
MANN. WN t al committed to a policy of encouraging the limitation of the day's w 
: — — . to eight hours in all works of construction initiated by itself, and 
{ rITZGERA ) } . — he ventior " ren tts I Ir’ mn all wor t ost nitlé d by if, and 
se — Maa mow mes man differentiate | seems to me illogical to maintain a difference between Government y 
> TWO? done on Government soil and Government work done in a private « 5 
[ANN. The differen so plain that the gentleman | lishment, when the work is of such large dimensions and involves 
New York perfectly anpreciat “t4 expenditure of much labor for a considerable period, so that the priy 
a ae eae ec . ee eenres , . nufacturer may adjust himself and his establishment to the sj 
Ir. FITZGERALD I do not [ have never been able to of employment that he must make with his workmen for 
ite the peculiar logic of the gentleman from Illinois | P@rUcular jol 


I made that ruling, and I have discussed it with him Then the President disavows any intention of extending 














frequently. Let the gentleman show how the ruling referred | provision to include small contracts, which would be diffi * 

to in conn n with the canteen in the National Homes | He says: L 

for Disal l Voluntec Soldiers differ in characte or I recommend that instead of enacting the pr posed bill, the m« at 
t fro { ny} nt ’ nd { f +) rant} a ff which is not clear ar definite and might be give a constr h 

> a a oP Sa ee gentleman from New embarras ing to the public, ineevest the present a t ‘ty Bn \ ee 

OVERS * viding that public work all be construed to incl not only ee 
Mr. MANN, I donot object to arguing on either of those rul- | ings and work upon public grounds, but also ships, armor, and WF 
. Phe can proposition was that you might or might not, | #28 ™anufactured in private yards or factor! 

under the existing law, maintain a canteen. There was no law There we have the authority of the President of the U1 

requiring the maintenan of a cant The Secretary could | States earnestly insisting to this Congress in its legisla 

maintain a canteen or not, as he chose, and when we made the | Capacity that the eight-hour day ought to be recognized 

limitation we said he must exercise the discretion he had enforced in the construction of battleships in private institu 

1 { intain the canteen if he wished to use the money, | i this country. The recommendations of the Chief Execu s 

But here you change the law He must construe it as a change | 4%e only in harmony with the universal movement which is 

of law or else he can not expend the money. vancing everywhere for a reduction of the hours of toil ‘i 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I just want to call the atten- | these who are performing the manual labor of the world. 2 

tion of the gentleman to the fact that the Secretary of the Navy | ight-hour day is a fixed principle in our social eco 

may or may not have this work done in an eight-hour vard | Private enterprise has largely adopted it, and it ought to 3 

under the law now. : applied by the Government wherever possible. The depart 


Mr. MANN. The Secretary of the Navy may say that Con- | 2!ways has justified itself in its results. The shorter work« ae 
gress has made an appropriation and in the appropriation has | Secures leisure for culture, for enlightenment, for improven ies 
forbade him to expend it; but if he does, he will say that Con- | It makes for a higher standard of living and for a more in mR 


iti i , "Ss » ACE . io , «wy os 
gress is a dunce, and the Secretary of the Navy has no right to | 8@"* citizenship. It has always been accompanied by a a 
sav that of Congress creased measure of contentment and happiness. We can 1 


Mr. JAMES. Why not? [Laughter.] this moment establish the principle generally, but we can 
Mr. MANN. It may be the fact, but he has no right to say it. | 288ett our allegiance to it by supporting the pending an 
Hie must construe the provision in the law as meaning some- | ™e™- Therefore, much as I regret to disagree with the par 
ing, and this means nothing unless it means a change of | @¢ntary conclusions of the Chair, because of the persu: 
legislation. ' reasons I have suggested, I shall vote without hesitatior 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairma het ia = de. | overrule its decision in this instance. 
area ee Salzman, what 3s the limit of the de- | "Mfr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the ai 
The CHAIRMAN. No limit has been fixed. tion of the House to some statements made at another 
Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, I think all the membership |! @8ked the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manx] wheth 
of this House agree that the present occupant of the Chair is could differentiate the amendment offered Umiting the — 
always just and fair in his rulings; but we are confronted ture of money in national homes tor disabled soldiers from 
here this afternoon by a situation in which we can not be in- | 2™endment now under consideration offered by the gentlen 
fluenced by any consideration except our own conviction of from New Jersey. He said the difference was as clear as 
duty. This bill provides for the construction of four submarine | *™4 that I could see it as well as himself. " 
torpedo boats. The amendment proposed by the gentleman The canteen amendment was offered February 23, 1907. 





23, 
from New Jersey [Mr. Hvucnes] undertakes to limit that con- | ¢@tleman from Missouri [Mr. Bartio.pt] made a_poil Bd 
struction to persons, firms, or corporations who have recog- | °'der against it. The gentleman from Illinois spoke oe ; 
nized the principle of the eight-hour day in their operations, | °f the point of order and practically made a speech iden . 
Now, we who believe that that is a proper limitation upon this | With the one which he makes in support of the point of o1 rf 
appropriation bill are restricted to one of two alternatives to be | UPon this amendment, and apparently he stated everyt P 
pursued. Either we must vote to sustain the Chair, who has possible that could be stated in favor of that point of orde1 e 
bottomed his opipion upon a precedent established last year, | Cause it has been printed in Hinds’ Precedents, so that ep 
or we must vote to overrule the Chair, and thus afford the House might see the reasons urged in support of the poi : 
House the opportunity to record its own opinion upon the | order and the action taken by the Chair. This is what 
policy of an eight-hour day in the construction of Government | gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] said in the course o! e 
ships. debate: 

I know there is no man on this side of the House who enter- Ti re is a situation 10W propos d where Congress by law is 
tains a more sincere affection for the present occupant of the on At soldi ay Gaanle fe hae wanted the evlecnnene ‘a ) 
chair than I do, but I am not to be controlled in my vote here | managers in accordance with the provisions of the statute. It 





























by my esteem for him. I read in the message sent to this | that as Ss can — to apuceuanetey Sie Mr. Chairman, it j 
‘oneres \ 'rosidear Toft ls ECE! er Lan moa <¢ true that the Chair has frequently ruiec hat Congress can not, 
Congress b Pre ident Taft last December these words as a point of order, by limitation change the organic law. Here is a 
respects the eight-hour day: vision that, although Congress has created these soldiers’ homes 
. 1868 it has been the declared pur: o wus rs law, although it has provided for the government cf t! e 
; ; ‘ > it has ae eae clei Pp ag o vhs Government to hom bv a board of managers, a proposition through th Bs 
: pana ee Sion of law that 1itation to take away the control of the board of mana; 
in ar te eae lea damit 24 ? ne Government | py affirmative legislation in the guise of a limitation to char : 
ae gene ee en ey See statute upon that subject. While limitations are usually favore ie 
, 1 7 ) r ronert!t ] j ie "iA he hea ‘hair ight wv be 
4)) vhat the provisions of t] aah he Chair, properly, still it is true that the Chair might well : 
pina itil ; of that law and | go, ms to me, that a limitation in this guise, changing the law 
Ral : the board of managers the discretion over the management ‘a 
ir t present ir law was passer which homes, is positive, affirmative legislation, as it undoubtedly w * 
| that th v id emp of all labore! chan- | constrt “l by the Comptroller of the Treasury, and therefore su 
‘ now hereafter } ( ved th I nt of | 2 point of order It is perfectly manifest that an item of this k 
t l tate by the D t of ¢ mbi by any « tor « , the bill is construed by the Comptroller of the Treasury as pé , 
tractor on any of the public works of the United and of | legislation, although it be in the form of a limitation. , 
tf id District of Columbia ts hereby rest 4 i to eight hours in any Now, the amendment under consideration at that tin 
Ph i I constr to limit the application ssnelliaatll aS 
f dire ly employed by the Govern as follows: - 
d upon publ rks situate upon Provided further, That no part of this appropriation sha l . 
1d own rhis construction prevented its ap- | tioned to ar National HlHome for Disabled Volunteers that cont 
cation and other vessels built in private | bar or canteen where intoxicating liquors are sold 
I ards armor plate ntract or and made in sine as . .. 6 > “a a1 
— — es 1 mad Without quoting the opinion of the Chair at that t 
Che pre no laborer or mechanic doing any part I will do so, if the gentleman from Illinois thinks I hai 
" ntract with the U1 fod States, in the him an injustice 
employ or t » contractor ¢ any subcontractor, ri be require or ‘ . vw’ ‘ a le aid : pe hoe al Bai 
pert iitted to work more than eight hours a day in any one calen Mr. MANN, N rs I think the gentieman has added 


dar day. rially to the value of his speech by quoting thus far. 
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or regulations, this bill should carry the provision which has 
been carried since 1886 regulating the making of the contract 
ior mater s to enter into these ships, 

NO eX] ation has been given by the Naval Committee for 
its failure to incorporate this provision or for its failure to 
insert so1 other provision in the place of it. It seems to me 
the « e should have these facts, so that they may a 
nite l ym them 

The | his early ibject to the point of order, but bi 
eat t i uliar Condition affecting the naval appropriati 
bill and the necessity for some legislation with each batch of 
ships orized the point of order has never been made against 
this provision in the 25 years in which it has been carried in 
the 1 | ropriation act 
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ince of the 


is difficult for us here to gather the fu 


signific but I want to inquire of tl 
gentleman if it 
the bill last vear, on page 26 of that bil 


Mr. FITZGERALD. No; it 


amendment, 








same as appeared 


the bill of last year. It is the same as appeared in the bi 
every year up to last year. 
Mr. KENDALL. IT mean the amendment of the gentleman. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I offered the amendment without the 


provision that I 
noxious one. 
Mr. MANN. I make a point of order against the amendment 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. SULZER. I offer the following amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
Mr. SULZER. To be inserted as a new 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert as a new 
“The Sec 


ships autl 


thought, perhaps, might be held 


to be an ob- 


paragraph, 





paragraph the following: 
retary of the Navy skLall build one of the first-class bhatt 
orized in this act in such navy yard as he may designate, and 
may build any of the herein authorized in navy yards 
he shall designate, should it reasonably appear that persons, firt 
or corporations, or the agents thereof, bidding for the construction « 
any of said vessels heve entered into any combination, agreement, 
understanding, the object, or purpose of which is to deprive tl 
Government of fair, open, and unrestricted competition in letting con 
tracts for the construction of any of said vessels.” 

Mr. FOSS. I make a point of order against the amendment 

Mr. SULZER. Just a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
the point of order? 

Mr. FOSS. I make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman fro) 
New York on the point of order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, of course I realize that tli 
new paragraph offered by me is subject to a point of order 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can not hear the gentlema 
further, then. The point of order is made, and the merits ¢a 
not be discussed. 

Mr. SULZER. But I 
; owed to go into 
gentleman to pass the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. May I say a word on 
point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing before the con 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Construction and machi vy: On account of Is and o 
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of which shall ex ed $1 ) 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I move to strik« 
the last word. I make that motion simply to reply to the 
tinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BArRTHOLDT] and ot 
gentlemen who have deprecated the idea that there may bi 


cts war, 
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nd I want to call the attention of the House to some 
reference to that prediction : 
ne to a’oberflow,” said Noah, lookin’ solemn 
Noah tuk the Herald, an’ he read de ribber column; 
his hands to wuk a-cl’arin’ timber patches, 
e's gwine to build a boat to beat the steamah Natchez. 
‘  a-nailin’ an’ a-chippin’ an’ a-sawin’, 
wicked neighbors kep’ a-laughin’ an’ a-pshawin’ ; 
in’t min’ ’em, knowin’ whut wuz gwine to happen, 
an’ 40 nights de rain it kep’ a-drappin’. 
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fr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


Clerk read as follows: 
ng out all after the word “ which ” 
f indirect labor, shall exceed 





FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
Iment. 
CHAIRMAN. 
estion is on agreeing to the amendment. 
_ KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, in explanation of the 
dment I have just offered will state that it does not in 
ie million-dollar limitation but adds to the provis 
ds “exclusive of indirect labor,” so that, as amended, it 


The Chair overrules the point of order. 


That no part of the appropriation shall be used for thx 
the construction of any collier the total cost of whic! 
of indirect labor, shall exceed $1,000,000, 
ection with this amendment I want to call the atten 
the House to certain facts relating to the collier whicl 
authorized to be built at the Mare Island Navy Yard. 
facts are important to the House and should be fully and 
kly stated. The naval appropriation bill of 1908 provided 
construction of two fleet colliers with a speed of 14 
s and with a carrying capacity of 12,500 tons of cargo and 
1 al, and the limit of cost on each was $1,800,000. In 
words, when it was thought that these colliers were to be 
ed in private yards the limit of cost on each was fixed 
00,000. No voice was raised on this floor in protest 
no member of the Naval Committee was heard 
ion to the price of $1,800,000 for each of these colliers. 
But an amendment was offered on the floor of the House pri 
ne that one of these colliers should be constructed in a 
y yard on the Pacific coast. The Secretary of the Navy re 
sed to carry out the will of Congress. Immediately after 
( cress adjourned the private ship firms evidently got t 
{ d submitted bids, and the lowest was $822,500. 
e nearly all alike, and while I do not charge that there 
ision between the bidders the fact remains that the 
were practically identical, and I have them on my desk 
ic present moment. In view of the low private bids th 
Secretary of the Navy did not begin at Mare Island Navy Yard 
ustruction of the collier authorized. One of the colliers 
to a private firm. It was evidently taken at a loss and 
s shared by others. 
this fact in mind, that prior to this contract the 
xed for colliers to be constructed at private yards was 
0 apiece. In the naval appropriation bill the next year 
dment was inserted providing that the Secretary of the 
ld take the collier from the navy yard and give it to 
te shipbuilding firm. I made a point of order against 
agraph and it went out. Then what do we find? The 
tion placed in the bill for colliers was $900,000. Pri 
ctors, after they thought they had deprived the navy 
the work, raised their bids. The next year it wa 
1 to $1,000,000, and this year the limitation is again 
The Navy Department received but a single bid 
e contractors last year for these colliers, and that 
or $1,596,500, $128,900 more than the price at which 
be constructed at the Mare Island Navy Yard. 
re me a letter from the Secretary of the Navy in 
tes that to build a collier at the Mare Island N 
t a little over $1,400,000, 
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no objection. 
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Ir FOSS. All that this does is simply to add to the cost of| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the amend 
this collier If you took out the indi t charges you would | ment which the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Hugues} 


add to the cost of it. The collier will cost just as much, | bas sent up has already been agreed to. 


We ist that when we are spending so much money here upon | Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. It is in the next paragraph 

the Navy that we should appropriate it in a way where every | The Clerk again read the amendment. 

dollar will go the furthest, and if gentlemen insist upon build- Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 

hips in the navy yards it means in the case of a collier 50} Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I want that 

per cent more. cso in after line 5, after the word “ cents,” on page 61. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit me Mr. FOSS. We have passed that, Mr. Chairman. 

o ask him one question? The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [M 
Mir. FOSS. Yes. HuGHes| now offers his amendment in line 5 instead of line 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is there any navy yard in] It is the same amendment? 

this conntry, save one, equipped to build a battleship? Mr. HUGiIIES of New Jersey. It is the same amendme) 
Mr. FOSS. Only one, and that is New York. with an addition, which makes it structurally the same as t! \ 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The only one in which this] last amendment. 

work must coucentrate. The CHAIRMAN, Is this in lieu of the first amendment 
Mr. FOSS. Now, it is not necessary for us to build ships to | in addition to it? 

keep the working force in our yards. We have enough work Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. It is in addition to it. 

from the repairs of ships to keep up the working force in the The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read it. 

yards, and when you build a ship in a navy yard and draw hun The Clerk read the amendment, modified, as follows: 


dreds of men into that yard to build that ship, and when you are Ke ' ’ * im line 5 1 i —— 
We } ha ahi hey g 1 ecause we do n wed them. vou | After the word “ cents,” in line 5, page 61, insert the following: 
a ao eat on sine a aioe aan ~ Sean al t han | t} 8 nee pers . age cry liye et ve nega 
are Gomme % Jus » DY ! tiie S ‘ avy v< ’ ~ | the construction of any boat by any person, firm, or corporation w! 
laboring people of the country, unless you propose to continue | has not at the time of the commencement and during the construct 
the policy of building ships right along in the navy yards of | jal — po get oa sega a eee oe a ee 
: aborers, al ‘chanics engaged, or ve engaged, > copstruc 
the country. The repairs upon our ships are sufficient to keep | of the vessels ome Seen ee a 
our laboring men employed in all these yards, and it is not “Provided, That this limitation shall not apply to payments to 
plo} : : ; pose 
necessary to build even a little ship, a gunboat, or torpedo boat | ™@de under contracts made prior to the approval of this act. 
in order to do it. Mr. FOSS » Chairms ak ' “dar ' 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order again: 
S eS y . Tha tennis ha <« name o » s , ——_ 
Mr. HOBSON. Mr. ¢ hairman, the amendment ought to he lthat. It isa change of law. 
clearly understood. If the amendment is defeated, the collier | The CHAIRMAN. This seems to be to the Chair very similar 
ene ae pram yor a eae a to the amendment that the House has just voted on, to which a 
ne eta pap pee aera 7 the Se ee ‘allss | point of order was made and upon which the decision of the 
Mare Island will try to bul te coller at what will be a very | Chair was overruled; and in accordance with that decision of 
ae ip ee eens iit in gueesh. “teeta tae the House, the Chair overrules the point of order against this 
elleve la © 4 elit ic OuLg oO prevall. or > Mare . 
i : : amendment, 
Island Navy Yard a collier is as large a piece of work as the \ cine a ; 
: : * ADAMSON. Mr. Chairm: re mi ; 
battleship is for the navy yard at New York. I am strongly in | Mr. ADAMSON _ halrman, the gentleman from A 
f f maintaining our navy vards on a substantial basis bama [Mr. Hopson] has kept me so perturbed and nervous with 
3 P ) hii ‘ { ) t i s i : SlLé i assis, . ° . ° ® . ° 
\ son cer could meet the requirements of expansion when war his annual direful prognostications of invasion and destructi: 
ou s. If we simply carry them on on the basis of ré pairs in by Japan that T have been unable to compose my mind and fee! 
‘omnes, > Sl i} ‘ 7 it’ > asi: Ts ‘ per “wep . ila fk tia i e Re 
time of peace, neither the equipment nor the personnel will be 7 ae suffic iently to pre _— wa speech _ this bill. Tt is n 
prepared or trained to meet the expanded requirements for opinion, however, entertained constantly during the 11 mont! 
ships damaged in time of war. Of course, the question of the Stes h .. oe ™ hen = a “ a a an yen oe - Gent! 
cost should be taken into careful account. Mare Island ought is wa * — — ge a ai a oe ee mm mon 
not to be allowed to build a collier at $1,800,000, but I do be- she ean not, and that she will never try. If that island e1 
lieve that at this juncture, when the question of overhead | P!T® should ever be misled by the hysterical statements of | 
i n rt settled when the question f én st accountin ae | gentleman from Alabama into making war upon us under t! 
‘harges Ss se “<. ; > {CS ) n < i £ , . . - yy . 1 
; : — aie aa unized fae we ought not to permit the delusion that she stood any chance of success, it would be hia: 
st > air ¢ xed, thi: e ougl rm . ; 
h ; op Vv of ead charges to be put on this particular caitiied and | ° the gentleman from Alabama, after we had thrashed her t 
ot teh buildin of tt Meee teak 7 . a finish, Her frazzled and dismembered remains would 1 
. ’ ( oO i MATe LSlt . . . : 
oe Na Vv De artment I am informed by the gentleman from | proach the gentleman from Alabama all his days for deceivi 
C lite oe ae the ’ proposition Leaving oft the ove rhead | aud deluding her into the belief that she could stand any sho 
alifornia, ¢ S »- Leaving rhead |;.. » war acaingt us is generallv recogni; reeuhod 
charges will simply be following the custom that has prevailed peed . ee Cee te is generally recognized by everyb ; 
heretofore. It is but a fair and reasonable proposition. It is except the gentleman from Alabama that when the Southe: 
ta b cou 1 t} t tl io ebliter b eu 1 id up all the < ve irs Confederacy, after having put up the most stubborn war t! 
eo recre » i s collier has been hei i se ‘ , } , % ° : ; | 
M : ‘Isl:t ion ht t 1 illowed to 0 on and build it. From world ever saw, with more actual fighting than the world had 
are Is ig ( ag > £ ar ! - « i ’ i i 
ee a ee a ht t » authorize the navy yard at Norfolk, | SC°? 73 thousand years or will see in the next thousand yea! 
l > ie , ig oO i a ? é ‘ i 4 : s . s on ‘ 
a at Man 1 land ind all the navy vards that are to be | #4 failed to vanquish the United States, there was no us 
ne one ¢ Mure Sli al, é ( ‘ > i araus ‘ i > ? , . ; “1 , 2 ny 
. or ¢ other nation to try conclusions r : 0 
given serious work in time of war to build a collier or other cae) Suuaied in aan preening Be canes i 
auxiliary, provided they can do it within a reasonable increase Ji)". alco ec i eee giant ee 
: y, ’ victor, also established her as preeminent and invincible amo! 
Or COBL all the nations, and all the nations know i 
The chairman of the Naval Committee has been maintaining - sap . ; s mnow i. : ‘ ; 
that the cost of work in navy yards is greater than in private No nation will levy war against her unless driven into it 
asian and so it is ‘He ought not ‘theref re to find shiestion our own misconduct and unfair treatment, and then only 
e * ~~ = . — » ’ -" ’ , he las ‘ePSsor "a ‘ ‘ o> a : nie P » for: 
when they are willing to try to build it at Mare Island with | the last resort. We ought to follow the advice of cur fo1 
only the difference of the overhead charges fathers—behave ourselves, treat other nations fairly, cultiva' 
e rence » > fh ‘nharges, : . Pre 
MM) . peace and commerce with all countries, not failing to devo 


” 


‘he adoptior F is i mdment will fulfill the requirements 3 é 
- e adoption of this amendmen an : ee all periods of peace and prosperity to developing great: 
of economy and promote the general etliciency of the navy yard trength and prestige, which w n entlly dnd vauitie moot 
. . ° . . . : streng i Sige, c¢ ©’ cal "aS r § “apic , obi 
at Mare Island, and is in line with sound policy for the Navy. s 3 ; y a 


and utilize when necessity arises. I shall not consent to 
demands of the gentleman from Alabama as to the rapid 
cre:se of our Navy. If I believed what he claims, I wo 
j} admit that we need 300 battleships instead of 3, but if dey: 
tating war is to come in nine months we could not poss 
finish any of them in time for our defense, for the keels 
three will hardly be laid in nine months. If red-handed w 
does come, we will have to trust under Providence in our « 


[Cries of “ Vote!) 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, 

Nhe question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Foss) there were ayes 7, noes 37. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN The Clerk will read. 


Pst p See nae eee See a I offer an | vices, ingenuity, courage, and patriotism, which have never | 
‘he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. | failed and which will put to ruin any nation which dares ar 

: lin main Aliens 4 mient ae Golteuws - | us to resentment. The ancient tale of Archimedes sustail 

. ye a a 2 on “es at sea al 7 om t the followt: | the prolonged defense of Syracuse against the Roman legions 1 
That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for | 80 long a time is not more wonderful than the genius and 

‘ mt by any | n, firm, or corporation which | ventive and creative power displayed by the Americans on | 

‘ v . r red ‘an eight ! me ae te ae —— saan sides during the Cty it War, which presented instances and . 
exs, and mechanics engaged, or to be engaged, in the construction tacles not only of invention and development, but also of sk 
of the vessels named herein. daring, generalship, and statesmanship unequaled in the 
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e story and not likely to be s irpassed until time shall 


sed to building battleships fast enough to take the 


i 
i 


‘ it of the Steel Trust. I would rather leave some 

for competition to play on in the hope of some slight 

in cost. In fact, I religiously believe that the Stee] 

frust is a much more powerful and a much more dangerous 
: 0 the American people than is Japan. 

erting aguin to my suggestion about trade and friendship 

ell mankind, I am reminded that of late a great deal has 

d here and elsewhere, wise and otherwise, about a 

f commission and a reciprocity treaty with Canada. As 


subjects are kindred and the latitude of genera] debate 
I wish to submit a few observations about them. 


I | against the tariff commission. The Republican Party | 
for o8 years has robbed the people of the United States, set a 
hod « mple to the balance of the world, and restricted the 


al circulation of trade currents by what they call the pro- 
ve tariff. The terms of the treaty with Panama permitting 


Government to bring in free of duty materials for construe- | 
afforded an object lesson of the difference in cost to the | 


mer made by the duty upon imports. The Democrats 


rgued the facts to the people ever since the Republicans 


come into power, but the people of the Middle West and the | 


North and East were deluded by the contention that Democratic 


sources were not reliable, and they had continued to believe | 
aud support the Republican Party, but the Panama object | 


esson could not be disregarded. 
It opened their eyes. It was unfolded by a Republican Prest- 
dent d Secretary of War. Its effects upon the debates pend- 
~ the Payne-Aldrich-Smoot tariff bill were far-reaching. When 
the truth was told by Dolliver and Cummins and La Fourert 
and many other lifelong Republicans it was accepted by long- 
ltkepublican communities, the revolution of 1910 followed. 
Republican Party was discredited and overturned. That 

ty had never admitted any lack of information on the tariff 
question. They had professed omniscience, and had passed pro- 
bill after protective bill, never seeking any information 

except to call in the representatives of the favored interests to 
e on so-called hearings whether they had sufficient protec- 
ind whether any changes in their hn 


orders, to revise the tariff downward the standpatters, who had 
never before desired a tariff commission, at once concluded to 
prolong their control of the subject, if possible, by securing 
during the life of the present Republican Congress a Republican 
tariff board which would project their doctrines into 
legislation. That was contrary to the wishes of the people, a 
able effort to defeat the results of the election: in 


my 
judgment an insult to the intelligence of the American people. 
lluving been conceived for that purpose, of course it was so 
| ned as to suggest nothing but information to 


support a 
ctive tariff. No provision nor word in it looks to securing 


tion bearing upon the only kind of a tariff! which Con- 
Eress has the right to. levy. 
rhe people have now instructed Congress to revise the tariff 
nward in the direction of a tariff for revenue only—the 
viiy one countenanced and recognized by the Constitution, | 
believe the Democrats are how prepared to frame legislation 
that line. If they needed information, the inquiries should 
be only two, neither of which is in the act providing for a 
{ ommission, to wit: 
What is the best or approximately best 
‘oh any article of import ? 
ond. Will the expenditures of the ¢ 
‘Siry to impose on each item the 
niost revenue? 
‘he inquiry in making a Democratic 


revenue-raising 
s movernment render it 
full rate that would raise 


constitutional tariff for 
is limited in range from that rate which would 
revenue down to nothing. The doctrine of the Demo 
iS the constitutional doctrine, that any rate 
C revenue-raising rate would 


enue, lessen Mmpetition, 


st 


above the 
curtail imports while reducing 
increase domestic prices, and 
domestic manufacturers und producers to rob their 
rs. The doctrine is Plain that within the range 
we should begin by taxing luxuries at the highest rate 
, making the rates lower for necessaries, and if the 
f the revenues will permit remit the tax entirely and 
on the free list articles of general use and prime neces 
Having made provision to collect sufficient 
S of luxury and other 
“ hecessity, the Tre 
timed article 


les. For the reason just stated, ] am proud 
that I voted aeaj 


revenue from 
articles not of such general use 


j 
yet be defeated. There is ho danger of that de- 


tonomy. 
by which a 


isiness or new inven- | 
tons or devices demanded protection. After their defeat, how- | the other. 

justify that 
doctrine. ‘I 
countries to the south 
in all particu 


r, when the people had instructed Congress, by unmistakable | 


future | 


raise | 
for 


de- | 


Sury could spare the revenue on | 


st the creation of a tariff board, and | 


verifving the 
eXtra session « 
sent to that sort of 


The other matt 
because it was id 
was a Repub 


I conte SS, 


Democratic act or : 
Claiming for the dying I 


direction whiel 


judgn ent, 


Sidered on a different 
tariff legislation. 

and joined 
joined one to another. 
free intercourse and liberal trade rel 
prosperity, educati 
the balance of the world. 
any other country ever had, making us 


ever sSuw, 


favored Cc 





here 


country. 


Every instance in 
sorted to or provided for ei 
the truth of these statements. But I \ 
it was a step 


to Congress 


that treaty 


had not POSSeSs¢ 
it so bitterly. In 
to place, by amendment, 
| themselves had protect 


ing that if amended 
They coul 
those articles ou 


common 


is some Similarity 


rec ipro« 
mutual fair 


dluties 


( we 
rd 
ren 
mt De 
worked ) 
pe of f eS 
next Con es 


‘publ th DP 


country has 


ions with ¢ 


basis and entir 


j 1 hy} 
Is our neigh 
uS geographi 


Uur States 


and happiness of our 


giving us more edu 


making our domesti 
greater than the commerce oF all the bala 
all this in spite of the wall of pre 


to exclude the bh: the world fron 


ravage the 


on the earnings of the masses. The exte 
tions to embrace Canada would enlarge our s] 
usefulness, to the mutual benefit of bot 
cultivate, cement, 
the two countries. 


} 
h 
perfect indissoluble 





Hest country 


de many t 


e of the world 


on of those COl 
phere of trade an l 


ountries, and in 


ndshi 


necessary to have annexation. 


We need not have both countries un ler t 
That is simply a theory and a dream. 
dreaded by others. 
question. 


ought not to have 
It is not necessary for so many people and suel 
Stretches of territory to enjoy one single gove 
hoped that government is improving throug] 
that some glad day many good countries thro 
will enjoy good government in Separate and 
We should have a treaty arrangeny 
System of tariff 
balance of the world should be adopted by 
then remove all duties on products of either 
The exceptional situation of 1 
and remove all difficulty about the 
in 
uS aS related 
ars, and they may 
cousummation of such a relationship. 

treat them so fairly 
and friendship and bring them gradually 
less like that existing 
treaty recent! 


nh our tariff laws 


between us and ( 
adopted by the 

protectionists and intended to be nefit the 
this country, which, true to their doctri @, 
what they need and sell under high prote 
The free trade 
with the free-trade devik 
the free list to help build up protection, 
true about 


provided for in that 


the protect 


iprocity in 


treatment, but re« 
sense held by the protectionist means 
and law which permits ; 
particular 
countries will 


f these sta 
! 


otective tar 


her recipro 


the direction of 
Canada, and can be improved by subse: 
legislation. I also 
10 years de 
pretending to be 
benefited by protection. 


for it because 
the farmers 


nas and 
When the P 
‘ither 


admitted 


that pretense or ruthlessly betrayed the 
by negotiating away the only 
pretended operated in favor o 
fact that ali 


rotective 


p 
f the fan 


the high priests of 
a pretty goo 


au 
th 
h countries, 

country enter 

he two countries wou d 


variation to be 
particular art 
inure to the benefit of t] 


Ine government 
cultivated by some 
any effect on 


ih 
hment, 


ut the world 
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independent 
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vote in this H Their trick was too transparent to deceive 
the people W hethe the reciprocity treaty will finally be | 

dopted or not I do not know, but the bluff of the President 
t] ( i ‘tra session of Congress unless it is done 
i ‘ , o fi anybody. We Democrats were willing to | 
for that treaty at this session, because it came up at this | 
\ did not feel called upon to press it nor champion | 

{ t it was the best we could do at this session—to take ad- 
ntage of the opportunity to make a starter by voting for | 

I but the President certainly has intelligence enough to 
know that a Democratic House would not fritter away time | 
trifling with that production. When the Sixty-second Congress | 
meets it will be prepared to go ahead on proper lines, and if | 


during the next two years it can not induce a Republican Presi- 


dent to negotiate a better and more desirable treaty with 
Canada we can at least proceed to reduce the tariff duties on 


in 


soon 


ling from Canada, and no man need doubt that 
Canada would r or later reciprocate most heartily in re- 
sponse to such friendly legislation. 

There is one observation, however, that I feel constrained to 
make. Neither our nor our statesmen have called the 
attention of the public to the fact that the Democrats have not 
yet secured full control of the Government. The Republicans 
will have the Senate and the President for two more years. 
The people should not be led to expect immediate and full re- 
lief. Yet the subject been though we were 
expected to repeal at once all the iniquitous legislation of the 
Republican Party, and restore the people to the paths of peace, 
equality, and prosperity. ‘That will be impossible. The Demo- 


products con 
i 


nress 


has discussed as 


Will 
cratic House of Representatives may pass an ideal revenue tariff 
bill, but it would be defeated or mutilated in the other House, 
and if it passed in any form and contained any good at all, a 
Republican President would be liable to veto it. Of course, it 
would operate to our political advantage in the next campaign 
by showing that we did our part but were blocked and our pur- 
poses defeated by Republicans elsewhere. It may be possible 
to accomplish some practical good in one way only. There are 
two bands of Republicans in the other bedy, who, while all 
professing to believe in the iniquity of protection, yet differ in 
detail as the interest of themselves and their sections seem to 
differ. 

If we can discover what articles of consumption among the | 
people can command for a reduction of duties on them the 
support of a sufficient number of Republicans in the other 
House to afford sufficient help to enable the Democrats to pass 
those bills we could draw and pass in this House bills for that 
purpose, and we might pass some which the President would 
approve, but we would as well look the truth in the face and 
let the people know it now, that our only hope of securing any 
relief by tariff legislation in the Sixty-second Congress is to 
find patriots enough in the other House professing allegiance to | 
the Republican Party to help the Democrats there pass such 
measures of relief may through the House with the 
further condition that the President signs the bills. 

In I wish to call attention to the figures given to 
the House a few minutes ago by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Rorerts], showing that our Government is now buy- 
ing steel plate cheaper than any other government. If those 
figures prove anything, it that the Steel Trust needs no 
further protection. ‘The day will come with greater enlighten- 
ment and greater distance in point of time from the passions 
and prejudices of the cruel war, which alone enabled the Repub- 
lican Party to foist the protective system on us, when all our 
people will denounce the protective system as unnecessary and 
ll will recognize that the incidental protection 





as go 


closing, 


is 


dishonest, and all 
afforded to domestic industries by a tariff for revenue only 
affords as much adyantage over his neighbor as any honest man 
could ask. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is recog- 


nized to discuss the pro] osition. 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, this is a propo- | 
ition similar to the one advanced on the last paragraph. This 
s intended to apply the provisions of the eight-hour law to the 
work appropriated for in this paragraph. It proposes to do 
what everybody supposed the eight-hour law of 1892 would | 
compel to be don It is the same proposition to which this | 
House agreed last year, and the same proposition to which this 
House has agreed every time it has had an opportunity since | 
I have been here and at many times before I had the good 
fortune to arrive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 
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| after the word “ dollars.” 


| improvements. 





FEBRUARY 21, 


At the end of the paragraph strike out the period and insert 
a semicolon—that is, in the paragraph just finished—that is, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment: 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


On page 61, line 8, after the word “dollars,” strike out the per 
and insert a semicolon, and then insert the following: 

“And the limit of cost, exclusive of armor and armament, of the 
battleship authorized and directed by tl naval appropriation a 
approved June 24, 1910, to be constructed in one of the navy \ 
is hereby increased to $6,310,000, on the basis of the actual cost 


labor and materials.” 


Mr. PADGETT. I make a point of order against that. It 
legislation, and changes the provision in the bill of last year 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee makes 
point of order against the amendment, and the Chair sustai 
the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Increase of the Navy; torpedo boats: On account of submarine t 
pedo boats and subsurface destroyers, heretofore authorized, $890,833.88 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the unexpended balance of the sum of $445,000 
propriated on account of torpedo boats whose vitals are located li 
the normal load water line by the naval appropriation act approved 
June 24, 1910, is hereby reappropriated and made available for t! 
construction of five torpedo boats of said type, about 65 feet in length, 
to have a speed exceeding 24 knots, for which the Secretary of t! 
Navy is hereby authorized to contract in the usual way. 


Mr. ROBERTS. A point of order against that amendment. 


Mr. STAFFORD. A point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HOBSON. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HOBSON. The Chairman will notice that this is mer 
a question of reappropriation. 


Mr. ROBERTS. It is purely legislation. 

Mr. HOBSON. It is a reappropriation of an appropriation 
already made under existing law. The subsurface boats ha 
been authorized, and last year Congress in the appropriation 
bill authorized a reappropriation of the money in order to 
permit the utilization of the money for vessels which will hav: 
This amendment makes the same money, 4 
ready appropriated, available to improve the type still furth 
and this is merely a reappropriation of the same amount, 


run through the coming year, permitting an additional 
provement of type. So that it is not a question of new lexis 
lation. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of ord 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. HOBSON. I do not wish to discuss this 
believe we are prepared to vote on it. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced tha 
ayes appear to have it, that the ayes have it, and that 
amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. PADGETT. Division, Mr. Chairman, division. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey offers 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk began the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 
was demanded on that last vote. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair 
call for a division. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman 

| feet demanding recognition. 

Mr. HOBSON. I insist that it 

The CHAIRMAN, Was any gentleman on his feet dem: 
ing recognition? 

Mr. PADGETT. I was not only on my feet, but I was sl 
ing as loudly as I could. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from T* ros. 
his feet to demand a division, the Chair will have a divis 
taken. The question is on agreeing to the amendment offt 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Horson], on which 
division is called for. 

Mr. HOBSON, It is the same 
before. 
| Mr. ROBERTS. A point of order. 
bate while a vote is being taken. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 39, noes 70. 
Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
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it length. | 
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did not hear any geatle 
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is too late. 
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rhe CITAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey offers an | support another whose guilt is univers 1 1 In 18% 
which the Clerk will report. resolution was offered in the House and the Se 
Clerk read as follows: gate this very question as to whether or not a combinatio 
word “cents.” in line 12, page 61, strike out the period | restraint of trade, a trust and monopoly, ex ed in the rnisl 
lon and add: eae « exnended for | 48 Of armor plate to the United States. In t estiga 
CT ee ee lan shiek | it was shown both by the findings of tl dl by 
time of the commencement and during the construction | report of Secretary Herbert that armor h w W 
s established an eight-hour workday for all employees, paying $600 a ton could be manufactured | ts I 
and sanics engaged in doing the work for which this appro il msert in the R ial Sian hieianeeiite: ed ' 
. = made: Provided, That this limitation shall not apply to | Wii Insert in the hecorD the staten ‘ 
c ts to be made upon contracts made prior to the approval of this | other experts, who, having no interest in 
| gated and filed different reports, all of 
\ ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on armor could be made for less than $500 a 
\ ! dment. | The Secretary sets forth at great length the et Is l 
a rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. | sults of his investigation, which was cond 1 by himself ] 
; ‘Ir, ROBERTS. If the Chair will pardon me, this is entirely | sonally, with Capt. W. T. Sampson, Chief of the Bureau of Ord 
The paragraph that this relates to is for vessels | nance, and Chief Constructor Philip Hichborn, ¢ of 
re authorized, not herein authorized. It is a violation | Bureau of Construction and Repair, as advisers. Immed 
( tracts already made and clearly unconstitutional. after the passage of the act the Secretary « 1 on the t 
FITZGERALD. It excludes contracts already made. contracting companies, the Bethlehem Iron Co., of South Tk 
\j ROBERTS. Then it has no relation to the paragraph | lehem, Pa., and the Carnegie Steel Co. (Ltd.), of Pittsb 
the language of the paragraph. Pa., requesting them to aid him ,with the necessary inform 
ir. HUGHES of New Jersey. Well, it cah not do any hurt. } to enable him to perform the duties imposed upon him by the ¢ 


Ir. ROBERTS. Then it is not germane. 

fr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it depends upon whether 
; have been made for these vessels. 
NIANN, And then the contracts might 

y made, 

M FITZGERALD. Yes: some of these shipbuilding firms 

st up on these contracts, as they have in the past when 

e not been sufficiently remunerated. F 

HAIRMAN. The simple authorization has no reference 


be broken and 


\ er to contract, and the Chair, in view of the recent 
( on by the committee on a similar question, overrules the 
\ t of order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 


juestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago an amendment was 

ed prohibiting the transportation of coal from the Atlantic 


\Iy 





P Ocean, a very wise provision. _There is now 
Union Calendar a bill (H. R. 82080) providing for the 
S f coal lands in Alaska, which, if it becomes a law, 


é t is hoped and believed, provide for the early opening of 
= es Alaska and the production of a very high grade of 
E. which can be used for naval purposes, and in that bill 
following very important provision from the standpoint 


ich e 











e S ses s also be upon the condition that the United States 
= times have a preference right to tak wherever found, so 
of t product of any mine or mines opened upon the leased 
nece iry for the use of the Army or Navy or Revenue 
ae ( se nd pay such reasonable and remunerative price there 
& ! fixed by the President, but the owner of any coal so 
% he dissatisfied with the price thus fixed shall have 
i izainst the United States in the United 
livision No. 1, District of Alaska. for the re 
f dditional sum or sums claimed to be justly due yn 
) *n 
, ( n. some of the coal of southwestern A ska isa 
an : 1 . . . - . : : 
Be y Or as fine as any bituminous coal found i 
- ] table for naval purposes, This provision 
= it possible for the Government to obtain the coal 
: s opened on these lands at a price to be fixed by 
E t a reasonable pri and will prevent any 
_s. . — ° . 
as c* n that region. I hope this bill will be 
Er ‘ and, together with the amendment already 
us cheap naval coal on the Pacifi 
> I ad s follows 
om, A t 7 ’ ’ 1 t 
a auth 1 ) ys -? } no 
pet } 1 
BP n t 
- i a 
: LEY Mr. Chairman, I offer t! ‘ end 
‘ ‘ 
ead I ws 
a 
es I "oO t vin 
bs ] t » 7 t e } Rm 
¥ 1 
b ‘ tl ‘ 1 f 
‘ a n ind mn tric ] 
’ of l 
wT it s l i | 
I { Ov la ( 
‘ : — . : 
EY Mr. Chairman, it is a fact that this G mn 
1 for 20 years and is now fostering and maintai or 
ss monopoly in the manufacture of its armor plate 
it is absolutely absurd that we should drag one 
( ts of justice and then build and maintain an 


geress, 


The two companies declined to give information 


the ground that it was very unusual for Congress to ing 

into the business of private corporations. They, howeve 

October, made statements as to the cost of their plants, and 
ly 


furnished suggestions to the Secretary as to the m 
should be adopted by him in estimating the cost of armor and 
of their investments in the armor plant 

The Secretary called together a board 
Karl Rohrer, Kossuth Niles, and A, A. 
had been inspectors of armor at the Bethlehem Co.'s 
The other, Lieut. Ackerman, had been connected with 


composed 
Ackerman, two of whom 
} iron 
the 


Works 


hat 


facture and use of steel in its different forms for a number of 
years, and had been on duty in the Bureau of Ordnance, du 
which time he had spent several months at both the Bethlehem 
and Carnegie works. These gentlemen made an exhaustive 1 


port upon the cost of labor and material entering into a ton of 


armor, showing in detail every little item, beginning with the 
cost of the several ingredients charged into the furnace for 


easting the ingot preparatory to the forging process and ending 
with the work on the finished plate. The result of their ecaleu- 
lations was that the cost of the labor and material in ton of 
single-forged harveyized nickle-steel armor, t it sup- 
plying the nickel, was $167.30. 

Lieut. Commander Rodgers, who had | 
sethlehem Iron Works, was also called upon 
mate of the cost of manufacturing armor, 
upon observations in the manufacture of 
of labor and material in a ton 
nickel-steel armor $178.59. 

The inspector of ordnance at the Carnegie Steel Co., FE 


an-inspect 
to make 
and his report, 
armor, makes the 


een 


of single 


forg 


sign C. B. McVay, was also called upon for an esti e al 
his report, though made separately without cons ition \ i 
the other officers, is that the labor and mate) 1 a ‘ 
single-forged harveyized nickel armor is $161.54 
Adding 10 per cent to each of these esti { f 
to rejection makes the estimate of the board S1s ‘ 
of Lieut. Commander Rodgers $196.45, and of 1 1 M 
$177.69. For reforged nick hary ed a1 ! s 
of Lieut. Commander Rodgers SLOSS. id of I 
S 100.09, 
The Secretary, in mal ] 
be just to both the i t l 
took an average of 1 est \ s 
) 1 and $197.78 for ref | 
tions contained in the re t 
sa result of that in t 
d ely dropned thy T } 
I ed States about S200 
l rto me ce l | 
the \Tl rT il s I , 
ranged fro { 7 
he ‘ 
; 4 ‘ ‘ 
; | ~ { 
I i l I 
B ’ she | ( I 26 
. the Mid Ss } 20 
OLLOOO: i 
1) No : \ 1 “ 
\t the very t 1805 I : 
he Ca “ey ( j 
bet 1 $500 t pat 
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) v ‘ 1 about it, has 
' —_ ] retary Herbert. 
, t. ] coml not de ed: Secretary 
1 : Moot i that it peared 
now §S forton I d 
Morton hearir f ‘ on the 26th 
I d fi pa 564 of tl ‘ ) 1 if the Beth- 
bids e le nd nuts s i be l to t Carnegie bid 
t i ‘ et ] 
v, Mr. Speal have had tl n r years: One 
n ll und d tl ‘ er 1 on lf f ( nd the 
ot] n t othe l W have i i he which 
I ] of te ft ( nt nd 1 
a 
Mir. VA I ( t] gentleman ¢ way than 
the fact that tl is a combir ! 
MI I do not kn So s tl cor . 1 do not 
now ethe i Lc inatic t | t indications 
t way, I ll say to the gx 1 Ex ( l. 39, part 
= ~s 
re established bv e ery SS etary f the Navy for 20 
S etal lerbert and Long, Moody and Morton, that 
era ombinatic ‘ ted 
é \ V ice e that th rust not doing business at 
the ads l Has there | i anything in the conduct of 
{ [ ted States Steel Corpo 1 or of the various combina- 
tier t sell rmot nd armament to the United States to in- 
‘ e tl ore obedient to the law or more patriotic 
ti hey were the time of Secret ry Herbert's investigation, 
‘ the time of the admission of the chairman of this com- 
mittee that we \ pul sit rmor or ari nt from a com- 
bit on j trus Siu these nvestigations mpetition 
} not « v « S } ween 1 cel f rmol te, | iders of 
Ss, and « nitions of \ but it S sed together. 
We not « \ ve ! t} t< mor i selling 
beams an Ss and girders, | g ombination 
throttling competition. mn« ‘ l of similar 
aterials, but among manufacturers o! every shape, 
tO 1 fash ) 1 he 1} od S « 
Mr. ¢] I i WW have ni ed ‘ thos f the manu- 
fs e of I 1 te Ve e cheapene e processes, 
| ’ ‘ } which the lk ) y of them 
e expired. There » reason to-day why armor plate should 
be purchased at rom S2S0 te 0 a n. and vet the price 
‘ mi ite to-day to the Gove nent is four hundred and 
' ty-odd dollars a ton, according to the last report of the 
ve rb 
he greatest « ger to this Government, Mr. Chairman, is not 
1 foreign foes it is from rnal combinat and it is 
‘ dl S esty on justice to have this Government drag 
() fru ml tl Fobacco T S ito « | of the Capitol 
‘ feed another trust out of our hands 1 the other end, 
ne this Government. ke its own armor 
1 whe ‘ 1 make it S 1 say that it 
be y the pri st yut the main- 
1 il ega d ] ination in restraint 
‘ { Applause. ] 
MESSAGE FROM TH SEN ; 
mitte informally rose id Mr. Prince having 
t ait r as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
we ec, by Crockett, one of its clerks, annot ed that the 
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relief of Michael ; 
n of John S. Ryan, de 
ct for the relief of James Jones 


the 


the 





Senate ha 


t 


+} ; 
Lhiail 





§ d, That as a mark of respect to the memory of 
{ } . the Ser ( e now suspended to enable his 
pay proj tribute t his high character and distin 


he S 


Represt 


ily f tl ased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the me 
DANIEL and Mr. McCENgERY the Senate do now adjourn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of tbe 


Representatives was requested : 
S. 10476. An act for the relief of Passed Asst. Pay 
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win M, Hacker 

fhe message also announced that the Senate had pass 
following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 288) for 
tion of the police and firemen’s relief fund, to provide for the 1 
of members of the police and fire departments, to establish a ! 
procedure for such retirement, and for other purpos¢ 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 


ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 


ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have r« 


Was af 
followi 


ad. 


re 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Line 14, page 61, strike out the words “ of domestic manuf: 


Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I have offered an am 
strike out this paragraph the words “of domest 
ture.” The effect of this paragraph, if the amendmen 
adopted, will be this: The Secretary will be requires 
for competitive bidding all propositions for armor and 
My amendment will take down the bars, and armor 
ment can be purchased in the cheapest market in the w 
at home or abroad. We will get better armor and a 
believe: at ite we will chea armor and 
and I desire to discuss at s he 
propose. 


Ol 


new 


ret } Yr 
—Cl per 
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laneat 7 
me length t 


LD-WIDE PREPARATI( FOR WAR. 


In all the nations of the world earnest n 
at work preaching the doctrine of peace 
to the awful arbitrament of the sword. But the p 
for war go on here and throughout the wit 
dented vigor. The burdens of navies and great stan 
weigh heavier now upon the real wealth producers o 
nations of the world than before in all the « 
recorded history. England, Germany, and 


ien and 
trying 


to 


world 


ever 


Japan all 


endn 


tin 


tli 
1 to 
arn 
and 
orld, ¢ 
rial 
ari 


"1idill 


won 
repal 

hu 

¥3 

f the 
encturis 


Way 


gaged in a bitter contest to see which nation can squan 
most money in the shortest time on armies and navies. ‘ 
armadas are being created this year which in less th 
years will be out of date and useless. Great warships, 
millions of dollars, have been built in recent years which 


out of date and useless before they were launched. 


OTR ISOLATED POSITION OUR BEST DEFENSE. 


In this country the strange, inexplicable fever of |] 
| for war prevails to the same degree as in the great 
| the Old World. The position we take on this quest 

light of the experience of history, is almost inexpli 
occupy an isolated territory, separated by great 
any possible enemy. ‘The territory of continental Un 
lies within the grandest, the most perfect natural 
| any nation ever had in all the history of the world. 
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able to send armies and navies across 2,000 miles of Mr. Carnegie proceeded the to say 
d to carry on a successful war for conquest, even That telegram settled 


inferior enemy. No nation ever fought successfully | thing I can do, unless I fall dead, i my res 
nsiderable period of time 2,000 miles from its base of He t 











then proceeded to relate ; ry of tre lous y i 
: assembling tools and creating l l { 
i has been compelled repeatedly to withdraw splen- discussion by saving 
ipped armies from the interior of Africa where they , ea * the 1 
caged in fighting native tribes armed principally with | yno president thinke it is me duts do at er 
nd bows and arrows; but England was fighting 1,000 | for my country, I consider it the ice of God 
m her base of supplies. Our splendid isolation is our Newspaper reporters writing up tl nas ‘ ; , 
se. Our extensive preparations for war are as ab- speech des rib d vidls hi pa. S ol ve . 
foolish, and as criminal as was the children’s crusade | -¢ yee facline «el % a a "ge ’ 
t x of his feeling when he uttered this splendid s rt ; Ata 
very of the Holy Land, later date, on t 10th day of the prese1 And ‘ 
EVER-INCREASING WAR EXPENDITURES. negie addressed some wi girls in Ne \ City \ 
carries $125,000,000. Last year it carried $130,- | *” sid rable pride, according 1 : the newspapers, ad 
6, Our war expenditures of the past fade into insignifi- | ‘2@t in his steel oper rp seleaneene ggg acy 
vhen compared with the enormous sums we expend now. | *? ™UHonaires as a sort of by-product ' so Mr. Car- 
: the eight years of Washington’s administration we ex- | "S!¢ admitte 1 that his profits from his st 


d on our Army and Navy $11,000,000. We expend that ®*ceeded each year the sum of $16,000,001 
now for a single battleship. Three hundred and fifty-nine We arC driven to the cone! = m tron the evide 
p 1 men were killed or died from diseases in the Northern | @®S!¢ mself has furnishe d that his opet 
one during the Civil War, but wh been profitable; in fact, his succe 


en the war was over ; in fact, hi | 3s in 

( y Armies and the Blue Armies marched home and were = been equal a by any other man in 

le 1 and we retained only a skeleton Army of less than In his address to th mnt mbe the Re val ‘ hn ¢ N 

men. During the 10 years which preceded the Spanish York last month he t ; 1 a story Or wonat rrul ty on i 

an War the expenses of our Army and Navy together | 2®@!! In response to the request of the Presid f the I “dl 
1 to $507,000,000. During that war the number killed | Stes he assembled to is in Europe, em yed skilled work 


mounted to only 218, but as the result of this insig- ™ created at his pla s a en ne . | most 


truggle, in some inexplicable way, a war spirit was de powerful factory for the manufi re of armor plate the world 
| in this country, and for the 10 years immediately fol- 4@@ ever seen He told the same ry Si b ‘e the 
the Spanish War, in a time of profound peace, the ex-  !"VYestigating committee of the House of Representativ: 
of maintaining the Army and Navy was $1,626,000,000, DID } 

thousand million dollars more than in the previous 10 In ord 





rder t cle I'l ey é NlIr (‘9 e's t t 
n amount sufficient to have paid the entire public debt | je responded to tl wales of Goa on that = : 
| to have contributed something to the building of the | po, r not. I want to examine briefly 1 sahiniaies ; 
Par Canal. Our program for the future contemplates still plate making in this cou In 1887 the Bet] em Iron Co 
expenditures of money. was awarded a contract rmor plate at from $510 to $600 


; : : 3 per ton. On November 30,-1S890, after Mr. Carnegie heard tl! 
n intense desire for peace are also beating the war | « .,} > God” 


voice ol 
} 


s and sending broadcast wild alarms. In this country 2 | o¢ 


de of the sea those men who are loudest in pr 
in such a startling manner, his firm, the firm 


Carnegie, Phipps & Co. (now the Carnegie Steel Co.) entered 


























steel magnate professes a willingness to contribute mil into a contract for furnishing 6.000 tons of armor at exacth 
. , NOSse » rr rare ‘ ‘ » : ne le . ' ‘ ’ 
= the purpe = of ending ae ’ and at the same _ ume, the same prices made by the Bethlehem Co Mr. Carneg 
han anyone else, he proclaims his desire that miitons | conteation always has been that the manufacture of arn e 
rs be expended for guns to be mounted on the Isthmus | wag pot particularly profitabl An i ’ , } 
ee 7 : . yas no F ict ‘ rohtable, investigatio ade by 
Panama Weird stories of Japanese spies here and in our nit e +h Foun 2 Sis ates ! ' Eee 
. 1 di . f t . . committee of the House of Representatives showed ct ISLV¢é 
esigo 3 1) Seoverie ) LaeTea ‘ « ce rireless ® ° : . 
possessions, and discoveries oF secret Japanese wireless | that in 1894, when both the Carnegie Co. and the Bethlehem 
the Philippines, are industriously circulated about ‘ . : ] lan oma Doe cate teadsl: taste - 
; : ; aoe : : Co. were making the various grades of a e f ~ 
t time each year when the Army and Navy bills are being Government, and were being paid from $517 to $725 ner t for 
a \fter both these bills safely pass and the burden making the in the Bethe ' an : ' i a : 
S ye nakng ne Same, tne > lene l Oo, MAde A ) ith the 
xed for that year at two hundred or two hundred and fifty | p, ae nm Go camel ‘toad furnish to that G . ak Saceel 
} . ' 7 USSicl FOVETHIME IL Lf his U Lict ' . ‘ ens 
. dollars, the war scares subside and people are per- 1500 ¢ : shi aaaien nla 7 
J . ) OnS OL armor piate ol le Same | 
dt , < ne attentior ce nl avoeations 1 wher ; : i ~ : i 
1 to pay ome atten ion to pea eful a ca ion SUK woHen being made by them for the United States G , : t for $249 
e for the preparation and passage of these bills comes | ton : 
again a new batch of war stories finds its way into the | *-\,, ~~ Soathlal lid 
wm! f our metropolitan Der We may assume that the Bethlehem ¢ a 
nnumMNnsS O 0 * merropo a Apers, . ° ° > 
; a pay thing on their contract with the Russian Go. ment I 
I PARATION FOR WAR PROFITABL I EI this country very recently a board of 1 ‘ roy 
matter of fact the business of preparation for war is yeache e conclusio t class A armor ] d be 
reached th nclusion that cia \ mol ila 
‘ly profitable to the steel companies of the countr: (lL factured by this Government at $295.89 per ton and t I 
ere possible to trace these war alarms to their real grmor plate could be manufact d by t G 
we would find the steel companies and their agents and g973.88 per ton. The ar ble 
responsible for most of them. They ( the wpon the first contract made by Mr. Carnegie ( 
of preparation for war in order that they may i ment for 6,000 tons immediately fter he res led t 
e, furnish the implements of war nasmuch as Andre ‘voice of God.” in addition to what ougl 
is at th present time the S most prominent pegsonable profit, he mad 
te of international peace and is at the present time shan $9.000.000. His contr: with this ¢ 
prominent supporter of the s he to expend mull afterwards were for still larger amounts 
to be mounted on the Isthmus of Panama in pre pat f the publicity given he R Q 
‘war, he is entitled to some consideration here to-day. of charges ‘ e ] 
N CAI Lt IDEA OF DI execiut ] s i ( 
7th day of last month Andrew Carnegie addressed the | an investigation into the price of 
! Club in New York City. Whenever this distin- and there was also : 
! philanthropist addresses any political organization it | made in connection with the opet s of Mr. ¢ 
to be ration which exists for the purpose of | pany. The Carnegie Co., as | he Heth 1 and 
in 1 theories. The Republican Party | Midvale companies, gaged nat t ma 
Ir \dous profit to Andrew Carnegie and to | plate for this Government, refused to fur 
tlemen who have accumulated millions out of steel, the inve E “ 5 a. , 
irti lar address Mr. Carnegie expounded his idea of ari r product == » Hows 
connection with the manufacture of steel. hat a Gover fa 
n SX ! would cos 972 ll e] " l ! 
rT $7 factory boa inted b ! I ) 
wi making this investigatio We can not hel] miler wi 
t a cablegram from Secretary Tracy, saying in effect, “tl Mr. Carnegie was still listening to the “\ f God” when | 
: ut ys | understands it to be your duty to enter in t lined 1 emt ten mrs ee i iva Ol rn 
' + of armor and save the ships from waiting on th tocks | declined to permit his con y to ve any 1 
A nN ] 


to the cost of making armor plat 








COLLUSION IN BIDDING 

In 1906, by a remarkable coincidence, the Carnegie, Bethle- 
hem, and Midvale companies submitted competitive bids for 
the manufacture of armor plate. The Bethlehem Co. bid 6 
cents per ton more than the Midvale Co. and the Carnegie Co. 


bid 11 cents per ton more than the Bethlehem Co. I would not 
that the distinguished patriots controlling 
the affairs of these companies were in collusion when these bids 
were submitted. It is, however, remarkable that competitive 
bids involving millions of dollars should be submitted and they 
should differ only by a few cents. This remarkable difference 
perhaps due to the fact that Andrew Carnegie was still 
listening, when these bids were made, to what he now believes 
to the “ yoice of God.” 

In 1897, in response to a limitation fixed in the appropriation 
bill for that year, the department was compelled to issue a cir- 
cular calling for bids for the delivery of 8,000 tons of nickel 
steel face-hardened armor at not more than $300 per ton. At 
that time the Carnegie and the Bethlehem companies, who were 
alone equipped to manufacture armor plate, declined to submit 
any bid. The Illinois Steel Co., however, submitted to the de- 
partment a proposition—not in the form of a bid—to supply 
the 8,000 tons called for at $300 per ton. Their proposition, 
however, was conditioned upon Congress awarding to that com- 
pany a contract for the wants of the Government for 20 
years for all armor plate at an average price of $240 per ton, 
the Government to guarantee that the average tonnage every 
year of armor plate would not be less than 6,000 nor more than 
12,000 tons. The department, however, did not consider itself 
authorized to consider this proposition, but referred it to Con- 
gress. This was in 1897, after the real supremacy of the Re- 
publican Party commenced, and no action has ever been taken 
by this body. At that time the Illinois Steel Co. was not con- 
nected with the other steel companies, but was believed to be 
a competing company. 

The price they made may be considered to be at that time 
a fair price for armor plate in this country. It has never been 
intimated, however, that in making this price of $240 per ton 
the Illinois Steel Co, listened to the “ voice of God.” They 
simply figured up in a practical way the price they could make 
to the Government for armor plate, and the price they made at 
that time probably left them with an ample profit. 

By a singular coincidence in August, 1900, the Carnegie Co. 
and the Bethlehem Co. submitted bids for the various classes of 
armor, and the bids were identical. The contract was divided 
between them, and in 1906, at the prices I have mentioned, the 
contract was divided between the three companies equipped for 
the manufacture of armor plate. In 1894 we had an investiga- 
tion into the frauds perpetrated upon this Government by Mr. 
Carnegie’s company while Mr. Carnegie was operating under his 
high ideals of duty to this Government. I do not propose to go 
into a discussion of the evidence produced on that occasion. I 
think, however, ‘I might with propriety call attention to the ad- 
missions made by Mr. Carnegie’s superintendents. I can not be 
charged with unfairness if I simply call attention to those 


care to insinuate 


is 


have been 


frauds perpetrated by Mr. Carnegie’s company, which were ad- | 


mitted by his representatives, some of whom are now among 
the 43 Carnegie-made millionaires, The document which con- 
tains all this evidence is easily accessible. 
resentatives Report No. 1468, Fifty-third Congress, second ses- 
sion. 


o 


FRAUDS PERPETRATED BY MR, CARNEGIE’S COMPANY, 


The investigation was commenced in 1894. At the same time 
a similar investigation was made by a Senate committee. C. M. 
Schwab, who was at that time a stockholder in the Carnegie 
Co., and who was the superintendent of the company, and who 
is now the president of the Bethlehem Steel Co., admitted that 
armor plates manufactured by the Carnegie Co. did not receive 
the “ uniform” treatment required by the contract of the com- 
pany with the Government. 

Another one of Mr. Carnegie’s superintendents, Mr. W. A. 
Cline, admitted that almost invariably after the day's work 
was over he changed the figures so that false reports of the 
treatment of the plates were systematically made to the Govern- 
ment inspectors, This superintendent also admitted that he dis- 
charged workmen in the Carnegie factory for the reason that 
they told the truth about the fraudulent work done in this 
plant. Supt. Corey, of the Carnegie Co., also admitted 
that specimens which were taken from the plates to as- 
certain the tensile strength of the plates were stretched so 
as to increase their apparent tensile strength without the 
knowledge of the Government inspectors. Upon the stand Mr, 
Schwab admitted that he knew of this fraudulent method of 
stretching the specimens. Mr. Corey admitted that he knew 
that false specimens taken from good plates were substituted 
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for specimens selected by the Government inspectors from 
plates of doubtful character, so that in reality the inspectors 
were not testing the plates they thought they were testing, 
Mr. Corey, however, testified that he considered this to be a 
matter of small importance. The evidence disclosed that spe 
mens taken for physical tests were retreated without tly 
knowledge of the Government inspectors and before the Go, 
ernment inspectors made the tests required by the contracts 
Supt. Corey admitted that plates selected by the Governme: 
inspector for the ballistic tests were re-treated before thi 
tests were made by the company without the knowledge of tli 
inspector. Supts. Corey and Schwab both admitted that large 
blowholes or shrinking cavities were plugged by the contractors 
in order that these defects might be concealed from the Gove 
ment inspectors. 

I have so far called attention to the admissions of Mr. 
Carnegie’s executive officers. The testimony, however, of en 
ployees was particularly damaging. T. F. Farley testified that 
he had seen blowholes large enough for a person to run tlires 
fingers in plugged by taking cuttings from the same plate, whic! 
were driven into the blowholes with hammers; he also testitic: 
that he himself had run flexible wires into blowholes to the 
depth of 18 inches. These blowholes were afterwards plugged 
up on the surface. The blowholes might, according to his tes 
timony, have extended into the plates a much greater distance 
than this. These blowholes, it appears from the testimony, 
follow a sinuous course so as to make it difficult to ascertain 
the extent of them, even by inserting flexible wires. J. W. 
Kountz, another employee, testified that he had known holes 
from 4 to 6 inches in diameter plugged in order to deceive Govy- 
ernment inspectors. Samuel Sheriff, another employee, testified 
that the plugging and doctoring of plates was done at night when 
no inspectors were about, but he testified that he had seen one 
fixed up at noon. T. F. Farley also testified that the plates were 
frequently imperfect, full of blowholes and defects. He also 
testified that they were frequently taken off the planer and 
hidden until night so that they could not be seen by the inspect 
ors. They were then worked upon at night when the inspectors 
were gone. 

In discussing this matter I have kept well within the record 
and have been conservative. I have principally called attention 
only to the admissions of fraud brazenly made by Mr. Car- 
negie’s executive officers. It is only fair to them to say, how- 
ever, that the admissions were made in the face of overpower- 
ing evidence as to the truth of all these charges. Many things 
were proven by the evidence more damaging than I have called 
attention to, which, however, were not admitted by Mr. Car- 
negie’s superintendents. 

The wonderful executive ability and attention to details on 
the part of Mr. Carnegie, which he himself with great pride 
described the other night in New York and on other occasions, 
and which enabled him in such a remarkably short space of 
time to equip the greatest armor-plate factory in the world, 
absolutely compels us to believe that Mr. Carnegie knew of 
these frauds committed by his company. In all the years which 
have passed since then he has never on any occasion denice 
that he himself had full knowledge of the frauds perpetrated 
upon the Government by his company. Under the admitted 
facts I think therefore we may safely conclude that 
Carnegie was mistaken in 1890 when he thought he heard the 
“voice of God” commanding him to manufacture armor p! 
for his Government. I am inclined to the opinion that any 
fair-minded man who cares to resurrect the evidence taken in 
the nineties will be compelled to believe that Mr. Carnegie did 
not respond at that time to the demands of patriotism but 
rather responded to those inclinations, prompted by avarice and 
greed, which enabled him out of these contracts to accumulate 
a part of his millions. He does not seem to have been prompted 
at that time to any considerable degree by the desire to 
honestly serve his Government. 

WHY WAS THE 


If any Member of this House or if any patriotic citizen shou 
now read again the evidence in these investigations, the query 
will at once present itself to him, Why was the matter per 
mitted to drop by Congress? Is it possible that these fraud 
ulent methods still prevail at these factories? The expla! 
tion is easy. These investigations were concluded about the 
time the new issues of 1896 were presented to the country; 
about the time when great questions affecting our circulating 
medium occupied the attention of the public mind. These 
vestigations were hardly completed when the interests in t! 
country commenced to contribute to a campaign fund whic! 
astounded the world. 

Sugar trust thieves, steel magnates, and dishonest life insu: 
ance officials who robbed policy holders, all united in contribut- 
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which } 


r -epublican campaign fund of $20,000,000 with 
as corrupted, with which the real supremacy of 
in Party was purchased. From sea to sea men 
ed and bribed. The result was the stifling for 
iblic conscience of the country; the result was 


ye he tepublican Party in national affairs, 
ed until the elections last November. During all 
Republican supremacy, through all the years 


ssed si » 1896 until now, no action has been taken 
the 


Congress. Since tl 


of the dis steel investigations con- 


h Hous 


re 
cure 


closures in 
s of iit time, 


of the party in power, the steel companies 


the un 


i - 


fi permitted to consolidate and to grow stronger and 
By Executive usurpation unparalleled in the history 
rnment the civil and the criminal laws of the 





S01 pended, and competing steel corporations were 


merge, until now in absolute harmony these great 
eed under one control. The evidence is indis 
ta t they are still perpetrating the old frauds with 
e ity on perhaps a larger scale than ever. 
is : 
ys E FRAUDS CONTINUED TO PRESENT TIME 
S of the continuance of these frauds is evidenced by 


ney with which guns explode on our battleships and 
g and maiming men, by the frequency with which 
i ships blow up with such awful results to human 





le being tested by other great nations of the world, 
with disastrous results. We do not read in the 
wilers frequently explode on the war vessels of 
rmany or any other nation. The very large num- 

ese accidents in our own Navy and in tests made by 
niv officers leads to the irresistible conclusion that there 





e ects in the castings of the guns, and in the castings for 
Ae el tubes and boilers furnished by our steel companies. 
Castings for guns are not made by the Government. They are 


Bethlehem, at Midvale, at the plant of the Carnegie Co., 

the smaller castings are made by companies not so 
the companies I have mentioned. In our Government 
here at Washington and up at Watervliet we simply 
I desire to insert here in my speech a 
ogical record of the more important accidents of this 





» these castings. 


er as recorded in the news items of our metropolitan 
. » BY EXPLOSIONS, BURSTING GUNS, FAULTY BREECH 
a BLOCKS, ET 
Ee 902, February 2. Battleship Aearsarge, West Indian waters; 
“a © killing 5 
: January 17. Battleship Massachusetts; gun explosion 
: ( bra Island; 6 killed. 
a %, April 9% Battleship Joiwa; explosion of gun; 3 killed, 5 
& ed. 
t, April 13. Battleship Alissouri, off Pensacola, Fla.: ex- 
E ; 32 killed. 
a December 14. Battleship Massachusetts, at Philadelphia ; 


eX 1 in firerooms; 3 killed, 

io, July 21. Gunboat Bennington, 
Be osion; 34 killed, 66 injured. 
- 116, January 10. Battleship 


t scalded. 
San 





Diego, Cal.: boiler 


Vassachusetts; gun explosion: 


ee \pril 13. Battleship Kearsarge, in Caribbean Sea: ex- 
r: sion; 6 killed. 
‘, July 15. Battleship Georgia, Massachusetts Bay; ex- 
6 killed, 15 injured. 
OS, June 5. In California waters, cruiser Tennessee: burst- 
iler tube; 6 killed. 


Torpedo-boat destroyer Hopkins, 
; expleding boiler; 1 killed, 5 wounded. 
0, March 28. Cruiser Charleston, in Philippine waters; 
plosion, alieged faulty breech block; 8 killed, 7 or 8 
ded. 
FE 10, July 21. Explosion of gun, Fort Monroe; 12 killed. 
' %, September 9. Battleship North Dakota; explosion, 
- lH] ton Re 3 killed. 
; 10, November 19. Explosion of gun, Indianhead; 4 killed. 
January 13. Cruiser Washington; cylinder head blown 
Also about this 3 similar accidents to 


California wa- 


ads: 


time 3 
ral Schroeder’s fleet; no one killed. 
anuary 17. Battleship Delaware; 


1; just outside Hampton Roads. 
tal 


vessels in 
boilers 


killed in nine years, 147. 
maimed in nine years, 102. 
“a . — of the accidents I have enumerated, and there 
tag eit Others, in nine years 147 men have been killed and 
; In other words, by these accidents, in nine 











- Maimed for life. 
t profound peace, we have killed or maimed for life more 
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or for even oil 


Atlantic in re 
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did not h ) 
subjected tft 


our battleshit 
ish-Americal 
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machinery, did 


for 


repairs, 
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In December, 1907. 
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the Governme 
retur tl 


n of 
LQ 


eisnrely 


rep 
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entire 


trip 


Total 


The bill we 


pairs on the 
Georgia 
Virginia 
Arethusa 
Total 
The 
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fore, is 


as it 


the 
f£ress, 


went 
have 
which made 
of $191,476, 


expended upon 
repair 
tour. 
machinery, brings with it 
of us who wonder what 


order to 
leisurely 


would 


ing 


The naval bill last 
item 


ried an 
amount of 
purpose of 


nt conne 


Io l 
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will 
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around the world, to 

authorize 

he 
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by the steel companies to this G 


$4,250,000. 
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Millions of dollars were expended by the Government on the 


Buflington-Crozier disappearing gun carriage while Buffington 
was Chief of Ordnance and while Crozier was a member of 
the Board of Ordnance. These officers, as a result of experi- 
menting with Government money, were finally enabled to take 
out a patent on the disappearing gun carriage now in use in 
this country. The patent was taken out at the suggestion of 
the Bethlehem Iron Co.. as Mr. Crozier admitted. These two 
officers sold all the rights to the Bethlehem Iron Co., as Mr. 
Crozier also admitted, for $10.000. and the Bethlehem Iron 
Co. agreed to pay to Gen. Buffington and to Gen. Crozier, in 
addition to that amount, royalties on each carriage built for | 


Governments other than the United States until on this account 


there had been paid to these officers in royalties the sum of 
$50,000, 


A MAN CAN NOT SERVE TWO MASTERS. 
These officers, therefore, charged with protecting the con- | 
tracts, made by this Government with the steel companies, 


against fraud on the part of the steel companies, charged also 
With placing orders for armor plate and for castings for guns 
with steel companies, entered into this 
Bethlehem Steel Co. “A man can not serve two masters,” and 
the inferior character of work done for the Government by 


partnership with the | 


these companies, as evidenced by accidents to machinery and | 


explosions of guns, followed as a matter of course. 
While an officer of the department, Gen. Crozier invented, as 


a result of his experiments with money contributed by the 
Government, a wire-wound gun and took out a patent on it. 
This was invented at a time when the nations of the world 


were adopting wire-wound guns. Evidently having in mind the 
invention of Gen. Crozier while occupying this official position, 
Gen. Buffington, interested with him in the Crozier-Buffington 
disappearing gun carriage, recommended, while Chief of Ord- 
nance, in the estimates of the War Department for the fiscal 
year 1803, an expenditure of a sum of money less than $998,000 
for the purchase of material for steel-wire seacoast guns. 
act of March 1, 1901, as a result of the efforts of these officers, 
provided that a sum of money less than $76,000 could be used 
in the discretion of the Secretary of War—which meant, of 
course, in the discretion of these officers—for this purpose. 

Prior to that time there was but one gun in this country 
competing with the Crozier steel wire-wound gun, to wit, the 
Brown segmental wire-tube gun. In 1894 this gun was turned 
over to a board, of which Capt. William Crozier was a member. 
It was tested by that board and found to be deficient by the 
board, and Capt. Crozier was one of the two members of the 
hoard who signed the report of the test of the Brown segmental 
wire-tube gun, and who in their report killed the only competi- 
lor the Crozier gun had. 

A few months later the same board, Capt. Crozier still being 
one of its members, tested his own invention, and a favorable 
report was made. The report of the Chief of Ordnance, made 
in 1896, on page $321 of that report, contains the following note: 

By authority of the Chief of Ordnance Capt. Crozier was, 


; at his 
own request, relieved from duty in joining in the above report. 


Ile was not, however, relieved from duty in testing his own 
gun, but was relieved from duty in signing the report which 
followed. I might call attention also to other officials charged 
with the duty of protecting the interests of this country, who 
were interested in inventions made by them as the result of 
information gathered while experimenting with Government 
money and while accepting salaries from the Government, and 
who have been financially interested in the inventions they 
themselves have compelled this Government to purchase. The 
answer may be made that the patent taken out on the Buffing- 
ton-Crozier disappearing gun carriage provides that no royalties 
are to be paid for carriages of this character made for the 
United States Government. However, the principle remains the 
same; the royalties are to be paid to these inventors by the 
Bethlehem Steel Co. on the carriages made for other govern- 
ments, and the Bethlehem Steel Co, has taken out patents on 
this carriage in England and perhaps in other places. These 
officers were instrumental in bringing about the sale of disap- 
pearing gun carriages of this type to this Government, and I 
understand each one of them about $150,000; and this 
Government has already officially recommended to the world 
this particular carriage, and Gen. Crozier, on account of the 
official position he now holds, can in this way promote the sale 
of his invention abroad and reap thereby large financial gains. 
Up to the present time, however, no sales of this gun carriage 
have been made by the Bethlehem company to foreign govern- 
ments. But attempts are being made to sell it abroad, and 
when sales are made Gen. Crozier’s connection with the Bethle- 
hem company will become profitable. Gen. Crozier is now Chief 
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of the Bureau of Ordnance of the Army, and under the ry 
his duties are as follows: 


The Chief of Ordnance commands the Ordnance Department, 
duties of which consist in providing, preserving, distributing, and 
counting for every description of artillery, small arms, and all 


munitions of war which may be required for the fortresses of the « 
try, the armies in the field, and for the whole body of the militia 
the Union In these duties are comprised that of determining the 
eral principles of construction and of prescribing in detail the mu 
and forms of all military weapons employed in war. ‘They comp: 
also the duty of prescribing the regulations for the proof and inspe 
of all these weapons, for maintaining uniformity and economy in | 
fabrication, for insuring their good quality, and for their preserva 
and distribution. 


Under these conditions—and I might continue the discussion 
along these lines at much greater length—is it any wonder tliat BE 


inferior work is being done in the factories furnishing those z, 
castings for the use of the Government? In this connection I fr 
desire now to read some affidavits made by employees of the a 
3ethlehem Steel Co. as to the methods employed in doing work bigs 
at the present time for the Government by that company. cas 

There is no longer any competition in this country, as the E 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SraNLey] has so well stated, in By 
the manufacture of armor or armament for vessels. BS 

In the old investigation practically only the superintendents e 


of the Carnegie Co. were called upon to testify. In order to 

show that the frauds continue to this day, I have original «tii pe 
davits, made within the last few months up here at Bethlehem, ” 
and I send them to the Clerk’s desk and ask that they be read 
now in my time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the 
RAINEY] yield to a question? 

Mr. RAINEY. After they get through reading I will, if pws ; 
sible. a 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the affidavits. 

During the reading of the affidavits the following colloquy 
occurred : 4 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired i 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for three minutes more 
in which to read the affidavits. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

A Mempser. I object. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order tht 
no gentleman arose from his seat and objected. 
man sat back and did so. Let him rise. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chairman saw one gentleman rise 
his place and object. 

Mr. RAINEY. Who made the objection, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts | \ 
ROBERTS }. 

Mr. ROBERTS. 
objection. 

Mr. RAINEY. 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a paus F 
The Chair hears none. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the affidavits. 

During the reading, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for three minutes mor 

Mr. FOSS. I object. 

Mr. RAINEY. We are practically through with this bill, 
Chairman. I hope my colleague will not object to this. 


gentleman from Illinois [\: 


Some geil 


Oh, no, Mr. Chairman; I did not make t 


Mr. Chairman, I renew my request for th 


Mr. FOSS. I have no objection to having the affida 
printed in the Recorp. F 
Mr. STAFFORD. Regular order! a 


Mr. RAINEY. 
and it will 
affidavits. 

Mr. FOSS. There are practically two pages left. 

Mr. RAINEY. There is not over a page and a half left. \1 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk may finis! 
the reading of the affidavits. 

Mr. FOSS. How long will it take to finish the reading? 

Mr. RAINEY. Not over two minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a paus 
There is no objection. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The following are the affidavits referred to: ; 

SouTH BETHLEHEM, Pa., April 26, 19! 

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that the following informat 
is an absolute fact, as I have been an employee of the Bethlehem 5% 

Co. in the treatment department for a period of one and one-half years 

After official tests on 12-inch liners, tubes, and long propeller sh 
for U. 8S. 8. Florida there was a heat treatment given above forginss 


We are practically through with the bill n 
not take two minutes to read the balance of 1 








while the inspectors were at home at night; for instance, if a t 














r shaft passes test to-day, instead of shipping same forging In 
e shop for machining, they put forging into a wood furnace 
t at 860°, which is equal to 1,000° or more in oil fur 


tening the forging, and the following morning have sam 
inachine shop after straightening (which should have 

re official test bars were taken). This was not, of course, 
all tubes, liners, and shafts, but it was done in cases where 









































1 ny needed any individual forging to complete a set of gun 
n order to get out a certain amount of work to reach their 

sis. so as to make their annual bonus. One of the most 

ent features of the superintendents and overseers of the com 
= to produce as much tonnage as possible, regardless of whether 

work is accomplished in a manner which gave the Government 

product 

Inited States Government specifications require all treatment 

' to forwarded to the Army and Navy olflice at works were 
. \ : being done, but this rule was not lived up to on the part of the 
; iy. as I myself was instructed by the superintendent to withhold 
: t of tubes, liners, and shafts from the Army and Navy oil : 
the inspectors never knew about the treatment that was given 

1 test 


wish to state that during the month of December, 1909, there 
‘ of this defective work done than any month previous, to the 
st of my knowledge 

| records that were supposed to be open for public inspection were 

cays so fixed that they would not show the fraudulent treatments 
shat were given forgings, and the reports that I got about treatments 
liners, and shafts were withheld from the public records that 
sed to be open for scrutiny of Army and Navy inspectors 

WILLIAM JULIAN, 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of April, 1910. 


] JOS! nH OE McGer, 
Justice of the Peace 
My commision expires first Monday in May, 1912. 


SovutH BETHLEHEM, Pa., April 29, 1910. 
is to certify that I know there was work done in No. 2 mach 
>the United States Government that was not up to specification 








I} f have deceived the inspector many a time 
On the last let of 5-inch mounts that were made here a number ot 
| hes were placed on the brackets, to cover up a mistake in machinin 


hese were put on in such a way so that under ordinary inspection they 
< i not be detected. 

1 | w of a sitde for a 12-inch gun that was being machined when a 
hlowhole was discovered. The yoke was taken off the machine and at 


a ee ee ee ee a eee 
2 








nicht the hole was filled up with metal and the yoke put back on th 
; hine, the inspector not discovering the trick. I know of a track 
for a 12-inch turret which, while being machined, was found to b« 
: ( ked 
| closed the crack by hammering the crack shut and finished ma 
, chining it 
} FRANCIS J. GILLESPIE 
County oF NorTHamMptTon, State of Pennsylvania, ss: 
; Francis J. Gillespie, the subscriber, being duly sworn according t 
deposes and says that the foregoing statement is true and correct 
as he verily believes. 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 29th day of April, 1910. 

[ SEAL. ] JoserpnH H. McGrr, 

Justice of the Peace 

My commission expires first Monday in May, 1912. 

) combat 
SouTn BeETHLenem, April 29, 1910 

In a brief submitted to President Taft on April 6 by the committee 
of striking employees of the Bethlehem Steel Co. we charged that during 
1 night, when Government inspectors were not present, workmen 
were compelled to treat, patch, and weld inferior work so that work 
( d be forced to be accepted by the Government. 

In a letter from Mr. G. v. L. Meyer. Secretary of the Navy, to the 
President, under date of April 21, 1910, of which I have a copy, he 
states that our charge has been investigated. In his letter he states 
that “it appears that no evidence in support of this can be obtained 
and the iospectors claim that should defective work be treated in this 
I ner it would subsequently be detected on inspection and test, and 
! rts indicate that the Government is fully safeguarded by the daily 
routine inspection.” 

He also states: “In general, it is believed that the character of the 
work accepted upon inspection by the Government fully meets the re- 
quirements of the Government, and through the system of inspection 
how in vogue the interests of the Government are well protected.” 

Rex irdless of this report, work was treated at night, and men were 
not owed to tell the inspector, and after the work was treated if 
t was any chance of the inspector being deceived into accepting 
t work as being up to specifications, it was submitted to him. I 
Know that on an order of 5-inch sights for the Navy, about three years 

, that some of these sights were tound out of alignment during the 
¥ ( iny shop test, and that the steel castings were hammered with a 


to bend them so they would line up. The recoil of the guns, 
these sights were used, must have sprung these castings back to 
old shape, and thereby made it impossible for our sailors to shoot 
ht I offer as witnesses Horace Klinesmith and Robert Johnson, 
‘ employees of No. 4 machine shop. 
uring the building of the 12-inch ammunition hoists for the batt! 
SDT North Dakota and Delaware a number of buffers, to be used as 
cus ns to take the weight off the lower cars, were found to be not 
enough. The inspector (J. C. Farrall) refused to accept them 
gro nd that the ngs were not firm enough. The foreman 
E ‘tarry Lynn) promised to put new springs in. The real trouble was 
7 the bore was out of round in the bottom of the castings. and 
When inspector was home to dinner these buffers were taken apart 
und filled with thick vaseline, which stopped up the leak and made it 
hough new springs had been put in, and were accepted by 
spector. 
Ss working as assistant to the inspector, and know this to be a 
t. On the same job there were several levers welded by electricity 
a oe dirt holes, and were in bad shape, and I put the inspector next 
a and was asked by Foreman George Meyer, of the second floor: 
a. , the hell told him that?” These levers were thrown out by 
ae tor Farrall. At the present time there are under construction 
wenty- four 6-Inch howitzer gun carriages and twenty-four 6-inch how- 
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tzer Iimbers upon which much inferior work was dor ind up to the 
time of strike was hid from the inspect: I’ s \ en | Ke im 
langing, and welded with acetylene xles \ en 1 i 
wrong, and patched; other parts macl l t ind doctored to 
make it pass inspection fact, t i t p is to1 the 
work “appear” as though » to : 
get it past the inspector by fair or f ! Ss Vv 
Hlorace Klinesmith, George Stegmair, ¢ ‘ce M tobert Jo n, 
talph Otto, John Wendlin Henry Lx nd W Iiverett \lso, 
! Navy, if the center |} nm < ‘ ng 
of t ell id I i 
pol ted I ir | t \ t WW tor 
re it was not llow y nD j th 
et ins | nd s thi y i 4 
mus p 1 for getti i 1 n 
im ine itive rt nt 1 in t 
manship was so common that nothing w thoug! t An inv \ 
tion ere nen could be placed n <« 1} » light a t 
many things which I haven't mentioned. I do i ; 
for this, as it would be impossible for an inspect to detect of 
these operations When it is known that M Ever it sk d je i 
is used on some of this work, the impossi ty of de ting the 3 
by ordinary inspection is apparent. 
Davip WILLIA 
COUNTY OF NoRTHAMPTON, Atate af Pe 8 ania 
Personally appeared before me, a justice of the peace in and f the 
aforesaid county, David Williams, who, ng dul n, dep ud 
says that the foregoing statements are true and correct, as |! y 


believes 
Sworn to before me this 29th day of April, A. D. 1910 


[| SEAL. ] JOS! H. McG 
Just of the j ce 


My commission expires first Monday in May, 1912 


Mr. RAINEY. I do not lesire to comment on these affid 3 


at this time. They speak for themselves. The Bethlehem ¢ 


has been specially favored with Government contracts, rece z 
in recent years more than its share of these contracts. I think, 
however, I might mention that George R. Sheldon, treasurer of 
the national Republican central committee, is a director in this 
company, and an investigation may show among the stock- 


holders other names more prominent at the present time in 
national affairs than that of Mr. Sheldon. 


I understand that the resolution presented by my friend 
from Kentucky |Mr. Sraniey] for the investigation of the 
Steel Trust in this country will not be pressed by him during 


the present sesssion. Only a few more days remain of Repub- 
lican supremacy in this House. Attempts to investigate frauds 
against this Government perpetrated by Sugar Trust thieves 
and by steel companies have not met with enthusiastic support 
on the other side of this House, but when the Sixty-second 
Congress convenes it will convene with a Democratic majority 
of G4, with a Democratic Speaker presiding over it, with the 
majority of all the committees composed of Democrats, and I 
promise at that time to ask my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
STANLEY] to make his resolution for the investigation of the 
Steel ‘Trust broad enough to include a searching investigation 





into the question of frauds perpetrated by the steel companies 
upon this Government. I have every reason to believe that un- 
der a Democratic House there will be other investigations 
which will lead two years from now to a more complete and 
thorough and overwhelming repudiation of the Republican Party 
at the polls than the repudiation of November last [ Applause. ] 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Rainey) there were—ayes 90, noes 69, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, the impression has been given 
that the United States Government is paying an exorbitant 
price for its armor, and the gentleman from Illinois Mr. 
RAINEY], who has just taken his seat, holds out the hope that 
by throwing open the doors we may get cheaper armor from 
abroad. 

Mr. RAINEY And better armor. 

Mr. ROBERTS. And now, as an answer to both of those 


statements, I want to give to the committe: e prices hat 
foreign Governments are paying fer armor as compared with 
the prices we pay. The first figures I shall read are for a 
average of all armor and the second figures the I » | | for 
Krupp armor in each of the countries named. 

ihese are the latest prices paid by naval ] rs, as given 
in the Navy Year Book of 1910. Japan pays $400 per t on 
nh uaverage for all armor and M00 for Krupp irmor, A tria 
pays $440 for all and $507 for Krupp, Italy | $521 fo i 





‘ $550 for Krupp, Germany pays $450 for all and $450 for 
Krupp, France pays for all and $572 for Krupp, | d 
> for all and $525 for Krupp 

Now, gentlemen will note the extravagant price paid |} 
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= ' y 
the United States for its armor! The average of all armor 
purchased by the United States is $430 a ton. The lowest price 
paid by any nation for Krupp armor is $400 a ton, and that 
nation is Japan. Only one nation, only one maritime power, is 
getting armor cheaper than the United States. [Applause.] 
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Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentle- 
man’? [Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Tuomas of Ohio). The question is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from I}dinois [Mr. Rainey]. 

Mr. HARDY) Mr. Chairman, I wish to make just one or 


two observations with reference to this amendment. What I 
wish to say is simply this: If the gentleman who last addressed 
the House is correct, and our steel manufacturers give us the 
cheapest steel armor in the world, then it can do no barm to 
give the United States the right to get cheaper armor if it is 
possible. In fact, if this argument shows that it can not be 
gotten cheaper elsewhere, why do gentlemen desire to put in a 
restriction there that would prevent us from getting it cheaper 





in case it could be gotten cheaper abroad? It may be that the 
Steel Trust has the exclusive privilege of making that profit 
out of the United States Government. If we can get the armor 
cheaper elsewhere it will do no harm to let us try. If we can 
get it cheaper elsewhere, the friends of the Government ought 
to insist that we should get it. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois is 
one of the most important amendments offered during the con 
sideration of this bill The question is whether we shall be left 
bound in the meshes of the United States Steel Trust in such 
a position that it can say, “ Here is the victim: take what you 
will,” or whether we shall be allowed to buy more.cheaply our 
needed supplies of armor. [Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!” ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rainey]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
RAINEY) there were ayes 90, noes 6D. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





The limit of cost, exclusive of armor and armament, of attieship 
Florid iuthorized by the naval appropriation act approved May 13, 
1908, to be built in a Government navy yard, is hereby increased from 


$6.0000,000 te S6,400,000., 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on the 
paragraph. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to that 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point of order on the paragraph, so that an amendment is not 
now in order. 

Mr. MANN. The Chair will notice that there is a limit of 
cost fixed upon this, and this paragraph proposes to increase 
the limit, which is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The limit of cost was fixed in the last 
appropriation bill at $6,000,000? 

Mr. FOSS. It was. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





That part of the naval appropriatio ct app ed June 24. 1910, 
under “ Increase of the Navy which reads as follows: “and th i 
tract fer the construction of said vessels shall contain a previ I 
requiring said vessels to | built in accordance wit the provisiorz 
an t entitled ‘An act relating to the limitation f hours f rily 
sery of ik rel ind mechanics employed on public works for the 
United States and the District of Columbia, approved August 1, 1892,” 
is her y rep aled 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
on the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That part of t naval i opriation t of Jur 24, 1910, under 
“In ease of the > y. which reads ; follow : “Provided always, 
That one of th ittleships herein authorized shall be constructed in 


one of the navy yards,” is hereby repealed 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
on that paragraph. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FirzGeRALD] was on his feet to make the point of order before 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CALpER] rose, so the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcerarp]. 

Mr. FOSS. I admit the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will report the next paragraph of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That part of the naval appropriation act of Jume 24, 1910, under 
“Increase of the Navy,” which reads as follows: “Provided, That not 
more than one of the battleships provided for in this act shall be built 


by the sam racting party,” is hereby repealed 





ALiit ce 
Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
} 


that paragraph. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 





The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the Sccretary of the Navy is hereby auth¢ 
cause to be constructed by private contract at a cost not t 
$1,000,000 the one fleet collic author 
act approved May 13, 1908, « 

yard on the Pacific coast as t 








Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I make a point « 
against that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of o 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move 

Mr. HOBSON. I desire to offer an amendment. 


rized 


oO exc 


ized by the naval appropriat 
lesignated to be built in such Governim 
he Secretary of the Navy shall direct 
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f ord 


Wor 
rael 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama offers 


amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
Mr. HOBSON. To come in at the end as a new paragi 
The Clerk read as follows: 






Gn page 63, after line 19,-add a new paragraph, as follows 
No part of any sum appropriated by this act shall be usec 
purcha of projectiles until $350,000 of th unt available 
purchase of projectiles is used for the pu se or manufactur 
of such proven design as will carry under tested gun pressur 


less than 30,000 pounds per square inch explosive charges of 
than 150 pounds weight, of either the explosives now in ws 
naval service, or of explosive gelatin.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
amendment. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment seems to direct t 
retary of the Navy to make a specific expenditure of mix 
certain purpose. The Chair thinks it is legislation a 
tains the point of order. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an ame 


*. } 
aph 


1 for 
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s of 
not 
in 


on 1 
he S 
mey 1 


nd 
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The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama offers 


amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 63, after line 19, add a new paragraph, as follows: 
* Iligh-explosive shell, capable of carrying explosive gelatin 
usual gun pressure, in charges of not less than 150 pounds, $350,00 


Mr. STAFFORD. If make a point of order agai 
amendment. 

HOBSON. I wish to discuss that point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is the point of order that the 
meh makes? 

Mr. STAFFORD. The point cf order is that it is 

mane to this part of the bill. There is a provision of 


wt th 


> fen 


nor gt 
the b 


that has already been passed relating to projectiles, and it 


out of order in this portion of the bill. If any member of t 


committee has the privilege of offering additional ame 
the close of the bill to that which has been covered 


ndnx 
in p 


parts of the bill, there will be no limit at all to the considerat 


of appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman w 
at the bill he will see that at various places in it there 
visions relating to the question of armor and ammunit 
there are various appropriations at various places for t 
bureau. This simply, at the end of the bill, makes an a 
ation for high-explosive projectiles, that is all; just like 
less powder, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I direct the attention of the Chair 
15, to the provision for ordnance and ordnance stores. 

Mr. MANN. Under the head of Bureau of Ordnance. 

Mr. HOBSON. If the gentleman will look at pag 


rill 
are | 
ion, 
he 
ppro 


> shiv 


to | 


ej 


will find another provision there. He will find further on, 


various parts of the bill, appropriations for various u 
nnd works under each particular bureau. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the Chair will see by ar 
nation of the bill that from line 5, page 15, down te 1 


Mitel 


1 eX 
ine 6 


age 19 are the provisions under: the Bureau of Ovrdna 
pay 


which cover all the ordnance material, and the on 


ly | 


where this amendment would have been in order is unde: 


head of Bureau of Ordnance covering various provision 
lation to the ordnance experiments with ordnance 
equipment of the naval militia. 


18 in 
and 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks the gentleman from |! 


nois if he thinks this amendment could have been of 
paragraph on page 61, armor and armament. 

Mr. MANN. I think not; this is ordnance. 

Mr. HOBSON. So is armor and armament. The arn 
meet certain ordnance tests. 

Mr. MANN. So must a battleship; but it does not 
battleship ordnance. 

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentlem 

labama. 

Mr. MANN. The funnel of a battleship has to meet 
requirements, but it is not erdnance. 


Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, we are now authorizing ! 


new construction in the Navy ships of various types. 
building of these ships we require various material 


fered 
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d armament, equipment, ammunition, and other things. We | 


hae appropriations for armor and armament, and it is per- 

fectly germane to make appropriation there for the high- 

explosive projectiles comprised in the ammunition. I do not 

cay that it is usual. I intended and, in fact, I did introduce the 
ndment in another form on page 15. I recognize that. But 
s ruled out on a point of order. 

Now. then, I have offered it where I do not think it would 
he subject to a point of order, and I put it in in connection 
with the new construction, because it will be used with the 

struction. It will be part of the ammunition that goes 
the ships which are provided for in the increase of the Navy. 
| do not maintain that it is usual to put it on at this time, 

t I maintain that it is germane. There is no reason under 

| tice or the rules of the House why it may not be put on 
this place, because it will be used just as much as the armor 

! armament here provided will be used on these new ships. 

fhe CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Alabama is familiar 
with the rule that an amendment inserted as an additional 
maragraph must be germane to the portion of the bill 
where it is offered. 

Mr. HOBSON, Will the Chair hear me? I do not think the 
Chairman heard the last part of my discussion. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the amendment 
which has been offered to the provision, beginning on page 15, 
is not germane, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, to 
f w line 15, 

the CHAIRMAN. Line 15, page 63, has been passed, and 

ess the gentleman obtains: unanimous consent the amend 
ment ean not be offered, 

\ir. STANLEY. I understood that that paragraph had just 
heen read. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. STANLEY. 


se or 


The last paragraph has been read. 


Then I will offer the amendment after 


rhe Clerk read as follows: 
\fte ine 19, page 63, insert: 
ed, That no part of any sum herein appropriated shall 
expended for the purchase of structural steel, ship plates, armor, arma 
t machinery from any persons, firms, or corporations who have 
mbined or conspired to monopolize the interstate or foreign commerce 
of the United States, or the commerce between the States and any ° 
tory, or the District of Columbia, in any of the articles aforesaid 
se of structural steel, ship plates. or machinery shall be m: 
a | e in excess of a reasonable profit above the actual cost of 
manufacture; and no purchase of armor or armament shall be made at 
in excess of 100 per cent above the actual cost of manufacture.” 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 


Mr. STANLEY. 
| or order. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
IX cky on the point of order. 
Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, this is plainly a limitation 
the sum provided to be expended in this bill, and is ger 
lane to the paragraph beginning on line 16 
t no part of any sum appropriated by this act shall be used for 


nse of the Navy Department at Washington unless specific au 
ven by law for such expenditure. 








Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard on the 


matter has been repeatedly ruled on before. Will the 
( ‘ kindly indicate what part of that amendment he thinks 
t germane, and I shall direct my remarks to that. 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say that it seems to the 
Chair that this affects existing contracts and everything of tliat 
I as drawn. 
Mr. STANLEY. Then I will ask unanimous consent to 
mer the amendment so as to provide against that. I wil! 
ie amendment, if I may be permitted to do so, in that 


CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
nt to amend his amendment in the manner indicated, 
the Clerk will read. 
Clerk read as follows: 
he end of the amendment: “ But the lMmitation shall in no 
to any existing contract,” so that it will read: 
1%, page 63, insert: 
That no part of 
1¢ 


S conse 


sum herein appropriated shall | 
purchase of structural steel, ship plate 





or Machinery from any persons, firms, or corporations who 
ned or conspired to monopolize the interstate or foreign 
of the United States, or the commerce between the § 
vy Territory or the District of Columbia, in any of th« s 
id, and no purchase of structural steel, ship plates, or machinery 
made at a price in excess of a reasonable profit abov 
of manufacture And no purchase of armor or ri t 
de at a price in excess of 100 per cent above the tual 


anufacture. But this limitation shall in no case apply to any 
ontr: et’” : 
CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
Nan from Kentucky? 
here was no objection, 


7 
S10] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ment to go in at the end of the bill, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 

Mr. MANN (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I 
mike the point of order on the amendment. It has been read 
far enough to indicate what it is, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
have the amendment printed in the Recorp and to extend my 
remarks upon it, 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


rhe amendment is as follows: 


After the last paragraph, on page 63, add the following: 
fhat a joint committee is hereby created, to be led the ‘Com 
Inittee on Iron and Steel Combinations and Monoy 7 
posed of nine Members of the House of Represent 
hers of the Senate of the United Stites, five members from the 1 
nd four members from the minority of each House, and to be e ed 
by ballot of each House 





That it shall be the duty of said committee, and it is he ! 
rected, to make an investigation and inquiry of the Secret 
Navy. the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, the Attorney Genera d 
in other persons for the purpose of ascertainin whethe since the 
vear of IS97, there have occurred violations of the antitrust act of 
July 2, 1890, the various interstate-commerce act ! individua or 
corp itions engaved in the iron and steel busines which v tions 
have not been prosecuted, dealt with, or lawfully disposed of the 
executive i! rs of the Government: and if any h violat é 
cisclosed, said committee is directed to report the facts and circum 
stances to the House, with bills requiri: pproy e action I 


any further legislution which it may consider ady e for re 
the acts of Congress 
violations thereof Said committee is hereby specially dir 
investigate the United States Steel Corporation, its organization and 
operations. and if in connection therewith violations of lay 
said are disclosed, to report the same and a bill requiring action t e 
taken thereon 

Said committee shall 


had ‘any 


taken by such executive officers: and said committee shall also 1 ort 


aforesaid and more 





inouire whether said Steel Corporation |! 


relations or affiliations tendi toward violatic 














i\ } 
the Pennsylvania Steel Co., the Cambria Steel Co., the Lackaw ni 
Steel Co., or any other fron or steel company nominally indepe t 
nd whether through any such agencies said Steel Corporation ‘ 
gaged under contract in furnishing the Government rmor for \ 
sels of the Navy, and if so, to what extent, and w t el the pri ; 
paid have been fixed under any competition, and whether the | eg 
are fair and reasonable or are exorbitant 

“The committee is authorized to sit during the se ns or re of 
Convress, at such times and places as they may dee des ‘ nd 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to summor ind « | 
atte ince of witnesses, and to employ a disburs ifficer and ch 
secretaries, experts, stenographers, messengers, and other assista 
Shall be neces y to carry out the purposes for wl d cot 
was created fhe committee shall have the power, ough « Y 
mittee or otherw to examin witnesses and to nu h inv 
tions and examinations, in this or other coun f 
mitted to their charge as they shall deem ne sar i shall re t to 
the first session of the Sixty-second Congress at the « t date pra 
ticable 

‘That a sum sufficient to carry out the purposes o end ' 
and to pay the necessary expenses of the « its me 
hereby appropriated out of any ney in t I not 
appropriated Said pprop tion si! l immedi tvaila nd 
s 1 be paid out on the lit nd l f ti n 
‘ in of said commit \ { d ler 
ind binding upon all cde ! its as to 1 
ol h committe 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire 1 if I mav he 
permitted, to express the thought that by 1 of the act n 
taken this afternoon on the various amendme tis n opin 
ion that the effect will be to cause an additional apprepriation 


next year of between eight and nine millions of do 


out the program of the past year and of this pr t bil Ly 
simply to make that state nt, in order that ( ul 3 
priations shall not be charged up to the next ¢ ‘ 

Mr. MANN. Why not? It is charged up to \I ! 
the next Congress on the Democratic side. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I wis to add ‘ t 
which has just been made by the gent an f 
saving that in my judgment the Committees 
in perfecting the legislation recom led to tl } 
the Naval Committee has added between eight ad te 
of dollars to the construction of ships, authorized in tl! 
and heretofore authorized. 

Mr. Chait in. I move that ft} n ttee dk wo 
eport the bill and amendments with a favorable re 


tion, 
The motion was agreed to, 
Accordingh 

sumed the chair, Mr. Currrer, Chairman of tl C 

the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported t! ‘ 

committee had had under consideration the bill li. R. 3zv1: he 

naval appropriation bill, and had 


} same back with sundry amendmenis, 


the committee rose: 





directed him to 


with the reconimmendation 





nents be agreed to, and that the bill as amended | 


that the amend! 
do | 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and all amendments to final passage. 
The previous question was ordered. 


rhe SVEAKER. 
{After a pause.] 

Mr. FOSS. 
adjourn. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. 
withhold his motion. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT] 
and myself desire that we should not take a vote upon the bill 
this ey r, 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman withhold his motion for 
a moment? 
FOSS. 


Is a separate vote asked on any amendment? 
The Chair hears no request. 


Mr. Speaker, I that the 


House do now 


move 


1 
speaker, 


I ask that the gentleman 


ening 


I will. 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA., AS SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
submitted a privileged report (No. 2211) from the Committee on 
Ways and Means on the bill (H. R. 29708) to constitute Birming- 
ham, in the State of Alabama, a subport of entry, which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF 


ABSENCE, 


Mr. SMALL, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of | 
absence for an indefinite .period on account of sickness in 
family. 

DAM ACROSS NAMAKAN LAKE AT KETTLE FALLS, MINN. 
The bill (H. R. 32340) to authorize the Rainy River Im- 


provement Co. to construct a dam across the outlet of Namakan 
Lake at Kettle Falls, St. Louis County, Minn., by unanimous 
consent was ordered laid on the table. 

REQUEST FROM THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the fol- 
lowing request from the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 288) for the crea- 
tion of police and firemen’s relief fund, to provide for the retirement 
of members of the police and fire department, to establish a method of 
procedure for such retirement, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request is granted. 

There was no objection. 

SPECIAL REPORT ON THE DISEASES OF THE HORSE. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I report back 
House joint resolution 286, from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution 
Rept. No. 2212). 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed and bound in cloth 100,000 
copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of the Horse, the same to 
be first revised and brought to date under the supervision of the Secre- | 
tary of Agriculture; 70,000 copies for use of the House of Representa- | 
tives, 50,000 copies for use of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on engrossment and third 
reading of the resolution. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 

tills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 

bill and joint resolution of the following titles, when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

H. R. 26150. An act to authorize the construction of drawless 
bridges across a certain portion of the Charles River in the State | 
of Massachusetts; and 

H. J. Res. 146. Joint resolution creating a commission to in- 
vestigate and report on the advisability of the establishment of 
periminent maneuvering grounds, camp of inspection, rifle and 
artillery ranges for troops of the United States at or near the 
Chickamauga and Chattanooga Military Park, and to likewise 
report as to certain lands in the State of Tennessee proposed to 
be donated to the United States for said purpose. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

S. 10757. An act to amend an act entitled “An act permitting 





(H. 





the building of a dam across the Mississippi River at or near 
the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn.,” approved 
February 26, 1904; 

S. S736. An act providing for the releasing of the claim of 
the United States Government to Arpent lot No. 44, in the old 
city of Pensacola, Fla.; 

S. 10690. An act providing for aids to navigation along the 
Livingstone Channel, Detroit River, Mich. ; 
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8. J. Res. 140, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan certain tents for the use of the Confederate Veter- 
ans’ Reunion, to be held at Little Rock, Ark., in May, 1911; 

S. J. Res. 139. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of the 
message of the President, together with the report of the ag: 
of the United States, in the North Atlantic Coast Fisheri 
Arbitration at The Hague; and 

S. 10431. An act to authorize the Argenta Railway Co. 
construct a bridge across the Arkansas River between the citi 
of Little Rock and Argenta, Ark. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the followi: 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its 
appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 10476. An act for the relief of Passed Asst. Paymaster 
Edwin M. Hacker; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

SPECIAL REPORT ON DISEASES OF CATTLE, 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I also report 
back House joint resolution 287 from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution (TI, 
Rept. No. 2218). 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed and bound in cloth 100,000 
copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle, the same 
be first revised and brought td date, under the supervision of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, 70,000 copies for use of the House of Rep: 
sentatives and 30,000 copies for use of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read : 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ext: 


ia 


Mr. FOSS. 





The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
ADJOURN MENT. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle 
man from Illinois [Mr. Foss] that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m., 

Wednesday, February 22, 1911. 











yO 








EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause of Rule XXIV, executive communicati: 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
an estimate of appropriation for post office and courthouse it 
Dayton, Ohio (H. Doc. No. 1896) ; to the Committee on Appr: 


» 


| priations and ordered to be printed. 


2. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a 


report of documents received and distributed during the y« 
1910 (H. Doc. No. 1898); to the Committee on Printing and 
ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of an act approved February 13, 1911, for relief of 
Charles F. Atwood and Ziba H. Nickerson, with a communica 
tion as to its phraseology (H. Doc. No. 1397); to the Commi 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting 
the sixth annual report of the American National Red Cross 
(H. Doc. No. 1399); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
crdered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were se\ 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred House bills 26540, 29469, and 30022, 1 
ported in lieu thereof the resolution (H. J. Res. 290) to provid 
for a tax upon white-phosphorus matches, and for other pur 
poses, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2202), which said resolution and report were re 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. 
-hant 


BILLS AND 


WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on the Mer- 
Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill ot 


the House (H. R. 30794) to establish a fish-cultural station 
the State of Pennsylvania, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No 


o 


03), which said bill and 











ry 


rel 


i 


the Committee of the 


Volunteer 








were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


from the same committee, to which was referred the 
: (S. 8875) to authorize the establishment of 
stations on the Columbia River or its tributaries | 
‘eported the same without amendment, | 
ed by a report (No. 2206), which said bill and report | 
red to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


Oklahoma, from the 
referred the bill 
lementary to and amendatory of the act entitled | 
he division of the lands and funds of the 
Indians in Oklahoma,” approved June 28. 
purposes, reperted the same with amendment. 
report (No. 2209), which said bill and report 


Vhole House on the s 


SULZER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, t 
resolution of 
the Board of Managers for the Nationa! 
Soldiers, to furnish 
tatives a report of receipt and disbursement of « 
same without amendment, 
(No, 2210), which said resolution and repo 


| to the House Calendar. 


EVORTS 


] , 
cause 


severally 


BUTLER, 
was referred 


¢ 
i 


the 


~-04), 


KENDAL, 
was referred the bill of the House (1H. R. 
ng the sale of the allotments of Nel 
Jobn, and Que-til-qua-soon, or 
reported the same with amendment. 
rt (No. 2208), which said bill 
Private Calendar. 
SULLOWAY, from the Committe 
vas referred sundry bills o 
he bill (S. 10818) granting pensions and increase 
ns to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
widows and dependent 
accompanied by a report 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
R, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
1 was referred sundry bills of the Senate, 


the 


LOUDENSLAGE 


from 
the 


amendment, 
bill and report 


the 


the Tabeguache, 
Grand River, and Uinta |] 
he Confederated Bands of Ute 


COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 

of Rule XIII, private bills and 

committees, 


nd referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 


Paymaster 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
-nder clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, 
ntroduced and severally referred as follow 
TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 
d equalize pay for mail service on 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Ro 
ir. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. 
of the Whit« 
Utes, 


ittee on Indian Affairs. 


for the 


GARNER of Texas: A bill (iH. BR. 
‘ompletion of a } 
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Committee on 


invalid 


by 
delivered 
iy 


Committee 
bill of the House 


accompanied 
By 


Committee 
<-quel-e-kin, 


accompanied 
and report were referred 


e on Invalid Pensions, to 
f the Senate, reported in 


relatives 
(No. 2205), which said bill 


reported in lieu 
10817) granting pensions and increase 

to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
and certain soldiers an 
War, 


tegular Army and 
| sailors of wars other than the 
and to widows and dependent relatives of 
and sailors, accompanied by a report (No. 2207), 
ill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


and memorials 


os 
om 


to amend existing 


R. 32882) 
River Utes, the Southern Utes, the Uncom- 
Weeminuche, 
sands of Ute Indians. 
Indians of Colorado: to 





Muache, P 


to extend | 
ridge across the Morris and 
point near Aransas Pass, Tex., | 
Railway Co.; 
Commerce 
Memorial of the Legislature of Oregon, 
f the Indian wars be placed upon the 
veterans of the Civil War in the matter of 
3; to the Committee on Pensions, 


to the Committee on 





ORD—H 


Also, memorial of the Oregon Le 
sage of the Federal | 
Stamped as such before bein; 
to the Committee on Interstate ; 
Also, memorial of the Ore 
the Canadian reeipr 
sion has reported; to the Com) 


Also, memorial of the Oreg 


the passage 


on Invalid Pe 


Also, memorial of the Oregon Le: 


a law giving 


mained in the 
treaty with Spain; 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESO TIONS 


Under clause 


were introduced and s¢ vera 
By Mr. ANDERSON 
; Crease of pension to William N. 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. : 
Napoleon B: Peterman: 
By Mr. BURLEIGH: 


| to Augustus Rar 


bn I. Keeton: 


in Wells Se: 


ot Coshocton 


| relative to organized lab 


\ 


Also, petition of the 
ainst increase iy 

mittee on the Pos 
Also, petition of 
‘passage of Hor 


l Foreign Comm 


Women's League, 
lass matter: to 
Roads. 

By Mr. BURKE « 
ml of Carpenters 


Pittsburg, for 


ation and Naturalization 
Also, petition of citizens « 
of the battleship 
Committee on Naval 
By Mr. BURLEIGH: 
Somerset Pomona G1 
erport, Me., 
Ways and Means. 
y Mr. BUTLER: 
| Order United Ameri 


to the 


Also, petition of Roger 


repeal of the 


| Agriculture. 
By Mr. CARY: Petiti 
testing against 
‘Tombstone: on 
Also, memorial of American 
against the proposed ine rease 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post ] 


OUSE. 





cislature, askin: 




































































Philippin 
to the Committee on 


Ingland: 


to the Committe 


to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 32887) ¢ 
arles Thurston: 
By Mr. HAMER: 


» of pension to 


Pensions. 


Mr. HAMILL: A bill pension to 
to the Committ: 
ir. OLCOTT: 
pension to Laura 
*ensions. 
Ry Mr. RAUCH: 
pension to James 
’onsions. 
Mr. SHERWOOD: 
sion to Henry Mink; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Shelby Converse: 


Committee 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTT, 

pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and 
iy Mr. ANDERSON: 
ague, against i 
I Post Office and Post 
By Mr. ASHBROOK : 


Petition of St. Lou 


y Mr. BORLAND: 


against 





to the 
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By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of Charles Bisno, of Also, memorial of Oregon Legislature, to establish at McM a 
Kenosha, Wis., against a parcels-post system; to the Committee | ville an experiment station for walnut culture; to the Co: ae 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. | tee on Agriculture. : 
By Mr. COX of Ohio: Petition of house of representatives of Iso, memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the State of is 
the ubly of the State of Ohio, favoring choice of Senators | Oregon, for legislation beneticial to those interested in des ; 
by direct yote of the people; to the Committee on the Judiciary. | claims of land within Government irrigation projects; to 
\ petition of the Hamilton Retail Grocers and Butchers’ | Committee on the Public Lands. ea 
Association, of Hamilton, Ohio, favoring reciprocity; to the Also, petition of the Newberg Quarterly Meeting of Fri F 
Comittee on Ways and Means. i fortifying the canal; to the Committee on Milit 
By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Council No. 148, Freeport; 
lilsdale Council, No. 235, North Side Pittsburg; Crystal Coun- | By Mr, HIGGINS: Petition of Norwich (Conn.) Grange, P 5 
cil, No. 800, Jeannette; Spring City Council, No. 900, Spring City; | trons of Husbandry, in rélation to the parcels-post system; to ; 
Aliquippa Council, No, 567, Aliquippa; Newtown Council; Local | the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. a 
Council No, 602, Edinboro; Local Council No. 907, Nicolay; Jus- eS 


tice Council, Glenlyon; America’s Pride Council, Export; Coun- 
cil No. 542, Tidal; and Coatesville Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, all in the State of Pennsylvania, and H. H. 
Kern, president of the Pittsburg Council; also Washington 
Camp Ne. 73, Cressona; Carlisle Camp; Mount Nebo Camp; 
Council No. 651, Philadelphia; Council No. 731, Tunk- | 
hanneck; Washington Camp Glen Riddle, Patriotic 


Local 
No. 82, 
Order Sons of America, all in the State of Pennsylvania; and | 


Council No. 406, Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, Bethle- | 


hem, Pa., for House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigra- | 
tion and Naturalization. 
By Mr. DIEKEMA: Petition of Charles Marting and others, 


insisting that the battleship New York be built in a Government 
navy yard, in compliance with the law of 1910, and for eight- 
hour clause of naval appropriation bill; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DODDS: Petition of County Line Farmers’ Club, 
favoring a parcels-post system; to the Committee on the Post 
Oflice and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Society of Friends of Newberg, 


Oreg., for neutralization of the canal; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of C. M. Young and 12 others, of Portland, 
Oreg., against the establishment of a local rural parcels-post 
service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Astoria Lodge, No. 180, B. P. O. E., for Sen- 


ate bill 5629; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. ESCH: Petition of American Paper and Pulp Associa 


tion of New York, against increase in postage on second-class 
matter: to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Reads. | 
By Mr. FORNES: Petition of the Art Color Printing Co., 


against increase of postage on magazines; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Milk Producers’ Association of 
Illinois, against Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Chicago Examiner, against increase of post- 
age on magazines; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Ed. Lacher, of Peru, Ill., concerning claim of 
E. G. Lewis; to the Committee on Claims, 

iy Mr. GILL of Maryland: Petition of 41 members 
Society of Friends, Baltimore, Md., against the expenditure of 
public funds for warlike preparations, and especially against 
fortifying the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr, GRIEST: Petition of Huntzberger-Winters Co., Eliza- 
bethtown, Pa., against a parcels-post law; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 301, 
Akron, Pa., against repeal of the act for printing notes, checks, 
and bonds of the United States by hand presses; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. HAMER: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to John F. Keeton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAMILL: Petition of Valdez, Marshall Pass 
Railway, in Alaska, for House bill 32318 and 
10436: to the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, petition of National Wholesale Dry Goods Association, 
for a permanent tariff commission; to the Committee on Ways 
Menns, 


of the 


& North- 
bill 


ern » 





senate 


and 
By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens on rural delivery routes 
in North Dakota, for increase of salaries of rural deliverers: to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, petition of citizens of North Dakota, against a 
the Committee the Post Office 


parcels- 


system; to on and Vost 


mie ° 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Memorial of Oregon Legislature, for ap- 
propriation of 50,000 acres of land for use of the United States 
Army within the Klamath Indian Reservation; to the Conimit 
tee on the Public Li 


inds, 


| and 


| Calvin B. Ney and others, of Plainview ; R.G. Rohrke, F. 


By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Petition of Oliver G. Cay l 
08 others, members of the Society of Friends, of Cadiz, © 
against the expenditure of public funds to fortify the « 
in warlike preparations; to the Committee on Mi 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of citize 
New Jersey, protesting against the proposed measure to 
battleships built by private contractors; to the Committ 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Camden Central Labor Union and Was!) 
ton Camp No. 386, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 


| Amboy, for House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigi 


and Naturalization. 
Also, petition of the Allied Printing Trades Council, a 
increase of postal rates on second-class matter; to the ‘| 


| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. LATTA: Petitions of William Corlidge and otl« 
Rosalie; Diers Bros. and others, of Madison; C. G. Bow: | . 
others, of Orchard; E. Rohde and others, of Decatur, Jos 


| Kuehn and others, of Crafton; Adolph Tillipi and ot! 


Clarkson; S. A. Brannan and others, of Jackson; S. 
and others, of Concord; N, 


2 
K, Harmon and others, of Lo1 
S.B 
and others, of Hoskins; 'T. Koester and others, of Battle ¢ 
Werner H. Burbach and others, of Hartington; O. J. Gold 
and others, of Orchard; F. Opocensky and others, of Niot 
Kk. M. Spear and others, of Genoa; Phil Stine and othe: f re 
Plainview; Charles McWilliams and others, of Monroe, 
the State of Nebraska, against a parcels-post service; to 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: Petition of Liberty Bell C 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Cincinnati, 
favoring legislation for the restriction of immigration; 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCREDIE: Petition of Journeymen Barbers’ 
national Union of America, Local 158, against printing G: 


| ment notes, checks, and bonds by machine presses; to the ( 


mittee on Printing. 

Also, senate joint memorial of Washington, for an api 
tion in behalf of Rainier National Park; to the Commit 
dhe Public Lands, 

Also, petition of Columbia Pomona Grange, against Ca: 
reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Spokane Council, No. 17, Junior ( 
United American Mechauics, for House bill 15418; to the 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of Hirshfield & Rosenbin 
6 other business firms of Owendale, Mich., against the est 
ment of a parcels post; to the Committee on the Post O1) 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Petition of Boot and Shoe W: 
Union, No. 133, of Chicago, 111, insisting that tre bat 
New York be built in a Government navy yard in con) 
with the law of 1910; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McHENRY: Memorial of Shamokin Comm: 
No. 13, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Shamoki 
urging the passage of House bill 15418; to the Commit 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Was! 
Camps, Nos. 469, 187, 114, 423, 615, and 334, Patriotic 
Sons of America, urging enactment of the illiteracy test; 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of St. Louis Advertising Men’s League a 
tional Association of Merchant Tailors of America, 
increase of postage on magazines; to the Comiittee on the | 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Fred S. 
Federal bureau; 
Commerce, 

By Mr. NYE: 
15, for building 


Hall and 
to the Committee on 


others, for a child 
Interstate and IF 


Petition of Minneapolis Plumbers’ Unior 
of battleship New York in a Government la 


| yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 





































































Wa 





ill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


{ 
I 


CONC 


MITCHELL PALMER: Memorials of Justice | 
1 Order United American Mechanics, of Glen- 
nd Loeal Union No. 2034, United Mine Workers of 


1 favor of House bill 15418; to the Committee on 
n and Naturalization. 
SHEFFIELD: Petition of Thomas P. Pickham and 


of Rhode Island, for a children’s Federal bu 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Zens, 


\i STEPHENS of ‘Texas: Petition of the Cherokee 
Indians, against the claim of the heirs of John W. 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

\I SULZER: Petition of National Association of Mer- 

ilors in America, against reduction of postal rates on 
<s matter: to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Roads 


etition of the American Paper and Pulp Association 
York, inst increase of postal rates on second-class 
the Pest Office and Post Roads. 


yon 


» Committee on 


(Is netition of St. Louis Advertising Men’s League, the 
stian Herald, Irving Kessler, the American Exporter, the 
’ « Trades Council of the United States, the J. H. 


of 


wostag 
po tage 


nons Publishing Co., and the Central Federated Union 
York and vicinity, against increase 
s matter: to the Committee on the Post Oflice and 


New of 
1-class 

TILSON: Petition of Mattabessett Grange, No. 
eton, Conn.; Unity Grange, No. 9; Norwich Grange, 


12, 


No, 


». Chester Grange, No. 2; Hallenbeck Grange; and Mystic 
ce, for a general parcels-post system; to the Committee 


Post Roads. 


Post Office and 


B Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, 
st reduction of duty on barley; to the Committee on Ways 
Means. 


\lso, petition of citizens of Elbow Lake and vicinity; citizens 
County; residents of Redwood, Yellow Medicine, 
Renville Counties; Alfred Frost and others, of Dawson; 
s of Wendell; Valentine Kelzer and others, against Cana- 
reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolutions of Royersford and Spripg 
vy (Pa.) Trades Council, respecting tax on oleomargarine; 

e Committee on Agriculture. 

of the Wrightstown 
uty, Pa., against the passage 


rood 


of Bucks 
reciprocity 


Farmers’ Club, 
the Canadian 


\lso, protest 


of 


of the American National Live Stock Associa- 
n, against the Canadian reciprocity bill; to the Committee on 
ys and Means. 


So 


protest 


SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 2 
I B. 


A) 


~ 


, 1911. 
D. D., offered 


iin, Rev. Ulysses G. Pierce, the 


hg prayer: 

O Thou who art the God of our fathers, we rejoice in the 
1 of this day, sacred to the memory of him who, in Thy 
lence, was the father of our country. Through the labors 

| the pains, through the hopes and the fears of the elder 
Thou hast brought us to this year of grace, bestowing 
us on the way blessings unnumbered and undeserved. 
men have labored, and we have entered into their labors. 
ttle one has become a thousand and the small one a 

Nation, even an exceeding excellence and a joy of many 
And for this great good whom shall we thank, in 

e, but him who has become to us a model of public 

d an example of private character? As again his 

s ik to us through the centuries, grant unto us atten 

‘ 1 obedient hearts. 

\ ray Thee, our Father, to bless our country. May peace 
n her walls and prosperity within her palaces. For 
and for companions’ sakes, we now say, Peace be 
e, O blessed land! May they prosper who love thee! 

(dl us, we pray Thee, against all violence from without 
1 all discord within. Write Thy commandments upon 
s this people, and teach us to love Thy law. So 
go from strength to strength, and ever be that happy 

se God is the Lord. 

Thou wast with our sires, so be Thou with their 

ith our children, now and forever more. Amen. 
secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yest rday’s 

t gs, when, on request of Mr. Brown, and by unanimou 
the further reading was dispensed with and the Jour 


$s approved. 
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adopted by the Senate many 


Address 


the 


Mr. 


of a 


United 


junior 


has heretofore 
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Senat 
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YOUNG 
peo] le of 
AND Fi 


i7eonN 
citizen 


ENDS 


States be 


rived when your 
person who is to be clothed with that import 


to me proper, especially as it may conduce 
expression of the public voice, that I sho 
of the resolution I have formed oO deel 


among 


the numb 


now 


OF 


ESIDENT 


mad 


from 


he re 


or 


the 


LLOW (¢ 


ing not far 


r of those 


I beg you at the same tin 


that 
to al 


binds 


the tender of service, 
[ am inflmenced by no diminution of zeal 
no deficiency of grateful respect for y: 


est 
thi 


With 


this resolution 


| the 


CONSI¢ 


a dutiful ci 


ipported by 
both. 


has not 
lerations 
tizen 


whi 


a full 


WASHINGT 


“ITIZI ; 
to administer the exe: ive 
distant, and 


thoughts must be employer 


1e to do me 
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I 
ve 


oO 


lowa 
sicnated for 
read the address, 


‘ 


out 
| 


h silet 


Nn 


Imntry ; 


ce Il 


conviction 


United States: 


rhe nar 
LL” PMOL AM 


of whom a 


iken 


appertaining to 
to hi 


ty 


that the 


Sit 


and that 


fhe acceptance of and continuance hitherto 
which your suffrages have twice called me | 

icrifice of inclination to the opinion of duty 
for what appeared to be your desire. I cons 
would have been much earlier in my powe! 
motives which I was not at liberty to disi 
that retirement from which I had been reluct 
strength of my inclination to do this previ 
had even led to the preparation of an addr 
you; but mature reflection on the then per] 
posture of our affairs with foreign nations a 


advice 
abandon the idea. 
ternal as well as internal, 
clination Mcompatible with the sentiment 


and am persuaded, whatever partiality may be 


of 


perso 


entitled 


iS 


1 


to 


my 
I rejoice that the state of your conce! 


no longer renders the 


confiden: 


| 
( 


i 


iSsistent 
rd. to 1 
dr 
¢ last 
] 
» dec; 
l a 
the mw 
impelled 


- 


pursuit in 
of duty or propriety 


etained 


‘ 


y 


services, that in the present circumstances of our country y 
will not disapprove my deterinination to retire 
The impressions with which I first undertook the a i 
trust were explained on the proper occasion. In the d arge 
of this trust I will only say that I have, with od intentions, 
contributed toward the organization 1d administration the 
| Government the best exertions of which a very fallible judg 
ment was capable. Not unconscious in the outset of the inferi 
ority of my qualifications, experience in my « eye perhay 
still more in the eyes of others, has strengthened the motives 
to diffidence of myself; and every day the increasing weight of 
years admonishes me more and more that the shade of tin 
ment is as necessary to me as it will be welcom Satistie 
if any circumstances have given peculiar vy: to n 
they were temporary, I have the consolation to b e tha 
while choice and prude nee invite me to quit i} | | ‘ 
patriotism does not forbid it. 
In looking forward to the moment which is nded to i 
nate the career of my political life my feeli do not 
me to suspend the deep acknowledgment of debt of 
tude which I owe to my beloved country for t many 
it has conferred upon me; still more for the st c 
with which it has supported me, and for rt - 
have thence enjoyed of manifesting my i at ‘ 
by services faithful and perseveri! the efu 
equal to my zeal. If benefits have resulted nu ! 
these services, let it always be 1 bered r pr: 
as an instructive example in I nnal er « 
stances in which the passions 1 in direction 
liable to mislead; amidst app ' ‘ | S g 
situdes of fort of 1 di y on n 
rt unfreq ly want of s ( d tl 
f riticism, the nsta y ot y ] 1} the « 
prop of the efforts and a zg! ‘ h 
were effected. Profoundly pene ted v ! 
irry it with me to my grav t to 1 
ing vows that heaven may con » yo ce 
of its beneficence; that your u ad bre iffect 
be perpetual; that the free Const tion W is the 
your hands may be sacredly mai: d t adi t 
| tion in every department may be stamped th wis 


3106 


virtue; that, in fine, the happiness of the people of these States, 
under the auspices of liberty, may be made complete by so 
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| unnatural connection with any foreign power, must be intriy- 


careful a preservation and so prudent a use of this blessing as | 


will acquire to them the glory of recommending it to the ap- 
plause, the affection, and adoption of every nation which is yet 
a stranger to it. 

licre, perhaps, I ought to stop. But a solicitude for your wel- 
fare, which can not end but with my life, and the apprehension 
of danger natural to that solicitude, urge me on an occasion 
like the present to offer to your solemn contemplation and to 
recommend to your frequent review some sentiments which are 
the result of much reflection, of no inconsiderable observation, 
and which appear to me all-important to the permanency of 
your felicity as a people. These will be offered to you with the 
more freedom as you can only see in them the disinterested 
warnings of a parting friend, who can possibly have no personal 
motive to bias his counsel. Nor can I forget an encourage- 
ment to it your indulgent reception of my sentiments on a for- 
mer and not dissimilar occasion. 

Interwoven as is the love of liberty with every ligament of 
your hearts, no recommendation of mine is necessary to fortify 
or confirm the attachment. 

The unity of government which constitutes you one people is 
also now dear to you. It is justly so, for it is a main pillar in 
the edifice of your real independence, the support of your tran- 
quillity at home, your peace abroad, of your safety, of your 
prosperity, of that very liberty which you so highly prize. 
as it is easy to foresee that from different causes and from dif- 
ferent quarters much pains will be taken, many artifices em- 
ployed, to weaken in your minds the conviction of this truth, 
as this is the point in your political fortress against which the 
batteries of internal and external enemies will be most con- 
stantly and actively, though often covertly and insidiously, 
directed, it is of infinite moment that you should properly esti- 
mate the immense value of your national union to your co! 
lective and individual happiness; that you should cherish a 
cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to it, accustom- 
ing yourselves to think and speak of it as of the palladium of 
your political safety and prosperity ; watching for its preserva- 
tion with jealous anxiety; discountenancing whatever may sug- 
gest even a suspicion that it can in any event be abandoned, 
and indignantly frowning upon the first dawning of every at- 
tempt to alienate any portion of our country from the rest or to 
enfeeble the sacred ties which now link together the various 
parts, 

For this you have every inducement of sympathy and interest. 
Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, that country 
has a right to concentrate your affection. The name of Ameri- 
can, which belongs to you in your national capacity, must always 
exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any appellation de- 
rived from local discrimination. With slight shades of differ- 
ence, you have the same religion, manners, habits, and political 
principles. You have in a common cause fought and triumphed 
together. 
work of joint counsels and joint efforts, of common dangers, 
sufferings, and successes. 

Sut 


as 


these considerations, however powerfully they address 
themselves to your sensibility, are greatly outweighed by those 
which apply more immediately to your interest. Here every por- 
tion of our country finds the most commanding motives for care- 


fully guarding and preserving the union of the whole. 
The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South, 


protected by the equal laws of a common government, finds in 
the productions of the latter great additional resources of mari- 
time and commercial enterprise and precious materials of manu- 
facturing industry. The South, in the same intercourse, bene- 
fiting by the same agency of the North, sees its agriculture grow 
and its commerce expand. Turning partly into its own channels 


the seamen of the North, it finds its particular navigation in- | 


vigorated; and while it contributes in different ways to nourish 
and increase the general mass of the national navigation, it 
looks forward to the protection of a maritime strength to which 
itself is unequally adapted. The East, in a like intercourse with 
the West, already finds, and in the progressive improvements of 
interior communications by land and water will more and more 
find, a valuable vent for the commodities which it brings from 
abroad or manufactures at home. The West derives from the 
East supplies requisite to its growth and comfort, and what is 
perhaps of still greater consequence, it must of necessity owe the 
secure enjoyment of indispensable outlets for its own produc- 
tions to the weight, influence, and the future maritime strength 
of the Atlantic side of the Union, directed by an indissoluble 
community of interest as one Nation. Any other tenure by 
which the West can hold this essential advantage, whether de- 
rived from its own separate strength or from an apostate and 


But | 








| to weaken its bands. 


| tend to render alien to each other those who ought to be bo 
| together by fraternal affection. 


|; our foreign relations toward confirming their prosperity. 


sically precarious. 

While, then, every part of our country thus feels an immediate 
and particular interest in union, all the parts combined can not 
fail to find in the united mass of means and efforts greater 
strength, greater resource, proportionably greater security fro), 
external danger, a less frequent interuption of their peace } 
foreign nations, and what is of inestimable value, they must «; 
rive from union an exemption from those broils and wars [p- 
tween themselves which so frequently afflict neighboring couwy- 
tries not tied together by the same governments, which their 
own rivalships alone would be sufficient to produce, but which 


opposite foreign alliances, attachments, and intrigues wou! 


stimulate and embitter. Hence, likewise, they will avoid the 
necessity of those overgrown military establishments whic! 


under any form of government, are inauspicious to liberty, and 
which are to be regarded as particularly hostile to repul 
lican liberty. In this sense it is that your union ought to 
be considered as a main prop of your liberty, and that the : 
love of the one ought to endear to you the preservation of the 
other. 

These considerations speak a persuasive language to every re 
flecting and virtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of the 
Union as a primary object of patriotic desire. Is there a douht : 
whether a common government can embrace so large a sphere? 
Let experience solve it. To listen to mere speculation in such a 
case were criminal. We are authorized to hope that a proper 
organization of the whole, with the auxiliary agency of govern- 
ments for the respective subdivisions, will afford a happy issue 
to the experiment. It is well worth a fair and full experiment. 
With such powerful and obvious motives to union affecting 4 
parts of our country, while experience shall not have demon- 
strated its impracticability, there will always be reason to dis- i. 
trust the patriotism of those who in any quarter may endea\ 


In contemplating the causes which may disturb our union, it r 
occurs as matter of serious concern that any ground should have 
been furnished for characterizing parties by geographical dis- i 
criminations—northern and southern, Atlantic and western 2 
whence designing men may endeavor to excite a belief that ther d 
is a real difference of local interests and views. One of the ex- 
pedients of party to acquire influence within particular districts 
is to misrepresent the opinions and aims of other districts. You y 


| can not shield yourselves too much against the jealousies and 


heartburnings which spring from these misrepresentations;: they 
dl 
The inhabitants of our wesien 
country have lately had a useful lesson on this head. They have 
seen in the negotiation by the Executive and in the unanimous 
ratification by the Senate of the treaty with Spain, and in t! 

universal satisfaction at that event throughout the United 
States, a decisive proof how unfounded were the suspicions pro} 


| agated among them of a policy in the General Government and 
The independence and liberty you possess are the | in the Atlantic States unfriendly to their interests in regard to 


| the Mississippi. 


They have been witnesses to the formation of 
two treaties—that with Great Britain and that with Spain— 
which secure to them everything they could desire in respect to 
Will 
it not be their wisdom to rely for the preservation of these ad 
vantages on the union by which they were procured? Will tlc) 
not henceforth be deaf to those advisers, if such there are, who 
would sever them from their brethren and connect them with 


| aliens? 


To the efficacy and permanency of your union a government! 

for the whole is indispensable. No alliances, however strict, be- ] 
tween the parts can be an adequate substitute. They musi 
evitably experience the infractions and interruptions which ai: 
alliances in all times have experienced. Sensible of this | 
mentous truth, you have improved upon your first essay b) 
adoption of a constitution of government better calculated thai 
your former for an intimate union and for the efficacious ™ 
agement of your common concerts. This Government, the 
spring of our own choice, uninfluenced and unawed, adopted! 
upon full investigation and mature deliberation, completely free 
in its principles, in the distribution of its powers, uniting s 
curity with energy, and containing within itself a provision for 
its own amendment, has a just claim to your confidence a! 
your support. Respect for its authority, compliance wit! ''5 
laws, acquiescence in its measures, are duties enjoined by 
fundamental maxims of true liberty. The basis of our polit' 
systems is the right of the people to make and to alter th 
constitutions of government. But the constitution which at 4 
time exists, till changed by an explicit and authentic act of tle 
whole people, is sacredly obligatory upon all. The very idea 0! 


the power and the right of the people to establish government 








CONGRE! 


SSIONAL BR 


oses the duty of every individual to obey the established 

ment. 
Vi] obstrue 
iation 
gn t 


to 
cle tion 


‘tions to the execution of the laws, all combinations 
under whatever plausible character, with the 
direct, control, counteract, or awe the regular 
and action of the constituted authorities, are de- 
of this fundamental principle and of fatal tendency. 
e to organize faction; to give it an artificial and ex- 
force; to put in the place of the delegated will of 
the will of a party, often a small but artful and 
ising minority of the community, and, according the 
te triumphs of different parties, to make the public 
stration the mirror of the ill-concerted and incongruous 
of faction rather than the organ of and 
\ some Pp digested by common councils and modified by 


interests. 


~SOn so 


VW 


~4 ry 
ary 
tion 
Lo 


consistent 


lans, 


1] ver combinations or associations of the above descrip- 
t y now and then answer popular ends, they are likely in 
se of time and things to bec ome potent engines by which 
s gimbitious, and unprincip! led men will be enabled to 
the power of the people and to usurp for themselves the 
if government, destroying afterwards the very engines 
\ have lifted them to unjust dominion. 
rd the preservation of your Government and the perma 
of your present happy state it is requisite not only that 
\ steadily discountenance irregular oppositions to its ac- 
k edged authority, but also that you resist with care the 


f innovation upon its principles, 
pretexts. One method of assault may be to effect in the forms 
of the Constitution alterations which may impair the energy 
system, and thus to undermine what can not be directly 
rown. In all the changes to which you may be invited 
ber that time and habit are at least as necessary to fix 
the true character of governments as other human institutions; 
expe rie nee is the surest standard by which to test the real 
the existing constitution of a country; that facility 
ges upon the credit of mere hypothesis and opinion e: 
to perpetual change, from the endless variety of hypot! 
s | opinion; and remember especially that for the eflicient 
] -ement of your common interests in a country so exteusiv« 
rs a government of as much vigor as is consistent with 
erfect security of liberty is indispensable. Liberty itself 
id in such a government, with powers properly distributed 
djusted, its surest guardian. It is, indeed, little else than 
name where the government is too feeble to withstand the 
( prises of faction, to confine each member of the society 
within the limits prescribed by the laws, and to maintain ail 
in the secure and tranquil enjoyment of the rights of person and 
property. 
L bay 


however specious the 


of 
‘ 


1e- 


e already intimated to you the danger of parties in the 
with particular reference to the founding of them on 
ge aphical discriminations. Let me now take a more com- 
usive view, and warn you in the most solemn man 
against the baneful effects of the spirit of party generally. 
‘ spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, hav- 
its root in the strongest passions of the human mind. It 
's under different shapes in all governments, more or less 
l, controlled, or repressed ; but in those of the popular form 
it is seen in its greatest rankness and is truly their worst enemy. 
alternate domination of one faction over another, sharp- 
by the spirit of revenge natural to party dissension, which 
in different ages and countries has perpetrated the most horrid 


her 


enorinities, is itself a frightful despotism. But this leads at 

<tu to a more formal and permanent despotism. The dis- 
orders and miseries which result gradually incline the minds 
of men to seek security and repose in the absolute power - 


1 individual, and sooner or later the chief of some prevailing 
|, more able or more fortunate than his competitors, turns 
‘ disposition to the purposes of his own elevation on the 
of public liberty. 


Without looking forw: ird to an extremity of this kind (which 
neve theless ought not to be entirely out of sight), the com- | 
nd continual mischiefs of the spirit of party are sufficient | 

she it the interest and duty of a wise people to discourage 
estrain it. 
_, It serves always to distract the public councils and enfeeble | 
— iblic administration. It agitates the community with ill- 
a led jealousies and false alarms; kindles the animosity of 
irt against another; foments occasionally riot and insur- 
re n. It opens the door to foreign influence and corruption, 
= find a facilitated access to the Government itself through 
hannels of party passion. Thus the polic y and the will of 
vue country are subjected to the policy and will of another. 
P here is an opinion that parties in free countries are useful 


‘Ss upon the administration of the Government and serve to 
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probably true, 
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spirit 
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of liberty. This 
in governments of a 
th indulgen if not 

in those of the popul 
er tive, it is a spirit ] 
l'rom their natural tendency it is certain there be 
enough of that spirit for every salutary purpose, and there be- 
ing constant danger of exc: the effort ought e by force of 
public opinion to mitigate and assuage it. io be 
iched, it demands a uniform vigilance to 
into a flame, aud of warmil 
is important, likewise, that the h inking 
country should in caution in those intrusted with 
ministration to confine themselves within their respective consti- 
tutional spheres, avoiding in the e the powers of 
department to encreach upon another, he spirit of encroach- 
it tends to consolidate the powers of all the d lepa rtment in 
one, and thus to cre: wha the form of government, a 
real de A of that love of power and 
pronene abuse it omina te n the human heart 
is sufficient itisfy 1 uth of this position. The ne 
of reciprocal chect exerci of political wer, 
viding and dist: to the different de and 

tuting each the g if the public w against inva- 
by tlife ha ineced by experiments, ancient 
modern, of them in our country under our own 

To preserve them must be as to institute 
If in the opinion of the pe ibution or modi- 
of the coustituti uy particular wron 
be corrected by an amen ay which the Con- 
But let ige by usurpation ; 
though this in one in instrument of 
ry wea] iments are de- 
The precedent overbalanee in 
permanent evil any partial whic 
can at any time yield. 

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead 
perity, religion and morality are indispensable 
would that man claim the tribute of | 
to subvert these great pillars of human 
of the duties of men citize The mere poli 
equally with the man, ought to respect and to cherish 
them. A volume could not trace all their ‘tions with pri 
vate and public felicity. Let it simply be asked, the 
security for property, for reputation, for life, if mse of 
religious obligation desert the oaths which are the 
investigation in courts of justice? And let 
lge the supposition that morality can be maintained 
religion. Whatever may be conceded to the influence of retined 
education on minds of peculiar structure, reason and experi 
ence both forbid us to expect that national morality can prevail 
in exclusion of religious principles. 
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It is substantially true that virtue or morality is a necessary 
spring of popular government. The rule, indeed, extends with 
more or less force to every species of free government. Who 
that is a sincere friend to it can look with indifference upon at 
tempts to shake the foundation of the fabric? Promote, then, as 
aun object of primary importance, institutions for the general dit 
fusion of knowledge. In proportion as the structure of a g 
ment gives force to public opinion, it is essential that pub 
opinion should be enlightened. 

As a very important source of strength and security, ¢ 
public credit. One method of preserving it is to use it as 
ingly as possible, avoiding occasions of expense by cultiy 
peace; but remembering also that timely disbursements to pr 
pare for danger frequently prevent much greater disbursen 
to repel it; avoiding likewise the accumulation of debt, not onl) 
by shunning occasions of expense, but by vigorous exertions in 
time of peace to discharge the debts which unavoidable wars 
have occasioned, not ungenerously throwing upon posterity the 
burthen which we ourselves ought bear. The execution of 
these maxims belongs to your representatives, but it is neces- 
sary that public opinion should cooperate. To facilitate to the 
the performance of their duty it is essential that you should 
practically bear in mind that toward the payment of debt 
there must be revenue; that to have revenue there must be 
| taxes; that no taxes can be devised which are not more or | 
| inconvenient and unpleasant; that the intrinsic embarrassme 
inseparable from the selection of the proper objects (which 


| always a choice of difficulties) ought to be a decisive motive f 
| a candid construction of the conduct of the Government in 
| ing it, and for a spirit of acquiescence in the measures for obt a 


nin 


ing revenue which the public exigencies may at any time dictate 
Observe good faith and justice toward all nations, Cultivate 
| peace and harmony with all. Religiou and morality enjoin this 
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conduct. And can it be that good policy does not equally en- 
join it? It will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and at no dis- 
tant period a great nation to give to mankind the magnanimous 
and too novel example of a people always guided by an exalted 
and benevolence. Who can doubt that in the course of 


JUSLICe 


time and things the fruits of such a plan would richly repay any 
temporary advantages which might be lost by a steady adher- 
ence to it? Can it be that Provide has not connected the 


permanent felicity of a nation with its virtue? The experiment, 
at least, is recommended by every sentiment which ennobles 
human nature. Alas! is it rendered impossible by its vices? 

In the execution of such a plan nothing is more essential than 
that permanent, inveterate antipathies against particular na- 
tions and passionate attachments for others should be excluded, 
and that in place of them just and amicable feelings toward all 
should be cultivated. The nation which indulges toward another 
an habitual hatred or an habitual fondness is in some degree a 
slave. It is a slave to its animosity or to its affection, either of 
which is sufficient to lead it astray from its duty and its inter- 
est. Antipathy in nation against another disposes each 
more readily to offer insult and injury, to lay hold of slight 
of umbrage, and to be haughty and intractable when 
accidental or trifling occasions of dispute occur. 

Hence frequent collisions; obstinate, envenomed, and bloody 
contests. The nation prompted by ill will and resentment some- 
times impels to war the government contrary to the best calcula- 
tions of policy. The government sometimes participates in the 
national propensity, and adopts through passion what reason 
would reject. At other times it makes the animosity of the na- 
tion subservient to projects of hostility, instigated by pride, am- 
bition, and other sinister and pernicious motives. The peace 
often, sometimes perhaps the liberty, of nations has been the 
victim. 

So, likewise, a passionate attachment of one nation for another 
produces a variety of evils. Sympathy for the favorite nation, 
facilitating the illusion of an imaginary common interest in 
eases where no real common interest exists, and infusing into 
one the enmities of the other, betrays the former into a partici- 
pation in the quarrels and wars of the latter without adequate 
inducement or justification. It leads also to concessions to the 
favorite nation of privileges denied to others, which is apt 
doubly to injure the nation making the concessions by unnec- 
essarily parting with what ought to have been retained, and 
by exciting jealousy, ill will, and a disposition to retaliate in 
the parties from whom equal privileges are withheld; and it 
gives to ambitious, corrupted, or deluded citizens (who devote 
themselves to the favorite nation) facility to betray or sacrifice 
the interests of their own country without odium, sometimes 
even with popularity, gilding with the appearances of a virtuous 
sense of obligation a commendable deference of public opinion 
or a laudable zeal for public good the base or foolish compliances 
of ambition, corruption, or infatuation. 

As avenues to foreign influence in innumerable ways, such at- 
tachments are particularly alarming to the truly enlightened 
and independent patriot. How many opportunities do they af- 
ford to tamper with domestic factions, to practice the arts of 
seduction, to mislead public*opinion, to influence or awe the 
public councils! Such an attachment of a small or weak toward 
a great and powerful nation dooms the former to be the satellite 
of the latter. Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence 
(I conjure you to believe me, fellow citizens) the jealousy of a 
free people ought to be constantly awake, since history and ex- 
perience prove that foreign influence is one of the most baneful 
foes of republican government. But that jealousy, to be useful, 
must be impartial, else it becomes the instrument of the very 
influence to be avoided, instead of a defense against it. Exces- 
sive partiality for one foreign nation and excessive dislike of 
another cause those whom they actuate to see danger only on 
one side and serve to veil and even second the arts of influence 
on the other. Real patriots who may resist the intrigues of the 
favorites are liable to become suspected and odious, while its 
tools and dupes usurp the applause and confidence of the people 
to surrender their interests. 

The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations 
is, in extending our commercial relations, to have with them as 
little political connection as possible. So far as we have already 
formed engagements, let them be fulfilled with perfect good 
faith. Here let us stop. 

Europe has a set of primary interests which to us have none 
or a very remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in fre- 
quent controversies, the causes of which are essentially foreign 
to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it must be unwise in us to 


} 


one 


causes 


implicate ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary vicissitudes 
of her politics or the ordinary combinations and collisions of | 
her friendships or enmities. 


Our detached and distant situation invites and enables us to 
pursue a different course. If we remain one people, under an 
efficient government, the period is not far off when we may defy 
material injury from external annoyance; when we may take 
such an attitude as will cause the neutrality we may at any 
time resolve upon to be scrupulously respected; when bellicer- 
ent nations, under the impossibility of making acquisitions upon 
us, will not legally hazard the giving us provocation; when we 
may choose peace or war, as our interests, guided by justice, 
shall counsel. 

Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why 
quit our own to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by inte 
weaving our destiny with that of any part of Europe, entangle 
our peace and prosperity in the toils of European ambition, 
rivalship, interest, humor, or caprice? 

It is our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances with 
any portion of the foreign world, so far, I mean, as we are now 
at liberty to do it; for let me not be understood as capable of 
patronizing infidelity to existing engagements. I hold the 
maxim no less applicable to public than to private affairs that 
honesty is always the best policy. I repeat, therefore, let those 
engagements be observed in their genuine sense. But, in my 
opinion, it is unnecessary and would be unwise to extend the 

Taking care always to keep ourselves by suitable establish- 
ments on a respectable defensive posture, we may safely trust 
to temporary alliances for extraordinary emergencies, 

Ifarmony, liberal intercourse with all nations are recom 
mended by policy, humanity, and interest. But even our com 
mercial policy should hold an equal and impartial hand, neither 
seeking nor granting exclusive favors or preferences; consulting 
the natural course of things; diffusing and diversifying by 
gentle means the streams of commerce, but forcing nothing; 
establishing with powers so disposed, in order to give trade a 
stable course, to define the rights of our merchants, and to 
enable the Government to support them, conventional rules 
intercourse, the best that present circumstances and mutual 
opinion will permit, but temporary and liable to be from tin 
to time abandoned or varied as experience and circumstances 
shall dictate; constantly keeping in view that it is folly in one 
nation to look for disinterested favors from another; that 
must pay with a portion of its independence for whatever 
may accept under that character; that by such acceptance 
may place itself in the condition of having given equivalents 
for nominal favors, and yet of being reproached with ingrati 
tude for not giving more. There can be no greater error than 
to expect or calculate upon real favors from nation to m: 
It is an illusion which experience must cure, which a just pride 
ought to discard. 

In offering to you, my countrymen, these counsels of an old 
and affectionate friend, I dare not hope they will make 
strong and lasting impression I could wish—that they will « 
trol the usual current of the passions or prevent our N 
from running the course which has hitherto marked the de 
of nations. But if I may even flatter myself that they m 
productive of some partial benefit, some occasional good 
they may now and then recur to moderate the fury of party 
spirit, to warn against the mischiefs of foreign intrigue 
guard against the impostures of pretended patrictism 
hope will be a full recompense for the solicitude for your \ 
fare by which they have been dictated. 

How far in the discharge of my official duties I have |! 
guided by the principles which have been delineated the 
lic records and other evidences of my conduct must with 
to you and to the world. To myself, the assurance of mj 
conscience is that I have at least believed myself to be g' 
by them. 

In relation to the still subsisting war in Europe my pr 
mation of the 22d of April, 1793, is the index to my plan. 8 
tioned by your approving voice and by that of your Represen'! 
tives in both Houses of Congress, the spirit of that measure has 
continually governed me, uninfluenced by any attempts to dete! 
or divert me from it. 

After deliberate examination, with the aid of the best lights 
I could obtain, I was well satisfied that our country, unde! 
the circumstances of the had a right to take and 
bound in duty and interest to take a neutral position. Hazavi 
taken it, I determined, as far as should depend upon me, 
maintain it with moderation, perseverance, and firmness. 

The considerations which respect the right to hold this 
duct it is not necessary on this occasion to detail. I will 
observe that, according to my understanding of the matter, |! 
right, so far from being denied by any of the belligerant powers 
has been virtually admitted by all. 

The duty of holding a neutral conduct may be inferred, W 
out anything more, from the obligation which justice and hu- 
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impose on every nation, in cases in which it is free to 


maintain inviolate the relations of peace and amity 
other nations. 
iducements of interest for observing that conduct will 


eferred to your own reflections and experience. With 


lominant motive hus been to endeavor to gain time to 


i 


0 settle and mature its yet recent institutions, and 
; without interruption to that degree of strengt] i 
y which is necessary to give it, humanely speakin 

d of its own fortunes 
in reviewing the incidents of my administration I 


scious of intentional error, I am neverthel 


e@SS too Sen- 


y defects not to think it probable that I may have 


ed many errors. Whatever they may be, I ferve ithy 
the Almighty to avert or mitigate the evils to which 
y tend. I shall also carry with me the hope that my 
will never cease to view them with indulgence. and 
r 45 years of my life dedicated to its service with an 
“al, the faults of incompetent abilities will be consigned 

n, a8 myself must soon be to the mat sions of rest. 

~ on its kindness in- this as in other things, and actu- 
that fervent love toward it which is so natural to a 
o views in it the native soil of himself and his pro- 
s for several generations, I anticipate with pleasing ex- 
1 that retreat in which I promise myself to realize with- 
he sweet enjoyment of partaking in the midst of my 


ens the benign influence of good laws under a free 


+ 


ent—the ever-favorite object of my heart, and the 





‘ 
as I trust, of our mutual cares, labors, and daugers. 
GO: WASHINGTON, 
I rED STATES, September 17, 1796, 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
H.R. 32767. An aet for the allowance of certain cl: ims re 
by the Court of Claims under provisions of the acts ap- 


March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, commonly known as 
bowman and Tucker Acts, was read twice by its title and 
red to the Committee on Claims. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

essage from the House of Representatives, ae W.. 2. 

ig, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 


d the following bills and joint resolution, with amend- 
s, in which it requests the concurrence of the Senate: 

S. Sto. An act to restore to the public domain certain lands 
awn for reservoir purposes in Millard County Utah: 

s ts. An act providing for the naturalization of the wife 
nor children of insane aliens making homestead entries 
the land laws of the United States; 

‘005. An act to authorize the Sheridan Railway & Light 
onstruct and operate railway, telegraph, telephone, elec- 

er, and trolley lines through the Fort Mackenzie Mili- 


eservation, and for other purposes; 
- ‘4. An act granting certain rights of way on the Fort 


‘ussell Military Reservation at Cheyenne, Wyo., for rail 
| county road purposes; 

S ll. An act for establishing a light and fog-signal sta- 
the San Pedro Breakwater, Cal. : 
lo. An act for rebuilding and improving the present 
d fog signal at Lincoln Rock, Alaska, or for building 
r light and fog-signal station upon a different site 

177. An act to authorize additional aids to navigation 
Lighthouse Establishment, and for other purposes ; 
*. INGOTS. An act authorizing the Commissioner of the General 
Office to grant further extensions of time within which 
proof on desert-land entries: 

_ 096. An act to authorize the Rainy River Improvement 
onstruct a dam across the outlet of Namakan Lake at 
Falls, in St. Louis County, Minn.: and ; 

'. Res. 132. Joint resclution authorizing the delivering to 
uinander in chief of the United Spanish War Veterans of 
two dismounted bronze cannon. 

essage also announced that the House had passed the 
£ bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested the 
nee of the Senate: 

Rk. 24212. An act to amend section 4875 of the Revised 


+ to provide a compensation of $100 per month, with fuel 


rters, for the superintendent of the Arlington (Va.) Na- 
metery ; 

7298. An act reinting to homestead entries in the 
Si etz Indian Reservation. in the State of Oregon: 

i506. An act to amend section 1 of the act approved 
- IM07, being an act to amend an act entitled “An act 
ug jurisdiction upon United States 


commissioners over 


ISSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 















offenses committed on a portion of the pern ent Hot S| 
Mountain Reservation. Alix: 

H. R.32213. An act to authorize the city of Portsn 
N. H., to construct a bridge across the Pisce: taqna iiiver: 

H. R. 32341. An act to a ( * the St. Paul Railway P ) 
tion Co., a corporation. to cons ct a bridg ross tl Missis 
sippi Rive r Ni ( Minn. : 

i R 414) \n 7 ‘ rize } N Pennevly } 
R ad Co id the ] iwire & R 1B R rad ( 
to « ruct a brid S e j el tro Lowe 
Maketield Township. B ( ity, P to wing Tow 
Mercer County, N. J 

H. R.32440. An act authoriz ig the M Kast Mo & 
Waite wh Railway Co. to construct nain i d operate a 
hy e “i approaches thereto s south branch of the 

SS i River from a po 1 tl f Wate n 
K Island Coun ae to the I Ss { 





H. R. 32571. An act to ns aate certain f ’ ! I 
s ! ™tiS Nitional i re l 
I J Res 276. J it s?} t hn ! aliving c¢ Lil inws 
j to the military 1 rr of Lin soldiers and sa rs 
1. J. Res. 286. Joint res tion i ¢ the print f 
g I | g 
Hao cepies of ¢t S| | Report on the Diss s of e 
} and 
I Res ? fF ' nfl 
H.J.R Ni Oint 1 m author g¢ the printing of 
L4tdcne yies of the S il Re on Dis of ¢ 
if l ioe furtihe re } l > the s te. in com nee 
\ tS ree =f. the bill ( “S8) for the <« ition of the police 
i rem s rettel fund, to provide for the retirement of 
: } . } . 
Ineipbers of the police and fire departments to establish a 
a} hod of pl edure lor s h I iclil l ( 
NAT 1 \ oO! ) 
5 ' 
Ty DICK De ehted the credentials of \1 P 
osen by the Legisla re of the State of Ohio a Senate r from 
that State for the term beginning Mar: h 4, wl ‘ 
read ha ordered to be filed. 
PF! ONS AND MFO 
The VICE PRESIDENT pres ed a el ‘ 
Legislature of the State of Orevs . Which was re rey ) ’ 
Committee on Edueation and Labor and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 
ii nt ! \ 
\ memorial to Congress fo idopt } rR 
1 Senate, now sessi ! 
industries in States » wh t te 
time render ineffective protection to said i 
Whereas the manufacturers of Oregon and the h ‘ 
State are made to suf t I d on 
int of t rulings of e « ts in re to t ite-com 
d ws; and 
Whereas tl State of 0 n y fi led wit 1 
li which ‘in 1 t i ry, } t 
ther lil institutions provil to to l it o 
industries of this t 
Resolved. Th ' i the } ‘ : 
I ec. do 1 l to ¢ I t 
rress do prot Ss lustri vi t 
all such peniter ! i FOO he s d 
ked by th g such good vit ms 
Stitution, the date manu tu and t t d I 
be so stamped, labe! irked lea 
terstate shipment; and furthe 
Resolved, That a copy of t r tions be forwarded to 0 
United States Senato ind | i el tives 
Adopted by the house Fy 6, 1911 
JOHN IP. R ‘ 
Concurred in by the senate I iry 14, 1911 
Lb Ss ; i t t] 
Ss ‘> 
oO | = \ 
I, F. W. Benson, secreta of state of ft Stat O 
todian of the seal of said State, do } v « t I 
compared the annexed « v of hou 1 p 
inal thereof, wh \ pted vy 6, 1911 
concurred in by the senate 1 Int 14, 1911 
transcript therefrom and y 
In testimony v es Y reunto set l la 1] 
the seal of the State of O 
Done at the capitol, at $ a} Rate Lt day of | 


A. D. 1911 
i AL. 1] F. W. Br nN. & etary of 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joi 


Ol Ol 
Legislature of the State of Oregon. which was ordered to 
on the table and to be printed in the R ) folli 
iH s nt memorial } S 

To the Congress of the United States. orecti; 

Whereas numerous \ inteer regiments who ¢ 1 for \\ 
with Spain in 1898 that w sent to the Phil I nd d did 
valiant service there in ippressing the P 


the treaty of peace with Spai: 
J I I 
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States and mustered out without being paid the customary travel pay | 
1 i s under similar conditions: 
rl we, 3 * memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the 
State of Oregon, earnestly pray your honorable body to enact into law | 
for t ! of giving travel pay to a volunteer soldiers 
) 1 in the Philippine Islands doing servi a the tr ; 
ith Spain was signed and who have not her re obtaine 
\ t ] I 6, 1911 
JouUN P. I S f the House 
Cons d in t] Fé ry 14, 1911 
I Sy ] ' t g f 
STATE <¢ OREGON 
0 ( > Y OF STATE 
I, F. W. Benson, secretary of state of the State of Oregon and cus 
todian of the seal of said Stat do hereby I rhat I have care 
fully compared the anne 1 copy of hous } ‘ial No. 8 with 
the original thereof, w) \ idopted t house February 6, 1911 
and concurred » by t te Febr ! 1911, 1 that it is a 
orrect transcript t fi 1 of tl f ich ginal. 
In i wh I hereur t1 d ced heret 
t! al l ta f oO 
Done at the capitel at Salem, Oreg., this 16th day of February, 
A. D. 1911. 
[ SEAL.] I’, W. Benson, Secretary of State 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Oregon, which was ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
House joint memorial No. 15 
To the honorable Scnate and House of Representatives, Congress of the 
United States 
GENTLEMEN: Your memorialists, the Legislative As bly of the 
State of Oregon, would respectfully and earnestly repres¢ to your 
honorable body that the pensions now granted under existing laws to 
the veterans of the Civil War are, by reason of advancing age and in- 
creasing infirmitie inadequate to the deserts and needs of these old 
soldiers w f so rapidly passing awa 
We therefore urge upon your honorab “ly the passage House bill 
29346 (the Sulloy bill) granting increased pensi ) survivor 
of the Civil War commensurate with ti r increasing : i ie 
The number of survivors of the Civil War is 1 lly ¢ ll 
and their ranks are fast becoming nd W feel 
services to the Nation have been suffici » Warrant the 





them of the pension provided for in this bill 


It is hereby directed that a copy of this memorial, duly s:g 






president of the senate and the speaker of the house, : Vv 
the chief clerks of the two houses, be immediately forwarded to each of 
the Oregon Senators and Representatives in Congre 

Adopted by the house February 13, 1911. 


JOHN P. Rusk, Speaker of the House. 


Attest: 
W. F. DRAGER, Chief Clerk of the House. 
Adopted by the senate February 14, 1911. 
BEN SELLING, President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
KE. H. Fuacc, Chicf Clerk of the Senate. 


STATE OF OREGON, 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, F. W. Benson, secretary of state of the State of Oregon and cus 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully 
compared the annexed copy of house joint memorial No. 13 with the 
orrzinal thereof, which was adopted by the house February 13, 1911, 
und adopted by the senate February 14, i911, and that it is a correct 


transcript therefrom and of the 
In testimony whereof I 
the seal of the State of 


whole of such original 
have hereunto set my hand and 
Oregon. 


affixed hereto 


Done at the capitol at Salem, Oreg., this 16th day of February, A. D. 
1911. 
[| SEAL. ] Fr. W. Benson, Secretary of State. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the petition of C. K, Buck- 
ley, commander of U. S. Grant Post, Department of New York, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for 


the enactment of legislation mustering Frederick Dent Grant 
into the service of the Army of the United States as of date 


April 26, 1863, and mustering him out as of date July 4, 1863, 
with the rank of captain, in order that he may join the Grand 
Army of the Republic, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Westbury Quarterly So- 
ciety of Friends, of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating 
against any appropriation being made for the fortification of 
the Panama Canal, which was referred to the Committee on 
Interoceanie Canals, 

Mr. DU PONT presented petitions of Washington Camp No. 12, 


of Port Penn, and of Washington Camp No. 17, of Leipsic, 


Patriotic Order Sons of America, in the State of Delaware, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict 
immigration, which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 


gration. 

Mr. FRYE presented memor 
layers, Mase and Plasterers’ 
bee Valley No. 128, of Anson; « 
273, of Brewer; of Local Grange of Sidney; of Riverside Grange, 
of Lebanon; of Sandy River Grange, of Madrid; of Good Will 
Grange, of South Warren; of Highland Grange, of North Penob- 
scot: of Local Grange No. 44, of South Paris: and of Mountain 
Grange, No. 164, of Buckfield, Patrons of Husbandry, all in the 
State of Maine, against the tion of the 


ials of Local Union No. 9, Brick- 
Union, of Augusta; of Kenne- 


4 
f Riverside Grange, No. 








remonstrating ratinca 
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proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr, KEAN presented memorials of sundry citizens of Newark, 
Jersey City, Union, Ridgefield Park, Waldwick, 
Weehawken, and Plainfield, all in the State of New Jersey, 
any change being made in the rate of 
and magazines, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 
He also presented petitions of Washington Camp No. 97, : 
Order Sons of America, of Bridgeton; of Samuel B 
Ferdon, H. I. Oswald, J. B. Bogert, H. C. Ball, W. A. Irwin, 
Fred F. Henkel, William B. Lyon, Edwin J. Marsh, and Charles 
E. Veeder, all of Hackensack, in the State of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigra 
tion, which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of the Allied Printing 
Council of South Bend, Ind., representing the Typ« 
graphical Union, the Pressmen’s Union, the Stereotypers and 
Electrotypers’ Union, and the Bookbinders’ Union, remonstrat- 
ing against any increase being made in the rate of postage on 
periodicals and magazines, which was ordered to lie on th 
table. 
He also presented a memorial of Franklin Grange, No. 1593, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Lanesville, Ind., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement betwe 
the United States and Canada, which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Finance. 
Mr. BURNHAM presented memorials of Ernest W. Bickford, 
of Rechester: W. O. Field, of Concord; Hollis L. Wiggin, « 
Meredith; Frank P. Cheney, of Littleton; L. E. Charles, mast: 
: Stark Grange, of Manchester; EL. BE. Austin, Batcheld 
Grange, of Manchester; W. H. White, of Deerfield; Albert J 
Richardson, of Littleton; A. L. Mackie, of East Kingston; 1» e 
S. Bridgeman, of Hanover; Henry M. Beard, of Grassmer ee 


riotie 


Trades 





reneral 


lL. N. Bryan, deputy State Grange, of West Rumney: Eva M i 
Brown, secretary Belknap County Pomena Grange; Indian ‘4 
River Grange, No. 72, of Canaan; Weare Grange, No. 276, of . 
North Weare, Patrons of Husbandry; IL. J. Smith, deputy State f 
Grange; Bert D. Paige, deputy State Grange; C. B. McClure, 4 
deputy State Grange; Harvey A. Jewett, deputy State Grange ; 


Fred W. Dudley, deputy State Grange; George L. Planders, 
member grange, of Warner; and Georgie P. Blake, master Car- 
roll County Pomona Grange, of Sanbornville, all in the State 


of New Hampshire, remonstrating against the ratification of a 
the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United Stat Ee 


and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. E 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of Local Union No. 
Musicians’ Protective Union, of Chester, Pa., praying for the 
repeal of the present oleomargarine law, which was referred to 


{S4, 


He also presented a petition of Washington Camp No. 161! 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Lock Haven, Pa., pray 
for the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigrat i: 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented memorials of the Manufacturers’ Club and E 
the Board of Trade, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating ag b 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement betw: 
the United States and Canada, which were 
Cominittee on Finance. 

Ife also presented petitions of Thomas Post, No. 84, of Lan 
caster; and of McPherson Post, No. 117, of Pittsburg, Depart 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic; and of 
the Naval Veteran Legion, of Philadelphia, all in the State 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called old-ag 
pension bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. RAYNER presented memorials of Local Grange. 
Sandville; and of Local Grange, of Cambridge, Patrons of 1 
bandry, in the State of Maryland, remonstrating against 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between 
United States and Canada, which were referred to the C 
mittee on Finance. ; 

He presented petitions of Washington Camp No. ° 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Baltimore; and of Aci 
Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Heb! 
ville, in the State of Maryland, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to further restrict immigration, which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented petitions of Midway Grange, \‘ 
39, and of Nampa Grange, No. 38, Patrons of Husbandry, i 


1 
i 


referred to th 


also 


the State of Idaho, remonstrating against the ratificati 
the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United %! 


and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finan 
Council, of Cin 
and of Li 
American Mechanics: 
Federation 


Mr. DICK present petitions of New Era 
cinnati; of Highland Council, of New Petersburg; 
Council of Norward, Junior Order United 


of Local Council No. 1166, American of Labor ol 












































































aa 


I t. and of Local Council, American Federation of Lab ° | 


in. all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment 
tion to further restrict immigration, which were re- 
to the Committee on Immigration. 
presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Delphos | 
cinnati, in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against any 
being made in the rate of postage on periodicals and 
s. which was ordered to lie on the table. 
A\RREN presented the memorial of Charles C. Young, 
oga, Wyo., remonstrating against the ratification of the | 
ciprocal agreement between the United States and | 
_ which was referred to the Committee on Finance. | 
-RANDEGEE presented a petition of the Court of Com- | 
9 | 


il of Hartford, Conn., praying for the ratification 
I sed reciprocal agreement between the United States 
, which w referred to the Committee on Finance. 


‘ALLINGER presented memorials of Fremont Grange 
st Rockingham Pomona Grange, of Fremont, and of 
River Grange, of Canaan, Patrons of Husbandry, in the 
f New Hampshire, remonstrating against the ratification 
posed reciprocal agreement between the United States 
ix. which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

» presented telegrams in the nature of memorials of | 
H y M. Beard, gatekeeper, New Hampshire State Grange; 


I Charles, master, General Stark Grange; E. FE. Austin, | 
B elder Grange; and Bert D. Paige, deputy, State Grange, | 


Manchester; F. A. Rogers, deputy, New Hampshire State | 


Gh . of Meridian; Andrew L. Felker, treasurer, New Hamp- 
6 State Grange, of Merdith; Edward L. Patterson, deputy, 
Ni Hampshire State Grange, of Portsmouth; I. J. Smith, 
di y, New Hampshire State Grange, of Plymouth; Mount 
I re Grange, of Holderness; Charles A. Tibbitts, deputy, | 
N llampshire State Grange, of Rochester; W. H. Tripp, | 
< d, New Hampshire State Grange, of Short Falls; Eva M. 
1 of Tilton; L. N. Bryan, deputy, New Hampshire State 


G . of West Rumney; Charles A. Rollins, deputy, New 
Il shire State Grange, of Lake Shore Park; Albert J. Rich- 
ardson, member executive committee, New Hampshire State 


G1 of Littleton; W. H. White, of Manchester; A. L. 
Mi e, deputy, New Hampshire State Grange, of East Kings- 
té Don S. Bridgman, of Hanover; Gerry F. Parker, master, 
Hudson Grange, of Hudson; Albert M. French, deputy, New 
Hampshire State Grange, of Gilsum; C. B. McClure, deputy, 
Ne Hampshire State Grange, of Munsonville; Gilbert G. Fel- 
] f Franklin; Fred W. Dudley, deputy, New Hampshire 
State Grange, of Hollis; George L. Flanders, of Warner; Harvey 


\. Jewett, deputy, New Hampshire State Grange, of East 
T ; Georgia P. Blake, master of Carroll County Pomona 
Gi . of Sanbornville; and Orville P. Smith, general deputy, 


New Hampshire State Grange, of Ashland, all in the State of 
New Hampshire; and of W. J. MeCambridge, of Ticonderoga, 


N. Y., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
reciprocal agreement between the United States and Canada, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. HALE presented memorials of sundry citizens and granges 
State of Maine, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the posed reciprocal agreement between the United States 
l ¢ ada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance 
lered to be noted in the Recorp, as follows: 
PULP AND PAPER. 
Memorial of the Board of Trade of Livermore Falls, Me.; and 
\ ‘rial of Local Union No. 69, International Brotherhood 
of Ss mary Firemen, of Millinocket, Me. 
FARM PRODUCTS. 
; M rial of Farmington Grange, No. 12, Patrons of Hus- 
ban f Farmington, Me.: 
= rial of Amity Grange, No. 384, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
\ \roostook County, Me.; 
rial of Highland Grange, No. 364, Patrons of Hus- 
, Of Penobscot, Me.: 


. rial of Parkman Grange, No. 305, Patrons of Husbandry, 
# Parkman Corner, Me.; 

, rial of Good Will Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
s Warren, Me.; 
rial of Queen City Grange, No. 30, Patrous of Hus- 
vindry, of Bangor, Me. ; 

rial of Harvest Moon Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
I ike, Me.; 
aaa rial of Northern Light Grange, No. 6, Patrons of Hus- 
vandry, of Winterport, Me.; 

\ rial of 105 citizens of New Sweden, Me.; 


‘i _ of R. R. Higgins and H. H. Higgins, of Mapleton, 





orials of sundry citizens of Aroostook County, Me. 
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| the so-called old-age pension bill, 
| the table. 


Mr. HALE presented a petition of Custer Command, Union 
Veterans’ Union, of Foxcroft, Me., praying for the passage of 
] Ss 


— 


which wi: 


ordered to lie on 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on the Distric 


i Ab 
bia, to which was referred the bill (S. 10136) providing for 
the protection of the interests of the United States in lands and 

| waters comprising any part of the Anacostia River, or Eastern 
Branch, d lands adjacent thereto, and for other purposes, 
| reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 1221) 


| thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 3527) to establish and disburse a publi hool teachers’ 
retirement fund in the District of Columbia, submitted an ad- 
verse report (No. 1222) thereon, which was agreed to, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 


1 S¢ 
il 





BILLS INTRODUCED. 

sills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

ty Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 10872) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Van Nordstrand; to the Committee on Pensions. 

iy Mr. @ALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 10878) to provide for the erection of a monument 
to the signers of the Declaration of Independen to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. DEPEW submitted an amendment relative to the settle- 
ment of accounts of disbursing officers of the Navy, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase tl] 
limit of cost, exclusive of armor and armament, of the battle 
ship Florida from $6,000,000 to $6,400,000, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PILES submitted an amendment proposing to appro 
priate $25,000 for the purchase of a site for the Pacific coast 
torpedo station, intended to be proposed by him to the naval 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,000 for the construction of a walk on Burwell Avenue, navy 
yard, Puget Sound, State of Washington, ete., intended to be 
proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap 
propriate $2,565,000 for the construction of an armory building 
for the National Guard of the District of Columbia, ete., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$200,000 for the purchase of a site for a public park in northeast 
Washington, D. C., ete., intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


NOTICE OF MEMORIAL ADDRESSES. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Saturday, the 25th, at 5 o’clock, I shall ask the 


‘ 


Ahatli Senate to con 
sider resolutions commemorative of the life and character of 
Hon. WILLIAM S. LOVERING and Hon. CHartes Q. Trrrett, late 


Members of the House of Representatives from Massachusetts 


I will also take this occasion, Mr. President, to give notice that 
I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of exe 
tive business at the earliest mome possible before adjourn 


ment to-day. 
LAND IN PENSACOLA, FLA. 

Mr. FLETCHER. On yesterday the Senate passed Hou 
bill 31987, providing for the releasing of the claim of the United 
States Government to arpent lot No. 44 in the old city of Pensa 
cola, Fla. The House having passed a similar Senate bill, I 
move that the votes by which the House bill was read the third 
time and passed be reconsidered. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I move that the House bill be indefi 
| postponed. 
| The motion was agreed to. 





rit le 
uitely 
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LANDS IN MILLARD COUNTY, UTAH. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 8457) to 
restore to the public domain certain lands withdrawn for reser- 
voir purposes in Millard County, Utah, which was to strike 
out line 3 down to and including the word “to,” in line 4, and 
to insert “ That the President may, in his discretion.” 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JAMES RIVER DAM, MISSOURI, 

The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
authorize J. W. Vance, L. L. Allen, C. F Helwig. and H. V. 
Worley, of Pierce City, Mo.; A. B. Durnil, D. H. Kemp, Sig 
Soloman, J. J. Davis, S. A. Chappell, and W. M. West, of 
Monett, Mo.; M. L. Coleman, M. T. Davis, Jared R. Woodfill, jr., 
J. H. Jarrett, and William H. Standish, of Aurora, Lawrence 
County, Mo.; and L. 8S. Meyer, F. 8. Heffernan, Robert A. Moore, 
William H. Johnson, J. P. McCammon, M. W. Colbaugh, and 
W. H. Schreiber, of Springtield, Greene County, Mo., to con- 
struct a dam across the James River, in Stone County, Mo., and 
to divert a portion of its waters through a tunnel into the said 
river again to create electric power, which was, on page 2, line 
20, to strike out “ twenty-second” and insert ‘ twenty-third.” 

Mr. STONE. The only change made in the bill as it passed 
the Senate was to strike out the date, a wrong date, of the 
passage of the act referred to in the bill. As it appeared in 
the bill, the act was passed on the 22d day of the month. In 
fact, it was the 23d day of the month, and the House so 
amended it. That is the only change. I move that the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 


the amend- 
(S. 574) to 


DONATION OF DISMOUNTED BRONZE CANNON, 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 


(S. J. Res. 182) authorizing the delivering to the commander in 


chief of the United Spanish War Veterans one or two dis- 
mounted bronze cannon, which was in line 6, after the word 


“ Spain,” to strike out down to and including the word “ insurrec- 
tion,” in line 7. 


Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
DESERT-LAND ENTRIES. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 10318) 


authorizing the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
grant further extensions of time within which to make proof 
on desert-land entries, which was to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, grant to 
the entryman under the desert-land laws in the counties of Benton, 
Yakima, and Klickitat, in the State of Washington, a further extension 
of the time within which they are required to make final proof, pro- 
vided such entryman shall, by his corroborated affidavit filed in the 
land office of the district where such land is located, show to the satis- 
faction of the Secretary that because of unavoidable delay in the con- 
struction of irrigation works intended to convey water to the land 
embraced in his entry he is, without fault on his part, unable to make 
proof of the reclamation and cultivation of said lands as provided by 
law within the time limited therefor; but such extension shall not 
be granted for a period of more than three years, and this act shall 
not affect contests initiated for a valid existing reason. 

And to amend the title so as to read: 

“An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant further 
extensions of time within which to make proof on desert-land entries 
in the counties of Benton, Yakima, and Klickitat.” 


Mr. JONES. I 
amendment with 


move that the Senate ec: 
an amendment in line 2, 
word “entryman,” to strike out “the” and insert “ any.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington 
moves to concur in the amendment with the amendment which 
he has stated. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Washington what change that makes. Does it convert it from 
an act of limited application to one of general application? 

Mr. JONES. Does the Senator mean the amendment I pro- 
pose? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. JONES. The House amendment read: “That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may, in his discretion, grant to the entry- 


mecur 


page 


House 
the 


in the 
1, before 


man under,” and so forth. I have moved to strike out the 
word “the” and to insert “ any.” 
Mr. HEYBU applied to 


RN. Are the words “the entryman ” 
tryl 


enumerated entrymen previously stated in the bill? 


Mr. JONES. No; there are no other entrymen mentioned in 
the bill, but it limits it apparently to one single entryman when 


the intention of the bill was to grant to certain desert-land 
entrymen in three counties in the State the right to have a fur- 
ther extension. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion «of 


the Senator from Washington to concur in the House amend- 
ment with an amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LIGHT STATION ON SAN PEDRO BREAKWATER. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 10011) 
establishing a light and fog-signual station on San Pedro Br 
water, Cal., which was to strike out all after the enacting cla 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is hereby 


thorized to establish a light and fog-signal station on the San IP 
Breakwater, Cal., at a cost not to exceed $36,000. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate concur in the Ik 
amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
LIGHT AND FOG SIGNAL AT LINCOLN ROCK, ALASKA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the ai 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 10015) 
rebuilding and improving the present light and fog signal at 
Lincoln Rock, Alaska, or for building another light and fog- 
signal station upon a different site near by, which was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is here!) 
thorized to rebuild and improve the present light and fog signal at 
Lincoln Rock, Alaska, or establish a light and fog-signal station upon a 
different site near by, at a cost not to exceed $25,000. 


] 
‘ . 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate concur in the House , 
amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. : 
AIDS TO NAVIGATION. ; 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend be 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 10177) to a 


authorize additional aids to navigation in the Lighthouse Estab- 
lishment, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the amend- 
ment of the House and ask for a conference on the disagreeing B 
votes of the two Houses, and that the Chair appoint the « 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President apjvwi 
Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. DePew, and Mr. Simmons conferees on tl 
part of the Senate. 

NAMAKAN LAKE DAM, MINNESOTA. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the an 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 10506) to 
authorize the Rainy River Improvement Co. to construct a dam 
across the outiet of Namakan Lake at Kettle Falls, in 
Louis County, Minn., which was, on page 1, line 8, after tlie 
word “ Minnesota,” to insert “‘at a point suitable to the inter- 
ests of navigation.” 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate concur in the Hi 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NATURALIZATION OF ALIENS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 
ment cf the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 9445 : 
viding for the naturalization of the wife and minor children ot 
insane aliens making homestead entries under the land laws 
the United States, which was, in line 7, after the word “th: 
to insert ** other.” 

Mr. NELSON. 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HIOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bill and joint resolution were severally 1 
twice by their titles and refered to the Committee on Millt 
Affairs: 

H. R. 24212. An act to amend section 4875 of the Revised 
Statutes to provide a compensation of $100 per month, wil) 
fuel and quarters, for the superintendent of the Arlington (V2.) 
National Cemetery; and 

H. J. Res. 276. Joint resolution modifying certain laws r¢ 
ing to the military records of certain soldiers and sailors. | 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 32213. An act to authorize the city 


~ f 


ae - 


I move that the Senate concur in the I 


of Portsmout), 


N. H., to construct a bridge across the Piscataqua River; 








































































St. 


Pro 


the 


Paul Railway 
bridge 


An act to 


corporation, 


32341. authorize the 
Co 8 to construct a 
ni River near Nininger, Minn. ; 


2400, An act to authorize the North Pennsylvania Rail- 


across 


» and the Delaware & Boundbrook Railroad Co. to 
a bridge across the Delaware River from Lower 
M d Township, Bucks County, Pa., to Ewing Township, 
oe M County. N. J.; and 
440, An act authorizing the Moline, East Moline « | 
Vi wn Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a 


nd approaches thereto across the South Branch of the 


pe M opi River, from a point in the village of Watertown, 
R sland County, iL, to the island Known as Campbells 
‘ Is : 
é 97998. An act relaiing to homestead entries in the 
: Siletz Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon, was 
s I e by its title and referred to the Committee on Public 
; 11 2.31806. Ar act to amend section 1 of the act approved 
4 M ©» 1907, being an act to amend an act entitled “An act 
ng jurisdiction upon United States commissioners over 


off committed on a portion of the permanent Hot Springs 
Reservation, Ark.,” was read twice by its title and 
, ! | to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


folowing joint resolutions were read twice by their 


d referred to the Committee on Printing: 

F Hi. J. Res. 286. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of 
R copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of the 
@ ad 
: Res. 287. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of 


pies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle 


KANSAS NATIONAL FOREST LANDS. 


(Hi. R. 32571) to consolidate certain forest lands in 














s National Forest, was read the first time by its title. 
F \ STONE. An exactly similar bill has been favorably re- 
b por from the Senate Committee on Public Lands and is now 
if ( lendar. The bill covers only one page. I ask unani- 
‘2 sent for its present consideration. 
VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill 
: for informiution of the Senate. 
E | was read the second time at length, as follows: 
cnacted, ctc.. That the Secretary of the Interior, for the pu: 
4 I msolidating the forest lands belonging to the United States 
wi e Kansas National Forest, be, and he hereby is, authorized 
E vered ym the recommendation of the Secretary of Agri 
” to eX nge lands belonging to the United States which are 
Fo » Kansas National Forest for privately owned lands lying 
% exterior limits of the said national forest: Prorided ut 
hanged shall be equal in area and substantially eyual 
! provided further, That upon the consummation of such 
ie land deeded to the United States thereunder shall become 
F the Kansas National Forest. 
y ! VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 


é ration of the bill? 

BY HEYBURN. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
§ if this bill has not eliminated the limitations upon the 

hose lands might be selected. I reported the simi- 


u the Committee on Public Lands to the Senate. 
cems to be no limitation as to the area within which the 
F may be selected. 

STONE The bill states that they are entirely land 
v the exterior limits of this particular reserve. 
HEYBURN. Yes; but as to where the lieu lands may be 
f me |. I think from listening to the bill that that provision 
r = nit. We have not been in the habit for several years 
. ng any bill authorizing the exchange of lands and per 
i‘ the selection of the lieu lands outside of the State in 
. ba he lands were for which the lieu lands were taken. 
+} HALE. Mr. President, I object to the consideration of 


. VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the considera- 
l f the bi 
bs ' HALE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
. Mr. Lorimer], who is waiting to address the Senate, 
tted now to go on with his remarks. 
STONE. I have no objection to that, but I will ask 


ous consent that the bill be retained on the Vice Presi 
( table, 
\ ‘th D> wea - . ra ' . * . , 
v i E PRESIDENT. Che Chair will hold the bill on the 
the Senator from Maine asks unanimous consent to 


* with the further business of the morning hour. 
Lion ¢ , 
«\ FOLLETTE. What is the request, Mr. President? 
VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did not put the request 
the Senator from Maine made it. The Senator from 
ced ui that the Senator from Illinois 
It seemed to the Chair that that 


Is 


1animous consent 
permitted to proceed. 





CONGRESSIONAL R 


ECORD—SEN ATE. 








ight be a modification of tl present 1 I ous-consent 
agreement, so the Cha put e request 1 the morning 
business be considered closed 
Mr. LA FOLLETTEF. Mr. Preside I have a_ resolution 
which I very much desire to offer this morning if the Senator 
from Maine will wait until I have offered 
Mr. HALE. I will yield to tl Senator fe that | 
After that I shall ask that my request be put 
BATTLESHIPS FOR ARGENTINE REPUBLIK m 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I submit the resolution which I send 
to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read 
‘The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 364) follows 
K ed, That the Secretary of the Navy nd | y ! 
to transmit to the Senate a report on the following matters 
(1) Copies of any and all ord whi ay h s 
se etary of tl Navy « h ! es 1d 
i 1 or sent y the Navy | pat nt pert 0 
in p shipyards of two ttles f the unt of ft \ 
It li 
(2) What, if any, plans of gua gun & nt i 
; ing to the n i f l ! t ( 
nt of the United Stat 1 t t N ! ! 
ned, transmitt 
‘ (\rgeatine R i rept i \ I i 
What, if any f I ce wt : 
} iis or secrecy have n i] x \ t I ds 3 
G nt? 

} What, i W x d it I l \ h 
civilians or otherwise, to aid in the cons ion and iment of the 
tw iitleships being built in this country for the Argentine Repu / 

(5) If any such plans have | 1 so divulged or if such work has 
been performed | employe Na D> t wl 
thori has such action been taken 1d such v c pe med? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I submit another resolution up the 
same subject, which I ask may be read 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 565), as follow 

} ‘ ed, ‘I t the Secret of S t ly 1 1 
to it t! Ss , ten < t id 
report upon any verbal comm atic hich y have pas 
the State Depart nt and a othe ae t i eG t 
f the United States, or between the St: » nt lany d 
nent * representative oF t entine Rep i d y 
nicatior writ ei \ ! \ I ~d or ved y 
t! State Department pertaining t t construction and f u 
this country of two battleships for the Argentine Re 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that both resolutio £0 ‘ ntil 


, 





orrow mornil 
VICE PRESIDENT 

will lie on the table 

Ir. KEAN. I 


Without objection, the r itions 


sugvesli 


change the phraseology in the last re lion, in regard to the 
Se Lary of St: te, 10 req Ss 1 ead of dire Cu It 
is not usual thing to direct the Secretary of Stat 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, idering t nature of 
the resolntion, I can not cor t to make the cl ce] has 
I should like to do so. 

Mr. HALE. The resolution is rig s 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think so 

SENATOR FROM ILLI 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President. I now renew my request that the 
Senntor from Illinois be allowed to proceed 

The VICE PRESIDENT Is there objection to tl reque 
The Chair hears none. Morning business is closed 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of t! 
Committee on Privileges and Elections relat 0 I t 
charges relating to the election of WILLIAM LoRIMER, a S« 
from the State of Illinois, by the legislature f tl St 
made in obedience to Senate resolution 264 

Mr. LORIMER and Mr. HALE addressed the ¢ ! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the SS t f | ) 
yield to the Senator from Maine‘ 

Mr. LORIMER. I do. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President. the Senator from Illinois ll 
permit me to suggest that, if he desi ' t ldress tl 
Senate to better advantage than the far corner of the Ch 
ber where his seat is located he ie to some s here in 1 
center of the Senate. 

Mr. LORIMER. If a Senator occupying a seat near the 
ter aisle will grant me the privilege of ¢ ¢ his ] I 
shall be very glad to comply with the suggestio 

Mr. HALE. It is very difficult to hear t Senator fron 
Iilinois from where he now stands. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. The Senator from 1! | y 
seat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator Florida offers 


the Senator from Illinois his seat. 
Mr. LORIMER advanced to Mr. TALL 





oil4 
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The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from Illinois will pro- | taken back to Chicago, accompanied almost the whole dist 
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ceed, to my city by my surgeon. From there I returned to Washing 
Mr. LORIMER. Mr. President, I understand that the senior | ton, as will be shown by the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp of the pro- 
Senator from Indiana | Mr. Bi bGE] was discusing the Illinois | ceedings of the House of Representatives. There it can } 
election yesterday and failed to conclude his remarks. I prefer | found that I voted during the early part of that session. After 
to go on with my remarks at this time, but if the Senator from | the holidays, on the very day on which Mr. Shurtleff was elected 
Indiana desires to conclude his remarks before I proceed 1 shall speaker, I was in the House of Representatives, and the Recorp 
be very glad to yield the floor for that purpose. | shows that I made a motion on the 7th day of January, the day 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The nator can proceed. Besides, he | following his election. 
does so under a unanimous consent agreement, and it would not Kdward Shurtleff was elected speaker of the house of repre- 
be possible for me to change it. sentatives because of a condition that arose there, and if the 
Mr. LORIMER. Mr. President, many questions have been | same condition arose anywhere else in the country the res 
suggested by the statemeuts of Senators in the debate on this | would have been the same. The governor of our State was very 
case, Those suggestions concern mostly the actual condition of | much opposed to the reelection of Mr. Shurtleff and he cailed in 


my election to this body. 


Did I organize the Illinois Legislature against Hopkins? 

Did I make Shurtleff speaker in order to be elected Sen- 
ator’? 

Did I make Lee O'Neil Browne my agent—my corrupt 
agent? 

Why did I stay in Springfield during the contest? 

For what purpose did I talk to Shephard in the speaker's 
room ? 

Why did the Democrats vote for me? 

‘These are some of the questions suggested by the statements | 
of Senators in opposition to the committee report or openly 


put by them in the course of debate. To these questions many 
sorts of answers have been given by my opponents. Some of 
those answers have been fanciful theories, some mere guesses 
and surmises. There is only one kind of answer that should 
stand or that should count in this case; that is the plain matter- 
of-fact simple truth. It is this matter of fact, this truth, that 
I propose to lay before the Senate to-day. 

I rise to-day simply to tell, as one who lived through it all, 
exactly how my election at Springfield was brought about, to 
answer the foregoing questions with the facts that alone can 
answer them correctly. 

There has been an effort made to cover this whole case with 
a cloud of suspicion; to make it appear that some man with a 
powerful intellect, a powerful ability to organize men, by some 
well-laid scheme prepared a 
for the purpose of defeating Senator Hopkins and to elect a 
United States Senator. Some Senators have intimated that that 
man with the powerful mind and wonderful genius of organiza- 
tion was no other person than myself. I propose to address my- 
self to the statements made by those Senators and on which they 
expect to build the structure that will create in the minds of 
Senators in this body the impression that I was not only, as they 
say, elected by corrupt practices, but that I am the man that 
was responsible for them. 

To begin with, Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. CrRAWForD] in his statement said: 

It is also clear from the record that Mr. LoriMEeR was detcrmined to 
organize the legislature against Hopkins and Goy. Deneen. 

Anybody who knows aught of the organization of that legis- 
lature would not make that statement. The facts are that I 
was not determined to organize the legislature against Gov. 
Deneen, and, if I had been so determined, under the conditions 
existing at that time, it would have been impossible for me to 
do so. To organize a legislature with the aid of Democrats and 
Republicans is a matter that can not be done just by a wish or 
a thought. It requires constant effort to bring about a condition 
of that sort, which Senators would have us understand was a 
well-defined plan in the head of just one man. 

It happened that on the 15th of September I was stricken with 
illness, and from that day until November I was unable to leave 
my home. My physicians would not even permit friends to call 
upon me. I did not leave home until just a few days before the 
general November tion, when I went to my office where I 
might be seen for an hour during each day in order that the 
public might know that there was hope of my recovery, as it 
had been stated in the congressional district in which I was a 
candidate for reelection that LoRIMER was about to die, and 
“they had better elect somebody who would be alive when the 
governor issues the certificate of election.” 

Immediately after the election I took the train for the Pacific 
coast into the 


ele 


to go mountains for my health, and I traveled 
along the Pacific coast, and finally landed in the city of Port- 
land. I remember well speaking for a few moments during my 


presence there to the Commercial Association of that city about 
waterway improvements, and the senior Senator from that 
State [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] was present at that meeting. A day 
or two after that I was again stricken, with blood poisoning; 
was operated upon, and lived in the Portland Hotel, until I was 








a few of the men, members of the State house of represent 

tives, over whom he had much influence, and told them that 
they must organize that body by the election of some person 
speaker other than Edward Shurtleff. He told them that he 


| did not care who was elected speaker, but that under no circu 


stances must any Republican vote for Edward Shurtleff, 
and if they did vote for him, he served notice on them t! 
not one of them could expect to receive patronage at the 


hands of his administration; and he went even further than 
that. 
He called in Representative Brady, who had pledged his s 


| port to Shurtleff for speaker, and told him unless he joined with 


plan to organize the legislature | 


the men who were trying to organize that body under his dicta 
torship, every man who was in the employ of the State on 
Brady’s recommendation would be forthwith dismissed. In 
other words, the governor of our State undertook to dictate to 
the general assembly who should be its speaker. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the Senator permit me to ask | 
question? 

Mr. LORIMER. I shall be very glad to. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If that statement is a statement of the 
fact, I would like to ask why it was not put in the record, and 
why Gov. Deneen was not summoned as a witness, so tliat he 
could confront a statement of that kind and have the same 
opportunity to make reply to it that the Senator has oppor 
tunity to make the charge on this floor after the evidence is all 
closed. 

Mr. LORIMER. I am quite unable to answer the question as 
the Senator would desire to have me do it, for the reason that, 
first, I was not a member of the committee that investigated 
the charges. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. LORIMER. Yes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think it only fair as a member of the 
committee to suggest that the Senator from Illinois is replying 





Thline 


| to statements made upon the floor of the Chamber, and not to 


statements made in Chicago at the hearings. Consequently he 


| could not have anticipated the questions raised by Members 


here. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 


further yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 


Mr. LORIMER. Yes. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I should like to have this understood 
now. If questions asked of the sitting Member are embarrassing 


because they are being asked now at this critical point in the 
case, and we are to refrain on that account from asking them 
I want to know it, and I will try to observe the rule in that 
respect. 

Mr. LORIMER. May I not say at the outset that 1 | 
no objection to any Senator asking any question that sue 





itself to him at any time during the discussion of 
question, 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from I!!ino!s 


yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. LORIMER. Yes. 

Mr. BURROWS. May I suggest that the Senator f 
lilinois be permitted to make his statement in order, and 
at the close if any Senator desires to ask questions it will | 
course agreeable to him. But I, think it is no more than 
to the Senator that he pe permitted to make his statement \ 
out interruption. 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 

The VICH 


{ 


President-—— 
Just one word further—— 
PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 


from Illinois 


further yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Yes. 


Mr. LORIMER. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SE NATE. 


who were favorable to him; what do you Suppose the Senator 
would do?) What do you suppose party lines would accomplish ? 
It would not take the Senators of this body 

up their minds to cross t] 











CRAWFORD. On account of the importance of this 
I want to understand the situation. If the mena) 
(linois is simply makiitg a statement in the form of an | 

| 


nt 


it and not as a witness in the case, I want to know it. 


one moment to make 


lé party lines and organize the Senate 
f 1 is making a statement which he desires to submit as| with men who they thought were fit to hold the different offices 
Pp e in this case, then it seems to me we should have the} in the control of this body. 
ity to cross-examine him if we desire. | The men in our State did what ar 


LORIMER. Again I wish to state that while I appre- | geous men would do. 
he courtesy which the Senator from Michigan desires to| the wishes of the e 


any set of sensible, cours 
They organized the body 


regardless of 


xecutive branch of the sovernment. If the 
E extended to me, that I may proceed with my remarks | sovernor of our State had attended to his own business, said 
interruption, [ shall have no hesitancy at any point nothing to the members of the house, 


permitted them with: 
the time I have the floor in answering any question | 











coercion to go on and organize that body, Mr. Shurtleff wo ld 
{ vy Senator may see fit to ask, have been the choice of 90 per cent of its members, and he would 
ed that I was in no way connected with the committee have been elected in the Republican caucus by a unanimous 
vestigated these charges and had no right to summon | vote. I call for the journal of the Illinois Assembly to justify 
1 een. During the whole investigation, from the day that | that statement. 
I tted the resolution last May to make this inquiry, no Edward Shurtleff was Serving his fourth term in that body. 
Q whether he be a member of the subcommittee, the He had twice been its speaker, elected twice before the tin 
\ committee, or any Senator in this body will Say that I we are now discussing by the unanimous vote of his party in 
ever suggested anything to him or made any appeal to} the Republican caucus and in the lower house. So, Mr. Pres 
any way at any time tried to influence his judgment dent, Edward Shurtleff, whom the Senator from South Dakota 
w he should vote in my case. And so I made no Sug- | [Mr. Crawrorp] would have you believe to be a vile and cor 
to the committee about who should be called. If the | rupt man, had twice before presided over the house: and, 
, S r from South Dakota is dissatisfied because the gov-| may I say, he was elected both times without help from 
‘f our State was not called to refute these statements, | me. even without my knowledge until I saw the r ports in 
! not to blame for it. But it would have been impossible | the paper, 7 
: t (e this statement, because the cause for making it was He is not a speaker of my making. He was not a man of 
cested to me until the Senator from South Dakota power because I gave it to him. I scarcely knew him when he 
f ir. CRAWFORD] made his speech upon this floor just a short | Was elected speaker of that body the first and the Second time 
t He owes me nothing, not even support, for promotion to that 
Mr. President, the Senator in his statement said that it Was} great office in our State. I was not on more than speak 
m the evidence that I was determined to organize the | ing terms with him until I went to Springfield to secure 
r ire for the purpose of defeating Senator Hopkins. I legislation on the wate way. I could say no more to him han 
F ! my hand a list of the Republican members of the | “ How do you do, sir,” until that time; and the idea that a man 
-4 in all—who voted for Mr. Shurtleff for speaker, and | could work himself up through the world and become speaker 
“4 Republicans who voted for Shurtleff for speaker 17 | of the house of representatives of that great State. without my 
r Senator Hopkins for United States Senator—some of| aid, and at the same time be known as my political hen h 
‘day, some of them a week, some a month, some for man, is the most absurd thing that I have ever known to be 
ths, and some of them voted for him on every ballot on | Stated in this body or any other body in which | have ever 
the roll was called, including the ballot on which I Was | served. 
( | That I elected a bitter enemy of Hopkins and my henchman 
e theory be correct that I had been conjuring schemes to} Speaker is what the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Craw- 
e the legislature for dark-lantern purposes, as the Sen-/| Forp] stated. The contrary is just the truth. Mr. Shurt eff 
cested, how can it be proven by the statement that [} would not have been a member of that general assembly but for 
ying to defeat Hopkins by making Shurtleff Speaker when | the urgent request of Mr. Hopkins and his friends. 
| of the house shows that 17 of the 24 Republicans The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will kindly sus 
ed for Shurtleff also voted for Hopkins for United States pend while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi 
S hess, which the Secretary will state. 
President, in order that there may be no trouble in veri- The Secrerary. A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 184) propesing 
f statement, Task permission to have the hames printed an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
ORD in order that Senators may very easily consult the that s ‘ators shall be elected by the people of the several 
of the house and find from it whether or not this state- States, 
rrect, Mr. BORAH I ask unanimous consent that the unfinishe | 
PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Branpecer in the chair). business may be temporarily laid aside 
I bjection to the request of the Senator from Illinois? Che PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there obje 1 to ft 
( hears none, and the matter will be printed in the request of the Senator from Idaho? The Chair irs none 
The unfinished business is temporarily laid aside. The Senator 
(ter referred to is as follows: from Illinois will proceed, 
“ANS WHO VOTED FOR SHURTLEFF FOR SP? AKER V D LATER Mr. LORIMER. Mr. President, Mr. Shurtleff w iS a ennd 
ON FOR SENATOR | date for reelection at the ernest request of Senator Huo} 
newindian Hopkins. | Lane ; ------..Hopkins, | 2nd the friends of Senator fopkins, They have a rule it 
~ -~-~-~-~Hopkins, i Mason | Senatorial district that is lived up to religiously, and always } 
; ae Hooke: ho Sha ee | been during the time that candidates were nominated by de 
( ----.-..- Shurtleff. | Parke, eto __.llopkins. | gate conventions. A senator's term is for four years, and « 
a Hopkins. Schumacher____ Hopkins, time a senator's term expires it goes around to ano her cou 
( -~------Hopkins, | Shanahan Shurtleff. | So it was due to go to McHenry County, in which Mr. Shu; 
mien llopkins, Smejkal 7 Shurtleff. | >. a mee P “tba ; ‘ . . \ly 
~~~~~~..Hopkins, Stearns Foss. | lived. A friend of shurtietl Was a indidate for senator. = 
i Hopkins, Zaabel (died Jan. 13. 1909). |} Shurtleff had pledged him his support, and because Mr. Ilo 
-~--Hopkins, Zinger_____. Hopkins kins and his friends knew that there would be a co st over ’ 
Hopkins, Zipf oss 7 a ; 
2 election of Senator and because they wanted well-int Ll and 
S88 vote, 17, | influential men in the State legis When the s torial ¢ 
S LORIMER, Suppose that the President of the United | tion was to come up they pleaded with Mr. Shurtleff to become a 
: ' President of the United States, | care not who he | candidate. He told them in re sponse that he had given his word 
Could call in the Senators of his party, tell them who he | to Support his friend for senator. They immediately went to 
‘t for President pro tempore of the Senate, tell them how this friend and pleaded with him to go to Shurtlef€ and ask him 
ted the Senate committees organized, tell them that | to become a candidate, which he did. It was on that request and 
did his bidding they could get no patronage under | on that release that he became a candidate again for 
ustration, and tell them that if they failed to do his house. 
every last man employed by the Government on their} As the campaign went on much talk was heard everywher 
6 eidation should be driven from public employment. | to whether candidates would pay any ention to the advis 
; a President ¢ wd fall so low as to undertake such a | yote. May I not say to the Senator f; Si i ota tl 
= Y that, and that he succeeded in getting into an organi- } Was generally the opinion of the peo u I ) 
: thi jority of the members of this body of his own party | candidate would heed the ady sory volt ~ j ‘ 
his orders to the exclusion of one man and those | he had the plurality or the majority 
XLVI 197 


































3116 CONGI 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President-—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 


yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. LORIMER. I do. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I want to understand the Senator. Does 
the Senator mean to say that Mr. Shurtleff was a supporter of 
Mr. Hopkin 


Mr. LORIMER. I will come to that in a moment, if the Sen- 
ator will permit me to just go along a little further. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Does the Senator mean to distinguish the 
people of Illinois when he says that all the candidates there de- 
cided among themselves that they would disregard the vote of 
those people unless it happened to be in favor of the candi- 
date? 

Mr. LORIMER. I mean to say that the candidates did not 
intend to regard the primary vote. That is what I mean to 
say, and I mean to prove that by showing that every candidate 
before the primary, whether he got the majority or not, was 
a candidate and was voted for during the session of the general 
assembly on almost every ballot. 

But that is not the peint, Mr. President. I want to show 
that Mr. Shurtleff was a friend of Senator Hopkins. He lived 
in Senator Hopkins’s congressional district. He had been for 
him as the candidate fer Congress for 16 or 18 years. When 
Mr. Hopkins was elected to this body Mr. Shurtleff was in the 
legislature and was one of his campaign managers and voted 
for him and helped to elect him to this body. But after 
M 
all candidates were looking out fer themselves regardless of 
the result of the primary election, and in order to protect 
themselves Mr. Hopkins’s friends went to Mr. Shurtleff and 
discussed with him the prebability of some other person secur- 
ing a majority or a plurality in the State, and they asked him 
what he would do under those circumstances. He said that 
he would abide by the result of the vote of the Republicans in 
his own legislative district. They asked him if he would write a 
letter to that effect. He said he would; and he did write the let- 
ter; and that was satisfactory to Mr. Hopkins and to his friends, 


because it was the identical thing that they wanted him | 


to do. 


r. Shurtleff had become a candidate, as I was about to Say, | 
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Then the primary election came on. Mr. Hopkins and his | 
friends were sure that Hopkins would get the primary vote in | 


his congressional district, because he had represented the dis- 
trict in Congress for many, many years. But when the vote was 
cast it was learned that Mr. Hopkins was beaten in the dis- 
trict by Congressman Foss. When Mr. Shurtleff was consulted 
about what he would do, he stated that he had written a letter 
declaring to his constituents what he would do; that he had 
pledged himself to abide by the majority or the plurality of his 
district, and that he intended to keep his word and vote for 
Mr. Foss; and he voted for Mr. Foss on every roll call 
except three. On two roll calls he voted for Gov. Deneen, 
and on one roll call, the last, he voted to elect me to this 
b “ly. 

That is the story, and it is the everlasting truth about Mr. 
Shurtleff and as to his being a henchman of LORIMER. 


Then, Mr. President, we go along just a little further in the 


speech, and we find this statement in the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] : 


The next move was to install Lee O'Neil Browne to the position of 
minority leader of the Democratic minority in the house. 


Let us see how near to the facts that statement runs. Lee 


minority leader after a contest infinitely more bitter within the 
ines of his own party than the one in which Mr. Shurtleff was 
concerned. Mr. Tippit, the other candidate of the Democratic 
members of the general assembly, was as much opposed to Mr. 
Browne's leadership as the Governor was to Mr. Shurtleff's 
leadership. The fight had gone on for many months, but at 


the end Mr. Browne was selected as the leader of the Demo- | tive Fulton, from Mr. Deneen’s own district, two from h 


cratic minority. 

But, Mr. President, not one man of that minority was ever 
spoken to by me in behalf of Mr. Browne or anybody else, and 
no man was ever spoken to in behalf of Mr. Browne through 
anybody else for me. 


to send me to this body after I had been responsible for { 
defeat, their humiliation, and their probable political 
struction? 

When one comes to know all the history of the organi 
of the house of representatives, he finds that there was 


ing in it that would justify the statement made upon this { 


about my connection with Mr. Shurtleff’s elevation t« 
speakership and my connection with Mr. Browne's « 
tion to the leadership of the minority of the Democratic | 
in my State. 


Labored efforts have been made to show that I organize 


the legislature to defeat Gov. Deneen and Senator Hopkti 
their united effort to return the latter to the Senate. I « 
to call the attention of the Senate to the facts. The first | 
for United States Senator was taken in the separate bra 
In the senate Mr. Hopkins received a majority, and in 
house he received 61 votes out of a total of 146. The folk 
members of the house belonging to and cooperating wit! 


Deneen faction cast their votes for candidates other than §&: 


tor Hopkins: 


Abbey Church Hull Price 
Ap Madoc Fulton Maclean Reynolds 
Butts Hagan Pierson Sollitt 


The following members of the house, also of the |] 
faction, failed to respond to their names on the roll call: 
Campbell Scanlan Ton 

The presence, however, of these members on the foll 
day, as shown by the roll call, shows at least that they 


able to be there, had they been interested in securing the « 


tion of Senator Hopkins. In proof of the statement that t 
members named above belonged to Goy. Deneen’s fact 
invite an inspection of the journal of the Tllinois House « 
vote for the election of speaker, where it will be seen th: 

voted for Edward J. King, the governor’s candidate. Had 
Deneen followers voted for Mr. Hopkins, he would have 1 

a majority of the votes of the house as well as of the 
and there could have been no deadlock. 

Here is the story in figures: 

ee alain SITE TG CI a isis carcctcidctcit wisrmmnnistaenna 
a ee 


en I alles elemeea gamed a 
Add Deneen votes indicated above 


Making a total for Hopkins of 
a UNI SI shcceiacincesn etnies Sais Sacer z 


Now, Mr. President, we come to another very important bi 
of this discussion. Take the journal of the house, and 
will you find there? Republican members of the lower 
from the district I live in and with whom I am suppo 
have influence voted for Mr. Hopkins, including the senat 
the district. Every Republican member from the cong! 
district I represented voted for Senator Hopkins. Th 
will show that Schumacher and Kittleman and Cruiksha1 
sall and McNichols, all from my congressional district, \ 
Senator Hopkins. 

Let me call your attention to the fact that Gov. I) 
is and was the father of the direct primary, and he tr 
from one end of our State to the other urging upon t! 
to send members to the general assembly to make a dir 
mary vote the law of our State, and but for him it wo 


| be on our statute books to-day. He used all the arg 
| that are used by the direct-primary advocates in favor 0! 
©’ Neil Browne was elected minority leader, and he was elected | 


The proof of it is apparent. If you read the journal of the | 


‘ 


joint session when I was elected to this body you will find | 


Thomas Tippit and 16 of his followers. Suppose for an instant 
I had gone in with the power it would be made to appear, from 
the statement of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Craw 
FORD], I wielded in the Democratic party, that I had gone into 
their party affairs and undertaken to foist Mr. Browne on the 
shoulders of Mr. Tippit and his friends, would they haye yoted 


here among the 53 Democrats that voted for me the name of | 


| 
| 


1 





alaw. He was for it and he got it. 

When the roll call was had in the separate branches « 
general assembly, the first roll call on senatorship, what 
find by the journal? We find that every single membey \ 
general assembly from Gov. Deneen’s own legislative 4 
voted for some person other than Senator Hopkins. 

Senator Lundberg, Representative Church, and Rep! 
ward and his own neighborhood, nominated through ! 
fluence and through the power of his organization, voted as 
Mr. Hopkins for United States Senator. Every member ‘ 
congressional district but one, Mr. Kowalski, voted a: 
Hopkins, and Mr. Kowalski changed his vote the next d 
never voted for him again. That is the truth, and that i 
the house journal will demonstrate to any man who w! 
the time to make an investigation. 

So, Mr. President, the simple statement of the truth 
away with the house organization by and on the | 
Lorimer to elect himself Senator and to promote, as the \ 
from South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] says, dark-lantern sc? 
and that is what becomes of the statement that it was d 
defeat Senator Hopkins. 


7 
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4} 


itt 


ty 


















\ had 





rot that is not all. There were other days on which yotes 
for the election of United States Senator. 
he first meeting of the joint assembly: 


er of votes cast WaS8.........2 nnn nnn 199 | 
t i choice_. 100 | 
ed ae gO | 

suas aclepdnmenenensedd sncieatdahaddiandsaivasinaismdaiiatitdiblagiieds 16 | 
ed al 6 | 

é i ceticndienn 12 | 
II aii veel cesceb eietcinate leans diane hncei thin eimai 76 





’ 
were present and voting on that day for candidates 
n Senator Hopkins, 138 members of the general as- | 





‘ who were of the Deneen faction, viz: | 
Olsen Schmidt | 
tives: : 
ae as Price Sollitt 
< Reynolds Ton 
l Maclean 
’ votes cast for Hopkins__-—- ja oo a 
named...... . band oe aes 1s 
102 
‘ ‘ 1 a a a - 100 
Pe: - I ci etd id ec neeianndneineias : 2 


rs named above with whom Gov. Deneen had 
g influence had voted that day for Senator Hopkins, 
d have been elected on the first ballot taken in the joint 
. vy or on any succeeding ballot that day. 

\ President, that is not only so of that roll call, but there 
e roll calls on that day, and if Gov. Deneen and h 
f s and the men who were promoting or supposed to be 
ing the candidacy of Senator Hopkins had voted for 

uld have been elected on any ballot on that day. 


I e 13 memb« 


s 


| o Ww 


\ roof of this statement the record will show that the day 
did e when the men to whom I have referred did vote ex 
s Gov. Deneen wanted them to vote. That was the day 
of last roll call when I was elected to this body. Weeks 
be Goy. Deneen had told many of his friends to help elect 
ey told me so. I told them I would not accept their suppert 
s they told the governor that if they once pledged their su; 
pe » me under no conditions would they ever break their word 
| day before the roll call on which I was elected the gov 
er called these men into the mansion and into his office and 
told m that LORIMER must not be elected; that it would be 
be r to have no election, to allow nobody to be elected, and to 
le e legislature adjourn without the selection of a United 
S s Senator; and these men one after another stated to him: 
iven my word to Lorimer: I will not break it If ve 
t t it wrong to elect him you should not have permitted me to be 
iged to him with your consent 
se men gave me their support to the end. 
Those of the Deneen faction who had promised me their sup 
| l who broke their word when the roll was called dl 


e governor controlled who had not 
tl nal roll eall at 
When the time arrived that 
column or the other, 
el suggested they should go. So, 


u promised to support 
the governor's suggestion, ; 
he wanted 
they went where 
Mr. President, it 


supported 
o place them 
the gov- 
was hot a 


Hopkins 


. ‘ In one 


] ed fight to defeat Hopkins. Hopkins was beaten on the 
fil lay. Hopkins was beaten on the second day. After the 
I ession of the joint assembly the question was no more 

Hopkins, but it was who can, under these conditions, be 
‘ | to the United States Senate? That was the question 
1] e first day and from the second day, and then began the 


» elect 


a United States Senator upon whom the Repub 
uld agree, 


il ed with the governor every week I was in that city, and 
i (| for weeks and weeks that he himself become the can 
. of the party. I told him I believed if he would take 
ce our party, rent asunder with factional strife, would | 
De ed rhe lieutenant governor of our State is the son 
‘ Oglesby, who had been governor of our State two 
t d served one term in this bo ly. The name of Oglesby 
IS rished by every citizen of Illinois, I care not the party to 
: he belongs, Oglesby was nominated under a direct pri 
ul any organization. The governor was against him 
; ue governor's organization was opposed to him. Ex 


tes was a candidate for governor and his friends opposed 
rhe result of it reminds me of a statement that I 
rmer Senator Mason make to a large mass meeting in 


P d immediately after McKinley was nominated for 
{ He said: 
\u the politicians were against McKinley; all the men who have 
were against him; there was nobody for him but the people 
Ovlecl 


of the State without 
and other Republicans 


“DY was nominated by the people 
)port of any faction, and I believed, 
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| about the 15th of March. 


believed, that if Deneen was ele 
became the governor, that he would unit 
nize the differences of the factions, and we would 
to the polls with a solid front in the future as we 
the past in our State. 

I talked with the governor and 
he could not take the place, but he 
party could be united upon him, he would take 
asked him to send for the chairn 
mittee, Mr. West, his close friend, so that w 
matter. Mr. West came to Springfield, and tl 
consulted about the advisability of ele ef 
Enough of them pledged themselves to Suppo! | 
election assured. On that night at 
understood from Mr. West | 


that the governor w 


nan of the St 


date, Mr. West came to the hotel at which I was stopp 


a candidate. 
Senator Hopkins was defe 


Mr. Den 


: } ' 
oring To secure the ¢ tie 


said that the governor would not be 

From the day that 
23d day of March, when 
we were endeay 


en refused p 


mdiaute 





About that time he said 


about 11 0 kK 


nd Ogles! 

and ha 
able 1 

had dont 

l felt th 

- 

) 

i iis 

I 

ifter | 


and not Lorimer, as United States Senator 
When the governor refused to be a candidate, I eo: ed him 
about many other men, and among th Mr. I . who 
voted for every day. Then I talked with h ibor Cc 
Low a Member of the Ho e of R re tat ( It 
sentative McKINLey, and Representative Re N but before 
I ca to discuss any of these names [ urged up him the 
name of Edward Shurtleff, the speaker of e | ois House of 
Representatives. His name was discussed n by the gove) . 
dl rself alone, but by the ‘ rand | i ! his 
iper friends, and they are all-powerful and utely 
itreliing w in. Mr. Noyes. who was the i f 
the hKecord-Heruld, said that he would not agree to Mi { 
‘ *s election. My Noy is ! \ pres ‘ t Ss ‘ 
ry t! ty of W ! 1 whe s if in « ilvi i 
Ptah d ve} i S stateh t. bo { t \ 
i “wz to ¢ ts 
Phe came the discussion on this other set of men, and it 
wis t until it had become ent th the gover \" | 
not support any of those men tht at his urgent s on I 
sidered the advisability of becoi ra radia il 
Mr. Noyes was interviewed by my friend Mr. Shanaha who 
was 2 member of the legisla re, Ti Nov ad i h oO 
objection to Mr. Deneen joining to elect Lori to the Si 
but that he personally could not declare in his favor; that he 
had fought him for so many years that he 1 not turn in 
one night and support him, but that he did } and he did 
tell this to Mr. Shanahan—that Mr. LorIMrE is the only Re 
publican in Illinois whe could d to | by the aid of 
Democratic votes: that it would not injure | 1 polit o 
receive the support of Democrats, because he had been elk “l 
to the House time after time from 1) district b: 
aid of Democratic votes; that everybody w 1 “le 1 
Lorimer could be elected without injury » I self or to ft 
party politically: and if Mr. Deneen wanted to n with | 
he had no objection. 
Mr. President, that is the statement of fact; that i 
true history of the senatorial election in tl State of I 
up to this point. Does that show that m s before the 
lature convened I was conjuring up in my 1 da pl 
which I could elect my *heneh in” as sm ( of the ‘ ral 
assembly, and, through the power of that foist 1 f 
outo that general asseml Vv al dp e I Sell ! if 
that truth demonstrates that theory, then I 
to Say. 
Then we come to another impo! t que 1 tl dis- 
| cussion. 
| The estigat a 
Said the Senator from New York [Mr. R 
| ‘The investigation concerns it tl 8 
ve s we I It is t 
lich the 55 [ve ) t t ' 
special inqu that § Det l lid 
eir « p i d unite wy ‘ 
If this were the only case of t! ind in history, Mr. Pt 
dent, Senators might inquire why Democrat ited for Lori 
| but history is teeming with testimony to the e ‘ 
have been elected to this body by votes of the Op} | ity 
But here we come, it strikes me, to a point where t q 
arises how it was that 53 Democrats voted for L wm 31 
not a very long story, or it is a long story, a rding to the 
| way it is told, but I shall not test the patience of the Senate 
| by going into a detailed history of the things that brought 
about this condition. I shall, however, ask a little time of 





to answer the question of the Senator from New 








I fit became a Member of Congress in 1895 I made 
d t I should try to do s thing hi t 
ib in return for what the } 

for I ved in and represented the district in which is 
<1 the great Chicago Drainage Canal, which is intended 

te to be a portion of a great waterway to be estab- 

! veen the Grea kes and the Gulf of Mexico. I 

1 urging upon Congress during my service the im- 

h : improvement, and I tl c e Senator fron 

( sURTON), who was chairman the Comn ee on 
R i larbor the House, v | me out 1 the 
é ‘ I was constantly at work t ng to secure the 

( Tine id of ¢ gress Io! eiopme and 

iL \ 3 rge responsible for ropriatior that 

were made for the surveys of that proj« I md that was 
to it deal of money, ft expe! ture of vast 
I ‘ of d I d that more than the « t and more than 
tine of « would be required to secure the money 
I t make ¢ ppre n After vy years ¢ per 
el I decided that if the improve t was worth while, 

‘ e people of the valle came to V hat it could be 
! 1 if it were worth enough to ther » have it made, if 
they were informed on the subject, they ild support a move 
me! o make the improvement So I built a little boat—I 
thin! W 19)4—only about 26 feet long, for the express 


purpose of organizing the Mississippi Valley for that’ project. 





0 ( with four of my colleagues from Illinois, and my two 
Sons operate the boat—lI will pause just a moment to say that 
of the four Members of the House, the only Democrat in 

body from that S Henry RAINEY, was one of that numbei 

we began our trip from Lake Michigan to the Gulf. We stopped 
at most every town along the Illinois and the Mississippi 
Riv discussing the matter with the people, organizing in 
every one of the places where we stopped a Lakes-to-the-Gulf 


deep waterw through the 


Member for 


i ad wh 
and another 
led his place with a Mem 
When we left Chicago 
1e other House, four Republic- 
and when we landed in 
Democrats and one Re 


iation. AS we ] 

Member for one reason 
another went back home. and we fil 
ber that we picked up along the 
W ] id on be ard of Nie mbers of 
aps and one Democrat, Mr. Ra 


is we had board 


") 
nsse 


Vaitey one 


ute. 


on four 





So the work of organizing this association was divided equally 
from the beginning to the end Democrats and Repub- 
licans, no man and no party seeking to take advantage over th 
other. Out of these organizations we formed a central in- 
ization, held our first convention in St. Louis, and there per- 
fected a permanent Lakes-to-the-Gulf Deep Waterway <Associa- 
tion. The following year we accompanied President Roosevelt 
down the Mississippi River in the interest of this project to the 


among 


roe 
Ores. 


great city of Memphis, all the people turning out to make a 
holiday. 


In the next convention, at Chicago, attended by over 4,000 
from the valley, we had the platform in the 
Auditorium, favor of this project, the Democratic 
and the Republican candidates for the Presidency—Mr. Bryan 
and Mr. Taft, our President to-day. 

After the ention at Memphis I went back home to my 


delegate: upon 


peaking in 


cony 


State. Some q estion had been raised in the House as to 
whether the Federal Government should make the improvement 


Utica, in the 


I 
i Illinois v: 
The chairman 


ockport a 





‘ } 


between I 
. ( 





of about 60 miles, of the Com on Rivers 
and Harbors raised that question, and it seemed apparent that 
unless that portion of the work was done by the people of 
Illinois, in addition to the other 40 miles which they had built 
at a cost of over $60,000,000, it would be impossible to get this 
work under way. So I went back home to my own State 
\ re our legislature was in session. I proposed to them that 
they submit a constitutional amendment to the people authoriz 
il n expenditure of $20,000,000 to do that work. Here [exhibit- 
ing] is a copy of the document containing the arguments that 
were made, running over a period of several weeks. 


ission 


After the disc was completed, the general assembly 
unanimously, every Democrat and every Republican favoring it 


voted to submit a constitutional amendment to the people of 
our State to decide whether or not $20,000,000 should be ex- 


pended for the purpose I have indicated. I remember that, 
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of them knew anything about it and a lesser number knew 
thing of the benefits that would come to the State by the . 
opment of this great waterway. I pledged them there t] 
they would submit the amendment to the people I wou 
myself into every part of our State, explain the benefits to 
to the people, and trust to them to vote an approval. 

The legislature submitted the constitutional amendme i 
I immediately began the work of organizing the citizens « 
State in favor of the project. This work was not con 
Republicans; it was not confined to Democrats; it was 1 
fined to ; it was not confined to Prohibitio 
take 1 to the homes of men who believed in n 

‘y precinct in Illinois of the 

people who were interested in the 





Socialists 
Was 1 eve 
We organized every 
Chicago by : 


outside 


getting 


of our State—Democrats and Republicans and members o 
parties alike. Wherever a county or a town was made 1 
whelmingly of Republicans we installed a Democrat for 
dent of the association, and where it was overwhelming] 


we installed a Republican for president of 


cratic the 


tion; so that every man with whom we talked and wor! 
impressed with the nenpartisan character of this movei 
| our State. 
[ traveled from one end of Illinois to the other, 


2 distance | 


when I was discussing the subject before the general assembly, | 


gentleman asked me 
about the question. I 
and submitted it to 
people 


one what I thought the people would do 
told him if they passed the resolution 
the people, and nothing more was done, the 


vould not adopt the constitutional amendment, for few 


) 
the 





once, twice, three times a day, all way from two ] 
day to five hours a day, interesting the people in this 
At the end of the campaign in September, 1908, the w 
been so exhausting that I was not able to say even on | 
in my congressional district during that campaign, and 
naught to do with my election to Congress the list time. 
Would you know the character of people who wet 
ested in the movement? We terested the best men 
State. When we went to Bloomington, a town in a count 
is overwhelmingly Republican, we had as our presiding ’ 
and the head of our organization there a gentleman wl ‘ 


graced the chair as president of this body—Adlai E. Ste, . re 


a Democrat. It was that class of men that were intere n 
this work. I traveled from county to county with Hon. Li:vay i 
RAINEY, spoke from the same platform with him day 


and in every place a Republican speaker was suppk 
some leading Democrat, either from that community o1 
other community in the State. 
Mr. President, I want to call 


some 


attention to the roster of 


organization. There it is [exhibiting], 50,000 Democrats | 

Republicans, about evenly divided, in the precincts outs f 

the city of Chicago. , 
When the campaign for the waterway amendment was er 


and the vote was had, the people announced what they t! 

of it. That vote was east on the same day that the Pr 

was elected and on the same day that the governor was « ! 
The yote for governor was approximately 1,079,00 

te cast for President was approximately 1,080,000 
vote cast for the constitutional amendment for the dee} 

Way was approximately 887,000. The plurality that Ger 
Deneen received was approximately 23,000; the pluralit: t 
President Taft received was approximately 179,000; b 
majority for the constitutional amendment was approxi 
197,000, almost a half million majority, showing how the 

of Tllinois, ll parties, look upon this question. 





cast 


vote 


nh 











men of all 





Result of election. 
Vote. P 
I governor 
UNI is Sasnseniceicaets isabel hen ms sae db uaaalaeabbapea eaiesiaieal ammonia ae diaaae al ), 076 
St BD ecccdceseccustecsévecesennes bdGussoncusereds 526, 912 


1, 079. 988 


l 
For President 
BOER s cd cecs ceed c cap esebbtesseer 6urs0endtens esse eeseeeee 629, 932 
a a el 150. 810 





Mr. 
years for this improvement. 
as I have stated to you, by the aid of all of the people « 
State, regardless of party and regardless of any partisa' 


President, was the result of the work of 0 


It was accomplished just e uy 


that 


That 


is one of the reasons why I was able to secure Demo 


votes, as I shall show to you later. 
The Senater from New York [Mr. Roor] further said: 
Now, there are certain undisputed facts which bear upon this inquiry 
The first which I ask you t 


53 Democratic votes, 


as to these 



























































it Mr. LORIMER was present at Springfield and in attendance 
eapital at the time of this election, and he had been there 


Senator wants you to know that when I was elected to 
I was present at the capital of Illinois and had been 
several weeks. Yes, Mr. President, I had been there 

yeeks, and all the time that I could spare from my 
the other branch of Congress during the session of 
ature, after its organization was perfected, I put in 

field, and I was there when I was elected, and I was 

, render effective the work done when the constitutional 

was submitted to the people—to urge the general 

‘ to pass a bill to carry out the purposes of that amend- 

to provide for an organization through which this 


uld be done and this $20,000,000 expended. There | 


1 ( 
\ u 


fference between the governor and myself on that ques- | 


nledged the people that in so far as I had influence | 
lollar of the twenty million should be spent until Con- | 


d to cooperate with our State and appropriated the 
te to finish the project from the Lakes to the Gulf. 

W | much discussion on that question. I told the governor 
uld support, with all the influence I had, a bill to give 

| solute control of the work; to place the appointment 


( the officials in his hands for the expenditure of the 


, and that the only thing I exacted, in so far as I 
was erned, was that the money should not be spent until 


Cc ss authorized the Federal Government to cooperate with 


H nted the money to be spent for the development of 
1 r power. We disagreed, and the contest went on until the 
‘ vy of the session, when it became known that no bill could 
be sed because the adherents of one policy were not strong 

to pass it and those of the other policy would not yield 
So, Mr. President, I was in Springfield as I have been 
I any times before. 

I | like to know from the Senator from New York if he 
identified with a work of this kind, if he has 
( me in contact with his Democratic brethren and worked 
with them in season and out of season for a project that would 
I it em alone, but would benefit the whole people of 

If he has been connected with such a work, will he 


1 vr will he tell anybody, that when he was doing that 
W he was not making friends among the people of his State 
reg ess of their party affiliations? 

But there is, Mr. President, an abundance of evidence here 
to that work in favor of things that help a great State is 
appl ted by the people who receive the benefit of the effort, 
and I have here a list of Democrats who voted for me on ac- 


f the fact that they felt I had been doing something, 
] 
‘ 


d been helping in a work that meant much to Illinois, 
‘ if they promoted me to a seat where I would be secure 
f or six years this improvement would ultimately be 
l n as the first Democrat Senator Hearn. Oh, if there 

} 


Democrat in Illinois, surely Senator Hearn is that man. 
ice as captain of Company G of the Fifth Missouri 
Cockrell’s brigade, a Confederate general, and he 
through the war as a Confederate soldier. If you 
think is not a Democrat go and talk with him. He was one 
i men who was in the forefront of this work. He aided 
I way that he could to pass the proposed amendment 
an t us At that time he was in service in that body. He 
' tht ut his district with me and with others. suf 





4 he 
had 


ul 5 i all things that I am confident caused Senator 
it \ for me was not alone that I was for this project, 
se he became convinced that I was not trying to get 
~ ver any Democrat. 
I | of Congressman Ratney, and he knew that I had 
ken a step in this work from the time we began the 
( , 


rf tion until he voted for me, until I had consulted with 
( ssman Raney. He was really the leading Democrat 
te in this work, and it was because of the work and 
f the fact that I was not trying to get advantage and 

id what was in my power to put a Democrat in the 





i the work, that he voted for me. 
4 days before the vote was taken he came to me and 
‘ ll these things and he said: “ Lorimer, I would like to 
| ut I wish you would give me an additional reason 
ig it.” I asked him what request he had to make. He 
Ms it you uld only go back to Washington as a Senator, 
a sold with the Democrats and just cast one vote with them 


. ¢ sear. lll, INV conse ience would feel ~asier, if I had 
lor you. [Laughter.] 


I said 


to him, “ Senator, much as I 
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that office, if I can not go there and yote wit! 
the stalwart Republicans, I do not want 


States Senate.” 


[Applause in the galleric 


The VICE PRESIDENT. No applause 
cupants of the gallery. 


Mr. Lé 


IRIMER. Senat 


or Hearn said, 
have to vote for you anyh 


ww.” Then he y 


the roll was called he responded, and I re 


In the campaign it 


happened that I ta 


vel 


Representative Blair, who voted for the cor 
t 


ment, and he had heard me talk about it before 
sembly. To make this campaign I had 
illustrate the work, and after I had finished 1 
people in his town and the meeting had ad 

me and said, “ Lorimer, if you keep up that w 
governor of Illinois, and when that day con 
you.” That was the way that Democrat felt 
for the waterway. 

Then I went from there over to Franklin C 
in the courthouse on this subject there 
adjourned a great, tall, fine looking man 
took me by the hand, and laying one hand ¢ 
said. * Mr. Lorimer, keep up that work. ! 
people will cOme to understand it after aw! 
provement will be made nd it will make 
very enthusiastic—* governor, or it will 1 
it will make you President of the United St 
time comes, and I am alive and I have the 
will get my vote.” 

At that time he had no idea of going to th 
he was nominated by his party, and he was 
party, and when on the roll call the nar of § 
called Sidney Espy cast his vote for me; and tl 
in Springfield, and there is no man in I] 


Democrat 


enthusia 


reason e 


stic friend of mine than Sidney E 


xcept the one I ha 
t 


Now we come to ano 
another Democrat. When they 
of Lorimer, many of the influent 


Peoria, 

election 
came to 
is on the 
waterwa 
The Den 
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» Illinois River, a 


1 


ve explained 


] } 


i 
y will redound greatly to the bens 
’ 


iocratic ex-mayor, 


, the leader of 


ization, was among the men. I had never 





in my life until he came to Springfield I 
members of the legislature—Democrats 
vote ard work for LorimMer, with the resu 


man’s V 
the vote 


Kenney, at the suggestion of Gov. Deneen. The Re 
ator came to me before the roll was ed nd he 
MER, I wish I were free to vote f yu.” Ss 
furth seid: “ The people of my city want me to 
but I can not do it because I am ilirman of 
kins’s ’""—either his executiv« mmittee or his ste 
tee—“‘ and I can not on that a for you 
you godspeed.” There is where of G 
from. 

Michael Link—you have heard much talk ab 
here, one of the men who it has be said w 
me. When I made the campaign in h 
Madison County, where I talked every b 
people, Michael Link was on the platt with 
there with me also the Republican membei 
and I told the people of their district that 
should be made they would owe as much to 
Link, as to anybody else in th try M 
on the river, and every man, \ n, and l 
for the improvement and s t this 

The a one I to i 
sentative 1 sta old Det I ¢ 
for a Rey Lin 1 i ‘ 1 f 
But if ere be a f r of é 
Guif it is Re J Y¢ ago t ‘ 
city went to tl | s ) e th i | I 
struction of the canal p Tl nay ] 
if iding citize Spel Be Ve ] there dis 
The legislature defeated their bill, and w i 
Lyman E. Cooley, the engi and Mr. Riley 
together, and at the end of several months Mr. ] 
camealaw. The channel—160 feet wide i 
deep—built from Chicago to Joliet, is the result ¢ 
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He was in the last 


season and out of se: 


had worked with him in 
and if there be anything on earth that 
would make Riley leave his party (and I am sure it is the only 
thing in the world he would leave it for) would be for the con- 


legislature; I 


ison; 


struction of a waterway from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of 
Mexi fle was not only in this work, but more than 20 years 


} 
He Was 


aoe \V 


ZO the leader and the father of it all, and championed it 
and made it what it is. 

Mr. Staymates is another Democrat; a man whose honesty 
no man on earth, who ever knew him, would impugn; a man 
who has devoted his time from the day we adopted the con- 
stitutional amendment up to this time in writing for all the 
papers that would take his copy on this subject; and he voted 
for me on that account. 

We come to Heury Shephard. What about Henry Shephard? 
When the congressional party came back to Washington from 
New Orleans at the opening of Congress, I called a meeting of 
the men who had made the trip, and we organized among the 
Members of association. When I notified Mr. 
RAINey, he told me that he could not attend that night because 
his friend, Henry Shephard, was in town. I invited Henry 
Shephard to come to that little dinner where we organized, and 
it was there that I first met Henry Shephard. It was there 
that he first became interested in this work. It 
time that a friendship grew up between him and me that has 


Congress an 


lasted until to-day. Henry Shephard was a member of the 
legislature, and he was for this proposition all the way 
through. 

The Senator asks why I was at Springfield when I was 


elected to the Senate. The Senator says that I was there for 
several weeks before I was elected to the Senate. Suppose I 
had no business there in favor of this waterway; suppose I 
had never had any interest in the development of my State and 
that the only thing I cared about was to get office for myself; 
suppose I had organized the legislature to elect myself to the 
Senate; and then suppose that for no other purpose, except to 
promote my election, I was in Springfield for several weeks be- 
fore I was elected; then what of that? Is that proof of 
bribery? Is that evidence of corrupt practices, that a man who 
is a candidate for office should go to those who have the votes 
with which he can secure office and tell them he wants their 
votes and ask them to be for him? Is that an evidence of 
corruption and bribery? 

Great stress is laid on the fact that I was in Springfield. Has 
any Senator here ever been in Springfield, or has any Senator 
here ever been at the capital of his State when they were dis- 
cussing his election to this body? Is it a crime to be there? 
If it is, Mr. President, then I am guilty of that crime; I am 
guilty of being in Springfield; but it has always struck me that 
if a man wanted votes for United States Senator, wanted the 
support of his own legislature, and wanted a seat in this body, 
he had a right to go where the votes are; that he had a right 
to talk to the members of the legislature; and that if he did go 
there and if he did talk to the members of the legislature it was 
not evidence of bribery or curruption. 

Mr. President, it is the talk of a child. No man who has ever 
had any experience in politics will pay any attention to a state- 
ment of that sort. 

During the time that I have been actively identified with poli- 
tics in my State, every time a Senator was elected, sometimes 
during the campaign for his election and frequently on the day 
he was elected, he was present in the capitol at Springfield. I 
have only to recall the memorable fight of 1885, when the legis- 
lature was in a deadlock. The Democrats had one-half of the 
strength of the body and the Republicans had the other. Gen, 
Logan had a seat in this body at that time, and he was a 
candidate for reelection. 
general assembly began to assemble 
house or the senate was organized, Gen. Logan 
ground. He was there talking to the members of the general 
assembly, and he was there during the whole winter, 
springtime, when he was finally returned to this body. 


was at that | 
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that general assembly Representative George Alschuler, ang 
he voted for Lorrmer. George Alschuler lives in Ho 8's 
home town; he is his neighbor. May I say, in passing 
while he voted for Lorrmer—and the brand of conden ' 
is asked for those who did vote for Lortmer—he was rr ed 
to the general assembly by an overwhelming majority, 
was elected leader of the minority, and he is now the m 
leader of that body. He voted for me, I may say, 

he was friendly; but that would not be sufficient reass He 
voted for me because he was opposed to the election of 1) 
and he announced it to everybody. There was not « 
in Springfield who knew anything about the election b 
that George Alschuler would vote for any Republican 
man of any other party in order to defeat Senator Hopi It 
was not a Lorimer vote; he belongs to nobody; but | 
against Hopkins, and he announced in the beginning 


the time ever came when his vote could defeat Hopkins ii | 
be cast for the man who would defeat him. 

Then we come to another—the departed Charles Luk \ 
one single man who had aught to do with the election S 
ator, not one single man who was paying attention | e 


election of Senator but knew that Luke would vote for a 
in order to defeat Senator Hopkins. All who served \ 
Senator, either in the House or in this body, remem 
very well. You knew him a lot better than I did, and | od 
to send him here. It will be remembered that Senator |} 

kins had one of the most bitter and most partisan tor 

any man who ever sat in this body. If he had a weak $4 
When he went through Luke's district ! | 
that tongue for all it was worth denouncing Luke. He i 
made a campaign that he did not denounce Democrats ©\vry- 


| where he went. 


It may be the right policy in a campaign; it may lhe the 
proper thing to do if you want to get office; but it is not 
the policy I have ever adopted. I have laid the prin s of 
my party before my constituents and left it to them to decide, 
and I have denounced nobody. Denunciation gets 1m 


It never placed a law on the statuie book. No man wit hus 
any sense would make a campaign along those lines, S:ijator 
Hopkins made these bitter enemies among the Democrats, aud 
they were willing to vote for anybody to defeat him in lis de- 
sire to be returned to this body. 

We come now to De Wolf. You have heard his nam 
tioned on this floor. What about De Wolf? De Wolf stated 
the stand that he was ready to vote for Hopkins, and tht he 
was going to try to get other Democrats to vote for H ins, 
to break the deadlock; that he was tired of his service in 
Springfield and wanted to get back home to his farm and attend 
to his own business, and that not only would he vote for Lop- 


kins, but everybody in Springfield at that time knew he would 
vote for any Republican or any Democrat who could be elected 
to break the deadlock. When the roll was called he voted ! 

for the same reason that he was willing to vote for a ly 
else. 

Then we come to Senator Broderick, who voted for me. You 
have all heard his name. Senator Broderick I have k (I 
;} can not measure the time) for probably more than 1 e's, 
My old district is filled with Senator Broderick’s friends and 
relatives. There never was a time when I had a conte tl 
| district, and these same newspapers that are hounding V 
and always have hounded me undertook to drive me of 


| Broderick 


Congress, when, without any solicitation on my part, > 


sent word to his Democratic friends in the 


} and went there himself and pleaded with them, and as 


From the day the members of the | 
in Springfield, before the | 
was on the | 


to vote for LoriMerR and they did vote for LoriMERr. 
Let me say now, if it had not been for the support 

from Democrats in that congressional district whe 

assassins of character were trying to destroy me, I \ 

have been in the Lower House of Congress, much less o s 


T 7 


|} a seat in this body to-day. 


until the | 


| tenses. 


Did anybody cast suspicion upon Gen. Logan because he was | 


present at the capital weeks before he was returned to this 
body? Not at all; and nobody ever thought of such a thing. 

The only purpose, Mr. President, that there can be in throw- 
ing this seeming cloud of suspicion over this election is in 
order that Senators may believe I was not only elected to this 
body by bribery and corruption but that I was present there 
and knew it was going on and was sanctioning that sort of 
thing. Any man who knows anything about that contest knows 
that the contrary is the fact in the case. 

Now, we come to another set of Democrats who 
LoriMeR, the anti-Hopkins Democrats. There was 


voted for 
present in 


I never solicited a vote from a Democrat under f 
No Democrat who ever voted for me ever thot 
when I was sent to Congress I would support the prin : 
the great party to which he belonged. No Democrat \ ( 
deceived into voting for me for a seat in Congress. FE 
knows, and with God's help everybody will know, \ , 
stand on every question until my time shall come to I 
earth. 

So it was not from deception that I received that su) 
was it from deception or by deception that I received t! 
port of Broderick when he voted for me for United 


Senator. 
Senator Gorman, another Democrat, lives in the old 
I represented that gave a Democratic majority of all | 














000 to 17,000 every election we had except the elections 

; i wa candidate for a seat in the house of representa- 
every election except one Senator Gorman, 2s a Demo- 

ted for me. He was one of the best friends I had in 
-ressional district. The only time he ever voted against 

hen his chum ran in opposition to me. When he was 


S i 


‘ to the senate the first time I went to Springfield I met 
} , the St. Nicholas Hotel and he began the discussion of 
‘hic Senatorship. He said, “If the time ever comes, LORIMER, 
Democrats and the Republicans can elect you, depend 
e to do what I have always done, to vote for you when 

is called.” 

S Rainey and Jandus and I were raised in the same 
rhood The same is true of Representatives Cermak 
st. I was associated with them and with their friends 

fo ny years. 

Representative Geshkewich I have known for more than 15 
y I have known him at home; I have known him in the 
i ture: I have known him in political contests in my city 

y county; and he would have gone further to serve me 
th e would have gone to have served any Democrat in our 
S That is why I got Geshkewich’s vote. 

I sm not going to give all the history and all the reasons that 

to the friendships which grew up between these Demo- 
erats and myself over a period of 40 years, but I think it is 
dat o the Senate that I should relate one or two of the cir 
( tances that finally led up to the voting of Democrats for a 
Re blican. 

J Griffin voted for me. John Griffin lives in the neigh- 
bo 1 I lived in 40 years ago. I can not remember just 
when it was that I made his acquaintance, it is so far back. 
We have been friends all that time. But that was not the single 


reason why Griffin voted for me. 


When I was a boy and started out in the world the first 
dollar I made was by selling newspapers. [I had been well 
tal care of at home, with no responsibility, with nothing to 
loo fter. I had been brought up as mothers would bring up 
th boys if they had all to do with it; almost at mother’s 


apron strings al! the time. 


At the time it became necessary 











for me to go out and earn a living I was 10 years old. I had Mr. LORIMER. I am not pleading that Iam the only one wh 
had no experience. I knew nothing about where to turn. has made his way through this world and is now sitting in the 
Frieads in the neighborhood suggested that I might make a | Senate, nor am I pleading poverty or hard mmocks as a reason 
dollar by selling papers in the morning, and I began peddling — ee alee ae + nem a — as ae ae eee 
] s and blacking boots. . as t q “se mn voted i » lor ited States Sen 
\fter I had been at the work for a time (I remember it as well | 2*°F: i am nos pleading mee sympathy. I do a ee Gye 
as it were yesterday) I went over to the Tribune Building pathy. rhis is not a question of sympathy. Itisaq lestion Ol 
nd down into the basement and bought 50 Tribunes. In rig = Sd ee ne = yeah 
those days the papers were not folded as they are now. They | VUe creature the Senator trom Sou ee Se Ee Sea 
\ counted ont, first the heading and then the canienaa a oe ae = sayy ogee on oe va 
and shoved out of the window to the boy purchasing them; and | ™¢ Would have you believe me to be, then there is a plain duty 
t} . we away into a doorway or hallway and folded them staring you squarely in the face, regardless of the testimony i 
them together. 7 7 this record. If I could be the foul wretch that you, Senators 
One Sunday morning as I came up out of the basement a {| 2ave Sought to paint me, regardless of how I came here, 
crowd of boys surrounded me. Some held me by the hands and | Tight or by wrong, [ should be driven from yonder door wit! 
others by the throat, and they pulled my headings out from | the stamp of infamy branded upon my back. I am not plead 
under my arm and then let me go. They disappeared. I was | ius for sympathy. I am trying to narrate the truth of 1 
standing there brooding not only over the dollar that I might | clection as it was, not as Senators would have the Ser 
have made out of the sale of those papers, but the dollar and a | believe it. 
half that I had paid for them, because the supplement was of Then I come to another, George Hilton, a Democrat, a my 
no value without the heading, when another boy came along | ber of the legislature, and he has been for many years. In 1 
with an armful of papers and asked me what was the matter, | State there is a great deal of patronage that is know 
wi y I was so downcast. I told him the story. He looked at | “the minority patronage” given to Democrats. In my 
me for a moment and handed his papers over to me and said, | of over 20 years, and on account of the position [I hav 
‘Stand back there in the doorway. Stay there until I come | in my party, I have had much to say about the disposit 
ba He went away, and in about five minutes he returned | that patronage. Several years ago it happened to f: 
‘he had my headings in his hand. He said, “ Here are your | to suggest that George Hilton should be appointed to t 
papers. Now, see to it that they don’t take them away from | bailiff’s office in my city, a place that pays him wi 
you again.” Out of that little incident grew a friendship to | place for the holding of which he is very much gratit 
tie extent that almost every week I helped him. We had in | Representative Hruby was also a boy frem my ow 
ir town at that time a Saturday afternoon paper called the | borhood. I have helped him and his friends for 1 , 
t} " : In the territory that I worked I sold all of mine, and years. . 
theca ee usually had some left over. We used to call it in| Walter A. Lantz, a member of the general assembly, is 
ean — getting stuck. He would give them to me and I | mman who, through my assistance, was appoint d a memb 
c ae them up into my territory and sell them for him. | the civil service board of the county in which I live 
- mes there was only one paper, but it saved him 5 cents| John J. McLaughlin and George L. McConnell are by me 
rk ani ~ profit on it of another 5 cents. Sometimes | bers from the congressional district where I live. | have 
profit f on foe a dozen, and he saved his 30 cents and made a | them both many years. I do not know how m iny favors t 
That Srienmenan ss ; have done for me or how many I have done for th m2, | 
Saree sneak det: grew up on that basis. A dollar and a half would say that they are probably almost innumera i 
Roor. in re . me, “en - dollar was more to me, Senator rhomas a. O’Brien, John O Neil, and John J I on 7 
people of this cee tan $1,000,000 would be to many of the | men with whom or with whose close political friends I ha 
incident was a rt: bapa W hat grew up out of that little | been associated ever since I have been in politics 
over 40 vee & 1uship and a gratitude that has lasted for John P. W alsh is a resident of my former « mgressional dis 
years. This man that I speak of as a man now was a | trict. He is now and has been for years in the cireuit clerk's 
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boy then. He was a sort of a hero with the newsboys—a sort 
of a king of the crowd—and what he said they should do they 
did. 

I have no doubt that Senators in this Chamber have heard 
his name because the newspapers of my town are ringing with 
it every day. In those days we called him Hinky Dink. His 
name is Michael Kenna. The nickname |] owed him to 
this day. He is the leading Democrat in the ghborhood in 
which he lives. John Griffin represents that distr When the 
papers published the story that LoriMer would probably be a 
candidate for Senator he came to my office and said to me sub- 
stantially this: 

Bill, 1 understand you are going to be a candidate for United Stat 
Senator, and that you can not be elected unless you get Den at 
votes. You can depend upon it that if your name presented J 
Griffin will vote for you if no other member of the slat do 

Can the Senator from New York understand a situation « 
that kind? Has he ever come up through conditions of 1 
sort, which bind men together more firmly than all the thing 
that can be done for him when he has grown to manl 
after he has been successful ? 

When we quit selling papers Michael Kenna went one way 
and I went another. He became a Democrat and I became a 
Republican. But there never has been a time in 40 years when 
we could help each other that we have failed to do it without 
solicitation, and almost invariably without notifying the other 
of our performance of what we considered our duty unless it 
was necessary to do so. It may be the Senator from New York 
and the Senator from South Dakota and some other Senators 
can not understand that kind of a friendship 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from | is 


yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. LORIMER. Certainly. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not think there is a person on the fac 
of the earth a story of that kind does not appeal to. 


has made his way through hardships to the Senate, 
not plead that he is the only one. 


I want to 
say to the Senator from Illinois he is not the only poor boy who 
and he can 
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office of our county, at the suggestion of my friends and 
myself, 

John C. Werdell, Frank Wilson, and Bob Wilson—Frank 
Wilson I have known for years. 

Peter IF. Galligan. I do not know how long I have known 


Peter, but Peter has been a Democrat all these years; a leader 
in the Democratic party; for many years a member of the 
legislature; and at one time he served in the senate of our 
State. So partisan is Peter, or so partisan was Peter, that, 
though I was his friend, he would not favor from me; 


ask 


a 


| 


yet at the same time he would go any length to serve me; but | 


about 15 years ago when everybody was broke, when every- 
body was hard up, Peter, with the balance of us, was also 
hard up. It was the most trying time of his life. Peter's | 
wife was sick—sick unto death—and he did not have a dollar | 


at home, no money to pay the doctor, nor any money to buy 
Then he came to me and related his circumstances. I secured 
an appointment for him, out of which he received a fair salary, 
with which he was able to take care of his sick wife and give 
to ber such nourishment as she required during those long 
painful days, and finally, to give her a decent burial. He had 
gone to all his friends; he had called on all his Democratic 
leaders for help, but he had called in vain. When he came to 
me I was fortunate enough to be able to help him, and from 
that day to this the gratitude of Peter F. Galligan has made 
him almost my willing slave. There is nothing in the world 
within the bounds of decency, there is no honorable thing that 
he might do that I would ask him to do, that he would not 
do with the greatest of pleasure. The day I was elected in 
the house of representatives in Springfield, when I was called 
upon to address that body, just before I went up to the speaker's 
desk, I was met by Peter Galligan with the tears streaming 
down bis cheeks, tears of joy, tears of great pleasure, tears 
of gratitude for an opportunity that had been afforded him to 
pay back what he thought was a great obligation, but which 
to me amounted to nothing at all. It was that sort of thing 
that made Peter Galligan my friend; it was that act that 
made him my devoted friend; and I know there is no man 
in Illinois—I care not 
Peter Galligan would go so far or make so many sacrifices, or 
would give up so much for, as he would for me. When he 
cast his vote he did not think he was making a sacrifice, be- 
cause in the house of representatives when the roll was called 
and his name was reached—because Republicans and Democrats 
had stated upon that floor that the Democrats 


and driven out of the party—when his name was called, he said: 
“Mr. Speaker, I do nof agree with the statements made here. 
I will not be ostracized from my party; I will not rue the day 
that I vote for LortMer. When the people from my district 
know that I am returning after this vote is cast, they will 
meet me at the depot with a brass band, and say, ‘ Here comes 
our hero,” Peter Galligan is now a member of the general 


assembly, reelected after his vote cast for me, and reelected | 


by an overwhelming majority. 
Much has been said of Emanuel 


A. Abrahams—* Manny ” 


Abrahams they say, and that was what we called him when he | 


was a boy. ‘* The bellwether,” “the bellwether,” goes ringing 
all through the speech of the Senator from New York. How 
about “Manny” Abrahams? It is only a short story, and I 
will tell you a little of “ Manny” Abrahams. 

When I was about 20 years of age I was running a street 
car on South Halsted Street in Chicago. In those days, early 
in the morning the loads were all carried down town, and com- 
ing back we had very few passengers. About that time the 
Jews were moving over into the neighborhood of Halsted and 
‘Twelfth Streets—only a few; but as time went on the numbers 
increased. They were all industrious men. They came to 
Halsted and Twelfth Streets to take a car to go out to the 
suburbs with their big packs of goods and work their way 
home, disposing of their wares during the day. In those days 
we had a rule which permitted the conductor either to take or 
reject passengers with large packages. Then the prejudice 
agsinst that people in that neighborhood was very strong and 
very bitter. Many of the conductors when they arrived at 
‘Twelfth Street would refuse, even with an empty car, to allow 
them to ride. Frequently I have seen those men get on the car 
with a pack, lay it on the platform, and have seen the con- 
ductor stop the car and kick the pack out into the street, and 
then the car moved on, and the passenger stayed there or else 
he walked out into the suburbs. Either my folk taught me to 
have prejudice against nobody or God made me that way. 
So I have no prejudice against anybody of any nationality. 





who voted for | 
me would live to rue the day, that they would be ostracized 
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When I came along in the morning and had no passengers | 
always took those men on board with their packs and earrj, 
them out to the end of the line, until I became known ayy) 


] 
them as the man they could ride with. So they waited for 
my car. [ 


It turned out after awhile that every mory 
would get a large load of those men. 


In increased numbers 
they moved into that neighborhood. 


I was known as their 


friend. It was a small thing to do, and there was no ry son 
why men should have any gratitude on account of me per. 
mitting them to ride and pay their fares; but they did have jt 


After I quit service on the cars I lived in the same ward with 
those people and as they came in I became better acquainted 
with them. 

Then I entered into politics. When I entered into ; 


not one of them was ever permitted to vote at the polls, » 


| body would let them have anything to do with or allowed 
medicine, no money to furnish coal to keep the home warm. | 


to go near the polls; and if they undertook to go there, { 
were insulted, abused, assaulted, and knocked down, 

were thrown at them, and they were driven from the po!|s 
organized every precinct in which they lived, and we gave the, 
protection. It got so they came to my home at night and t:|ke 
over their little troubles. There might be a dozen or prola}) 
50 coming to my home, laying their little troubles at my door 
and *sking for help. I helped them always. Then I moved out 


ore 


| of the neighborhood; but when I go down there now to atteii a 


to what party he belongs—for whom | 


| enough to make a respectable showing. 





meeting—and I go there about once every year or two: they 
have large halls and large meetings—I am met there by the old 
citizens and the rabbis of the neighborhood; I am taken a: | 
and introduced to the newcomers, I am not introduced as 
LoriMER;”’ Iam not presented as “Congressman LORIMER ;” | 
not made acquainted with these people as “* Senator Logix 
but I was taken from one to the other and introduced as 
Father.” Does the Senator from New York know what 
means? When people come to believe in you, when they 
to trust you and almost to revere you, as these people do | 
when they come to the point of introducing you 
Father,’ that is the greatest compliment that race of 
can pay to any man. Whether I deserve that confidence 0; 
whether I have earned their gratitude or not, that is the 
tion there, and any man who would declare for the politi 
the business, for the financial, or for the social destruct ( 
LoriMerR and run for office in that district could not get es 
No man ean go 
those people into that district as my enemy and live 
cally—lI state that not in any sense of boasting, but because it is 
a matter of fact—and “ Manny” Abrahams could not bay 
back home and looked his people in the face if I had } 
candidate and had been beaten by 1 vote and he had fs 
vote for me. 
“Manny” Abrahams, the bellwether! I say it goes 1 
all through the speech of the Senator from New Yor! 
what purpose? For any other purpose than to create pre} 
I wish I could think so. <A bellwether; the first man « 
roll call for everybody to follow, as though a bellwether was 
a new thing in legislative bodies, as though we had never 
of a bellwether here, as though they had never had 
wether in the House of Representatives, or as though the 
never had a bellwether in any legislative body in the | ed 
States. We have our bellwether here; we have the Deni 
bellwether; we have the “insurgent” bellwether [lang 
and we have the “stalwart” bellwether. When I happen 
absent from this Chamber and the bell rings announ 
roll call, if I chance to step in the door in time to hear tlie 
of Senator ALpricu called, he is my bellwether. [Lau: 
I know where my vote belongs, and I vote as he votes. | 
happens to be absent, I listen to the roll call until tre 
comes to the name of my distinguished colleague, the »« 
from Illinois, and then, when he has voted, Senator C! M 
becomes my bellwether. I know where to vote from that 
on. If I happen to get in a little later, I wait for the ro 
to reach Senator GALLINGER’s name; and after he has vo 
know my place. Then we go along a little further, and |! | 
happen to come in after he has answered the roll call, | \ 
until Senator Lopce has voted. {Laughter.] ‘Then, if | ! 
that he and Senator La Fotierre have voted the same wiy, ! 
wait for somebody else to vote, and then somebody elt 
comes my bellwether. [Laughter on the floor and in the 
leries. ] fie 
Senators know that when the roll is called they walk in tie 
door and ask “ How is our vote.” I have heard many a Demo 
erat say that. I sit on this side with them. t 


as 


I do not want to 
know their secrets; but sometimes they talk too loud; and they 
ask that question so that I can not avoid hearing it. So I k ow 
they have a bellwether. While I do not know it as a matter 





911. 


— 





¢ fact, I venture the statement that the time has been—I will go 
ttle farther than that, and say the time will come—when the 
ator from New York will walk into this Chamber some 
when the roll is being called and ask somebody in whom 
confidence, “How is our vote” and then vote that 


~ 


hey 
bit 


Ss 
\. 

Why, Mr. President, the talk about “ bellwether” is all non- 
’ ‘There is a bellwether in every legislative assembly in 
s country, and so long as there are parties and so long as | 
re are principles that divide parties, there will be bell- 
thers. The talk of bellwethers fools nobody; it will create 
, suspicion that will injure anybody either in this forum or in 
Hlouse of Representatives or in any other legislative body 


this country or anywhere else, unless it be upon the Chautau- | 


platform. [Laughter.] 
Mr. President, grave charges have been made against my 





right to held a seat in this body. If I read the speeches of 
ators rightly, and if I understand what they mean—some of 


em go even to the extent of making almost the direct charge— | 
. . . ' 
| understand them at all, they would leave an impression 


n this body that 
d that not only was I elected by bribery and corruption, but 


that I was on hand aiding it, giving it the stamp of my approval, | 


i sanctioning it. In proof of that statement they point out 
Lee O'Neil Browne was my agent—my authorized agent. 
What ean it mean? They would have you believe that 


Y 


else 


ed them 
them down there, bought body and soul, and sold and delivered 
1 tome. I can understand how that might make an impres- 
on Senators who know nothing about the situation and know 
hing about the polities of my State. But here, Mr. President, 
sa list of 84 Democrats that were for me for United States 
Senator on my own account, and not because Lee O'Neil Browne 
delivered them to me. 


Democrat waterway support.—Senator Hearn; Representatives Blair, 
Espy, Gorman, Link, Riley, Staymates, H. A. Shephard. 

ti-Hopkins Representatives Alschuler, Luke. 

» end deadlock.—Representative De Wolf. 


lhemocrat personal support.—Senators Broderick, Gorman, Jandus, 

ey; Representatives Abrahams, Cermak, Forst, Geshkewich, Griffin, 

] nm, Hruby, Lantz, McLaughlin, McConnell, E. J. Murphy, O'Brien, 
O'Neil, Poulton, Walsh, Werdell, F. J. Wilson, R. E. Wilson, Galligan. 


Seventeen or 18 


to Lee O'Neil Browne's faction who voted for me, would have 
voted for me if I had been a candidate for Senator, even though 
Lee O'Neil Browne labored with them throughout the whole ses- 

if I had been a candidate through the whole session—to 
oppose me. He did not deliver them. They delivered him. 


Chey were ny friends, and there is not one of them who would 
have gone further on a personal matter for me than they 
id have gone for Lee O'Neil Browne, and many of them 
would have made more sacrifices for me personally than they 
uld for any Democrat in the State of Illinois; 
measure my words when I make that statement. 
ir of the 53, for one personal reason or another, voted for 


W 
\ 
I 
fi 


nm them to vote for me also. 


‘ 


That is the history of that 


Much has been made in statements here upon this floor of the 
fact that I am a personal friend of Speaker Shurtleff, and the 
further fact that during my stay in Springfield I occupied the 
eaker’s room at the capitol; that I met Shephard 


S 


I was elected by bribery and corruption, | 


(Neil Browne tied up in one package 30 Democratic votes, 
into the hall of the general assembly, dumped | 


—19, I think it was—of the men who belonged | 


| 
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place. Democrats go there and Republicans go there, and they 
take their friends there, and they sit and they talk and they 
smoke there. It is more of a smoking room than a room of 
privacy, and the door of the room is never locked, exe pt in the 
morning before the opening of the session, when the steering 
committee is occupying it, preparing the work for the 
lative day. 

Great stress is laid on the fact that Lorrwer was present in 
Springfield when he was elected and that he occupied the speak 
er’s room. Has any Member of this Senate ever sat in the 
speaker’s room of the capitol of his State? Has any Senator 
here ever sat in the speaker's room while the roll was bein; 


ie@2Zis 


called that elected him to this body? If he was there, was it a 
sign of bribery and corruption? 
Oh, Mr. President, if that is to be adopted as the rule, I do 


not know how men are going to get votes when they want to be 
elected to this great forum. Surely, I never will intimate 
anybody anywhere that because a man who was elected to this 
body was present in his capitol and sitting in the speaker's room 
when the roll was being called, and talked to the members of the 
legislature in that room, that such is evidence of bribery and 
corrupt practices; and I do not think, Mr. President, anybody 
else will think so. I do not believe anybody will pay attention 
or give any weight at all to a statement of that kind, which I 
fear was Inade to cast a cloud of suspicion. It is not and ean 
not be evidence of anything either good or bad, and it could have 
had no other purpose except to unsettle the minds of Senators 


to 


and probably lead them to believe that maybe something was 
wrong. 

Mr. President, if the securing of Democratic votes is an evi 
dence of wrongdoing, then I have been doing wrong for the 
past 25 years. If the securing of Democratic votes, either for 
myself or for my party or for the candidates of my party is an 
evidence of corruption, then I have been a corruptionist ever 
since I was a boy. I was brought up in a Democratic neighbor- 


hood, and the thing that took me into politics was not the hope 


of political preferment. I was a Republican, and there was 
nobody in the precinct to give me a Republican ballot the day 
I went to cast my first vote for James G. Blaine. All the pre 


cincts around my home were made up almost solidly of Demo- 


crats—500 Democratic votes and two or three Republican votes. 
There were not enough members of my party in a precinct to 
fill up the quota of judges and clerks and ticket peddlers on 
election day. I was only 24 years old then, and I voted for 
Blaine, and I doubt if there was a more enthusiastic Blaineite 


in this country than I was, and nobody was more disappointed 


| than I was at his defeat. I concluded that if all the country 
was managed in my party as the territory that I lived 
in was managed, that that in itself applied to New York, 
was enovgh to defeat Blaine for the Presidency. I made up 
my mind that that would never happen in my election precinct 


and | 
Thirty- | 


ne and pleaded with the other 19 Democrats and prevailed | 


| 


again. 


So I began to organize, not to become a leader of my party, 


but to take care of my own precinct two days in a year, and 
see that the ballots were there for Republicans when they came 
to vote. That precinct was organized and then the other pre 
cinets were organized, because once the political virus is in- 
jected into the white man there is no telling where he will stop. 
So I went into the next precinct and organized that. And how? 
| With Republicans? No, There were no Republicans there. With 
Democrats, young men of my age who had never affiliated with 


in .the | 


eiker’s room, and that I talked with members in the speaker's | 


room, and that it was a suspicious circumstance that I should 
occupy the speaker's room. That may be so in other States. 
I do not know anything about the speaker's room in other States, 


or the privacy of his room in other States, but I do know all | 


bout the speaker’s room in the State of Illinois. Mr. Presi- 


dent, the speaker’s room of the State of Illinois is practically | 
the same size as the Marble Room outside of this Senate Cham- | 


ber. 
M 
1 


It has more lounges and sofas in it than we have in the 
irble Room. It has more chairs than we have in the 
larble Room. It has a much greater seating capacity than 
the Marble Room. Our legislative assembly hall has a 
ting arrangement all around outside of the members’ 


chairs, 
I do not know how it is in your State, but I know how it is 
Inine, Anyone introduced by a member is free to go in and 
take possession of these seats in the assembly room. They 
walk down the aisles and they sit and talk to the members, and 
if they are interrupting the legislative proceedings by their talk 
they go out into the speaker’s room. 


in 


S0es to Springfield and is acquainted with a member of the 
It is a meeting 


} 
ie. 


le - : ’ 
sisiature may go into the speaker’s room. 


In fact, anybody who | 





their party, but thought they were Democrats because their good 


fathers were Democrats. They joined with us, and we organ 
ized one precinct after another until the whole ward was 
organized. 

We did not go out calling Democrats names. We did not 
abuse Democrats. We told them the things our party stood 
for. and asked them to join us on that account; and after a 
while, with energy and industry, we had a splendid organization 
in every precinct in the ward; and we were not in politics, or 
at least we did not know we were. But we had not been in 


politics over two years until we sent a Republican alderman to 
the council from that ward, and that Republican organization 


i spread from that ward to other wards until the Republican 
leaders of our county began to look to that section of the 
county for their Republican majority. 

But for the organization in that section the city of Chicago 


would have been as strongly Democratic for the past 
as is the city of New York. 

This organization, my friends, was bred not in malice, not 
in denunciation, but it was bred in principle and fostered by 
telling what we thought was the truth, and in good fellowship 
to each other. It was not very long until the leaders of the 
party all over the county looked to our territory; and without 


~U years 
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knowing it, or rather without realizing it, and surely not know- 
ing the reason why, I was pushed forward, made the leader in | 
my party of that Democratic section of the county. 

I do not know whether Senators who do not live in a large 
city and a large county understand what that means. In our | 
cit) d in cur county in those days we had at the disposal | 
of party in power anywhere from 12,000 to 15,000 places, 
according to the season of the year, and when the Repub- 
lican party came into control of the city for the first time | 
in my career, in 1887, the disposition of all the patronage in 
that section of the town fel! into my hands. I knew nothing 
about it. To be truthful, I did not know what te do with it. 
I disposed of it as best I could, and it was disposed of among 


the people in our neighborhood, and these young men that came | 
from Democratic families into our party were chiefly the recip- 
jents of what we had. 

From that time to this no man has ever come to my hom, 
no man has ever come to my office to ask me to do him a favor, 
little or big, that, unless it was a strictly party matter, I ever 
asked him his politics. I do not know and I can not know whether 
I properly carried out my obligations in the disposition of those 
places or not; I do not know what people would think about it; 
b I do know that in the territory from which I come 0) per 
cent of the Democrats, whether they vote for me or not, will tell 
you they would rather have Lormer in Congress or -LORIMER 
in any place he wants to go to than any man in their own 
party 

As I have stated before, it is not because I have ever deceived 
a Democrat. No Democrat ever thought I would vote with his 
party when he voted for me. A very distinguished senator and 
elderly Democrat in the Illinois General Assembly came to me— 
and: unless Senators ask his mame I shall withhold it—a few 
days before I was elected and he said, “ LORIMER, you know 
I would like to vote for you, but I live down in a Democratic 
country, where it is hard to forgive a Democrat if he votes 
for a Republican; I think you ought to be sent to the Senate, 
and if you will vote there with the Democrats on the tariff 
I will vote for you.” I said to him, “ Senator, I can not do 
that.” He thought for a moment or two. “ Well,” he said, “I 
will go a little further with you. If you will vote with Senator 
La Foiierrre and his followers in the Senate on the tariff bill 
I will vote for you. That is not going the whole distance, but 
I can go back to my district and my people will not destroy 


it 
ul 


me politically because I voted for you if you will vote 
that way.” I told him I could not do that. Then he said, 
“Well, I am sorry; I would like to vote for you; I would 
like to see you in the Senate; but I can not afford to do 
it unless you can do something to make the way easy 
for me.” 

So it is that at no time and at no place have I ever had 
Democratic suppert on account of any reason except pure, 
unadulterated friendship. In the last campaign in which I 
was elected to Congress, when I was unable even to sign a 
letter to be sent out to my constituency, that district gave 


approximately 12,000 majority to President Taft. He received 
the largest vote and the largest majority—or his electors did, 
and I take the elector who received the highest vote in the 
district. He received a larger vote than any person other than 
myself running in that district. I did not make one speech, and 
I did not see one man, and I got more than 3,500 plurality more 
than President Taft. 

Of what is that an evidence? Is that an evidence of bribery? 
Is it an evidence of corrupting Democrats to vote for me? If it 
is, then Mr. President I have a trail of corrupted Democrats 
following me over my career of 25 years. If they were bought 
with money I would have been compelled to buy them by the 
tens of thousands, and according to the theory that is contended 
for here would have cost millions of dollars. 

Mr. President, it is an easy matter to intimate that any 
man is guilty of wrongdoing, and once the intimation is made, 
I regret to say, it is an easy matter for many people to believe 
it. But when one is charged with wrongdoing, the facts should 
be laid before the judging body. They should be the unquali- 
fied and unadulterated truth, and that applies more largely, in 
my opinion, to the question of unseating a Senator or a Member 
of the House of Representatives than it does to taking the life or 
the liberty or the property of a citizen. To turn a member from 
this or any other legislative body on the suspicion that if certain 
things happened, certain other things might happen, would 


be establishing a rule that would indeed soon destroy this | 
Republic. 

No man, not even the Tribune, has ever dared to charge that 
I was ever remotely guilty of bribery or corrupt practices; and 
I never did, not only in this election but in any other election, 


| 
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use one dollar, or allow the use of one dollar, or knowingly per- 
mit the use of one dollar, nor had I the remotest idea or know! 
edge of the use of one dollar for my election, the corrupt us 
of it for bribery, or for any other corrupt purpose, either to the 
Lower House or to this body. If Senators even suggest that the 
think I did have knowledge of any corrupt practices of any kind 
have the knowledge in any degree, I am very sorry for it. On 
my word as a man—and even the Tribune will not say to you 
or intimate to you that they know of any time I ever even r 
motely broke that word or violated faith; even they will not s; 
to you that I am guilty of that act—I never gave nor do | 
know of any other person giving any kind of a promise, or any 
money, or anything else as an inducement for them 
for me. 

My regret, Mr. President, is that anybody should think so 
I claim nothing more for myself than any ether man. I am not 
possessed of any more virtues than any other decent citizen of 
this country. In the life I have lived and worked for 40 
years, I may not have succeeded, but I have tried, as hard as 
human being can try, to live a life that would make me at leas 
acceptable to the decent citizens ef my community. I hay: 
tried for 40 years to live a life that will make my neighbo: 
and my townsmen and the people of my State have confide e 
in me. I say I may not have succeeded, but God knows I hay 
tried. But if I have failed, if I did not succeed, no living m 
will come to my door and lay the charge of practicing briber 
or corrupt practices in any election that I ever was interest: 
in, be it for myself or for anybody else. I regret th 
there are Senators in this Chamber who feel that the 
have been able to find anything at all in my _ busines 
life, in my political career, in my social life, or in my 
with my family, that will justify them in even having a sus) 
con that I have been guilty of the charges they would lay at \ 
my door. 

I say again, on my word as a man and on my word as : 
Senator, I am not guilty, and I have no knowledge in the 1 
motest degree that bribery and corruption were practiced 
securing a seat for me in this body. No matter what the Tri! 
une says, no matter what they have been able to do throu 
eoercion in the State attorney’s office in my county, I do no 
believe that votes were bought by anybody to send me to tl 
body. 

I have stated that I knew something about my election 1 
this body, and I have stated to you what I know about it 
What I have stated to you is the truth. Even the Tribune wi 
not dare to refute the statement that these 34 Democrats vote 


al 


to vot 


for me “or the reason I have stated to you, and that th 
secured the balance of the Democratic votes; and instead 


Lee O’Neil Browne, who was friendly to me and who did bh: 
me and to whom I am obligated, delivering these 53 votes fro 

the Democratic Party to me when I was elected United Stat 

Senator, they, with their influence, with their talk, with the 
persuasion, delivered Lee O’Neil Browne if there was any «: 
livery of anybody at any time during my election. [Applaus 
in the galleries. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
frain from applause. 
the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the c 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senator to withhold the motio 
for one moment. 

Mr. LODGE. I withhold it for a moment. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts ‘ 
withholds the motion. 4 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish merely to state that in view of U 
lateness of the hour and the desire of the Senator from Massa 
chusetts to go into executive session on a very important mat 
ter of business, it is manifest I can not continue my remark: 
this evening. Therefore, with the permission of the Senate, ! 
shall continue them -to-morrow after the conclusion of th 
routine morning business, 


Occupants of the galleries will rr 
It is not permitted under the usages « 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. LODGE. I renew my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executi\ 
business, : 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to th 
consideration of executive business. After 1 hour and 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 2nd 
(at 6 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourne’ 
until to-morrow, Thursday, February 23, 1911, at 12 o'clock 
meridian, 
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o'clock a. 


Heury N. 
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Couden, D. D., offered the 
ver: 
at 


to the life, growth, and character of our Re 
for that soul who led our fathers to 
unequaled contest between the American Colo 
oppression of the mother country and established 
r indept then wove his own incomparable character 
the warp and woof of a government of the people, by the 
for the people; then first in the hearts of his 

n, now first in the hearts of their children, and first 
arts of the liberty loving people of all the world. 


itributed 
espneci illy heroic 
the 
id the 


ndence ; 


Grant 


the millions who love him may repeat in song and story on | 


his natal day his deeds and strive earnestiy to follow his 
rious example, that our Republic may become great in all 
makes a nation great, to the honor and glory of Thy 
lume. Amen. 
‘ Journal of the proceedings of yesterday, Tuesday, Feb- 
E i y 21, was read and approved. 
CALL OF THE HOUSE. 
ir. DWIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
i quorum is not present. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Dwicnr] 
makes the point of order that a quorum is not present. 
point is sustained. 
Mr. DWIGHT. 


The 


Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
‘The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York moves a 
ll of the House. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 
rhe question was taken; and there were—ayes 51, noes 18. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. A e¢all of the House is ordered. The Door- 
eper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify 
absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll. ? 


i 


fhe Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following Mem- 


al 


her in heaven, we thank Thee for the great men who 


coun- | 
in | 





| failed to answer to their names: 

xander,N. Y. Gaines Law Rhinock 
\ rook Gallagher Lawrence Riordan 
ates Gardner, Mass. Lindsay Sabath 
Dennett, Ky. Gardner, Mich. McCredie Saunders 
Borland Garner, Pa. NecDermott Sheffield 
Rowers Gill, Mo. McGuire, Okla. Sherley 
Burke, Pa. Glass Malby Sisson 
b S. Dak. Goebel Maynard Small 
] gh Goulden Millington Smith, Cal. 
Rurleson Gregg Mondell Smith, Mich. 
Hvra Hardy Morgan, Okla. Snapp 
‘ n Havens Mudd Sparkman 
( k, Fla. Heflin Murdock Sper 
Conry Hill O'Connell Steenerson 
( er, Pa Hobson Palmer, A. M. Taylor, Ohio 
( y Howard Parsons Underwood 
( \ Huff Patterson Vreeland 
I y Hughes, W. Va. Plaumley Wallace 
l 1, D. A. Johnson, Ohio Poindexter Willett 
] ns Joyce Pou Wood, N. J. 
I tt Kahn Pray Woodyard 
I r Korbly Rauch 
} es Kronmiller Reeder 
I r Langley Reid 

fhe SPEAKER. On this roll call 290 Members—a quorum 
] answered “ present.” 

Mr. DWIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I move that further proceedings 


nder the eall be dispensed with. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
he SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors, 


nr 
be 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The previous question was ordered on yes 
y upon the naval appropriation bill (H. R. 32212) and all 
endments to the final passage. 
hy amendment? If the 


will be 


not, vote taken on the 
ndments in gross. 
the amendments were agreed to. 
fhe SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
ind 


reading of the bill. 

‘he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
| ‘cordingly read the third time. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill to 
Committee on Naval Affairs, with instructions to strike out, 


Was A 


e 59, line 28, the word “two” and insert “one:” and to 
e out the letter “s” in the word “battleships: ” and to 


out the word “each” in line 24, page 59, and in line $ 
60, and forthwith to report the bill so amended to the 


ise, and upon that motion I demand the previous question. 





Is a separate vote asked for 


iONAL | 
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Mr. PADGETT. 


Hays, 
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The SPEAKER. The gentlen 
conunit the bill, with the follow 
‘The Clerk read as follows 
R mit the bill to the Comr 
ti strike out, on | ) ! 
sé ep to strike out the letter “s 
s 1t the werd “ ea ant n 
forthwith report the | ») amend 

The SPEAKER. And on that 
the previous question. 

The previous question 

The SPEAKER. The 
of the gentleman from Te 





Mr. Speaker, 


was ordered 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; 


answered “ present” 4, 


‘lark 
‘layton 
‘line 
ocks, N 
yllier 
‘aerten 
‘ox, Ind 
reager 
‘ullop 
Dent 
Denver 
Dickinse 
Dickson, 
Dies 
Draper 


Aiken 


Alexander 


Aexane 


Ansberry 
Anthony 

Austin 
Barcht 











= ae 


n 
Miss. 


ld 


and 
not voti 

YEAS 
Edwards, Ga. 
Ferris 


Finley 

Fitzzerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 


Foster, Ill. 
Foster, Vt. 
Fuller 
Garner, 
Garrett 
Gillett 
Godwir 
Goldtfogle 
Gregg 

Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 

irdy 

arrison 

avens 

av 

Helm 

Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex 
Hollingsworth 
Houston 
Howland 
Hubbard, W. Va 
Iinghes, Ga. 
Ilull, Tenn. 
James 
Jamieson 


Tex. 


H 
H 
H 
Hi 


Johnson, 8. C. 
Joyce 
NAYS 

Elvins 
Englebright 
Esch 
Estoninal 
Fairchild 
Fish 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foss 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner, Pa. 
Gill, Md. 
Crille ‘pie 
Good 
Graff 
Graham, Il. 
Graham, la. 
Grant 
q;re 
Griest 
q,uernsey 
iW i 
Hamill 
Hamilton 
llanna 
Hiaucen 
Hawley 
Hayes 
i } 
Hi S 
Hinshavy 
Liit 
Ht 
li N. J 
liow Utah 
its l. lowa 
li a. N. J 
il T : 
H Wi 
HH i 
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He Mi e, Okl Reeder Willett 
iH \I i Reid Wood, N. J. 
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So the m m wasi 1 to. 
The follow dditi pairs were announced: 
For the 
Mr. ANDRI ith Mr. R AN. 
Mr. Hint with Mr. G S 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. AsHprook. 
Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. SABaTHu. 
Mr. GarRpDNeER of Michigan with Mr. BURLESON. 
Mr. MorGan of Oklahoma with Mr. SMALL. 
Mr. My RDOC} witl Mii RHINO i. 
M BATES with M ROWERS 
Mr. Bennett of Kentucky with Mr. CiarK of Florida. 
Mr. Burke of P ylvania with Mr. ¢ 
Mir. BurRLeicn with Mr. Gini of Missouri. 
Mr. Carron with Mr. Gorpon. 
Mr. Coorer of Pennsylvania with Mr. Govt 
Mr. Densy with Mr. GALLAGHER. 
Mr. GAINES with Mr. Heri. 
Mr. Kaun with Mr. Howarp. 
Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma with Mr. Linpsay. 
Mr. MILLINGTON W Mr. MAYNARD. 
Mr. Smitu of California with Mr. Moore of Texas 
Mr. Suitru of Michigan with Mr. WILLE7T?T. 
Mr. Pray with Mr. Pov. 
Mr. SoutuwiIic! Mr. Rep. 
Mr. McCRepIe w Mr. WALLACE. 
Mr. Woop of > Je v with Mr. PATTERSON. 
I 1 Febri 22,10 a. m., until February 25, 10 a. m.: 
Mr. Fass Mr. Drxon of Indiana. 
From February 22 until February 23: 
Mr. LAW w Mr. MorRgIson. 
Ending February 238, noon: 
Mr. Jounson of Ohio with Mr. A. MitcHELL PALMER. 
From 2 p. m. February 22 until February 25, noon: 


CANDLER. 


21, ending February 


Mr. PLUMLEY with Mr. 


Commencing February inclusive: 


o» 
mt, 


Mr. SHEFFIELD with Mr. DANtEeL A. DRISCOLL. 
For balance of day: 

Mr. KrRonMILLER with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. Micnarn EF. Driscoti with Mr. BorRLanp. 


23, ending March 1: 


McDERMOTT. 


Commencing February 
Mr. Sperry with Mr. 
On this vote: 

Mr. Reever with 


For balance of 


Mr. 


Sesslkt 


ForNES. 





n: 

Mr. Huaues of West Virginia with Mr. Byrn. 

On two battleships: 

Mr. VREELAND (against) with Mr. Saunpers (in favor). 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from New Yo Mr. VrREELAND. I notice that the pair 
was not announced. If he were present, I would vote “ aye.” 

Mr. ANDRI Mr. Speaker, I voted “aye,” but I am paired 
with the gentleman from New York, Mr. Rrorpan. I wish to 
withdraw that vote and answer “ presen 

Mr. ANDRUS voted “ present *” as above recorded 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKE The question now is on the passage of the 


bill. 


Rt. 





Che question was taken, and the bill was passed 

O notion of Mr. Foss, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

FORTIFICATIONS BILI 

Mr. SMITH low: Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of tl Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 32865) 
making appropriatiol for fortifications and other works of 
defens for the rmament thereof, for the curement of 
heavy rdnance ry trial and servi and for other purposes. 
And pending th I ask unanil consent that general de 
bate be had for 40 1 iutes, 20 minutes on a §s , to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr, SHERLEY] and | 


myself. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the fortificatio: 
bill, and pending that asks unanimous consent that all gener 
debate on this bill be limited to 40 minutes, one-half to be con 
trolled by himself and one-half by the gentleman from K 
tucky [Mr. Suertey]. Is there objection? [After a pau 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BOEHNE. 
the natal day of the Father of our Country, George Washington 


I ask unanimous consent that Representative Siueprarp, 
Texas, be given 20 minutes to deliver an address on Georg 


Washington. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the announcement of the vote, t] 
gentleman from Indiana asks wnanimous consent, to-day be 
the anniversary of the birth of George Washington, that Re 
sentative Surepparp, of Texas, be allowed to address the Ho 
for how long? 

Mr. BOLHNE. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BOEFHNE., 

The SPEAKER. 
into committee. 

Mr. MADDEN. 

The SPEAKER. 
to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of tl 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Strerrine 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of tl 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the considerati 
of the fortifications bill, and the Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 32865) making appropriations for fortifications 
other works of defense, for the armament threof, for the procur: 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous « 
sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This bill carries, in round number 
$5,300,000. It the lowest: fortification bill since that 1 
the fiscal year of 1907 and, with the exception of the bill f 
1907, is the lowest in amount carried for 11 years. The amoun 
appropriated are almost equally divided between continent 
United States and the insular possessions. It does not inclu 
however, any appropriations for the fortification of the Pana 
Canal, for the reason that the Panama Canal appropriati 
estimates were sent in by the department in connection w 
the sundry civil bill, and it was determined by the Committ 
on Appropriations that those items should be considered in 
nection with the canal estimates, and that subject will « 
before the House in the consideration of the sundry civil bil 

There are no appropriations in this bill for distinctly 1 
armament in continental United States. The appropriation 
tinental United States consists of matters pertaining to 


cont 


The question is on the motion of the 


For 20 minutes. 
In committee? 
In the House. 
But the motion has been agreed to to 
I object. 


The ayes have it, and the motion is agr 


pau 


is 





| improvement and efliciency of the existing armament, the 





provement of the fire control, and the increase of ammunit 
supplies and the like. Appropriations are also carried for 
mobile artillery and the like. The balance of this bill is for t 
f ication in the insular possessions. 
vant at this time to state that while it has never been 

practice of Congress to designate where money should be : 
for fortifications, that being left to the wisdom and judgn 
of the War Department, a somewhat different policy h 
pursued in the appropriations for the insular possessious 
that heretofore pursued with reference to continental 1 
Stat 

While not designating where money was to be expended 
the insular possessions, it has been the practice to ascert 
what would be the cost of the completion of a given unit 
defense, and give that amount of money with the understand 
that it would be expended for that purpose. This enabled 

we thought, to know just how far we had progressed 
completion of the Taft Board plans for the fortification of 
insular possessions. I regret to say that it now devel 
the cost of the works in the Philippines was underes 


and we have not, therefore, covered so large a 
the work to be done in the Philippines with past 
we had hoped we had done. The change probably 
amount to at least a million dollars, in the a rate, but 
appropriations for the insular possessions are now drawing 


percentag 





appropriat 
as 


gesres 


‘ 





Mr. Speaker, this being the anniversary of 


1 





i 


ision. The appropriations for the Hawaiian Islands are 


and in the Philippine group the fortifi 
provided for. It does not seem to me that 


( le sed, 


arly all 





I tions in the future can be very considerable, and 

s the appropriations for the Philippines have largely 
I want to say that it is my belief that upon the 

of a somewhat small additional amount of work 

nd of Corregidor it will become one of the eat 
fortresses of the world and the most impregnable cita 
existence on this earth. I am glad this work is now 
comple tion these new yx ssessions before we are 


the expenditures 


at 


for the fortification 


enter ul 
nama Canal now hand. 
no new I 
the bills of recent 
tter of contention ¢ 


whatever and 
years, it was believed 


ontained in it, and 


ils eatures 


contal 
} 


With 
little m 


ared 


‘ n the general debate has been decreased. I re- 
] ce of my time. 
‘ J FORD Before the gentleman takes his it I de- 


Will he yield? 
Certainly. 


STAFFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 





raft o1 ” plan there is proposed any fort 
Alaska be illed to the attention of the 
te of the ‘ecently that there are valuable coal 
he id it has also been called to my attenti 
( ! r Bay, which is e bay nearest the United States 


of Alaska, there is a harbor that wi 
tion for our naval fleet. Has there been any 
board as to the fortification of that or any 
iskan territory? 

SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I can only say in rep 
. t question that during the administration of President 
( ‘ la special board was created, headed by Secretar 


i, ] tt, to report to Congress what fortifications were ne 


1 ile prote 
leration by any 
rt of the Al: 


ded. 
ard reported, but did not report in favor of fortifying 

g on the of Alaska. During the administra 
E t new board was created by Executive order, which was 
Taft Board. This board was never authorized by 


coast last 


s the 


( ss, nor has it ever been officially approved of in its work 
( rress, but it is the latest work of the War Department 
( this subject, and it does not recommend the fortification of 
’ t oast of Alaska. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. With pleasure. 
Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman referred to an appropria 
» be carried in the sundry civil appropriation bill for th: 
for tion of the Panama Canal. It has been reported that 
ount of that appropriation is in the neighborhood of 
1 one-half millions of dollars Does the gentlema 
whether the report is approximately correct? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is it 
error when he says that I stated that any appropriation w 
rried in the sundry civil appropriation bill for canal fort 
] ns 
M HAMMOND rhe gentleman suggested it might b 
‘ ol 
SMITH of Iowa. I suggested that tl Stimates were 
: s for the sundry civil appropriation bill and that the mat 
| be considered upon that bill. It is not proper, Mr 
( or members of the Appropriation Committee to ex 
s to what that committee will probably do in 
re ¢ matters not pending before the House. The sun 
F | has been carefully considered by the subcommit 
he sundry civil bill and has not yet been reported te 
{tee on Appropriations. In my judgment it would be 
s to the Committee on Appropriations to inform the 
/ ~ an before that committee even was informed what the 
{tee proposes to do, but I think the gentleman may 
fest assured that it will not carry four and one-half millions 
lr. HAMMOND. May I ask the gentleman, the estimate is 
da half millions? 
; SMITH of Tewa. The estimate is al out $5,000,000, whic! 
: es te not for the completion, however, but for the next 


HAMMOND. 
SMITH of Lowa. 
r. HAMMOND. 


That is for next year? 

That is for next year. 

The gentleman has stated that the 
ed in this bill in round numbers amounts to about 


esti 








M SMI rl of lowa. That is correct, 
io ' OND. If an appropriati« n of approximately 
be made for the Panama Canal fortifications, would 
as } otal appropriation for fortifications be about as much 


been carried heretofore? 
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authorized the 


as to the accuracy of remark 


Mr. SMITH 
must decline, with a 
think will be carried in the sundry civ b 
Five million 


he gentleman, as a matter of math s, if in 


of Iowa. I 


dollars are asked f 

two 

$10,000,000, which we 
Mr. HAMMOND, 


uld be in excess 
What have tl 


ved? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa For 191 

SSN 170.000 : for 10 » $9.51 Mw 
Mr. HAMMOND I tl 


Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman pe 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly, 





Mr. SCOTT. I se of t 
an ropriation. of $150,000 for : 
Hawaiian Is ! Can the gentk t 
whe those batteries will be planted 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Wi ‘ 
effective efficiency All the 
l | ded r thes ! l 
S] itte 3 1 cuns 
t e to Pearl Channel rhe H 

t y provi for 
COTT. There are 
I Xi f I f © 

M MITH Loy Phere w ‘ 
Ty d. l ed : 

Mr. SCOTT M ( s tl 
Im tie r «lke { ip f} 
Hi: \ | l 
t I ted Stat ! | t 

hi el f this com! 
tifi ( on the Is d of O 1 con 
i l ] 1 $s mad 1 this | t 








such a landin cht , idle 
the i from Honolulu, and a land ree 
i » fortifications from the re but \ 1 
oO empt to fort the op] te sid j I 
re ) » fort i Vi we s 
l ors d there is » | r 
S l | ( r i 1 y ~l ' 
ali we aun re ‘ I “ 
the Ameri \rmy viniel i b 
prevent a force landing on t il < of t t t 
Mr. COOVER of W onsin How early mplete are th 
fo. ons Pearl Hart 
Mr. SMITH of Low rl s P Hat 
‘complete so far I In the 12 
he harbor is not yet ope Origin i’ ‘ 
winding and tortuous channe with ( 
through which nothing more than a 70t}+-ton burden 1 
ever gone under its own power in the history « e Wo! \\ 


g that channel 
that work is not 


yet ope 


are now excavatib 
Pearl Harbor, but 
The harbor is not 


opening of t and its defense ii 1 
lines, and when this channel » i | 
suflicient magnitude to be dangerous ! I 


the fortifications at the mouth of it w 
“eu. 

* COOPER 

dredging it? 


SMITH of Iowa. 


of Wisconsil 








It is the cutting away of these eefs, wit iter is ©} 
enough in Pearl Cl el, and \ ' 
winding and tortuot nd 1 i ‘ Q 
( ss. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have be ( here 
is the reason I ked about it. WI ley ul 


make it? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not te 
will be an ample ship channel 
the world. 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield f Lin 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will, but I h four 
and my colleagues have not had any « tu 

Mr. HOBSON. Since the question has evidently been rais« 


s of mine refer: 


= 


Hawaii, I just simply wish to state for the information of 


| 


| 


ames have been worked out, and what I stated has actually | 


€ ] 
the committee that my information was accurate, that the war 
I 


een the result of the war games, and what was pointed out 
actually did happen, namely, a landing was made on the oppo- 
site side and Pearl Harbor was taken from the rear. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I now ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Sueritey] to use such portion of his time as he 


niay desire, and I will reserve the balance of mine. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. KNowLanp having 


taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles, in which the 
{ 


‘oucurrence of the House of Representatives was requested : 
8.9695. An act to provide for the payment of the travelins 


_ 


and other expenses of United States circuit and district judges 
when holding court at places other than where they reside; 

S.9S74. An act to refund to the Gate of Heaven Church, 
South Boston, Mass., duty collected on stained-glass windows; 

S. 10095. An act to provide for the acquisition of a site on 
Which to erect a public building at Gilmer, Tex.; and 
S. S047. An act for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles, in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

Hi. R. 51558. An act to authorize the Pensacola, Mobile & New 
Orleans Railway Co., a corporation existing under the laws of the 
State of Alabama, to construct a bridge over and across the 
Mobile River and its navigable channels on a line opposite the 
city of Mobile, Ala.; and 

Hf. R. 16268. An act for the relief of Thomas Seals. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment the following resolution (H. Res. 61) : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, requested 


to return tot liouse the bill (H. R. 25061) for the relief of Helen S. 
logan. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
rhe committee resumed its session. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, to my party colleagues I 
owe somewhat of an apology. I shall not be able to explain in 
detail the bill or add anything of value to what has been said 


vented my being present during the hearings or during the 
making up of the bill. But I have carefully gone over the hear- 


| now proposed to be appropriated for fortifications in 


| tion of propositions relating to the national defense. [Laughter.] 





ings since that time, and over the bill, and it does not carry, in | 


iny judgment, any unnecessary items, and it does carry all the 
necessary items that I am aware of. The estimates submitted 
to the committee were this year very moderate, and therefore 
the percentage of reduction is very much less than in previous 
years; but, as just stated, we do carry all necessary appropria- 
tions to continue the defense both of Continental America and 
all her possessions, 

I desire to also second what has just been said by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. SmirH] touching the Hawaiian Islands. 
They will, upon the expenditure of the money heretofore appro- 
priated, and in this bill to be appropriated, be in a position of 
as good defense as we can hope to put them by virtue of for- 
tifications. And gentlemen need not be unduly worried as to the 


| gentleman from Kentucky how much time it will take to c 
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Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to one question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Honrso 
is correct in that the Hawaiian Islands are going to be tx! 
away from us within 10 months, it would not be desirable 
spend any more money out there, I suppose. 

Mr. SHERLEY. With due deference both to the patriotis 
and the learning of the gentleman from Alabama, I have li 
forced, in contributing my part to the preparation of the for! 
cations bill, to rely on other opinions. 

Mr. MANN. I wondered whether the gentleman from A 
bama was going to oppose or favor the proposition. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have not consulted him on that propositi: 
I have thought it worth while that the Government should « 
tinue fortifying, regardless of this opinion of the gentleman, :; 
I think the expenditure of the money will not be interfered w 
by the taking of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman pardon me? I did 
quite catch his meaning. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I said that while appreciating his skill and 
patriotism, I had not in the past, and could not in the consider 
tion of this bill, and the appropriations carried by it, rest up 
his views for my position, and that I considered that the money 


Hawaiian Islands would be expended, notwithstanding the 
prophecy of the gentleman as to the seizure of the islands 
within 10 months. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOBSON. If the gentleman will permit me, I will s 
to him that neither heretofore have I gone to him, nor proba! 
hereafter would I ever come to ask him, to take up the exe 


Mr. SHERLEY. I appreciate the fact that we are very w 


| apart, and probably will remain so—wide enough probably to } 


enable us to meet on the other side. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HOBSON. I am not quite sure, Mr. Chairman, that I 
would like to meet the gentleman beyond the river. [Laugliter 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I would like to ask the 


Pe 


plete the projects laid out by the War Department or by 1 

Fortifications Board. . 
Mr. SHERLEY. I could not say now from memory. ‘ 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The reason I ask 1 


| question is that one year they asked for $58,000,000, and 
by the gentleman from lowa [|Mr. SMirH], as my sickness pre- | 


appropriated only one-fourth of that amount. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think the gentleman will find in the sta 
ment or report accompanying the bill the totals that we have 
appropriated, and the totals that were recommended by 
Taft Board as necessary. Of course, the difference, in a s« 


| is what remains unappropriated, although it must be borne 


| mind that a part of the appropriation each year is not u 


| the completion of the plans, but is used in maintenance ani in 
| the purchase of powder for seacoast practice, and other items 


probability of a force landing on the other side of the island on | 


which is situated Honolulu. As stated by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Smirn], fortifications necessarily can only protect 
specific points. It has never been expected that fortifications 
should protect an entire coast line, and there are hundreds of 
places upon the American shore, and there must always remain 
hundreds of places where theoretically, and perhaps practically, 
a hostile fleet, unmolested, under proper weather conditions, 
could Jand a force. That is true of the Hawaiian Islands as it 
is of America generally, and not true of it in any other sense. 

This bill also, as stated by the gentleman, does not carry any 
of the items in regard to the fortification of Panama. To my 
mind this was a mistake. I believe that the fortifications of 
Panama should be carried in the fortification bill. I do not 
believe that it is proper to charge to the engineering cost of the 
Panama Canal the moneys that may be expended for the fortifi- 
eation of that canal. And it would have enabled us to have 
kept more clearly in mind the totals that are to be expended 
for fortifications if those items had been carried in this bill. 

tut in the wisdom of the committee they were not so carried, 
and if carried at all, will be carried in the sundry civil bill. 

In view of the limited opportunity that I have had to censider 
this bill in its preparation, I do not know that there is anything 
further that I can say to the committee at this time. Unless 
some one desires to ask a question, I will now yield to my 
colleague. 


that kind, so that the difference between the sum origi! . 
estimated and the sum appropriated does not actually shov 
amount remaining yet to be appropriated. But the gentl \ 
ean get for himself all that information by reading the repo! 
I have not been able to refresh my memory sufficiently to : 
swer offhand. 

I now yield to my colleague from Kentucky [Mr, Heim] fi 
minutes of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Hei! 
is recognized. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, while no appropriation is carrie! 
in this bill looking to the fortification of the Panama Canal, 
view of the fact that this Congress is rapidly drawings to 
close and the difficulty of securing time at some future date 
will not be inappropriate now to discuss the question of 


| fortification of the Panama Canal, and I shall therefore 4 


myself of the opportunity that has been afforded me by 


| colleague to say something along that line. All doubt as to t 


ultimate success and efficiency of the canal can not be ren 
until after its completion and until it has been demonstra! 
that it will serve satisfactorily the purpose for which it 
intended. If we are not to have a canal and it shall not p! 
to be a success, then, obviously, there is no occasion for 
expenditures for fortifications. But if it shall result, as 
all hope and trust and pray it will, that it shall prove to be t 
triumphant success that we expect it to be, then I am in fa 
of using the utmost skill at the command of the Amer! 
Army officers, and I am in favor of appropriating the w! 
most penny that shall be required to make the canal as safi 
secure, and as impregnable as our skill and money can mak« 
But we might further bear in mind the fact that when 
type of the canal was under discussion, and the question ) 
under consideration whether it should be a lock canal or a s 
level canal, there was grave doubt expressed as to whether tic 
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type, which has been adopted, will prove to be effe tive. 
n this connection it may also be well enough to bear in 
nd the fact that the original estimate for the sea-level canal 
¢140,000,000. This has now grown to $400,000,000, not for 
1. but for a lock type of canal, which has always been 
sidered the cheaper proposition of the two. The appropria- 
th I understand will be reported to the House by the 
I take it, but the initial sum; and, I said 
ore, after it has been demonstrated that the canal will carry 
from one ocean to the other, that it will carry the 
ean-going vessels of commerce efficiently and satisfac- 
then I say this Government should not spare any sum 
ike it safe and secure. 
KOPP. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
HELM. Certainly. 
KOPP. Right along the question of a sea-level or lock 
nal. does not the gentleman also think that the fact that it is 
canal makes the necessity for fortifications all the 
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creater? 
Mr. HELM. By all means. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SHERLEY. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Chairman? 
» CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman has eight minutes remain- 


Mr. SHERLEY.. I yield to the gentleman three minutes 


Mr. HELM. I can not work myself up into a nervous rigor 
alarm or fear of war. It has been my invariable ob 
tion here that as soon as these appropriation bills for 
\rmy and the Navy are behind us grim-visaged war 
thes his wrinkled front very easily. That is not only true 
» advocates of large navies and large armies, but it is also 
of the press, 

[ do not consider it a safe proposition to erect a home in any 
ocality this side of the New Jerusalem without putting locks on 
the doors, and if it is my house I want to carry the keys to 

. that ho There are some people wise enough to put locks 
on their stables before their are [Applause. ] 
here are few people who want to do business with a banking 
nstitution that has not a safe vault and a secure place in 

iich to store its treasure, no matter how reverently the law 
is respected by the community in which the institution is lo- 

ed. It would be absolute folly to construct a fort and store 
in it arms and munitions for a siege and put no defensive guns 
there to protect the fort. The canal is of extraordinary value 

l importance. It would be just as logical and just as sensible 

construct this canal and not fortify it it would be 
build a residence and not secure it as best you can, or to have 

b institution without a safe vault in which to store 
your treasure, or to build a fort without guns. 

The Panama Canal will be one of the most strategic points 
the Western Hemisphere; it either to make 
onger or it is going to make us weaker. 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman 
has iin expired. 
SHERLEY. I will 
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yield the gentleman four minutes 


‘ir, SIMS 


d Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HELM. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS. Of course we will put the lock on the stable 
but you would not put the leck on the door before you 
the stable? 


Mr. HELM. 


No; I would not. I say we should wait until the 


Mr. SIMS. Exactly; we do not know now that the canal will 
§ ‘ess 


SHERLEY. 


suppose 


Mr. if the gentleman will 
force they have on concrete 
by doing the work while the 
ink it would be economy and 
usiness jud nt to do now instead of waiting until 
force disorganized and left the Isthmus? 
HELM. We had an exhibition of the canal here in this 
ise by Col. Goethals, the officer in charge of that work. He 
the membership of this House, such as were present, that 
4 nal would be ready for the test in 1913. His reference 
ssible seepage from the lake was very significant and 
zether reassuring. I do not believe that that force will 
way from there at that date, and it will be ample time then 
pt measures of fortifications. I do not say—it is not my 
to this House to wait until it has been tried out and 
horoughly and completely before you begin the forti- 
. but when you have a reasonable assurance that it 
cee lent and effective, then it is time to begin to take 
steps. 
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Mr. SIMS. Col. Goethals says that we could send ships 
through in 1913, two years before it was completed, and that 
would be a test. 

Mr. HELM. There is but one of two things for 
do—either to agree to fortify this canal or stop digging it, for 
as you do or do not fortify you will strengthen or wea r 
position as a naval and as a military fore: 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HELM. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman think Eng d's 
tion as a great power is weakened by her failure to f } 
Suez Canal? 

Mr. HELM. I do not think England's positi sy 1 
but my candid opinion is that England has, to ; nite ind 
purposes, securely fortified the Suez Canal. Every ave 
ipproach by sea to the Suez Canal is strongly fortified 

Mr. MONDELL. Oh, the gentleman assumes th l 
they have large guns— 

Mr. HELM. ‘The difference between the Panama Cat ! 
the Suez Canal is that the latter is a stock co ny, 
different nations or sovereignties owning the stock, w \ 
are paying our hard money, and a prodigious sum of 
digging this canal; we have bought this strip of ul and 
are paying for the work as it progresses. We e the 
owners of the entire enterprise and project. 

Under the treaty with Panama, we alone have the 1 f 
sovereignty, dominion, and contro] of the C il Zone 

The canal is an outlying naval and Ar itended 
believed by all to be the most vital strateg and ti 
measure of our national defense. It is a thousand milk 
our base. I can not believe that in its is ad positic 
safer without fortifications than with t! If we f 
it will be a means of defense; if we refuse to fortify it we 
but furnishing any possible enemy the means of ass 
the more effectively. 

We have guaranteed the independence of P: have re 
served to ourselves the extraordinary right of tervent I 
order to maintain a stable power and government there dl 
we have guaranteed to all nations of the world the right to 
the canal on terms of equality. How can we enfo1 these 
guaranties without the means at hand to do so: 

The United States intends to and will dedicate the « { 
the use of the commerce of the world on terms of eq ity; 
that is to say, there shall be no favored nation. ‘This is all that 
is to be understood or implied from the treaty with Great 
Britain. By the neutrality agreement no one ever supposed th 
we intended presenting the canal to the world $ nd of 
Christmas gift. We alone have the right to exer sovereignty 
and dominion over the Canal Zone, and have cove ted with 
Panama that this right shall not pass f 1 US « © exercised 
by any other nation. Panama has no claim wl! except 
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The canal was intended, in the eve 
advantage over the enemy. If we have 
under the treaty with Great Britain, w 
defend it with our Navy, but st st 
procession of the enemy’s fleet ss tl 
disadvantage provided the promise in 
the canal duri the passage is ke] 
such an interpretation or constructi 
it or fi rht. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the ge 

Mr. HELM. I ask unanimous cons 
in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman f! 

consent to extend his remarks 


mous 


objection? 
There was no objection. 


{[Mr. GOLDFOGLE addressed the commit 
[Mr. McMORRAN addressed the commi 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, has the time been com- 
pletely exhausted on the other side? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not desire to consume the balance 
of iny time, and I call for the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of tne bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Be it enacted, ete., That the sums of money herein provided for be, 
and the same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be available until expended, 
namely : } 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Smeprarp] may address the 
coniunittee for 20 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. A year ago to-day the gentleman from 


Minnesota [Mr. Nyr] delivered a most eloquent eulogy on the 
life and deeds of Washington. On this, another anniversary of 
Washington's birth, I rise for a similar purpose. I trust it will 
become a custom for some Member of the House to deliver on 
each succeeding anniversary a tribute to his memory. 

Perhaps the most unchanging theme of psalm and song, phil- 
and prayer, since lips could speak and hearts could 
break has been the emptiness of all earth’s pageantry, the fickle- 
ness of humanity's presiding star. From page and tongue the 
melancholy ery ascends. How soon are men and all the mem- 
ories of men engulfed beneath the flood of years, their voices 
stifled in the torrent of the centuries. To few indeed of all the 
multitudes that have lived and loved and hoped and vanished 
has it been given to surmount the tide. Defying time and storm 
they stand like giant columns in the tumultuous stream un- 
moved. Too often even these, the favorites of destiny, are all 
but lost to view amid the haze of disappearing ages. But there 
is one among this company of the great so enduring that not 
only does his character, crested in eternal light, retain its 
identity unobscured, its radiance undimmed. but advances before 
the deluge of events to point posterity to ideais of thought and 
conduct that will never be surnassed. That character is Wash- 
ington. In strength of moral fiber, in firmness and purity of 
purpose, in modesty and dignity of bearing, in freedom from 
mere personal ambition, in courage that disaster could but 
emphasize, in wide-winged judgment, in beneficence of example, 
and in the influence of his achievements on the progress of 
humanity he stands unequaled and alone. He occupies the 
foremost rank in the illustrious group that has constructed the 
governments and societies of mankind. Without organized 
society there can be no art, no science, no education, no law, no 
culture, no upward stride. The founders and the preservers of 
States, empires, and nations are thus the primary instruments 
of civilization. Among these Washington is preeminent. 

Let us summon the prodigies of the past, array them by his 
side, and observe how he outranks them all. Consider Pericles, 
one of the most imposing figures of antiquity. His name de- 
the brightest period of Athenian development. His ele- 
gance in speech and action, his gallantry in arms and gentle- 
ness in peace, his love of the beautiful in art, the just in law, 
his devotion to the masses, their comforts, and their rights, the 
splendor of his domestic and foreign policies, made him the 
idol of his people, an ornament of time. His rule and inspira- 
tion gave to Athens and to eternity the Parthenon, the Odeon, 


ose phy 


notes 


the Propylea. But on his fame there falls the shadow of 
Aspasia. His sway was personal and autocratic; he could not 
efface his own ambition in the general good. His chief con- 


cern was the glory of the present and of Pericles. Wedded to 
glamor and display, he made himself the exclusive prop and 
guardian of the state, and when he died it fell a prey to dema- 
gogues and factions. Call Alexander from his sarcophagus of 
golad—the master of the world at 38. Statesman, student, war 
rior, murderer, voluptuary, it is difficult to believe that so noble 


an aspect, such towering gifts, could coexist with such de- 
pravity. He signalized his access to the throne with the butch- 


ery of a little girl, the representative of a collateral line, while 
yet within her mother’s arms. Shortly before he died he cruci- 
fied the physician who attended the last hours of his friend, 
liephaestion, and as a sacrifice to Hephaestion’s memory exter- 
minated a whole community. Other friends he sent to death 
on frivolous grounds, destroying in a drunken frenzy a beloved 
companion for questioning his divinity. Extravagance, dissi- 
pation, luxury, followed in his crimson steps. 

On the other hand, he founded universities and cities, and in 
the pathway of his armies Greek learning spread throughout 
the earth. He became one of the determining forces of human 
history. In ecstatic arrogance he claimed the honors of omnip- 
otence and was saluted by a fawning world as son of Jupiter. 


He reached the summits of human power, but his example js 
condemned by the enlightened verdict of posterity. The colos 


| Sal fabric his sword had builded did not long survive; he co 


tributed little to freedom and less to virtue. Consider Han 
bal, the consummate strategist, who at 26 began the boldes 
enterprise in military annals and who for 16 years disputed 
with Rome the scepter of the world. Mountains, glacie: 
gorges, legions, storms, and winters could not arrest his rema; 
able advance from Carthage to the interior of Italy. Maints 
ing for 16 years in hostile territory an army of 20 differe 
iationalities, defeating the proudest troops and generals ot 
race transcendent in military prowess, he was the only barri, 
between the Roman Republic and the ascendency of the eart 
He was pronounced by Polybius the model warrior of all tin 


but he fought for empire, not for principle. Recalled by the G . 
ernment his valor had made immortal, he was attacked and 


banished. Sut his heroic spirit was unbroken, his bitterness 
against his ancient antagonists undiminished. Forming confed 
eracies in Asia, he struggled on to find at last the only refuge 
from his foes in suicide. Inglorious end! He added nothing 
the cause of human liberty; with him it was Carthage ag: 
Rome for world supremacy. Hatred of his enemies was the 
dominating passion of his existence; death by his own hand 
in a land of strangers was his unhappy fate. 

Call mighty Julius, commander, historian, politician, who 
gathered into his own possession the substance of authority 
while yet the people worshipped the empty symbols of a desi 
republic. Accomplished in diplomacy and war, unprincipled 
conduct, skilled in every art of winning popular devotion, he be- 
lieved in neither God nor freedom. He filled the world’s horizon 
until assassination laid his corpse upon the corpse he had maid 
of liberty. The effect of his career was to magnify the avo 
tion of arms, to belittle peace, to place military authority and 
military ideals above the civil in the estimation of his time. He 
could think of no term more shameful in rebuking a body of 
mutinous soldiers than to address them as citizens. He builded 
a personal tyranny on the ruins of human rights; his name 
became an everlasting emblem of autocracy. On the foundati: 
of his sword arose the bloody structure of the world’s first u 
versal empire. A thousand years of kings and emperors co! 
the heritage he left the world. Consider Charlemagi: : 
whose marvelous capacity lifted him to the overlordship 
nearly all of medieval Europe. He did much to reestablis 
order and culture in a time of violence. He founded schoo!s 
encouraged literature, and in a series of proclamations ca 
capitularies announced standards of thought and action t! 
were termed by Ampere the charter of modern knowledge. Bu 
while he advanced tbe learning he made no effort to rest 
the liberties of men. His hands were wet with blood of helpless 
victims, and imperial power had no stronger votary. Des 
tion, waste, and massacre are too prominent among the ni 
rials of his dominion. Call William, preserver of Norma 
conqueror of England, victor of Val-es-Dunes, of Varaville 
Senlac—William, superb alike in battle and in council cham! 
terrible in countenance and in strife, gigantic in stature and 
brain, of whom Freeman declared: “No man that ever trod 
this earth was endowed with greater natural gifts; to no 1 
was it ever granted to accomplish greater things,” 

The fact remains, however, that he accomplished little f 
the liberty and the happiness of man. The lawlessness 
cruelty of his Viking antecedents found expression in the 
rocity of his revenge and wrath. Throughout all England lis 
invading fires lit up a scene of famine, pestilence, and di 
Often he practiced the most revolting barbarities, on one o 
sion burning out the eyes of prisoners, hewing hands and tf 
from living bodies. 

Observe Napoleon, without whose name no history of | 
world may be called complete; Napoleon who rewrote the |! 
of Europe with his sword, Napoleon whose personality 
power aroused a devotion among his countrymen that 
proached idolatry, Napoleon whose brain, said Hugo, “ was 
sum of human faculties, and who was seen standing erec! 
the horizon, a gleaming scimitar in his hand, a splendor in 


agains 


pose 


eyes, unfolding amid the thunder his two wings, the G! 
Army and the Old Guard.” He assumed control of Fra 


when through its veins were leaping the new-born fires of 1 
lution, the virgin energies of fraternity and freedom. Dazz 
his countrymen with the resplendence of his genius, he tur 
these sacred currents to the elevation of himself. Thus he 


established tyranny with the very forces that had overthr 
it. Thus he exalted his own fortunes above the fortunes of 
country, his own interests above the interests of human 
Beethoven, monarch of all harmony, the friend of man, W 
registered in eternal melody the mutations of history, compos 
a triumphal symphony in honor of Napoleon when bis ele 


















‘ rsY YOICY TY VIN roy " 
1911. CONGRESSION AT, RECORD—]I0] SE. disk 
F es - amnesia —— — ee 
f » the first consulship seemed an appropriate sequel to the the brotherhood he loved and honored: the commanding figures 
R lion. Hearing that Napoleon had yielded to the lust of | of the pallbearers, al] Colonels of the Revolution, his comrades 
I 1 made himself an emperor, he changed the Symphony | in war, his friends in peace: the unusual luster of the declining 
j funeral march to Symbolize the death of liberty, | sun With which his soul went down th '€ evening to rise again 
j contrast presented by the life of Washington with these upon the shores of endless morning, comprise a picture that 
ot ives is gratifying and refreshing hot only to every | Will never Vanish from the lengthening £alleries of lmmortality, 
A an, but to the friends of liberty in every portion of the [Applause on the floor and in the galleries ] 
¢ [ Loud applause. ] Without experience in directing | And so they laid him down to Sleep in the loving arms of old 
\ * operations on an extended scale. without adequate | Mount Vernon, where the poplar and the aspen whisper peace 
e ent for his troops, Without a Supporting government or unto his ashes and glory to his Soul; where tly Potomac bears 
t} ry of even moderate Strength, he was Summoned from | every day the Inessage of a People’s love and veneration. [Py 
t in to the red arena of the battle, Through incredible longed applause on the floor and in the ga eries, ] 
( es, with a patience ang a courage that bordered on the The Clerk read as follows: 
S ‘uman, he led a small and undisciplined body of men Proving ground, Sandy Hook. N. J Ne nt ex ; 
suddenly from the ordinary callings of life to final victory ordnance proving ground, Sandy Hook, N. 7 uprisit e 1 
g one of the foremost nations of the world. In triumph tenance of rail and water Linsportation, repairs, alter Is, a 
‘ F E a oe : ed cay 2 sories, and service of employees jn, idental to ¢ ng and } } 
disaster he was alike immovable and Serene; in official nance material, hire of assistants for the Ovds loard x 
conduct and in private intercourse his every act was free from instruments and articles required for ¢, ting and ex ’ 
the slightest taint of intemperance, immorality, or corruption, | building ana repairing butts and targets. ring and grad ran 
No inassaecre of helpless foes, no deeds of cruelty defiled hig | $56,200. : c 
fame. He claimed and received no reward for his services Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I notice at the estimates 
he d the gratitude of his country, The idol of the Army and the | for mountain, fleld, and siege ‘a oe howl and so forth, 
pe he might easily have become a king, yea, established an | for the roming fiscal year were $860,000. ‘The « mmittee has re 
empire that would ultimately haye embraced a continent. He | duced that to 498,000. ‘There has ween at good deal of crit 
r ed the glittering Prospect to resume the cultivation of the | Cism in the press of late of our lack of preparedness in the 
s the seclusion of Mount Vernon, his rural bome. A few | Matter of suns. I assume that the committee considered this 
years later he was again Summoned to his country’s aid. Ag | Matter very carefully, but that is a very large reduction, as 
the presiding officer of the convention that framed the American eeruns that the estimate of the department was a reasonable 
( ‘ullon, as the first President of the Republic it created, a | €Stimate. . , 
Re ic that in 11 decades has reached a Population of ap- | _Mr. SMITH “ Towa. Mr. Chairman, it is within the juris- 
pre ‘tely a hundred millions. and whose example illuminates | diction of the Committee on Military jsfairs to provide moun- 
the world, he became for all time one of the chief figures in | tain, field, and siege suns for the militia. More than a year 
the advancement of human happiness and freedom. [Applause.] ago it was announced that the militia was fully supplied with 
As he retired to his ancestral halls and fields, where he re. | guns. The Regular Army is also fully supplied, and a few 
n { until his death. ‘Thus he taught that the Dursuits of | Teserve batteries are ay gait the possession of the “overnment 
pe ire more sublime than those of war, the functions of | beyond that under any former estimate necessary to supply 
I le life more noble than those of public station, the attrae. | both the Regular Army and the militia, The sentleman will 
Uchs of the farm more permanent and uplifting than those of | Observe that we have Put $200,000 in this bil] for the conversion 
hoisy cities. of the old type of guns into the modern. fi ld guns, Which wil] 
\nd who will deny that the hand that wielded the Sword of | 8° much further than an equal amount in the eo struction of 
reiteous revolution, that forced the tyrant from our shores, | hew guns in equipping the Army. Suddenly the War Depart 
thet signed the American Constitution and guided the mightiest | Ment changed its plans overnight from two guns to 1,000 men 
te © of all history into secure and glorious being, was ever | to three suns to 1,000 men, and sunounced that the militia 
creiter than when it trained the roses in the gardens of Mount | Supply was more than $700,000 short, although it had beon 
Vernon? [Loud applause.}] There is a wonderful Significance | given in prior military bills the full estimated equipment, 
In the fact that Washington perished practically at the close of More than $700,000. is tppropriated in the military bill this 
the eighteenth century. That century marked the permanent | year for this Same class of guns. making with the $400,000 that 
advent of liberty in human institutions: it witnessed the birth | we save them, and without considering the Propriation for 
and rise of Washington, Without whom this advent might have | the modernizing of the old guns, far my re than they ever gos in 
been dk lived indefinitely, Thus an ideal celitury and an ideal | any year in modern times, 
I died almost together. As Sculpture finds its most beautiful Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentlem in state for the informa- 
_‘ession in the marbles of Phidias, painting its loftiest era in | tion of the committee the basis of the size of the Army upon 
(he frescoes of taphael, dramatic poetry its superbest notes in which these estimates have been made from time to time 
the plays of Shakespeare, Philosophy its profoundest embodi- | Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairy an, the Army has also been 
ment in the inductions of Aristotle, Inusic its most berfect utter- increased. AS we would think we were about approaching the 
the oratorios of Handel, the operas of Mozart, the | supply necessary for the Army, and as there ; ame to be no claim 
s Ss of Beethoven, so human conduct finds its brightest mir- | for further appropriations, they would increase the theoretic: | 
ror in the life and deeds of Washington. [ Applause. } Army from 500,000 to 600,000 men, thus increasing the number 
Ff such world import is his hame that it looms larger through | of guns required, and then increased the n uber of guns rm 
the gathering years. To-day, more than a century after hig | quired for 1,000 nen, and by the time we had appropriated live 
death, the interest and the love of earth's increasing millions or Six years we Were hot as near the completion of the reserve 
dre centered in his memory, Let me refer here to the modest | Supply as we were When we started. Now, for this reason, and 
ce hy of his burial, 4n episode that has not received the because the combined amount Carried in this bill and the mi 
i tion it deserves, His funeral was in keeping with the tary bill exceeded the amount given in recent years for th 
q id simple majesty that had marked his whole existence. purpose, and because we ire providing for the construction of 
| the Stately portico of his home on one of the loveliest | old batteries, We feel we have been generous CO the departmens 
. eS of the Potomac rested his coflined form on a cloudless | in Place of parsimonious, in cutting this estimate j 1 two, 
1 er afternoon hearly 112 years ago. Mr. MONDELLI. Mr. Chairman, | think the gentle nan’s ex- 
‘He peace of an indulgent God Was on his brow: the affee- | planation is complete and Satisfactory, I do not think, howeyer 
' & lib rated people at his feet. The profound impres- | it is a question of being senerous to the departm, nt-in the moat- 
s OF serenity and repose his motionless frame imparted eave | ter of guns. It iS a question of how much y ir material do we 
ey e that in death he had but added another victory to the | need as a matter of reserve, and there has hy en a great amount 
nO St of his renowned achievements, No Pomp, no decora- | of criticism that Congress has he nh penurious and Parstmonious 
Ui ® pride and circumstance of State emblazoned these final | in not granting 4ppropriations to Supply a re nable reserve 
i From the countryside and from neighboring Alexandria It has been said that if there Was a sudden dy aration of war 
I his friends and fellow citizens in informa] array. A | we would not be able to r; ldly expand our force but I 
ki upanies of artillery and cavalry with a Single band of | sume that the varions committees have idered all thes 
I re the only martial touch to the proceedings, The | matters and that possibly the an OUNT Carried is sufficie; t, but | 
en t ~ofenin minute £uns from a little vessel in the Potomac: want to ask the fentleman anoth r question. I noties that 
. { Procession Across the wooded lawns and slopes to the | the department's estimates for dipmunition for p ountain, field, 
‘ it upon the river's edge; the dirge that quavered in and siege guns was $500,000, and that the committee ha 
, ember Winds and sobbed upon the witers: the chanting kranted $150,000 for ammunition. There has also been much 
A “Piscopal orders of the dead; the death service of the | criticism of a lack of preparedness in the matter of r Serve am 
= “ ritual, with the Weird response, “ So mote it be,” from 1 munition, and the magazines and hewspapers have be 0 full of 
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criti of the action of Congress i 
erly supply these necessary munitions of war for emergencies. 
I read a magazine article a short time ago, and we must as 





sume thes 


nagazine articles are written with knowledge of 
the facts, in whiel 


1 it was stated we did not have 


CONGRESSIONAT RECORD—HOUSE. 


n alleged failure to prop- | Mr. MONDELL. Now, how near do we come to realize that 


enough ammu- | of 


| have changed their view as to the amount of reserve ammuni 


nition for a singl 
fire a few guns on the approach of an enemy, and then would be | 
silenced for lack of ammunition. Now, it seems to me that 
unless the department was very extravagant in its estimates 
the committee has been overeconomical in cutting the estimates 
from S500,000 to $150,000, else there is no foundation for the | 
criticisms that are abroad in the land. 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. Well, we have passed this item, but I 


am willing 


of course, to explain to the gentleman who criticizes 


| tion they should have? 
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estimate with the appropriations now available and made 

this bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
last year it 


in 


My recollection is that in the hesrings 


appeared we had over 70 per cent of t} 


rle battle; that the seacoast fortifications could | amount of ammunition required for the guns mounted, but they 


were counting guns existing only in the imagination of min as 
yet. But I again call the gentleman's attention to the fact 
that last year they only asked $140,000 for reserve ammunition, 
and got it. 

Mr. MONDELIL. 


Does the gentleman understand that they 


iil 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No, sir. In their judgment, they re- 


| quire in the insular possessions a two hours’ fire, because they 


contemplate that in continental United States, as only one coast 
is in probable danger at one time, that they have a reserve of 
|} another hour’s fire on the other coast that can be transported 
for use, but in the insular possessions they claim they should 


me for the use of the word “ generous” and then immediately 
speaks about our being “ penurious.” I say to the gentleman | 
the word “ generous” was used in contradistinetion to “ penu- | 
rious. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to criticize 
anyone; I am simply seeking for light, information. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman commented en the use 
of the term “generous” by myself. Now, Mr. Chairman, ft 


from the evid 
1 


estimated 


appears nce before the committee that they per- 
for ammunition the basis of the guns 


authorized and not upon the guns in their possession. They 


sistently upon 


have, in fact, an available balance for the purchase of moun- 
tain, field, and siege guns 

Mr. MONDELL. Ammunition? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; I know what I am talking abont, 


if the gentleman will pardon, I am well aware of what I am 
talking about—more than all the appropriations for the past 
three years. So slow is this production of this material that all 
the money appropriated in three years past is in the Treasury 
for the production of mountain, field, and siege guns. 

Mr. MONDELL. Is not that the strongest kind of an argu- 
ment in favor of having a reserve supply 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
will show whether is or not. Now, if it appears that the 
production of mountain, field, and siege guns in the ordinary 
course requires more than three years, and if ammunition can 
be produced in six months, it is not necessary to purchase am- 
munition for the gun that will not be made for three years. 
That is the first difficulty with the gentleman’s proposition in 
this regard. 

Mr. MONDELL. Right there 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, if the gentleman will please allow 
me to finish the statement, then I will cheerfully submit to an 
interruption. Last year the department asked only $150,000 
for reserve ammunition for mountain, field, and siege guns, and 
got it, and now at the end of the year, with that much added to 
this reserve, it claims it needs money faster than it did a year 
ago, which is an unreasonable proposition unless some addi- 
tional explanation is made of it. We gave them this year all 
they asked for last year, when they had a less reserve by 
$150,000 than they have now. Those are in substance the rea- 
sons for this reduction. I will now cheerfully yield for any 
other question which the gentleman may wish to propound. 

Mr. MONDELL. If I may make a further inquiry along the 
same line, I notice in the item of ammunition for seacoast can- 
non you have reduced the estimate from $250,000 to $140,000, 
and I hope the gentleman will not assume I am criticizing the 
comunittee in referring to these matters. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not. 

Mr. MONDELL. But there has been a great deal of talk 
about our lack of preparedness in the matter of guns and am- 
munition, and I am seeking for information on the subject. Is 
it a fact that we are so lacking in preparedness for war that all 
our ammunition will practically be exhausted at the first broad- 
ide from our seacoast artillery and from the mountain, field, 
und siege guns? 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


it 


It is a matter of common knowledge 


that no battle with seacoast fortifications will ever be pro- 
longed. No vessel can stay in front and in range of a seacoast 
gun for any great length of time, for it will either knock the 
fortifications to pieces or the fortifications will knock it to 
pie The plan of the War Department is to have a supply 
of ammunition ultimately equal to one hour’s maximum fire of 
every battery in the United States. 

Mr. MONDELL. And that is considered sufficient? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is considered by them to be 
sufficient, because it is not supposed there is any probability 
that we will be attacked upon both coasts at once, and, conse- 


quently, by the transportation of this ammunition we could 
maintain a two hours’ fight, which is longer than the life of 
any 12-inch gun in existence, probably, in our fortifications. 





have a two hours’ fire. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expir 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest to th: 
tleman that perhaps most of the explanation of these articles, 
aside from the lack of information, is to be found in the as D- 
tion that we are to have an army of a given size, whereas 
Congress has never yet agreed to these figures of a standing 
army of a given size. Naturally the amount of reserve a iu- 
nition that you may have will depend upon the size of the arm 


contemplated. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman will admit we must con- 
template a large volunteer force in time of war, and tliere- 
fore the reserve ammunition and the reserve guns shoul! be 
prepared, not in view of an increase in the regular est:!)|ish- 
ment, but in view of the demands of war when the volunteer 
forces should be called upon. 

Mr. SHERLEY. ‘That assumption is not entirely warr: 
because it is just as impossible to create an army of a certain 
size immediately as it is impossible to create the guns and am \ 
munition for that army. We are speaking of siege guns. 

Mr. MONDELL. A volunteer force can be drilled into soldiers 
in less time than heavy guns can be made. 

Mr. SHERLEY. These articles are usually based on the as 
sumption of an army of 500,000 to 750,000, and using that as a 
basis you get one set of figures of percentages, whereas i 
use a less number you get another. I simply suggest tha 
cause nearly all of these statements will be found to ry 


c 
y 


| because of the basis on which they start out. 


Mr. MONDELL. I think, from what the gentleman has 
they must be based largely on lack of information. 
Mr. SHERLEY. That unquestionably is largely true, b 
other enters into it. 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I only want to add a word. I 
think the preparation for war is sufficiently taken care o! in 
this prevision of the bill. While we may have wars come ey ; 
will not come suddenly. We have a good deal of talk and 
for preparation before we have a big battle, if we are att 1 
If we are going abroad to attack, we will get ready befo 
go and take a little time to do so. 
Now, I understand that the gentleman in charge of th 
has said that there is a rule to have ammunition for one hl: 
fire of all guns. That does not mean there is distribut: 
much ammunition to all the Coast Artillery and other art 
or the armies and posts, just to that measure. It is to hav: 
on an average; and it is always after a war is likely to 
or has come to us, that the war will center at some pert 
place or places, and there we can concentrate our f 
nition, as we would have to concentrate our Army and 
forces. 
jut the suggestion I wanted to make is that we should 
prudently in preparing ammunition for a reserve. Muc! 
formerly—I do not know how much now—was perishab| 
useless, and in time of war very dangerous to undertake | 
at all. Our facilities for making ammunition, especial! 
Infantry and Cavalry, and for Light Artillery, are very 
and when we commence assembling an army by recruiti 
to the full limit the Regular Army and raising a vol 
army we can make ammunition very fast. 
I think that not been one of the troubles in the 
The troubles have been in other directions; rather in the « 
tion of getting soldiers, whether in the Regular Army or \ 
teers, trained for war. Soldiers are not made on 
and muster into the United States service. The Regula! 


} : 
Las 


enlis 


diers, if we are to have a long war with a powerful nal! 
would have to be trained in campaigning and in battles, as has 
been proved in the past. 


The soldiers of Napoleon’s army, tc 
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old soldiers who had gone through many campaigns and bat- 
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t ecame great soldiers. The soldiers of our Civil War, 
‘ having served as much as three years, were improved 
g . It has been discussed among distinguished military 
; s—I do not claim to be one—that the soldiers of both 
‘ in the Civil War who fought in the battle of Gettys- 
t (July, 1863) were not trained or disciplined or used to 
} sufficiently to have been equal to the campaigns of 1864, 
{ Wilderness campaign, or the Atlanta campaign, and my 
ut is that we shall be more troubled about making sol- 
d ready for battle than we shall be troubled about ammu- 
n 
The Clerk read as follows: 
the purchase of submarine mines and necessary appliances to 
t m for closing the channels leading to our principal seaports, 
1tinuing torpedo experiments; for the purchase of the necessary 
ry, tools, and implements for the repair shop of the torpedo 
t Fort Totten, N. Y., and for extra-duty pay to soldiers neces 
‘ ployed for periods not less than 10 days on work in connec- 
t ith the issue, receipt, and care of submarine mining material at 
t pedo depot, $150,000, 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. Can the chairman of the subcommit- 
tee on fortifications inform the House as to the extent to which 
tl side channels along the Atlantic coast are used for sub- 


! ne or torpedo-boat purposes? 

SMITH of Iowa. Does the 
io defenses been supplied? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


gentleman mean, have the 


No. I desire to know to what 


eX t the inside channels are used for torpedo boats or sub- | 
l hes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not inform the gentleman as to 
that. That is a matter wholly within the work of the Naval 
c ittee. This provision is for torpedoes and mines for sub- 

\ marine defense. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Can the gentleman tell me to 

wl! extent the inside waterways are used for transportation 


of 1 torpedoes and mines? 


iF Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


I can not 


answer 


as to tha 


, but I do 


that the Atlantic coast is amply provided with submarine 
defense in all parts. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call 
attention of the House the importance and the growing 
ty of the inside waterways of the Atlantic coast for pur- 
f defense as well as for purposes of commerce. There 
are tural channels along the Atlantic coast line, which is 

ut 1,800 miles long, that have not been opened up sufficiently 
» | f any great service either to the Department of War or 

Department of the Navy. They are natural channels, 
od only to be cut through and connected to make a con- 
s channel. 
it occurred not long since, when the Secretary of the Navy 
d to send torpedo boats from one of the navy yards in 
North to one of the navy yards in the South, that he found 
racticable to send them through these inside channels, 
was obliged to send them outside along the coast, until 
they struck a storm at Cape Hatteras and were driven back. 

Both the Army and the Navy of the United States in time of 
would find it necessary to fall back upon these streams, 
-day are insufficient for modern war purposes as well 

purposes of modern commerce. And yet their utility is 
0 be disputed. During the Civil War a canal which con- 
's Delaware Bay with Chesapeake Bay, bisecting a portion 
of Delaware and Maryland a distance of 13 miles, saving an 

le sailing distance of 325 miles, was used for milit: iry pur- 

| *. The railroads in that neighborhood were not available 

i was necessary to bring troops to Washington through 

ide channel. The shallow depth of that channel has not 
nereased in the course of all the years. 

Chairman, we recently connected up the Atlantic Ocean 

e North Carolina sounds by a cut at the Beaufort Inlet, 


1 t 








Ow 


in 


admits vessels drawing 


10 feet 


of water. 


These 


coming from the south out of the Atlantic 
of the terrors of Hatteras, entering the North Carolina 
(ts at a depth of 10 feet, can not proceed to the city of 
k because of the inadequacy of the inside channels leading 

t city. And if they were able to pass the city of Norfolk 
Ha a iton ‘Roads and the great Chesapeake Bay, they would 
=. le to pass on to the cities of Baltimore or Philadelphia 
reason of the lack of depth of the Chesapeake & Dela- 


Ocean 






‘re Canal, And if it were sought to have communication be- 
= the cities of Baltimore, Philadelphia, and New York 
si an existing inside passageway to-day for a vessel 
= hg more than 7 feet, it would be impossible. And yet I 


e that if the coast was to be attacked by a foreign foe, 
> fleet of the United States should be disabled, recourse 
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must be had to some inside waterway fi f 
taining repairs and sending the s 3 ont t I 

| draw the attention of the House to this 1 r s t 
| will come up from time to time \ v sa g 
| the Atlantic coast are opened for the 3 of “ 
| well as for the purposes of war. 

The Clerk read follows: 

| Or ince Department: For tl f 
|} seacoast cannon for < t ense, 

f= equipments, and the machinery ! 

ture at the arsenals, $225,000. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I move to strike out t! word. 
Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle! ( rg 
the bill if he can give the committee an app! mas tot 
amount of this appropriation that will be expended ( ‘ 
ment yards for the manufacture of cannon a1 1’ 

Mr. MANN. The total semaine in all the 
under this ‘dey aartment are limited to S7V0,000, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It says: 

For the purchase, manufacture, and test of sea n 

As I understand it, these are all finished G 
arsenals. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. That is, the manufacturing is done by 
the Government. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Some portions are purchased. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. But most of this, as I lers 1, will 
be used in the manufacture of these articles in the Govern 
ment arsenals. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In the Govet it arsenals 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I desire to submit a few obse ons 
at this point in regard to a very spirited controversy th 
waged on the floor of the House in the consideration of th 
naval bill about the relative cost of manufacturing ships, ¢ 
non, and powder in Government yards and in private yards. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman will permit [ 
want to say, whateyer may be my views about the Navy, that 
I regard Gen. Crozier, who is in charge of the manuf 
operations at the arsenals, as one of the greate d i 
officers 1 ever knew. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. So do I. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And a great manuf: rer, who | 
dles this work with ee administrative ability. 

Mr. COX of Indian: The gentleman and I quite agree abe 
that, and I do not a to offer any criticism whatever, « 

upon Gen, Crozier or the committee. But for the st two d 
a great many things have been said about the expense of 1 T 
facturing these things in Government yards and the greats 

| amount of economy that could be effected if the work was k 
out at private contract. A few days ago I addressed a lett 
to Gen. Crozier, trying to obtain information along tl 

| line, and I received an answer signed by Col. Jol L. Th 

| in which he says: 

In addition, in all statements of cost and in its price li 
| for of the service by this department, t ve bn n it l 
i those administrative expenses, such as interest on t! \ 
| depreciation, and pay of officers and enlisted men, which p 
facturers must take into account, and which it 1 en I 
fashion to assert the Government takes no notice of. 

Now, I wish to call attention to a few items that the ¢ 
submits in his letter. For instance, ball cartridges, ¢: I 
model of 1906, per thousand, cost to manufacture by the ¢ 
ernment in 1908, $31.96. The same when manuf l 
private concerns cost the Government $54.84 a thous 

Revolver cartridges, per thousand, manufactured at I 
ford Arsenal, $10.78 per thousand. The same cartrid of 1 
| Same caliber, manufactured by private conver! ( 
ernment $11.38. 

Then, in 1909, the same rifle cartridges st t G 
to manufacture at the Government plant $30.18 a l, 
and when bought from private individuals they cost $54.87 
} thousand. 
| Revolver ball cartridges, same size, cost Gove t in 
| 1909 $10.78, while the same caliber cartridges f! 1 pr 
vate concerns cost the Government $10.00. 
| Gallery-practice cartridges, caliber .22 (estil 1 
| manufacture at the Frankford Arsenal), including ad 
tive expenses, $1.54 per thousand. 

Gallery-practice cartridges, caliber .22, purchased, $1.60 r 
| thousand. 

As the gentleman in charge of the bill has well said, I b: 
that Gen. Crozier is an authority on these questions. He has 
contended for years that the Government can and is acti 
| manufacturing powder a great deal cheaper than any priv: 

} concern is manufacturing it, including in the cost of manufa: 
ture every conceivable item that can possibly enter into the 
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rice « f every kind of in Army equip- 

I ( [ dt clad » Se e self 
‘ tity ot Ar ‘ ( } da, 
l , S powd “ r guns, and 
tl In le el o the very f L « np est x 
[ 

\I ( } I «] l I to extend np 
rel It D by pul y hat I have re 
ceived and have already ref ‘ 

fhe CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
ze from fi 

ihere \ no obieetion. 

I et s follows 

W I IMENT 
) ‘ [ (> yN NCE 
| » Jor 
Sf Vl ( M. ( 
He ¢ f } shingt D. ¢ 

‘ 1 lt t 7 ; etant ©. 7TSAas 
16 j t tion as e 1 lw 2 n 
Cr t d 1 ¢ cost 
i of « mor ‘ — (Prov mie ne T ih 
t! ho o inform you that the G t ated as 
follows: 

Army i f for nufact of rs for sea 
coast and m » artillery, W: et Ars \V viiet, N. ¥ 

N I te a hinet i € 

Al wader factory, Picatinny Arsenal, I N. J. 

Navy powder factory, Indianhead, Md. 

‘ small arms and machine-gun f wry Springfield Armory, 

1, Mass. 

facto for nufacture of small arms, equipment, gun car 

. ‘ry and field a1 y ipplies, Roek Island 








ind, 

Army icoast gun carriage factory, Watertown Arsenal, Watertown, 
Mass 

Army faetory for manufacture of small at and mobile artillery 


ammnnit i 
delIphia, Da. 

The private manufacturers of small-arms powder and cannon powder 
for Government are the Du Pont Co., with plants at Carneys 
Point, N. J.; Haskell, N. J.; and Santa Cruz, Cal.; and the 
International Smokeless Powder & Chemica with plant at 
Parlin, N. J 

2. With reference 


mm, tire-control instrumer 


Da 


ts, etc., Frankford Arsenal, Vhila 


mse 





to the cost of mater nanufactured in Govern- 
















ment arsenals under control of the Chief Inance, while perhaps 
not a n I { il information, the € of Ordnance some five 
or six years ituted radical changes inancial methods of 
this department by which an exceedingly aecu! rledge of the eost 
of materials pur and manufactured at its arsenals is obtained, 
expenditures and the available funds under its appropria 
tions easily ascertained at any time 


3. The principal feature of the system is the distribution or assign- 
ment of funds for specific purposes by allotment. Whenever an order 
. 
Fe 






is given an arsenal involving the expenditure of funds an allotment of 
funds umder the proper appropriation is made to that arsenal on the 
books of the Ordnance Office, based upon the estimate submitted by the 
arsenal of the amount required. The arsenals are required to report 
monthly the status of all the allotments made them In no case is an 


arsenal 








permitted to exeeed an allotment without previous report. 

Upon completion of the work report of the cost is made te this office 
and any unobligated balance revoked from the allotment made. In case 
additional funds are required to complete an order the arsenal neces 
irily has to advise this office, giving the reasons for an additional 
allotment. In this manner mplete check is kept on all allotments 
made to ordnance establishm it may be stated, further, that a 
detailed and comprehensive syste... of keeping track of the tabor cost 





of all work done and the materi ised is and has been in practice, and 
the resnuits are accurate and reliable. (in addition, im all statements 
of cost and in its price list isswed for use of the service by this de 
partment there have been included those administrative expenses, such 
as interest on the value of plant, depreciation, and pay of officers and 
enlisted men, which private manufactur must take into account and 












which it has been rather the fashion to assert the Government takes no 
notice of.) 4 description of the cost-keeping system of this depart- 
ment will be found on pages 14 and 15 of the report of the Chief 
ef Ordnance to the Secretary of War for the year 1910, copy 


herewith. 
4. A complete price list of ordnance and ordnance 
herewith for your information. 


5. A comparison of the cost of the manu 
VW . 


stores is inclosed 





re of guns, carriages, 























caissons, limbers, and ammunition in private factories and at Govern- 
ment arsenals will be found on page 14, report of the Chief of Ordnance 
for the year 1909, copy of which is inclosed A comparative statement 
of the cost of powder manufactured by this depart: nd private con 
cerns will be found in the statements of Gen. Crozier at the hearing 
before the Committee on Military Affairs, Hor of Representaives, of 
th Arn appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1911-12, commencing 
é page 314. 

6. The cost of the manufacture of the United States riffe, caliber 
30. model of 1903, including bayonet, appendages, and packing boxes, 
including administrative cost, which is 8.7 per cent, is as follows: | 
1906 scien : nd savenatinesctiiptinaisita $17. 40 
1907 ‘ ~ aiicenniiiacisenieipieaiaiainentn he oe 
1908 = aa saad satiated se 17. 41 
1989 = aay eee ee 
1910 - Sanasatinlialanatdesiiniasaa taint 16. 85 
Mil si sitet: a a 














! 1 factory costs—material, labor, and general 
expe 

i pa with outside manufacturers in the manu 
fact pur ! le in 1898 from the Winchester Repeat- 
i 1.000 Winehester repeating rifles, at $18 each rhe 
Pp States magazine rifle, r .30, model 1898 (known 
as th n riffle), at that time, including administrative and | 
all other charges, was $16.29. The price given in this paragraph does 
not lude bayonet for either rifle. 
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8&2 cost t manufacture of small-arms ammunition at t¢] 
rank rd Arsenal ncluding all administrative expenses, and of 
d from private econ ns is as follows: 
Private concer 
Years. Ball car- Revolver Ball ear Re 
tridges, car tric . cali b: 
liber .30 ridges b ), mod t 
lel of caliber r if 1906, eal 
oO, per Ss. per } 1. I 
] 1,C00, ( ge \ 
Té _ $31 of £10.78 
1909 , 30.18 l i3 i $34. 84 | 
eae i 9.00 9 _—* 
TR iilels ssi anaiiniink-dekoaeahaecmiahhea 99.11 8.95 34.87 
l - 27 .92 8.95 35.50 | 10.77 
} 
Gallery-practice cartridges, caliber .22, estimated cost of manu 
at Frankford Ar ineluding admi rative expenses, 51.54 5 
Gallery-preactice cartridges, caliber purchased, $1.60 per 1. 
Cartri s ha been purchased from the following coneerns 
ches Repeating Arms Co., New Haven, Conn.; Peters Cartrid 
Cincinnati, Ohio; Western Cartridge Co., East Alton, Ill. : Unic 
lic Cartridge Co Bridgeport, Conn.; United States Cartrid 
Lowell, M Robin Heod Ammunition Co., Swanton, Vt. 
T pri at these coneerns could be reduced if a quantity 
; that manufactured at the Government arsenal was manuf: 
thereat 
9. If any further information desired, it will be furnished 
request 
Respectfully Jno. T. THOMPSON, 


Lie tenant Colonel, Ordnance Department, U. 8S. Army, 
Acting Chief of Ordn 
Price list, two reports. 
FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, 
unanimous consent to insert a statement made by Cen. ) 
Crozier before the Committee on Appropriations relative 
expense of Government manufacture. I wish to put it th) 
that the House may have the benefit of the information. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York ask be 
unanimous consent to print in the Recorp the statemen! 
ferred to. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The matter is as follows: 
EXPENSE OF GOVERNMENT 


Inclosur 


Mr. 


es: 


in the same conn 






MANUPACTU RE. 















































Gen. Crozier. That fs the question of the expense of Government 
manufacture. There are other things that I might bring to your 
tion, but I will net stop to do so now. There is only one place I 
would like to speak of the cost of manufacture, though the m 
turing is not great in this bill, but some members of the cor 
know something about this place, so I thimk it would be appro ’, 
that is the Springfield Armory. I know it is a difficult matter 
‘ ryone that in stating the cost of Government manufact 
ire est is included. It is usually suspected that somethi 
overlooked or that some overhead charge or general eha 
paid out of another appropriation has been overlooked. 
izfeld Armory, where the great bulk of the manufacturing i 
cle artich namely, the infantry rifile—I have taken the pains to 
tain the value of everything that has been sent up to Springfield 
way of a resouree; that is, funds from the appropriation from 
the manufacture is carried on, clothing which is sent up tl 
kind fer the soldiers, rations which are sent up there in kind 
soldiers, commissary property, in the way of seales and vinegar 
and things of that sort, sent up there for the use of the soldi: 
s ) eve item of expense that can in any way be cha 
the Springfield Armory, whether it is in anyway connected w 
manufacture of the rifle or not. ‘Then I have added that all together so 
as to see what might be called an exaggerated cost of the riitle l 
ye—that Is, a superior limit of cost, which it certainly must be be 
and to see how much that would differ from my reported cost. 
As a result of such an effort, I find that there has been duri: e 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, expended at the Springfield A: 
for officers’ salaries $19,010, and I charged that all into the m 
ture, although it is not afl properly chargeable to manufacture, 
of the time of these officers is engaged in making issues of stores 
have to be issued to other people and whieh service would have 
be performed if we did not manufacture up there; the pay of ! 
listed men, $20,527.40; elothing allowance of enlisted men, $2,7 
rations of enlisted men, $5,165.88. This is not a very long list. 
duty pay, enlisted men, Subsistence Department, $107.10, that 
missary clerks; value of subsistence property received, like tl 
ind t things I spoke of, $18.78; value of medical stores 
$191.32, that is trrespective of whether used or not, ail the st 
ceived during the year; funds and property from the Quarter! 3 
Department, $4,491.60, those are funds which are utilized part y 
in the shop supplies which would have to be expended even if we 
manufacture anything; value of stationery which is sent from t : 
nan ffice here, $400; value of ammunition used in manufact 
$10,000, that is manufactured at Frankford m another 
on and used in the mannfacture of small arms; Ordnance |! 
funds, that means the funds sent up there for manufacturi 
and the funds sent up there for keeping the dings in 
$1,318,515.60 ; the interest on the value of the cturing 
‘r cent, this may be a little low and I am goi to revise 
3 per cent next year, : depreciation on machin 
buildings, 5 per cent for machinery) 1 per cent 1 yuildings, 
I » those are both a little low an m going to raise them he 
$5 3.68; the insurance cost to cover possible loss by fire, ete 
at 30 cents per hundred, which is about half the insurance 


That totals $1,477,839.17 





private imsurance companies, $5,532.74. 
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1 anything else that is properly chargeable, and I think it is | capacity the yards which it now owns for the manufacture of 
] s ; Army ordnance material? 

list of all the manufactures at the armory, quite a list, most Mr. SMITI — [1 tata + a Oat y 
rts of rifles, either complete or parts, and the value o I ITH of lowa. would not say that they are u 


1 at the price which I say it cost is $1,256,501.57 rh 
between these two sets of figures is $221,337.60, whicl 
, to receiving, issuing, storing, and accounting for 


it to the full capacity. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Why are they not? 

















1 kee up the place. I will give you the cost of manu Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think the chief reason is tl 
1 » idea that it is all charged to manufactures. Hav- | appropriations are not large enough. 
two figures, the ratio of one to the other would give the per- The Clerk read as follows: 
which : mus t increase all my reported manufacturing costs ae ; : : s 7 
know iat I would call the exaggerated cost, a cost they Phat all material purchased under the p1 
ibly come up to. That would still be a reasonable cost. | be of American manufacture, except in cases when, in the jud 
expenditures are thus 17.6 per cent above the value of the | 0! the Secretary of War, at is to the manifest int oF t 
ed product, and therefore if I add 17.6 per cent to my re- States to make purchases in limi ed q tl 1, Wi 
t every article manufactured up there I would get this | Shall be admitted free of duty. 
i cost which it must necessarily be below. Take the most Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Chairman, I want to make a point of 
rticle, the magazine rifle. My reported cost of that is $15, | .., inst that paragraph. 
id 17.6 per cent to that the cost would be $17.64. The again Li pi strap 2 s : 
that rifle must necessarily be less than that. I do not believe Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman from N 
ild be manufactured for t the Government by contract under | York that if he understands this provision I think he w 
$2 a .: more likely $25. ‘Take another article which is an be sod it It is existing law TY) hiect of 
i nt one, the bayonet. My repc ata cost of that is $1.90, and the | 9© @Pposed to at J8 existing law now Ahe ovJ uF 
x “d oak would be $2.23. section is largely to import matters for inspection and exp 
GILLES 4 x —  - . es ane ay ae rifle ? ment. For instance, if the War Department should hea: 
( CRroziER. is more than our le, though not as expensive a 7 ‘ ™ : Sf sere wie 
‘ to make. We make a telescopic-sight bracket for automatic- | S0Me Dew rifle in the world it would import that rit f 
rifles. My reported cost of that is $1.25, and upon this basis | Spection and experiment, as a method of keeping itself up w 
t would run up to $1.47. In other words, my reported prices, | the war departments of the world. It wants from time to ti) 
} re not always accepted because something has been omitted, | ;,\ 44 co. les. if I nw . vr : sitet 1 a 
t possibly be increased more than 17.6 per cent by any method import sampies, 11 may so express it, of various devices, a | 
ging anything that goes up there. those come in free. I think with that explanation the gentle: 


sMitH. What is the value of the plant? 
Crozier. $1,850,000. 


will not care to make a point of order. We have heretofor 
( . LA Prt “Avision! seems la ‘ he CGovernme Ine 
Mr. Surrn. As a matter of fact, no private producer could affora | Catried the provision. It seems idle when the Government does 












to run a plant on less than 6 per cent? not want to buy material abroad for national defense, but only 
( Crozier. That is true, because the private producer can not | wants the information to keep step with the progress of the 
money at less than 6 per cent. ‘orld in this regard that it should pay itself duti n samnl 

Mr. Surru. We can not borrow it at 2 per cent. world in this re gard tha At should pay 1ts¢ if duties on samples 
( Crozier. We can borrow it at 3 per cent. I said I was going} Mr. PAYNE. Does this bill provide for the building of fo. 
that. | tifications by contract? 

Mr. | ERALD. We have borrowed all we have use re at 2 : et a : 

ee aren we have used up there at 2 | Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman mean empla 
Gen. Crozier. Yes, sir. ; ments? 
j Mr. FirzGeraLp. In addition to being a manufacturing establishment Mr. PAYNE Any portion of it. 

this is als storage place? Sin GaeeeeE «dé tn. 1. : 

Gon, a a ae Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There are no new fortifications in the 
Mr. Fitz ALD. In stating this so-called exaggerated cost you have | United States contemplated in this bill. The ammunition is 

charged in all the —- ance and cond ene — that are encoun- | made here, and no one would advocate buying ammunition 

tered 1 account its being maintained as a storage a as aati a aad aa 

\ aa wafacturiog establishment? : ge place as well | abroad. This is simply a provision by which they may ke 

Gen, Crozier. Yes, sir; for storing and issuing. | informed. If a new process in fire control should be devised 
Mr. FitzGeraLp. Can you state what percentage of the cost of manu- | somewhere else, and it was desired to compare its operations 

facture your overhead charges are, using as a basis the two sets of 2 e m to see if ii ‘ovement has been made hev 1 

figur what percentage of the cost of the work done? with our own fo see if improvement has been made, they wou dl 
Ge Crozier. The overhead cost properly chargeable with the per- | make a small importation for the purpose of ascertaining that 
ntage of the officers’ pay and interest, which is properly chargeable fact 

to t manufacturing establishment as separate from the storage — : J 

feature of the establishment, is 18.7 per <a Mr. PAYNE. It was formerly the policy of the Government 


Mr. Firzcgeratp. How much is it, including all of the overhead and | to admit everything imported directly by the Government, or 
m nance charges? : rt ¢ > nse -ontracts for public works » the an 
Gen. Crozier. 17.5 per cent. I added what the factory cost is, 8.7 imported to be hoogco d — Cos on es or I a en ks by the « 
per cent, to get the cost which I generally report including the proper | tractors, free of duty. At the time the McKinley bill was un 


id charges. Now, to that cost which I generally report there | der discussion there was considerable discussion about that free 
should be added 17.5 per cent to get the exaggerated cost. » ma clai ‘ . j 71 tof} 
i b f » vas claimed, and the committee became satisfie 
Mr. FitzGERALD. What does that make the overhead charge? entry. It wa la d on 1 : a , - : fied, 
Gen. Crozier. The amount by which the factory cost, without any | that some of the importers were bringing in goods under that 
vet i charges should be increased in order to get the entire exag- | clause that were in fraud of the revenue. 


gerated cost would be 27.8 per cent. It was also claimed that advantage was taken by some i 
7 





FITZGERALD. They say in the Navy Department that the lowes : . . ° 

32 per cent? J os - rn porters, who are particularly well posted as to the law, in mal 
In other words, this total exaggerated cost would be | ing their bids and getting a little under, realizing they could 
cent over the cost which I have to pay for out of the appro- | ¢j,gim the exemptions from these duties because the materia 


FirzGeraLD. I do not see how you get those figures. If your | Was to be used in contract work, and for that reason in 1 





over 1 charges are 8.7 per cent and then to include all the other | McKinley bill—I am quite sure it was—we required the Gove 
ce uu have to add 17.6 per cent, how do you get it up to 27.8 per | ment to pay the duty on everything imported for the Gover 
Gen. Crozier. The first factory cost, which is the cost which I have | ment or for Government work; and I never have heard { 
a. a st the appropriation, includes a certain amount of overhead | propriety of that amendment to the law even questioned in 
: charges, il, and the pay of civilian superintendence, but it is the cost | any articular s! ry uc lislike to alk \ 
X - as I say. I have to pay for out of the appropriations you make iny parti ular. I should ve ry much dislike to a w { 


purpose. Now, I add to that the proper percentage of the pay | thing to be done that weakens that provi sion, and I think if 
rs and enlisted men, the depreciation, the charge for fire loss,| it is to be abrogated as the policy of the Govern 


-— ought to be made a general policy as to all imports for all 


nent if 


t a proper cost to the Government, and that addition is 8.7 


Mr. Fitzceratp. Is not that exaggerated in that you include the in- | Purposes and not have the duty taken away for a particul 


i 


teres _on your investment, which has been made not only for manufac. purpose. Of course it is just as easy for the Government to ] 





Z att 3 purposes, but the investment has been made for purposes entir¢ this duty for the importation of a sample as it is to purchase 
Gen. Crozter. In getting at the 8.7 per cent I take only the part of | Without the payment of duty. It amounts to only a sma 1) 
tment v hich i applies to the manufacturing purposes and tuke | of money in either event, and I have no doubt that there i 
the original cost of the establishment used as a storage piace, r s ‘arr he payme of t 

iin when I want to get at the exaggerated cost of my a eat enough appropriation in this bill to carry the payment of tl 


charging the issuing and storing to the manufactures, I have duty. 


~ A addition to the 8.7 per cent the total which I gave of sad Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me suggest to the gentleman that 
] me other figures with reference to some other manufactures, | th Government has been importing material 1 der this bill free 
but iI let them rest. ’!| of duty ever since the Mckinley law was enacted. Is it 1 
F M Pirzcer ALD. I suggest that you put in the record a statement | somewhat late to make that objection on this bill 
Gen. C1 oan kee rable light on the matter. Mr. PAYNE. Well, I freely confess to the gentleman that I 
; The Clerk read as follows: |} have not read all the appropriation bills that have 1 een passed 
I purchase, manufacture and test of ammunition for seacoast | the last few years, - ind especially the appropriation x r fol 
came . - including the necessary experime ants in connection ‘therewith, fications ; my attention has been attracted rather to the 
on machinery necessary for its manufacture at the arsenals | that was being done and the amount of money being appro} 
er ated for particular items, and I have not looked tbe bill through 
_wt. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out | carefully to see whether points of order should be made or 1 
a ‘ASC word in order to ask the chairman of the committee | Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I hope the gentleman will permit me to 
yal 





“er or not the Government is now utilizing to the full! offer him this suggestion: The appropriations have been pro- 
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posed upon this theory. I am not prepared to say whether 
the phraseology is such as to permit the payment of duties on 
Government purchases. In view of the long time this hus ex- 
isted, I suggest that he let this go this year, and then if he 
wishes to make the point at another time, to give notice that 
he will do so another year, and the committee can make up the 
bill with that suggestion in mind. For the gentleman to de- 
mand a change now, when the bill has been prepared on this 
theory, in accordance with the practice for several years, might 
very seriously embarrass the department. 

Mr. PAYNE. That might all be, and still, if this comes out 
and the wise gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol get 
notice of that fact, it will not take them long to solve the whole 
situation, even if we make a mistake here. 


Mr. MANN. Would they have jurisdiction to put in that 
amendment? 
Mr. PAYNE. I never knew an amendment to fail on an 


appropriation bill over there because of the fact of jurisdiction. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; that would be to insert in an appropria- 
tion bill an amendment affecting the raising of revenue—a 
tariff bill—which is clearly without their power. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Could they not hang a whole tariff bill 
upon that clause? 

Mr. PAYNE. If it went out on a point of order, they would 
have the right to appropriate whatever was necessary. 

Mr. MANN. To appropriate; yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Let me suggest to the géntleman from 
New York that I do not want to make it necessary for, much less 
encourage, the Senate to amend this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. How long has the gentleman been a member of 
this subcommittee? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 

Mr. PAYNE. During 
there? . 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will not say, because I am not posi- 
tive it has been there all of the time; but I will say that I 
know it is old law. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that 
this clause has not only been there ever since I have been on 
the committee, but has been the occasion twice of a fight on 
the floor of the House. I thought everybody in the House was 
perfectly familiar with it. It certainly has been fought up and 
down enough to be known to everybody. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the gentleman has found one conspicuous 
instance of ignorance on this subject. Mr, Chairman, in view 
of what my friend has suggested and in view of the fact that 
he is retiring to a position either higher or lower than that of 
a Member of Congress—and I am not exactly able to say 
which—and notwithstanding the speech of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, I am inclined to withdraw the point of order at this 
time, but to give notice I will renew it next year 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ duty,” in line 15, the following: 

* Likewise all supplies sent by the Government of the United States 
for the use and supply of the Army and Navy in the Philippine Islands 
shall be admitted free of duties by the Philippine Government.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against that amendment on the ground that it not 
germane, it is legislative in character and changes existing law. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, is 
in order, this one is in order. It is practically the same thing. 
It is utterly absurd to think this Government will continue to 
pay $200,000 a year to the Philippine Government for supplies 
of the Army and Navy sent over there. If you can exempt in 
this fortification bill the payment of duties by the Governnient 
here, we can certainly exempt the payment of duties by the 
Government in the Philippine Islands on its supplies sent by 
this Government over there. It simply means about $200,000 
more charged up to the support of the Army and Navy than 
should be, and we ought not to hang that burden on the Army 
and Navy. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is utterly improper, in my judg- 
ment, to make a radical change like this on the fortifications 
bill, which has nothing to do with this subject. 


Some eight years. 


all that time has this clause been 


is 


if the other amendment 


Mr. ANTHONY. It is on the same principle in this bill in 
which we exempt the Government from paying duties. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman is in error. One is 
simply for some trifling experimental materials—— 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is the same principle. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman now proposes we 


should take it away from the Philippine revenue when we do 
not know whether the Vhilippine Government can stand this 
loss of revenue or not. 


| 
| 


Mr. ANTHONY. If the Philippine Government can not st: nd 
it, why not put in a place where the people would know wha} 
they are doing. ’ 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Under the existing law we pay t! 
items out of the Federal Treasury and they go into the P! 
pine treasury. Now, he proposes to make a radical change ; nd 
save the $200,000, as the gentleman asserts, and take it opt 
of the Philippine revenues, and it is certainly not an ai l 
ment that should be on the fortifications bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The reason I offered the amendmen? y 
because one of the members of the Ways and Means (oy 
mittee objected to an amendment on the Army Dill a few weeks 
ago, and I do not see why the same language should n: 
in the fortifications bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman that was the first 
offense in reference to that, but, Mr. Chairman, there are oye 
or two distinctions here between this amendment to the tex; 
of the bill and the text of the bill itself. In the bill the clayse F 
simply exempts the articles purchased appropriated for in this 
bill. Now, it is certainly not germane to the text of the } 
to introduce here an amendment which exempts articles pur 
chased by the Government for another purpose. Aside fro 
that, the Philippine tariff provides that all of the revenue s 
go to the support of the Philippine Government and not into the 
Treasury of the United States, and it is not germane to amend 
a luw with reference to the revenues of the Treasury of the 
United States by an amendment with reference to the reve 
of the Philippine Islands. The cases are entirely dissimil:: 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman promise to bring in a 
measure and take this Government out of the ridiculous os 
tion of paying duties to itself in the Philippine Islands. I ¢! 
the gentleman owes it to us. ’ 

Mr. PAYNE. I will discuss at any time with the gentleman 
the question of whether the thing is ridiculous or not, but I will ’ 
not promise to bring in any revenue bill between this and the 
4th day of March from the Committee on Ways and Means and 
I will not promise that after that, Mr. Chairman, because I 
think that—well, I will not say what I think. Y 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendni 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 8, lines 11 and 12, strike out the words “in limited quant 


Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I quite understand the 
policy the gentleman referred to just now of buying articles of 
this kind in America. I agree that it is quite well ler 
ordinary circumstances and under usual conditions to do so. 


Ss 


s 


Ug 


But the exception he makes in the bill that he reports 
namely— 
Except in cases when, in the judgment of the Secretary of VW 


is to the manifest interest of the United States to make pur 
limited quantities abroad, which material shall be admitted free 

Now, if not only in limited quantities, but in large quaniities 
it seems the manufacturers, either by a combination 
themselves, agreement with each other, or in any other w 
charging such extortionate prices or furnishing such i 
coods that it is to the manifest interest of the United St 
mike purchases abroad, then the Secretary of War ought 
it, end he ought not to be required to do it in “ limited « 
* only, to use the language of the bill. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. How do the words “ 
quar affect it in any way? 

Mr. HARDWICK. It narrows the discretion of the S: 

War, and it increases the advantage of the domes 
ducer and manufacturer and contractor with the 
It increases his opportunity to charge a larger price 
furnish an inferior article, because he has no practical « 
tion with the balance of the world. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Do the words “in 
quantities,” as the gentieman understands them, app); 
amount produced by the manufacturers, or the amount | 
by the Government? 

Mr. HARDWICK. It applies to the amount of purcha-s 
the Secretary of War may make abroad, even when he |) 
it the manifest interest of the United States G 
ment, possibly, to make more. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I think if the 
War wanted to buy all he could use, he could do it und 
section. 


Mr. HARDWICK. 


ties 
in 


tities ” 


of 


Gove! 


is to 


Secr 


Then this amendment could do no 


for the reason that the Secretary of War is informed |! 
bill, what we all agree to without party division, tha! 
the correct American policy to buy all things under ordinal 
in 


cumstances and under usual conditions America, and els 
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‘f this kind to produce these things, so that the country 


self-sustaining in time of war. But at the same time, 
irman, it is wrong for these men to take advantage 
United States, and wherever it is for the manifesi 
of the United States to make these contracts abroad, 


Government ought to be permitted to do it, even in 
quantities. 


ted 
for instance, in the hearings on this bill you will find 





6 that Col. Burr said that the searchlights purchased 
‘formerly inferior and probably a larger price charged 
than should have been charged. He got authority to 
some of them abroad, and immediately the American 


turers improved the quality of the article that was 

hed, and the best results were obtained from this provi 

t allowed him to purehase these searchlights abroad. 

it is true in one instance, it may be true and it ought 

ie in a great many more instances, and all I am asking 

I s amendment to strike out the words “in limited 

so as to broaden the discretion given to the Secre- 

ar and to enable him to protect the Government and 
. better article at a lower price. 

BURKE of Pennsylvania rose. 
HARDWICK. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


Mr. BurRKE]}. 


is 


\\ 


BURKE of Pennsylvania. Does not the amount appro- 

| compel the Secretary of War to buy all of these articles 
l quantities? 

HARDWICK. I do not know 
5,000,000 carried in this bill. 
a limited quantity. 

FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harp 

remember that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

rom Pittsburg. [Laughter.] 

HARDWICK. And $5,000,000 looks small to him, but 
a man that comes from Georgia. 

BURKE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Georgia 

large to me. 

HARDWICK. There ought not to be a dispute between 


about that. There are 
It depends on what you 


: 
look 


us question of that kind. 
BURKE of Pennsylvania. It seems to me the appropria- 
P self dees limit the amount of these articles which the 
Ss ry of War is able to buy, and therefore the words “ in 
li 1 quantities” in the last paragraph do not mean any- 


SHERLEY. May I suggest this: That whatever may be 
retical construction, the department has always consid- 
is a prohibition upon any purchases save in limited 

HARDWICK. As the gentleman said just now, it meant 

th uld only buy a small quantity, and to strike out these 

' will give the Seeretary a broader power, which he will 

» unless the Government is being cheated or overcharged 

ntly served. 

BUTLER rose. 

HARDWICK. 
Mr. ButTier}. 
BUTLER. I understand if these words are stricken from 
tl ‘agraph the Secretary of War may, if he sees fit, buy 
eve ng abroad that is provided in this bill. : 

Mr. HARDWICK. Undoubtedly. 
lr. BUTLER. Does not that smack a little of free trade? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I do not know what the gentleman thinks 
é that; but, so far as that is concerned, I think the Govern- 
ment of the United States ought to buy all of its material 
v er it can buy it the cheapest, especially if the difference 
in cost is considerable. 

BUTLER. Without any duty of any kind? 
HARDWICK. Yes; without any duty of any kind. 


r 


ie 


I yieid to the gentleman from Pennsy] 





' 


. . . } 
our citizens and our own enterprises engaged in busi- 


| that it is correct policy to buy our munitions of war 
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Mr. HARDWICK. Not necessarily in all eases; if the 
difference were small, it might not be so 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman | “id. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman's 
time be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, the time of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HArpWIcK] will be extended five 
minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Then, would the Secretary of War take into 
consideration, in determining whether it was to the manifest 
interest of the United States, the desirability of manufacturing 


in the United States rather than abroad? 
Mr. HARDWICK. I think the Secretary should take that 
question into consideration to some extent. 
Mr. MANN. 
Mr. 


Then it does not amount to anything, does it? 


HARDWICK. Yes; it does: bec: hile we all agree 
at home, 


yet where an excessive 


N<e 
use W 


other things being any way near equal, 


price is sought to be charged by our home people, or an inferior 
article furnished, then we ought to buy abroad 

Mr. MANN. If I were Secretary of War and that provision 
was put in as the gentleman has it, I should buy the articie 
abroad if it could be brought abroad more cheaply than at 
home, because Congress had directed me to do it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman not believe that the 
Secretary would be obliged to purchase the articles in this 
country—uniless the Secretary believed that whoever was fur 
nishing the articles was trying to take advantage of the Goy- 
ernment—because of the manifest advantage it would be to the 
Government to have the facilities for manufacture developed 


} 





and retained in this country? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. tut that is something that can not be 
measured, and the executive officer who attempts to measure 
that lays himself open to the strongest kind of criticism 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yet if the gentleman will reeall it, the 


provision that Congress puts into this bill vests that discreti 
in the Secretary. 
Mr. MANN. You mean the provision as to limit 


Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. The discretion would still be lodg 
in the Secretary. 
Mr. MANN. The executive officer would have no discretion 
because it is to the manifest interest of the Government to 


e BOBER ’S. Does not that apply to the individual also, 
iI ie gentleman’s standpoint? 
r HARDWICK. Yes; certainly. 
MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
; HARDWICK. Yes. 
F MANN, The gentleman stated that he believed in the 
having the Government manufacture, or in having 
ired within our own confines, all the munitions of war 
HARDWICK. Yes, 
M \NN But under the amendment would not the Sec- 
War be obliged to purchase all articles abroad that 
‘ purchase there more cheaply than at home, because 
rot be to the manifest benefit of the United States 
ise them abroad if he could purchase them more | 
TO d, rather than at home, where they would cost a 





svi 





buy in the cheapest market it can buy in, so far as that side of 


it is concerned. 





Mr. HARDWICK. That is but one consideration only. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is the only consideration that the Gov 
ermmuent officer ought to take inte considerati and if he takes 
into consideration any other matter it amounts to nothing. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield to 1 for an- 
other questi mn? 

Mr. MANN. Yes 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Ordnance Bureau obtains la ap- 
propriations under the Army appropriation act for the pur 
ehase of similar Army materials, and there is no ! 
tion in that bill as there is in this one, and still the department 
continues to spend the meney in this « 

Mr. MANN. But in that case there no ch d \ 
coupled with that diseretion 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Without any direction, is it not the dut 
of executive officers to expend the money appropriated for the 
bureaus in that manner which will be manifestly for the best 
interests of the Government’? 

Mr. HARDWICK. And supplementing the question, wl LN 
is there that requires the Secretary to buy in this country only 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The tariff itself is a restraint upon 
buying abroad. 

Mr. MANN. You propose to put a provision in here prac 
tically directing him to buy abroad if he can buy cheaper, with 
out any tariff on the articles purchased 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, 

Mr. MANN. That is what it says. The gentleman may con- 
| strue it to mean something else 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. The genileman is not quite fu 


formed on the subject. 


Mr. MANN. I do not profess to have the knowledge on the 
subject that the committee | but the gentleman will find 
that there has been nothing in the hearings on the subject of 
the amendment offered by the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD It has been discussed ‘re in ot] 

} years, time after time. 
" Mr. MANN. That is like the statement that this importat 
business had been discussed on the floor. I am si fied it} ‘ 
has been. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The statement was de that the para 
graph has not been discussed. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the paragraph has been discussed. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. It is assumed that at least the leading 
men on that of the House are familiar with the pro- 
visions of paragraphs that have been discussed. 

Mr. MANN. I think the recollection of the gentleman who 
made the statement is far better than the recollection of the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think not. 

Mr. SHERLEY. On two occasions I made the exact motion 
now made by the gentleman from Georgia on this floor and dis- 
cussed this matter, and the gentleman from Iowa will bear me 
out in that, and he will bear me out in the further statement 
that the hearings on several occasions—at least two occasions— 
have contained several pages of discussions as to the value, 
from the standpoint of the Army officer, of the Government 
being able to buy abroad. 

Mr. MANN. I do not controvert that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Just two years Gen. Crozier was 
testifying before the Committee on Fortifications, and this tran- 
spired : 

Mr. SHERLEY 


side 


ago 


With regard to other purchases than powder abroad, 
do you make any of those at all except for the purpose of getting some 
special kind or piece of armament that is not manufactured in this 
country ? 

Gen. 


Crozier. We generally do not make them at all. An instance 
in which we made the largest purchase abroad occurred about four 
years ago, when we bought some $500,000 worth of field guns. It 


is not quite accurate to say that we bought them abroad, because they 
were made abroad according to our drawings and specifications, just 
as they would be made at home. The principal reason we did that was 
because at that time things were booming in this country and our 
people were loaded up, and we could not get any more from our people 
until after a long time; the delays in delivery were very great, and as 
the guns were new and we wanted to get some at once we placed this 
order abroad—in Germany—for 50 guns. 


In my opinion the United States should have facilities within 
this country to furnish all of the munitions of war necessary 
for the proper defense of the country; and still there may be 
times, either because of combinations which may attempt to 


to ask the gentleman whether or not there has ever been 


| complaint before his committee that the $2.50 a day was 
| sufficient? 


impose unreasonable charges upon the Government for materials, | 


or because of the situation described by Gen. Crozier, when 
the business conditions will be such that manufacturing estab- 
lishments will be so occupied with other work that materials 
that are imperatively needed can not be obtained. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And that of itself would very much in- 
crease the price, would it not? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Undoubtedly. Under such conditions 
it might be advisable to purchase not only in limited, but in 
large quantities abroad. I am in perfect accord with the gen- 
tleman from Iowa as to the desirability of having in this coun- 
try the necessary facilities, and I am quite sure that there is 
not much excuse for putting the prohibition upon the depart- 
ment against purchasing abroad in large quantities when it is 
desirable. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiru] states, however, that 
the appropriations carried in another bill, to be expended for 
similar purposes, are in a different category, in that there is a 
restriction upon the power of the Government to make such 
purchases abroad, because the duty must be paid upon such 
articles. 

I am not so sure that even a good protectionist would find it 
easy to defend the policy which will permit the use of the 
tariff for the purpose of keeping up prices to the Government 
itself. It is justified in so far as the people of the country are 
concerned, but in matters which are imperative for the defense 
of the country the department should be fairly free to obtain 
whatever munitions of war are required wherever they can be 
had best and the most quickly. I doubt very much the wisdom 
of retaining in this bill the words which the gentleman from 
Georgia suggests should be stricken out. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This is the Sandy Hook provi 
gentleman is speaking about? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. It is on page 9, beginning line 12 

For the payment of the necessary expenses of the board, i: 
a per diem allowance to each officer detailed to serve thereon, 
employed on duty away from his permanent station, of $2.50 a « 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 


There has been no complaint. 
They seem to be perfectly satis! 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They seem to be perfectly sit 1, 
and we are not stirring up anything where they are satistied. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. My purpose in making the ing S 
that the post-office bill ever since I have been here has « i 


$4 a day for the per diem of inspectors when absent from t 
place of business. I thought for a long time it was too i 
and I have arrived at the conclusion that if the Army ot! 
are satisfied with $2.50 a day these other people ought 
satisfied with that amount. 

Mr. HAY. The Army officer gets a mileage. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
mittee rise and report the bill to the House with a fa 
recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee determined to rise; and the S) 
having resumed the chair, Mr. STertine, Chairman of the ( 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bil! H. R. 
82865, the fortification bill, and had instructed him to { 
it to the House without amendment, with the recommen: 
that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Smitu of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. , 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I move thot the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (Il. i 
32866) making appropriations for the Diplomatic and Consular 
Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912. Pending that, 


I ask unanimous consent that general debate in the committee 
be limited to two hours, one half to be controlled by r:yself 
and the other half by the gentleman from Virginia |M: 
FLoop]. 

Mr. MANN. Do we need two hours’ general debate? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I could cut my side down to half 
an hour. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I have promised 
hour on this side, and I hope we can agree on that time 

Mr. MANN. Is it understood that we run through this | 
to-night? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. To-night. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’ from Vermont moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole Hous 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the dip! 
and cousular appropriation bill, and pending that he asks wnan 
mous consent that general debate be limited to two hou 


| half to be controlled by himself and one-half by the geu! 


I say that with some | 


hesitation, because I have given considerable attention to the | 


subject, and there are unquestionably two sides to it. It seems 


to me, however, in view of the statement made by the Chief of | 


the 
times the necessity for the authorization to be given here, that 
we should not hesitate to make the change. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
repeatedly discussed in this Congress, and I ask for a vote. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
tleman from Georgia. 
The question was taken; and on a division 
Mr. Harpwick) there were 15 ayes and 41 noes. 

So the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word for the purpose of asking a question. I see the 
bill, on page 9, provides for a per diem of $2.50 a day for 
officers when away from their place of business. I would like 


(demanded by 


sSureau of Ordnance favoring this policy, pointing out at | 


Mr. Chairman, this matter has been | 


from Virginia. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Accordingly the committee resolved itself into Comm 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Moo I 
Pennsylvania in the chair. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I ask un: s 
consent that the first reading of the bill be omitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I yield 25 i s 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Parsons]. 

Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Chairman, the House of Repres: 


| has little to do with negotiating treaties, but has an eq! 
The question is on the motion of the gen- 


with the other branch of Congress in terminating trea! I 
desire to say something in behalf of the resolution that | 
introduced, House joint resolution 284, which calls for the 
nating of the treaty between this country and Russia, n 
1832, and which reads as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That it is, and always has been, a fundamen! 
ciple of this Government that the rights of its citizens shall n 
paired at home or abroad because of religious belief; that this © r 
ment concludes its treaties for the equal protection of all classes *! ''~ 
citizens, without regard to religious belief; that this Governme! 
not negotiate nor be a party to any treaty which discriminates, or \ 
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of the parties thereto is construed to discriminate, between 
n citizens on the ground of religious belief; that the Govern- 
Russia has violated the treaty between the United States of 


and Russia concluded at St. Petersburg December 18, 1532, by 
that part of article 1 thereof which says that the inhabit- 
e respective States “shall be at liberty to sojourn and reside 
atsoever of said territories in order to attend to their 
shall enjoy to that effect the same security and pro- 
es of the country wherein they reside, on condition of 
to the laws and ordinances there prevailing, and par- 
to the regulations in force concerning commerce,’ to mean 
\merican citizens of Jewish faith are in Russia to the 
restrictions that Russia imposes upon Russian inhabitants 
sh faith, by lining to permit American citizens of Jewish 
journ and reside in Russia in order to attend to their affairs 
enjoy to that effect the same security and protection as non- 
native Russians, and by refusing to honor American passports 
American citizens of Jewish faith; that in the judgment of 
ss the said treaty, for the reasons aforesaid, ought to be 
the earliest possible time and be no longer in force; and 
end the President be, and he hereby directed to 
the Government of Russia that the treaty aforesaid will 
upon the expiration of the year 











is 


l 


bmitting 


subject 
Ss 
ae 


‘ ure 
d at 
this is, 


and be of no force and effect 
\ hall commence after the date of such notification. 





reason why that treaty should be terminated in my opin- 
stated in the resolution, and is because Russia has not 
{ d her part of the treaty. This is our principal treaty 
with Russia and it was made in 1832. Article I of that treaty 
les that: 


shall be between the territories of the high contracting parities 

al liberty of commerce and navigation, the inhabitants of 

t espective States shall mutually have liberty to enter the ports, 
ind rivers of the territories of each party, wherever foreign 


e is permitted. They shall be at liberty to sojourn and reside 
parts whatsoever of said territories, in order to attend to their 
and they shall enjoy, to that effect, the same security and pro 
as natives cf the country wherein they reside, on condition of 
nitting to the laws and ordinances there prevailing, and par 

y to the regulations in force concerning commerce. 


" The general rules of interpretation with regard to treaties 
are well known and well settled by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. Mr. Justice Field in Geofroy against Riggs (133 


U. S., p. 271) says: 
. : ‘ ’ 
; It 1 general principle of construction with resnect to treaties that 
t ll be liberally construed, so as to carry out the apparent in 
t n of the parties to secure equality and reciprocity between them. 
As t are contracts between independent nations, in their construc 
t words are to be taken in their ordinary meaning, as understood 
‘ in the public law of nations, and not in any artificial or special sense 
ed upon them by local law, unless such restricted sense is 
( ' intended. And it has been held by this court that where a 
tre dmits of two constructions, one restrictive of rights that may 
— under it and the other favorable to them, the latter is to be 
preferred, 
But despite this article, which provides for reciprocal liberty 
01 umerce, Russia declines to admit within her borders a 
portion of American citizens. She construes that article 
eutitle her to exclude from Russia members of the Jewish 
faith, even though they are American citizens, and even though 
they have American passports. Her construction and her prac- 


tice are in plain violation of the treaty, and place us in a posi- 
t where, instead of a treaty which we thought would safe- 
the fundamental rights of American citizens, we have a 
ty that is so construed by Russia that it violates one of the 
precious of the fundamental principles of our country, 
! ly, the principle that the rights of American citizens 
not be impaired at home or abroad because of religious 


- il 


Te have repeatedly complained against the construction that 
: 1 has put upon this treaty. We cemmenced to complain 


mea ery first time Russia interpreted it in her own way. Away 
r, a i ISG7 the State Department remonstrated. At that time 
mar. s M. Clay, our minister to Russia, wrote to Mr. 
Westmann, representing Russia, a letter in regard to Mr. 
R raus, in which, among other things, he said that he 
wl wins 
Be Straus was a Jew, but as all religions alike are tolerated 
ted st tes, the United States claims equal protection for all 
Ss, Without regard to religious principles. 
_ ecretary of State Evaris, in 1880, wrote to our minister to 
AN Mr. Foster: 
; re sufficiently well informed of the liberal sentiments of this 
receive that whenever any pertinent occasion may arise its 
Pe) always be in complete harmony with the principle of 
as all rights and privileges to American citizens without dis 
1 on account of creed. 
Mr Foster, our minister, conveyed that information to the 
resentative of Russia, saying: 


1 the foundation of the United States as a nation the Jews have 


= titled to the full and unrestricted privileges of citizens, and have 
‘ . vemseives to be peaceable and law-observing in their conduct, 


istrious in their habits, 
hunity, so that in so 
gn Jews from Russia 


and are esteemed a valuable portion of the 
far as the regulations for the expulsion of 
affect American citizens, whatever may be 





vive | 
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the conduct of their coreligionists of this or other countri t fs an 
unjust reflection upon American J $ a class and a d 1 
which can not be acquiesced in by my Government. 


Secretary Evarts again stated our position in a | 





Foster in 1881: 

In your presentation of the facts \ ld ss 
that we ask treaty treatment for ou . ved s > 
they are Jews, but because they are Ai ins 

* > *. > > ” . 

This Government does not know, or inquire, the 1 i Ar i 
can citizens it protects. 

Mr. Blaine, as Secretary of State, wrote to our min I 

I need hardly enlarge on the point that the Gover t of t l ed 
States concludes its treaties with foreign States for the ¢ 
tion of all classes of American citizer It can 1 | ‘ ‘ ely no 
discrimination between them, whatever be their origin or creed 

And his words were conveyed to the Russinn Government. 
In one of his letters Secretary Blaine said, in reply to a com 
munication from our minister: 

This note requests that Mr. Kutner shall answer certain 1 
tories concerning his life and past history, among the ne as tot 
religion professed by him In con\ ng the ir y t] l l 
foreign office to Mr. Kutner this department fo 1 it f un ) 
terrogate him as to the religion pre sed by hi uch a ( 
stitution of the United States prohibits the applica n of any! zious 
test whatever in reference to citizens of the United States 

Similar statements were made by Secretary of State Olney 
and by Secretary of State Hay. We have had negotiations 
with Russia for years endeavoring to secure a modification of 


construe if 
be treated 


under 
citizens 


could 
American 


Russia no 


all 


the treaty so that 
otherwise than that 
alike. 

Numerous resolutions have passed the House of Representa- 
tives on this subject. The first was passed as long ago as 1879, 
and in it the House said that— 


pretense 


should 





rhe rights of the citizens of the United States should not be in paired 
at home or abroad because of religious belief, and that if xisting 
treaties between the United States and Russia be found, as al d, to 
discriminate in this or any other particular as to any other class of our 


citizens the President is requested to take immediat action to have 


the treaty so amended as to remedy this grievance 

We passed a resolution on this subject again in 1882, again 
in 1883, in 1884, in 1890, and in 1902, and the Senate in 1902 
passed a resolution calling, as those others did, for information 
as to discriminations practiced by Russia against American 
Jews. In 1964 we went further in the resolution passed by this 
House, the original of which had been introduced by my col- 
league from New York [Mr. Go.iprocLte]. We requested the 
President to renew negotiations so that we could have a treaty 
which would eliminate all chance of any h discrimination 
as that which Russia has practiced. 


su 


In 1909 the Congress passed a joint resolution directing the 
President to renew negotiations so as to have the discriminations 
ited and abolished, and yet nothing has been accom- 


elimin: 
plished. 
Mr. HARRISON. 
Mr. PARSONS. 
Mr. HARRISON. 


Will my colleague permit? 
Certainly. 

Is my colleague aware of the fact that the 
resolution of 1909, when it was first introduced by Mr. 
FOGLE, contained, in section 2, substantially the same provisions 
as those contained in the resolution of the himself 
now pending and of which I am very much in favor, and that 
that etion was stricken out by the Committee Foreig 
Affairs? And I have no doubt the gentleman j in the hope 
that his resolution will now be adopted and place the matter 
where it should have been two years ago. 


(,OLD- 


gentleman 


S\ on 


LTS Tie 


Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to have the sug 
gestion offered by my colleague, but, as I recall the resolution 


of mv colleague [Mr. GoLpFocLe], it stated that if certain things 
should not happen, then he wished the treaty terminated. Now, 
mv resolution does not contain any i ee iys the treaty 
should be terminated now. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman is correct, and I agree with 
him. 

Mr. PARSONS. IT am very glad to hear mv colleague does. as 
I knew he would. We have talked, we have passed resolutions, 
we have had diplomatic correspondence, and nothing has been 
accomplished, so that if we mean what we have said—— 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PARSONS. Yes. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Does the gentleman think that the 


President and the State Department are not carrying out the 
instructions of the resolution of 1909? 

Mr. PARSONS. I think they have endea vi red to do so, yes; 
I know they have, but they have been unsuccessful, and I very 
much fear they will not be successful, 
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Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I would like to know where the 
gentleman gets the information that the department has been 
unsuccessful in the negotiations? 

Mr. PARSONS. Where I get the information? I have read 
the correspondence in the State Department; that is where I 
get it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will my colleague permit an 
additional suggestion? To-day native-born American Jewish 


gentlemen are all denied the Russian vis¢ on an American pass- 


port, and if the State Department had been successful that 
would not be the situation 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. The gentleman says he gets the in 
formation from the State Department that it has been unsuc- 
cessful—from the correspondence of the State Department. 

Mr. PARSONS. Yes, 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Is that correct? 

Mr. PARSONS. Yes. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Does that correspondence show 
that fact? 

Mr. PARSONS. It shows that nothing has been accomplished, 
and it does not indicate that there is likely to be anything 


accomplished 
Mr. AUSTIN. I 
York 
Mr. PARSONS. That is my view of the correspondence that 
I have read with some care. 
Mr. AUSTIN. What explanation or excuse does the Russian 
Government give for this treatment of American citizens? 
Mr. PARSONS. It claims that this last clause of Article I: 
That 


wish to the gentleman from New 


‘ l- 
asK 


citizens of the other party shall have the right to travel and 
sojourn on condition of their submitting to the laws and ordinances 
there prevailing 

subjects the American Jews to the restrictions imposed by 
Russia upon Russian Jews. I think Russia has gone so far 


that she takes the position that she can pass any internal law 
she wishes, excluding anybody. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Is it not a 
applying for a passport the State Department 


fact that when 
rather advises 


the American Jew who applies for a passport not to go to 
Russia ? 

Mr. PARSONS. It gives him a passport, but it tells him he 
will get no benefit from it. If he goes to the border of Russia 
he is turned back. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Do you think that is carrying 
out the act of 1909 for the department, instead of carrying out 
the act, to try to evade it? 

Mr. PARSONS. I think the department in that case acts 
with every consideration to the American Jew trying to go to 
Russia. He can not go to Russia unless his passport is properly 
vis¢ed. Unless he can get his passport viséed by the Russian 
consul, or some representative of Russia having authority in 
the matter, he can not enter Russia. And one of the questions 

“ What is your 


asked him when he goes to get his passport is, 

religion?” And if he says it is that of a Jew, then for one 
reason or another, which may be given, he does not get his pass- 
port viséed. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Nor gets the protection he is 
entitled to as an American citizen traveling abroad? 

Mr. PARSONS. That is correct. gut the State Department 
has helped him as much as Russia will permit it to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I wish to understand this. Do I 
stand that the Russian Government refuses to visé a 
carried by any Jewish citizen of the United States? 

Mr. PARSONS. It The question of expatriation is not 
involved. It does not depend on whether the Jew was originally 
a native of Russia who has been naturalized here. One of the 
very first cases that arose was that of a native of Wurttemberg, 


under- 
passport 


does, 


who had become naturalized Ameriean citizen and then had 
gone to Russia. It applies to all native-born Jews. 

Mr. HAMMOND). Is there any case in which a native Amer- 
ican has been refused admission to Russia? 


Mr. PARSONS. Yes; if he is a Jew. It applies to all alike. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If my colleague will permit me, 
L have gone myself to the Russian Embassy in Washington in 
behalf of a native-born American of the Jewish faith and asked 
to have the passport visGed, and it was refused because the 
Russian law prevents the entrance into Russia of persons of the 
Jewish faith. It is not a question of religion entirely - 


Mr. AUSTIN. What is the basis of that exclusion? 
Mr. BENNET of New York. It is based on religion. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I want to say to the gentle- 


man from Minnesota [Mr. HAMMoNnpD] that there have been 
cases coming under my observation where they have advised 
Jews who are native Jews not to go to Russia, although they 
were furnished with a passport. 


Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Chairman, when the Federal Constitn 
tion was adopted we placed in it as a part of paragraph 3 of 
Article VI a provision that— 

No religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any oili 
or public trust under the United States. 

That was a broad statement of our principle of freedom of 
religious belief and our principle of toleration. But even that 
was not sufficient, and when the Constitution was submitted 
to the several States a number of them asked that there b 
corporated in it further provisions in regard to religious fr 
dom, and the result was the adoption of the first amendment 
the Constitution, which provides that— 

Congress shall make no law respecting the establishment of 
or permitting the free exercise thereof. 

George Wa 


shington, the anniversary of whose birth we 
brate to-day, 


said: 

The liberty enjoyed by the people of these States of wors 
Almighty God agreeably to thei not 
choicest of their blessings, but also of their rights 





¢ consciences is only amon 
Liberty of religious belief is a well-established, fundam 
and precious right of the American citizen as an American cit 
Whether by terminating this treaty we will soon secure a 
treaty which will in terms prevent Russia from so discrimi 
ing I know not, but I believe that we owe it to this fundanx 
principle of religious toleration, of the equality of all Ame 
citizens before the law, without regard to their religious belie 
to terminate a treaty an article of which 
for discriminating against some 
their religious belief. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from N 
York [Mr. Parsons] if the Russian Government excludes 
other race of people? , 


is used as author 
Americans on the 


ground 


Mr. PARSONS About that I do not knew; but it also « 
cludes missionaries, both Protestant and Catholic. I have | 


I 


a letter signed by the secretary to the Roman Catholic bis 

of Scranton, Pa., acknowledging the receipt of an address di ; 
ered upon this subjecf by Mr. Louis Marshall, of New \ 

and in this letter the bishop's secretary writes: 


The right reverend bishop wishes me to say that he is in 
accord with the movement started by your committee. It was or 
year and a half ago that he himself was prohibited from ent 
Russia for only a two days’ visit. As you no doubt know, Cat 


priests in general are prohibited from entering Russia. 
movement every success. 


He wishes } 


This, therefore, is not simply a Jewish question. The J 
are not the only people who are discriminated against. ‘| 
clergy of all denominations are discriminated against, and 1 
has not been a recent matter. The first case of discrimi 
against an American clergyman occurred some 27 years : 

tut, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish the committee to 
stand that I appeal for the termination of the treaty on 
ground that Russia discriminates against the Jews, or Cat! 
or Protestant clergy. I make the appeal on the grounds 1 
Russia, in violation of and by misconstruction of the tr 
discriminates against some American citizens, and that « 
American citizen, no matter what his religion, has as much 1 
to the protection of our laws here and as much right to pr 
tion under our treaties abroad as any other American cit 
and that we should not enter into or any longer retain a tr 
that does not secure to all American citizens equal treatm 
without regard to their religious beliefs. 

We have rid ourselves of many forms of persecution. We 
longer burn witches. We no longer have slavery. But we 
have, as one of the foulest blots upon our civilization, a p! 
dice against the Jews—virulent in some European countries 1 
or less at all times, and particularly so at some times. IF 
nately it has never expressed itself here in the form of per 
eution. 

On the contrary, whenever such persecution has occurred 


foreign countries we have protested and extended our i 
pathy to the unfortunate victims. We view this anti-S: 


prejudice from several vantage points. This anti-Semitic fe 
is sometimes claimed to be based upon religion, but her 
religions are free. Sometimes it is claimed to be based upon r 
but here we have people of many races. Sometimes it is clain 
that it is justified for economic reasons, but here we have 
country of great possibilities. Sometimes in European « 
tries it is based upon the principle of nationalism, on the cla 
that the Jews do not assimilate with the other people of t 
country. But here we have had the Jews since 1655, when the 


first colony settled in the city of New York, and no people ha\ 
more right to feel themselves Americans, to feel what it mea 
to live in a land of liberty, than have the descendants of thos 
Portuguese Jews who, exiled from Europe and South Ameri 
even, landed in New York some 250 years ago. 


To no people 
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more than to them is this the “sweet land of liberty,” “land | 
of” their “ pilgrims’ pride,” “land where their fathers died.” 
\nd it is a well-known fact that Jews on coming to America 
variably become patriotic citizens. Statistics show that in 
every war that we have had the Jews have done more than 
their share in support of the war. In every fight for good citi- 
zenship they have done their share. In the way of philanthropy 
they have done their full share, In the city of New York they 
have been true to the obligation placed upon them by the Dutch 
West India Co. when, in spite of the opposition of Gov. Stuyve- 
sant, it decided “upon a certain petition made by said Portu- 
uese Jews, that they should have permission to sail to and 
le in New Netherlands and to live and remain there, pro- 
vided the poor among them shall not become a burden to the 
pany or the community, but be supported by their own 
nation. 
Grover Cleveland said at the celebration of the two hundred 
d fiftieth anniversary of the settlement of the Jews in the 
United States: 


I know that human prejudice, especially that growing out of race 
( religion, is cruelly inveterate and lasting. But wherever in the 
v d prejudice against the Jews still exists, there can be no place 
f it among the people of the United States, unless they are heedless 


dd faith, recreant to the underlying principles of their free gov 

nt, and insensible to every pledge involved in our boasted equality 
of tizenship. 
1 our great Republic, therefore, is placed the responsibility 
of leading the world in proclaiming and guaranteeing the rights 
If not here, where else is the world to learn that all 
should be equal before the law? Not in the older coun- 
s, not in monarchies where privilege and caste and prejudice 
have existed for years and years, but in this New World, where 
politically all men are equal and which is still the land of 
golden opportunity. 

In abrogating this treaty, in insisting that all American citi- 
zeus are equal before the law, we will also have the privilege 
of placing our stamp of disapproval upon the anti-Semitic 
prejudice that exists in other countries and of again proving 
that this, the great Republic, is still ready to lead in the fight 
for the rights of man. 

What are the objections urged against the termination of the 


of man. 


treaty? Some ask what will happen to the rights of other citi- 
zeus. They will be unaffected. They will be admitted if 
Russia’s internal laws allow it; and, under the construction 


Russia has placed upon the treaty, that is the only ground on 
hich they are now admitted. Commercially how will it affect 
Little security can there be in a treaty that Russia has 
sconstrued and misused she has this. The maximum 
ause of the Payne tariff law, which will compel Russia’s 
$10,000,000 of imports into this country to pay an extra 25 per 
t ad valorem duty, is a far stronger weapon than the sem- 
blance of obligation that Russia might recognize under this 
treaty. But neither the rights of other American citizens nor 
of commerce can equal or overcome the duty that we owe to 
ourselves to be true to our fundamental principle of religious 
erty. 
Every consideration that should appeal to an American de 
the termination of this treaty. Russia has not per- 
ed her treaty obligations, and therefore, in self-respect. we 
should terminate the treaty. Russia has discriminated against 
e American citizens, misusing the treaty as a justification, 
(| therefore we should terminate it. As misused by Russia, 


as 


ds 


treaty violates the fundamental American principle that the 
rights of all American citizens under the law are the same, 
whatever their religious beliefs, and therefore we should ter- 
l te it. And we owe it to our traditions as the great Re 
public that has ever upheld the rights of man to terminate a 
treaty which is misused to deny those rights to some men, and 
1 \merican citizens. [Applause.] 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia is recog 


Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. 


vroantlan 
ue Zentle 


Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes 
nan from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia 
is recognized for 10 minutes. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. 


oF 


[Mr. Bart 


Chairman, while other 


ers have been discussing the bill that is now before the 
ttee, I desire to submit a few observations on a subject 
shearer to us than the subject of our foreign relations or 


ters relating to them. 
[am a member of the Committee on Accounts, which has 
rily the charge of the disbursements from the contingent 
lof this House. For 16 years I have been a member of the 
ority of that committee, and have endeavored to discharge 
lay duty as a member of that committee faithfully. 
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The appropriation made for 1910 and 1911 for the miscellane- 
ous items of expense for the House of Representatives was 
$75,000 for each fiscal year. I want to call the attention of the 
House to certain facts with reference to that fund, so that when 
it becomes exhausted, as it has been and will continue to be, 
Members both of the majority and the minority will understand 
why it has thus become exhausted, and why it becomes nece 
sary to ask for an additional appropriation for the contingent 
fund of the House, in order that this House of Repr 
may not be charged with extravagance in the use of that fm 
a fund intended primarily, and should be so preserved, solely 
for the expenditure of money for carrying on the business of 
the House, and not, as it has been expended, for purposes for 
which, in my judgment, it ought not to be. We have a st 
upon this subject, to which I will call attention, passed in 1so2 





sentatin 


| which provides that appropriations made for the cor t ex 
penses of the House shall not be used for certain purposes 
That act provides: 
That hereafter appropriations made for contingent 
House of Representatives or the Senate shall al 
ment of personal services, except upon the express and spe 
zation of the House or Senate in whose behalf such sery 
dered. Nor shall such appropriations be used fo1 iv eX 
intimately and directly connected with th rf legislInt 
of either House of Congress, and th nting of ft 
shall apply the provisions of this graph in tl ttle 


counts of expenditures from said approp tions in¢ d f 
materials subsequent to the approval of this act 


There is another paragraph relating to the expenditure of 
this fund, which is as follows: 
No person shall be appointed or employed as a page in the service 





of the House of Representatives who is under 12 years « e than 
IS vears of age; but this provision shall not apply to chief paves, riding 
pages, and telephone pages 

The Clerk, Sergeant at Arms, Doorkeeper, and Postmaster s} mal 
cert te each month to their respective pay rolls, stating whe t 
persons named in such pay rolls and employed in their respective d 
partments have been actually present at their respective pla fad 
and have actually performed the services for which « i 
provided in said pay rolls, and in each case wher i s t i 1 
such pay roll has been absent and has not performed. the s: es in 
whole or in part for which payment is proposed, t reason rs 
absence and for sach nonperformance of services shall be stated 

The violation of any of the foregoing prov ns of law pon 
ascertainment thereof, be deemed to be cause for removal from off 

it shall be the duty of the Committee on A unts of i 
Representatives from time to time to inquire into the ent 1 t 
violation of any of the foregoing provisio of Ww ind t 
pose thev are hereby authorized to send for per ns and p ind t 
administer oaths; and they shall report to the.Hous t least 
every session their compliance with the duty herein imposed 


Yet this House has proceeded to pass resolution after resolu 
tion—the House, and not on any recommendation from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts—authorizing the expenditure of this fund 


for various purposes, until to-day we find that there has been 
expended out of it $65,378.49 for items of expense which oug 





not to be chargeable to that fund. I hold in my hand here a 
statement of the expenditures out of that fund for purposes for 
which it ought not to be expended, all done uncer auth ition 
of resolutions passed by the House. The committee finds itself 
absolutely helpless to resist the payment of these sums Se 
the resolutions of the House provide that these expendit 
shail be paid out of the contingent fund, and the law requires 
the disbursing officer of this House to pay these items on 
proval of the chairman of the committee conducting the est 
gation. At the suggestion of some members of the C 
on Accounts we have refused to pay some of these items, and I 
suppose we will continue to refuse, and resort will be 1 le to 
the House in order to have them paid 
I call attention to this statement, which is authe 
Niate ent shoring « rpe nditures from the conti 
/ expenses of special and select ¢ 
Nirty-first Congress; also for expen s of t 
the Revision of the Laws 
SHIP-SUBSIDY IN 
r} Select Committee to Investigate ¢ tain ¢ Hl 
Re ition No. 543, known as tl ly ir 
ated by resolution adopted by the H Mareh 29, 1910, and on April 
1, 1910, the House adopted the fo 
* Resolved, That the select committ poir t Ss ’ 
March 29, 1910, under House resolution 54 
thereof, be, and it hereby is, authori 1 to t n 
the Hlouse, to hav h printing 1 bir : 
in tl transaction of its busine to Iminister nd 
h clerical, n enger, id ste! I ! i t 
sary. All expenses hereunder shall paid on tl 
airman of the committ mut of t contingent fund 8 
ixpenditures on account of clerical, sten¢ phic, and 
senger service, fees and mileage of witn 3 sery 2 
peenas, and incidentals to F ee ;: Crt. SS 
I mated expenditures to end of session. 7 
| ae sain iain binalpal aiid 14 S 
INDIAN CONTRACTS I A 
rhe House adopted the fi wing r 1 J 1910 
* Resolved, That a committe cons f 
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| 
by the Spenker to in tigate all circumstances connected with certain | JOINT COOMMISSION ON REVISION AND CODIFICATION OF THE LAws 
contracts now iid to exist by and between J. F. McMurray, an attor- —" . ‘ a . 
1 McAlester, Okla r any other person or persons, and the | , This commission was originally a joint committee, created by tl 
( nd ¢ I Tribes of Indians of Oklahoma, or any member | '°/40Wing concurrent resolution : 
or members thereof, or any other of the Five Civilized Tribes, the | ,, /tesolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
Osage Indians, or any members thereof. this to include bribery, fraud That a joint special committee be appointed consisting of five Senator 
or at influen that may have been excrted on behalf of t to be appointed by the Vice President, and five Members of the Hou 
annr , . of the said contracts, or at f them of Repri sentatives, to be appointed by the Speaker, to examine, cx 
Said « itt is hereby empowered to sit and act at any place, er, and submit to Congress recommendations upon the revision l 
to re re the attendance of witnesses and the j lu yn of pap y odification of laws pr pared by the statutory revision commission her 
to be signed by the chairman of said mmittee. The chair- ore authorized to revise and codify the laws of the United Stat 
: ‘ nid committee. or any member thereof reby empowered to | 22d _ that the said joint committee be authorized to sit during the rec 
administer oath. Said committee is further h mpowered to take | Of Congress and to employ necessary clerical and other assistance ; to 
testimony ul ith and in writing, to obtain d nents, papers, and Order such printing and binding done as may be required in the trar 
: inforn from the several department f the Government, or | @ction of its business, and to incur such expense as may be deemed 
UW , to emp not to exceed two stenographers to take | Mecessary, all such expense to be paid in equal proportions from th 
' cord of all evidence received by the committee and to | Contingent funds of the Senate and House of Representatives.” 
or its proceedings. All costs and expenses of said inves- rhe joint resolution creating the commission follows : 
all be paid f the contingent fund of the House of Repre- ‘Joint resolution (No. 19) to create a joint committce to consider the 
5 J revision and codification of the laws of the United States. 
rirgs 1 Lid con mittee shall be open to the public. The “Resolved, etc., That a joint special committee be appointed, consisting 
oor shall report to this Congress all evidence taken and their | of five Senators. to be appointed by the Vice President from Memb 
find! and conclusi« thereon. And in case of disobedience to @ of the Sixtieth Congress, az.d five Members of the House of Representa- 
Stat Se Pacing enc ban jh = anheietete — a ee eae eee 7 tives, to be appointed by the Speaker from the Members of the Sixtieth 
ae ee eee eae Se en eaeccen ee ania verde tae jurists so. , Congress, to examine, consider, and submit to Congress recommenda 
of which any inquiry may be carried on by sai ona ,in requiring tions upon the revision and codification of laws reported by the statu 
the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the production of books, tory revision commission heretofore authorized to revise and codify 
papers, and documents under the provisions os this resolution; and any the laws of the United States, including the laws of the last session 
— : _ enamel ve greg of which the inquiry under this reso- | of the Fifty-ninth Congress, and that the said joint committee be au 
ution Is being carried on may, 


in case of contumacy or refusal to obey 
issued to any person under authority of this resolution, issue 
an order requiring such persons to appear before the said committee and 
produce books and papers, if so ordered, and give evidence touching the 
matter in question, and any failure to obey such order of the court may 





a subp@ 








be punished by such court as a contempt thereof. The claim that any 
such testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the person giving 
such evidence shall not excuse such witness from testifying, but such 


evidence or testimony shall not be used against such person on the trial 
ef any criminal proceeding except in prosecution for perjury committed 
in giving such testimony.” 

And such committee may file its report with the Clerk of the House 
during the recess of Congress. 
Expenditures on account of mileage and subsistence of the 

members of committee, fees, and mileage of witnesses, 

clerical and stenographic assistance to Feb. 1, 1911__---. $3, 951. 85 
Estimated expenditures to end of session 600. 00 





ONE ites em 


FRIAR LANDS INVESTIGATION. 


The House of Representatives adopted the following resolution June 
25, 1910: 

“ House resolution 795. 

‘Whereas it has been publicly charged that sales and leases of pub- 
lic lands have been made in the Philippines in violation of law: Now 
therefore be it 

“Resolved, That the House Committee on Insular 
is hereby, empowered and directed to make a 
investigation of the interior department of the Philippine Government 
touching the administration of Philippine lands and all matters of 
fact and law pertaining thereto, whether the same are to be had in the 
United States, the Philippine Islands, or elsewhere, and to report to the 
Hiouse during this Congress all the evidence taken and their findings 
and recommendations thereon ; that in conducting said inquiry said com 
mittee shall have power to subpena and require the attendance of wit- 
nesses, to administer oaths, to require the production of books, papers, 
and documents, whether of a public or private character, and to em- 
ploy necessary assistance, legal or otherwise, and make necessary ex- 
penditures, the cost of said investigation to be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House. The powers hereby conferred may be exer- 
cised while the House is in session or during the recess of Congress by 
the committee or any duly appointed subcommittee thereof.” 

Two vouchers have been presented to the Committee on Accounts of 
witnesses, covering fees for attendance and mileage, amounting to 
$2,195, but that have not been approved by the committee. Estimated 
expenditures, $10,000. 

INVESTIGATION OF NATURALIZATION PROCEEDINGS IN NEW YORK. 
The following resolution was adopted by the House June 20, 1910: 
“Whereas it has been recently charged in the public press and has 

been otherwise publicly stated that the conditions existing in the offices 
of the several « the courts having jurisdiction to naturalize citi- 
zens in the southern district of New York are such that a very large 
number of persons desirous of declaring their intention to become citi- 
zens and applicants for naturalization and witnesses in naturalization 
cases have been, and are, greatly delayed at such offices to an extent 
that they have been, and are, compelled to stand in long lines for many 
hours, and sometimes days, awaiting an opportunity to present and 
make their declarations, petitions, end proofs, and that frequently, 
because of such delays and the overcrowding and obstructions resulting 
therefrom, a large number of applicants for naturalization and their 
witnesses were, and are, unable to appear before and be properly at- 
tended to by the officials in such offices, and that in consequence thereof 
in many cases did forego and abandon making their declaration and 
applications: Therefore be it 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 


Affairs be, and it 
complete and thorough 


erks of 


are hereby empowered and directed to make investigation into the 
matters hereinbefore recited and the conditions alleged to exist, and 


that such committee report at the earliest time practicable the result 
ef their investigation, with their recommendation as to what remedy 
ought to be provided to correct the conditions complained of, if they 
find them to exist; and that said committee may make such investiga. 
tion by or through any subcommittee it may appoint from its members; 
that said committee or its subcommittee have power to send for per- 

1s and papers, examine witnesses, employ stenographers and other 
sary clerical help to make such investigation ; and said committee 
subcommittee may sit during the session and recess of the House 
and make a report on or before January 1, 1911, and the expense, not 





to exceed the sum of $2,500, of making said investigation, certified by 
the chairman of the committee, shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House.” 


tion to $2,500. 


thorized to sit during the recess of Congress and to employ necessary 
assistants, to order such printing and binding done as may be required 
in the transaction of its business, and to incur such expense as may 
be deemed necessary, all such expense to be paid in equal proportions 
from the contingent funds of the Senate and House of Representa 
tives.” 

Approved March 2, 1907. 
__ Expenditures for legal and clerical services to February 1, 
$66,701.52. 

One-half, or $33,350.76, has been paid out of the House contingent 
fund and one-half out of the Senate contingent fund. 

The life of this commission being practically unlimited, no estimate 


1911 


’ 


of future expenditures can be made. They now average $1,500 ; 
month, or $18,000 per annum. 
I have thought it proper to bring to the attention of the ’ 


House these large expenditures of money out of the contingent 
fund that the House may understand that this appropriation for 
the House and the business of the House for such expenses : 
may not be estimated for in the annual appropriation bills h: ; 
been paid out not for the benefit of the House, but in these 
investigations, whether they have been of any benefit or n 
I want to call the attention of the House to the careless way) 
in which the expenditure of this fund was authorized. I have 
no other purpose in view than that the House may know what 
has become of the money and that it may understand that its 
Members have expended this large sum, nearly $70,000, nearly 
one-half of the entire amount appropriated for the contingent 
fund during this Congress, for these investigations, the end of 
which we have not seen and the results of which we have not 
at hand, $33,000 having been expended by a commission in t 
revision of the laws. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 


} 
ue 


Mr. AUSTIN. How much money has been paid on account 
of the immigration commission ? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know; that is not 


provided for out of the contingent fund. 
a separate appropriation, 

Mr. AUSTIN. I simply wanted to know how much money 
we had thrown away in that connection. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I understand about a million 
and a half dollars. 

Mr. AUSTIN. With no results. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Well, they are not appreciabl 
or ascertainable, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. OCONNELL. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 


It is provided for by 


Mr. O'CONNELL. The gentleman from Georgia knows that bp 
the Committee on Accounts have consistently and repeatedly ™ , 
fused to approve many of these bills that have come to them z 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; we have refused time and 


time again to spend money for what may be a laudable purpose, 
for the benefit of the employees of this House at the request ©! 
the Members of the House, and yet we find ourselves in a pos 
tion where these large sums of money have been expended i 
the way that I have called attention to. We have refused in 
many instances to approve these bills and proposed to sub! 
them to the House and let the House authorize their paymen' 
out of the contingent fund if it sees fit, or out of some ot! 
fund. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman yield for a question’ 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 


Certainly. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Where an investigation is ordered by tic 


House of Representatives and payment is to be made out of th 
Expenditures to February 1, 1911, $180. Amount limited by resolu- fom eny ees a ia vm A a — 
ee on Acco y 4 e vo oS . 
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BARTLETT of Georgia. On the authority that the Com- 
Accounts believe that the sums asked for are not 
ble, and we therefore decline to approve them. 


i CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
ired. 
FLOOD of Virginia. I will yield the gentleman two 


es more. 
BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman asked me a ques- 
» are facing that matter in the committee now, and we 
faced it during the recess during the last session and this. We 
to audit those bills. 
bere is a resolution which reads: 


se 


‘rtificate of the chairman of the committee, out of 


of the House. 


ion the 


ngent fund 


ursing officer declines to pay any of those bills unless 
i by the Committee on Accounts. The Committee on Ae- 
ts may net have the power to prevent their payment, but 
Committee on Accounts, acting on the suggestion of some of 
ho did not believe that these sums were what they should 
‘lined to give them our approval, and so these gentle- 
have to look somewhere else or to the House for ap 
of the accounts, 


: ry ¥ 2 
Mr. O'CONNELL. The gentleman from Georgia knows that 
many diffienlties are caused by the fact that the Committee on 


Appropriations takes up accounts that we refuse and inserts 
the appropriation bills after we have turned them down. 
gentleman from Georgia any suggestion to make that 
e that procedure so that it may be prevented in the 


Has the 


\ir. BARTLETT of Georgia. It could be obviated simply by 
I making a point of order on the appropriation bills; 
he e if the Committee on Accounts does not authorize it, « 
" the statute does not authorize it, then a point of order will | 
against such an appropriation in an appropriation bill. 
Mr. DAWSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 


5 Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I happen to be a member of 

. both committees, and am somewhat familiar with the practice 
f | ommittees. It does not seem to me that the Committee 
on Accounts is in a good position to be throwing rocks at the 
Committee on Appropriations, 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I have not thrown any rocks at 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I yield two min- 

é » the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Dawson}. 
Mr. DAWSON, Mr. Chairman, I want to emphasize the point 
been so well made by my colleague the gentleman 
l cin [Mr. BartrLetT] with regard to the looseness with 
which this House legislates in regard to these special investi- 


“< committees. Some one intreduces a resolution of inquiry. 
s headlined two or three columns wide in the news- 
and a tremendous flurry is created over some proposi- 


tir rhen that is followed by a resolution brought into the 
House to create a special investigating committee. All of those 


ns have been so loosely drawn that we find ourselves 

the situation where almost the entire contingent fund of 

of Representatives has been spent by these special 

stigating committees. The lesson that is to be drawn from 
that that from this time forward the House should scrutinize 
sely the phraseology of these resolutions creating special 


cating committees. The House has given too wide a dis- 
retion to the chairmen of these committees in the expenditure 
: of public money. That discretion ought to be limited, or it 
P oug to be definitely stated that those accounts are to be 
audited by the Committee on Accounts before they are finally 
; d. I hope that from this time forward the House will 
q ook into that phase of these resolutions creating special inves- 
t vat mmittees, 
Mr. O'CONNELL. Would it not be better to have a rule of 
H that no investigating committee could be appointed 
; e phraseology of the resolution appointing it had been 
a tted to the Committee on Accounts? 
wr. DAWSON. I think that would be very desirable, that in 
irst instance these resolutions should go to the Committee 
\ unts for consideration and scrutiny with ROapSes 60 ex: 
es before tl ey were brought before the House for pas 
c _ Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes 
, ‘entleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 
USTIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to express my approval 
‘ws of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Parsons] 
A oe e to the shameful treatment the Hebrew citizens of 
y+, et AFe receiving at the hands of the despotic Government 
—— : AI d yet, Mr. Chairman, when we read the history 
Russian Government and the horrible treatment of its 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Jewish citizens we ought not to be surprised at its cond 
reference to our Hebrew citizens But the American Govern 
ment owes it to all of its citizens, native or adopted, to protect 
each and every one of them in their rights not only on the soil 
of America but entirely around the globe, and I hope that the 
present administration will have the firmness and the earne 
ness and the patriotism to either demand the rights of our cit 
zens while in Russia or terminate our treaty with that Govern 
ment or any other Government that will discriminate against our 
citizens. [Applause.] 

Now, another word in reference to the expenditures , h 
have just been discussed by the gentleman from Geot Mr 
BarTLett]. I have never voted against a proper appro; : 
as the gentleman from Illinois well said the other day I was 
inclined to vote against an appropriation to continue work 
of the Immigration Commission during the last session of Con- 
gress. That commission had been in existence for more than 
two years and had expended out of the Public Treasury In 
dreds of thousands of dollars. It had an ex ve pie 
machinery and in one of the near-by buildings an immense corps 
of clerks, experts; and in addition the commission was organ 
ized and traveled abroad investigating a que n that every 
sensible American citizen knew all about even before the crea 
tion of the commission. Do we need any testimony or the ex- 
penditure of at least a million dollars to convince us the time 
has long since passed for allowing undesirable immigrants to 
land upon the shores of our country? Why, we had the promise 
of the chairman of that committee if we would give him an 
additional appropriation that commission would wind up its 
brsiness, and that some practical legislation would be submitted 
to this Congress for it to pass that would close our doors to 
the riffraff and eriminal class and the Black Hand and the scum 


of the earth that has been pouring in upon our shores for years 





and years; and, as a Republican Member of Congress, I feel 
indignant that a Republican majority, charged with the r« 
sponsibilities that we are, is about to go out of power in this 
Hous without enacting a proposed law which, I think, more far- 
reaching and more important than any law that we could pos 
sibly consider during this session of Congress 

F would not keep out of America any man who comes here 
from a foreign country who has a character for industry, who 
is law-abiding, patriotic, and who comes to make America his 
home and to become Americanized, but I would close our doors 


to the Black hand, the worthless, the criminals, and that class 


of people who come here to save and absorb all they can, send it 
back to their native Iands and follow that money or property 
| to their foreign homes. I hope when the other side come 
into power here that they will appreciate and realize the 
importance of immediate Iegislation of this character. [Ap- 
plause. } 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I yield 40 minutes 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crine}. 
FORTIFICATION THE PANAMA CANAI 


Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman, we are appre 


pletion of the most gigantic engineering project of any age 
construction of the Panama Canal. The opening of this eT 
continental waterway has been the dream of the western d 
for more than three centuries. It remained r the g S, 
wealth, and power of the United States to work into an al 
reality this enterprise that had invited the attention 
governments of both Europe and America. I do not the 
phrase in a hackneyed sense when I say that the perfection of 
this commercial highway marks the most important eve i 
the development of this most progressive age Its far-rea 
consequences are so great, so complicated, so sweeping, that all 
statements as to the merits of this develop! are merely 
speculative. We are at the very earliest dawn of a era 
in the world’s trade; this aisle of the seas | gs us nearer 
than one-third of the distance around the ! t eW 8, 
commercially speaking, new markets, d explored field 
for the spread of our American civilization.  \ this « re 
in the route of travel, for not only « es, | ull Europe 
comes new political conditi 3 well as y trade nditions 
We would not if we could, and we « iot, possibly, if we 
would, divorce the « al 1d r intel i 1. it f m l 
itional features, Vv hich lL Wy of on rr Ective ( s 
ership, will always be preme 1 paramount to our li 
vidual rights, as a new element in fa t the l’s 
trade These are the auspe ts tl il lk id to ti juiry ly, 
Shall the canal be fortified, so as to be int ( 
of war for our absolute benefit and tr 
tralized, open for the passage of ships of all nat in t 
war as well as in times of | nder A ty 
limitations of neutrality, without regard to sove enty, « pt 


for its protection? 


{ CONG 


LE 


e 
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Tor the purpose of a fair statement of the subject of dis- 


cussion and as a basis of what I shall have to say, I incorporate 
here the resolution offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFER] on the 17th day of May, 1910: 





Concurrent resolution expressing the opinion of Congress against the 
ne ity of fortification to defend the Panama Canal when completed 
and requesting the President of the United States to negotiate an inter- 
national treaty to guarantee its safety, the entrances thereto, the vessels 
t! in, and the commerce thereon, in times of peace as well as in 
times of war and otherwise. 


This is the preamble of the resolution. 


with the entire concurrent resolution No. 40: 


the time is approaching when the Panama Canal will be 
completed and opened for navigation by the ships of the maritime na- 
Lion the worid: and 

Whereas the said canal and the entrances thereto can be protected and 
safeguarded more certainly and adequately through a proper interna- 
tional treaty among nations of the world interested in its safety and 
maintenance than by fortifications at the termini and along the line 
thereof, although constantly manned and supported by large military 
and naval forces; and 

Whereas it now deemed inexpedient, unwise, and unnecessary to 
provide such fortifications and the armanent therefor and the military 
and naval forces requisite to secure and protect said canal, the entrances 
thereto, and the vessels and commerce thereon, also against blockade: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of 
America (the Senate concurring) (being of the opinion expressed in the 
foreyoing preamble), That the President of the United States, by and 
through the treaty-making power vested in him by the Constitution of 
the United States, be respectfully but earnestly requested, as soon as 
practicable, to initiate, negotiate, and conclude a treaty with such na- 
tions of the world as may be willing to join the United States in guar- 
anteeing the proper preservation, protection, and safety of said Panama 
Canal and the entrances thereto, including protection from danger of 
blockade and the protection of vessels entering or desiring to enter 
therein, and the commerce thereon, in times of war as in times of peace, 
and also including in such treaty all other stipulations and provisions 
deemed necessary to protect the United States in its ownership, posses- 
sion, control, sanitation, right to police, and to perpetually maintain 
said canal and the entrances thereto for the uses and purposes for 
which it is being constructed, or may be adapted, and especially to 
guarantee at all times to the signatory powers to such treaty the full 
and free use of said canal upon such terms and under such rules, regu- 
lation, and government as may be prescribed by the United States. 

To this resolution, now before Congress for several months, 
the President makes reply in his annual message sent to the 
House in December in the following language. I quote from 
page 36 of the message: 

Among questions arising for present solution is whether the canal 
shall be fortified. I have already stated to the Congress that I 
strongly favor fortification, and I now reiterate this opinion and ask 
your consideration of the subject in the light of the report already 
before you made by a competent board. 

If, in your discretion, we believe modern fortifications to be neces- 
sary to the adequate protection and policing of the canal, then it is our 
duty to construct them. We have built the canal. It is our property. 
By convention we have indicated our desire for, and indeed undertaken, 
its universal and equal use. It is also well known that one of the 
chief objects in the construction of the canal has been to increase the 
military effectiveness of our Navy. Failure to fortify the canal would 
make the attainment of both these aims depend upon the mere moral 
obligations of the whole international public—obligations which we 


I incorporate here- 


Whereas 


s of 


is 


be absolutely safeguarded against a desperate and irresponsible enemy. 

Following this recommendation to Congress, the President on 
January 12 sends a special message to this body in the follow- 
ing: 

I forward you herewith a letter from the Secretary of War, inclos- 
ing the report of the board of officers of the Army and Navy appointed 
by him to consider the subject of defense of the Panama Canal. A 
preliminary report of this board, together with a letter of the Secre- 


tary of War, a resolution of the joint board, and estimates of cost 
were forwarded to Congress by me by letter dated April 29, 1910. 
No appropriation, however, has yet been made for the initiation of 


work on the proposed defense. The canal when completed will afford 
the only convenient route for water communication between our Atlantic 
and Pacific coasts, and virtually will be a part of the coast line of the 
United States. Its assured possession and control will greatly contribute 
to our peace, safety, and prosperity as a Nation. In my judgment it is 


the right and the duty of the United States to fortify and make 
capable of defense the work that will bear so vital a relation to its 
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peace with the entire world, a policy of absolute neutrality, ¢! 
has been more potent than all other agencies in demonstrati; ¢ 
the force of precept in establishing a great national policy. 
This policy of ours has made friends for us everywhere, stim; 
lated our trade, and courted respect for us by all the ¢g 
powers. It would be suicidal for us to consider any other thay 
a pacific policy, for what we want is trade. We are essentia]]y 
a business people, and commerce and trade only thrive in times 
of profonnd peace. The first President of the United States 
laid broad and deep a policy from which we shall never depart, 
and which has been uniformly and consistently adhered to 
through the entire period of our national life. Washington, 
his first inaugural, said: 

The duty and interest of the United States requires that they s! 1 
with sincerity and good faith adopt and pursue a conduct friend}, 
impartial toward all belligerent powers. r 

Mr. Jefferson, following the example of Washington, said : 


Honest friendship with all nations, entangling alliances with n 
was the basis of our success * * *. Cultivate the friendship 
belligerent nations by every act of justice and candor. 


Mr. Madison, to quote from his message: 


It is our policy to cherish peace and friendly intercourse wit! 
nations having a corresponding disposition; to maintain a strict 
trality toward all belligerent nations; to prefer in all cases an ami 
discussion and reasonable accommodation of differences to a decis 
them by an appeal to arms. 


President Monroe, with the strong force of his persons 
touching this national characteristic, said: 

A virtuous people may and will confine themselves within the 
of a strict neutrality; it is of the highest importance to our n 
character and indispensable to the morality of our citizens that 
violations of cur neutrality should be prevented. 

Mr. Monroe further said on Janvary 30, 1824: 

If a system of universal and permanent peace could be established i 
or if in war the belligerent parties would respect the rights of ne 
powers, we would have no occasion for an army or a navy. 1 
expense and danger of such establishments might be avoided. | 
whole movement of our Government from the establishment of ’ 
independence to this hour has been guided by sacred regard for pea 5 


Let me quote in substantiation of this policy from President 
Van Buren, who said: 
We have faithfully sustained the foreign policy with which the United 


ry 
great 


| States, under the guidance of the first President, took their stand in 


the family of nations—that of regulating their intercourse with ot! 


| powers by the approved principles of private life; asking and a 


ing equal rights and equal privileges, rendering and demanding jus 
in all cases; advocating their own and discussing the pretensions 
others with candor, directness, and sincerity; appealing at all t 
to reason, but never yielding to force nor seeking to acquire an) 
for ourselves by force. 


President Polk in his annual message said: 


Our Government is a confederation of nee States. w! 
policy is peace with each other and with all the world. The i 
has nothing to fear from military ambitions inour Government * * * 


|} and it can not be otherwise than pacific. 
would be powerless to enforce and which could never in any other way | 


I quote a paragraph from President Tyler’s message: 

Peace with all the world is the true foundation of our policies, ' 
can only be rendered permanent by the practice of equal and im) 
justice to all. 

President McKinley, as late as 1899, in affirmation of U 
policy so long maintained by the Government, said: 

We want no wars of conquest; we must avoid the tempt iti 
territorial aggression. War should never be entered upon until 
agency of peace has failed. Peace is preferable to war in almost 
contingency. Arbitration is the true method of settlement of int 
tional as well as local differences. 

Along these stated intervals of our national life have the! 
profound statesmen spoken in approving terms of our 


course toward the nations of the world. No party shall be per 
| mitted in the future to violate the pledge of our faith we have ; 


| given to the races in the confidence we have in our pol.cy t! 


welfare, and that is being created solely by it and at an expenditure of | 


enormous sums. I have authorized the submission, through the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, of the revised estimate for appropriations referred | quarter, is as fixed and absolute as the predominant princi) 


to in the accompanying letter of the Secretary of War, which estimate 
is less than the original estimate by approximately one-third, and I 
urgently recommend that an appropriation of $5,000,000 for the initia- 
tion of work on the proposed defenses be made at the present session 
of Congress in order that these defenses may be completed by the date 
of the completion of the canal. 

I have purposely incorporated the messages and resolutions 
in this matter so that the Members of the House and the country 
may have a definite understanding of the attitude of the Presi- 
dent and those Members who are in sympathy with the views 
expressed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] on this 
engrossing question. 

It is not improper to inquire, as a basis of what shall be said, 
into our uniform national policy prevailing for more than a cen- 
tury of our national life, which long-established policy appears 
to be wholly antagonistic to that sought to be initiated by the 
proponents of fortification. A policy that not only kept us at 





has given us our standing in national councils. Our 
policy, steadily adhered to for more than a century 


pt 


j 
ay 
ana 


our national life as any principle of the common law in Eng!isi! 
jurisprudence. Let us inquire into the legal status from an 


| ternational standpoint, where we have placed ourselves W 


relation to the canal by trexty and convention, and ascert: 
whether there is authority of law for our proposed actio 
fortification. The President of the United States has vested in 
him the power to make treaties by the concurrence of Ue 
Senate; he is authorized— 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make tr‘ 
provided two-thirds of the Senators present shall concur (Const. | 
art 3, sec. 2). 

And when they are made they have the binding force of 
as other statutes have. 


The Constitution and the laws of the United States and all t: 
made or which shall be made shall be the supreme law of the 
(Const. U. S., 


art. 6). 
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S t to the powers fixed by the Constitution we began | 9 erences should y wa ede or et : 
treaties very early in our history with the several | ;, a a a, Ne . 4 ; ; coe 
both to regulate commerce and to fix our status on po- d to promote tl ; esta of ti ia 

questions, and have continued to do so to this day. Well- trengthen the bonds of friends! ind ince W e 

; : er . . 2. 248 ® : ; contracting parties. 
Jefined principles originally having their initiation in treaties 7“ we eer ae ae a 
nventions, when long adhered to by the signatory powers, | _These three general principles are recognized Unis treaty: 
themselves the force and effect of international law First, that neither party would either er utain any 
ome binding after such acquiesence in them by neutral | }0TUHcation commanding the canal or in the vicinity thereof; 
signatory powers, even though they may not directly sub- that no right or advantage in regard to comme! or nay on 
> . . . : eh Aa Na . ha wit? ; a1 ! 

e to them by official recognition. More than 75 years ago, should accrue to one of the « ntracting part hat ¢ t 

specific. March 3, 1835, the Senate of the United States | #¢cTue to the other; second, the canal should never be t 

1 the following resolution: to the exercise of the right of blockade, and should the n- 

, That the President of the United States be respectfully re- ceacting Bere oe al —— wien each other, tl a anise tg o 
>’ consider the expediency of opening negotiations with the | either belligerent should be subject to capture or detention in 
ts of other nations, and particularly that of the Governments | Said canal, and that this provision should extend to the mari 
\ nerica ne row Sees. See She panes os — ae by time distance of 3 miles from each end of the canal; third, the 
tv stipulatior \ : 1em, suc tals an ompuanies 2 7 3 . = ; : . 
« undertake to open a communication between the Atlantic and | 5€2 ral principle of complete neutralization is recognized ul 
1 Oceaus by the construction of a ship canal across the isthmus | established as its chief feature. 
North and South America, and of securing forever by his -eaty aa enne Sout I 
ti  ) hee and equal rights of navigating said canal to | rhis reaty Was sup rseded by what is know u a 
n the payment of such reasonable tolls as may be estal Pauncefote treaty of November, 1901; ipersedk fe hie ll 
mpensate the capitalist whom we engage in such under pose of giving the United States the right to ow the rl ry 
mplete the work. over which the canal was to be constructed, and to istruct the 
We put at the very foundation of the thought of this great | canal and regulate its use, the right to police the canal, and the 
al highway that other correlative thought that it | further right to protect it from lawlessness and disorde nd 
be for the use of the world—a gift to the commerce of | establish a system of tolls, but not to limit the neutrality estab 
re—but that it could not be kept open and enjoyed by | lished in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty or to abandon the right of 
| ations unless it was under strict neutrality by treaty. It | nonblockade, or to confer upon the United States, as I think we 
s antagonistic to the very conception of its importance—that | shall see, the right of the United States to fort fy the canal for 
inrestricted use to the commerce of the world without dis- | strategic purposes. I quote from the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, 
on of “country or flag "’—that this use must be subject to | now in force, relative to the three general principles estab ied 
e wars and revolutions of different powers. Our aim has] in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, as follows (sec. 2, art. 3, Right 
been to act as the trustee of this waterway, to stand | of Blockade) : 
iduciary capacity for the tradesmen of all nations in keep rhe canal shall never be blockaded nor shall any right of w ‘ 
» for them the unlimited and unrestricted use of the canal in | exercised or any act of hostility be committed within it 
s of war as well as in times of peace. We have, by treaty I quote from the introduction of article 3, “ General principle 
obligations, established a neutrality of the Canal Zone. As | of neutralization: ” 
F early as April 19, 1850, the United States and Great Britain The United States adapts as the basis of neutralization of s 
ry ded what is known as the Clayton-Bulwer treaty for oa Se eee re ee ae a as embodied in the convention at 
° . . : . . | onstan ople, signe ‘tober US, SSS, for ft » free 1 ition the 
fs ting the building and protecting the construction of the | sue; Conea’ : 
ship canal between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. I only Reticin 1 af te Gees maritime coun) comvention, to ' hy 
to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty to show what we conceded |... ; oe aan Aare ae ee “ , 
. . : : ‘ reference is made in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty on the question 
: to be our rights and duties then as one of the world powers in | —. cae : ae ‘ : 
: aed . : of neutralization, is as follows: 
ructing this highway of commerce for the use of the world. | The Suez Maritime Canal shall al r 1 f 
fr : ; . 7 a re Sedat | e Suez Maritime Canal shall always be free ane n in ‘ 
And from the fact that I shall have occasion to discuss the pro- | war as in time of peace to every vessel of comme! war v 
visions of this treaty somewhat in detail before I conclude [ | distinction of flag. 
herewith incorporate articles 1, 2, 3, and 6: | Consequently the high contracting parties agree not in any 
\nTICLE 1, The Governments of the United States and Great Britain | way to interfere with the free use of the canal in times of war 
‘by declare that neither the one nor the other will ever obtain or | ay jn times of peace. The canal shall never be subject to the 
tain for itself any exclusive control over the said ship canal, |*~  .- . ee See aa : cae ‘Se 
: that neither will erect or maintain any fortifications command- | exercise of the right of blockade. I quote now from section 2, 
ing the same, or in the vicinity thereof, or occupy, oF fortify, or col- | article 3, of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty on the right to blockade: 
onize, or assume, or exercise any dominion over Nicaragua, Costa ae ot ‘ : . — . — t of eo 
R t Mosquito coast, or any part of Central America; nor will ae eee a Se ns et eS t 6(The 1 ted 
eit make use of any protection which either affords or may afford, | gates powever ” shall i. ol 5 ee "to matate as a as 1 
! liance which either has or may have, to, or with any state or | o)00 04), a on aie teak ae a’ 
Fi - : i ; : 7 — 7 eee along canal as may be necessary to p t it t la f 
I e for the purpose of erecting or maintaining any such fortilic: andl etnondien } : : 
t I nizing Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the Mosquito coast, or any | ~~~. ; ; . ; ’ 
Central America, or of assuming or exercising dominion over The tanguage entered in parentheses is so in led to put in 
nor will the United States or Great Britain take advantage | gjrect contrast with the language used in the ¢ rton-Bulwet 
ntimacy or use any alliance, connection, or influence that either sir naie a ae : age : teal eae 4 
ess with any State or Government through whose territory | treaty of 1850, which is not incorporated in the Hay-Pat i. 
t canal may pass for the purpose of acquiring or holding, dl- | treaty, namely: 
t indirectly, for the citizens or subjects of the one any rights The Government of the United States and G I 11 
tages in regard to commerce or navigation through the said | clare that neither the one nor the other will ev m 
a ¢ BP my F be offered on the same terms to the citizens or itself any exclusive control over the said a - va 
, ~. Vessels of the United States and of Great Britain traversing SE eee one” a sabia 
! nal shall in case of war between the contracting parties | ~~ ee ee , y s 
1 from blockade, detention, or capture by either of the | secause this language is not included in the Hay-P f 
, and this provision shall extend to such a distance from the canty » fara : oo scad nrovicior 
f the « nat as it may hereafter be found expedient to estab- | un aty ys the face of the —e ed pr "ee ; 
. | time of war as in time of peace, and against the spe 
ART In order to secure the construction of the said canal the | vision that there should never be a blockade, it is led 
: acting parties engage that if any such canal shall be undertaken | that the United States has power under the Hay-Pau te 
: * and equitable terms by any parties having the authority of : : eae ; are dee al i +) 
government or governments through whose territory the | treaty to fortify. It may be fairly assumed Here y 

(ay pass, then the persons employed in making the said canal | right for fortification whatever, the right is lodged the liti- 
f ] perty use . v used for thé bie shé be protectec ati ‘ ° > “ar : I { { 
» com! = ed San nate “i Sete = She st | cation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty in the 1 t al wt 

; ts of the United States and Great Britain from unjust deten- out, and nowhere else. lo give us still more int th 
; Abr 6. She ccm, oe Oy violence whatsoever, | question of neutralization, I shall call your att 
¥ contracting parties in this convention engage to inyité r P article 2 of the av-Pauncefote tre d 
St with which both or either have friendly intercourse to f and 5 ot Artick » Of the Hay-Pauncet ; , ; 
lo stipulations with them similar to these which they have | VOW i force, namely: 
into with each other, to the end that all other States may | No belligerent shall embark or d : i 
hor 7 : : . _4 £ i . 
e honor and advantage of having contributed to a work of | }j; material, in the « ul « n < 
eral interest and importance as the canal herein conte transit. and in such ¢a the ti t shall resu 
And the contracting parties likewise agree that each shall | q snatch. 
ity stipulations with such of the Central American States Se 2 = ts i 
deem advisable, for the purpose of more effectually carrying Section o, articie 5: 
reat design of this convention, namely, that of constructing | fhe provisions of this article shall apply to ‘ 
aining the said canal as a ship communication between the | canal to within 3 miles of either end, etc. 
ing for the benefit of mankind, on equal terms to all, and of “a ad : . ss 4 ' 
the same; and they also agree that the good offices of either The contention is that the right to fort'iy and Lintal 
loyed, when requested by the other, in aiding and assisting | canal as a strategic point of either defens” or off ‘ 







tic n of such treaty stipulations; and should any difference 
right er property over the territory through which the said 


pass between the States or Governments of Central Ameri 
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of war, if based upon the police reservaiion w 
the use of the language to its original 


intent, 
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with the theory 
can not be opr 
Vidually, 


of neutralization; that both of the provisions 
‘rative in the treaty, either correlatively or indi- 
and if it is assumed that they do both so exist in the 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty, one or the other of the provisions must 
fail. It can not be questioned but that it is the clearly ex- 
pressed purpose of the United States, viewed not only frem the 
instrument itself, but from the policy of the Government 
pressed in its conduct and treaties for many years, to maintain 
complete neutralization. It of interpretation in 
determining the legal effect of the provision in an instrument, 
if any ambiguity exists, that the court will consider the inten- 
tion of the parties in its execution, their purpose, as discovered 
by the fair intent of the language used in the instrument, and 


AS @Y 
aS @A- 


is a canon 


this intention may be aided by the circumstances under which 
the parties were acting in such execution. Where there is no 
ambiguity there is no necessity for construction. The right to 


fortify, so far as the treaty is concerned, rests in the construc- 


tion to be given to the second section of article 3 of the 
treaty. It is also a rule of law that the meaning of words 
may be restricted or limited, to avoid any repugnancy. The 
mezning of the words used in the reservation of the United 


States, “maintain such military police along the canal as may 


be necessary to protect it against lawlessness and disorder,” 
need not be limited or restricted to harmonize all the pro- 
visions of the instrument. Violence is only done when the 


meaning of this phrase is enlarged and unlimited so‘as to predi- 
eate a right not otherwise provided, to thereby fortify. En- 
larged so as to permit the Government to erect fortifications, 
maintain an immense navy, enlist a large standing army for 
what? To “ police the canal and to prohibit lawlessness.” 

Let us look into the history of the ratification of the Hay- 
Pauncefote treaty of 1901. There was a prior Hay-Pauncefote 
treaty made February 5, 1900, which by clause 7 stipulated as 
follows: 

No fortifications shall be 
adjacent. 


erected commanding the canal or waters 

The United States, however, shall be at liberty to maintain 
such military police along the canal as may be necessary to 
protect it against “ lawlessness and disorder.” This treaty was 
not approved by Great Britain and I quote here the provisions 
to show that both powers clearly distinguished between the 
right to fortify and the right to police the canal. The theory of 
fortification was not confounded with the proposition to police 
it. The former was prohibited and the latter allowed in the 
treaty of December 16, 1901. Let it be definitely understood 
that if any right on the part of the United States to fortify the 
eanal exists, it is a right growing out of the failure to incor- 
porate it in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty of 1901, and a right not 
directly conferred. Are we to adopt a new “ exegesis” of these 
extraordinary engagements and assert that they permit and 
authorize what they do not directly provide? How does this 
treaty of 1901 deal with the subject of fortifications? I quote 
in part from the opinion of a distinguished authority : 

After the treaty of 1900 failed of confirmation, it must be assumed 
that the matter was carefully negotiated between the parties, with the 
result that on the one hand the United States made no assertion or 
claim of a right to fortify for strategic purposes, and that on the 
other hand Great Britain acknowledged a right “to maintain such 
military police along the canal as may be necessary to protect it 
against lawlessness and disorder.” If in this regard there had been 
any intention on the part of either party to this engagement to go 
back on this principle and policy of previous treaties, of the treaty of 
1850 and draft of February 5, 1900, can there be any question but the 
right to fortify the canal would have been conceded and expressed in 
direct terms, and that right not left to a negative interpretation of the 
instrument that contained no mention and no reference whatever to 
the subject of fortifications? 

Nor can it be fairly argued that the United States has a right 
in its discretion to determine fortifications an element and 
part of the military policing of the canal and to fortify it under 
those assumptions accordingly. 

Fortifications mean solid, permanent, and expensive structures manned 
with a suitable artillery and continuously garrisoned by considerable 
bodies of troops. Things that by no fair construction could be in- 
cluded in the military policing of the canal against lawlessness and 
disorder. There is no possible ground for fortifications contained in 
the treaty of 1850 and proposed treaty of February, 1900, that was 
omitted from the last Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 

Sut that implication, if adopted, must be fair enough to 
evolve the conciusion that by failing or omitting to secure per- 
mission to fortify the canal the United States, in fact, procured 
both the right to fortify and the right to maintain military 
police on the canal, a conclusion, as before stated, so extraor- 
dinary as to be inadmissible. The just and fair construction of 
the treaty, as already intimated here, is that the parties dropped 
the subject of fortification altogether and substituted the lib- 
erty on the part of the United States— 
to maintain such military police along the canal as may be necessary 
to protect it against lawlessness and disorder. 


CONGRESSION AT, RECORD—ILOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 2°. 





Nor is that view merely speculative. 


It is supported by 
the surrounding circumstances, 


Vhen this treaty was rai 
narties had in mind the case of the Suez Canal as a preced 
to be followed, and, indeed, expressly, as I have heretof 
shown, adopted as a basis of neutralization of the Pan: 
Canal the rules applicable to the Suez Canal under the « 
stantinople convention of ISSS. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the 
point? Is the Suez Canal fortified? 

Mr. CLINE. No; the Suez Canal is not fortified, and never 
was fortified. It has been under absolute neutrality since 18x 

Those rules do not reserve or give to the owner of the Spe, 
Canal any right to fortify it, or any right to treat it as 
line or coast line, as held in absolutely and unqualified 
ereignty and to be defended, or otherwise dealt with accordi) 
Such owner in effect, constituted a trustee of that 
national water highway for the use and benefit of all nat 
and is thus left without any inducement and without any ne 
sity to fortify the canal, It is not too much to contend and . 
clude, indeed it honors the United States, to assume the 
tion it meant to assume, substantially the same fiduciary 
sition with respect to the Panama Canal and by noninsist: 
upon anything more than the right to maintain military po 
upon the canal, to assure and satisfy the world that it meant to 
hold the control of the canal as a trustee in the interest and for 
the benefit of all nations, [Applause.] 

To show that I am intrenched in the position I 0 
namely, that it was not the purpose of the United States to 
fortify the canal, I shall quote from the record on the adoption 
of the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty. This treaty was sent to | 
Senate by President McKinley, and contained these de 
propositions : 

Secrion 1, Arr. 2. The canal shall be free and open in times of 
war, as in times of peace, to the vessels of commerce and of war « | : 
nations on terms of entire equality, so that there shall be no dis 
nation against any nation or its citizens or subjects in respect 
conditions or charges of traffic, or otherwise. 

Sec. 2, Art. 3. The canal shall never be blockaded, nor sha! 
right of war be exercised nor any act of hostility committed withi: ; 

Sec. 7, Art. 3. No fortifications shall be erected commanding 
canal or the waters adjacent. The United States, however, sha! 
liberty to maintain such military police along the canal as may } 
essary to protect it against lawlessness and disorder. 

First, absolute and unconditional neutralization; second, t! 
the canal should not be subject to blockade, but open to a 
tions on exact equality in times of peace and in time of war: 
third. that no fortifications should be erected commanding 1 
canal or the waters adjacent. What did the Senate of | 
United States do with President McKinley’s treaty? It le! 
in every one of these propositions. (See 8S. Doe. 85, 57th © 
1st sess.) When the treaty was before the Senate for consid 
eration Mr. Butler offered an amendment proposing to strike 
out section 7, article 2. This section provided that no fortil 
cations should be erected on the canal or on the waters adj: 
and Mr. Butler’s amendment to strike out this section wa: 


gentleman yield at that 


I 


is, 


ass 


feated by a vote of 44 to 26. Mr. Tr~MAN offered to amend 

the treaty and incorporate the following language at the end 

of article 2: : 
It is agreed, however, that none of the foregoing conditions 1 


stipulations of this article shall apply to measures which the United 
States may find it necessary to take for securing by its own 
the defense of the United States and the maintenance of order. 

This amendment was lost by a vote of 438 to 27, 
conclusively that the Senate of the United States was 0}))) 
to converting the canal into a stragetic point of defense ii 
time of war. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. CLINE. I will. 

Mr. SHERLEY. May not an explanation of some vf 
vote be found in the fact that men believed that the terms ©! 
the treaty as then submitted gave power to the United States to 
fortify? 

Mr. CLINE. Why, that was the very question raised b) 
sutler amendment directly and was decided by a vote 0! + 
to 26. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But the point is this: If a man believed ' 
the treaty did give the power an expression reiterating it ) 
be opposed as unnecessary or as imperiling the treaty by cli 
ing it and opening up the whole matter again? 

Mr. CLINE. But an affirmative vote upon the propo: 
squarely put would have removed all ambiguity. s 

It shows that the United States in the ratification of 
treaty, which, however, failed of ratification by the ©: 
Government, was for neutralization, for the free and equa 
of the canal to all nations, and opposed to creating war 
fications. I now desire to incorporate at this point articles » 


sh 


Will the gentleman yield for a question‘ 


and 4 of the second Hay-Pauncefote treaty, sent to the 5 
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ratification by President Roosevelt on December 4, 1901 
d ratified by the Senate December 16, 1901: 

The United States adopts as the basis of the neutralization 

; h ship canal the following rules, substantially as embodied in the 

4 ntion of Constantirople, signed the 29th day of October, 1888, for 
t free navigation of the Suez Canal, that is to say: 

i. The canal shall be free and open to the vessels of commerce and 

of war of all nations observing these rules, on terms of entire equality, 


it there shall be no discrimination against any such nation, or its 
‘ ens or subjects, in respect of the conditions or charges of traffic 
Such conditions and charges of traffic shall be just and 


therwise. 
hI 


Che canal shall never be blockaded, nor shall any right of war 


} exercised nor any act of hostility be committed within it The 
United States, however, shall be at liberty to maintain such military 
nolice along the canal as may be necessary to protect it against law 
lessness and disorder. 
Vessels of war of a belligerent shall not revictual nor take any 
f s in the canal, except so far as may be strictly necessary; and the 
transit of such vessels through the canal shall be effected with the least 
possible delay in accordance with the regulations in force and with only 
such intermission as may result from the necessities of the service 
P s shall be in all respects subject to the same rules as vessels of 
¥ of the belligerent. 
$. No belligerent shall embark or disembark troops, munitions of 
war, or warlike materials in the canal, except in the case of accidental 


hindrance of the transit, and in such case the transit shall be resumed 





with all possible dispatch. 

5. The provision of this article shall apply to waters adjacent to the 
canal, within 3 marine miles of either end. Vessels of war of a bel- 
ligerent shall not remain in such waters longer than 24 hours at any 
one time, except in cases of distress, and in such cases shall depart as 
soon as possible ; but a vessel of war of one belligerent shall not depart 
within 24 hours from the departure of a vessel of war of the other 
belligerent. 


6. The plant, establishments, buildings, and all works necessary to 
the construction, maintenance, and operation of the canal shall 
deemed to be part thereon, for the purpose of this treaty, and in time 
of war, as in time of peace, shall enjoy complete immunity from attack 
or injury by belligerents and from acts calculated to impair their use 
fulness as part of the canal. 


Arr. 4. 1. It is agreed that no change of territorial sovereignty or of 
ernational relations of the country or countries traversed by the 
before-mentioned canal shall affect the general principles of neutraliza 


tion or the obligation of the high contracting parties under the present 
trea 
When this treaty was being considered on the 16th day of 
December, 1901, Senator CULBERSON, of Texas, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment : 
It is agreed, however, that none of the immediately foregoing condi 
tions and stipulations in sections 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of article 3 shall 


ty 





apply to measures which the United States may find it necessary 
take for securing by its own forces the defense of the United States 


and the maintenance of public order. 

This amendment was lost by a vote of 62 to 15—as complete 
and decisive a vote against constituting the canal a strategic 
point of defense as cou'd be well desired. This proceeding 
showed the controlling purpose of the Senate to be that it was 
to continue in line with our history—a complete neutrality in 
the Canal Zone. Is there any provisions by fair construction 
that will write into this treaty by any sort of implication, in 
the face of the overwhelming defeat of this amendment, the 
right to fortify? Why did not the United States Senate reserve 


to 


} 


| 
| 
| 





the right by amendment at this very point in the discussion to | 
fortify, and adopt Senator CULBERSON’s amendment, if that was | 


the essential purpose of the Senate? We have a right to de- 


mand of the promoters of this scheme the unquestionable source | 


of their authority to vote away an unlimited amount of money 
when they seek to do so without apparent authority of law. 

_It is easy enough to declare the old treaty abrogated and in 
lieu thereof that the present treaty confers authority, but it is 
more satisfactory to point out the particular section that au- 
thorizes it. On this same day Senator McLaurin, of Mississippi, 


proposed the following amendment, namely, to strike out of | 


article 3 the following: 
is 8 eens as emhodied in the convention of Constantinople, signed 
+ ll 1 day of October, 1888, for the free navigation of the Suez 
Mr. McLaurin’s amendment was determined in the negative, 
and the provisions for neutralization contained in the conven- 
tion of 1888 were written by implication into the Hay-Paunce- 
fote treaty of 1901. The Senate of the United States refused to 
recognize any abatement whatever of the complete neutraliza- 
Hon of the canal as provided for in the Suez Canal treaty. 

I call your attention to another fact standing in the fore- 
front of this ratification by the Senate. The United States pro- 
vided that— 

The 


wae _canal shall be free and open to the vessels of commerce and of 


of all nations. 

It shall never be blockaded. 

ne right of war shall be exercised. 

a act of hostility shall be committed within it. 

“hat vessels of war shall not revictual nor take any stores into the 

- < aeopt 80 far as may be strictly necessary. 

ian warlike eee embark or disembark troops, munitions of war, 
Neutrs , materials in the canal, except in case of accidental hindrance. 

; eutralization shall apply to the waters adjacent to the canal within 

» Marine miles of either end. 
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Vessels of war of a belligerent shall no main in such w J 
than 24 hours at any one tim 

A vessel of war of a belligerent shall 1 d t w s 24 | f 
the departure of a vessel of wat f the the = ¢ 

The plants, establishments, buildings n all v I s t he 
construction, maintenance, and operation of the be d d 
a part thereof for the purpose of this treat uM of war, as 
in times of peace, shall enjoy complete immunit f all atta or 
injury by belligerents 

No change of sovereignty shall affect t ples of neu 
tralization. 

These are the salient features of the treaty l, taken as a 
whole, are absolutely at fatal variance w he theory of a 
right to fortify. 

The power to make a treaty is classified in the Constitution 
as the very highest function of government. Ratification of a 
treaty constitutes the most solemn and binding ol ition the 
Government can assume. That the right guaranteed the 
world in this compact with Great Britain, the pri res 
accorded to all nations, are incompatible with a right to fortify, 
embarrass, menace, and seriously affect the accrued rig! of 
those who may turn their ships of trade this way, at the mere 
caprice of the Government, is too patent to scuss. If the 
nations of the world are not to be protected in the enjoyment, 
uninterrupted, of the conditions above set out, why enter into a 
sacred compact to observe them? Why provide for complete 
neutralization if it is a mere profession, a mere declaration, to 
be violated with immunity? Why declare against a bk ide 
if we are to emplant fortifications and invite belligerency, and 
thus paralyze the commerce that we hope to see s . through 


the canal? Why profess to the world that not even a 


of sovereignty shall change the provisions of the treaty as to 
complete neutralization if we are to willfully disregard the com 
pact ourselves? 

I have heretofore stated that this hysteria for fortification is 
a new malady in the history of the construction of the canal 
From the very earliest inception of the idea of building a water 
way across the Isthmus to this time no thought of fortifications 
was ever indulged in or connected with the construction of the 
canal. I could call no stronger witness to make that statement 
secure than President McKinley, who, following along the 
line of his illustrious predecessors in the uniform « ra 
ment of a national policy, and who from his very nature was 

| opposed to war, himself the apostle of The Hague conference 
seeking universal peace, sent to the United States Senate the 
first Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 

That, as you will remember, contained the provisions of abso 
lute neutrality, nonfortification, that the canal should never be 
blockaded, and should be open to vessels of all nations, without 
regard to “country or flag,” in time of war as in time of 
peace. He not only had confidence in men and 1 s, but the 
deepest faith in his country’s policy and in the sacredness of its 
pledges. Volumes might be quoted to show the iform con 


sistent attitude of the whole people of the Republi I content 


myself with the strong words of President Cleveland 

Whatever highway may be constructed across tl rier, d 

the two greatest maritime seas of the world, must be f 

| benefit—a trust for mankind to be removed from tl} 

nation by any single power. nor become a point of in 

tilities or a prize of warlike ambitions » ec ¢€¢ ® t { d 
States wants in Central America, next to the happ 

is the security and neutrality of the interoceanic rout that 3 
through it. 

In this connection I will call attention to the basis he 
claim made by those who assert a right to fortify The Presi 
dent of the United States, for whom I have the very highe ( 
spect, and to whose aid I would willingly come with my vote to 
defend the integrity and the rights of the United States, under 
any and all lawful and proper circumstances, dis sed tl | 
ject of fortification of the canal in New York on the « g 
of the 21st of January. If he is correctly reported in the public 
press, he bases the right to fortify upon two conclusively legal 
grounds and upon two grounds of public polit Tl egal 
propositions are: 

First. The right to fortify is secured to us under the Hay- 
Pauncefote treaty of 1901. 

Second. The right to fortify is also conferred in the Spooner 
Act of 1902, giving us authority of law to construct the canal! 

The public policy propositions are: 

First. The canal could be defended by fortifying it without 
an increased Navy; therefore it ought to be done. 

Second. The expense would be trifling compared with the 
amount we have invested in the canal and the security it would 


afford. 

We are told by the President that there is no comparison to 
be made between the Suez and the Panama Can The Suez 
Canal being under complete neutralization, admission of 


als. 


an 


| grounds of comparison would be fatal to the theory of fortifica- 
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tie rh nt that no comparison can be made is based 
f { the character of the soil through which they 
a 1 differs; the topography of the country is not 
t] eignty over these twin intercontinental 
WW i ‘ ioy 1 the CLs DV muanhe 
eq i | 1] t . rson opposed 
‘ rounds « 
( ‘ C1 ‘ Canal nd 
ain ( S ‘ l purpos 0 
‘ » be th ( f ‘ 3 erhation 
| nd | cessity ought 
i operates y the! | milar agre 
Indes have recog l tl irity of pul 
po nd i ol Lt we I ( 1 1 treaty 
res ting a waterway a ss the Isthmus, either with Panama, 
Nicaragua, or y other government but hat we made th 
basis of the 1 tralization of the Suez Canal, either directly 
or indirectly, the basis of the neutralization « the canal across 


the Isthmus. 


We are to understand that the right to fortify from a legal 
sStabadpoint ! iot Claimed ; an ier riciut ol sovereignty, 
but because of the terms of the treaty of 1901 and the Spooner 
Act of Congres: We are informed that the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty was modified for the very pur] of securing the right 


on the part ol the United States to own the la | through which 
the canal was to be constructed, “ to construct the canal itself,” 
and. to use the President's language, “to regain the power to 
fortify the canal which we had parted with in the treaty of 
ISSO.” It is sufficient to say that the United States never had a 
right to fortify a canal across the Isthmus prior to 1850, when 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was made; it could not therefore 
have parted with such right nor have regained such right by its 
ibrogation, We did not own a foot of territory in all Central 
America and there was never conferred he United States 
by any Government of Central America the right to either estab- 
lish a blockade in the construction of the canal or to fortify it, 
so that we received no additional grant under the new treaty 
that abrogated the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. No power ever 
‘xisted in the Un'ted States to fortify a way across the Isthmus. 

The thirty-fifth article of the treaty of 1846 compelled the 
United States 





to 5 irantee positively and eflicaciously to New Granada by t) present 
stipulation the perfect neutrality of the before-mentioned Ist] with 
tl view that the ‘ree transit from the one to the otl sea not be 
int ipted or embarrassed in future time while tl treaty 


As late as February 26, 1905, in the treaty with Panama, and 
a year after the Spooner Act was passed, that treaty provided 


the canal when constructed and the entrances thereto shall be neutral 
in erpetulty 


And written into this treaty, section 1 of article 3 of the 
Hlay-Pauncefote treaty, declaring that 


the inal shall be free and open to the vessels of commer: ind of 
war of all nations, observing these ru on terms of equality » that 
thei ball be no discrimination 





shall not be blockaded, nor any rig 
hostility be committed within it 


The protocol with Nicaragua for the con ction of an inter 
oceanic canal, concluded December 1, 1900, by President McKin- 
ley, recited this condition, viz, That the provisions of the treaty 
pending in the Senate December 1, 1900—the first Hay-Paunce 
fote treaty—should be incorporated into the new treaty with 
Nicaragua when the course of the canal should be determined 
Thi treaty contained every necessary element of complete 
neutralization. 

The Spooner Act of 1902, giving authority to the President to 


build the canal, limited the powers of the President as follows: 


And he shall also cause to be construc 1 su safe and commodious 
har it the termini and mak ich prov ns may be mecessary 


ifety and protection of t cal nd ‘ 


This limitation was in the act authorizing the construction of 
the canal and in the very nature of the surrounding circum 
stances could not have been intended as creating a strategic 
point of defense in a national contest. (57th Cong., 1st sess., 
sec. 3, chap. 1302, 52 Stat. L., p. 482, June 28, 1902.) How can it 
be assumed by any implication that the Senate of the United 
States, within six months after it had refused to authorize the 
fortification of the canal by defeating the McLauren and Cul- 
berson amendments by an overwhelming majority in ratifying 
the second Hay-Pauncefote treaty, now confer that authority in 


the Spooner Act that provided only for the construction of the | 


canal? 

Why should the subject of fortification engage the Senate 
when a very reasonable doubt existed whether the canal would 
ever be constructed; the feasibility of the routes was yet unde- 


bei 


diction of 


to the same extent, because of the right of the territorial 
which it runs to reimburse itself or take tolls, f 
purpose of creating a dividend upon its capital invested, a! 
further right to protect it in its entirety as in investment. 
en before the neutralization of the Suez Canal, and whi 
by the nations of Europe indiscriminately, W 
De Lesseps had the contract right to take its tolls to reim! 
himself, and before there was any neutrality sanctioned b) 
signatory powers, in 1888S Great Britain intimated to the I 
sian ambassador that any attempt to blockade the canal wo 
be considered by the English Government as a menace to | 
an injury to her commerce. 
The Russian Government disavowed any purpose to blo 
canal, declaring that it was an international enterp! 
| which the commerce of the whole world was interested 
attack should interfere with it. That corres} 
established the principle that a work which the 
structive genius of man after many vain efforts at last 
plished in the interest of both hemispheres should not 
' mercy of the destructive genius of any belligerent power ” u! 
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termined; the plan of construction not fixed? The auth 
conferred in the Spooner Act was merely to safeguard t] 


roaches and the body of the canal during the construction 


time to erect a national strategic defense agai 


I come to the discussion of the two grounds ar 
public policy. The defense of the canal with 


t 


ifications at the entrance of it and without the aid 
0 anticipate the attack is at variance with the his 
ense of fortifications. This theory is also not in | 
prominent officers of our own Navy, who, speal 
ugh the Navy in its last issue, indorsed the propositic 


increasing the Navy for the purpose of defend 


Nor does this theory coincide with the views of 
President Roosevelt. who demanded a greatly iners 
Navy because 
canal to the merey of a belligerent foe, without naval protecti: 
fortify? Fortification is an invitation to hostilit 
chance would we have for its preservation if it was 
fronted with a powerful fleet of Dreadnoughts, any one of w 
»as grent and effective firing capacity as the 1 
If the canal is fortified, it must at all times be protected }b 
fleet of battleships that would meet the enemy in the open s 
the attack. It is also said that the cost of forti 
tions would only be $12,000,000, a trifle more than 2 per cent 


ve were constructing the canal Are we to leave t 


invested. This does not take into consideratio: 


vast increase in naval armament, supplies, increased enlist 
and equipment of men both in the Army and Navy, and the 
stant necessary expenditure along the entire length of the 
This twelve millions accounts simply for the emplacenx 
fortification defenses. Let us make a comparison 
understood. We spend more than 10.3 per cent of 
appropriations for the Navy. The fortifications, with th: 
creased Navy—for I shall show before I conclude that this { . 
i means a two-ocean Navy, with all the collateral « 

the best of authority, means another one hu 

This would increase the percentage of the 
proprintions for the Navy to almost 20.2 per cent of the a f 
priations. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations esti) 
end 72 per cent of our appropriations in “* prepar 
for war and on account of past wars.” It is now proposed 
this amount, so that SO per cent of our vast volu 
expenditures shall go to this one source, leaving less than 20 
administer the Government in all its branches 
develop our internal resources. 
to the question of our right to fortify from ano 


The Panama Canal is an object of concern to 


omacy of all maritime powers. Its legal position, toget 
of 
to the conference of all the great powers except tho 
the United States and Japan in 1S8S at Constantinople. 
convention developed the principle that will hereafter 


the Suez Canal, could not well have been det 


» ways from one hemisphere to the other. In 


these principles the powers did not wholly evolve them o 
conditions. Tl eV al plied analogous established | 
governing natural narrow waterways between open 
eral pri 






‘iple of law, straits connecting free seus 
navigation of all States subject to the reaso 


ion of a territorial power. The claim to exclusive j 
narrow straits because of territorial sovereignty 
been abandoned. Why? Because of the supr 
f every state to travel the open seas, and that right 
that concomitant right of egress and ingress thr 
the narrow channels connecting straits that no individual px 
shall deny. Does that apply to artificial straits’ 


7 


} 


i 
pe 














retext of belligerency, even though that power may own it. 
e invoked this very principle for our own protection. In 
hefore the marked development of international law along 
lines and now generally accepted, President Buchanan 
message to Congress referring to difficulties with certain 
gua transportation companies who were interfering with 
ree use of transporting men and merchandise, said: 





I s over these transits that a large proportion of the trade and 
ween European and Asiatic continents is destined to pass— 
mercial nations have a deep and direct interest that these con 

ns should be made secure from interruption. While the rights 

eignty ought to be respected, it is the right of other nations 

re that this important passage shall not be interrupted by civil 

i revolution Its neutrality and protection for the common use 
itions is their only project-——they insist that it must never 

be closed by any arbitrary desire of that Government. This 

hole policy, and it can not fail to be acceptable to other 


Suppose a natural arm of the sea penetrated through the 
Icthmus of Panama, that our sovereignty inclosed the territory 
on both sides, would it be seriously contended that by virtue of 
that sovereignty alone we could halt the commercial nations of 
ihe world in their passage through on their way to the Orient? 
pose we should conclude by virtue of our present sover- 
ty, to the canal against all commercial competition 
| force our rivals in trade to detour around the continent of 
South America, a distance of 12,000 miles, before they could 
r the markets of the Far East with us, is there authority for 
such an arbitrary act in our sovereignty? 

If we may fortify we may blockade the canal, for the lesser 
right is always comprehended in the greater. It is now held by 
respectable authorities that canals connecting large open seas 
regarded in most respects subject to jurisdiction 
to that of straits. Can it be doubted that if the mari- 
time powers under the treaty providing for neutrality and de- 
laring against a blockade that if they accept the dedication of 
anal by use of the same that it is not within the power of 
his Government to interfere with the peaceful uninterrupted 
use of the canal? 

Passing the question from a legal standpoint, assume that we 
have the right to fortify—which is not granted, however—-is it 
a wise policy to exercise this right? We have invested in the 


~ ent 
Or 1} 


close 
ente 
He been 
Similiar 


( 
the 
{ 


Canal Zone one-half billion of dollars, confined this immense 
sum in the smallest possible scope, congested it into a strip of 


| roje 


110 miles wide and 40 miles long, constructed canal termini, 
ting into the two great oceans of the globe the open, 
free, unrestricted highway of all nations of the world. Flanked 
on each side of the canal by a feeble State, over whose territory 
a belligerent nation could march thousands of men without re- 
sistance to attack and destroy it, our property in the canal is 
of a delicate nature. Its use and value could be destroyed by a 


hundred men in an hour, its locks and dams, into which we 
lave put seores of millions, wrecked, and our route of trave! 
from cur eastern to our western coast line destroyed. It will 
be, when finished, the most strategic war point on either conti- 


and the property invested subject to a greater hazard of 
complete destruction than it could have been at any other point 
he American shores. It is the one vulnerable point that an 
chehy has more opportunity to reach than the most strategic 
hat any other Government the one 
aginst which the combined and allied forces would immediately 
pit, because its destruction, its annihilation, would be 
\ blow that could be rendered. Its defense would require 
mediate investment of every Dreadnought, every battle- 
every armored cruiser, every destroyer deployed at each 
nal to protect it, while the enemy could mass its 
Strength at one end or the other for our destruction. 
this would effectually strip our coast cities of protection and 
ore than 3,000 miles of actual inhabited coast 
without defense, without a navy, and our forces more 
-,000 miles from the seat of government- far from 
ine as our possession of Hawaii—the entire transport 
e engaged in bringing troops to a distant land to defend 
erty that could be protected by an international treaty of 
te neutrality without the price of a dollar or the loss of 
“le life. Not only that, our Navy, heretofore consisting of 
“le fleet, must now be a two-ocean navy, each more com- 
id better equipped than the one we now have, for for- 
ns without an advance line of battleships to repel the 
ng foe, to contest in the open sea the right of the enemy 
ince upon our fortifications without resistance would be 
heard-of folly in national warfare and unwarranted by 
®xperience of nations. Does the alarmist count the 
cent publication, The Navy, in a lengthy editorial on the 
ation of the canal, commits itself to the proposition of a 
rocean navy and declares that to be the universally “ ac- 
pled dictum.” Speaking, as it assumes, for this department 


point possesses. It is 


the se 


line abso- 


-as 





cost ? 
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of the Government, it may be interesting to note that it says 











there are many reasons that make it desirable and expedient to 
vest the entire direction of the inal and its defens« n 
he Navy alone. This same pul gly says, « 
torially: 

The Admiral of the Navy persor 5 ed 1 with having x 
rested that the minimum strength f t ‘ t ld 0 
capital ships, and it is assumed that he 1 t nd tle 
cruisers, if we are goit to the latter type t pr 
armored cruiser rh vital suggestio \ rity nd 
inf ree warmly applauded 1 t i as y 
a expression of the naval er Vv wes t i to 
being the of vir it yaw ! we 
must have flotillas of destroyers and s arines, w ssarv t 
ships, scouts f that parti ar type justifies the pe 
quota of colliers, ammunition-supply, repair, and s } 
oilers, which, together with the necessary mine vessels, fleet t i l 
a number of navy yard tugs, will furnish the requis and y 
demanded auxiliaries of an efficient and up-to-date fo afloat 

To this increased material for the defense of our for 
tions we must add an additional enlisted force of men to 1 


the strength to at least 


75.000 on a peace basis, which, if h 
ties were actually commenced, would of necessity be very largely 
augmented. This is the prospect simply as to the initial cost 
of fortifying the canal. This expense necessary for the it 
creased naval armament and its upkeep, estimated by compe 
tent authority to be one hundred millions, is astounding. Must 
this vast amount and the necessary contingent expenses to fol 


low be taken from the pockets of the 
bility—not the probability—of a c 
within the lines of rational statements 
complete protection of the canal, except 
of neutrality, is impossible by a two-ocean naval force unless it 
shall have greater strength than the British Navy. This naval 
power must be reenforced by manned forces and kept constantly 
in command, for if the theory of fortificationists is correct this 
war may come “as a thief in the night,” without warning: and 
if it are too far away to reach the scene of action 


peopie on the mere ] ssi 
event? I am 
when I that the 


by international treaty 


ntingent 


say 


comes we 


to protect effectually our rights after hostilities begin. If this 
canal shall be attacked, it will be destroyed, not held as a ] e 
of warlike ambitions, because it would be the most fa blow 
that conld be struck by an enemy. We are more inter 1 in 
its preservation than any other power could be, not becau ve 
built it and own it, but because it is the gateway of our t i 
the pathway of our future commercial greatness, the route 
that gives us vantage ground over other powers in reaching a 
market to South America and the Far East. Why im, 1 it 
with the destruction of war when our commanding place the 


association of sovereign nations could negotiate 


terms of 
} 








lute and perpetual safety? 

The American people believe in the eventuality of peace, not 
in the eventuality of war. From the very earliest conce] of 
the canal it has been a commercial problem and not a preblem 
of constructing a strategic point of defense. The trend of this 
whole civilization of ours, wrought by a complex case of races 
is not to destroy, but to build; to rival in trade all our prede 
sors in exchange of the productions of our soil and the genius 
of our mechanism. 

The alarmist pushing this propaganda for fortifi t 
if successful will lead to entangling alliances, seeks to i 
the publie mind to the conclusion that the purpose has a 3 
been to fortify. The idea of fortification is a very new f 
in counection with the canal work. The cont ing, pl 
nating thought has been to constitute it a hig! y for e 
without distinction of “ flag or country; to si n this 
sition I call two witnesses to testify 

We want no wars of conquest; we must id t t pt 
ritorial aggression War hould 1 er be enteres pon 
agency of peace has failed. Veace is prefera in 
contingency Arbitration is the true 
or local affairs (William McKin ) 

So believing. he sent the first Hay-P 
Senate in 1900 containing provis for te 1 
tion in this: 

1. The canal should be fre d t ' 3 
of | e, and t ssels of ( l ’ 

‘ ‘ viity 

= Tie nal shall never be ' 1 

3. No cations to be l ling 
djacent 

This is the expression of the att le of tl a 
of peace on the question of fortificat . Dx in ‘ 
that President McKinley would have advocated tl es t 
of five hundred millions in the « struct of the I: 
Canal, with the chief and ultimate purpos king i 
strategic point of defense in the time of war when he could have 
forever sealed its safety and protection by iternat 


treaty? 
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Fillmore. 
ss the Isthmus, 





ingle treaty 


concluded with reference to the canal, was ever made that did 
not provide for unconditional neutrality. 

It has been openly stated by proponents of fortifications t] 
we can not rely upon treaty stipulations of neutrality; that 
strong temptation even by a signatory power to possess st 
tegic and important points in times of hostilities in derogat 
of their high contracts would not be resisted. This declara 
in accord with either the law or history. ‘Treaties « 
tered into in conformity with vested authority are binding w 
all the signatory powers and continue in force, even thou 
there is a change of sovereignty, as was illustrated in the tr« 
with New Granada. The inviolability of these treaties, e 
when not especially guaranteed, is the first law of nati 
They are always regarded as the most solemn obligations of 


fe not 
is not 





I quote Vattel, volume 2, chapter 20: 

fhe faith of treaties, that firm and sincere resolution, that iny 

I onstancy in fulfilling our engagements of which we make p 
‘ is therefore to be heid sacred and inviolate betw 

rth whose safety and repose it secures, and if'mar 

yd i in their duty to themselves infamy must 

portion of him who violates his faith. 














In 1S17 we entered into a treaty with Great Britain to 
tralize the Great Northern Lakes, so that not only wars 
would be unnecessary, but that fortifications on their sh 
would be unnecessary. Not for a single moment in near); 

tury has either the spirit or the letter of that compact b 

iolated—a most splendid monument to the integrity of 1 


greatest maritime and commercial power of the world. G1 
Citic pon the banks of those inland seas are resting secu 
in t faith pledged in that contract between the now two g1 


T 
of the world. That treaty of neutrality includes 1 
> 000 miles of coast line between Canada and the U 
rhis uninterrupted peace has bred a warm mi 
friendship, kindly cooperation, destroyed racial prejudice l 
tarted us upon a course that will eventually take down 
commercial wall between us, and for the purpose of our m 
advancement and prosperity make of us one people. [A \ 
plause. | 
The Suez Canal, neutralized in 1888 by the six great pow 
of Europe, in which, however, we did not participate, but w! 
binding force we now acknowledge, has remained the open 
of castern Europe to the Orient and has never been closed 
an hour. Not a man or a vessel in a quarter of a century 
been necessary to preserve absolute neutrality and the com] 
rvance of all the provisions of the treaty. We meet 
harge that these gyeat nations can not be trusted to re: 
their solemn compacts with all the force of history and 
peached integrity of the high contracting powers. The c 
of Europe, involving the six great nations, that act in uni 
all questions touching their continental interest, have neve 
lated a conventional agreement. 
The opening of the canal will induct into that compa: 
tlone this Republic, but likewise the Government of J 
iting a concert of world powers. Swept into the 


of commercial and humanitarian affairs of internation 


portance in the solution of whose cotaplex questions ¢ 
will be heard and heeded, the canal will bring the com 


world face to face with new international conditions, 
the same policy she has marked her imperishable hi 
‘licy of peace—she will solve the problems that cont 
There are but two great powers with whom there is e 
possibility of war—Japan and England—and both art 


| 
The Japan war ery is due again. Let the alarmist who ; 
to fortify the canal against the Japanese contain hims 

the Japanese credit for having some political and bus 

Is there } y enough in any Member of this House 

hat Jap would ever pass through the canal to engage 

battle on our eastern seaboard: ehat she would even 

to bombard the canal from our western coast, knowi 

must, that her complete destruction was imminent in t! 


As well suppose that she would have abandoned Port -\ 
and Manchuria at her very door and crossed the Indian © 
and Red Sea, threaded her way through the Isthmus of 
into the Mediterranean, through the Bosphorus into the B 
Sea, and engaged Russia at Odessa or Sebastopol, as to e 
that power to cross 10,000 miles of open sea to contest her 1 
or to redress a fancied wrong with one of the strong 
[Applause.] Japan has eight coaling and supply stations 


not one on this hemisphere. Standing fifth in sea stren 


will continue to remain in that position even when al 
vessels are completed that are now ordered The to 
our warships is 824,000 tons; that of Japan 493,000 tons. * 
will have two Dreadnoughts to our 10 when builded and 
battleship to our 25. When her present authorized arma! 
shall haye been completed she will have made a smaller 
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unde od the annual income from those fees amounted to 
S40.0K00, at least 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. In the personnel of the 
sel , and in the satisfaction with the men engaged in the serv- 
ice, has there been any loss to the Government under the new 


SVSI¢ 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I think, on the contrary, that 


there has been a steady improvement in the personnel of the 
servi You can see how reasonable this statement is. We 
now have these different classes of consular officers: First, 
consular clerks; second, consular assistants; and, finally, consuls. 


The consuls are divided into nine classes, based upon the im- | 


portance of the position and the salary carried. The salaries 
of these different classes vary from $2,000 to $12,000 per year. 
Before one is appointed to a consulship he is required to pass a 
rigid examination. Such of the successful candidates as receive 
appointments are appointed to fill vacancies occurring in the 
lower Classes of consulships. They are then in line of promotion 
through all the various classes to class 1, which affords posi- 
tions carrying $12,000 per year. The candidate must be able 
to use one language in addition to his own. Next below the 
consuls come the consular assistants. These are really high- 
grade clerks. The candidates for these positions are required 
to pass the same rigid examinations as are required of candi- 
dates for consulships. The successful candidate is given a posi- 
tion in some one of the more important consulates, like London, 
Paris, or Berlin. His salary at the start is $1,000, and he is 
given an increase of $100 a year until his salary reaches $1,800. 
In the meantime, if he shows himself qualified and efficient, 
he may be appointed without further examination to a consul- 
ship in one of the lower classes. 

Then he has before him a prospect of promotion from grade 
to grade and from rank to rank in the consular classes until he 
reaches the highest, with a $12,000 salary. So that to-day, in 
consequence of this system, we are getting into the service 
young men of a higher grade and of better education and better 
ability than we were able to get under the old system, where 
a new consul was given a position of $2,000 or $3,000 or $4,000, 
with the understanding that it was to be held only for a short 
time, and probably not longer than the then existing adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. In practice has it not re- 
suited in a longer tenure of service and in greater stability in 
the personne! ? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes: very much more so. 

Mr. KAHN. The new system practically insures to a man 
an attractive career? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes: when he is fit for it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield for a 
moment? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. A gentleman was appointed in 
the Consular Service from one of the Dakotas, Mr. Gabriel Bie 
Ravndal, a very superior officer, who was in the Consular Serv- 
ice at Beirut, and recently there was a vacancy in the position 
of consul general at Constantinople on the death of Mr. Oz- 


mun, and instead of a new man’s being sent from the United 
States to fill that place, Mr. Ravndal, who was familiar with 
the guage and customs and manners of the country, was 
made consul general at Constantinople, and another gentleman 
was brought up to fill the vacancy at Beirut. I know of an- 


other case, where a gentleman was consul at Bagdad, and the 
same thing happened to him. Since June, 1906, there has been 
only one appointment in the Consular Service which has not 
been in strict accordance with this merit rule. 

Mr. AUSTIN, What exception was that, may I ask? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. That of Mr. Crowninshield, who 
was uppointed consul at Naples in accordance with a promise 
made some time before the new system went into operation. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Of course I am quite familiar 
with the cases the gentleman refers to, but I may say that we 
have in the consular service a gentleman from our State, Mr. 
Edwin Young, who has had quite a career, and it was for the 
purpose of bringing the matter before the committee and show- 
ing the opportunity afforded for advancement to young men in 
this service by the new system that I asked the gentleman my 
question 

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman from Vermont spoke a moment 

go about the allowance fe 

I would like to ask him if the committee has carried into this 
bill the full ameunt of the estimates submitted by the State De- 
pal tment for clerical allowance in the consulates ? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes: we have 

Then there is one other class of consuls who may be ealled 


consular inspectors. These are five in numbe1 Before the new 
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régime went into effect it was too often the fact that our « 
suls were sent abroad to remote positions, where the salary , 
small, and to all intents and purposes they became lost to 1 
Government. There was no close connection between them 
the State Department. The State Department had no met 
of keeping in touch with them or keeping itself informed as 
how they were succeeding. Now we have the world diy 
into five districts, and each of these consular inspectors is ¢g 
a district, and he is expected to make frequent inspections ; 
to keep the department informed as to consular conditions j 
district. And this has brought about a much higher grad 
efficiency among our consulships than before that time ex 

I do not say that this is true of all our consulships, but 


| true of many of them. 


In this connection I want to call attention very briefly to { 
fact that there is a bill now pending before the House for 
purpose of further increasing the efliciency of this service. 
is a bill which goes just as far as the Constitution will per 
us to go toward enacting into law the executive orders w 
have done so much toward placing this service under the 1 
system. That measure was unanimously reported from 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and I hope to see favor 
action taken upon it before this Congress adjourns, 

Then there is another bill pending which I hope will r 
favorable action before Congress adjourns, which mi 
somewhat the classification of the consulships which 
effected by the legislation had in the second session of the | 
ninth Congress. 

Mr. MANN, Are the provisions of that bill carried 
bill? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Not at all. 

Mr. MANN. I mean, is this bill made on the theory of 
one? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Not at all. That bill has | 
the Senate with eight changes—changes which I do not a) 
The bill was reported out from our Committee on | 
Affairs unanimously. 

Mr. MANN. The House bill? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The House bill. The House 
is now on the calendar, and I hope to see it passed. Of « 


| when we come to say in which class Bagdad should be, 


vr clerk hire in the consular service. | 


stance, we must rely very largely upon the facts reported 1 
State Department by this inspecting consul. Bagdad is 
the changes that the Senate made in the bill. We increased t 
salary of the consul at Bagdad. The Senate cut out the 
crease. Perhaps the sound of the name had something 
with this. But Bagdad is one of the worst places to whi 
could send a man to act as our consul. The thermometer + 
around 120 all through the summer, and it goes down t 
in wintertime. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It strikes a good aver 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. It is an expensive place 
consul to live, and in my judgment the change made 
Senate was not well founded. 

I have caused to be sent to every Member of the H 
copy of this bill, together with a copy of the letter ft 
State Department transmitting it, showing just what cl 
are proposed and the reason for them; and I want to say | 
committee that I sincerely hope every Member of the House 
examine the bill and this letter and be prepared to vote 
it in case we succeed in getting consideration for the b 
is an important measure. It is one that was prepared wit! 
care, Of course it had to be prepared very largely by tli 
Department. Your chairman of the Committee on For 
fairs cooperated somewhat, but it was prepared princi’ 
the State Department after very careful consideratio! 
the returns and all the reports from these inspectors and 
information that could be had from other sources, You! 
mittee considered the bill very carefully and are unan 
of the opinion that the bill should pass. Of course it wo 
quire considerable time to take up each item of that | 
go through in detail the reasons for the changes, but w 
bill comes up for consideration we will be prepared to 
any questions that any Member of the House desires to 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I ask | 
Clerk read the bill under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no further general de! 
Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill. 
follows: 


Chargés d'affaires ad interim, $50,000. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 

| word, for the purpose of asking the chairman of the co 
the necessity for the increase of this item. I notice 1 
creased about 20 per cent. 
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was likely to be all 


of the 
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year. 


recs 


It is fixed 


We 


There will be more absentees, perhaps, this 


gardly 


¢ for this, and I can assure the gentleman from 
s that I do not believe there is the least danger of any 
e in connection with this very moderate increase. 
be noticed that we have increased but slightly the 


ms carried by the last bill. 


MACON. 


But this is a 20 per cent increase. 


FOSTER of Vermont. Yes; it is one of the largest in- 
‘ s, and yet the amount itself is not large. 
JOHNSON of South Carolina. Ir. Chairman, I would 


‘ 
the gentleman a question. 


ie salaries, of ambassadors 


Most of 


and minis 





the 


Ssaularies, per 


; and consuls 


> { by statute? 
OSTER of Vermont. Absolutely. 
JOHNSON of South Carolina. This bill appropriates a 


im of money 
FOSTER of 
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Vermont. 
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COX of Indiana. The reason he has $600 above the other 
nding secretaries is owing to the fact that he has to 


e Japanese language? 
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MESSAGI THE SENATE. 


mittee informally and Mr. Currier h 


chair as Speaker pro tempore, a 


rose ; aving 


a message from the 


by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, am iced that the 
had agreed to the amendments of the House of 
tives to bills and joint resolution of the following 

i4. An act to authorize J. W. Vance, L. L. Allen, C. F. 
nd H. V. Worley, of Pierce City, Mo.; A. B. Durnil 


\emp, Sig Soloman, J. J. Davis, S. A. Chappell, and 














of Monett, Mo.; M. L. Coleman, M. T. Davis, Jared 
if jr. J. H. Jarrett, and William H. Standish, of 
vrence County, Mo.; and L. S. Meyer, F. S. Heffer 
Robert A. Moore, William H. Johnson, J. P. MeCam 
Colbaugh, and W. H. Schreiber, of Springfield, Greene 
( M to construct a dam across the James River, in 
Mo., and to divert a portion of its waters 
t ‘1 into the said river again to create ele 
7. An act to restore to the public domain certain nd 
. for reservoir purposes in Millard County, Utah; 
. \n act providing for the naturalization of the wife 


th 
ildren of insane aliens making homestead entries 








nd laws of the United States; 
\n act for establishing a light and fog-signal station 
Pedro Breakwater, Cal.: 
\n act for rebuilding and improving the present 
gnal at In Rock, Alaska, or for buildi 
g and fog | station upon a different 
‘ ict to authorize the Rainy River Improvement 
. t a dam across the outlet of Namakan Lake 
! n St. Louis County, Minn.; and 
2. Joint resolution authorizing the deliveri te 
le chief of the United Spanish War Vet 
; * two dismounted bronze cannon. 
I sage also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
~ oe iment of the House of Representatives to the bil 
‘©. 10177) to authorize additional aids to navigation in t! 
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Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. It is likely to be a permanent, 
indefinite appropriation. 

Mr. HARRISON. Has this any relation to the agreement 
arrived at between the Government of Mexico and our Govern- 
ment to protect the rights of Mexicans from diverting the 
water supply of the Rio Grande by our people? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I do not understand that it has. | 


This is simply the commission that has to do with the boundary 


line between the two eountries., 
Mr. HARRISON. And the gentleman has no hope that it 
will ever come to an end? | 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Well, I was talking with the | 


special ambassador from Mexico, who visited this country re- 
cently, upon this subject. He raised the query whether it 
would not be better for the two nations to 
line of the Rio Grande should be the dividing line, no matter 
where that line chances to be from day to day. 

Mr. HARRISON. No matter whether it shifts or not? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Whether it shifts or not. Of 
course, that would result, it frequently does now for that 
matter, in an American waking up in the morning and finding 
himself a Mexican, and vice versa. Now, the gentleman 
from New York understands, when one of those sudden changes 
is made, this commission together and determines where 
the line shal! be with reference to the particular banco. Mexi- 
cans well Americans who have studied the vexatious 
problem have that the present method 
feasible one. 

Mr. HARRISON. How do they spend this $50,000 a year? 

Mr. MANN. And why it necessary to it by 
$15,000 this year over what it was last year? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. We asked the chairman of the 
commission, Gen, Anson Mills, about that last year. He said 
that he saw no particular reason for believing that this appro- 
priation would vary very much from year to year. This year 
he stated that, first, because of several unexpected bancos, their 
work would be increased during the next year; secondly, they 
have been called upon to do some measuring of the water of 
the Rio Grande for our Government, which 
pense; and then, thirdly, this commission, together with the 
Mexican commission, together with an umpire, has been 
signed the work under the treaty of arbilrating the title to 


as 
as 
gets 


as as 


asserted 


is increase 


is the only | 


agree that the center | 
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25 


So these engineers get from $1 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman answer this ques 
tion, if he can?) What amount of money did Mexico appropriate 
for this purpose last year? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. 
figures here on that. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If the gentleman will permit 
me, Mexico spent just the same amount as we did. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Did Mexico appropriate 
$35,000 for this purpose? 
Mr. BENNET of New York. If that appropriation was made 
us. By the provision Mexico pays half. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Is it a treaty agreement? 
Mr. BENNET of New York. It is a treaty agreement, and 
if the chairman will permit me, one of the members of the cop- 
mittee who is from that section of the country has looked into 
this mnatter with a great deal of care with an idea of seeing 
how this money was going and whether it was being properly 
expended, and he came to the absolute conclusion—this is Mr, 
GARNER of Texas, who is not extravagant in his ideas—that this 
entire sum is necessary. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 


to $400 per month. 


I am unable to say. I have no 


last year 


L 


by 


Then both Governments have to pay 


| the same amount of money? 





increased the ex- | 


as- | 


what is known as the Chamizal tract, and that this 
would increase somewhat the expense of the commission | 
proper. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is another appropriation for that in 


this same bill. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes; there is an appropriation for 
the arbitration, but the chairman said that in the preliminary 
work the commission itself would be put to some expense. 

Mr. HARRISON. What proportion of this $50,000 would go 
in salary and what proportion in engineering work? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. It nearly all, practically all, goes 
for engineering work. 


Mr. HARRISON. How many persons are employed on a 
salary ? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I think the employees are as a 
rule paid by the month. The number varies from time to 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 


consent to proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The chairman of the Commission 
indicated that a larger portion of this money goes for the em- 
ployment of engineers. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. How many does he employ? 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Well, we have a statement here. 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. He employs different numbers at 


different times. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. What is the average a year? 


Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Sometimes two or three and some- 
times—well, only a few on a permanent salary. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. On the appropriation last year of 
$35,000, what would it be? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I can not tell the gentleman. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Just a word; I will read. This 


question was asked the chairman of the commission: 


What salaries do you pay, General? 
generally pay your employees? 

Gen, MILLs. We pay the consulting engineer, Mr. Follett, $400, and 
we pay his assistants from—I think the highest is $200, down to $125. 

Mr. GARNER. Per month? 

Gen. MILLS. Per month; 


What rate of salaries do you 


yes. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will yield to me, I un- 
derstood the gentleman from Vermont to state during the past 
year, with an appropriation of $355,000, some of the fund was 
used for work in connection with the determination of 
title to the Chamizal tract. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. No; I did not mean that. I said 
that the chairman of the commission stated that some of this 
$50,000, for which they are asking for next year, would be used 
by the commission in preliminary work preparatory to the 
sitting of the arbitration board for the hearing of the questions 
involved in the problem of the Chamizal tract. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Well, under the provision, as carried on 


} 
thie 


| page 19 for the expenses with reference to the Chamizal tra 


there is an appropriation of $50,000 which is to be immediate) 
available and to continue available. Wherein is the necessity 
then to call upon this fund for any such purpose, and wherein 


is the need of increasing the present item from $35,000 
$50,000 ? 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. That very question was put 


the chairman of the commission, Gen. Mills, by the chairman ot 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and this is what he said 


Gen. Miuus. I can explain that matter, giving two or three rr 
for the unexpected larger appropriation than was asked last ye 


the first place, the Department of State has organized a large 
mission to settle the Chamizal case, which you probably und 
something about. There is to be a third member added to the « 


sion for the consideration of that case only, and that 
additional expense on the 


will entai 
soundary Commission proper. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is to say, this arbitration treaty provid 
the consideration of the matter by your commission, increased 
additional member from each nation; is that it? 

Gen. MILLS. No; an additional member from Canada, 

The CHAIRMAN. An umpire? 


Gen. MILLS. Yes; an umpire. 

The CHAIRMAN. An umpire from Canada? 

Gen. MILLS. Yes; and that will entail some additional ex 
We do not know what it may be. 


The CHAIRMAN. Well, we provide for that in the other item 
Gen. MILLS. You provide for it so far as the salary and 
expenses of this new commissioner are concerned, but I have 
been called on for a good many maps and other matter that ne 
a good deal of work on the part of my own and the Mexican en 


Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman inform the com: 
as to how many comprise this commission, and what 
salaries? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. There is one American co! 
sioner and one Mexican commissioner. 

Mr. STAFFORD. What salary do they receive? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. We do not pay the Mexican, do w 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. We do not. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What salary do they receive? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I think Gen. Mills is on tli 
tired list now. I do not think he draws any salary. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman 
item will be reduced next year to $35,000? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I think so, The committe 
reluctant to raise it, but we thought that Gen. Mills mad 
a good case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

International Prison Commission: For subscription of the | i 
States as an adhering member of the International Prison Commis 


and the expenses of a commissioner, including preparation of re 
$2,000. 


Mr. 


are 


think 


HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 


l 


against the paragraph that it is not authorized by existing /\W. 
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(ee eee rinses 
| 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I concede the| Mr. MANN. TI am not referring to unsraciousness on the 
of order. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HARRISON ] part of the fentleman from New York at all: but would it n rt 
s served on the Committee on Foreign Affairs and he is un- seem ungracious on the part of our Government 
F lly familiar with the purpose of this item. I think it is after we had ] 
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in the first ve 


entertained the Int, rhational Prison Congress to 
hate for him to raise the point of order. It is not a | strike out this appropriation ? 
tter. It has been carried since 1894. I believe that this Mr. HARRISON. The ungraciousn, Ss, if there bh Vv, ex 
I tional .Prison Commission is doing a grand and good | tends further back than the proceedings here ¢, day 
d I believe this great Nation of ours Should be a party Mr. MANN, agree with the gentlena but does he not 
This is only a small item, and I Sincerely hope that the think that it would be ungracious On the part of t Govern 
g ean from New York wil] recall the excellent meeting we | ment to Withhold the appropriation now, under the ei; 
| Washington last fall when this whole subject was under | stances? 
ration. Perhaps some of the members of the committee Mr. HARRISON, I do not believe in all this bolicy of mys 
ve been present at that time. tery and halo and hands off with r “pect to the affairs of (he 
Mr. FOSTER of lllinois. Who is our commissioner ? State Department. The State Department should be subi, ) 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, |] can not give the name of our | the will of Congress just the same as any other department ot 
commissioner. } the Government. 
Mr. MANN. The commissioner recently, I think, is Dr. Hen- | Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield: 
dd of the University of Chicago. It used to be somebody | Mr. HARRISON. Certainly, 

New York City. , ‘| Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Just one word in rey v to wl 
lhe CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York [Mr, | the centleman has a. Of Yor pon the general propos 
Harrison] insist on his point of order? |} tion the sentieman from New York is perfectly right, but s 
Mr. HARRISON. Does the Chair Wish to hear me on the | Bt best to rush into a ‘Tahy ohet Some of these matters until 

; of order? they have frown to the right Proportion a 
‘The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has already been con- Now, further on hore the bill there will be ‘ound an item 
led, and ' carrying an *PPropriation for an organizat on for inves leating 
Mr. HARRISON. TI will be very glad to be given an oppor- | [¢eP-sea fisheries. ‘The Government aid nothing to do with the 
y of arguing the point of order, 


in | i organization of that bureau. It was organized, and it 
as ; as * remarks > . . 
; ; se much as t te remarks tO some of us that that organization 
vr the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. Fosrer] were directed to it nis to us that 
> . seenis te i 
t rits of the case and not to the point of order. - 


SeCTUS 
IS doing a great Work, and 


we should be a party to that 


> 


Work, and if 
: : ; it grows to the right proportions we Will have a genera} inter 
My objection lies not in any respect to the merits of the ap- national treaty But in these international yp atters it is a 
| ration for the International Prison Commission, but, as | good deal of work for the United States to fel a general treaty 
Stuted in a previous debate upon this subject in the House, my entered tate When the Internationa] ' 
obie u lies to the method of the Department of State in ; 


Institute of Agriculture 
ne- 


nt ' ti ith f ; : was organized, our American representative in that body, Mr 

agreements or eonva aw reates j a : j a 

2 ifcreements ¢ r ¢co ive ntions with oreign counti le 8, Lubin. succeeded in hegotiating treaty Wi rati 

wl tsreements or conventions are not subsequently ratified fied it 

\ iN ne ’ F » nite S § Ss. Ss { Ww « ot | . ; 7 ; 
enate of the I hited tates, so that they do not attain Now, we have on the American Continent 

ity of law. There is, therefore, no check upon the De- 


ae 
a fZeneral 


the Internatio, 
a : ; oe . Scientific Congress. It is a new organization. It is doing 
part it of State % gz Ss Ps r "li s P . 1 . 
| f State in callin Upon us for tppropriations for in great work. A congress was held down in South Americas 
ternational bureaus or commissions, The proper method, in my soe : = , > a 

. on : ; » | Within two years, and now they want 
( . Would be either to present a joint resolution here in the ; 
VT 


to come here We are 
institution has not yet 
justify any international 


I 


House and have the International Prison 


shed by law, or else to submit to the 
States 


C “Her sta] hot a party to the organization. Tie 
Son mission estab- reached the proportions which would 
Senate of the 1] nited treaty 
the convention under which the different nations a: 


: : . = ‘ ak There is no desire and no intent and no purpose on the part 
irrying on their International Prison ¢ ommission and of the State Dy partment to conduct its aff irs respecting these 
‘ e ‘ v6 ) ue Nt » ‘pe = nn ( ait; Ss specting LON 
have that Convention ratified by the Senate of the United 
States 


concerns and these organizations in the Way that the gent] 
Mr COSTER of Illinois. I 








fen man 
‘ : pee from New York would seem to indicate But who is going to 
' . + eng -e quire if there ae take the initiative for a f£eneral international! treaty ? 
< ", “sreement offered to the Senate and they failed to Mr. HARRISON. | would suggest to the gent eman that if 
. | A nm « . | = 4 .o Tv . we Ee : » sf rea 
Mr. HH \RRISON, No agreement has ever been submitted to sen koe ome - radii a ; no ntlon 
I t ‘ c s . . i . . ‘ ‘ = —S . 
| Bi seaai iP af Thitmnte. . Adis Ui deena by the Senate, a course similar to that adopted by the fris (Is 
STER of Illinois. Who made this agreement % of the International Geodetic Association for the Measurement of 
— ss \RRISON. The ‘sreement was entered into by the the Earth could be pursued, in which case a joint resolution was 
s ry of State with the premiers or secretaries of state of adopted, February 5, 1889. or Wid wee of the Internatic: “7 
\ foreign countries, Congress of Hygiene and D ‘Mmography, where a joint resoly 
Mr. FOSTER of [llinois. Without any authority of Con established the law upon which as a basis tho appropriation 
g ic teiailiini sin a nm... | Might he made, 4 :. 
A ‘ISON, ithout any authority of ¢ ongress, That Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. TI do not want to appear offensive 
Te, basis of ny objection to this and Similar appropriations. | to the gentleman from New York. because I know his mot s 
rhe Department of State should come into this House and get | are always of the highest, but in a case of this k nd, which is 
aut Y for entering into these usgreements, or else have these rather an important matter, it seems to me to be rather a 
Day ants Submitted to the Senate for ratification, so that they reflection on the Committee on Foreign Affairs to have this pro 
! (tain the dignity of law. Vision stricken out here on a point of order. on y to have j 
iy this bill there are Some 18 international] bureaus or Serted again in the Senate. 
the: $158,000. 5 Which there is ‘ppropriated a total of more Mr. AUSTIN. ILlow much is the amount involved ? 
. p - Most of these International bureaus or Commis- Mr. FOSTER of Ve rnont. Two ¢] Oousand do rs, l 
7 ,. ve become a law by either one of the two methods yw hich | are two or three other similar cases, 
hh .) pUssested, but some of them have hot; and I suggest, Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not belieye making con 
> i'l due deference to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. | ventions or treaties without authority. yet I can see that there 
Fost and others of his committee interested in these appro- may be some advantage in hot hay r¢ ention 
; S, that they are not authorized by existing law, and the which binds us to make anh appropriati SO it wl the 
Me “ane them out of order. ; question is raised as to whether we oneht ¢ mn thy ‘ 
My HARBIac the fentleman yield for a question? priation it will be urged. “Oh, we are bound by the treaty o) 
: Pe: SON, Certainly, the convention.” 
Mr. M ‘NN. Lam inclined to “gree entirely with the gentle- There are cases where it is much better, it t if 
from New York on the general Proposition; but does he not | we Wish to make a contribution and do ¢] work, to. thet 
“Tt might be Considered a little ungracious—I do not ean | contribution and do the work from year to year y 
reve oa ee his part— to strike this out when we have just | binding obligation on our part, so that ta time we 
had this Internationa! Prison Congress here—when we | to Stop, as the gentleman may chooee | » have us stop now, 
a nere on ur invitation only last year? can do so, There are some rovisions j this h Where wy 
‘ARRISON, I think it is my duty as a Member of ake ippropriations in conformity y eXis u eat that 
House to point out where appropriations are not authorized | ought to be abolished because there is no x ~ = 





i yet we find ourselves bound to make 









1 of a treaty or a convention and we do not feel authorized to 
quit. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Have we not the right to abr te 
1 tl y 

Mr. MANN. We have the right, but that is quite a di ent 

position 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. If we are mal iseless appropri 
ations under any treaty, ought we not to abrogate that treaty 
ind get rid of it? 

Mr. MANN. Wherever there is an ob ition carried by 
treaty, the appropriation is made as a 1 ter of course and 
without much, if any, investigation. Th say, “ There is the 
treaty, and we ought to make the appropriation.” 

ir, FOSTER of Illinoi I agree VW the gentleman on 
that: but if it is a useless expenditure, it seems to me that we 
] t rogate tl treaty. 

MANN. We do not investigate far enough to see wiethe: 
i im y | be abolished or not 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. We have had a very good Commit 


4 y ir 
\ifairs. 


Foreign 


MANN. There is no reflection at all on the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs It is not the fault of the Committee on 
bore Affairs It is their duty ordinarily to bring in a bill 
providing for an appropriation, if it is required hy a treaty. 
I Op pose they would be criticized if they did not. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I concede the 
point of order. 

fhe CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To ble the Government of the United Stat to pay, through the 
American embassy at Berlin, its quota as an adhering member of th 
International Geodetic Association for the Measurement of the |! ‘th, | 
S1 ma 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the }: 
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
about how long it thought it will take 
measure the earth? They draw $1,500 a year. 

Mr. MANN. It will take a long time to reach the North Pole. 


this association 





| Laughter. | 
Mr. MACON. Twenty-three years at least. 
Mr. FOSTER of Verniont. We had before us a year ago | 
several persons representing this work, and I can assure the | 
gentleman from Arkansas that it is a very important scientific | 
work in which this association is engaged. It doubtless will! | 
be some years before the work is completed. 
Mr. MACON. How long have we been contributing to it? 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. We have been contributing to it 


since February 15, 1889. 
Mir. MACON. Twenty-two years. 
llars each year? 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. 
Mr. MACON. Does the 


One thousand five hundred 
ao 
Yes. 

gentleman 
has progressed, and how much of the 


know how far the work 


, 


> earth ha 


} 
S peen 
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about the expense and can determine whether it wants t 


tinue the work. 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. We will endeavor to give th: 


the information. 
MACON. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the pro 


tleman 
Mr. 


amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Pan American Union: Pan American Unien, $75,000: Provid 
: ys received from the other American Republics for th 
of tl inion shall be paid into the Treasury as a credit, in add 
ppropriation, and may be drawn therefrom upon requisit 
{ Secretary of State for the purpose of meeting the expen 
unior dnd provided further, That the Public Printer be, and 
} , author d to print an edition of the Monthly Bulletin 
1 5,000 copies per month, for distribution by the uni 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike « 
last word. The proviso was not in the bill when it pass: 
House last year, but was inserted, I understand, by the s 
Is it in the nature of an additional appropriation? W 
this work originally done at the expense of the Bu 
American Republics? 
h FOSTER of Vermont. Yes; and it is done now 
nse of the bureau, or union, as it is now called. 
Mir. HARRISON. The Monthly Bulletin is a new | 


t of Vermont. 
y a new institution. 
Mr. HARRISON. Was not there heretofore a bul! 
lished at the expense of the Bureau of American Repub! 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes; and there is now. 
printed in English and Spanish and Portuguese. 
Mr. HARRISON. How much expense will it 


The Bulletin as it exist 


entail | 


Government? 


FOST 
Mr. HARRISON, 
Mr. FOST:i.R 


fr. ‘R of Vermont. None at all. 

$50,000 or $100,000 or $10,000,000 ? 

t of Vermont. It is simply for the prin \ 
Mr. HARRISON, not this a method to increas« ; 


propriation to the Pan American Union? 


I 
> 
‘ 


Is 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. In addition to the $75,000% 

Mr. HARRISON, Yes. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. It comes out of the $75,00 

Mr. MANN. There is no appropriation here made fo: 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. This is paid for by the 
or union. The $75,000, together with the quotas of the 2 
Republics, goes into the treasury of the union to pay t! 
all other bills, 


COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman tell the co 
bow much money has been paid into the Treasury as tly 
of this proviso tacked on by the Senate last year? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. No; I can not tell about 
know the Government is reimbursed for this printing, 


I} 
iv. 


work. 

















measured | Mr. COX of Indiana. I see the gentleman from Ni 
up to this time? | on his feet. 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. No; I can not tell. It is impos- Mr. BENNET of New York. I wanted to call the r 
sible to tell. It is a progressive worl They are making cor- | of the gentleman to the fact that some authorization 
rections all the time. sary to enable the Public Printer to do this printing 
Mr. MACON. Does not the get n think they ought to | pan American Union is not a department of our Gover 
report to somebody? Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. All this is for is to ¢g 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes; and their reports are acces- | aythorization. 
sible, I will send the gentleman a report on the subject. Mr. COX of Indiana. This proviso says that any ! 
Mr. MACON. Showing how much they have measured up to | eejyed from the other American Republics for » SI] 
this time? | the union shall be paid into the treasury as a credi 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont Yes I will send their reports to ry was whether or not any money had been 1id 
hit They make good reading, instructive 1 ling, and I sure s ry from the other countries? 
him that if he will go through one of these reports caref Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 
he will appreciate what I say to him now—that this is a \ Vr. COX of Indiana. How much? 
mportant entific work, in which this great Government of Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I can not tell you how 1 
ours is a party. Of course, when we read the title, the Int nearly all the Governments have paid their full qu 
national Geodet Association for the Measurement of the} is a regular amount levied on each of the 21 Re] 
Earth, the committee all laughed, but after we had the gentle- 5 The amount was fixed at the last Pan Ame! 
mi before us who were engaged in the work we became} ference ; 
convinced of the importance of it. ir. COX of Indiana. The gentleman does I 
\I MACON. Seriously, I think that if we are to contribute | the quota of the other tepublics is? 
-1,500 a year to this matter, as we have done for 22 years, we r. FOSTER of Vermont. No; I can not MW. 6It : 
ought to know something about how much of the earth has} on population. 
been measured. Mr. STAFFORD. I understood the gentleman to sa) 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I will see that the gentleman has | amounts contributed by other countries was included 
that information promptly. $75,000. 
r. FOSTER of Illinois. The gentleman from Arkansas Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. No; I did not say that F 
ought to promi § » I did not intend to do so. 
M tA N I Mr. STAFFORD. I wanted to direct the atten 
} ring eal rentleman to the fact that it says “in addition to the a 
long it will ta y{ and so forth, 
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FOSTER of Vermont. I think we pay just one-half; I | has given all his time to it s e that time and has paid | 
e whole amount is $150,000 received from all countries. | own expenses and has labored incessantly for the success of the 
| Clerk read as follows: institute. 
y of one member of the permanent committee of the | Mr. CON of India I] st | 1 of S ous 
stitute of Agricult , for the calendar year 1912, $3,600 able wealth. 
; ana ; , Mi Ss R \ t Y ‘ ble 
MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order ae < rE RO: Ve 
\ thy ' t ; . 2 the 
m. It seems to be new in the bill. Weaktn, UUt tae tame & 
* t ‘ sno ! hee I ‘ cow 
FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, we did not appro- | ©@ a Shean ele ae 
oi , ‘hie ia one ft} am tradi fons hat Le Work ie W S here ve ) 
it | yeal his i le of lose institutions t Mr. COX of Indiana ty ; 
1 up in recent years, an ist year we simply appro Ate , aoe : 
r quota as a constituent member of the institute. It | , ir, FOSTER of Vern oe : » and 
: . : < o 7 he wants an appropriatio ade. so that one I ef l 
» me that this is clearly a treaty obligation ' ; . re ; 
: ‘ x" rey } S * I . tke ils mnce ver the » VW i ils Tiius ~ aie a al 1 
HARRISON. Will the chairman report to the committee | *° ' : ~s : 
. xe . Wwol hie! has bee it 
i ‘ ; of the treaty, and indicate whether it covers not only | Y&** — — ! | , 
es . : s Pee Mr. BUTLER Can we get such a man as that for $5,600 
priation in the first paragraph, but an approp l Mr. COX Ind MI : I : 
: . of ( r. Chairma VV draw 
e600 additional for a salary of a member of the permanent MY. " . sNGIanS _ 
F order. 
. . 7 : - \lr ‘Ss . Chai \é iniat wre ! 
FOSTER of Vermont. It seems to me that this matter ir. HAYES veg : ie } r Id 
a : 1 , ; ; the gentleman from Vermont bas stated. desire s ’ f 
obligato Ww l rea from tne treaty: 7 
\ 9 ton. | i read fi l ( + ’ ee of wealth He | wis a , 
oe ee , ie aoe institute as a ma r of pub leres Ll 1 very | 
1 inst ‘shall } ymposed ’ spirited ma mid the reas why e desires » | t 
i ! nent committ ee ! 1andd s of w } ly Hse 
Lin tl suing 8 Vir. COX of Ind 1 W re dom \ S ‘ 
| is the article to which I wish to direct attention: { “l Stat 
VII. The permanent committee shall be composed of m ers Mi IAYES. He | sin S ral % » W h he 1s 
the respective Gov nments Each ad na ] ¢ The rease s be 
d in the permanent committee by one mem } hy set w } e he 
\\ re given no choice: we shall be represented in the con wot Vii ‘ el! ‘ desire ) ! 
hy one member, and we have been so represented all | resent this « try Rome, | | use of ‘ i lh ¢ 3 
se years David Lubin, of California, has been patriotic health, on account of overwork, if you please, w h compels 
\ ( h to live there and give his time and services to the tasl him to retire Therefore it becomes necessary S | 
fs ng us as our member of the permanent committee with- | has pointed out, for us to m ike an appropriation to pay a | r 
lary man to represent this country Now, I desire to 
MACON. And that is why the bill has not heretofore | mous consent that [ may insert in the Recorp, as | 


; lan appropriation for a salary? remarks, a resolution of tl National Grang | ( t 
M FOSTER of Vermont. No; that is not why. We have from the London Times on t! b 





! done it before because there was some misgiving as to The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Califon s 
W r this institution was going to prove of sufficient impor- | Mous consent to insert in the Recorp the ar eS 
o justify our going forward and continuing to be a mem- | Is there objection? [After a pause.]| The C 
| { | The articles are as follows: 
MACON. Does the gentleman think now, after investi- | Resolution passed by the N oa: \ 


that it is of suflicient importance to this country to 








\ his appropriation ? ‘ / , onan i the nd 
FOSTER of Vermont. TI do, and the committee does, and | its notion which is t listir hing 1 s and glory 
irtment of Agriculture, which has heretofore had some eels peculiar pride and = BECe CHAL SC 
d out it, believes this appropriation should be made. I — —y es a a 7 aa Scant ce = 9 = 
7 iy that the National Grange and some of our State We rejoice that the Internat Inst A t con 
g e taken it up. The London Times had a very ad 5 ; 
l editorial on the subject only recently. It seems to me ; 1 
re sin y doing our duty in making this appropria na e om f the ‘ ( t t Pp 3 $ 
( v under the treaty , ; ; 
COX of Indiana. How long has this man been a member oe ‘ ' ts \ , own Gi 
! tt t 
, OSTER of Vermont From its o1 It was E SS 
n 1 It | | VY Was negotiated it y , : 
still ol perfected lintely afte | \ 
. Pit parties to this stitute The King of I i : | { 
! l t tol i ] a for it i 
iN Of I atilal. Ile o CUpPILeS unique pos ion. in that 
er come to Congress to ask for a salary heretofore. Phe Tir I D ‘1 
the point of order, 
. new the point of order 
‘ mit ft ‘ s ! t 1 Tae 
oO S a ft | I 
ilis itire time ; 
U4 the | nve ve ris 
; Mr. ¢ ! S ts 
ol oree ’ 
FOSTER of Ver t. Oh. no : . 
COX of I a hit iL asi { a ( 1 If he has g¢g eu ' 
e for five yeal 
TER of Vermont. He has given his entire ti iH 
} ‘ iuvsiast man Iw hie { ! } 
l Ile came over here from nort! 1 | 
for some time in a watch factory in New E 
went to California ar became interested in 
Ile made some mo ey, and he conceived the ide 
S il institute of agri ilture, Mr MANN MM Cl I 


was through the impetus given to the ve although it ! bye e] | 
Ning of Italy that he was able finally to re | order, notwithstandin the al | y { an 


eaty and the organization of the institut HH Vermont, 
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sti it only 
it issue 
the orld, 
1 t ] iw ited 

s that ar 


| would have to keep his foree in Alaska 


;} an unexpended balance that 
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j Clerk read follows 
I r! I ( To } the quota of tl 
‘ t itiona ! lway ( 
5 1912. $400 


K n 
7 } wi ] 
l SI ‘ orized by exist law 
i Vermont Mr. Chairma I a 
ot ¢ icl 
The CHAIRMAN. r} Chain ferty the } it of « 
| { 1 s; foll 3 
i i i ¢ ] i iable t retar 
{ t ! i mal incid lt t 
‘ \! 1 ft l n ‘ ( in 
d of t} A! Bout y T1 land « tin 
ir m < £ ‘ ir l ( 
. ) 
( te ; lia bh] wit T 
th I n r this « ject 
af coun rT mY " - 4 toot ty 
Ir. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
ord 
rd. 


Mr. MACON. I reserve a point of order on the paragi 


Mr. STAFFO!I Wish to obtain 


some 1 rmati 





t chairn 1 of the committee as to the di tion 
( te i For fairs makes in providing in tl 
s of ¢ is under treaty sti; 
( i for other commissious provided by ti 
rangement. There is on the calendar of the House, wl 
1 fe days ago objected to when on the Unanimous ¢ 
Calendar, a Senate bill providing for the establishment 
enses of the International Joint Commission under th: 





ways treaty of January 11, 1909. 
is Government and Great 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. 
Lic n 
Mr. STAFFORD. Wherein the committee diffe 
in not including a provision in the appropriation bill pr 
for ution of that treaty? 5 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I would say to tl 
the matter referred to in that bill 


tion bill had been passed, otherwise 


at is a treaty ol 
Britain— 
Yes; and this is a 


betwe iti 


7 
aoes 


the exe 
‘ e gentlen 

tine up after our ap] 

it would have been 

In order to carry out that treaty some legislation was n , F 
and ordinarily where there is need of legislation we do 1 
it in the appropriation bill 

Mr. STAFFORD. I 
had bee into 
Britain. 

Mr. 
We mi 
quired. Ordinarily, if 
is required, 


for it by 


the 


this 


value of the tre 


entered Government 





than an 


something 
if general legislation must be had, the 


more appro] 
nw 
special bills. But in the case referred to the 
came up after the committee had acted upon the appro 
bill 

Mr. STAFFORD. ‘The gentleman makes a clear expt: 
f the distinction, and I withdraw the pro forma amend: 
The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is wit! 
The Clerk will read. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentlen - 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. This is a treaty obligation. 

Mr. MACON. I that the appropriation has b 
creased 100 per cent. 
Mr. FOSTER of 
that point th 





see 


Vermont. I will say to the gentle! 
at last year we had the representative of th 
and he told us that for this year the appro} 
d necessarily be much larger because of the fact 
| the year around. 
may say to the gentleman from Arkansas, t 
iles on foot through the snow before they came 
place where they are working. We told 
while the sum carried in the last appropriation bill was : 
would be required f current year, the larger 
for here w in order to enable them to c: 
the work. 

Mr. MACON. Now, you make this amount immediately 
able, and yet you reappropriate the unexpended balance. 
is the necessity of making it immediately available if y« 


you want to reappropriate 


hefore us, 
woul 
rentlemen, I 
HOO n 
were last yeal 
for the sum 


ould be necessary 





Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Well, as I say, those peo] 
up there. We want them to have the money as it is 
That is the whole purpose in making it immediately 
I am satisfied, I can assure the gentleman from Arkansi 
this worl being pushed forward «as rapidly possible 
the direction of the two Governments. From time to 0 
give just what money seems to be necessary in order to 


our American force to continue their share of the work, 
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ALCON, About 
ISTER of 
ee years. 
\CON. Has the gentleman any 
nN nlete it? 

OSTER of Vermont. 
(CON the 


how long has this work been going on? 
Vermont. This work has been 


zomg on 


idea how long it will 


About 


Does gentleman 


ah el 


“ars from the start. 


ithdraw the point of 


t 


Arkansas withdraw 


rK \ | read. 
rk read as follows: 


expenses of the judge of 1 court, t to ex 1 $1 
the district attorney, not to exceed $5 per da 
l rt are held at other than Shanghai, sor 
FFORD. Mr. Chairman, I v not reserve the | 
[ move to strike out the last word. Would tl 
nmittee have any objection to inserting, after 
the words “and necessary,” in ord 
ge usually employed in these 1 sures with respe 
ry : I may say tha there is ! \ pene c 
te having in view a similar purpose, d we 1 
te a few days ago a measure affecting the dist 
judges, and the language was ‘actual and necessar 


\I ( 


STER of Vermont. We framed this language after due 

m, and it seems to me it would be difficult to im 

it When you speak of the actual expenses of a 

’ f the court, not to exceed $10 a day, it seems to me you 


statement of it. 
TAFFORD. It seer 


al er concession 


s to me that 


from 


I might have been able 


gi I nD the chairman of the com 
| 

















i f I had reserved the point of order. [Laughter. 
OST! f Vermont. I do not think this is subject to 
order 
STAFFORD. It is new. 
D \l \NN. Oh, no; it has been in for years. 
NNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield a 
ISTER of Vermont. Certainly. 
S-ENNET of New York. The language here is the exact 
if the bill establishing the court, and if this should 
ded in accordance with the gentleman's suggestion 
would be subject to a point of order? because the 
OV m is in the exact words of the statute. 
AFFORD. Then I do not care to press the suggestion 
I vy the pro forma amendment. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
s Withdraws the pro forma amendment. The Clerk 
1 
Clerk read as follows: 
Seismological Association: For defraying the ne ry 
f ry the obligations of the United States as I er 
| Seismological Association, includi il 
expenses of the association and t! 
egate in attendin t! ‘ ngs the commi sion 
HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
Ss paragraph is not authorized by existing law. 
) OSTER of Vermon I coneede the point of order. 
HAIRMAN, The point of order is sustained by the 
read as folloy 
ct Interparli itary Union f he P tion of Int 
\ n: For contribution tl t 1 States t l 
ter ‘ f the Bureau of tl! Ir parl ‘ ur I 1 for 
Kc m of International Arbitration, $2,500 
[ARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the same 
rder against this paragraph, but I woul » at tl 
to ask unani us st that tl point of order 
sidered as withheld until the return of the gent 
Missouri [Mr. BartHotpt], who wishes to ex ss 


$s upon the point 
MANN, 


of order. 


Let the paragraph be passed over temporari 
OSTER of Vermont. I ask unanimous consent that the 
h be passed without prejudice 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks 
sent that the paragraph be passed without prejudi 
] ectic 1? 
iS ne objection. 
kK rend as follows: 
ternational Conference of th s To meet t ex 
Ninth International Confer 





m in 1912, $20,000, 





Mr. 





stea 


HARRISON 


Mr. 


ho 


HARRISON, 


powel 


r to do 


appropriation 


Mr. 


of order, but 


Mr. 





M 


tnan is not discriminatin 
Mr. MANN. I 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont 


desire to call 


bi 


COOPER ol 


make 


HARRISON. 


| out of order. 


r. FOSTER of Vermont 


1 


This 


d of striking it out 


that 


I w 


. 3 


attentiol 
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Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say just Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes. 
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| act that passed the other day, and which is now a law, and 


| of State is authorized to acquire diplomatic and consular est 


a word by way of an appeal to the gentleman from New York. 
I think he should make another exception here | 
Mr. HARRISON. I thought the gentleman assured me that 
I was not making an exception of the other. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. That is what I do mean; my 
language wi inaecurate. We have participated in this con- 
ference, Its work was not completed, and it was determined 


to hold an adjourned meeting t] 


| sent 


| improvident 


journed meeting. It seems to me that in this case it would be 
awkward for us not to appropriate this $9,000, which is neces- | 
sary for the traveling and sub nce expenses of the expert 
delegate. The deleg lives in the city a part of which the 
gentleman from New York bas the honor to represent. He is 
an expert on this subject Hie has completed his work and is 
prepared to return to the conference if this amount is given 
to bim. Now, it seems to me that this does not come within the 
Class to which the gentleman is so much opposed. For that 
reason I respectfully, but urgently, request him to withdraw 
his point of order. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. This is a new item, is it not? 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. No; we made an appropriation 
for this conference two years ago. The conference was held, 
but the work was not completed. I have not at hand the docu- | 
ment showing why, or for what purpose, an adjourned meeting 


of the conference is to be held. It is an important matter that 
is involved, and the conference adjourned to meet again next 


autumn. This is a continuation. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. I am unable to find the item in the 
bill of last year. 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. It was in that of two years ago, 


and this is for a continuation of the conference. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Why was not it put in last year’s bill? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Because we did not need any ap- 
propriation, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What good was accomplished in the 
item carried in the bill two years ago? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. We do not know yet, for they have 
not completed the work. We believe that the result is going 
to be good. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Have not they made any report what- 


ever? 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. They have not made any report to 
us. I have no doubt that our representative who lives in New 


York, and who is an expert, has made his report to the Treasury 
Department. This appropriation is asked by the Treasury De- 
partment. I hope the gentleman from New York will withdraw 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York with- 
draw the point of order? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Permanent International Council for the Exploration of the Sea: For 





the share of the United States in the administrative and other expenses | : : * ; E 
| after the committee then in making reports will confine its 


of the Permanent International Council for the Exploration of the 
Sea, $7,156. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I make the same point of 


order on that. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment : 
and ask to have read, to come in after line 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, I concede the point 


os 


18, page 20. 





Add as a separate paragraph the following: 

‘That the Secretary of State is hereby authorized and directed to | 
secure, by purchase or otherwise, a suitable building for an embassy 
building in the City of Mexico, and $100,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is appropriated for that purpose.” 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, on that I make the point ; 
of order. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, a law has been 


passed authorizing the State Department to expend $500,000 
a year for embassy buildings, and that is the existing law. 
This is simply a direction to the State Department to select 
Mexico City as the first site for the purchase of an embassy 
building. I do not think it is subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman say that that bill 
providing $500,000 for the purchase of buildings has been 
passed and enacted into law? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Has the gentleman a copy of the act? 





l | and lands, and that not more than $500,000 shall be expended j 
s year. It is strictly an ad- | 


| that is clearly expressed; so that if the Secretary of S 


a separate paragraph, which I send to the desk | estimate of cost and which limits that cost, subject t 


| sideration 





te 


FEBRUARY 22, 





—- 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to think that i 
would be better not to have the point of order ruled upon. 


The 
Aa 


copy of which I hold in my hand, provides that the Secre: 
lishments for the United States, and so forth, suitable buildings 
D 
this fiscal year under the authorization herein made, and they 
contains this proviso: 

Provided further, That in submitting estimates of appropriat 
the Secretary of the Treasury for transmission to the House of 
tives the Secretary of State shall set forth the limit of 
the acquisition of sites and buildings and for the construction, alt 
and repair, and furnishing of buildings at each place in which | 
penditure is proposed, which limit of cost shall not exceed the 
$150,000 at any one place, and which limit thereafter shall not 
ceeded in any case except by new and express authorization of € 

The purpose of that proviso was to secure Congress avg 
appropriations which would not be subj: t 
points of order in the House, and the clear contemplat of 
the act was that the Secretary of State, in making his a 
estimates or special estimates, would transmit to Cong 
limit of cost as to each building or site to be acquired d 
i had 
now transmitted an estimate with limit of cost $100,000 
site and embassy building at Mexico City, that limit of 
could not thereafter be exceeded. There is, however, no 





sion in the act which would cover the offering of an amendny 
in either House of Congress. 
The act provides that not more than $500,000 shall be ex 


pended in any one year, and that sum has not yet been reached 
in this appropriation bill, so that that limit of cost would 
strike out the paragraph. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. 
Mr. MANN. Yes. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman believe t} 
act which he quoted from a moment ago gives Congress 
power to make any appropriation until the Secretary o! 
makes his estimate as to what it is going to cost? 
Mr. MANN. That is just what I prefer not to have de 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I doubt very much whether ¢ 
has the right to do it until the Secretary of State deter: S 
Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly hereafter the policy will be for th 
Secretary of State to send in his own estimates, and th 
mates will be followed; but I question whether the act requires 
the Secretary of State to send in an estimate. The act « 
require that. What we provide is that the Secretary » 
quire the buildings; that the amount in any one year sii: 
exceed $500,000; and then there is a provision dire: 
Secretary of State to put in a limit of cost when he dves s 
in his estimates, and when that limit of cost is included 
estimate it can not be exceeded. Probably the occas 
not often arise hereafter. I would be very sorry to see a! 
of the Chair now which would authorize amendments offered « 
the floor of the House probably for new sites and build 
That likely will not occur hereafter, because I take 


Will the gentleman yield? 


to those cases where estimates have been sent in. I | 
gentleman will not insist upon his point of order in © 
have a ruling on that, as it might be just the reverse « 
we would like to have. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman 
his attention to the Chair for a moment? 
argue that the act 


from Illinois 
Does the sg 
which directs the Secretary to su 


quent authorizations of Congress, is a barrier to an an 
on this bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I skillfully avoided th 
I do not wish to express an opinion on the subject, and | 
the Chair will not be called upon to express an opinion © 
subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
insisted upon? 

Mr. MANN. I hope the Chair will not feel at all that 
required to rule, and I hope the gentleman will witha 
point of order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. In regard to the question of whe' 
point of order is pressed or not, when this bill was unc 
in the House, though I opposed it by 
thought that it was the purpose to safeguard the interes 
the Treasury and the Government so that there would 
any lavish expenditure of the public funds for embas: 
legations. I thought it would be left to the discretion 


Would it not be up to the Chair if 














my 1 





State Department to determine the places where those « 
and legation buildings should be established. 


If I read ti 
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[ think the act, if it shows anything, shows tl th Mr. MANN I 
sted in the Secretary of State to determ ’ Mr. FOSTER of \ 
se embassy buildings should be estal rom | SW 
‘ated in the body of the act but also { f tl f i by the te Lh 
{ whole purpose of the act is predicated ‘ I wit! 
( rress t proceed with the build ‘ ! sum for ( ! 
ies and legations until the Secretary of State kes | de ment to be di 
recommends the places where they sho ] The CHAIRMAN he 
Believing that it was intended to vest dis on f he side? nh ¢ Q 
retary of State to determine the places where these re lice id which the Cl ' 
ld be located, and not leaving it to the whim of I" Clerk read i : 
f the House to determine any certain ’ I} f t I 
less some other reason is advanced why I s! a . : ; 
is int of order, that I will be compelled to do so. : a = Se rik ‘tion, $°.500, 
OOPER of Pennsylvania. I want to eall the genthk ; : © 
tion to the fa t that the iggestion was mad en Mr. HARRISON M ’ i m 
under consideration that probably the first embassy |“! ist the paragraph, 
be acquired or purchased would be in Mexico. [|S We : 
was the general understanding when it first came w = US ER of Vi : oe c ao. 
LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield to me to as The CHAIRMAN. the (aalr sus 
in of the committee a question? I simply want to lr, POSTER of Verme ar 
airman of the committee whether the State Depart ttee do now Fise. — 
taken any action in this regard since the law was ee ee ; , 
. tie e Col S 


\ OSTER of Vermont. It has not. It has not been 
time since the bill was passed for them to do 


» matter ted 1 t tl ) nitt I id unce 
DIR : > ie * : } WTP. 8°66. the d P a 
OOPER of Pennsylvania. I would suggest to the gen aoa iee ; roe 
would be the only opportunity to make it possible | d instructed to re { S 
: the Seeretary of State to do anything in this regard. the recommendation that It do pass 
MANN. He could send in the estimates in time fo Mr. FOSTER of Vert — Mr ees 
» Senate. \ 4+ question upon the bill to its final passag 
COOPER of Pennsylvania. After the bill is passed it is| ‘The previous question was ordered, 
ess it should be carried as a rider upon some other The SPEAKER. ‘The question 15 on te « 


tic n bill third reading of the bill. 


° > ° -_ es . TT} sill was ~“lered ( -engrossed il ead 
CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Virginia desire — -_ 7 to be salons ed o1 : 
; say anything further on the point of order? a EAKER eee : ah Pandit Mate 
\ fhLOOD of Virginia. Not on the point of order. rhe question was taken, ane the » ] 


On motion of Mr. Foster of Vermont, a 1 
te by which the bill was passed was « 
} 


CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule on the point 

The existing law, act of February 17, 1911, provides | ' ; 
Secretary of State shall submit estimates of appropri , : 

Secretary of the Treasury for transmission to the — 


S SEAI 








H f Representatives, and it establishes a limit of cost for ‘he SPEAKER laid before the House 
lings contemplated by the act and provides a method | ay act for the relief of Thomas Seals, w 
hing that limit. In the light of existing law fixing a | ment. 
of cost, and the method of procedure by the Secretary The Senate amendment was read 


ANGSWORTH Mr. Speaker, I 


s he amendment presented by the gentleman from Vir Mr. HOU! 
clearly not in order. It is new legislation and therefore | Ho nk 


S Senate amendm : 
rized by existing law. The Chair sustains the point of The Senate amendment was co irred in. 


eC et ur il til 


1 BRIDGE ACROSS MOBILE RIVER 
(‘erk read as follows: PEAKER laid 1 1 ry 
: . : ie Tl SPRAWNE also laid before the I 
protection of American seamen: Relief and prote rs. a ; : +3 4) > * ' 
in foreign countries, and shipwrecked American i wr ded cUih elt p ACE e the Pensacola, 4 
I *y of Alaska, in the Hawaiian Islands, Porto Rico, eans Railway Co., a corpora mm existing 
Canal Zone. ¢ » Philippine Islands. $2 . . 
il Zone, and the Philippine Islands, $30,000. State of Alal ia. to « stru | 


SPARPFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the | pile River and its nav 


| in order to call the attention of the chairman of the | Ala. with Senate amendments 


to an apparent error in describing Alaska as the The Senate amend! Ss wer 1d 
y of Alaska” instead of the “ District of Alaska.” I Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, iove that tl 
bstitute the word “ District” for “ Territory.” the Senate amendments, with 


inuar error and was corrected by our good friend, now The Sena 


‘ENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, five years ago I | semicolon after the word “mouth.” on page 1 
Te 


e amendment as amended was « 


tely deceased, Mr. Cushman. Alaska is a Territory 


cle scriptions in the statutes of the United States. ae ro 
\FFORD. I wish to say that there are committees Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the C 
ler the misapprehension that it is a district, and con- | Bills, reported that they had ed 
‘legislation describes it as a district. I am very thank rolled bills of the following titles, when the 


~ Sentleman for correcting me in that particular. same 
-ENNET of New York. I am only handing out the H. R. 9221. An act for the relief of J 


\Ir 


n I got myself on the floor of the House. } H,R.19756. An act for th 
‘ \T ‘ > . . . = 4 " ° ° . > . 
\FFORD. It is the opinion of a number that it is a | administrator de bonis non of J S. Ry 





| 
( r} . 7 } ENROLLI s 
tk concluded the reading of the bill, as follows: ! 
it expenses, United States consulates: Expenses of providing | rhe SPI AKER ; 
mery lanks, record and other books, seals, presses, flags, | lution and bills « t! f \ { 
for rent not to exceed in any case 30 per S.J. Re 131. J t sol 
‘ary), postage, furniture, including typewriters Wa é . ao MI 
me, statistics, newspapers, freight (foreign and 4d ee 
ims, advertising, messenger service, traveling « xpenses of | Point, two ¢ ese subic oO} sig | 
and consular assistants, compensation of Chinese | (i pyerpment ( 
change, and such other miscellaneous expenses as the ee os ’ aa : 
nk necessary for the several consulates and consular S. 10404. An act to } r » The Ne 
nsaction of their business, $471,600. a right of way through lands of the | 
PANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the ; hannon & Northern Railroad Co 
"See that there is quite a reduction in the appropriation S. 9443. An act providing for the nat 


em 7 i _ . 
seiiemmiesal } and minor children of ane ens 
SOSTER of Vermont. Yes: $50,000. ‘ under the land laws of the United Stat 
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S. 8457. 


An act 
for 


to rest 


reservoir p) 


@ Public 
I 


in Millard 


to th 


urposes 


ore 


domain certain lands 


withdrawn County, Utah; 


S. 10011. An act for establishing a ght and fog-signal sta- 
tion on the San Pedro Breakwater, Cal. 

8.547. An act to authorize J. W. Vai L. & Alien, C. F. 
Helwig, and H. V. Worley, of Pierce City, Mo.; A. B. Durnil, 
I>, H. Kemp, Sig Soloman, J. J. Dav S. A. Chappell, and 
W. M. West, of Monett, Mo.; M. L. Cole M. T. Davis, Jared 
R. Woodfill, jr., J. H. Jarrett, and William H. Standish, of 
Aurora, Lawrence County, Mo.; and L. 8S. Meyer, F. S. Heffer 
nan, Robert A. Moore, William H. Johnson, J. P. McCammon, 
M. W. Colbaugh, and W. H. Schreiber, of Springfield, Greene 


M 





County, »., to construct a dam across the James River, in 
Stone County, Mo., and to divert a porti f its waters through 
1 fu 1 into the iid river again to create electric power; 
and 
S. 10596. An t to authorize the Rainy River Improvement 
('o, to Co ruct dam across the out { f Namakan Lake at 
Kettle Falls, in St. Louis County, Mi 
KNROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL, 
Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they had presented to the President 
of the United States, for his approval, the following bills and 


int resolution: 
H. R. 21 An act for the relief of 
H. R. 23695. An act provide for 
States circuit and district courts of the northern district of Mis- 
he city of Clarksdale, in said district; 

An act to authorize the construction of drawless 


pled. 


Francis E. Rosier: 


to sittings of the United 
sissippi at t 


H. R. 26150. 


bridges across a certain portion of the Charles River in the 
State of Massachusetts; and 
H. J. Res. 146. Joint resolution creating a commission to in- 


vestigate the establishment of 


inspection, rifle and 


and report on the advisability of 
permanent maneuvering grounds, camp of 
artill ranges the Uni States at or near the 
Chickamauga and Chattanooga Military Park, and to likewise 
report as to certain lands in State of Tennessee propose d to 
be donated to the United States for said purp« 


ery for treops of 
the 
se 


Ss. 


SENATE BILLS REFI 


RRED, 


9» > 


Under 2 Rule XXIV. Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their ap- 
propriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. An act to refund to the Gate of Heaven Church, South 
Boston, Mass., duty collected on stained-glass windows; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 10005. An act to provide for the acquisition of a site on 
which to erect a public building at Gilmer, Tex.; to the C 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 8047. An act for the relief of Clem« 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


clause 


OS7T4 





+ 


ta 


nt A. Lounsberry ; 


HERMAN GAUSS AND JOSEPH M. MCOY. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report 
(No. 2223) from the Committee on Accounts, which I send to 
the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 991, in lieu of House resolutions 971 and 973 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Ilouse to Herman Gauss $1,200 and to Joseph M. McCoy $750, for extra 
and expert services rendered to the Co ttees on Invalid Pen ns 
ond Vensions, respectively, during the third session of the Sixty-first 
Congress, as assistant clerks to said committees by detail from the 
Tension Bureau, pursuant to law. 


Mr. MANN. This 
Mr. CURRIER. It 
passed at the last short 
amount as was given at the last 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreein 
The resolution was agreed to, 


is the usual 
an 


session 


resolution ? 
$200 over the resolution 


It the 


increase of 
ot Co 


long session. 


is 
igress. is same 


oO 


to the resolution. 


GEORGE CHADSEY. 


Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I also present the following 
privileged resolution (H. Res. 990; H. Rept. 2222) from the 


Committee on Accounts, which I send to the desk and ask to 


have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 990, in eu of House resolution 956. 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House to George Chadsey the sum of $37.50, for clerical services 
rendered the late Representative W. P. Brownlow, of Tennessee, from 
July 1 to July 9, 1910, inclusive. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 


lution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
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| compensation paid them at the 





FEBRUARY 22. 


ELEANORA THOMAS AND OTHERS. 

‘URRIER. Mr. Speaker, I also submit the 

d report (No, 2221) from the Committee on 

send to the desk and ask to have read. 

Clerk read as follows: 

resolution 989, in lieu of Hlouse resolutions 922 
and H. R. 32818. 


That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of ; 
llouse amounts equal, respectively, to six months’ compensatior 
following-named employees of the House, now deceased, at 


fol 


Mr. ¢ 
privilege 
which I 

The 
llouse 


fo] 
Ac 


» 942, 951 Q] 


Resolved, 


the | f 


time they died, and a further ; 





not excecding $250 in each case, to defray the funeral expenses of i 
emplovees, namely: ; 

‘To Eleanora Thomas, widow of Alexander B. Thomas, late a | 

‘To the widow of David M. Gardner, late a private on the « 
poli~e Lorce 5 

To Elizabeth Welch, widow of Andrew J. Welch, late an of 
reporter of debates ; 

To the widow of George H. Morisey, late a messenger on t 
diers’ roll; and 

Yo John D. Fahey, administrator of the estate of Charles W. Rr 
late a messenger. 


CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cons 
l that by striking out the words “Andrew J.” 


Mr. 


amen and Cy 


ing “ A. C.,” so that it will read “ widow of A. C, Welch.’ 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the smend- 
ment 


fhe amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to, 


LAURA E, ALLEN. 
Mr. CURRIER. I also submit the following privileged 1 


(No. from the Committee on Accounts, which | 
the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
llouse resolution 992, in lieu of House resolution 988 


That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
Laura E. Allen, clerk to the late Representative A 


Resolved, 
) 


ALLEN, of Maine, the sum of $125 as clerk-hire allowance for t! 
of F¢ uary, 1911. 
The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the res ; 


lution. ; 


rhe resolution was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I also submit the fi 


privileged report (No. 2220) from the Committee on 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hlouse resolution 968. 

Resol That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled B 
and he is hereby, authorized to appoint an additional clerk to 
mittee, who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
the rate of $6 per day from this date. 


A 


7 
ed 





With the following amendment: 


In line 5 strike out the words “ from this date” and inser 
the remainder of the present session.” 

Mr. MANN. How much is that? 

Mr. CURRIER. One for the present session. T\ 


given the last time. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

be resolution as amended was agreed to. 
MAKING BIRMINGHAM, ALA., A SUBPORT 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up as a pl 
matter the bill (CH. R. 29708) to constitute Birmingha! 
State of Alabama, a subport of entry, which I send to | 
aud ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Birmingham, in the State of Al: 
and the same is hereby, constituted a subport of entry in th: 
collection district of Mobile, and that the privileges of sectior 
act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transpo! 
dutiable merchandise without appraisement, be, and tle s 
hereby, extended to the said subport of Birmingham, Ala. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes f1 
Committee on Ways and Means with a unanimous report 

Mr. MANN. I doubt whether it is a privileged matt 
I hope it will pass. 

Mr. AUSTIN. It ought to pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, a motion to reconsider tl 
vote was laid on the table. 


The question ts on agreeing to the 
; 
7 


OF ENTRY. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask 
mous consent to withdraw a report on a certain bill that ‘ 
have reported from the Committee on Merchant Marin i 


e 


Fisheries in which a mistake has been made, and have ™ 
corrected. It is a bill to establish a fish hatchery in Tennessee 











SS 


l. 


——— eee 
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CONGRE 


The SPEAKER. This request was made on yesterday and 
submitted by the Chair, but the gentleman from Tennessee 
Mr. Papeerr] objected until he could communicate with the 
eentieman from Illinois about it. Has the gentleman from 
Illinois seen the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. No; I have not seen him since. I 
\ withdraw the request. 

PERMISSIBLE EXPLOSIVES. 
Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to 
t as a House document Miners’ Circular No. 2 on per- 
I ible explosives. I asked it the other night, and the gentle- 
I from New York objected. He did not understand what the 
request was. He has withdrawn his objection. 
rhe SPEAKER Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
DISTILLED SPIRITS—FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
reported, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 28626) to amend the 

ternal-revenue laws relating to distilled spirits, and for other 
purposes, which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and with the accompanying report (No. 2219) ordered to be 
printed. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS—JOSEPH W. HAWKINS. 

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. HAMLIN, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
in the case of Joseph W. Hawkins (H. R. 30431) without leav- 
ing copies, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 

Ilouse do now adjourn. 


motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 138 
n p. m.) the House adjourned, to meet on Thursday, 
February 23, 1911, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


ihe 


utes 





9 


- 


1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of an act for the relief of Cooper Walker, with recom- 


mendation thereto (H. Doc. No. 1400); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Attorney General submitting an esti- 


mate of appropriation for rent of quarters (H. Doc. No. 1401); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 

copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for reimbursement of the State of 
Idaho (H. Doe. No, 1402); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

t. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for claims of citizens of Hawaii (H. 
Doc. No. 1404); to the Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed. 
\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
ommendation as to the disbursement of appropriations for 
in emergency work in connection with the care of public 
(H. Doe. No. 14083); to the Committee on Appropria- 
s and ordered to be printed. 


9 % 


dings 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PRAY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
W h was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 10761) to amend 
Be > of the act of Congress of May 1, 1888, and extend the 
Provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
“taces to certain lands in the State of Montana embraced within 

provisions of said act, and for other purposes, reported the 
Sime without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2215), 
f said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 

Hy hole House on the state of the Union. 

‘ on YOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Public Lands 
‘0 which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 10313) to pr 

r an enlarged homestead entry in Nevada where su! 
“lent water suitable for domestic purposes is not obtain:sbie 
upon the lands, reported the same with amendment, accom 
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| 


IONAL RECORD—IIOUSE. 


ge —— 


panied by a report (No. 2217), which said bi dt e 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the s of 
the Union. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Revision 
of the Laws, to which was referred the reso on of the Tliouse 
(H. J. Res. 281) to create a joint committee to continue the 
consideration of the revision and codification of tl iws of 

|} the United States, reported the same with amen nt. ac- 

companied by a report (No. 2218), which said 1 l and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole HU ou 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. BENNET of New York, from the C ee « I mn 
Affairs, to which was referred the resolution of tl I se 
(CH. J. Res. 229) authorizing the President to instruct f 
sentatives of United States to next Internatio Pe eC er 
ence to express desire of United States that tions sl 
attempt to increase their territory by conquest, 1 to en 
to secure a declaration to that effect from tl mfere l 
ported the same without amendment, omp “i by rt 
(No. 2216), which said resolution and report were ref to 
the House Calendar, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the resolution of the Senate (S. J. Res. 145) pro 
viding for the filling of a vacancy which will occur on March | 
1911, in the Board of Regents of the Smithson Iustitution, 

| of the class other than Members of Congress, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2214), which 





transmitting | 


was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 32878) to 
refund certain tonnage taxes and light dues, and the same wa 
referred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish 
eries, 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (CH. R. 32893) to extend the penny- 
postage rate on local delivery first-class mail matter to post 
ottices where the system of free delivery is established; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 32894) to provide 

| for the performance of the duties of the office of Clerk, Sergeant 
at Arms, Doorkeeper, and Postmaster of the House of Repre 
sentatives, respectively, in case of the death or resignatic of 

| the incumbent during the interim between sessions of Congress; 
to the Committee on Accounts 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 52895) to provic the ere 
tion of a monument to the signers of the De of Ind 
pendence; to the Committee on the Library 

By Mr. PARKER (by request): A bill (HL R. 3289 t 
amend section 915 of the Revised Statutes, and for other pum 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A joint resolution (H. 7.8 
9°92) relating to alien deportations; to the Committee on Luimi- 
gration and Naturalization 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bi and res 
were introduced and severally referred as f \ 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A Dill (CH. R. 52s07) ‘ 
charge of desertion against the military record of " | 
to the Committee on M ry Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H.R 208 ) 
crease of pension to Horatio B. Bal t e { u 
Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 32899) ga 
to Adelia Converse; to the Committe m J 1 Pensic 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill CH. R. 3825900) gt 1 ine? 
nension to Charles H. Webster; to the ¢ on | 
Pensions, 

Ry Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 32901) ¢ i 
of ision to Marcus W. Dewitt; to the ¢ [ e ¢ | 
Pensions. 

so, a bill (H. R. 32902) granting a1 ne \ 
L. J. Richardson; to the Committee on In 1 S. 


said resolution and report were referred to the Private ¢ 


alendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims 
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By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 32903) granting a pension to | 
in \. Ballard: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill CH. R. 32904) granting an increase | 
of pension to Thomas Porter; to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. SPARKMAN: 


pe to 


A 


Joseph 


bill 
G. 


(H. R. 


Long; 


B24 1D) 


to 


granting an in- 
Committee on 


iSion the 


PETITIONS, ETC 





| Hubbard: LL. 


| State 
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By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Memorial of Westbury Qua) 
terly Meeting of the Society of Friends, against expending pub 
lic funds for warlike preparations, especially for fortification of 
the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of J. T. Miller and others and 
Alliance Chapter of the American Woman's League, agains 
postage increase on second-class matter; to the Committee oy 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of Kaylor Grange, No. 139 
Karns City, Butler County, Pa., for Senate bill 5842, relative | 
oleomargarine tax; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LATTA: Petition of Herman Rewse and others, 
V. Ackerman and others, of Verdal; Antlh 
Hirschinan and others, of Hartington; Frank Storm and othe: 
of Royal; Beiler Bros. and others, of Norfolk; C. E. Rundga: 
and others, of Royal; W. L. Ross and others, of Dakota; J 
Sulloway and others, of Homer; Anchey Alloway and others 
llomer; and Peter E. Brace and others, of St. Libory, all in t 
of Nebraska, against a parcels-post system; to the ( 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of T. C. Allsvede and 26 other res 


i dents of Sanford, Mich., for the Miller-Curtis bill: to the Co 


| Yard: 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | 
m the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: Petition of Gerhard 
F. Council, No. 298, Catholic Benevolent Legion, Buffalo, 

increase in the postal rates on magazine to the Com 
li ‘on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of H. M. Higginbotham, of 
Antwerp, Ohio, against a local rural parcels-post service; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Welty Overland Automo 
bile Co., of Toledo, Ohio, for House bill 32570; to the Cominit 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

\Iso, petition of Schoenbrun Grange, No. 1455, New Philadel 
phia, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 

d Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Bricklayers’ and Plasterers’ 
Union of Missouri, against printing notes, bonds, and checks of 
the Government by machine presses; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of seventh Pennsyl- | 
vania congressional district, for election of Senators by popu- 
lar vote: to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Pomona Grange, No. 3, Patrons of Hus 
bandry, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on 


Way sand Means. 
By Mr. BYRNS: 


additional 


Petition of the Legislature of Tennessee, for 
immigration to the Committee on Immi- 


legislation ; 


gration and Naturalization. 
It Mr. DAVIS: Petition of merchants of Shakopee, Hender- 
SK Waconia, Cologne, Gaylord, Winthrop, Carver, Chaska, 


| the 


I’ 1: and Gibbon, Minn., against parcels-post legislation; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Lander & Zimmerman, Brownton, Minn., 
and W. G. Faber and others, Norwood, Minn., against a parcels | 
pos to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the American Scenic and His- 
toric Preservation Society, for House bill 2258S—right of way 
ove ertain sections of the Grand Canyon Monument Reserve 
in Arizona: to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Fy Mr. DUREY: 
Johnstown, N. Y.: 
ist Episcopal Chur 


*h, 


Petition of Home Missionary Society, of | 
the Woman’s Mission Society of the Method- | 
Greenwich; the Home Missionary Society |} 


of the First Methodist Episcopal Church, of Gloversville, N. Y.; 
ind the Woman’s Home Missionary Society, of Gloversville, N. Y., 
for the Miller-Curtis bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Capt. 
Ballard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of C. E. Sheldon, of Rockford, I11., 
favoring the Esch phosphorus bill, House bill 30022; to the 
Comiittee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of citizens of Winnebago County, IIL, against 
Cana reci ‘ity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of Mrs. Ella Zacher, Peru, Ill.; Florence E. 


dian nro 


Myers, Streator, Iil.; and E, W. Beedle, against increase of 
postage on second-class matter; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

sv Mr. GUERNSEY: Petition of C. E. Young and others, of 


Corinna, Me., and J. F. Ayer, South Dover, N. Y., against the 
Canadian reciprocity bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Me: ! 

Mr. HAMLIN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas 


and W. M. Jolly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. paper to accompany bill for relief of Thomas F. Jessup; 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HANNA: Petition of Socialist 
Dak., for a parecels-post system; 
Office and Post Road 
Also, petition of residents of Streeter, 
bill 404 and Hou joint resolution 17; 


You 
to the 


Union of Lakota, N. 
to the Committee on the Post 
N. Dak., 
to the Committee on the 


rgainst Sx 


nate 


cp 





Distriet of Col bia 
\lso, petition of citizens of North Dakota, relative to rural mail 
carriers: to the C mittee on the Post Office and Post Ro: 
Also, petition of J. C. F. Parker & Co, and others, citizens of 
North Dakota, against parcels-post system; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


itary of Hadley and Elba Farmers’ Club, of Michigan. 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Thomas Sheridan and 37 other residents of 
Mount Hope, Mich., against Canadian reciprocity; to the 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of citizens of Illinois. fo 
construction of the battleship New York in the Brooklyn Na 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of Mrs. C. 


P. Johnson, secrs 
aye 
the reciprocity treaty; to the Committee on Ways and Mean 
By Mr. MANN: Protest of citizens of Chicago, Ill., 
legislation for a parcels-post system; to the Committee 
Post Office and Post Roads. . 
By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Weeks P! 
Engraving Co., American Paper and Pulp Association. : 
Henry A. Roberts, all of Philadelphia, Pa., against increas: 
postage on second-class matter; to the Committee on the I 
Office and Post Roads. 
Also, petitions of Washington Camps Nos. 574 and 441, I’ 
triotic Order Sons of America, urging passage of House 
15413; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalizatioi 
Al petitions of George L. Carnan, Elwood Wilson. Rol 
Fragan, John E. Reiter, all of Philadelphia, urging pur 


asa 


on the 


sO, 
Wa 
of Carpenter tract for public park in District of Columbia: 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Samuel S. Fels and Miss Elizabeth P. L 
of Philadelphia, Pa., urging the establishment of Federal 
dren’s bureau; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Int 
Department. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania Antisaloon League, against 
of New Mexico as a State: to the Committee on 
Territories. 

By Mr. OCONNELL: Petition of the Merchants’ Associat 
of Fall River, favoring coustruction of canal. between Bos 
and Fall River by the United States Government; to the 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

iy Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: Petition of Washingt 
Camps Nos. 601 and 635, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
House bill 15418; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat! 
ization. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: 
parcels-post legislation ; 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Maritime Association of 
Port of New York, for appointment of Hon, Thomas J. S 
a member of the House Committee on the Merchant Marine : 


mission 


Os ae 
Dy 


Petition of citizens of Texas, aga 
to the Committee on the Post Offic 


Fisheries; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
Fisheries. 
Also, petition of the Pictorial Review Co., of New Yo! 


against postage increase on second-class matter; to the ( 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of Council No. 160, JI 
Order United American Mechanics, for House bill 15413: to t 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Post No. 515, Grand Army of 
Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, located at Schwenk 
Pa., for the passage of the Sulloway pension bill; to the ¢ 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also petitions of the Pennsylvania Society to Protect Child 
from Cruelty, the Juvenile Protective Association 
Porter R. Lee, of Philadelphia; and the Civie C.ub of Alleg! 
County, of Pittsburg, Pa., for the passage of the bill (TH. |! 


and 


2706S) to establish a Federal children’s bureau: to the Con 
tee on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and L: 
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SENATE, | 
Tuvrspay, February 23, 1911. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

rhe Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
roceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


4 message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. | 


rowning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
ssed without amendment the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 145) 
ding for the filling of a vacancy which will occur on 
March 1, 1911, in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 


Institution of the class other than Members of Congress. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 31538) to au- 
thorize the Pensacola, Mobile & New Orleans Railway Co., a 
corporation existing under the laws of the State of Alabama, to 
construct a bridge over and across the Mobile River and its 
navigable channels on a line opposite the city of Mobile, Ala., 
an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H.R. 29708. An act to constitute Birmingham, in the State 
ff Alabama, a subport of entry; 

H. R. 32212. An act making appropriations for the naval serv- 

e for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other pur- 

H. R. 82865. An act making appropriations for fortifications 

d other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
purposes ; and 

H. R. 32866. An act making appropriations for the Diplomatic 

i Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice President : 

S.574. An act to authorize J. W. Vance, L. L. Allen, C. F. 
Helwig, and H. V. Worley, of Pierce City, Mo.; A. B. Durnil, 
D. H. Kemp, Sig Soloman, J. J. Davis, S. A. Chappell, and W. M. 
West, of Monett, Mo.: M. L. Coleman, M. T. Davis, Jared R. 
Woodfill, jr., J. H. Jarrett, and William H. Standish, of Aurora, 
Lawrence County, Mo.; and L. S. Meyer, F. 8S. Heffernan, Robert 


with 


A. Moore, William H. Johnson, J. P. McCammon, M. W. Col- 
baugh, and W. H. Schreiber, of Springfield, Greene County, Mo., 
to construct a dam across the James River, in Stone County, 
Mo., and to divert a portion of its waters through a tunnel into 
t d river again to create electric power; 


S. S457. An act to restore to the public domain certain lands 
iwn for reservoir purposes in Millard County, Utah; 

S. 9443. An act providing for the naturalization of the wife 
nd minor children of insane aliens making homestead entries 
der the land laws of the United States; 

8.10011. An act for establishing a light and fog-signal station 
on San Pedro Breakwater, Cal.; 

8.10404. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to grant a 
‘ight of way through lands of the United States to the Buck- 
hannon & Northern Railroad Co.; 

8. 10596. An act to authorize the Rainy River Improvement 
Co. to construct a dam across the outlet of Namakan Lake at 
‘ttle Falls, in St. Louis County, Minn.; 

Hf, R.9221. An act for the relief of James Jones; 


withd 


H.R. 19756. An act for the relief of Michael J. Ryan, son 

I istrator de bonis non of John S. Ryan, deceased; and 
. ‘.d. Kes, 131, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
\ 


' to receive, for instruction at the Military Academy at West 


ry two Chinese subjects, to be designated hereafter by the 
Government of China. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 

Mir. NELSON, I submit a conference report on the river and 
Harbor bill and move its adoptien. 

se report was read, as follows: 
_ the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
‘wo Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
S620 na ki © . “3 : . i i 
7 making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
{ < ee of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
OT other P LES j . 
ania ie r purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
I © agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
louses as follows: 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


eases one ee ee ee 


3165 





That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17, 18, 
28, 47, 61, 80, 87, and 91. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9 11, 12, 14, 16, 19, 
20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32. 33, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 
41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 49, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 50, GO, 
62, 63, 64, 66, 67, 68, 70, 71, T2, 73, T7, 79, 81, S2, 83, 84, 8S, 89, 
90, 92, 93, 94. 96, and 9S, and agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the language proposed insert 
the following: “ Improving Weymouth Fore River, Mass.: Com 
pleting improvement below the Quincy Point Bridge in accord 
ance with report submitted in House Document No. 15354, Sixty 
first Congress, third session, $140,000’; and the Senate agree to 


the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 


ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the language proposed sert 
the following: “ Provided, That the project for pi ent 
below said bridge may, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
War. be so modified as to allow the widening the e] of 
the river at bends wherever considered desirable in the interest 
of commerce and navigation: Provided furthe That no addi 
tional work shall be done under this authority which w n 
crease the total cost of the project given in report submitted in 
House Document No. 441, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session ”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the aniend 
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: At the end of the language proposed 
strike out the words “to the Carolina Beach Pier” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “and the Carolina Beach Pier”; and 


the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement 
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to t! 


to the amend- 
» Same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed in 
sert the following between lines 22 and 23, page 15, after the 
provision for the Coosa River: 

“The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empowered 
to enter into contract with the Ragland Water Power Co., its 
successors or assigns, hereinafter designated ‘the contracting 
party,’ to complete the dam heretofore partially constructed 
by the Government at Lock No. 4 on the Coosa River, the 
work to be done under his supervision and control, and in ac- 
cordance with the present adopted project and any modification 
thereof that he may deem proper: Provided, That the con- 
tracting party shall furnish all materials, of every character, 
and pay for all labor required in the construction of said dam, 


which, upon completion, shall become the property of the United 
States, free of ‘ , kind what- 
soever: Provided further, That the terms of this act and 


all costs, claims. or charges of any 


any 
stipulation which the Secretary of War may deer recessary to 
safeguard the interests of navigation and other interests of the 
United States shall be embodied in any contract entered into as 
aforesaid. The contracting party shall begin the said work 
within one year from the approval of this act, and shall com- 
plete the same within three years from the date of commencing 
construction; otherwise the authorization hereby conferred 
shall be void and the rights hereby conferred shall ceas nd 
be determined, the Government reserving the 1 io commence 
and finish the work, if deemed advisable, at any time be it 
is commenced by the contracting party; or, if begun 1 not 
earried out in strict conformity to the directions of Seere 
tary of War, the Government may assume the completion of 
said work at its option, the cost of such con n to be paid 
by the contracting party: Provided, That the S . vy of War 
shall determine from time to time whetber the work g 
properly done. In consideration of the com *t ,ofs ‘ m 
free of cost to the Government, the contract rtv il i Vv 
granted such rights as the Gover ent possesses to the 
witer power produced by said dain for 1 facturi ! 
other industrial purposes for a period of 50 years: P ! 
That the plans for the necessary works and structures to 

said water power shall be approved by the Secretary of W 
Provided further, That the right is reserved to 1 United States 
to construct, maintain, and operate a foreb nd | t 
navigation purposes in connection with said dam, and nothing 
shall be done in the use of the water from said im « I 
wise to interfere with or in any way impede or retard the 
operation of said lock or the proper and ete nay tion 
of the river at all times, nor in any way to interf with ge 
and control of the same by the United States or the 

nance of the water surface above the dam at the established 
pool level; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to 
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That a xs Litsilyls ree T insre OTs shall be en ved « i 
Work by the Secy, airy of War, at the expense of the contre 
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and POCCUITEeMents L il ct and th Conditions of the co tl tf 
are strictly carried oul Congress reseryes (he right to alter 
amend, or repeal the pj hts and Privileges  }y¢ by conterred, 
and the United States sha] incur no liability be ‘use of the al- 


teration, amendment, or repeal thereof - Provided Jurther, That 


{to insure ©olpiiance with the terms of this co) tract, or to pro- 
lect the interests of Maivigation and other interests of the United 
States, the Secretary of War shall haye power, at any time, to 


order a Suspension of 


all privileges hereby 
Dliance with such 


order 


Lranted, 
ay be enforced by an 


and a com- 
injunction of 


the court of the United States exercising jurisdiction in the 
district in Which the Work is situated. and proper proceedings 
to this end shall he instituted by the Attorney 


General upon re- 
Secretary of War. Nothing herein Shall be 
Strued as in any way abridging the exclusive 
contro] by the United States 
Structure therein. or as 
Visions or laws 
The contracting 
hereby, must, 


quest of the 


Con - 
Jurisdiction and 
of the Coosa River, and of any 
repealing or modifying any of the pro- 
how existing for the protection of havigation. 
party, in consideration of the Privileges grant, d 
under such regulations as the Secretary of War 
may require. obligate and bind itself, its successors or assigns, 
fo raise the height of said dam at Lock No. 4 3 feet, and 
Shall stop the leaks above Dam No, 4 by which water escapes 
under such dam. so far as the sume can be done. and to keep 
Said leaks Stopped so far as it is possible so to do. In consiq- 


eration of making said improvements, the said contracting party 


Shall have the right to raise Said dam during low water to 
such a height as may be hecessary to give it a Storage basin 
above the dam, in order that it may develop and operate a 


water power: Provided, That the 
fere with nay igation: Pro, ided 


Said 
further, 


Storage does not 
That the 


inter- 
Said contract- 


ing party shall Pay all damages incurred by reason of over- 
flowed lands. Beginning with the year 1925. the contracting 
party shal] Pay to the | ited States for the power due to the 


hatural flowage of the river 
power per year : Provided, 
the river is increased 


the sum of $1 per 10-hour horse. 
That in case the natura] flowage of 
at this point by se reservoirs above 
this peint, the power company shall have the right to lease, for 
a period not exceeding the life of this authorization, the in- 
creased power due to said Storage, and shal] Pay on all power 
above that due to natural flowage of the river, as ing reased by 





Stora 


local storage at Dam No. 4 the sum of $1 per year for the 
first five years, $2 per year for the second five years, and 
thereafter $9 per year for each 10-hour horsepower sold 


above payment may, in 
War, pay its equitable 
Said reservoir or 


or used, or in lieu of 
tion of the Secretary of 
the construction of 
be determined by the Secretary of 
Secretary of War, in his discretion, 
©ompensation at periods of 10 years.’ 

And the Senate 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate humbered 13. and agree to 
an amendment Strike out al] after 
propriated,” in the twelfth line of the language 
insert in liey thereof the following : 

‘ Provided Jurther, That ho part of the 
priated and authorized to phe 


the discre- 
Share toward 
reservoirs, such Share to 
War: Provide d, That the 
may readjust such rate of 


“agree to the same. 
the same with 


the word “ap 
Proposed, and 


as follows: 


amount herein appro- 
tppropriated shal] be expended 
until the Secretary of War shall be Satisfied that the inter- 
ests of the genera] publie are duly Protected in the use of said 
harbor, and that no terminal] Monopoly will be Possible: And 
provided further. That the title or easements in ; hy land needed 
in connection With the Construction of the dike 
part of this improvement 
free of cost.” 


proposed as a 


shall be vested in the United States 
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And the Sep ite agree to the same, 
That the Hy use recede from its disagreemen| to the 
ment of the Senate nun bered 15, and agree to th 


endment 2S follows After the word 


“ maintenay 


C- the words “by di iZ and repair of the jetties” 
[ “uLeree tk Lil¢ ile, 
i C the Hye ‘ rom its disagreement to the any 
ment of Senate l red 25, and agree to the en © wif 
dment as foll In lieu of the second Paragraph of 
-© proposed t the following : 


‘Such changes ‘ind diversion Shall be shown by play 
Plats to be | repared by the « ity of St. Paul, which Shall ] 
With and any roved by ft Secretary of War and the ¢ 
Engineers }y fore work shall bh done thereon, and 
change ther; from shall pe unlawful unless a plan and 
thereof shall have been previously filed With and approyea 


the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of War 


Congress an 


Chief of Engineers - Provided. 1 

ind the Chief of Engineers Shall sub) 
estimate of the amount, character, 

work deemed proper to be 


aNd cost of 


done by the United States 


tion with the uuprovement herein iuthorized, the expensy 
hected with the preparation of such estimate to be paid f 
the appropriation for examinations. surveys, and contine, 


of rivers and harbors: Provided further, That heither th 
hor any action taken thereunder by the Se retary of W; 
the Chief of Engineers be construed as 

Mitting the United States to any expense or 
the further direction of ngress,” 

And the Senate tsree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ay 
ment of the Senate humbered 84. and agree to the same wi 
imendment as follows: At the beginning of the fifth line of 
lnpgenage Proposed omit the words “ Siuslay River, Ureg,,” 
the colon immediately following, and insert 9 quotation y 
and the Senate asree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the a 
ment of the Senate humbered 50, and agree to the same 
ay amendment In lieu of the language Proposed 
York Harbor, N. Y., with a yj 
width and depth of water from a poi; 


shal] in any Way 


obligation y it] 


as follows: 
the follow ing: “ New 
Securing increased 


sert 


or hear Southwest Spit, northwest of Sandy Hook, N. J., thr: lg 
lower New York Bay, Raritan Bay, and the channel bet we 
New i 


Jersey and Staten Island, N. to the channe! in | 
New York Bay;” and the Senate “gree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numi ‘red 65, and agree to the same with 
tmendment as follows: After the word “ Creek ” i} 
words “ Craven County ”: ang the Senate agree to the san 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
ment of the Senate numbered 69, and 
amendment as follows: In the fourth 
posed strike out the word * Ceig ” 
and the Senate agree to the 

That the House 
ment of the Senate humbered 74, 
umendment as follows: 
the following: 
a2 depth of 20 
the Sume, 

That the House yy 
ent of the Senate humbered 75, and agree 
amendment as f Mlows: In ‘ieu of the 
the following: « Mermentay River, La., with a view to the 
struction of a lock and damm to maintain the level of Gran 1] 
and the inland Waterways of Louisiana ”; and the Senati 
to the same, 


sert 


the ame 
agree to the same y ith 
line of the language 
and insert the word “* Cej 
Same, 
recede from its disagreement to the am 
and agree to the same wit 
In lieu of the language proposed iy 
“ Bayou Lafourche. La., with a View to s 
feet at its mouth”; and the Senate acre 


ede from its disa gre, ment to the a; 


to the same w 


language proposed 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the ar 


ment of the Senate numbered 76. and agree to the same w 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the word ~ Guadeloupe 


Sert the word “ Guadalune ” ind the Sen ite agree to th 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the an 
ment of the Senate numbered 78, and agree to the same wit! 
aiinendment as follows: Strike out the comma after the 
* Texas” and all the lznzuage following and insert a ps 
and the Senate “gree to the same, 

That the HTouse re le from 
ment of the Se ate humbered 85 
Amendment as follows : Oiit 
and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the Hlouse recede from its disagreement to the ; 
ment of the Senate humbered 86, and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the Words “a harbor of ref 
at that point ” insert the words ‘increased harbor facilities’ 
and the Senate 4£zree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
ment of the Senate humbered 95, and 


‘ its disagreemen| to the am 
» and agree to the same w 


the words Proposed to be ins: 


to the amet 
agree to the same with ; 








Py) ior fF th ye “ug ” s 
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: ul ivi hd agree to the same ! 
+} 
Ss ow ] eu of the | PUTS) oe ropost 1 ins ‘ 











il 0 l ‘ : 
} reh 8. 1909. as of 
VV \ S (*¢ ! 
| + i 
sent 
1 tin el } 
{ din 
‘ l rt to ¢ il 
© es 1 1 
i Nove 
1 to inves 
f ty of pro { 0 
for tl ling of flood \ rs in rivers, by 
rw I iding the follow First, tl 
he | ted States of the proposed canal from c 
ca point near Pittsburg, to Lake Erie, the « ‘ » 
¢ borne by local interests affected; second, the 
ft Lake Erie, by way of the Maumee River and 
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i River t some point near the District of 
‘ y line. ith Ches ike Ba r x ribi 
the obtaining of the necessary engi ring 
nission is authorized to call upon the Cor) rf 
United States Army, and said corps shall furnish 


pon the request of the commission, and the expense 
; the same shall be paid from the appropriation made 


Senate agree to the same. 
KNUTE NELSON, 
; Wma. ALDEN SMITH, 
THos. S. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
D. S. ALEXANDER, 
Gro. P. LAWRENCE, 
STEPHEN M, SPARKMAN, 
Va ad Yon the part of the He use, 
ICE PRESIDENT. m agreeing to the 
port. [Putting the question.] The ayes have it 
is agreed to. 
WLANDS. Mr. President — 


SON. I present a statement which I should like to 
1 the Recorp in connection with the report. 
no objection, the statement was ordered to | 
Recorp, as follows 
TATEMEN'T 
I nmends that th Senate recede fri tl 
ents 
li for the ct ion of a lock and d 
Bluff, on the Trinity River, Tex. 
ling for a reexam tion of the Jefferscn-Shre 
La nd Tex., with view to a modification of 
the foot of Caddo Lake 
ro} Ss LOO0O f the il iprovement « 
between Le Beau, 8S. Dal and Fort Be 


anus e Mk. 
hies Hope River, Va. 
, River, Okla 
survey of Jordan River, Utah. 








Cimeron 
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Messrs. BurtToN and LorIMeER were at tl time of their ap 
pointment Members of the [louse rhese lemen being now 
Members of the Senate, the constitution « commission has 
been changed from s en Members of the House and five of the 
Senate, as provided by the act, to seven Members of the Senate 
and five of the House. 


The 


S50.000 


commission has expended 9 litt e les 
appropriated about 
The commission visited Europ the 


examining many of its waterways under the 


s than half of the 
remaining to 
er of Loa, 


guidance of engi 


and has $?6.000 its 


credit. sumn 


neer officers of the various countries visited and accompanied 
by the present Chief of Engineers. 

The commission met at its rooms in the Senate Office Building 
on nine different days in December, 1909, and several times in 
June, 1910, and discussed its proposed preliminary report and 


ether matters, subcommittees having been appointed for differ 
ent phases thereof. 
pany in Kurope and in Washington to prepare 
data for use in connection with the preliminary and final report. 
Large 


the commission 


numbers of documents were collected in Europe bearing 


on waterway improvement, and one of the experts employed 
has given much time to arranging il cataloging these and 
making digests and extracts therefrom. 

In the discussions of the commission much attention has heen 
given to the conditions under which water-power rights should 
be granted, and the provisions of the general dam act were 


largely based on conclusions arrived at these meetings. 

A preliminary report was filed January 24, 1910, consisting 
of 71 pages, and printed at Senate Document No, 301, Sixty-first 
Congress, second session. 

Eighteen other pamphlets have been printed by the commis- 
containing valuable information relative to river and 
harbor improvements, and others are in preparation, these being 
largely reports of consuls relating to improvements in European 
countries. 

The only changes in appropriations are the two heretofore 


sion, 


mentioned, of $25,000 for a lock and dam near Pine Bluff, 
Trinity River, and of $150,000 for the upper Missouri River, 


these being yielded by the Senate. In these cases no appropria- 
tions have been asked for by the Chief of Engineers for the 
coming year. In the case of the upper Missouri River nearly 
$85,000 remains on hand unexpended, and a report on a survey 
ordered in the act of 1909 has not yet been received. 

According to the conference report the bill carries apppropria- 
tions amounting to $23,855,542 and authorizations of contracts 
amounting to $13,101,645, giving a grand total of $36,956,987. 

Some questions being raised as to the basis for the appro- 
priations for the mouth of the Brazos River, for the dam at 
Hidalgo Falls, Brazos River, and for improving the Ouachita 
River, inquiries were made of the Chief of Engineers, whose 
reply, under date of February 18, 1911, is appended: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
rHE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
Washington, February 18, 1911. 


OFFICE OF 


Iion. KNuTE NELSON, 
Chairman of conferees on the part of the Senate, 
United States Senate. 
Sir: 1. Replying to your letter of the 17th instant, which requesi 


an expression from me as to whether there are any objections to favor 
able action on the part of the conferees on amendments Nos. 15, 16, and 
19, now under consideration, I have the honor to say that I know of no 
objection to their favorable consideration. 

2. No. 15 is as follows: 

‘Improving mouth of Brazos River, 
and maintenance by dredging and repair of the 


Tex. : Continuing 
jetties, $100,000.’ 





lexy rts have been employed, both to acconi- | 


improvement | 
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No work has recently been done at the mouth of Brazos River, the 
recommendations of the department being that in the absence of com- 
merce work at this locality should be confined to maintenance of the 
jetties. But it is understood that since formal recommendation to this 
effect was sumbitted the railroad has been extended from Velasco to the 
inner ends of the jetties and a steamer has been purchased by the jo 
bers of Texas, at a cost of over $225,000, for use at this port, both in | 


connection with a bona fide attempt to utilize the harbor for commercial 


purposes. Therefore former recommendations by the department should 
not be considered as a bar to further work at the locality. Moreover, 
a recent survey indicates that the available depth heretofore reported 
as 16 feet has been reduced to 13 feet, possibly due to recent breaks in 
the jetties. Therefore, in view of the expenditures heretofore made on | 


this harbor by the United States and by private interests, it is believed 
that Congress might, in assisting any serious attempt to utilize the 
harbor, properly provide for dredging as well as for the repair of the 
i tties. 

3. No. 16 is as follows: 











‘Improving Brazos River, Tex., from Old Washington to Waco: For 
completion of lock and dam at Hidalgo Falls, $50,000.” 

Since the submission of the annual reports and estimates informa 
tion has been received from the district officer in charge that additional 
funds are required for the completion of lock and dam at Hidalgo 
Falls, for which Congress has already made appropriations, deemed at 
the time sufficient to complete. It is therefore believed to be desirable 
to provide at this time for the completion of the work rather than to 
postpone such completion until a later date, with consequent suspension 
of work and probable increased cost. 

4. No. 19 is as follows: 
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“Improving Ouachita River, Arkansas and Louisiana: C 
nprovement by removing snags, leaning trees, and other obst 
vetween Camden and Arkadelphia, in t! State of Arkansas, $7 


TI amendment provides for continuing work undertaken in 





I h the requirements of the last 1 r and harbor act \ 
rece y received from the district officer indicates that additi 
for t} work wil! be required to prevent suspension of operatio: 
n pl Ss While the amount made available by the proposed 
ment be larger than required in the immediate future, work 
cha provided for is, as stated on page 54 of my last an 
port ilmost always useful and advantageous to the general 
Any small ances left after the execution of the work now 
ately 1 essary will be available for future work of the same k 
rit sity for which constantly recurs on streams like the Ou 
Very respectfully, W. H. Brxp 
Chief of Engineers, United States A 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Before the vote was taken I was 


floor seeking the recognition of the Chair with reference | 
conference report. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. 


Very good. 

I wish to state that the report c 
great many important matters, and it to me it 
fair to the Senate that it should be printed before it 
sidered. If my objection to the present consideration of 
report is good, I shall ask that the report be printed and 


seems is 


the matter come up for consideration to-morrow, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator 
Minnesota to agree to the conference report was in orde: 
the Chair will again put the question if the Senator 


Nevada asks it. The question is on agreeing to the cont 
report, 

The report was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the § 
tary of the Municipal Council of Sagay, Province of N: 
P. I., remonstrating against the public utterances of (|. [DD 
Worcester, secretary of the interior of the Philippine Is 
in an address before the Young Men's Christian Ass« 
which was referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented a petition signed by the officers 
Electric Railway Employees’ Association, praying for the 
cation of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the | 
States and Canada, which was referred to the Commi 
Finance. 

Mr. DU PONT presented memorials of Local Grange N 
of Newark; of Local Grange, of Milton; and of Local G 
No. 44, of Coolspring, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, 
State of Delaware, remonstrating against the ratification o 
proposed reciprocal agreement between the United Sta 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Fin: 

Mr. NELSON. I present a resolution adopted by thie 
of the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, which I 
be read and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the resolution was read and ! 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

Messrs. Rockne and Moonan offered the following resolution 


* Whereas there is now pending in the Congress of the Unit 


a measure known as the Canadian reciprocity treaty, which, 
will in all probability affect the farmers of the Northwest: and 


* Whereas the provisions and effect of said treaty are little 


the rural communities of the State: Now therefore be it 
“Resolved by the senate of the State of Minnesota, That 
mend that our Senators and Representatives in Congress « 


honorable means to suspend action on said treaty until the! 
the next Congress in December, 1911, in order that all p 
ested may be permitted to fully investigate and determine \ 
if any, such treaty will have upon the agricultural interest 
and be it further 

“Resolved, That a copy 
Senators and Representatives 

Mr. BULKELEY presented a memorial of Local Gra 
67, Patrons of Husbandry, of Cromwell, Conn., remo! 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agree! 
tween the United States and Canada, which was referred 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Natchang Grange, No 
Chaplin, and of Local Grange No. 67, of Cromwell, Pat 
Husbandry, in the State of Connecticut, praying for Uh 
sage of a full and complete parcels-post bill, which 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 

Mr. BURNHAM presented memorials of Local Grang 
of Londonderry; Local Grange No. 11, of Hudson; 
Grange No. 239, of Plymouth; and Oceanside Grange, 
of Hampton, all of the Patrons of Husbandry; And 
Felker, Meredith, N. H., lecturer to the New Hampshir 
Grange; Mount Livermore Grange, of Holderness; Chal 
Rollins, deputy New Hampshire State Grange, Lake Shore P 
John A. Edgerly, of Wolfboro; John E. Eastman, of 
Haverhill; Roseoe I. Blaisdell, master Winnisquam Granee. 
East Tilton; Warren Tripp, of Manchester; E. W. Hol 
master Newfound Lake Grange, of Bristol; R. 8. Cross, of Wi 


ol 


sota ; 


this resolution be at mai 


in Congress.” 


of once 


( 


\ 
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Ellerv E. Rugg, of Keene; Harold D. Merrill, master 
I ange, No. 109, East Concord; Cyrus Downing, of alge ; a was | 
: Charles H. Brackett, of Greenland; H. B. Worthen, | that this residence | 
New Hampshire State Grange, of Bristol; David L. | ¢ r lands, is too long. 
, deputy State Grange, of Bilsum; E i atter \ reas t neriod « ; 
tv State Grange, of Ports: th: W. stew I h 
Grange, of Short Falls; Charles A ty ; aw 06 Sue Wi 
ge, of Rochester; IF’. A. Rogers, de] r re I Du n i a: I 
i of Curti B. Chil ex utive state R tt l 
tl , 1 I a ] ry ft - f N xy ne r . i \ 
Local Union, No. 15, Internationa of | 1 11 
ers, O Fall Me el mst! the to 1 e 5 i 
of the proposed recip | agreement between the |,” —— ay aS 
State hb et ‘ 
», n 
re i res n i 
Febru v 911 














st: rl 1 i ‘ 
o ' 
BORAH. I present a joint memerial of the Legislature , 
° ; , . . si nt t l 
» of Idaho, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp | ; House of R sen I Ss 
ed to the Committe Ae Lands during t f nth 
i no objection, the joint memorial was referred to ‘ 
1s , o 4 . ( ( 
tee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in | 
as follows: | ¢ 
House joint memorial No. 8. | 
thle the President of the United States, the honorable t) I, Wilfred L. Gifford ‘ ‘ : f i 
the Iateri and the ho rable the Secretary of Aq h rtify that t ney ! ir 
of 1 t { | 
lists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respec oten aie = i Feb 14 
' a 3 - ' ” > +3 ruary 16, 1911 W was lint 17 | 
ownships 46 and 47 north, range 5 east, Boise meridian, : 
: ‘ ae } ‘ . ; ; : 4 Db. 1911, nd admitted i 
I , are included in the Coeur d'Alene National Forest In testimony wl ¢ I have } : 1 
nd the land in said townships was burned over by the forest m ee , , 
actically led of all li aeniuene “e a great il of t State 
10 and practically denuded of all live timber, and it clearly 1) t City. the eanital ef Id ‘ © 
, whatever vali hall be saved from the burned timber 1 oe oe I am 11: ce aa I 
1 within the n ear; lores } ey 1 
the lands includ ithin tl said townships are for th Stat , the Wy : = 
ttled upon by steaders who entered upon the lands ; ; 





cluding of the a within the national reserve; and Mr. BORAH. I present a joint men 11 oO I 
;overnment is resisting the claim of the homesteaders ; : ' | 

5 . ba Stata aha } "V6 } | 

| lands, and by reason thereof the settlers have been forced r the — of Idahe ay a tee © 

vy expense and are in uncertainty as to their rights; and und referred to the Comm ; 























the settlers have suffered heavy loss by reason of the fir¢ There being no objection. the joint memor I 
hich swept over these lands ‘ . a 
nh t in Pa the m tee ublic Is d le 
fr pray that townships 16 and 47 north. range 3 east, om Committe on Pub i ] ( i ( ] 
lian, be climinated from the Coeur d’Alene National Forest ; the Recorp, as follows 
1 that they be made available for homestead entry at once. ‘ , XN 
lred, That the of state transmit a copy of thi , t 
to each of the follov ers President of the United Good-roads 1! nor oe e ft ( 
1 Secretary of the Interi the Secretary of Agriculture, and te r 1,000,000 res of t I 
I of the Idaho cong i | delegation s 
a this { ti y f vl t g i 
il passed the h e of representatives on the 15th day : ‘ . State tl 
011 id § of | 
CnarLes D. Storey, ce t ; 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. cu) . Phat the I : ted § 
11 passed the senate on the 15th day of February, 1911. | ®¢°Ws l road re 
L. H. SwWEETSER, ee nf ¢ oes 
President of the Senate —e ne 
ai — ; : adv z tt e 
rtify that the within house joint memorial No. 8 origi ] { ‘ t not tl 
the House of Representatives of the Legislature of the Stat I it } 1 
during the eleventh session ( Now tl P 
JAMES H. WALLIS, Resoired. That tl Cong! 
Chief Clerk of the House of Re present | to tra er 1.000.000 
~ t thir T } i s 
| ' reatiz 
t F S nt 
1 L. Gifford, secretary ‘ ~ at 
that the annexed pt h t 
( nt 1 emorial No : » tl with tl t 
townships 46 and } 








I at Febr t F . , . 
day of February l. 
wher f i have 1 tl 
f the Stat | I sena é D 
bs ‘ c ’ the capital of Idaho, th , 1Sth day ol Febr i‘. ! ll - th la 
our Lord 1911 and of the Ind ice of the United 
ica the one hundred and thirty-fift! 
WILFRED L. GIrt », Secretary of Stat mis i 
,T> : . T 2 
DORAH, I present a joint memorial of the Legislature | ° , 
{ - of Idaho, which I ask may be printed in the Recor: 
ed to the Committee on Public Lands. 
ing no objection, the joint memorial was referred t¢ 
ttee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in th 
follows: 1 LL. 
Hot joint 1 lution No. 14. 
i 
ted by the Legislature f the | te of Idal rn 
on account of th arid cond ior existing over a gt tt rt 1 T t¢ S 
; which effects great hardship and suffering upon t set tabl nt 
public lands of the State by reason of the fact that it is , i rua 
ers ul m said arid land to raise crops or other prod 1911 \ Lj 
; zetable or animal, for the support of themselves and far 1911 ! tted t rd 
ue residence term of five years now required by the law of th In testimony whereof I have hereunt t 


; and rreat al of tl State. 
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_ Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 14th day of February, | Senate joint resolution No. 27. 
Stat : ee - ord a Se o ti Ind pencence 0! the United | _ Whereas the United States Immigration Commission after four years 
etat ( merica nh on iundred and thirty-tiith investigation and the expenditure of $1,000,000 has made a 40 . 
| J WILFRED L, Girroxp, Secretary of State report to Congress; and 
Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the General Assembly of | ,, Whereas it is being proposed that the immigration evils from whic! 
the Pres wlan Cl sal _ ie : a <taitic 1; | the Northeastern States are suffering be relieved by diverting and < 
ie resbyterian iurch of the United States, praying for the | ¢pj uting the aliens now crowding into and congesting the slums, swear. 


enactment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transportation | shops, and city centers of the Northeast; and 

of intoxicating liquors into prohibition districts, which was re- | ,, Whereas the Immigration Commission clearly points out that this 
ees : te it | the only country with any considerable net foreign immigration, ; 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | laws and administrative policy are the weakest of any new country, and 





Mr. DICK presented petitions of Conneaut Lodge, No. 424, | that “substantial restriction is demanded by economic, moral, and 
International Association of Machinists - Conne: - of » | social considerations,” and the illiteracy test is recommended “as : 
Fee A er : ot Mi “eo s » OF one Lut; f the t feasible single method for excluding undesirable immigration 
frades and Labor Council of Middletown; and of International | Therefore be it 
Molders’ Unions Nos. 27. 218. 308. and 430. of Cleveland. all | Resolved by the State senate of Tennessee _ house concurri 
j Ste , : mut Rae ‘ , tes That we hereby memorialize Congress to immediately enact some sx 
in the State of Ohi ‘ 4 he ¢ fruction iter 1 vo “Deron _ = ® : Ce ae son 
‘ 4 : i hio, - tying for t eo von of United illiteracy test as is recommended by the Immigration Commission, as 
States battleships in Government navy yards, which were re- | law in ‘Australia, New Zealand, and other new couhtries, pass « 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. needed immigration legislation along the lines of the Immigration 

He als eine dd: : re i tol a ln oe reas a - | Commission’s suggestions, and do not pass any legislation looking to 

\lso pre nted i memorial of the Trish Nationalists of the diversion and distribution of the kind of alien population ¢} 3 
Ohio, of Dayton, Ohio, and a memorial of the Associated Irish | now congesting the Northeastern cities and causing so many evils | 
Societies of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the ratifiea- | and be it further ied f thi lutt 1 
; : . . ae oni v8 Resolved, That a certified copy o lis resolution be sent by the 
tion of the proposed tre aty of allian between the [ nited | secretary of the senate at once to the President of the United States, 
States and Great Britain, which were r rred to the Committee | to our two United States Senators, and each of our Representatives 


on Foreign Relations. | at Washington, D. C., with the request that it be presented to Con 
vress and properly referred. 
Adopted, February 7, 1911. 


He also presented a petition of the Lorain County Federation 
of Labor, of Ohio, and a petition of the Hotel and Restaurant N. Baxter. Jr 
Linplovees’ International Alliance and Bartenders’ International Speaker of the s« 


League of America, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating agains A. M. LEacu, 
; Femonstrating against Speaker of the House of Representat 


any change in the present laws relative to the printing of 

. : ; iti : — Approved, February 9, 1911. 
United States securities and bonds, etc., which were ordered to rene . Ben W. Hooper, Gore 
lie on the table. I. W. D. Seruggs, chief clerk of the senate, hereby certify th 

Iie also presented petitions of the Trades Councils at Newark |} is a true and correct copy of senate joint resolution No. 27, ad 
avenn: ‘incinnati ami ‘os] : : | February 7, 1911. 
Rave nna, Cincinnati, Hamilton, Coshocton, Norwalk. and | February 7 1911 +: Se tatiieens. 
Maine ille, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment | Chief Clerk of the Senat 

a Sli . ‘Tt “estric i joys i thie , . . | ’ "~T . , 1 

bia ee = further restrict immigration, which were re- Mr. GRONNA. I present a concurrent resolution adopted by 
erred to the ommittee on Immigration. the Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dak 


He ae eee petitions of Local Lodge No. 375, of Day- requesting the passage of the so-called Sulloway pension b 
ton; of Maple City Lodge, No. 470, of Painesville; of Lake |] ask that the concurrent resolution lie on the table and li 
Shore Lodge, No. 84, of Ashtabula; of Local Lodge No. 185, printed in the Recorp. 

See ae a hag Lodge No. 105, yo Columbus ; and of Lake There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was 0 
ront Lodge, No. 260, of Cleveland, all of the Brotherhood of | gered to lie on the table and to be printed in the Recoxp, as 

Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, in the State of Ohio; of | ¢olows: 

I otton Belt Lodge, No. 204, of Jonesboro, Ark. ; of Smoky City | pweitth Legislative Assembly, State of North Dakota—A con 

Lodge, No. 219, of Pittsburg, Pa.; of Local Union, International resolution. 

Union of the United Brewery Workmen of America, of Cin- Whereas a bill (HI. R. 29346) known as the Sulloway ill, gt 


cinnati, Ohio: ¢ * Tni ime ste wnsions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who ser) 
S thaeneh ae and = ma al { ps Wood, Wire, and Metal Phe Civil War and the War with Mexico, has passed the Ji 
a hationa nion, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for | Representatives in the Congress of the United States and is now | 
the enactment of legislation providing for the admission of pub- | ing in the Senate: Therefore be it Y 
lications of fraternal societies to the mail as second-class Resolved by the senate of the State of North Dakota (the hi 

2 - ; se : : : a representatives concurring), That we heartily approve all of ¢! 
matter, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices | visions of said bill, and we hereby respectfully request our Set 


and Post Roads. in Congress to vote for and use every honorable means to se 
Mr. CULLOM. TI present ; elegra ‘ ‘ ante a | passage by the Senate of the United States just as it passed the 
4 hi Pp b telegram, = the nature of ay of Representatives, without alteration or amendment as to 
memorial, which I ask may be read and referred to the Com- | provided. 
mittee on Finance. Resolved, That copies of this resolution, signed by the 


There being no obiectior > teleer: "ne Pras ‘ siiitia officers of the houses, be sent to each of the Senators and Re; 
to the Committee - Fin «eng bs a a was read and referred tives from North Dakota in the Congress of the United States 
“7 y i ec, as If ows: 


This certifies that the above concurrent resolution originated 





OTTAWA, ILL., February 23. senate of the Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of \ 

Ilion. S. M. CULLOM, Washington, D. C.: Dakota and was concurred in by the house of representatives 
a : ne nee: ae : Usner L. Benepics 

The Illinois Farmers’ Institute forwarded to the President of the oneal Byrd Se 
Tnited States S« nate copy of resolutions protesting the ratification of J. M. HANLr) 
a Canadian reciprocity treaty, asking to have it read in open Speaker of the House of Represciut 

A. N. ABBOTT, President. Mr. GRONNA presented memorials of the Farmers’ Cl: 

H. A. MCKEENE, Secretary. Larimore and of sundry citizens of Emerado, Fairdale, br 


Mr. CULLOM. T present a petition of Local Union No. 282, | and Pembina County, all in the State of North Dakets, 1% 
American Federation of Musicians, of Alton, IJ, which I ask | Strating against the ratification of the proposed recij" 
may be printed in the Recorp, omitting the names, and referred | agreement between the United States and Canada, which \ 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Mr. HALE. I present a telegram in the nature of a ni 
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the | rial from the Board of Trade of Eastport, Me., which I as 
Record, omitting the names, as follows: may be read and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

OFFICE oF LOCAL No. 282, A. F. or M.. There being no objection, the telegram was read and ret 
114 East SECOND STRERT, to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 
Alton, Ill., February 14, 1911. Eastport, ME., February 22 
Tion. S. M. CULLoM and Hon. WILLIAM LORIMER, Ilion. EvGeNr Hate, Washington, D. C.: 


United States Senators from Illinois, Canadian reciprocity agreement protects American sardines 
GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned musicians and members of Local | preserved fish only when packed in oil. Payne bill and previ 
No. 282, American Federation of Musicians, Alton, Ill., are greatly in- | protected all such products, in oil and otherwise. Ratification « 
terested in the passage of the Bartholdt resolution (H. J. Res. 148), | ment as it stands containing this clause would annihilate onl) 


which has successfully passed the House of Representatives. This reso- | of Eastport and almost every other Maine town on coast W 
lution, in brief, provides that all enlisted musicians are prohibited from | fore protest emphatically against passage of agreement and sol 
entering the competitive field. We hereby petition and request you to | best efforts and vote against it. 

use your utmost influence to secure the passage of this resolution in the Eastport Boarp or T 
Senute 


Mr. BURTON. I present a letter from the presid 
Mr. FRAZIER. I present a joint resolution passed by the | the Chamber of Commerce of Cleveland, Ohio, transi! 

Legislature of the State of Tennessee relative to the immigra- | resolutions adopted by the chamber of commerce reli! 

tion question, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and | the Canadian reciprocal agreement. I ask that the lett 


referred to the Committee on Immigration. | printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Fin 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred | There being no objection, the letter was referred to the ‘ 





mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recok), 
follows: 


to the Committee on Immigration and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 






































































RE 


CONG 


1911. 


THE CLEVELAND CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 


February 21, 1911. 





H TrEopoRE FE. Burton, s 
] ted States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
1 Sir: I have the honor of transmitting to you herewith resolu- 
{ favoring the Canadian reciprocity agreement adopted by this 


- unanimously to-day, as follows: 

\\ s a reciprocity agreement has been prepared by representatives 
' United States and Canadian Governments and submitted to Con 

‘ d the Canadian Parliament; and 


\\ s in the opinion of the committee on export trade relations of 
; nber the ratification cf this agreement would tend to widen, 
st then, and improve commercial relations generally between the 
I i States and Canada: Therefore be it 
i, That the Celevland Chamber of Commerce hereby records 
in favor of the ratification of the agreement now pending in 
‘ ed States Senate, and requests the president of the chamber to 
ite this action to the Senators from Ohio and other States iu 
Ce! il West. 
Very truly, yours, Geo. W. KINNEY, President 
Mr. DEPEW presented memorials of the Central Labor Union 


wklyn, N. Y¥., and of sundry citizens of Brooklyn and 
Syracuse, N. Y., remonstrating against any change being made 
i e rate of postage on periodicals and magazines, which 
were ordered to lie on the table, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present telegrams in the nature of 
emorials remonstrating against the proposed Canadian re- 
rocal agreement, which I ask may be noted in the Recorp 


d referred to the Committee on Finance. 
There being no objection, the telegrams were referred to the 


Committee on Finance and ordered to be noted in the Recorp. 
s I IWS: 
felegram from Warren Tripp, of Manchester, N. H.: 
relegram from David Lumsden of Durham, N. H.: 
Telegram from Roscoe L. Blaisdell, master of Winnisquam 


Grange, No. 198, Patrons of Husbandry, of East Tilton, N. H 
egram from H. B. Worthern, deputy, New Hampshire State 
ce, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bristol, N. H.; 

egram from Charles H. Brackett, of Greenland, N. H 
Telegram of Cyrus Downing, of Wentworth, N. H.; 
Telegram from R. S. Cross, of West Canaan, N. H.; 
‘legram from Ellery E. Rugg, of Keene, N. H.; 

Telegram from E. W. Hopkins, master, Newfoundland Lake 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bristol, N. H.; 

relegram from H. D. Merrill, master of Rumford Grange, 
100, Patrons of Husbandry, of East Concord, N. H.; 
ezram from Freeman G. Smith, of Meredith, N. H.; 

‘cram from John E. Eastman, of North Havehill, N. H.; 
egram from EF. Ahrn, master of Plymouth Grange, Patrons 
isbandry, of Plymouth, N. H.; 

felegram from John A. Edgely, of Wolfboro, N. H.; 

Telegram from Daniel C. Westgate, of Windsor, Vt. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 
44, Patrons of Husbandry, of Londonderry, N. H., remonstrating 
st the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement 
een the United States and Canada, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of A. F. Howard, of Ports 
mouth, N. H., praying that an increased appropriation be made 
for the quay wall at that city, which was referred to the Com- 
uittee on Commerce, 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a memorial of the State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Vermont, remonstrating against the 
ral tion of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the 
Cuited States and Canada, which was referred to the Committee 


ance, 


and 


Mr. GUGGENHEIM presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Kit Carson County, Colo., praying for the passage of the so- 
a ed pareels-post bill, which was referred to the Committee 
On Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mi OWEN presented a petition of the temperance committee 
(he General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, praying 


‘enactment of legislation to prohibit the interstate trans- 
on of intoxicating liquors into prohibition districts, which 


Was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. PRY EK. I present a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Maine, which I ask may lie on the table and be printed 


in the Recorp. 


there being no objection, the memorial was ordered to lie on 
© tohla « ° . 
the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
S : 
’ of Maine—A memorial to the Members of Congress to promote 
the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service. 
eae is the United States has passed Senate bill 5677, entitled “A 
is romote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service,” and said bill 
i in the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the 
\\ of Representatives in Congress: and 
SI eas we believe that the officers and members of the United 
ae , Life-Saving Service should receive from the Government the 
giy oh eget in regard to retirement, long-service pay, ete., as is 
end to the rank and file of the Army and Navy of the United States, 
Which thos of the fact that from the hazardous and valuable work 


the life-savers perform, the vast amount of value and the great 
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num! of lives which they save from the peril f 
said service is a branch of the Govern nt service w 
the public a great profit of what it Sts to m 
articles of enlistment compel them to serve with t 
during war: Be it 

Resolved, That they should be enti 1 to al 
the aforesaid bodies; and be it 

Resvived, That we earnestly request vy and f 
Senate bill GOTT Ik R 
senrbled, for ire t d re s re led 
Kimball, ger il superintendent of the | ds 
ice, and approved y t honorable S ‘ 
rre ! ind be it furthe 

Rese Phat the ecreta ‘ md 
immediately transmit a copy thes s 
Kimball nd to the honor Se t 
Db. « ul to Mer rs ( 38 mm tl State 

In se of representatives | y 13,1911: Rea 

I c A 

In senate Fe iry 14, 1911 Read and | 

NA \ 4 
Approved, February 15, 1911 
I 5k 

A true copy ‘ 

Attest ( Ww. D ‘ 

Mr. FRYE. I present resolutions adopted b 
of the State of Maine, which T ask may be p 
and referred to the Committee on the Library 

There being no objection. the resolu IS were 
Committee on the Library and ordered to be 
Ry CORD, “as follows : 

State M Res« t 
mt I ‘ tl t ( | 

Resolved. That Ma ‘ 
their influence for t passag \ 
for t erection of a proper \n 
late Co odore John VP | 

Rese . That a cop o 
and Representatives in Cong Ss 

In house of representatives I yl 111 R 1 

] \ 

In sen February 14, 101 Read and 

N ( 
Approved, Fe lary 15, 1911 
I W. P 

A true copy. 

Attest ¢ Ww. I . 

Mr. FRYE presented a memo ot Le «és 

I 
Husbandry, of Manchester, Me.,. remonstrat i 
fication of the proposed reciprocal agreeme 
United States and Canada, which was referred t 
on Finance. 

Ile also presented memorials of Local ( 
Chelsea; of Local Grange of Ripley; of I ‘ 
No. 473, of Calais: and of Prestile Grange, No 
all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State « 
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present a 
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Con 
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be read and referred to the Committee 


Ne 
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There being no objection, the matter wa 

the Committee on Pensions, as follows 
PLEA Ft rit D I 
To the Eprro I ik No 1 AM 4 

I notice in the columns of tl né i] 
Sulloway pension bill me wit i 
bers of the Senate, and 30 an 
intention l'resident Taft to v 

Can it be possible that a Nenato 
for six months’ services, and | 
to $75,000 a year, and whose | 
In a grenut measure, ol s 
surroundings and risked | 
while the common d a 1 $ 
the comforts and privileges ! 
business man acquired ‘ 
war, must now in ( ! i 
in limited circumstat be p l 
reward ? 

Can that our statesmen and i 
things hav o gratitude ! f 
brought to them and tl Y ( 
backs on those who hav 1 
they ? God fe 1 t the 
hardened that he would f t s mos 

The ld soldiers are d y t 
sum | t is now heeded to reward t 
yeal 

Com) E,7 } 
Pe in 


wosed re 


Vel 


further re 
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( », thie { r and inving ew 
were ad and referrs t ( ee on Pen 
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~ } \ l 
t 1 4 ne 
l ex l f 
l t! v e 
S j | 
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' > Sf } 5 
{ / 
I I ‘ ( l Wi N ng 
( hi | < Ile } 
i i t ( OL 1 k ad o! k 
j ’ t £ I 
i ly wo lical 
liar « ' he | 
doct« \ ‘ help 
I j uldn’t I S50 i 
! ii eno. for them aft I d, and we need 
I n 
| W ‘ i} ( th ( ol il 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
vere referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
iMendment 


H.R. 52440. A bill authorizing the Moline, East Moline & 


Watertown Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a 
ridg ind approaches thereto across the south branch of the 
Mississippi River from a point in the village of Watertown, 


i 
Reck Island County, Ill, to the island known as Campbells 


Co. to construct a bridge across the arm of Lake Chai 
between the towns of Alburg and Swanton, Vt.: and 
H. R. 382213. A bill to authorize the city of Portsmouth, N. H., 


to construct a bridge across the Piscataqua River. 











He also, from the s © committee, to which was referred the 
bili (S. 10785) to legalize a bridge across the Pend Oreille 
River in Stevens County, Wash... reported it with an amendment 
ind I ed a report ¢(% 1228) thereo 

M PENROSE, from tl c nittee on Nav Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 10782) to promote the erection 

memorial in conjunction with a Perry's victory centennial 
elebratis 2 1 Bay Is d, during the year 191 n m 
I l ition of ‘ i i ! nnivel y f the Battle of 
Lake Erie i a northwestern wnpaicr f Gen. William 
Henry Harris nthe W of 1812, reported , hout mend 
ment and l { ‘port No. 1229) it¢ 

He also, fr t Committee on Post Offi d Post R | 
to which w referred the bill (S. 4246) fe he relief of the 
Georgia Railroad & Banking Co., reported amend 
ment 

M JONES, fi the Committee on Pub ] is, to which 
wa referred the | (H. R. 32082) limiting the privileges of 
tl Grove went 11 bathhouse on tl put res i t Hot 
Ss n Ark., to ) who are withor 1 wma ‘ i 
{ ( » pay for baths, reported it witl iment and 
submitted report (No. 1280) thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
\ referred the bill (S. 10026) for a flashi lig] fog sis 

keeper's quarters at the Point Pinos Light Station, Cal 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No 
231) thereon. 

\ GALLINGER, N Affair oO 
\ \ s referred tft ) utho the Pre 
( to pli Ins m the retired li ot 
the Navy with the ran ‘ d it with a a 
ments and submitted : thers 

Mr. OVERMAN, fro 1 Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the amendm bmitted by 
himself on the 16th instant, proposing to increase the cost for 

e United Stat x office and customhouse building at Wil- 

N. C., by the sum of $200,000, intended to be proposed 

{ sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon 
that it be nted, and, with the accompanying paper, 

red t the ¢ ttee on Appropriations, which was 


REN, from the Committee on Irrigation and Recla 
I 
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ands, to which was referred the bill (S. 10808) ' 


back favorably, without amendment, the bill (i. R. 3240 
authorize the North Pennsylvania Railroad Co. and the 
ware & Bound Brook Railroad Co. t t idg 


just reported by the Senator from Virginia has passed tl 






















































ithorizing the Greeley-Arizona Irrigation Co. to build a : 
ross the Colorado River at or near Head Gate Rock. " 
Parker, in Yuma County, Ariz., reported it with amend 
nd submitted a report (No. 1233) thereon. 
DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. MARTIN. From the Committee on Commerce I i 











tl Delaware River from Lower il 
County, Pa., to Ewing Township, Mercer County, N. J. 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, a bill identica! with tl 


ate and gone to the other House. I ask unanimous con 
resent consideration of the House bill just reported, s 
natter may be disposed of. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amend 

lered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to enter a motion to reconsid 
votes by which the Senate ordered to a third reading an 
the bill (S. 10682) to authorize the North Pennsylvania I 
Co. and the Delaware & Bound Brook Railroad Co. to con 
a bridge across the Delaware River, from Lower Ma! 
Township, Bucks County, Pa., to Ewing Township, M 
County, N. J. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider 
entered. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the House of Represen 
be requested to return the bill to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFECTIVE RECORDS IN MILITARY OR NAVAL SERVICE. 


Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Military Affa [ 
report back favorably with an amendment the joint res 
(H. J. Res. 276) modifying certain laws relating to the n 
records of certain soldiers and sailors, and I submit a 
(No. 1223) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the } 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

rhere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment reported from the Committee on M 
Affairs was, in line 3, after the words “ during the,” to 
out “year 1910, and” and insert “ Sixty-first Congress,” 
to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, ete., That in all laws approved during the Sixty-t 
rress having for their object the removal of disabilities accru 
defective records in the military or naval service of the United 


the words “ Provided, That, other than as above set forth, no 
pay, pension, or other emolument shall accrue prior to or by 
the } ize of this act”’ shall not prohibit or prevent the grantir 


pension on an application made after the approval of this 
accrui nly from the date of said application. 

amendment was agreed to. 
e joint resolution was reported to the Senate as an 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The House joint resolution was read the third time ang 


HENRY HALTEMAN, 


Mr. BROWN. From the Committee on Military Af 
report back favorably, with an amendment, the bill (H.R 


for the relief of Tlenry Halteman, and I submit a rep 
1226) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the present 






ing no objection, the Senate, as in Committe 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

iment reported by the Committee on Milit 
fairs was, in line 8, after the word “in,” to strike out 
pany ” and insert “ Battery,” so as to make the bill read 





Be ted, ct That in the administration of the | 
a 


and tl laws governing the National Home for Disabled Volunt 
li reof, Henry Halteman, now a reside! 


diers. } branch the 

sha ereafter 1 held and considered to have been |! 
charged fro he military serv of the United States as a | 
Battery I. S$ nd Regiment United States Artillery 1 t Is 
Au st, 1865: Provided, That no pension shall ¢ rue prior 
pa this act 


Th ras agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, : 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the b 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 
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umittee on Claims |] report \ bill (S. 10875) to ; 
rably without end. the bill CH. R. 18540) for | ‘ebruary 8, 1875, as am ed 
f of Thomas ¢. ¢ rk dIsnl nit a report (No, 1224) ISTO, and section 3149 of 4 Lye S 
{ call the attention of (ie Senator from Washi: ston schon 2, act of March 4 IST, as t | 
ES] to the bill, Ing of de Y collectors of 
PILES. Task UnAnIMOUS Consent for the presi it consid- | on Finan d 
~ the bill just reported. Ab S. 1OST6) to pro ‘ thy 
¢ being no ol jection, the S hate, as in Con mittee of the and r¢ tur of a bridge acro S the We I 
ded to cons rer the bill, [ft proposes to pay to State of Massachusetts (Ww 
C. Clark, inspector of construction, quartermaster’s de. ¢ Ommittee on Comn erce 
t Seattle, Wash., $758.75 to relmburse him for honse By Mr. Mec) MBER 
Is destroyed by a fire Which consumed the quarter \ bill ¢s lOST7) for th retlet of |] ( 
warehouse at Seattle May 7, 1906, Which goods were (With OlMpanving | to the ¢ ( 
stody of the United States Government for transporta- By Mr. BOR \l 
A b (SS. IOSTS) to ith e ( ( I’ 
Was reported to the Senate y ithout ame «ment, or ette, Idaho, to « a bridg ross _ I 
0a third reading. reid the third time, and passed. the town of P; yette, Idaho (wit! g 
RED LAKE RIVER BRID« E, MINNESOTA Committee on omer 
; ’ : By Mr PERCY 
NELSON. From the Committee on Commerce | report A b (S. 1OS79) f l f sof G I 
orably without amendment the bill (H. R. 82220) to Leflor deceased, late ehj, of the ¢ N 
e the board of super sors of the town of Hich Landing, |} gy CTs): to ft ( ‘ ( S 
Red Lake County, Minn., to construct a bridge acrose« the Red By Mr. SMoor 
River. I ask Unanimous consent for the present considers \ | S. 1OSSO) for the y i P. M. } he 
the bi l, ( © on Claims 
| © ly ing no objecti m, the Senate, as in ¢ ) iittee of the By M MARTY N i 
\ roceeded to consider the bill. \ (Ss, es a a I] \\ I « 
l was reported to the Senate without amendme Ol miidd Dy S \ rc. W. ] I f 
to a third readi if, read the third time, and Passed, WI on Va, With ! ny g I to he ¢ e 
VALIDATION OF CERTAIN HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. — 
By M CLARK] ' Arkansas 
\ YHORNTON., By dire tion of the Committee on Pub \ SS 10x ; thy, e th. —_ of —O 
I [ report back the bill (H. R. <6200) providing fo lie i “ s, to s ta bridg 1 ( i 
nm of certain homestead entries, and | SUDINIC a repery ( hittee on ¢ ce 
1225) thereon, With the re ommendation that it ] ‘. By Mr. KEAN te 
I} ort of the House committee is that It pass, The \ S. TOSSS) ay ! the | eR i Co 
: ‘ approval of the Department of the Interior and the t Can “onnecting the Hacke Rive iB 3 
I) ht of Agriculture It is a bill for the re lief of home Cr | ‘n County, NJ 8 ar ee 
S ers in certain States, It involyes only Washington Ore other purys ‘ t ( . ( 
g | the Territory of Ney Mexico. The time is limited to 
t '. Therefore it is important to those interested that ‘MENDMENTS TO awe ea 
should be passed. For these reasons and at the par Mr. ROOT submits d an amend t 
luest of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Crark LL S$00000 for 4 t f 
the bill be how considered. \ rK City nost Ofte. \ 
I} ni inimous consent the Senate. “aS in Committee of the sundry ciy il ; PProprint | . WH W i bye ed 
prog eeded to consider the bill, ind, with the on iny f pa r, refer i { { l 
i DUl Was reported to the Senate without amendment. or Public Bu lings and Grou ds, 
'a third reading. read the third time, and passed. Mr. SWANSON « mMmitted an amendme) } é 
JOHN MARSITALT. Ham on to foreign nations : ‘ = 
Hampton Roads, Va Mm heir way to att. I L par te 
\ I ERKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Naval | in the Panama Inte) it Ixy mat San ] ( 
\l ‘Marsa @8 Feferred the bill (H. Te 2 for the reli. f iin 1915. ef - Intended to he 1) sed by h 
; Marshall, to report it favorably With amendm, (Ss, | appropriation ph, lL whi s referred to the ¢ 
ait & report (No, 1227) thereon. Naval Affairs d ordered e printed 
DI PEW. I ask that that bill be taken up now. Mr. MARTIN sub ed ent | 
is re Deing no Objection, the Senate, as in (% minittee of the priate S600 to he 1s ) < ' es f 
ceeded to consider the bill, chemist at the Annapolis ] Xperiment ) 
endments were, after the word “April,” a4 the end of | be proposed by him to { ‘val appropr i 
‘. tO strike ont twenty-ninth ” and insert “ twenty ordered to be printed l, with Pa 
{ tnd after the words “ Sixty-five,” at the end of the hy ll, referred to the Committee on Na \ ffain 
. the bin cena: pri ( le passage of this act,” so as tO wor << davs leay,; Tt < © to certain « | 
i < . I \ \ as, gun f I tions | 
acted, ete., That in the adn inistration of the Pension laws Country, ete. intended to be pro} l by him 
> i fal, ry the Te omPany Fr, oixty-fitth Regiment New York propriat on bill, which was re, rred to the ¢ 
: \rtillery, and the United ‘Seen N: uy. sha ee ghork § to have | “\fMairs and ordered to be printed 
ly dis harged April 24, 1865, from the United sts s Mr. JOUNSTON bmitted an ‘ 
‘ded, That no Pension shall] a rue prior to the Passage of | Commiss Ons of pharm; s he N ( inte I 
Proposed by him to the naval apn; bill, wy \ i 
“mendments were agreed to. the a ompanying paper. was referred to the (Co ( l 
i e bill was reported to the Senate as amended. and the | Naval Affairs and ordered to be print I 
: fCntS were concurred in, Mr. DILLINGHAM sup; tted an Ime pr gz to 
mendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill appropriate S500,000 for the } rel © OF she of s j 
read a third time, design as will arry in charges of at J, ist 150 S weig 
ll was read the third time and passed, either the explosive how used in the S r ore 
CXPIOSiVe gelatin with sun pressure of 20 iM) ! 
BILLS INTRODUCED, it cee i led to be pr sed | : 
= rere introduced. poe: in : ; : : oe re of 
i oduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous appropriation bill, Which was ref “i to the ¢ 
an he second time, and referred as follows: Naval Affairs and ordered to he printed 
4 API ss He also submitted an amendment | ) 
, ; . S- 10874) to authorize the St. Paul Railway Pro- of the appropriation armor-piet ” 1) es of 12 14 
: ey a Corporation, to construct a bridge Cross the inch caliber, ete., intended to be pronoss 
Comm, Pt River near Nininger, Minn.: to the Committee on ~Propriation bill, which was re fred to t : _— 
“erce, Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed, 
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FEBRUARY 23. | 


COMPANIES B, C, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH UNITED STATES IN] 
On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 


That the Senate return to th 





of the W Department, the corres ur 
t Senate by him on April 19, 1910, t 
( ‘ 1 14, 1910, and not used in the pri Dox 
701, Sixt ir Congr , third session, be the 
the « t of inquiry relative to t 
rex., Al t 13-14, 1906. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—PAUL SINOCK, 
On motion of Mr. FLINt, it was 
i I l Si I th to withd! fror 
S papers accompanying te bill 441, Sixty 
t entitled “A bill to ect the ilitary 
Paul Sinock,” no adverse report having made thereon. 





REPORTS OF IMMIGRATION COMMISSION, 
Mr. DILLINGHAM submitted the following coneurrs 
10), which was referred to the C 






rate (the House of Representati cone 
with accompanying illustrations, for the 
» of Representatives, 2 copies of the rey 
mission, 475 for the of the Senat 

yuse of Representatives, 250 for the use 
Immigration, and 250 for the use of tl 

t ation and Naturalization; and that t! 
ted 8,000 additional copies of the Abstracts of Reports of t 


I sion, 1,900 for the use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of th 


















f Representatives, 1,250 for the use of the Senate Committe: 
nd 1 for the use of the House Committee on Imm 
I Naturali n. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, 
Latta, Executive clerk, announced that the President | 
proved and signed the following acts and joint resolutio 

On February 21, 1911: 

S. 6958. An act to authorize the Government to contr 
impounding, storing, and carriage of water, and to co 
in the construction and use of reservoirs and canals 
reclamation projects, and for other purposes. 

On February 25, 1911: 

3515. An act amending an act entitled “An act to 
an act to provide the times and places for holding ter 

U ed States court in the States of Idaho and Wvyomin;: 
1 June 1, 1S98; and 

S. J. Res. 159. Joint resolution authorizing the printii 
message of the President, together with the report of | 
of the United States in the North Atlantic coast fisheries 
tion at The Hague. 





nit 
prove 
prove 


RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 

Mr. BURKETT. I ask unanimous consen 

ideration of the bill (S. 5912) to establish and dis 

public-school teachers’ retirement fund in the District 

lumbia. 
Mr 





CUMMINS. I ask for the re 
Mr. BURKETT. 
cluded. 

ie VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from N: 
withdraw his request for the present consideration of tl 
Mr. BURKETT. Yes. 

CUMMINS. I offer a resolution and ask for i 


lar order. 
Very well. I thought morning busin: 





PET COT 








( ideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa 
resolution and asks for its present consideration r! 
tary will read the resolution (S. Res. 366) for the inf 
of the S t 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Vi there is now pending in the Senate a bill for the 
of t t approved August 5, 1909, entitled “An act to |} 
‘ l dut 1d encourage the industries of t U1 

mm n so far as it respects the D I 
the Canadian recipt it} 
{ , 

] lve That the President be, and he is hereb sted f 

I t Sen its use in the con i 1 
I 1 the ta ind sta | ii 
‘ of Her ( En } ! I 

] = ‘ latin to \ l i 
I i i pecially to the fe \ ) 
] I v tever val Ww l, 

} woolen tf ] lo 
‘ ing net } I 
iron mis ‘ tured iron nd steel, coal, meats, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 


f the resoluti 


Mr. HALE 
d be very valuable. I wish the Senator would 
f not, another resolution can be offered—that all pi 


documents relating to the negotiations between the ex] 


I do not rise to object I thin! 














» Department and the Canadian commission resulti 
lled reciprocity agre 
MMINS. 
n entirely different 


ng in 
ment be sent to the Senate. 

tion of the Senator from 
phase of the subject. 


Maine 


\LE. It does, undoubtedly. 
CUMMINS. And I should prefer that his suggestion be 
subject of another resolution. I have embodied in 
tion those things which I think the Senate will d 


ion of this 1 
that there may be no delay 
n, to the end that we may be 
| comes before us. 
[ALE. I think tl 
think we should have this i 


1 I desire it all 


nsiderat leasure I have asked immediate 
tion so in furnishing the 
el abled to consider it 


Senator from Iowa is right about 
formation at a very earl) 


the more because I have reason to be 


bill which has passed the House and is now in 

ttee on Finance, which will very soon make some re 
it, was never submitted to the Tariff Board, and that 
ff Board was not consulted with regard to its provi 


1 had no knowledge. That is an additional reason why 
ution of the Senator from Iowa ought to be passed, and 
r the better. 
ICE PRESIDENT. Is there 
tion of the resolution? 
CARTER. Let the rv 
VICE PRESIDENT. 
lution. 
Secretary again read the resolution. 
DIXON. I wish the Senator from Iowa would include in 
lly entfmerated list as 
CUMMINS. I have no objection whatsoever to that sug 
but it will be observed that the resolution calls for all 
ition which the Tariff Board has gathered respecting 
rticles named in the proposed arrangement with Can 
agricultural implements being included within that 
ent would be within the terms of the resolution. 
DIXON. ‘The only thing, ff the Senator from Iowa wili 
s that certain articles are specifically named and given 
‘ominence. So far as my section of the country is con 
hile the tariff duties are entirely taken off of all of our 
agricultural implements, which our people must nec 
y, are still the protected list. It 


objection, to the present 
lution be reported again. 


The Secretary will again report 


ricultural implements. 


left on 


is only a 
CUMMINS. If the suggestion will not lead to the gen 
dment of the resolution I have no objection to the 
of the words “agricultural implements” in 
vy mentioned. 
ICE PRESIDENT. The modification 
rErARY. After the words “ iron 
ld ‘‘ agricultural implements.” 
MOOT. I notice that in the items specifically mentioned 
a number of items that not included in the Ca 
reciprocity agreement. Does the Senator desire the 
those items with a view of considering them 
ed amendments or does he desire the information for 
er reason, said, there are a number of 
ioned that are not included in the agreement? 
UMMINS. The Senator from Utah has very accurately 
purpose. A great many of the articles specifically 
included in the agreement at all, and my pur 
» propose such amendments to this arrangement 
t the introduction into the United States from 
those things which the farmer buys, as well as the 
hich the farmer sells. Therefore I have included this 
les, and I desire to know, if the Tariff Board h: 


cles 


whether there is any reason for still retaining th 


those 


be stated. 
steel,” in the 


will 
and 


are 
nh upon 


because, as I 


l are not 


free 


s the 


those things. I want, however, the Senator fr 
fully understand my purpose. I bave no intention at 


nt time of offering amendments that 
he duties which Canada 
ida, only the duties 


will attempt to 
prescribes upon our exports 
upon the exports from Canada into 


» here to correct what seems to be a very 


sion 


general mis 
Under the terms of the arrangement itself it 
hanged if we reduce the duties below th 
eed to give Canada without e 
MALE. Of course, the Senator 
CUMMINS. One more word. If we allow this oppor 
pass, we can not hereafter independently give to Can 
free importation of these things without at the same 
ing to the whole world free trade in these things; and 
intend to allow this opportunity to pass if I ean help it. 
HALE. Undoubtedly the Senator is right. His design 
(d and large. If what he desires is carried out, it carries 
» Subject over; it has to be the subject of a new nego- 


se which we 
msulting Canada at al: 
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tiation with Canada. In that regard I syn h 1 1 
pur e of the Senator. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not concur the last statement mad 
by the Senator from Maine ‘ ance, th nent p! 
scribes a certain duty upon meat imported 1 ( la into 
the 1 nited States, nd \ I bv t I I the | ] 
if it were to become a law, that we n ease the duty 
ni above that named in the ! | “ed 
the duty on meat from Canada t | ~ 
it vy entirely without fer r 
with tl e arrangement or w tl ut incur 4 the dat ce it be 
a danger, of another reference to the Dominion of Canada. 

Now, I do not say that this is what should be done I only 

that IT want the informa n, d i tl { ‘ ite ought 
to wa the information from the board of experts wh f 
now wo years has been laboring 1 this direction to 














information for the use of the Senate and the House wh 
our tariff again came into controversy or into dispute. I can 
ot imagine that there could be ai y objection w tever to f 














the information. 
Mr. NELSON and Mr. ROOT addressed the ¢ 
The VICE PRESIDENT. { 


and to whom? 

















Does the Se 


























































































































































































































Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from M sota, | 
cause he addressed the Chair first 

Mr. NELSON. Does it strike the Senator that this discus 
sion upon the duty on Canadian meat is rather acader when 
they can bring the cattle across the border without butche ° 
them at all and get them in free? 

Mr. CUMMINS I am not attempting to vze the var S 
mysteries of this matter. I simply know that I wa the info 
mition the Tariff Board has, and I am well informed that it has 
collected very valuable information with regard to m Ly i 
these things. e 

I now yield to the Senator from New York 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, 1 rose for the purpose of asking 
the Senator from Iowa if it is his derstanding that Congress 
can reduce the tariff duties on he art es mi ( «| ‘ 
schedule to the agreement below the stipulated vith« 
rendering us liable to reduce these duties to the sa ‘ 
all countries with which we have most-favored-natic treatic 

Mr. CUMMINS. I believe, Mr. President, that it « be do 
I do not intend to dispute or to enter into a debate on the 
ter. I had no intention of debating it at all, because I re 
that we are trespassing upon the time allotted t se l 
from Indiana. I will not further debate it I nply ask 
sent for the passage of the resolution 














Mr. ROOT. I did not intend to del 








; 




















tllow the suggestion of the S« r fre lowa \ t 
notice, for I have very serious doubt whethei 

competent for us to reduce duties | ry t] lule f “es 
with immunity from the favor 1-} { nm < use tl , it we ad 











| » by a separate 





: ‘ and 
Mr. HALE. Mr. 





independent b 



















































































to say that from some exami! Ol \ ] | 

the Tariff Board I agree fi with the S I 

work has been mos dmirabl It ‘ 

very best kind It has visited throug f 

the great establishments in tl ‘ dl ( 

ested in this whole quest ‘ i 

has accumulated ble mass f sti } 

th reatest port e to Congres ( 

future time in another Congress. IL ha nothing for that 1 d 
espect to its duties but f i ad ‘ ‘ 

















auc t 





has shown in its examinat 
























































Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, | resume the a I 
bout to rr ©] t } J ] 
conformity with a ! v | 
nd I think it should be adhered t t] 
The VICE PRESIDEN’ | 
there is unanimous cor t f 
resolution before 
tion to its pres t col le ti rl ( I 
amendments are in order 











Mr. CARTER. I move to amend the 1 11 
the word “requested,” the word 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ty 


PRESIDENT The Se r f M 






































The VICE ! i 
Mr. BEVERIDGE Wi the Senator yield ine f 








Mr. CARTER. I will be glad to yield to the S« [ 
think the am an be 


take place. 





ndment « disposed of before lloquy uld 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. It does not appear likely. It is imma- 
terial to me, however. 

Mr. CARTER. I move to insert, after the word “ requested,” 
the words “if not deemed incompatible with the public in- 
teresi.” I make this suggestion because the resolution calls 
for correspondence with another country. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Sevator from Montana will be stated. 

The Secrerary. After the word “requested” insert the 
words “if not incompatible with the public interest.” 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is ugreed to; and, without objection, the resolution is 
agreed to. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that 


on Saturday, immediately after the morning business, I sball | 


ask permission of the Senate to submit some remarks on the 
Canadian reciprocity agreement. 
MOBILE RIVER BRIDGE, ALABAMA, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 31538) to authorize the DPensacola, 
Mobile & New Orleans Railway Co., a corporation existing 
under the laws of the State of Alabama, to construct a bridge 


Senate 


over and across the Mobile River and its navigable channels 
above the city of Mobile, Ala., which was, in sectidn 1, line 7, 
after the word “ mouth,” to strike out the semicolon. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the Senate concur in the 


amendment of the House of Representatives to the amendment 
of the 
The motion 


Senate. 
was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

H. R. 382865. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 32 An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912. 

H. R. 29708. An act to constitute Birmingham, in the State of 
Alabama, a subport of entry was read twice by its title and 
referred the Committee on Commerce. 


S66, 


to 








H.R. 382212. An act making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

KANSAS NATIONAL FOREST LAND. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill CH. R. 32571) to consolidate certain forest lands in the 
Kansas National Forest. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, that bill was read in full yes- 
terday. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hryrurn] reported a 
bill exactly similar from the Senate Committee on Public 
Lands. He thought when the bill was read yesterday that 
it changed somewhat the phraseology of the Senate bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, on an examination of the 
report made upon the Senate bill, I find that the same matter 


is incorporated in the House bill, and so far as I am concerned 
it is entirely satisfactory. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as 
W hole the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate bill 10707 of like title will 


in Committee 
proceeded to consider 


be indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 
POLICE AND FIREMEN’S RELIEF FUND. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill 
(S.288) for the creation of the police and firemen’s relief fund, 


to provide for the retirement of members of the police and fire 
depal to establish a method of procedure for such re- 
tirement, and for other returned from the House of 
Representatives in compliance with the request of the Senate. 


tents, 


purposes, 


| definite limit of time. 


of the | 


| how 


BATTLESHIPS FOR ARGENTINE REPUBLIC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 9 
resolution coming over from the previous legislative day, w) 


will be read. ” 

The Secretary proceeded to read Senate resolution 364, sy! 
mitted yesterday by Mr. La Fouverre. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In deference to the wishes of the 
Senator from Indiana, who desires to begin his remarks in . 
clusion of his speech, I will ask that the resolution go ove; 
for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Both resolutions? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Both. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The ch 
hears none, and the resolutions will go over for to-day. 

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 

Committee on Privileges and Elections relative to certain 


charges relating to the election of WILLIAM LORIMER, a Se 
from the State of Illinois, by the legislature of that State, , 
in obedience to Senate resolution 264. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE rose. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Indian: 
will kindly yield to me for just a moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, some days ago I ¢: 
notice that I would briefly address the Senate on the Lor r 
tion The Committee on Appropriations, of which I 
chance to be a member, has a great deal of work before it 
the present time I am engaged in a conference on the Dist 
of Columbia appropriation bill, and will very soon be engaged 
in considering the naval appropriation bill, which the S« r 
from California [Mr. PerK1ns] has charge of. I see very little 
opportunity for me to discuss this question without neglect 
other important public business. But beyond that, Mr. Pres 
dent, I do not think it is necessary that I should do so, b St 
I feel sure that the resolution will be defeated. For thes 
sons I will not burden the Senate with any remarks of my 
I beg to thank the Senator from Indiana for his couries: 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Indiana yield 
for just a moment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BURROWS. Before the Senator from Indiana 
mences his concluding remarks, I desire to state that I 
vised by the Senator he will be able to conclude what 
to say in two hours, or about that time, after which there 
be two or three hours of this legislative day remaining 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator 
me to interrupt him? I will say that in the course of 
years’ experience here it is the first time I personally r 
any Senator attempting to put another Senator witi 
The Senator asked me how long | 
take in submitting some remarks to the Senate, and I t 
I could not tell; possibly I said an hour and a half or tw 
but I do not know how many interruptions there will | 


elk case. 


I shall base my remarks upon the record and they 
directed to the importance of the case. 
Mr. BURROWS. I do not think the Senator will 


my request. That was simply preliminary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know; the Senator has 
to eight requests of mine. I will hear the Senator's re« 

Mr. BURROWS. The request I desire to make is that 
may be taken upon this matter before the close of tl 
tive day. I ask unanimous consent that that may be do! 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President - 

Mr. LODGE. I merely desire to say it is perfectly w 
I suppose, what further debate to occur on this mat 
the Senator from Indiana or other Sen: 
choose to speak; and I can net consent to any agreei 


is 


long 


kind, because I think it is of the utmost importance 
Senate should have another executive session at the 
possible moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mass 


objects. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate reconsider the 
votes by which the bill was ordered to a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 2, line 6, after the word “ Co- 
lumbia,” I move to insert “ except such fines and forfeitures as 


are authorized by law to be paid to the Washington Humane 
Soc iety.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. STONE. I will state - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
yielded to the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yielded to the Senator from Mi 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that a vi 
be taken to-morrow at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I wish 
submit some observations on this case. 
a vote being had at the earliest 
care to have 


nsent 


Then I will ask unanimous co! 


Ind 


from 


to say that Id 
I have no obj 
possible moment, but I « , 


a particular hour set for the vote to be taken. 4! 
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struct the purpose of Senators who would desire to Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wi 
object to the request. about this matter. I think 

‘URROWS. Would the Senator object to a vote on | as soon as the discussion of it 
y at 4 o'clock? Mr. GALLINGER We ha 

STONE. I will not object to a vote on any day, but I do | left. 
fixing an hour for the vote. Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I can not yield further | weeks I have refrained in 
sts at this time to the Senator from Michigan. an hour in beginning, : 

ICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri, as the | begun. or I would hay 
lerstands, objects to the request of the Senator from } Mr. 
and the Senator from Indiana now claims the floor, Mr. 
he is entitled. Mr. 

-EVERIDGE. The Senator from Michigan knows very Mr. 
» is a proper time within the proprieties to make such Mr. 
and not in the midst of a Senator’s remarks. Mr. 

VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana will | me. 

Mr. PENROSE. 

-EVERIDGE resumed the speech begun by him on the Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
nt. After having spoken for some time, 

RESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRaNpecer in the chair). 
Senator from Indiana be kind enough to suspend for 
while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 

it will be stated. 

‘ETARY. A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 134) propos- 

endment to the Constitution providing that Senators 
elected by the people of the several States. 

ORAH. I will ask the Senate to lay the joint resolu- 
by unanimous consent, with the suggestion that when 

r from Indiana shall have finished I will eall for 
r ordei I ask uanimous consent that the unfinished 
may be temporarily laid aside. 

RESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
the Senator from Idaho? The Chair hears none, and 
dered. ‘The Senater from Indiana will proceed. bills that must be passed 

SEVERIDGE resumed his speech. After having spoken| wr BURROWS. I 

y three hours and a half, with interruptions, what is the request of the Se 

DGE. Mr. President Mr. GALLINGER. There 

RESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). Does Mr. LODGE He made 
or from Indiana yield to the Senator from Massachu- proceed to the consideration 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
has the floor. 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not 
or I would know a little bett 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I sh 
morning, after the morni 
have finished to-day if I h 
Mr. PENROSE. Let the Ss 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I w 
Mr. PENROSE. I sug 


setts. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
| chusetts yield to the Senator f 
Mr. LODGE, I! 
Pennsylvania; but I de 
Mr. PENROSE 
enough to have chi 
and I had some hoy 
Office appropriation 
| ber of other appropr 


i 





| of the Committee on 
should like to ask him 
cet a vote in the Lorime? 
some day fixed so th 
of the Senate in connecti 


WAS 


VERIDGE. I do 
IDGE. I do not want to interrupt the Senator if he 
ontinue. 
EVERIDGE. I had hoped to conclude to-day, but, as 
mber, I was delayed from beginning for more than 
is mornin; vh I had expected to begin early. 
ODGE. I should like very much to have an executive 


EVERIDGE, shall very gladly yield, although I do 
ontinue my remarks from day to day, if it is under- 


nmediately affer the morning business to-morrow I] )\4;..) ‘continuity of the Se 
i Ca ‘ LLLLAL ) Le we 
ide. . 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will 
'. Beveripce’s entire speech see Senate proceedings of | through this evening. 
24.] Mr. BURROWS. Can not the 


. and conclude his remarks? 
\LLINGER. Mr. President Mr. BEVERIDGE How is tl 
‘RESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In-} 47. poRROWS. Is it not pos 
| to the Senator from New Hampshire? witieatins ie ecanal / this é = walle ‘ 4 
VERIDGE. Certainly. Mr. REVERIDGE Sineianiiats 
GALLINGER.,. 1 rise for the purpose of asking the Sena a. eee eee eee 
Indiana, who almost a month ago was extremely anx within the limits of a oem 
a vote on this case, as the Recorp shows, whether Massachusetts (Mr. Lope! 
can suggest to ws when we are likely to get a vote sreat importance kor wil 
esolution. will say this, which tl Se 
BEVERIDGE. No; I can not. There are three or four | “ceded yesterday afternoon 
that I know of who intend to address the Senate on | *5 @ mel iber of the I 


t a matter of very great 


a - . ° } ielids ( he “Oo S 
GALLINGER. Is the Senator as anxious to get a vote | Y'@'¢ d to the requ b 


three or four weeks ago when he importuned us to | moved, most proper! 
ave a vote? else I should have tal 
EVERIDGE. Is the Senator from New Hampshire as | ' ay afternos n. And 
to get a vote now as he was to delay a vote then? was not permitt dt 
\LLINGER. I never in my life undertook to delay a | time I expected to com 
. Mr. BURROWS. 
\VERIDGE. That is true. | from Indiana desire? 
LLINGER. On the contrary, I said I was ready to Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
y time. ; | this case. I do not 
EVERIDGE. The reason I asked the Senator was that } that I never do, to take 
or from Michigan asked me almost the same question, | more than the 
w of the fact that the Senator from New Hampshire | justify. 
lmost the question of the Senator from Michigan I [ will y this to the Se 
it way. this session agreed that we 
GALLINGER. I was not present when the Senator from | a day certain, this debate « 
1 asked that question. But personally I am anxious to | weeks. But no, it was strung 
this resolution, want to speak at all. 


« 











Mr. BURROWS. ‘The Senator from Indiana is prelonging the | from November 10, 1910, in place of Capt. Francis M 


debate, it seems to the Senate, very unreasonably. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. How can the Senator say what it seems 
to the Senate? Since when was the Senator the Senate? 

Mr. BURROWS. When will the Senator be able to close? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will be able to close when I get through, 
and I think I will get through pretty early to-morrow. 

Mr. BURROWS. We are trying 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yieid to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. I should like to suggest, while Senators are 
discussing the question as to when they are going to vote, that 
there is one very important matter before the Senate upon 


which a vote can be taken at any time that suits Senetors. 
That is Senate joint resolution 134. If Senators will agree to a 


time I will ask that to-morrow, after the Senator from Indiana 
has finished his remarks, we take up that matter and proceed 
with it until it is finally disposed of. I make that request— 
that we take up Senate joint resolution 154 after the Senator 
from Indiana has concluded his remarks to-morrow, and that we 
dispose of the joint resolution and all amendments upon that 
day before adjournment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks 
unanimous consent that when the Senator from Indiana has 
concluded his remarks to-morrow Senate joint resolution 1384 be 
taken up and proceeded with until disposed of. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not think I shall take very long. 

Mr. PENROSE. If the Senator will include in that request 
the Lorimer case also I will not object, and will use my best 
efforts to bring about a unanimous-consent agreement or fix 
another day for a vote on the Lorimer case. 

Mr. BORAH. I only desire to take charge of the matter 
of which I have been in charge in the Senate as a member of 
the Senate Committee on the Judiciary. 1 think it would be 
more proper for the Committee on Privileges and Elections to 
control the other matter. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then I ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections whether he will not add, as an 
amendment to the request for unanimous consent, that a vote 
on the Lorimer case to be taken on Monday next. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Indiana and the 
Senate agree to take a vote upon the Lorimer matter at the 
conclusion of the speech of the Senator from Indiana before ad- 
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journment to-morrow? I ask unanimous consent that that may | 
! 


be done. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. There is one request for unanimous | 


consent pending—that presented by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let us get that out of the way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. It is dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. BURROWS and others addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield, and to whom? 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to make my motion. I will yield to the 
Senator from Michigan, however, if he desires to ask for a 
unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that a vote may 
be taken upon the report of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections in the Lorimer case before the close of the session 
to-morrow. 

Mr. OWEN. I object. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to give notice that to-morrow 
morning, immediately after the morning business, I shall resume 
Inv remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


t 
t 


| 1911. 


motion of the Senator from Massachusetts that the Senate pro- | 


ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 1 hour and 55 min- 
utes spent in executive session, the doors were reopened and 
(at 6 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Friday, February 24, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 23, 1911. 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. Aaron Lichtenberg Gamble to be captain in the 

Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to rank as such 


Exccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate Februa 








a, 













Dunwoody, promoted. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
For appointment in the Army of the United States, with 
view of placing him on the retired list, without back, pres 
or future pay or allowances of any kind whatsoever, in ; d 





ance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved Fe 
ruary 16,1911, Warren C. Beach, late captain, Eleventh Inf 
United States Army, to be a captain of Infantry, with rank f; 
February 21, 1911. 








POSTMASTERS. 





ARKANSAS. 
M. A. Tucker to be postmaster at McGehee, Ark., in pl; 
James W. Willoughby, resigned. 






CALIFORNIA, 
Charles F. Neumann to be postmaster at Merced, ¢ 
place of Charles Harris. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 31, 1911. 







GEORGIA, 





Alamo B. Harp to be postmaster at Jackson, Ga., in 
Alamo B. Harp. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 
1911. 









ILLINOIS, 
William P. Dickie to be postmaster at Bunker Hill, |] 
place of William P. Dickie. Incumbent’s commission expired 





December 10, 1910. 





KENTUCKY. 
Robert W. Hunter to be pastmaster at Providence, Ky 
place of Albert Browning. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 7, 1911. 







MAINE, 
Florian S, Small to be postmaster at Stonington, Me., i 
of Stephen B. Thurlow, deceased, 
Seth T. Snipe to be postmaster at Bath, Me., in place of Set 
T. Snipe. Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1911 









MASSACHUSETTS, 

Charles L. Stevens to be postmaster at Clinton, M 
place of Charles L. Stevens. Incumbent’s commission ex} 
February 18, 1911. 

Charles J. Wood to be postmaster at Natick, Mass., 
of Charles J. Wood. Incumbent’s commission expired Fe! 
18, 1910, 









MICHIGAN. 
James W. Bedell to be postmaster at Wakefield, Mi 
place of James W. Bedell. Incumbent’s commission e) 
December 13, 1910. 







MINNESOTA, 
Philip Liesch to be postmaster at New Ulm, Minn., in | 
Samuel D. Peterson, deceased, 





NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Bertha L. Martin to be postmaster at Goffstown, N. I! 
place of Bertha L, Martin. Incumbent’s commission « 
March 2, 1911. 








NEW YORK. 
Judson Field to be postmaster at Canastota, N. Y., in 


Judson Field. Incumbent’s commission expired Febi 
1911. 







PENNSYLVANIA. 






John F. Austin to be postmaster at Corrt, Pa., in 
John F. Austin. Incumbent’s commission expired Fe') - 









1 


Thomas B. Smith to be postmaster at Philadelphi: 
place of Richard L, Ashhurst, deceased. 

Samuel H. Williams to be postmaster at Bellefonte, | 
place of Thomas Hi. Harter. Incumbent’s commission « 
February 28, 1911. 









WISCONSIN. 






Robert G. Sharp to be postmaster at Oconto, Wis., i 
George R. Hall. Incumbent’s commission expired Apri 








CONFIRMATIONS. 







SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Henry L. Hines to be surveyor of customs for the 
Springfield, Mass. 







UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Byron S. Ambler to be United States attorney, distrc'| 
Porto Rico, 















\" 


I 


neer Brown, 
J. Hemphill, Ridgway. 
J. 


im H. Twiss, Ashland. 
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SECRETARY OF Porto RIco, 


Drew Carrel to be secretary of Porto Rico. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


m W. Wood to be register of the land office at Alliance, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


inder George R. Salisbury to be a captain. 

ander Frank W. Kellogg to be a captain. 

Commander Warren J. Terhune to be a commander. 
Commander William K. Harrison to be a commander. 
(Junior 
(Junior Grade) Wilhelm L. Friedell to be a lieutenant. 
(Junior Grade) Gordon W. Haines to be a lieutenant. 
vain John Davis to be a chief boatswain. ; 

wain William Jaenicke to be a chief boatswain. 


Grade) Nelson H. Goss to be a lieutenant. 


L’OSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 
L. Chenault, Russellville, 
Collier, Brundidge. 
H. Spears, Pell City. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Elliott, Sausalito. 
W. Grace, Lindsay. 


. liollis, Gridley. 


COLORADO, 
T. Hamill, Georgetown. 
M. Tague, Las Animas. 
Thurston, Carbondale. 


W. Wren, Seibert. 


CONNECTICUT. 
>. Cheney, South Manchester. 
C. Georgia, Unionville. 

J. Stuart, Lakeville. 
FLORIDA, 


P. Schell, Chipley. 


GEORGIA, 


Dixon, Pavo. 


k. Perry, Donalsonville. 
IDAHO, 


Snelson, Filer. 


ILLINOIS, 
M. Bell, Sherrard. 
srighton. 


Hooker, Batavia. 
Fr. Jordan, Carlinville. 
Kennedy, Mounds. 


S. Remsburg, Ohio. 


Uiterback, Salem. 
INDIANA, 

nnett, Morristown. 

Morrissey, Notre Dame. 


VY. Sherwin, Russiaville. 


Smith, Centerville. 
S. Tull, Monon. 
IOWA, 


T. Clevidence, Humboldt. 


Grier, Deep River. 


H. MeClure, Fontanelle. 
KANSAS. 

M. Armstrong, Council Grove. 

alls, Valley Falls. 


. George, Mankato. 
Ingalls, Washington. 


Skinner, Winfield. 
Weeks, Osborne. 
LOUISIANA, 
h Reiley, Clinton. 
MAINE. 
R. Hichborn, Stockton Springs, 
A. Putnam, Danforth. 
MASSACHUSETTS, 


m S. Curtis, Hanover. 


Hazen, Shirley. 


Huxtable, Wareham. 


A. Legare, Lowell, 
A. Perley, Baldwinsville. 





—a1 








MICHIGAN, 
J. Burt Kiely, Roscommon. 
Flora MacLachlan, Grand Marais. 
George W. Minchin, Evart. 
MINNESOTA, 
Alton Crosby, Willmar. 
John L. Grady, Cass Lake. 
Mark Swedberg. Luverne. 
Edward A. Wasserzieher, Deer Wood, 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Thaddeus C. Barrier, Phila 
Rebert Burns, Brandon. 
John B. Collier, Leland. 
Virginia B. Duckworth, Prentiss, 
Mattie O. Golden, Hollandale. 


MISSOURI 


lel phia. 


A. G,. Baker, Versailles. 

Troy L. Crane, Lees Summit. 
Willis E. Flanders, Paris. 
Ivan S. Goodwin, Gilman City. 
John D, Kerr, Savannati. 
George W. Martin, Brookfield. 
Charles E. Rinehart, Brow) 
William L. H. Silliman, C 
James H, Turner, Weston. 


arasv1liec. 


NEBRASKA, 
William L. Bennett, Bladen. 
A. F, Buechler, Grand Island, 
Herbert G. Miller, Holbrook. 
Noble Sanford, Axtell. 
Wesley Tressler, Ogallala. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Edward E. Haines, South Amboy. 
Charles B. Hunter, Bergenfield. 
dé seph Q, Kirk, Westville. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Thomas Branigan, Las Cruces. 
Robert E. Wherritt, Clayton. 
NEW YORK. 
John L. Chatfield, Painted Post. 
William H. Clark, Cortland. 
John R. Costello, Chittenango. 
Samuel T, Dusenberry, Tuxedo Park 
L. Grant Goodnough, Cornwall on the Iludson, 
Emil A. Peterson, Falconer. 
Simon D. Replogle, Roslyn. 
Charles Scott, Fort Plain. 
James A. Snell, Fonda. 
Frank Stowell, Mayville. 
J. Wesley Van Tassell, Hopewell Junction, 
James A. Wilson, Sacket Harbor. 
NORTH CAROLINA, 
Neill McFayden, Raeford. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
Charles E. Best, Enderlin. 
George C. Chambers, Churchs Ferry. 
Joseph F, Christen, Taylor, 
James L. Green, Sheldon. 
Herbert B. Grover, Grafton. 
William J. Hoskins, Rolla. 
Charles G. Klenzing, Wyndmere 
Charles Marcellus, Forman. 
Percy F. Meharry, Starkweather, 
Robert C. Miles, Ashley. 
Niels G. Mosgaard, Scranton, 
Walter P. Osborne, Hunter, 
Horatio C. Plumley, Fargo 
Walter A. Shear, Sentinel Butte. 
William H. Stevens, Wimbledon. 
OLLLO. 
Lucius A. Austin, Granville. 
Loui C. Burnham, Milford Center, 
John Carroll, West Lafayette. 
Charles C. Chappelear, Circleville. 
Allison B. Cline, Frankfort. 
Henry H. Coppock, Pleasant Hill. 
Don C. Corbett. Pay} 
Charles R. Crum, Forest. 


ie 
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“iward Blanchard, San 
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CONGRESSIONAL 


x an w Le geton, 
4 Dow Scio 
i Wi Milton 
*_ Lippecanoe City. 
1 J Lew (x a 
\ Mel o Adena 
| Mu Ritty I 
rd A. M ‘ Mi ill 
1 Orth. Port Clintor 
1D. Pi , Bowerston., 
(. Rock, West Liberty. 
r M. Starkey, Freeport, 
If. Tucker, Toledo. 
OKLAHOMA, 
M. Cade, jr., Shawnee. 
L. McLain, Blanchard. 
S. Markham, Caddo. 
R. Sequichie, Chelsea. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
l HI. Bailey, Mansfield. 


¢ io Bartow, Mareus Hook. 
» ¢ Burrows, Montoursvill 

i. Flad, Freeland. 
Gill, Madera. 

East Mauch Chunk. 

Mercersburg. 

Northumberland. 


Lindermuth, 
McDowell, 


Mailey, 


A. Mull Mount Holly Springs. 
P. Oberlin, Midland. 
t C. Pearce, Avonmore, 

I’, Sparks, Glassport. 

on E. Staples, Jersey Shore. 


SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Charles S. Harter, Elk Point. 


rge C. Lohr, Esteli 


ne. 

Kimball, 
TEXAS, 

Angelo, 

vy Breen, Mineola. 

phine Chesley, Bellville. 
Harris, Gatesville. 

n Myers, Bryan. 

liam Myers, Seg 
im D. Rathjen, ¢ 


rry 





‘anadian, 


A. Smith, El Paso. 
iry O. Wilson, Marshall. 
UTATI, 
ies Don, Park City. 
VIRGINIA. 
Lb. Travis, Bowling Green. 


WASHINGTON, 

Tacoma. 
WISCONSIN, 

I Bloomer. 

B. Kildo Brodhead 


H. Kiml , Neenah. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Trourspay, February 23, 1911. 


11 o’clock 
Re 


\ 
proces lings of yest rda 


Hiouse met at 

yer by the Chaplain, 
Journal of the 
ed, 


a. Mm. 
Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
y was read and 


PASSED ASST, PAYMASTER EDWIN M. ITACKER 


Ye 
SPEAKER. A request was made that the bill 8. 10476 
l remain upon the Speaker's table, a similar bill being on 
calendar Inadvertently it was referred to the Com- 
on Naval Affail Without objection, it will be returned 
SI ker’s table 
MANN. What is the bill? 
SPEAKER An act for the relief of Passed Asst. Pay- 
M. Hacker 
N What good would it do to keep it on the 
[t is a private bill and can not be taken off 
hie 
LAKER. Well, there seems to be a question about it. 


will not object. 
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FEBRUARY 23. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
| be returned to the Speaker’s table. 


DISTILLED SPIRITS IN INTERNAL-REVENUE WAREHOUS 
| Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and M 

ported the bill (H. R. 29466) to provide an allowance { 
of distilled spirits deposited in internal-revenue war 
which was read a first and second time, referred to th 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, an 
the accompanying report (No. 2232), ordered to be print 


a? 


WATER SUPPLY OF SEATTLE, WASH. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bil! 
Unanimous Consent Calendar. There seems to be but 
there. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I as 
mous consent that the bill S. 5482 


32 may be read as amen 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill wil! ] 
as amended. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the public lands in township 21 nort 


9, 10, and 11 east, and township 22 north, ranges &, 9, 10, and 
of the Willamette meridian, in the State of Washington, 

withdrawn from all location, settlement, and entry under t! 
land laws: Provided, That this withdrawal shall in no way 0; 


interfere with the right of any settler or other claimant unde 
lic-land laws to complete a claim to any portion of such land } 


| lawfully initiated. 

Sec. 2. That upon the deposit, within one year of the passag 
act, by the city of Seattle, in the State of Washington, wit! 
retary of the Interior, of a sum estimated by him as suflicis 
the cost of the survey herein provided for, the said Secret 

|; cause to be executed a survey defining the limits of the drain 


of Cedar River within the area withdrawn by section 1 of thi 


pay for the same out of the appropriation for public-land sur 
a im sufliciert to pay the cost of such survey shall be paid 
| Treasury of the United States, to the credit of the approp: 


} public-land surveys, out of the sum so deposited by the city 
and the remainder of the sum so deposited, if any, shall | 

h city, and upon the completion of such survey and its ap 
the Secretary of the Interior the lands withdrawn by section 1 
act not within the drainage basin of Cedar River shall be 1 
their present status. 





Sec. 3. That upon the deposit with the Secretary of the 
within one year of the passage of this act, by the city of Seat 
of Washington, of a sum estimated by the Secretary of the I 


be sufficient to cover the cost of the examination and appra 
provided for, the Secretary of the Interior and the Secreta 
culture shall each designate one qualified appraiser, and tl 
praisers thus designated shall designate a third appraiser, w 
a resident of King County, Wash., not a Federal officer or 
who shall be familiar with the stumpage value of timber in the 
to be appraised, and the board of appraisers thus constituted 
ceed to an examination and appraisal of the present commu 
age value of the timber on the public lands within the drain 





Cedar River in the area withdrawn by section 1 of this act 
of such examination and appraisal to be paid out of the a 
for public-land surveys. Upon the completion of such exan 
appraisal and its approval by the Secretary of the Inter 
Secretary of Agriculture a sum sufficient to pay the cost t 


be paid into the Treasury of the United States, to the credit 











propriation for public-land surveys, out of the sum deposi 
by the city of Seattle, and the remainder of such sum, if ar 
repaid to said city 

Sec. 4. That within one year after the approval of the 
appraisal provided for in this act, the Secretary of the I 
thorized to patent to the city of Seattle all of the public 
the drainage basin of Cedar River in the area withdrawn 
1 of this act, upon the payment by the said city of Seatt 
estimated by the board of appraisers provided for in sect 
act as being the present « imercial st ize V 1 of tl 
the public lands within such area: Provided, That if the s 
estimate shall be less than the sum of $1.25 per acre fe 
lands to be patented the city of Seattle shall pay the sum 


a for said lands 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right 

Mr. MORSE. Reserving the right to object, I we 
ask the gentleman in charge of the bill if it is prop: 
to the city of Seattle these 22,000 acres at the 
of the timber, if it does not amount te more than $1.25 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Uf it dees amount 

| than $1.25 an acre. The Senate bill recommended t! 

| be permitted to purchase it at $1.25 an acre; buf fl 

| vides that it shall be appraised by a board and the 
pay what the timber is worth. 

Mr. MORSE. If the timber is worth more 
market, the city is to get the land for nothing? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The lat 
everybody concedes that. 

Mr. MORSE. Why did you n 

| the timber? 

Mr. HUMPHREY 
land is of any value. 
rocky cliffs and not 
to it would be for 
land, it high 
Doses, 


| Mr. 


than S1 


s ol 


7 
iti 
ot have the land esti 


clair 


ne 


of Washington. 
The land all 
worth anything. 
the timber purposes. 
that it of 


No 
lies above 

What value was: 
Even if it v 
no value for agricultul 


one 


Ooo fe 


is so is 


MORSE. The city of Seattle is about to get the 


i supply from that basin? 
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\Iyr. HUMPHREY of Washington. They are getting it there | 
VORSE. And this bill is to protect the water supply? 
HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes; so that we can con- 

Che gentleman will notice that we already have the 

\ VORSE. As I understand, the city has 85,000 acres. 


inter- 
the time 


HUMPHREY of Washington. This land is so 
th what the city owns that it would be all 
s trouble, and the city prefers to control it. 
[ORSE. Iam not going to object, but I certainly think 
city of Seattle ought to pay for the value of the land 
as s for the value of the timber. If the land is not worth 
then there would be no danger in having that put into 
sement of value. 
\ PARSONS. If the gentleman will permit me—— 
’ HUMPHREY of Washington. I yield to the gentleman, 
PARSONS. As the bill came from the Senate there was 
price put on the land. There was a report from the 
rvi showing that the timber had considerable 
d therefore the committee thought that it was fairer 
» real value, which is the value of the timber, as the 
be paid by Seattle instead of the nominal value, put in 
the Senate, which, of course, was very much less than 
ue would be. 


e 


ORSKE. It seems to me that the only fair thing would 
for the value of both the timber and the land. I do 


uc 
what kind of land they have in that State, but if you 


05.000 acres that is not worth a cent-—— 
\NN. I can assure the gentleman that it is not like 
Wisc nu farm lands, 
) HUMPHREY of Washington. <All this land lies at an 


above 2,000 feet, and when you get above 1,500 feet 
is uiterly worthless for agricultural purposes on ac 
frost. All of this good land was taken up before 
reserve was ever established. The gentleman 
ber that this is to protect the health of 240,000 | 
re willing to pay all that the land is worth. 
MORSE. I think it is perfectly proper for the city 
the land and for the Government to make it easy 
buy the land. But there were lands in nort 


i that were appraised at $1.25 an acre for agriculiural 
mining pur- 


, | 
the 


ought 


l 
obple 
i ’ 


to 
for 
to hern 


that are worth thousands of dollars for 


Mr. MONDELIL. There is no mineral here. 







\ ORSE. I think the proper thing is to appraise the land 
ie timber, 
PARSONS. There is an extensive report from the For 
in regard to this land, and there was no sugges- 
e report that there was any mineral on it, 
PAFFORD. You would not expect a report on the 
‘ es from the Forest Service? 
RSONS. The Forest Service was opposed to the b 
report made by the supervisor of the Forest Service. 
MORSE, Did you inquire of any department ofii 
s land contained a mineral deposit? 
PARSONS, I do not recollect whether that inquiry was 
ot, 
INDELL. The report of the Interior Department is 
hat point. I think the report of the Forest Service 
statement in regard to the nonmineral character of 
It is notorious, known of all men, that there is no 
i tt country. 
STAPPORD, The report of the Secretary of the Interior 
tates that there are no mineral deposits upon this 
JAMES. But that report made by the Secretary of the 
not accompany this report made to the House. 
INDELL. We had several reports on the subject. 
[UMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I am _ per- 
miliar with that land, and most of it is on the top of 
le Mountains. There are cliffs there more than 1,000 
; Much of it is nothing but barren rock. The land that 
shes to buy does not extend down to the valley at all, 
JAMES, Seattle wants this land for the purpose of 
ipply. 
HT MPHREY of Washington. It is for the purpose of 
£ her water supply. 
JAMES. Of course she does not want any mineral that 
to be there, 
MUMPHREY of Washington. There is none there. 
J \MES, For the purpose of protecting the Government, 
ould it not be a wise thing not to give to Seattle the 





rights which are in this land? 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
issue that kind of patent; and I wish to say this to the gentle- 
man, that even if ther ld nd, which 
I happen to know, not personally, but from testimony of expert 


It 


is not custom: 


' ; : saan hh? } 
e shot be minerals on this la 




















witnesses, because I was the attorney for the city in making 
the condemnation of this land, I know there are no minerals in 
that section of the country. This was thoroughly inve gated 
at that time. But suppose there should be coal, it re 
valnable to have the water supply protected, d thus { 

the health of the people of the city of Seattle, thar s to ‘ 
somebody prospecting for coal on the tops of thos yuint s 

Mr. JAMES. That may be all true; but the time may come 
when you might not need this to protect the he h of 
people of Seattle, and yet the mineral might be worth ; 
of dollars. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will say to the g 
man I was the attorney of the city when that d was 
inally condemned and that question was gone into fully. 

Mr. JAMES. I am not doubting the good faith of g 
man - 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Let the state 
ment. At that time the question w b before 
court and experts were placed on WV | ad t 
testimony was at that time con s th ) \- 
erals upon this property. 

Mr. JAMES. Lam not questioning the good faith of tl 
tle Of course I know he can not see any furthet . 
ground than any of the rest of us. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I was quoting t! sworn 
testimony of the experts who testified in that case 

Mr. JAMES. I have seen reports of experts on property aut 
there was no mineral there, and other experts have shown tl 
there was mineral. I think, of course, it would be se ij S 
inineral right were reserved to the Government 

Mr. MANN lt is im q te like givi il l té 
vid vl. 

Mr. J Li I adn that, be iuse it goes » the « \ { 
Ne itle, 

Mr. MANN. It goes to a part of the publi vhow 

Mr. JAMES. It goes to a limited part of it ML repress g 
a broader part, that does not get any of it, I think it 1 , 
wise to look after our interest. 

Mr. MANN. It is not diff t. I suppose, in that 1 t 
from any grant of public land ce a homestead, where we ( 
endeavored to reserve minera and yet 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to « to ft 
bill, but I want to say right w, if there area more of 
bills that come in here giving away pu ly my] 
sation [Tam going to object I do not believe t f Sea : 
should be given these 22,000 acres \ it I 

link thie ity of Seattle is just as well ible to pay for 3] dl 

3 he poorest dividual in the country. lam n 

‘ because I underst lw tl ums 3 | 
am willing to take the word of the gentleman from Wa 
| Mr. Humpurey|, but | do n believe it is good \ it \ 

ing to appraise the value of the timber, w ! da 
1e of the land, and f we are going to y i I 
» anybody, let us ¢ nee by giving i ) 
ple who ne it, and ( to the 1 { 

‘ to pay for it 

The SPEAKER. Is there objecti 

Mr. HOWLAND. I « t 

Mr. PARSONS. Mi I 
while 1 do not propose 

The SPEAKER. But the gen ul fi Wii I 
LAND] has objected. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Wash Mr. S I ) 
suspend the rules and pass Sena MAS2 l 

Mr. JAMES and Mr. PARSONS | I | 

second. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment has | nd 

not necessary to read i gain. The g from | 

ton is entitled to 20 minutes and the g Iy 

to 20 minutes, 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speal I | 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Parso en 
Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker, when this ! " 

in the committee I was in el to object t | 

seemed a departure from the policy that 

regard to public lands that had water s 

them. In connection with Portland, Oreg., we did 

the city any land. We simply passed a 

passing on the land and leaving it to the Forest Ser\ in 

connection with the officials of the city of P d, to po 


rt 
land to prevent the pollution of the water supply. 
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bill t 
p l ; 1 acre \ 
ed ‘ t of fixing the 
| th cal 
ere Pr} } s_id abou 
» pri fixed 
l erals at a 
d it Seatt v ‘ the land, but 
witl | uuncil ’’ deed it 
) d2 l d some individ 
* t land i | ineral and tha 
1 \ rig LI « t critic his 
f 1 tl tte ti ‘ \ this land for 
‘ pre yr its watel Dy then I would su; 
t he ou o offer a l t to this bill 
el : % { ‘ s its right and 
{ s j this land lo { n here the 
. a ‘\ \\ hy h r 
JAMI It i - Si O! Oo ] If the gentlen l 
i reservi t the Government all 
l ( t ! ‘ if there be a there, I have no 
er object to tl } >; but I am unwilling that a bill 
co lered at the last hour of the session shall be brought 
I { SUS] d the 1 and that it should be 


liscovetl 
1 
Is 
only wants 


to give them 


d price oi 
man from W 


Vou ones 
I 
House co 


i tile 
duals, and ye 
1 } 
‘ Al 
te 
] 1 ce 
iit PHREY 
f fre \\ 
VMONDELI 
s Li 1) 
ot ¢ 
ucky [Mr. J 
I h ot 


worth perhaps millioi 


when, in a lew 
ed that Congress 


to protect its wa 


the minerals in 


id at the pri 
the timber, and 


isconsin that 


( stablish a nrec 





is of dollars 


ionths from now, perhaps 
has given away valuable 
If the city of 


ter supply, it is not neces 


the land to do that thing. 


King the Government to be 


nost generous to them in 
paid, which is merely the 
I entirely agree with the 


Limun) price is too low, 


a] ( of this sort you will 
nsid ng day fter day bills to give away 
be ne i eople of this Republic 
he Ss mi se l d them to private 
\ find valuable mineral lands of tl 
\ N eman will pro 
= ve he ty of the I ited 
| f no further ob 
t: but unless th: { e. I believe the 
Mr. Speake i re rye the balance of 
f \ xtol I yield five minutes to the 
m {[Mr. Monpen 
M S] ker, ji re irkable how some 
tion wanders afield the moment you suggest 
( (x n l i 


nd, The gentleman 


from 


if certain things should happen 


hings should hay then possibly some 
which might be unfortunate 
es of nd in t watershed of Cedar 


v 40.000 acres of 


t is occupied by settler 


| b ! hased by the city of Seattle: about 20,000 
of t be } to the ailroad bad of its grant. and 
v has de a contract with the railread to buy its land 
ra i Now, there are about 20,000 acres of Govern 
s tered throug! thes ( nd rgely rocl 
\ ks, mountain tops, and so forth, with here and 
SO] timber on it On much land no individual 
' 4 Tha ountry has b open to exploration 
P ic ceast was settled, and no one has sug 


any mineral in 


the country. The railroad 











FEBRUAR 


selling this land for $2.50 an acre if ¢] 


mineral under it; the settlers would not be parting y 
nd for practically what they paid the Governme 


mineral under it 


“ the objection to the amendment by the gent 
JAMES] is this—that it is not the 


1d if 







ougut 


road com] Vv, and \ ire pre ) 


+1 +t, } i¢ ; * y } . oy? : refi x hafny 
t] nhbe ‘ it is worth: and the tes mony betrore 





tin and has little ue 
mineral purposes, much of it not fit to g1 
! itershed. 

Mr. JAMES. Wi e gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL I will be glad to do so, 

Mr. JAMES. Is there any provision in this bill tl 
that if Seattle undertakes to sell this property that ye 

ig the Government to give to the city it shall re 
Government? 

Mr. MONDELI There is not, and there ought 1 
When the Congress of the United States sells to a n 
of a quarter of a million people, or half a million yx 
for the use of the municipality, the Congress of tl 
States may very properly take it for granted that tl 
pality is going to retain the land for the purpose for 
obtained it, and if we did put such provision in the bi 
not be more than three or four years before somebody 
here asking to have the limitation taken from the b 
we part with land to municipalities and States, it or 
without strings; it ought to be in fee, providing it 
to make the transfer. And the committee has gone 
matter in very great detail, has had hearings. Nobody) 
the question of the mineral character of the land. Ne 
lieves the land has any considerable value. We provid 
appraisement of the timber and that the city shall ] 
ever it is worth, but not less than $1.25 per acre. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will. 


Mr. JAMES. You take the position that there is n¢ 


there? 


Mr. MONDELL. Ido; and that it has been the cust 
Anglo-Saxon people for all time, and has been the cus 
free people who do not believe in the monarchical do 
the mineral belongs to the king, it has been the cus 
such people to grant patents in fee, and patents ous 
granted in fee unless you are doing what we did in re¢ 
coal lands last year, namely, grant surface patent 
known to contain mineral, with reservation of the mi 
this case a reservation of mineral that is not there si 
people an excuse to trespass on the pretense of see! 
er: 
the ad 


Mr. JAMES. I would like to know if it was 
fee to cities 


the Anglo-Saxon people to give mineral in 
corporation comes and asks it for only a water supply. 
Mr. MONDELL. It has always been our policy, a1 
never departed from the policy of granting fee titles 
were proposing to give surface patents on mineral land 
Mr. JAMES. Why do you not exempt it, if the 
there, and that will stop the argument? 
- The time of the gentleman from 


rhe SPEAKRBR. 
has expired 

Mr. JAMES. I yield five minutes to the gent 
braska [Mr. Norris}. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I do not doubt the good 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humprrey] 0! 
people of Seattle in asking for this transfer; neither | 
the statements made by the gentleman from Wyom 
Monpben.]. But it seems to me there is a danger in th 
legislation thi ill from the precedent, if we e 


leman 


at will come 

here, and if we have had a contrary precedent heretot 

time, it seems to me, that we should establish a hew 0 
Mr. MONDELL 


Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 


4 
i 









Vill the gentleman yield a moment: 








M11. 





DELL. We have been selling public lands and dis- 
| lands in this way for a hundred years. 
I understand that; and I think we have dis- 


NORRIS. 
good deal of public land that we ought not to have 


VION 


ub 


nd asks for two or thr 
They say to Congress, ** We 


omes the city of Seattle a 
of Government land. 

o improve our water supply.” ; 
sive you that land for the purpose for which you ask 
want to put in a provision that any minerals in that 
be conveyed, but shall be reserved to the Uni 
yvernment.” That does not interfere with the use for 
the land. If you are honest and fair in what 
dition will not interfere with your getti1 
ou are here asking for, so that this kind of a limi 
t hurt you. On the other hand, if we do not do 
lo not put on a limitation, even though there be no 
this land—and I presume that there is not—it would 
precedent of giving away land without this reserva 
i we will be sure to meet it time and time again i 
individuals and corporations and n 
sking for some of the public domain for 
something 


t And Congress says 








unicipalities 


some specific 


perhaps the real purpose is that is 


\W ‘ 
understood at the time. 
ONDELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Yes; in just a moment. 
nstead of the limitation suggested by the leman 
ky [Mr. JAMES] I want to suggest a different one. 
tation that the land should not be alienated by the 
without the consent of Congress, or something of 
Personally I would not care if the land did have coal 
if the city of Seattle were to get the benefit of it, and 
tion that would prohibit the city from alienating the 
ut the consent of Congress ought not to be objection- 
» advocates of this measure. 
Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman yield? 
NORRIS. Yes. 
1 SULZER. Is there anything on record to show that any 
ft nd in question contains coal or other valuable minerals? 


NORRIS. 
zent 


one 


Seattle 


NORRIS. I understand there is not. 
SULZER. Then that ought to settle the matter. 
RI tut there can be no objection to safeguarding 


l is limitation. 
SULZER. That being 
‘ a 
Mr. NORRIS. That being so, what is the reason why we 
sl 1 not put in this limitation, if it does not take anything 
om you, if there is not anything to take? 
Mr. SULZER. Well, I have no objection to it. 
Mr. JAMES. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman? 
NORRIS. It has been customary— 
JAMES. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 
NORRIS. The gentleman from Wyoming has consider- 
Say about giving a full title in fee, and yet we haye 
law whereby the homesteader, where there is any 
1 of coal, gets only a surface title. 


what is the use of arguing 


sO, 










Mr. MONDELL, Oh, no; not where there is an indication, 
re there actually is coal. 
NORRIS. Where somebody says there is; yes. The 
hurt by making the reservation, and the same is true 
ty. It would not injure the city of Seattle a particle to 
imitation such as that which the gentleman from 
<cests, or to provide that the city of Seattle shall 
7 this land without the consent of the Government. 
MONDELL. Does the gentleman approve of the policy 
h we shall reserve minerals in all patents in the 
NORRIS That is not involved here. 
ONDELL. Oh, yes; it is. If you do it now, you ought 
case hereafter. 
ORRIS. The gentleman says the city of Seattle wants 
ifle purpose, and we say we will give it to the city 
Sp purpose, and the gentleman refuses to accept 
way 
[ANN. As I understand it, this is for the purpose of 
z the wa supply. 
RRIS :, 
\NN. If the minerals were reserved. would not : ny- 
ight to go upon the land and make an examina 
erals? Would net anybody have the right to 
the land? 
ORRIS. What objection would the gentleman from 
, have to an amendment that would prevent it 
om Without the consent of Congress? 
‘a os MPHREY of Washington. I have no objection what- 


such an amendment, if you can agree on that. 
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Mr. MANN. I have no objection, but what I ar 
is the pollution of the water supply Would not 
the right to go on thi ind d | ite the er 


rching for minerals 


Mr. NORRIS. It mig be tl we oug] 


lation as to that, but i ) 
erals would hoe |} ite the water s | 

Mr. CAMPBELI I sugge 

s bill, providing tl tl 
city of Seattle wit! t the s f ¢ 

Mr. HUMPHREY of W [ 
i it be so led 

M JAMI M ‘ kK i ‘ 
hor tos re I ! ( 
using the mineral if it were 1 1 the 

Mr. NORRIS Le the ‘ Si 
have no objection to that 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washi J 
Iiinois [Mr. MANN] has suggested, we do 


in there prospecting 






Mr. JAMES I ld ¢ 
Wisco! 1 | Mr. Mors 
Mr. MORSE Mr. S| the 
[Mr. MONDELL] Says that neople’s 
to run wild So ‘ \ 
land I want to « l 
that ye are not ry » tO l 
is ) ive away \ 
the ind s | ! 
hit amount t I ‘ I 1s] 
1 for ft) } 1 
amounts to $1.25 or r re f nd is \ 
Mr. FERRIS. The g ‘ mis 
Mr. MORSE If it a s to $1.25 « ( 
ind is ive av 
Now, Mr. SS] ke I ad I did t se 
General Government should ¢ ' { 
Seattle, or an othe city, I es 11 \ 
to the hearings, tl railroad ¢ 
for the land the say } | 
Why should the Ge I é rel ily fas 
Lilroad « In] s to fol I 
in this matte W did { 
nad he timbe } Ll be mi t 
ppraised value « the d and e t I 
would have been fair I believe t t is 
ask of this Gove me and I b eve 
ought to have provided. If t ll a 
the land and then give a tit i fee, I ) 
if they are going to give the land then I ( 
‘ity does not need. 
If there is water power there, let us reserve it 
to pay $27,500 for this 22,000 acres of land. If 
there, let us reserve it. Why s! l we gi 
! going to give timber? Of t] | 


to water power, but thi 3 
re is water there, of 


this land. 


regard 


Tl 
is securing 
value of even one little water-] 
that there is any there. In fact, we 
about this proposition, and I believe i 


this Government to reserve what the city of S« 
want. 
Mr. KITCHIN. Do you not believe better and v 
us to have some idea of its value and ! 
praised by the Engineer Department, or und 
and then let us | ] 


to give it away or s 
Mr. MORSE. There is a 1 


praisal. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Wegive it av on their 

Mr. MORSE. That is t1 

Mr. KITCHIN. Congress l 
the val of it bef 

Mr. MORSE. Ws { 
Phese appraisers are 
1 < el 

} t ck rot \ wl a 
10 S < SO \ t} It 

the ¢ l en ’ 1 

t , y : 
1 > ( sul ‘ ( t to he . Y ) 
this time 1 ving the title to whatever 1 
may be on the land. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I off i 1 an 


but the gentleman from Kentucky objects, 





Mr. JAMES What is that? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington I offered an amendment 
igain the alienation of the land. 

Mr. JAMES. I objected to the amendment providing that the 

id she not be alienated by Seattle, as tl would still give 
Seattle e right to allow the land to be mined. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Would the gentleman from 
Kentucky object to this amendment at the end of section 47 

And wrovided further, That tl i her I - 1 t United 
s 1 mineral deposits in said lands and ght to d thereof 

i to use such laid it h | po 

Ir. JAMES. That is the amendm« I suggested long ago 
that is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent tl the bill may be mended as follows: Line 20, 
page 5, insert: 

ind provided further, That there is hereby reserved to the United 
St ill mineral dey t said lands and tl zht to dispose thereof 
and to use such lands for h purpe 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the suggested modi 
fication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 20, after the word “ lands,” inse1 “And provided 
furiher, That there is hereby reserved to the United States all mineral 
deposits in said lands and the right to dispose thereof and to use such 
lands for such purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks 


unanimous consent to modify his motion as indicated. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
BOARD OF REGENTS, SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair directs that Senate joint resolu- 


Is there 


tion 145, providing for the filling of a vacancy which will 
occur on March 1, 1911, in the Board of Regents of the Smith- 


eonian Institution of the class other than Members 
gress be transferred from the Private Calendar to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the transfer to the House Cal- 
endar of this bill having been made, I ask unanimous consent to 
suspend the rules and pass the Senate joint resolution 145. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois asks 
mous consent to suspend the rules and pass Senate joint reso- 
lution 145, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the vacancy in the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution, of the class other than Members of Congress, 
which will occur on March 1, 1911, by the resignation of the Hon. 


ohn B 
oat ~ Mr. John B. Henderson, jr., of Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rule was 
suspended and the Senate joint resolution was passed. 

MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 

of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
into Committee on the 


Mr. 


resolve 


HULL 


itself 


that the 
House 


move 
Whole 


House 

on 
state 
32436) m 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other 
and pending that I unanimous consent that all 
r( debate on the bill be closed in one hour, 30 minutes to 
be controlled by myself and 30 minutes by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SuLzer]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Towa moves that the 
Ifouse resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the Military Academy 
bill, and pending that asks that all general debate be closed in 
one hour, one half to be controlled by himself and the 
half by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLzeEr]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, there is no objection to that. 
rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


purposes, ask 


eneral 


unani- | 
would have war. 


Hienderson, to take effect on that date, be filled by the appoint- | 


the | 
of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. | 


“pe : : | been made for all the officers we would ever need for a! 
iking appropriations for the support of the Military | 


other | 
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of Con- | 








There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
eentieman from Iowa. 

rhe question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Dopps in the 
chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 


ask 


unanimous con 
sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 


gentleman from Iowa? 


| 


| 


| Officers. 
| on Military Affairs to reorganize the Army. 
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There was no objection. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it was my pur] 





have entered at some length into a discussion of Army ; ‘ : 
at the time this bill was taken up, but on account of | 
of time, and on account of lack of voice ability to mak 
eral discussion, I propose to occupy a part of my time 1 d 
then, by unanimous consent, to extend my remarks in th. 
The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the gentlem; 
Iowa extending his remarks in the Rrecorp? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it bas been ass 
this floor and reiterated elsewhere that the Army of th: 1 
States is in a deplorable condition. I am unable to les ; 
facis justify such statements. When I assumed mem: 
the Committee on Military Affairs the Army of th 


States had the same organization which had preva 
the days of the colonies. It was the old single batta 
one colonel, one lieutenant colonel, and one major with 
panies, and the entire Army was limited to $25,000 me1 

Mr. WEEKS. How long ago is that? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Prior to the Spanish War. Wy 
came chairman of the committee, the total expenditures 
Army were about $25,000,000 a year. It was small 
listed force. It was limited in the line to 33 officers fo) 
ment and in the staff to the lowest possible number. fF 
close of the Civil War Congress seemed to have but ; 
as to the Army, and that was to reduce the comp) 

The result of the Spanish War enabled the ( 
Without ¢! 
I doubt if anything could have been done for national! 
Immediately before the breaking out of hostilities with 
just before war was declared, the Committee on Military 
reported a bill here to make the three-battalion orga; 
of Infantry, and to secure favorable action it eut dovw 
officers to the point of only providing for one addition: 
for each regiment, making in all 25 additional majors. 

It provided that a lieutenant colonel should command of 
the three battalions in time of war, and in time of 
regiment of the Infantry should have only eight compa 
be increased to 12 companies in time of war, the th 
talion to be commanded by the lieutenant colone! 
bill was defeated in the House by an overwhelming 1 
It was defeated because the Congress did not believe v 
So faulty was our organization that 
war came governors of States sent telegrams to the Co! 
on Military Affairs urging us to change the law of the 
States so that in time of war the Army of the United Ss 
should conform to the organization prescribed by the * 
for the National Guard. They had a modern organiz: 
the guard. The Federal Government had laws faste1 
the Army an obsolete organization, and requiring th 
to conform to this in time of war. That provision « 
the committee when war came to secure a change in 
and by small changes we improved the Army orga 
until in 1901 a modern organization was provided for tl 

We had the three battalions, and increased the officers 
33 to 50 for each regiment, not counting medical 8 
in either case. It was believed then that ample provis 


both line and staff, for we at the same time increased 
arranged every staff corps of the Army. 

I still think if the Army was not used in so large a 
for purely civil work, the provision then made would lh: 
ample. But with the increase of officers there 
increased demand for detail of officers for duties no 
until to-day we have 72S officers absent from their « 
and a shortage of officers which threatens to serious) 
the efficiency of the Army. 

Army schools have been established on a large 
officers have been detached from their commands after 
middle life to pursue their studies, and other oflicers h 
detached to instruct them. Some of the higher schools, 


Lrev 


Si 


Army War College, are of great benefit, but in many 
much more benefit would be had by regimental sch 


keeping the officers with their companies and regime 
iy judgment, the best school for an officer 
troops, and I would require all captains to remain wil 
companies. 

To my mind the service would be improved by 
elaborate system of schools and ordering many officers 
their commands. A most excellent article on this subj 
be found in the Journal of the Military Service Inst 
December 10, 1910, by Col. (now Gen.) George S. An 


is sery 


curta 


I invite your attention to the following quotations from 
article: 
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» man in my app! ition of education, knowledge, cul We have grasped the d 4 1! t 
these is I in, but I do not beli that t ) ] 1 of it f t nad t 
co ! thods, or | i la tl t 
in n y i feeling of 1 r k \ t we uld 
} { We all reco man vy } e Lord VW 
nd i to impart it who w yntemy 
! tics to Bisn ien to Hux ! er ca 
V ick to his remarks |! ) v t the t ¢ And l 
RET I \\ d te it it 
) » over with yo k au l 
gh in t F it l ta that ¢ ! 
ft \ i 
¥ i 1) 4 
} 7) f S 
l, ight i ‘ " ; W 
i 
i } } ( I 
f ig = cs ; ad ; 
‘ 1 it had run its ied. A : : ; 
! es in that line h Ce! t I » 
it is not thought necessary to insirt l of y . 
time, but a few men for a short season hat is well and midn t 
t p should always have a few men fairly instru 1 : " y | ' 
be attended to by en who enlisted for that p . - , i } 
corps, and who have nothing else to do or to thin} : t : se 
later the map-making bacillus became activ If on 7 : : 1 ler _ 
mnt i, or his back yard, he had to submit a map i 
day or by ht, alone or wit ‘ stant ove nev I a t he eat 
side of railroad, or over a read that had ’ 
eled for ye by daily coaches, there was no | up. — 
excust The map must come. <And that is why the es 
1 from department headquartet ire so unreli . - ; ; 
made them invented them upon their return to t post = : 
1 as well as possible to their reports That craze also v ; aaa : = 
e find tl map making done by a few who are kr i | +m 
nd their work is good “18 : ‘ o : 

t target craze ; every man to shoot every day : to : a ed 
all know how this incubus has been whittled d ‘ ute : a yo ,' ang 
1 the education mania; it seems that it, too, is adjust : = ; =e : Soe % 

and we hope—but for the record of the past we s! Bee : a aed : 7 : : ee 
who is 25 and wants to go to school may be benefited ana b ba peg See ' , 
t want to go it is far better to leave him at h \ r : ; : ' 
! ofessions hold annual conventions, at which are read, 1 a ell . 
ssional pepers; but if these were prepared “by order 7 : fe enor io ' : a : ‘ , 
\ ilueless and the professions would become the ighin anions dal gail ; . : , 
ld Our latest disease seems to be the profes f : ~ got : v1 \ 
officers are taught hygiene, pathology, pl ’ ated ii aie ne Wes ; . 
gery—and I question when materia medica logy ace ana 
‘ ai : i t t t 
and uncertain to b de the 
1 its course and now we are in the beginning f its r . SI a o salt yn . ; f 
i—the period of declin« In looking over the field of | gegree of fatizue—t! ill , 1 vn 
! and endeavor we find but one branch neglected, and | gecree 
ts turn next—it is theology If that does not rhe train of ! 





xt year and a h: that I be able to miss it 









the retired list; but partially « at last ntirely from its subor , ‘ inders Nery eners w 
ve had schools and schools. 1e Military Academy and out nd then comes the Pan nd bodi 1 i 
School date back before my recollection; but since 1871 ine. They will beli there no « t n not 


come up, in turn, the Signal School at Fort Myer, the I 


Cavalry at Fort Leavenworth, Willets Point (for the line), ” Ms contenti 


















































mis t il the Vv i ¢ il . 
Riley They are good and should be continued for those that | fayliy. wasteful. and ;: i :  ¢ t ) 
ed but not for those who only wish, by attendance at constipate our minds with und i ' e st 
the routine duties of their station We are often told | g desire to hasten the 1 ons - f + . of 
hould have some “ hobby,” me fad by which he shall be | I 
ind ¢ inguished. Well, I agree with this, but the fad ld ‘ ( 1 t I 
nd that part of it which is our daily life, or will 1 vet not be l r) 
so, not the command of an army of mi lions or its proper | n to 
Let us think of our men; their daily wants; how to feed, d know w 
1 care for them; to make them comfortable and contented : Our 1 fit 
d in the field; stimulate them to reasonable and proper w to nd i. 
1 out their wants and their needs; teach them to care for I . 
; to keep themselves dry 1d warm on campaign; to , ' f { : t p 
rful. and efficient. This is better than all the learni 
here are, no doubt, many valuable things to be learned : 
i reflection. I take it that at the present day the tenden : t 1 e N 
rs of the Army is in that direction. We have all ruined S e ll | | 
stant tension at the short focus of a book, while our 
t still can see the battle from afar. { ' nal 
given a choice as to the as nment of a lieutenant to my : : im . do be 
I h rather take one who was ready and anxious for field But 
time, one who spent six days of each week in hunting and t 
ne who spent all of his time in study, whose head was will need s 
sum of human knowledge and who had the intellect h ar i 
t know men who can repeat, page by page, all the books of ~s f if 
1 Leavenworth lieutenants, and yet who are helpless on the | 
] ler the most ordinary situations? that he vy 
ipidity of movement, and accuracy of calculation t t I 
and these are worth more than all the learning th 
! ) k ina J i 
ors of war literature prior to the past d | 
d Halleck Not one of these ever won i I f 
l logical in the study, but helpless on the ! power I I ind f : 
ditions as they did exist, which were so different ‘from e field. 
1d planned them. d that “ Waterloo was m id { I 
vygrounds of Eton The pluck, endurance, to gq I t f . 
1] ‘y displayed fields last fall w : | Let us not « t our ! ' < to 
rs of these team irst to be called upon | the tr secret of any sin v lo we want to ta 
try needed offic ild command and lead ‘ ; i t i i k 
uld follow. I hs mma 10 had 1 | lee t for any 
sa ‘yle, or Gen. Jack rleans, | brancl the nd of t 
l officers pleased § k to that 
fo has dictated that the line, and the line only, I had three sins in the busi New York ¢ 
f ed they Woy la ¢ f ove ' +) aid y ‘ ‘ 
) ly considered by all ruling powers is how to | to recitations require them to k v hoy 
I var all the manhood and resources of the | was laid. Thei iiness W » Kk t I 
( Ww to » perfectly prepared on shortest notice. This is the | they could or could not t 
@ function of the General Staff. For this object study and There seems to be with mar lespread 
ra are necessary, and they are the ones who should be ar talked about; to live in the g¢g f } I ! y 





. 





= each week on the benches of the schoolroom and be made | portrait. All this tends to destroy I , ) ; / 
heir lessons,”’ power, which is always solitary. Much of our recent military literature 
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hat we are required to study gives us “ that tired feeling,’ which is a 
sure sign that it has overshot the mar 

The poorest use on earth to which an intelligent lieutenant can be 
put is to have him go on as officer of the guard ence a week during his 
service a lieutenant and be eaten by the guardhouse bedbugs. In our 
Army he will have to serve from 15 to 30 year or even more, as a lieu 
tenant, and if he has not learned all there is to learn of guard duty 
after three or four tours, he had better seek other fields of endeavor 
and usefulness; he is not fit for military life 

Not long since I had a conversation with the man who, perhaps more 


than any other, was responsible for the original Lyceum order of 1891. 
He seemed astonished when I expressed i the views that I have 








here written down I went further in the matter of the value of out-of 
door, free, independent life for men and officers 

I told him that 1 thought that lieutenants on first joining ought to 
be made to go out and bunt, study nature, learn to sleep on the ground, 
be practical even if they did not see the inside of a book for years. He 
said, * Yes; but can you make them do it? Il replied, “ No; you can't 
make anybody do anything satisfactorily if he don’t want to, but he 
will take more kindly to my medicine than to yours and make less of a 
face over it It surely will do him more good; and then if it should 
have the probable reward of preferment, promotion, soft details, and 
glory, there will be a bonfire of books and a purchase of shotguns all 
along the line No man can perfect himself in both theory and prac 
tice at the same time; with us let the practice come first; the man 
who learns wing shooting solely from the book will have an empty game 
bag I ay be asked how it was that we completely subdued the In 
dians, when they were so superior to us in practical things. It is a 
most simple matter: our recruitment was constant and came from the 


whole inhabitants of the land, while theirs was suspended during hos- 
tilities, and they had but a small tribe to draw from. In spite of all 
our news bureaus and glowing reports, they ever beat us two to one. 

it is time we called a halt in this cramming process, before we merit 
the reproach of Festus to Paul, “ Much learning doth make thee mad.” 

It is a sorrowful contemplation that many of us have passed the 
age at which either practice or theory can be of much service; history 
shows that we arrive at this state before we reach the exemption 
epoch, 50 years. 

Napoleon was not 52 when he died. The great men of our late war 
were all young; their ages on the breaking out of the war were: 

Grant, 39; McClellan, 34; Thomas, 45; Canby, 43; Hancock, 37; Sedg- 
wick, 47; Lee, 55; Early, 44; Longstreet, 40; A. P. Hill, 36; Ewell, 
44; Sherman, 41; McPherson, 32; Meade, 45; Buell, 43; Schofield, 29; 
Hooker, 45: Beauregard, 43; Van Dorn, 40; Stuart, 28; D. H. Hill, 41; 
Sheridan, 31; Halleck, 46; Rosecrans, 42; McDowell, 42; Ord, 43; 
Johnston, 54; Jackson, 38; Hood, 30. 

In all this long list Lee and Johnston are the only ones as old as I 
am to-day, and most of them had the advantage of actual service in 
the War with Mexico. We ancient officers of low rank are simply 
‘military vegetables, without ambition as without hope.” What have 
we to profit by learning, or how will it improve us? 

Compulsory education and the doctor’s part in war—anatomy, sur- 
gery, hygiene, and first aid—-are now our hobbies; these will die and 
many of us will rejoice at the burial of their remains. But some other 
craze will occupy the field. It would seem that we ought to enter upon 
the solution of it in a rational way, but all history shows that we will 
not, Whatever it may be it will hold the boards for a few years before 
it descends into the grave in the condition of Lazarus after four days’ 
postponed burial In the meantime essays will be written upon it, 
without sense, reason, originality, or excuse for being. Books will be 
written that may bring promotions, honors, and general contempt. 








| 





But long essays, like this, and ponderous volumes are no surer evidence | 


of learning or ability than the odor of musk is evidence of harlotry. 
The immortal author of that military classic, the *“* Peninsular War,” 
closes his history with these words, which will fittingly close my paper: 

‘Fortune, however, always asserts her supremacy in war, and often 
from a slight mistake such di 
age and in every nation the uncertainty of arms has been proverbial. 

* War is the condition of this world. 

“rom man to the smallest insect, all are at strife; anc the glory 
of arms, which can not be obtained without the exercise of honor, 
fortitude, courage, obedience, modesty, and temperance (there is no 
word here about book learning) excites the brave man’s patriotism, and 








is a chastening correction for the rich man’s pride. It is yet no se 
curity for power. Napoleon, the greatest man of whom history makes 
mention; Napoleon, the most wonderful commander, the most sagacious 


polit cian, the most profound statesman, lost by arms Portugal, Ger 
many, Italy, Poland, Spain, and France. Fortune, that name for the 
unknown combinations of infinite power, was wanting to him, and 
without her aid the designs of man are as bubbles on a troubled ocean.” 

Let us not know too much, but do more; let what we do fit our pres 
ent and prospective spheres; we will thereby more surely force fortune 
to perch upon our banners. 

We have details on many lines which we should not expect 
the Army to shoulder. Army officers are detailed for a vast 
amount of civil work entirely outside of the river and harbor 
business which is undoubtedly of benefit to the Government but 
should not be charged to military expense. 

We have a large number of the best of the officers on the 
Panama Canal. We have a large number detailed in the Philip- 
pine Islands, all doing valuable work at less expense to the 
Government than it could be done by civilian employees. But 
is it fair? In the popular mind it is charged up to the military 
establishment, where as a matter of fact it should be charged to 
the civil establishment. Iam not finding fault with the fact that 
we are doing this work if we had officers enough to do it and 
also supply the Army. I am only calling attention to the injus- 
tice of this constant ery of the great military expense, when 
the military establishment of the Government in this line of 
work is saving to the Government hundreds of thousands of 
dollars. Take, for instance, the man in charge of the Panama 
Canal The Government was willing to pay $30,000 a year for 
an engineer who could do the work, and would have been satis 
fied to pay $50,000 for a chief engineer who could give assur- 
ance of suecess, and yet the high-priced civilian engineer could 
not show results in that work and carry it on to the satisfaction 
of the Government. An Army officer, a lieutenant colonel, with 


astrous consequences flow that in every | 





mao. 





the flat pay of $4,000 a year, took the work, and from the a 
he took charge of it until the present it has been pros 
not only with ability but with energy that promises the 
completion of the work. [Applause.] 


ov 


On June 30, 1910, 140 officers of the active list were 


ing civil or nonmilitary duty. One officer and 54 nom 

sioned officers of the active list and 35 officers of the reti; 
were on duty with the Organized Militia of the severs 

and Territories and of the District of Columbia, and 64 

of the active list and 25 officers and 24 noncommissioned « 
of the retired list were on duty in connection with the 1 

departments of civil educational institutions. All of th: 
cers and noncommissioned officers receive their pay and 
ances from the annual appropriations for the support 

regular military establishment. 

The garrison at Yellowstone National Park and the 
assigned to station for about five months of each year 
Yosemite and Sequoia National Parks are engaged exclus 
policing the parks, a duty which is in no sense military, y 
pay and allowances of the officers and enlisted men, as \ 
the cost of construction and maintenance of the milita 
tious in the parks, are included in the appropriation for 
of the Army. The Signal Corps troops engaged exclus 
parks, and in the construction and operation of the Was! 
Alaska military cable and telegraph system are also pa 
Army appropriations, though the cable and telegraph s\ 
used largely for the transmission of commercial and 
messages, 

The pay and allowances of officers and enlisted men 
ing civil, militia, and other duty not pertaining strict 
Army, the cost of maintenance of troops engaged in 
parks, and in the construction and operation of the Was! 
Alaska cable and telegraph system, and the mileage and 
portation for troops attending military tournaments, ex) 
and so forth, amounted to the following for the fiscal yea: 


ad | 


| Transpor- 
| tation and 
| quarter- 


Pay and Subsist- 





allowanc vs. ence. canbe 
| supplies 
—— - 

50 Engineer officers on civil | | 

duty. are 5 cade ee MICO Leacdbeokocks | $13,475.60 | $ 
35 Engineer officers (three- | | 

fourths civil, one-fourth mili- 

ee : ie PU Ei ivcencuteaal |} §8,355.85 
27 officers with Isthmian Canal | | 

Commission. . - fate PER FOO hi vk dicenceds 7,877.28 ] 
3 officers with Bureau of Insu- 

lar Affairs. ... ; SIGE hiscecwawecde 1,069. 60 
16 officers with civil govern- 

ment, Philippine Islands. . .. Pageeee isekdeuseuss 2,950. 51 
3 officers with Cuban Govern- | 

ment. . ‘ ee eee 1,352. 89 
1 officer with Porto Rican Gov- } 

ernment. ; ek | eee ne } 377.99 
3 officers with Alaskan Koad 

Commission . . ; e% BE UW Ei secacsicccs 1, 942. 46 
1 officer in charge of Indian | 

prisoners . . 2,600.00 svetsneds 234. 63 


1 ordnance officer with bureau 
for safe transportation of ex- 
plosives... .. CUO Lou scitccccus 274. 29 4 

1 officer of active list and 35 of- | 
ficers, retired list, with Or- | 





ganized Militia. ..... : ; BR SOO GD fesccccccasen 11, 430.19 
54 noncommissioned officers, | 
active list, on duty with Or- | | | 
ganized Militia... , ‘ 25, 788. 00 | $19, 710.00 |.......... 
Mileage of officers inspecting 
militia... .. ~ , : BU GEEENED fo ctubessccdelscbanduscones 
64 officers, active list, and 25, 
retired list, on duty at civil | 
educational institutions. .... oA * eee | 26, 085. 26 
24 retired noncommissioned of- 
ficers, on duty at civil educa- } | 
tional institutions. ...... TE, FES. GF fn ccccccccncdvcccosccoes 
6 officers and 239 enlisted men 
(Signal Corps) on duty in | 
connection with Washing- 
ton-Alaska military cable | . 
and telegraph system... .. .| 141,011.00 | 48,398.51 | 6,099.60 ; 
Maintenance of garrison, Yel- | 
lowstone National Park... ... 85,882.00 | 30,734.89 | 108, 452. 21 
Construction of buildings, etc., | | : 
Fort Yellowstone. . 82, 947. 66 § 


Maintenance of troops in Yo- 
semite National Park (5 | 
months)... ; 
Maintenance of troops in Se- 
quoia National Park (5 


8, 271. 61 19, 780. 74 





months)........ Fe eae 7, 722. 50 2, 209. 20 7, 700. 00 ] 
Gratuitous issues of rations. ....|.............- 1, BBB. FB Jo ccccccccese i 
Mileage and transportation of 
troops attending military | { 
tournaments, patriotic cele- co. TRE . 
ees exh tncdcucesuee 606. 73 |... ..eeeeee- 155, 306. 15 eM 
DRG ited | 1, 293, 478. 20 | 110, 447.97 | 455,712.91 | 1,89 


a 








M11. 





falk about the Army of the United States being in a de 
nlorable condition! Why? The press of the country say it 
not ammunition for one battle, and it has been deplored 


it we were short of ammunition. I am talking at this time 
only about what the Military Affairs Committee has had juris 
diction of. The ammunition and supplies for the Artillery are 
lied by the Appropriation Committee. When the Spanish 
War closed we were using the Krag-Jérgensen rifle. It was at 
t time one of the best rifles known. There have been im- 
vements made by the Ordnance Department since then by 
\ ‘h we have now an army rifle much better than 
the Krag-Jérgensen, but each of them in many respects similar, 


service 


ihe later improvements, however, adding greatly to the effli- 
ciency of the United States service rifle now being used. As 


soon as the new rifle was perfected the Ordnance Department 
commenced the rearming of our troops with the new gun, and 
the Krag has gradually been withdrawn and kept as a reserve. 
It does not use exactly the same ammunition and is not inter- 
( geable with the improved gun, but it is a valuable weapon 
d in an emergency would be of great value to the country. 
We have to-day 650,000 of the improved rifles ready for use, 
with the 350,000 Krag-Jérgensens now in reserve, which 


could be used in an emergency, we can arm 1,000,000 men 
e mobile army to-day to face any foe that comes to this 
‘ try. They talk about ammunition. We have accumulated 
! ammunition of small arms ammunition enough to fur- 
1 { have forgotten now, but I will put it in my remarks 
\ n 28,000,000 rounds of the supply the Ordnance Depart- 
ment thinks we ought to have as reserve, reaching up into the 
hundreds of millions of rounds of metallic ammunition. It is 
true that in the artillery branch of the Government there is 


a scarcity of powder. It is true that in time of war we would 
to draw on all other reserves we could possibly tap in order 
pply ammunition for our artillery, but that comes from 


another committee, and I regret exceedingly the committe: 
reporting the fortifications bill yesterday did not give to the 
War Department every dollar they asked for ammunition for 
the artillery. They should have done it. We have a small 
‘ and we ought not to be niggardly in supply of muni- 
tions of war that will enable us to confront an enemy if the 
time does come when it is necessary. I am not one of those 
who are preaching the doctrine that we must have war or we 
\ have war in the near future. I am one of those who 
preach the doctrine that while there is a possibility of war 


s criminal negligence on the part of the Congress of the 


United States not to make reasonable preparation for it. 
[ lause, ] 
| hope that we never will have war, but the history of the 


does not justify the belief that we never will have war. 

this Government, Mr. Chairman, should provide a 
reserve of the Volunteer forces of the country. One hun 
( thousand Regulars for taking care of our insular 
and for our police protection at home, but in 
ut this Government should enter upon a policy at once 


t ‘ { 


of organizing and equipping an army of 250,000 reserve, not 
it ir soldiers, but men in the different localities trained so 
1 ey can be called into action at once, not officered by the 


but officered by the President of the United States 
rt of the national reserve; and in my judgment this force 
( { be provided and could be maintained at an expense of 
over twenty million a year. The best volunteers we 
ever had were the provisional regiments organized for service 
ilippines. I believe in the National Guard, but it is 
Its first duty is to the State and it can only 
through the governor. It is officered by the 
it is independent of the General Government, it is a 
ble reserve line of defense for the country, but primarily 
a State force, and my objection is that it is not a force 
cin be at once put in action. That they have many 
did officers—mzy criticism on the way it is officered is this: 
in nine cases out of ten it is good fellowship that wins 
promotion. In too many cases it is good fellowship which 
promotion to field officers. The man who can go around 
the best cigars and who is the best mixer is the one who 
is to be major in most instances. 
— TILSON, Will the gentleman permit? 
r. HULL of Iowa. Yes, 
Mr. TILSON. Has the gentleman read the amendment 
ve Steenerson bill that has been reported into this House? 
Mr. HULL of 


out 


\ S 


‘ 


of 


! Iowa. Yes; and I believe it will be a great 
I it 
TILSON. Will not that to some extent relieve the gen 
ins objection ? 
ty ’ i j i 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. It will, if the bill becames a law and 


‘ 


* provision is enforced, be of great benefit. 
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DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
or what he advocates is not 
bill to pay the Organized Militia? 


Mr. 


not 


Mr. HULL of lowa I have so stated I think that it 
partially goes in that direction, but it is not efficered by the 
resident 

Mr. DALZELL. It is in that dir 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; and I think a very valuable ad- 
vance. The best Volunteer oflicers we have had. I think. in this 
country were, as stated above, in the cuss f the | 


rovisional 
t 


he 


regiments sent to the Philippine Islands, oflic ed by Presi- 
dent largely from men who had seen service and on recommen 
dation of the commanders of the Volunteer forces. They were 
not in any sense a State force. I know a great many men ay 
we did well enough during the Civil War and all regimental 
officers were nominated by the governors, but I do not regard 
our experience then any criterion for now 

It answered then, but the world has made a wonderful ad 


vance since the days of the Civil War in the science of military 


op rations, 


Mr. TILSON. May I interrupt the gentleman before he 
leaves that point? Does not he think that this remedy would 
apply: That although the governors may select the officers, that 


they may be thinned out and the inefticient on 
examinations now required and 
so on, now required by the department? 


ies removed by 
by schools of instruction, and 





Mr. HULL of lowa. Oh, very much; yes. But no matter if 
the President does appoint, he has to appoint largely from the 
recommendatious from the different parts of the country. How 
ever, it makes him responsible for the officers and makes them 
easier to be removed than if appointed by the governors. Let 


the governors retain in their control all militia, because it is 
a State force, but let the Federal Government control the Fed 
eral force. 

Going back to the Civil War and taking the argument that 
the militia is all that is necessary, I want to call your atte! 
tion to the fact that it was militia that fougl the ¢ l 
War on both sides. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. They did not fight like it. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They fought like it at first at Bull Run. 
It was simply a question of which would get panic-stricken 


first. But when 1865 came there probably never was marshaled 





in any land at any time in the history of the world such a 
splendid body of fighting men as was found on the American 
Continent, both those that wore the blue and those that wore 
the gray. [Applause.] If at that time we had had trouble 
with any foreign nation, we would have had an army, taking 
the two together, of a million and a half of men that would 
have been invincible against any other m and a half of 
men on earth. Simply the ordering of Vhil Sheridan and his 
corps cle wh to the Rio Grande caused the French Government 
to move out of Mexico. But the whole history of our country 
shows that your raw recruit can not be depended upon until 
after he has been trained to be a soldier. Washington said 
Regular troops alone are equal to t é } f j , 
Ww for defense as offense, and whe is t t S ted 
prove illusory and nurious No 1! tia W eV t 
necessary to resist a re if fore ] i n ‘ le 
real business of fi g is only t e at i , 
discipline and service I have never vet been w 
stance that can justify a different opinion, and it i t « 
be wished that the liberties of America may n« 
material degree to so precarious a dependences 
The War of 1812 has been frequently referred to here We 


of raw recruits defend gy our Capito 
ar force, and our troops at Bladens 


1 a great force 
ingland landed a small regul 
burg ran before the firing had begun, practically though they 





outnumbered the British four to one. They had not bee 
training long enough to have confidence in tl selves or in 
their officers. Those men were just as brave as any men who 
ever enlisted under our flag, but you have to give an army 


the 
stendiness of courage and confidence in thems« es and theix 
ofticers before they will be effective in a fight 


I know that a great deal is said about the Battle of New 
Orleans and the wonderful results of it. That battle was 
fought by the frontiersmen, every one of them a crack shot 
They were under a man that they were absolutely confident 
would lead them to victory. They were back of their entrench 


They had fought Indians, and they had been under fire 


ments 


repeatedly in defending their homes. They had the courage 
to reserve their fire until the command canie to shoot. When 
they shot, every man had a mark and hit it, and that battle is 
and always has been wonderful in its results 

That was probably the greatest battle ever fought, in its 


complete victory, by raw recruits against a ti ; 
Napoleon, it has been said, in referring to it when he got b 
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fi the 1 ted States must have some secret 
eir men to steadiness in the face of 
( mie s of sharpshooters nov 
re raised o he f el ren 
\ j | I : l whe ( I I | I [ iy 
l ‘ ( the ft ) 
| 1 one of the duties of t 
{ S to in the youn men of the ¢ 1 gy 
hey led j defense of tl ry tl W 
i I L ¢ ¢ Wal 
» 1 he pe | Lo when the present Senator 
f O : & N] Vv 1e1 opposing all additional 
| ra 1 which speech he said that our oceans 
i i nvasi phat m it h 
ue 100 year when took six months to cross th 
\ O I lay the only safeguard the oceans give 
the 1 \ ontrol them. Whenever our fleets ar 
ff f he Pacific or the Atlantic, whenever we 
| »< | our shores from invasion by troops by 
\ ( we | that power the ocean is the 
( hictiw 5 for j asion that could be provid d. rhe great 
f to-day could land a large force on our shores mort 
‘ and more lickly than could be done by land. We 
l have war ships to make it unsafe, if not impossible, for an 
ele to 1 sport troops by sea. 
BARTLETT of Georgia. May I interrupt the gentleman 
1¢ : Le ? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Certainly. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. How much does this propose to 
inc! the expenses of our military establishment? 


Mr. HI 


LI of Iowa. It would cost about $20,000,000 to pro- 
vide a reserve force. The militia, I think, will cost about 
$5,000,000 additional, making $12,000,000 in all for the militia. 








Mr. Chairman, I would like to say just a word or two 

more about this sea business. 

Mr. BORLAND rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa has the floor. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. With this addition to the national re- 
serve by the militia, Mr. Chairman, I will say to my friend 
from Pennsylvania that the limit of the other reserve could be 
fixed at 125,000, and that would give a total army of 375,000 
men and reduce the cost. 

Mr. BORLAND. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will, just for a question. 

Mr. BORLAND. This bill making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Military Academy will carry about $1,158,000. I 


understand it to be a fact that the Military Academy for some 
time past has not been supplied with its full quota of students. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman from Mis- 


souri that we can take that question up so well later on, under 
the five-minute rule, that I would much prefer not to discuss 
it now. Iam not discussing the Military Academy. 

Mr. BORLAND. Is that a fact, that the academy is not full? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. BORLAND. Is it not, further, a fact that about 50 per 
cent of the officers of the Army are not graduates of West Point 
at all? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
n, Mr. Chairman, 
Mr. BORLAND. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will say 
to him that we are supposed now to be discussing this question 
of our Military Academy. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That question will come up later. This 
urely general debate, and I would like now to lay the foun- 
dation of what I would like to leave as my legacy, as one man 
expressed it, my “ dying swan song,” to future Congresses, after 
my experience of some 20 years on the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I am not vain enough to think that I am going 
solve these questions. I am simply vain enough to hope that I 
may be able to give to gentlemen who after me 
basis to build some future legislation on, and something that 


I decline to yield further to the gentle- 


Thi 


is ] 






{ 


come 





| 


| nation first commands the sea. 
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In other words, so long as 


have adequate battleships and armored cruisers and other yw 
vessels in control on the ocean that is sought to be made t] 
theater of war, so long the nations will keep their troops 
home. But suming, Mr. Chairman, that we should lose 
power of resistance on the sea, and assuming that our fl 
destroy¢ 1. I want to Say to gentlemen in this House th 
would be the easiest thing in the world for an enemy to i 

this country and land troops on either shore, and especia 


the Pacific. For instance, if in the Pacific Ocean our fleets 


| destroyed, and we have no power of destroying the en 





| the 


to | 


some 


| 
| 


perhaps may, at least, aid in the solution of some of the prob- 
lems to come before Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is true that the ocean served as a bar- | 
rier against hostile invasions in the time of the old sailing ves- 
sels, and it would be true still if we can have sufficient naval | 
force on the ocean to prevent any hostile foreign nation from 


sending its troops here with safety. No nation will start a 


transport fleet across either ocean until that nation commands | 


the sea. In the discussion of this question I do not want my 


language to be construed as holding up to view any particular 
nation as one with whom we are to have war, but I want to 
discuss the question on the broad lines of policy as to what 


may be done under any conditions. 


Again, I say, no hostile | have more. 
nation will be able to send troops to this country unless that tary Affairs, 


transports en route to this country, they may land wit 
army of 200,000 men on the Pacific coast in spite of all wi 
do. They would not land in the face of our seacoast def 


rhey would attack these from the rear. 

“ Oh,” gentlemen say, ‘* what will we be doing all that ti 
We will be doing our best to keep the troops in the enemy's 
from landing. You say, “Our harbor defenses a 
they can not land at San Francisco.” 

Vossibly they can not get into Puget Sound. But, Mr. C! 
man, the great line of the Pacific gives opportunity 
landing hostile forces at places where there are no fortifica! 
and where there is no town to destroy. We would have 
small land force scattered watching many points. The e 
would concentrate and land at some port not fortified and a 
cities from the rear. We have no adequate defens 
repel such an attack, and I would have the larger part of 
reserve force, I think, necessary raised in the coast Sta 
that no time would be lost in putting our Army in th: 

Apportioning the force among the States would cause ti 

be wasted in providing a prompt defense. The States ne 

fear they would be deprived of any glory, as before the ch 

such a war ample opportunity would be afforded all our | 

for a share in the conflict. When the enemy land their fi 

they can march where they please unless our soldiers are t 

to stop them. Raw recruits will not be effective. I am w , 
to state that we will keep them as busy as we can be 4 

time, our raw levies will be brave. My urgent dema 

the Congress for supplies is that we must have the an 

tion and the guns, or no soldiers, Regular or Volunteer, w 

of much avail in stopping them. But the enemy might 

feint of landing at one place and then land at another 

have hundreds and thousands of miles of coast that 
be ready to defend, and in my judgment this Government 
zo to work, and out of the 125,000 reserve and the 125,000 
tional Guard take all you can from the coast States, re 
go to any point of attack at once and defend our honor. 

I am not one of those that believe that we are in great d 
of war. I do not believe that we are in any immediate d 
of war. But I realize the fact that no man can tell whe 
will come. I remember one of the leading Members of 
House, three months before the Spanish War came—a n 
of the Committee on Appropriations, afterwards governo! 
State—made a speech on the floor saying that this talk of 
was an absurdity; that there was no nation on eart! 
would dare to go to war with us, and if they did we could 
our men with clubs and drive them into the sea. 

Mr. MANN. The last part of it is true. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. We might have driven the Cubans 
, but even Spain could have resisted such an at 
Our people to-day may think we are not to have war. |! 
they are right. The lack of preparation for war cost nv 
human lives and in treasure when the war tl 
preparation for war would cost if we were always 
for it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The chairman of the committee do 
mean to say that after the vast expenditures that the 
lack of preparation being made 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I spoke of that a while ago, and I 
thought the Army was in splendid shape so far as org: 
tion is concerned. I think we have a reserve supply f 
Army, and through the Committee on Military Affairs we 
provided field artillery 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I thought the gentleman’s last remari 
dicated to the contrary. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am trying to strike a few of the ! 
places and fill in afterwards. On this question of field 
tillery the Committee on Appropriations has not been as lil 
as it should have been to provide for the artillery 
mobile army. There is no great military nation that has 
at least four guns to a thousand men. France and Geri 
Through the efforts of the Committee on M 


re such 


coast 


our 


we 8 


wit 


sea 


comes 











, 
LO] 





we have provided two guns for a thousand m 














army of 250,000 men we should have more than double 


Lumber « f 


7 y 7uns, ' 
Mir. MANN. The members of the Committee on Appropria- 
sare now engaged elsewhere, and there is no member 01 
e floor, What would the gentleman say as to the statement 
ast night by the gentleman from Iowa that they already 
ropriationus unexpended for the past three years in the 

ury for the manufacture of guns? 
‘iv. HULL of Iowa. defense or field artil- 


Is that for coast 
to field artillery, I will 
the blame on 


correct. 


T 
i 


all I 
But 


take back 


Department. 


: f it is truc 
e said and lay 
re it is not 
ir. MANN. The gentlema 

had three years’ appro} 


plenty of ammunition for all 


as 


I 2m si 
night that 
that they 
and that 


last 





freasury 


riations in the 11) 
they had, 


suns 





could make the ammunition much quicker than the guns; 
there is plenty of ammunition to wear out all the guns 

in existence, 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. There is no doubt that we could make 
nunition much quicker than we could make the guns. If 
omes to us, it will be impossible to manufacture the guns 
\ eed: we can possibly manufacture the powder, but we 


ought to have a larger reserve of powder than we now have. I 


all attention to what the War Department has said, that 
of Coast Artillery ammunition for one 
round for each gun emplaced. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman 
that there was ample. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman from Iowa here, 
but I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that the Committee 
on Appropriations has always held that it was ample because 
they always held that we did not need any. I submit the follow 
‘ to show just what we have for seacoast fortifications and 


t e is not enough 


from Iowa [Mr. Smitrn] stated 


is not 
is not 








Held artillery: 
RESERVE AMMUNITION FOR SEACOAST FORTIFICATIONS. 
amount of reserve ammunition which the War Department is 
R e voring to accumulate for seacoast fortifications within the con 
t tal limits of the United States is only that amount required for 
« ving through a two-hours’ engagement one-half the guns mounted 
in those fortifications, plus a small allowance of target-practice ammu 


amount 
Board 


nition to be expended when war should become imminent. The 
reserve was prescribed by the National Coast Defense 
and is based upon the following considerations. 

he determination of the proper amount reserve ammunition for 
the seacoast armament is necessarily influenced by the speed of naval 
vessels and the rapidity of fire of the various guns composing the arma 
me Any gun should be supplied with sufficient ammunition to main 


‘ this 


of 


n the maximum rate of aimed fire during the time that any part of 
fleet is within range It is probable that hereafter a fleet will not 
at t to reduce a fortification by bombardment and that it will only 
' vithin the range of fertification guns during the time that it is 
es ted to run by. 
( dering the speed of vessels of the present day, it is assumed that 








fleet comes 
in mind the 
about two 


e required from the instant that t 
\ range until the last ship passes out 
t s channels and the etions 
It is therefore deemed a 


ie first ship of a 
of range, having 
will be 
that 








obstr there 


lirement 


pis 


per req 

















s have a supply of ammunition for an engagement of at lei thi 
i ad, with perhaps a somewhat larger allowance for rapi re guns 
rtars which will respectively be called upon to ct 1 
I ind engage stationary vessels. 
:mount of ammunition, if provided for all guns in the 
s fortifications, would enable simultaneous ‘ment Lye 
at all fortifications in the country Considering the extent of 
ist, the probability of attacks in certain localities in cont 
the facility of transportation in this country, and the fact 
onsiderable number of the guns would be out of bearing during 
f an engagement, it is believed to be a fair assumption that if 


enough ammunition to previde each gun with one-half of 











required for a two hours’ engagement it will be possib! t 
hand in any locality y transfer from other places, a heient 
to engage any fleet which may attack 
coust ammunition on hand or appropriated for is approx 
‘0 per cent of the allowance for the cannon pro 1 to date 
sis of a two-houw engagement for one-half the an nent 
m of $140,000 carried in the current fortification bill for the 
t of reserve ammunition will increase the amount to about 
t of the allowance, An equal amount priated each year 
( plete the reserve supply by the year 6 for the cannon 
1 to te, and by the year 1964 for all the seacoast fortifica 
imended by the nation: st-defense board. 
int of reserve ammuni which the War Departmen 


ng to accumulate for seacoast fortifications in the 


ul: 











s that required to carrying the batteries through a two-hours 
t The ammunition on hand or appropriated for is 54.4 per 
the allowance for the cannon provided for to date. > these 
ould probably be called upon to withstand a prol ttack 
> ed that the full allowance is the minim ’ be on 
he item of $400,000 carried in current fo iil 
‘ment of reserve ammunition will, if appropriated, | 
nt te bout 71 per cent of the allowance for t} iT 
date 
AMMUNITION SUPPLY FOR MOBILE ARTILLERY 
War Department estimates for funds for the procure! t of 
ton for mobile artillery are based upon providing a very mod 


y, considering the probable 


pay expenditures in battle and the 
ired to manufacture such 


r ammunition. The amounts are those 
a in the field-service regulations being the minimum nr 

- u ! that an amount not than that carried by the 

idi rces should be kept at or near the advanced sup} ly depot, and 

‘cditional amount—approximately equal to the ammunition in ad 
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Mr. MANN. That w not the s | 
tleman from lowa |[Mr. Smit! 

Mr. HULL of lowa I S he figur f \ 
should have and what we wh by t of the 
War Department, and I wan to diff el te th ) ‘ f 
tees in regard to this matter, showing that ft] Milit ( 
mittee has done all it could under the rules « the ] . 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentk i from | . 
expired. 

Mr. SULZER. I yield to the gentleman three minut 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say in conclusion, now that I am 
going out and can not be accused in anv ser of b g¢ Del n 
ally interested in it, that if this next House will do its duty, it 





















































































will place all questions affecting military affairs and the de- 


3190 


fens f the « ry the hands of the committee that gives its 
tim that questi The fortifications, seacoast and field ar- 
till dake ies should be in the jurisdiction of the 
C ttee on Military Affairs, and not divided up between two 
ce ‘ ing constant friction and lack of good legisla 
t | e.] I hope my Democratic friends will have the 
ood jud 1d the good sense to so rrange the matter so 
t he ¢ tt on Military Affairs will be res isible for 
t if wo 
Mr. Chairman, I feel almost o] ng to the 

Tk for taking up i { { »1I) ‘ t I want to say 
i llouse that rte 0 ve ol ervice I s leave this 
He th Os l spect ror ti ! bet lip of the 
rk of Represent: ny judgn e is no body of 
men where who are actuated with a more earnest desire to 
discharge the duties of their office honestly and well than the 
mewp ship of tl Hfous I have known it yx and well, and 
my f it el | grown during all the years of 
my « ! on | Ni and then a suspicion may arise as 
to 5 » Me er, but so accurately does this House gauge its 
membe! ip 1 their minding that even a suspicion of wrong 
on tl f Memb destroys that Member’s usefulness, 
unt . ls i suspicion as fal I want to say to 
you eaving that in my judgment you have been in all your 
‘ » the great trusts reposed in you, and I look forward 
to the future of tl try with a confident assurance that the 
Ho of Representatives, the popular branch of the Congress, 
will always be t to the best interests of the people of the 
United States and discharge its trust to the best of its judg 
ment. [Applause.| : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the remain 
der of the time, 27 minutes, is under the control of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SuLzer]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, just a few words to say I am 
in accord with all that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutu] 
has iid regarding the pre t efficiency of the military arm of 


the Government [ especially concur in his suggestion as to 
the desirability of the Committee on Military Affairs hereafter 
having complete charge of all matters and all appropriations 
for the military branch of the Government. The gentleman 


speaks and from | erience. His advice should be 
heeded. 

It is a matter of regret that his public service to end. 
I think I voice the sentiment of all the Members of this House 
when I that it personal loss to us as well 
that the gentieman from Iowa [Mr. Hutu], a distinguished 
Member of this House, and for many years the able and capable 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, will not be with 


us in the next House of Representatives. [Applause.] His re 


wisely ong eX] 


Is SOO 


sav is a as a public 


loss 


tirement rises above the question of partisanship, in my judg 
ment, and is really a national loss. When a man has served 
the people faithfully in Congress for many years, he becomes 


invaluable as a pubiic servant. [Applause.] And whenever 


such a Representative retires, voluntarily or otherwise, it is not 
only a matter of sincere regret among his colleagues, who know 
his true worth, but it is a matter of national loss to the tax 
payers of the Government. It is difficult to replace these men. 


{[Applause.] I know the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hv] 

will go from ‘ss of his long endeavors to his home in 

Iowa with the wishes of all the Members of 

for his future success and his prosperity and continued good 

health [ Applause. ] 
Mr. Chairman, I 

[Mr. WICKERSHAM]. 


Mr. WICKERSHAM 


these scen 


best 


now yield to the gentleman from Alaska 


Mr. Chairman, when the United States 





acquired Alas! from Russia by the treaty of cession of March 
30, 1867, it became trustee for the people of a domain almost 
as large as the United States east of the Mississippi River, and 
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) 
aShi 


valuable beyond the avarice of any but an Al syndicate. 
Its resources of fish, fur, copper, gold, tin, coal, and agriculture 


are but little known to the trustee even after 43 years of per- 
functory service. There are those, however, near to, and power 
ful in influence with, that trustee who have a lively appreciation 
of those enormous values and the ease with which they may be 


monopolized and 
ion. 

It is for the purpose of 
with public notice of its 


} 


removed from the trust estate to their own 


possess 
advising that trustee and charging it 
failure to perform its duty and protect 
the estate and as a representative of “the people who own it” 
that I have asked for and obtained permission to place in the 
RecorpD a plain and full statement of the facts. 

By the third article of the treaty with Russi: 
of Alaska the United States 
ceded territory 

Shall 1 


for the cession 
agreed that the inhabitants of the 


e admitted to the enjoyment of all the rights, advantages, and 


immunities of citizens of the United States, and shall be maintained and 
protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion. 


| 
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Beyond that stipulation it is the duty of this trustee of 


great national estate to protect it as the property of the Natio 
It has not performed its duty from either point of view. | 
has permitted the despoliation and monopolization of the 1 


i 


sources of Alaska in violation of treaty stipulations and of 





duty to the people of the United States. It now threatens 
enter on a new scheme of leasing Alaska’s coal resources 
monopoly and to deprive the inhabitants of the Territory { 
the free use of its resources as an aid in its development 
now threatens to create itself into a national landlord in Al 
and to degrade the inhabitants thereof to the status of t 

in violation of treaty rights, constitutional rights, and tl] 
ilienable rights of the people of the United States. 


More than $200,000,000 have been taken from the 
that Territory by special interest 
any corresponding benefit to it and without a return 
home, or or church, or the education of a 


child. Development has been strangled, population barred, 


resoul 
s, aided by Congress, w 


of 


») 1 ; 
SCHDOO!, Singie 


its resources wasted and destroyed. It is now seriously 
posed to create a national monopoly of its coal and to ex 


from the development of that great resource those citizens 


may desire to invest their capital and labor therein. It is 

to “ Stop, look, and listen.” 

ri PRESIDENTS MI AGI FAVO! NATIONATI MONOPOLY OF Al 
RES RCES. 


In his address to the National Conservation Congress 
Paul, Minn., September 5, 1910, which is by direct refer 
made a part of age to ¢ of 
the President of the United States declared: 


The Alaska 
and sh 


Ong 


his mess ress 


December 6, 


coa 


existing 
ild be 


land 
radically 


laws of 
amended. 


are 
factory 


most ub 
In the body of his message, as one of his specific recomn 
tions, he advised Congress: 
For th 


reasons stated in the conservation address, I 1 

Second, that the coal deposits of the Government be leased aft: 
vertisement inviting competitive bids, for terms not exceedi: 
years, with a minimum rental and royalties upon the coal mined, 
readjusted every 10 or 12 years, and with conditions as to maint« 
which will secure proper mining, and as to assignment which w 





vent combinations to monopolize control of the coal in any one dis 
iarket. I 





or 0 do not think that coal measures under 2,500 ac 
surface would be too large an amount to lease to any one iessee 
The Secretary of the Interior thinks there are difficulties in th 


of leasing public coal lands, which objections he has set forth i: 
report, the force of which I freely concede. I entirely approved 
stating at length in his report the objections in order that the w 
subject may be presented to Congress, but after a full considerat 
favor a leasing system and recommend it 


He also recommends the passage of an act of Congress 
create an appointive commission with legislative powers for 
Government of Alaska, and adds: 


The passage of a law permitting the leasing of Government 
lands in Alaska after public competition, and the appointmen 


t 
commission for the Government of the Territory, with enabling px 
to meet the local needs, will lead to an improvement in Alaska 
the development of her resources that is likely to surprise the cour 


mess 


SI 


These are the only recommendations found in the 
suggesting specific legislation for Alaska; there is no 
tion that the coal-land laws in force in Alaska shall be ame 
or supplemented in any other respect than by the enactmen 


the leasing system. 


THE NATIONAL COAL QUESTION IS AN ALASKAN 


More than one-half ef the unappropriated and unrese! 
public land belonging to the United States is in Alaska. M 
than three-fourths of the valuable unsold public coal land 
longing to the Nation lies in that Territory. All the high-g 
anthracite and bituminous coal land owned by the United St 
is there, and all coal land containing naval coal to which 
Government yet holds title is in Alaska. All practical quest 
touching conservation and all efforts to prevent monopol: 
the public coal land relate to the coal land in Alaska. 1 
national coal question is an Alaskan question. 

The following table, taken from the last report of the S 
tary of the Interior, except the last two lines, shows in d 
the area of unappropriated and unreserved public land bi 
ing to che United States, by States and Territories: 


QUESTION 





oe .- a 19 
- an a - S68, O14 

ss 11.4 

Cs a 24, Sf 
Cc 21, %< 
Flo ‘ i " 4 
Idaho 24,74 
Kansas : uote in bi 
Louisiana SS 


Michigan . 107.8 
Minnesota 
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Missouri “ inate 

Montana - iia ccm aa aes halal 36, O1o, 9 
I ee ee ee vinnie 1, 879, 456 




















































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


J 36, 434 The States of Miss 17 ‘ f 
=e 1, 410, 225 ’ : 
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7. DRO, 57 ictive operation in 1S22 \ riy as INclé ( 
St4 ‘ Vy I in ¢ — | » [SY ~ ‘ 
, <9 | mittee on Pub Lands, t \ 
160 e | res ‘ f } . 
io, I ead mines in Missouri t 
711, 986, 409 | TEPOrt 
x. | 735 1 S 
\T 
xclus i 7 bi4 
4 i i <i. 
1 I 
deration } wh h the United States origil vr } ‘ +} vy 
the Revolutionary States their portions of the 
ls is clearly set forth in the resolution adopted by tl A yeal er 1 i ( I 


f the Confederation on October 10, 1780, as 














t the unappr ted ul I y a 1 - 
United 8S inv } Stat pur 1 M i 
n of Congr ‘ t Gth day of Septet 1 i I t 
a cea se oe nd t | } ! vy did ( 
the Federal Union and hay he same rights of soy ty, | 1S=9, ¢ I 
1] independence as t ‘ r Stat A bly of the State of Mis ri». 
} original States, or so many of them as held weste1 and praying for the sale of 
hereupon conveyed them to the Confederation for th 8 J vs * 
ested in that resolution, and thereafter wl ; 
es under the Constitution assumed to dispose of the | * / 
ds they were bound as a trustee to appropriate then \ 
rreat national use. they | i ( 
the English system, with which the national legis ' . im 
the Revolutionary days were entirely familiar, t 4 
th branch of royal revenue, according to Blackstone, | « nt 
right of mine: The King’s royal prerog: ad = ; 
wher of all mines of the precious minerals—gold and | rogations made 
hether found on royal or private lands. <A grant of | that larg 
the Crown did not pass gold or silver mines unless | Den. upon ‘ 
y granted, and this applied to grants of land in the e again 
s. Hence it was that when the 13 colonies became ind int 
States, they succeeded to the royal right of mines and | poivine upon t 
n it. liberality, p t ] 
United States never acquired any rights in mines in New | the sale of 
r in any of the 13 original States. When the United | , cand 
refore began Lo dispose of the public lands the « ] Resolved. I t t 
idea was dominant, and Congress provided for retaining | ward to « as x 
al right in mines in the western lands, which had been | “* 7 
| to the United States by the 15 original States, which | S | 
ed them from the Crown. J 
Congress of the Confederation on May 20, 1785, provided | 7s re ia tee! ae 
ing and selling the western lands, and the ordinance appeeves, | ot M 
( ¢ "TKK far that . cn 2 ida heat } lon, 
ix = passed fo1 that purpose provided that each deed Sis aniline te : — , d M ‘ 


ese lands should contain a clause “ excepting there 

d reserving one-third part of all gold, silver, lead, and 
es within the same.” This system generally con for sa 
force until 1866 when Congress passed the first of our a : 3 : 
ning Statutes in aid of the development of the precious rhe ‘ C of Illinois « } l 
¢ States of the West. mines within her rders ! it 














ig of the mines on the western lands, however, was | semeral assembly of that State, the © 4 4] an 
f gurated on March 3, 1807, when Congress passed an | to be unconstitut! land re 
ding— and refuse to pay the rentals. In the report eS 
several lead mines in the Indiana Territory * hall adJ Ir) ; 1535 
| for the future disposal of the United States; and an) nt ns uj} him for fort 
hereafter be le fe t of land containi lead the Seeretarv quot er rt of Al 
had been d yvered pre 1s to the purchase of h Pio ee ; F rope Bg 
1 St ul] onsidered fraudulent and nu nd t in charge, who said of th 
i nt of tl t 1 States shall be, and is hereby, authorized 1 The general and popul 
} i which } been or may hereafter be di vered he law will not stain the G 
I Territory for a period not exceeding five yea xacting rent; contending i S 





he President to lease 
ions for carrying 


the leasing of the | 


ead mines in Missouri and Illinois and the Superior 
mines were included in the reserved lands and leased. 
‘ie Jead-mining leases were issued under the supervision of the 
Wepartment, and the United States reserved a royalty or | 5), 
ne-sixth of the lead for Government use. this doctrine may be, « nat f 

the report of the Secretary of War transmitted to Con- | 28 it does with the inter 






by John Quincy Adams in 1825 it is shown that the leas wan ota aan 
United States mineral lands had gone but slow y and ag itura 
tisfaction to the people of Missouri or to the Nation, | in preduci ard oe 
discontent, fraud, and litigation were complained of, prone anthorit ' { n 
the output was small and the entire business unsatis- | 1 the lands may 


nh address delivered before the American Institute of 1 dispose of the product 
, kngineers, Abram 8S. Hewitt, quoting from Prof. Whit 








ld of the lure as follows: i n tary ¢ in er was ked 
wf : : y , + . > 
ew | were paid with tolerable reg s opinion upon the advisal 
1834, in conse of the immense number of illegal « j ( leasing. nnd he did so 
ral land at the Wis nsin land office, the smelte and 1 . - ; 4 — 
to make any further np: nts, and the Government w ‘ 4 onment om the cuantits 
‘ollect them After ich trouble and expense it was . 1847. | for tt Sane Saein 
oncluded that the only way was to sell the mineral land id market ars no just pr rt 
aw y with all reserves of lead or any other metal, since they had of country, first, =: wallets 4 +4 


e¢ 


na source of embarrassment to the department. : ndly, by the demoralizit nil f 
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of these mines 


rardin 


Reg E » product as furnishing an element of | 
nati al defense or publ convenience, could it be supposed that it 
would ever be of difficult or doubtful procurement at moderate prices, 
there would be s ee ility in adhering to the existing policy; but 
uch <¢ mn never be the case 


fhe War Department approved the conclusion of the report 


and said : 





In conclusion, it is proper to add that this department concurs with 
the views exhibited in tt! foregoing report, and ay es the recom 
mendation therein contained respecting the ind sale of the 
mineral reservations 


Congress called for further reports on a plan for the disposal 
of the mineral’ lands, and the people, and even the President 
of the United States, continued to protest at the delay. In his 
first annual December 2, 1845, President Polk 
strongly urged the abandonment of the leasing system, saying: 


message on 








_ The present system of managing the mineral lands of the United 
States is believed to be radically defective More than a million acres 
ol public lands, supposed to contain lead and other minerals, have 
een reserved from sale, and numerous leases upon them have been 
granted to individuals upon a stipulated rent. The system of granting 
leases has proved to be not only unprofitable to the Government, but 
unsatisfactory to the ens who have gone upon the lands, and must, 
if continued, lay the foundation of much future difficulty between the 
Government and the lessees According to the official records, the 
amount of rents received by the Government for the years 1841, 1842, 
1845, and 1844, was $6,354.74, while the expenses of the system during 
the same period, including salaries of the superintendents, agents, clerks, 
and incidental expenses, were $26,111.11, the income being less than 
one-fourth of the expense. ‘To this pecuniary loss may be added the 
injury sustained by the public in consequence of the destruction of tim- 








ber and the careless and wasteful manner of working the mines. The 
system has given rise to much litigation between the United States and 
individual citizens, producing irritation and excitement in the mineral 
region, and involving the Government in heavy additional expenditures. 
It is believed that similar losses and embarrassments will continue to 


occur while the present system of leasing these lands remains unchanged. 
These lands are now under the superintendence and care of the War 
Department, with the ordinary duties of which they have no proper or 


natural connection I recommend the repeal of the present system, 
and that these lands be placed under the superintendence and manage- 
ment of the General Land Office as other public lands, and be brought 
into market and sold upon such terms as Congress in their wisdom may 
prescribe, reserving to the Government an equable percentage of the 
gross amount of mineral product, and that the preemption principle be 
extended to resident miners, and settlers upon them, at the minimum 
price which may be established by Congress. 

The President’s recommendation was not acted upon imme- 


diately by Congress, and on January 12, 1846, Secretary of War 
Marcy made a report to the Senate showing the condition of 
the finances in respect to the leasing system. Among the docu- 


ments attached to his report is a report from the ordnance 
officer having charge of the system, in which the agent con- 
cludes: 

But as a system of leasing here (southern Illinois) as practiced at 
the upper Mississippi mines would involve the necessity of a separate 
agency, and bring with it a train of expenses that would probably 


swallow up, as they have done there for the last two years, all the rent, if 


it did not even bring the department in debt ; and as it moreover appears 


that, before these mines can be successfully worked, it will be neces- 
sary to incur the expense of analyzing the ores, it is respectfully sub- 
mitted whether it would not be better to have the reservation revoked, 
in order that these lands be no longer withheld from market. 


On January 27, 
chief justice of the supreme court of that State, prepared an 
exhaustive and learned report to accompany S. 31, “A bill to 
direct the President of the United States to the reserved 
mineral lands in the State of Illinois and Territories of Wiscon- 


sel] 

























1846, Senator Breese, of Illinois, afterwards | 


es 


The good effects resulting to Missourl from this law can not 
doubted. The greater part of this vast mass of reserved land has 
come private property, subject to the taxing power of the State, 
whilst their riches are now, under individual ownership, more { 
developed the manufacture of lead has greatly increased, and { 
article is now afforded in the market at a price far below that wh 
it bore when the system of “ Government leases” was in full operati 
and, for the reason stated, the demand and supply can never be ex 
sively controlled by any capitalist or company. The State has 
been benefited by a great addition to the number of freeholders, w! 
whole energies are devoted to the permanent improvement of the 
yroperty, they alone enjoying the avails of their labor bestowed 
t, subject to no deductions in the form of rent or other charges 
Federal Government. No one feels or thinks that the Nation h 
fered a loss in thus selling the mineral lands of Missouri, from 
such high expectations of revenue were once entertained, but ail 
that mutual benefits have been the result. 

It becomes now a subject of inquiry, What is the true policy of 
Government in relation to those mineral reserves in Illinois, W 
sin, and Iowa; and what has been the effect of leasing them. as 
ticed for now more than 35 years? Is their value and importan 
national possession or interest now sufficiently known? Has t 





tion gained anything by the system? Is it in accordance and in 
pliance with the duties and obligations the Government owes to 
State and those Territories to persevere in the system? Are t 


jured or benefited by its operation? Is the right clear and ung 
able to reserve and lease public lands? 
* * = * > * * 
Your committee believe that it is bad policy to introduce or « 


in any State or Territory in which the public lands are any s) 

the effect of which shall be to establish the relation of landlord 1 
tenant between the Federal Government and our citizens. Much 

be said against it, but it will occur at once, to everyone, as a d 


ous relation, and which may become so strong and so extensiv 

give to that government the power of controlling their elections 
shaping all measures of municipal concern. An unjust and inv 
distinction is made by it also between the farmer and the miner, the 

of the latter being taxed to the amount in value of the rent 

whilst both are occupying for beneficial purposes parts of the 
section of land. There does not seem to be any necessity for th 

cise of any such power, even if it be admitted the Government po 

which is much questioned. Your committee refrain from going i \ 
labored examination of this point. Whatever may be the pow: | 
the right of Congress under the second clause of the third se« ! 
the fourth article of the Constitution of the United States, whi! 
country is but a Territory of the United States, “to dispose o i 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting it,’’ the ques 
when raised by a sovereign State, by an equal number of the 

eracy, becomes one for grave consideration and entitled to the 
serious regard. 

Your committee will not enter upon the argument of it, 
dismiss it with the single remark that when the United States a 
the cession of the Northwestern Territory the acceptance was 
express condition and under a pledge to form it into distinct repu i 
States, “‘and to admit them as members of the Federal Union, |! g 
the same rights of freedom, sovereignty, and independence as tlie « 








States.” This pledge, your committee believe, would not be red I 
by merely dividing the surface into States and giving them names t 
it includes a pledge to sell the lands, so that they may be settled 1 
thus form States. No other mode of disposing of them can be regarded 


as a compliance with that pledge. 


” * * 7 o - « 
Conceding the right exists to own the lands, the eve, in 
these compacts to reserve them from sale, is seriously questi 


a small quantity can be reserved, by the same power the who 

may be, for where can the power be limited? If mineral land 
reserved, may not arable lands likewise, and any governmental | 

as connected with its various wants, be urged to justify the a ! 
thus the compacts be wholly defeated ? 

Sut aside from considerations of this nature, however well cal 
they may be to bring this whole system of reservations and leases 
disfavor, at least with those who regard the plighted faith of the Na 
as important to be preserved, your committee have diligently and 
fully examined the subject as affecting the pecuniary interests 
United States supposed to be involved in it. 

~ - * a a » . 


From the best information, however, which your committee can 


they are satisfied that under the leases executed within the | 
years the expenses of every description have nearly equaled the re 
leaving entirely out of view the positive and irreparable injury d 
the lands. 

Your committee believe it will not be considered irrelevant 


advert to the pecuniary loss the State of Illinois incurs by the 


By the compact referred to she is entitled to 5 per cent of t 
proceeds of the sales of these lands, amounting in the two lk 
described by your committee to 389,120 acres. If sold, as they w« 
with the timber and ore within and upon them, even at the mi 
price of $1.25 per acre 5 per cent of the net proceeds, amount 





near $24,000, would accrue to the State for roads and schools; 
the shape of taxes levied upon them as private property for 

20 years, at the average rate of taxation by the State for that 
these lands thus reserved would have produced an additional 

$136,626.90 to swell its general revenues. If these lands are de 
by the United States of all that makes them salable, then a tot 
of these two items may be suffered by the State, for if they can 
sold by reason of their worthlessness, occasioned by the dest 
of timber for fuel for smelting furnaces and by the exhaustion 


| ore, no proceeds can at any time hereafter be derived from them 


sin and Iowa, supposed to contain lead ore.” This report is 
Senate Document No. 87, first session Twenty-ninth Congress, 
volume 4, 1845-46. ‘The report says in part: 

The policy of reserving from sale land supposed known to contain 
lead ore had no existence anterior to 1807 . . 

Your committee suppose it was intended by Congress, in thus reserving 
mineral lands from sale, not to make it the permanent policy of the 
country, but that time might be afforded to act derstandingly in 
regard to them, and with a full knowledge of their value as a national 
possession, so tl no great national interest shoul sacrificed by a 
hasty and ill-considered sale of them. A correct idea of their extent and | 
value was desirable, in order that the action of the Government might 
be so regulated as to prevent a monopoly of their ores by individuals 
or associated capital, by which the supply and price of an article made 
from them, and of great necessity, might be placed wholly within such 
control, to the injury not only of the Government needing heavy su plies 
of lead, but of the public at large It was this fear of a monopoly, and 
the importance of a supply of lead to the Government, the committee 
believe, that ope ated to reserve the lead mines In Louisiana. When 
Mi ‘i became a State, she complained to Congr of the effects of 
this licy upon her prosperity, an area of 2,500 square miles in the 
heart of that State being mineral lands, and reserved, or the greater 
part of it, from sale and set 1ent. Great exertions were made by the | 
agent of the Government there to lease them, and to render them pro 
ductive, but without success 

But a trifling amount of revenue, no accurate account of which can | 
be had, was received—not more, however, than sufficient to defray the 
expenses. Many of the most productive mines had become, by grants | 
from the Crown of France, private property, and it was found impos 
sil for the Government to carry out profitably a system which it 
could not make exclusive It was seen, too, that the extent of country 
abounding in these treasures was so immense that no possible danger 
of a monopoly was to be prehended or a deficiency in the supply to 
the Government at reas prices of an important material of war 
to » expect Cong . therefore, was induced, after the experience 
of many years, on the 3d of March, 1829, to direct the sale of the re- 
serves in a mode similar to that contemplated by the bill now under 


consideration. 





thus a total loss is apparent and inevitable. And such, too. w 
the condition of Wisconsin and Iowa when they become States 
only difference being in the greater extent of the loss. 

The Senate will perceive from the statements here s bmitted 
the workings of this system, for now near a quarter of a centur 
been of no great benefit to the United States, and no reasona 


exists that it ever can be made useful or productive. 
« * . . . + . 


Although it might be desirable for the United States to | 
within itself a supply of lead, it is no less so that it should be 
pendent in the articles of cotton, iron, hemp, all munitions of 
and provisions; yet no one would seriously propose to set apart 
sale and settlement any portion of the public lands on which to 
or fabricate either or consent that this Government, erected in 


summate wisdom for great national purposes, should be engaged in s 
subordinate and uncongenial pursuits. All experience shows, youl : : 
mittee think, that operations of this nature, including mining ant th 
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n ure of lead, can with much greater propriety and with far te av . > 
ficial 1 ilis be left to the free and unfettered energies of dated May t, 1846, to a mpany H. R. 409, it denouw 
Is; and of supplies of these kinds the Federal Government | S¥S8tem in respect to the copper leases and said 
not the producer though numerous agents of doubtful crea In the settlement of ‘ . 1 
ta dependent tantry, but purchasers in the market in fair that will most readily give t . . “a : 
» with all others Now, no interest is felt by the tenant in who ove to and establis bh -- 
ent of th perty itself; he does not become fixed in ganized, 1 ord y 8 , 
I it to any spot, is sparing of his outlays, erects no per nd s I 3 Ww 
rks, nor does he call in the aid of science and practical ‘ nd i than 
yme the obstacles which meet him in his enterprise. Mak h ght to her 7 
\ yperty, capital, science, and skill would be employed in i1 a ath 1 i ‘ 
ma nery and the deepest bowels of the earth exploded with . ind n of 
nd pr heir hidden treasures. Subject them to ’ | ; nd wea 4 . 
l tion idual energy, new and rich developn tenant meh ¢ ‘try. no ; 
int made, and the whole country benefited by th hold ¢ ( ) r. on e 
1 supply a cheaper rate which such investments would | a free government. and it should the pe y of 
produce. : 2 7 their freeholders, as it is the policy } hies 
mmittee, believing that the policy of reserving mineral land 1 the d ti = ' i ; 
t intended to be permanent and that all the inter s of th onl mnsideratio ‘ ‘ ‘ ; ‘ : 
1 States as connected with them are now fully understood and just equivalent for those va miner ean i 
iated, believe also that the time has arrived for terminating it, enterprise the development of those vast and ric a 
n be »w done with more benefit to the Government than at’ and make them subservient to the wants and neces: 
e distant period. ind perhaps produce irplus for the f other i 
vy, then, of the great dissatisfaction manifested by that portion , ; ; 
lation most directly and injuriously affected by the system, In answer to the gene ral demand of the cou try he ¢ 
lly expressed by them through th local legislatures on July 11, 1846, passed an act ordering t ‘ 
tives in Congress, so much irritated feeling produced am« ines ! contienons | 1 Pie ' : . 
the manner in which it is carried out, so mech injury res a * and as See m . ae oe 
them by reserving lands from sale, so that their proceeds can not “sas and the Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa to be ex d 
ned fer roads and schools, nor the taxing power for State pu! to sale, as other public lands,” upon six mont! 
made to operate on them, raising, as it does, an unjust and) \farch 1, 1847. the co per mines of La e : 
distinction between its agricultural and mining population by ile ; a P 
the labor and enterprise of the latter, making them the mer ordered to be sold on the same notice. 


f the Federal Government by depriving them of the privilege Thus for 40 years—from 1S07 to 1847—a 1 
I : ‘ ‘ a 














enjoy of becoming freeholders, and involving them in land leasing system retarded the development of. tli 
and expensive litigation, growing out of their peculiar ls ae ee s ; : : 
the Government, thereby producing irritated and hostile feel- S!)P! Northwest; provoked disorder, litigatio and ay 
toward it, and thus v kening that confidence and respect all for the National authority: resulted fina ‘ j n 
1 have in it, and brin ¢ our citizens to regard the Government Nation and to those engaged in settling that regio. : ed 
1 protection than as an encroachment upon their rights and ....)., rer ee S , ee resion, preve 
s and a bar to their presperity, and withal a general retarda Settlement, hindered development retarded enterprise i 
the settlement of that portion of the Union, the whole ac: established and maintained a foreign system of national a 
I ed by a real loss to the National Treasury of no small magnituc lord and tenant under the contro! of officers of the United 


: = ul 
ymmittee have agreed to recommend the passage of the bill. Army I Tory failed. : Ses : a ; 
fhey do not coneur with the Executive in the recommendation th Ariny. iy it Talled, as all such attempts mus | S 


fina 












juitable percentage of the gross amount of the mineral product "’ under a government of the people, by the people, for the | 
ved to the Government, as it is one of the leading objects of | ple. no bureaucratic system of dlordism over the pul 
the f the lands to break up every branch of this system, of which |~.) ) 4 ree “ehh ; . me ; . : 
t percentage” forms a prominent part, and to sever entirely the can iong Keep a vigorous, inteilige it, and independet 
1 of the Gov nent with the miner and manufacturer of population upon the Government domain as mere t its r 
Nor do your committee think, from all the information they can | “ own it.” and will not meekly work as tenat 1 the 


( iat the settlers or miners desire or expect the preemption 
I » to be applied to them. The language of the petitions from 
t now before your committee, is very general, and only asks theory. 

» of the lands as other lands are sold THE FREE W 


* * * + * * 





property, for they will own it 





tN MID 

The discovery of gold on the public lands of Califo 

refore report the bill to the Senate with an | 4949 and the recent repeal of the mineral lar so 
| ] : , % an ¢ een enl of the miner: lan easin 

» the lands reserved in the State of Arkansas, re] I 

nend that it do pass. 


mmittee 
dment to embra 
thus amended recom 











1847, drew the attention of the public men of that day to the 
importanee and n l I 
factory plan for the development of 
the country In his report, dated December 3, 1849, the Secre 
tary of the Interior, Hon. 





cessity of establishi 





The Committee on the Public Lands in the House of Represent 
ves also prepared vigorous reports in favor of selling these 
ral lands and in opposition to the leasing system. They 
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N 269 and 591, dated, respectively, ebruary 17 and May | ot Demameen te the renuns Gleewvere of Geld 
i846, in reports of committees, first session, Twenty-ninth . i all Gn ‘Ghemonel tanteaiies feet Doers : 
Congress, volumes 2 and 3, 1845-46. In the first of these the 4)... ia - re 5 
t eel 
is denounced as an “ evil,” and it is declared : 
n enees resulting were serious losses to the United States, «, aden al A. d _ the ¢ <2 : : 
in payment of extravagant bills of costs with which she was Me : wih ce at a ee eee 
the result has finally shown that large portions of her 1 at es afor 4 Uni 3 ; 
s, to which there was no dispute and in which the most exten the soil as perft ‘it 
l h deposits of lead mineral were discovered, are rendered va al =a 
the superficial mining operations conducted on them and th seated : Ae 
of the surroundir uls of timber necessary to s Iting th : “ ed : I ee , 
i at this day the ‘emaining (although subject to entry : d if retained L be 
1836) unsold tracts which were among the most desirable and ones - wt ich it hall 1 at ; . 2 > ; ' 
leases granted by the Government, for the reason that th my opinion, to transfer ti ; = . : E 
diggings have so far destroyed them for reg - and +; : I a ran I I 
sr operations that no one is found willing te irchase the . ee 
nimum price of the public lands; and it is doubtful whether, President Fillmore, however, had evolved arer id 
ire cost to the Government of its agencies, contingent expenses utterly abandoned the I ne d rovalty ft] Ty 
nh numerous its brought ist lessees and individuals s ae a ; “5 : : 
inder titles adverse to the Government were fully made up | BUA! Message to Congress of December 2, 1S19 
vn, it would not be found to exceed the value of the rents I also beg leave to eall y 
1 from the mineral lands in Missouri. at an early day our system 
. ' * “ ~ « . may be 1 sary, over t St ‘ 
serious question presents itself to the consideration of the Utah IN M I 
gardi the right as well as policy of maintaining a sys- | form an exces n t 
e of of this Union by which so large a portion of | ! nit i ‘ 
S are | a tenantry to the General Government. For a nclined 
years the State of Illinois | been prohibited from exercising | larges ! 
! vileze of her vereignty, the right of levying a tax on | 252 






tt reported ft] bill favorably with amend thereof was written t he Ca ! ( 
LOUSE ¢ omn (tee on the Public Lands was just then also en by Stephen J. Field, who, la asa J 
- i In @NX mining the leasing system in its appliecati n to the | Court of the United States. expounded and ga fe to the : 


' tines of Lake Superior. In its report to the House, | mining statutes based thereon, It was not until July 26, 1866, 










however, that Congress gave national re 
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ognition to the system | 


which had prevailed in California since 1849. 

The first section of the act of 1866, as amended by the act of 
May i0, 1872, and made section 2319, United States Revised 
Siatutes, 1878, is in the following language: 

Ss 2319. All valuable mineral depesits in lands belonging to the 
United States, both surveyed and unsurveyed, are hereby declared to be 
free and open to exploration and pure! ‘ nd t lands in which 
the re found to occupation and purch , by citizens of the United 
Sta and those who have declared their inteniion to become such, 
unde! ulations prescribed by law, and according to the local customs 
or rules of miners in the several mining districts, so far as the same 
are applicable and not inconsistent with the laws of the United States. 

In his valuable treatise on “The American Law Relating to 
Mines and Mineral Lands within the Public Land States and 
Territories,” Judge Lindley says (sec. 55, vol. 1) of section 2319: 

Ky the first of these provisions, the Government, for the first time in 
its history, inaugurated a fixed and definite legislative policy with ref- 
ere! to its mineral lands. It forever abandoned the idea of exacting 
royalti on the products of the mines, and gave free license to all its 
citizens, and those who had declared their intention to become such, to 
search for tl precious and economic minerals in the public domain, 
and, when found, gave the assurance of at least some measure of se- 
curit in possession and right of enjoyment. What had theretofore 
beca technically a trespass became thenceforward a licensed privilege, 
untrammeled by governmental surveillance or the exaction of burdensome 
conditions Such conditions as were imposed were no more onerous 
than those which the miners had imposed upon themselves by their 
local systems. That such a declaration of governmental policy stimu- 
lated and encouraged the development of the mining industry in the 
West a matter of public history. 


Upon the power of the Government to conduct the business of 
mining upon the public lands, the author says: 


Mines in the United States are not ranked as the property of 
society, the working of which is to be confided to the Federal Govern- 
ment Mining with us is not a “ public utility.””. It is simply a pri- 
vate industry, to be fostered and encouraged as all other economic 





industries are fostered and encouraged; but the exploitation and de 
velopment of mines are no more governmental functions than is the 
cultivation of the soil or the business of manufacturing. The United 
States is the paramount proprietor of the public mineral lands, hold- 


ing them not as an attribute of sovereignty, but as property acquired 
by cession and purchase 


The Supreme Court of the United States has traced the 
evolution and establishment of the western system and the 
disappearance of the old Kingly claim of royalty in a most 


interesting way in the case of Mining Co. against Consolidated 
Mining Co. (102 U. §8., 167, 172), as follows: 

Very soon after the conquest of California and its cession to the 
United States by Mexico, it was found to be rich In the precious metals, 
and such was the rapid influx of immigrants from the Eastern States 
that the California population at the time it was organized as a State 
in 1850 was largely composed of mining camps and settlements en- 
gaged in mining these metals. As nearly all those mines were dis- 
covered on land the title of which was vested by the treaty in the 
Government of the United States, it became important to determine 
what course the Government would take with regard to this new source 
of untold wealth. The Spanish Government, to which this territory 
and much other, rich in precious metals, had once belonged, had in- 
stituted a system of laws concerning her mines by which private enter- 
prise was invited to develop them and a revenue secured at the same 


time to the Crown, which made Spain for a time the richest of the 
civilized governments of the world. This system Mexico had inherited 
and perpetuated, and there were many American statesmen who be- 


lieved that with the territory we had acquired the laws which governed 
the production of gold from the earth. Others believed that, whether 


this were so or not, it would be a wise policy for the Government to 
secure to itself a fair proportion of the metal produced from its own 
ground. But, while Congress delayed and hesitated to act, the swarm 


of enterprising and industrious citizens filled the country, and, before 
a State could be organized, had become its dominating element, with 
wealth, and numbers, and claims which demanded consideration. 
Matters remained in this condition, with slight exception, until July 
26, 1866, when Congress passed a law by which title to mineral land 
micht be acquired from the Government at nominal prices, and by 
which the idea of a royalty upon the product of the mines was forever 


relinquished. (14 Stat., 251.) 


Notwithstanding the conclusion of the court that “the idea 
of a royalty on the product of the mines was forever relin- 
quished” by the United States, it is now proposed in these 
Alaska coal-land leasing bills to reestablish it on a broader and 
more dangerous scale. The fact that under that false system 
the public domain was for 40 years, from 1807 to 1847, a menace 
to the prosperity and development of the West is forgotten. 
Congress ought to remember, however, even if it forgets the 
earlier national failure, that under the California system of dis- 
posing of the mineral lands in small tracts to bona fide working 
miners great wealth and success came to the miners and to the 
Nation. With the aid and encouragement given to the miners 


by the California system, under which each miner is an owner, | 


urged by individual enterprise and hope, with opportunity to 
secure wealth for himself and his family, these workingmen of 


the West have extracted immense riches from the earth, built 
homes, established schools, colleges, churches, and a high civili- | 


zation in the waste places; erected a thousand cities and, in 
60 years, created a score of sovereign States in the American 
Union. No such success has ever attended the labors of man 
before; no nation ever gained so much with so much honor 
and happiness in so short a time; and the system which enabled 
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it to be accomplished is too sacred to destroy overnight for 4 
mere political advantage. 
THE FREE WESTERN LAND SYSTEM IN ALASKA, 

The United States coal-land laws were an outgrowth of the 
western system and in line with the plan to sell small tracts 
of mineral lands to applicants who might use the same in t! 
development of the country. The first of these statutes y 
passed on July 1, 1864. Prior thereto coal on the public doma 
had been disposed of under other general laws for the sale , 
public lands, even agricultural lands, without considering 
presence of the coal. 

The coal lands in Pennsylvania, Virginia, and the other States 
constituting the original 13 States never belonged to the United 
States, but were disposed of by the Crown prior to the Revo 
tion or by the States thereafter. While much complaint has 
been heard in the United States about coal monopoly and co) 
binations and excessive prices to the consumer, they have ¢g 
erally arisen from or in connection with coal combinations by 
or with the transportation companies in Pennsylvania and We 
Virginia. There has been but little complaint and but litt 
justifieation for criticism against the western system of selling 
one sinall tract to each applicant, with a strict prohil 
against acquiring another. There would be still less 
laws were faithfully executed. 

When the existence of the valuable fields of Katalla and 
Matanuska high-grade coals was made known to the world. 
shrewd speculators saw an opportunity to gather great riches 
quickly, and they immediately entered the lands under the coa! 
laws, as lawfully they might. However, it is now asserted, 
with much evidence to support the accusation, that not conteut 
to be limited in their acquisitions by the fair provisions of | 
United States statutes, many of these locators caused locations 
to be made by “ dummys ”—by clerks, stenographers, and hired 
men, with agreements that the claims should be conveyed 
the speculator—thus enabling him to acquire more than 10 
acres in violation of the law. Another charge is that other lo 
tors acting together agreed to locate several tracts under t! 
law, but with the further agreement to convey them to a cor 
poration to be formed by the locators, thus acquiring for a 
common interest a large area of coal lands, also in violation of 
the spirit, if not the letter, of the law. Out of these and ot! 
charges grew the Alaska coal-land scandals—the Cunningh: 
cases—the Ballinger-Pinchot investigation. 

President Roosevelt first raised the bar to the acquisition of 
coal-land titles by his withdrawal of all Alaska coal lands fr 
entry on November 7, 1906. Upon the representation that n 
coal claims were then lawfully in process of entry, on Jan 
15, 1907, the general order of reservation was amended as 1 
lows: 


e 


nl 


if the 











Nothing in any withdrawal of lands from coal entry heretofor 
shall impair any right acquired in good faith under the coal-land 
and existent at the date of such withdrawal. 

This was assumed as authority to permit the completio: 
entries initiated in Alaska prior to the November withdr: 
No patents had, however, been issued when the Glavis cli: 
against Secretary Ballinger were made; no decision upon 
charges has since been announced; no patents have been iss 
The Department of the Interior has refused to act upon 
ing Alaska coal cases; the wheels of justice have stood st 
two years, apparently ‘‘ never to go again.” Fraudulent c! 
and honest efforts to enter Alaska coal lands are treated a 
The innocent are being punished with the guilty. Enfor 
of the law is evaded by those who are sworn to enforce il, 
the subterfuge of the necessity for amending it. The pro; d 
amendment is worse than the frauds complained about. 

What Alaska needs in respect to these coal cases is honest 
and open investigation, prompt and just decision, and an lv 
and fearless enforcement of statutes which have been virtu 
repealed for two years by the palsy of political fear. 

Among the President’s duties, by express constitutional 
mand is this: 

He shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed. 





What the Alaska situation needs 
not enactment. 
THE UNITED STATES COAL-LAND LAWS EXTENDED TO 
ERA: ACT OF JUNE 1900. 
The coal-land laws of the United States were first exte! 
to Alaska by the act of June 6, 1900 (31 Stat. L., 655), : 
lows: 
An act to extend the coal-land laws to the District of Alaska 
Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the public-land laws of the U! 
States are hereby extended _ to the District of Alaska as relate , 
lands, namely, sections 2347 to 2352, inclusive, of the Revised Stat 


This act extended all the general coal-land laws then in for : 
in the United States to Alaska, and thereafter identically “ve 


is enforcement, exe: 


ALASKA, 


6, 
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‘onl-land laws were in force in Alaska and in Arizona, 
neton, Montana, and the other States and Territories of 


\ issed. 

I ever, it was soon discovered that the general laws thus | 
ext i~l were ineffective in Alaska, and in the circular issued 
J “7, 1900, the Commissioner of the General Land Office in- 
S d the local land officers there that: 

I the coal law sections 2347 to 2352, inclusive, of the Revised 
g and the regulations thereunder, issued July 31, 1882, coal 

ngs and coal entries must be by legal subdivisions as made by 
t iar United States survey. * * * Although the system of 

id surveys was extended to the District of Alaska by a pro 

ntained in the act of Congress approved March 3, 1899 (30 
s 1098), no township or subdivisional surveys have been made, nor 
} y standard lines or bases for township and subdivisional sur- 
\ n established within the district, therefore until the filing in 
‘ e of the official plat of survey of the township no coal filing 

can be made. 

SECOND ERA—THB AMENDATORY ACT OF APRIL 28, 1904. 

This defect in the general laws was remedied by “An act to 
Q an act entitled ‘An act to extend the coal-land laws to 
the District of Alaska,’ approved June 6, 1900,” which amenda- 
tory act was approved April 28, 1904 (33 Stat. L., 525). The 
first section of the act of 1904 provided: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any person or association of persons qualified 
to! entry under the coal-land laws of the United States, who shall 

] ned or improved a coal mine or coal mines on any of the un 
S 1 public lands of the United States, in the District of Alaska, 
! ate the lands upon which such mine or mines are situated in 
I ir tracts containing 40, 80, or 160 acres, with north and 
s suundary lines run according to the true meridian, by marking 
t corners thereof with permanent monuments, so that the bound- 
f reof may be readily and easily traced. And all such locators 
st vithin one year from the passage of this act, or within one year 
fro! king such loeation, file for record in the recording district, and 
v register and receiver of the land district in which the lands 
are ted or situated, a notice containing the name or names of the 
] t or locators, the date of the location, the description of the 
land sated, and a reference to such natural objects or permanent 
n nts as will readily identify the same. 

Sections 2 and 3 of the act of 1904 provided for final entry, | 
sale, and the issuance of patents to unsurveyed coal lands in 
Alaska upon compliance with its terms and the payment of 
$10 per acre, and the last, or fourth, section of the act pro- 
vid 

S t. That all the provisions of the coal-land laws of the United 
Stat not in coniict with the provisions of this act shall continue to 

| foree in the District of Alaska. 

Upon the approval of the act of 1904 the coal-land laws in 
Alaska embraced: 

(1) All the general coal-land laws in force in the United | 
States, and, in addition, 


(2) The special act of 1904 authorizing the sale, entry, and 
patenting of unsurveyed coal land in Alaska only. 

In Wyoming, Arizona, Washington, Utah, and all other pub- 
| States and Territories the general coal-land laws only 

force; unsurveyed coal lands could not be entered in 

ite or Territory excepting favored Alaska. The coal- 
land laws in force in Alaska were just that much more favorable 
to the locator, honest or “dummy,” than the general coal-land 
n the United States proper. 


were 


ny St 


NNINGHAM GROUP” OF COAL CLAIMS WAS LOCATED IN JULY AND 
OF 1904, AFTER THE PASSAGE AND UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF 
ACT OF APRIL 28, 1904. 


The location of this and a large number of similar groups of | 


coal claims in the Katalla and Matanuska coal fields by the 
eged use of “ dummy ” entrymen, engaged the attention of the 
rtment of the Interior and the Director of the Geological 

and on November 38, 1906, the Acting Director of the 


Ly 


Surv 







”, 
Ge ical Survey, by letter of that date, recommended : 

In previous recommendations no reference has been made to coal 
lands in Alaska. The coal and lignite deposits of that Territory are 
known to be of commercial value, and much attention has been given to 
u nvestigation by this survey. The reasons for withdrawing this 
coa m entry are fully as urgent as in case of that in the Western 
St ind Territories, and I therefore suggest that the matter 
t : to the attention of the President. Since the Land Office sur- 
ve ive not yet been generally extended over Alaska, the coal lands 
<a t be designated by legal subdivisions, and I therefore recommend 
T e order suspending coal entries be made to apply to the entire 

" : : : 
Be rary of the Interior referred the letter of the acting 
7 or to the President, and on November 7, 1906, the Presi- 
Cent made the following reservation of coal lands in Alaska : 

r THe WHITE House, November 7, 1906. 

I SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR: 

and ference to your letter of the 7th instant, inclosing letter of the | 

i Director of the United States Geological Survey of November 3, 
t that the proposed action in reference to the coal lands of 
taken. I return the letter of the acting director herewith. 

: THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

t ‘he rules and regulations of the General Land Office at that 


XLVI 
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ited States, until the modifying act of April 28, 1904, 


be 


required the publication of a notice of proof for 60 days 





~~ 
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Ro 


9 
e> 


prior thereto by any claimant desiring to make entry and secure 
patent on a coal claim in Alaska, : judging from the 
subsequent entries, the Cunningham group claimants were then 
publishing such notices and acti, 


ind, date of 


ely taking the steps me 


CeSSATYS 
The President’ 










to prove up on their coal claims. Ss reservation 
|} was a bar to proof, and on January 15, 1907, the following 
departmental order was announced: 
DEPARTMENT I 
Was! I 
| The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAnp O 
| Sir: By direction of the President, all ord heretof i 1 \ 
| drawing public lands from entry under the coal id he 
} an ded as follows: 
} Nothing in any withdrawal of lands from il entry he 
|} made shall impair any right acquired in good faith der the coal i 
| laws and existent at the date of such withdray 
Very respectfully, KE. A. H x, Secreta 
This departmental order being general and applicable to 


Alaska cleared the way for the completion of the Cunningha 


entries, and immediately thereafter, in February, March, April, 
and October, 1907, the Cunningham claimants completed publi 
cation, proofs, and entries for patent and final receiver's r 
| ceipts, and the register’s final coal certificates of entry were 
| issued to each of them. The dates and transactions in the 
Cunningham claims, from location to final certificate, are shoy 


in the following table drawn from tl 


tT sia} 
le o1hnclal 


A, 





} 190 
} 
| Andrew L. Scofield........ July 15 Feb 
Francis Jenkins....... aided July 15 ! } 21 Do 
Charles J. Smith....... , do Le Fe Do 
Horace C. Henry... J a July 23 159 Fel 21 Do. 
Ignatius Mullen. . j ' July 21 { 180 lo Mar 1 
|} Henry White........ do. } 169 lo Do 
| Henry W. Collins...... July 201] 164 lo Do 
| Fred C. Davidson.... July 14] 1 io Do 
Michael Doneen..... July 15} 163 lo Do 
Frank F. Johnson July 23] 178!) May ; Do 
| John G. Cunningham......... July 21 175 | Feb. 21 | Mar ) 
Clarence Cunningham. .............. jane do | 156 -do. Do 
| A Campbell. ......... pleanasicenndeae July 20 161 lo Mar. 29 
Henry Wick....... July 19] 179 do Do 
Hugh B. Wick..... shale do 177 lo Do 
Fred H. Mason. ’ July 14] 185 lo Apr. ll 
| William E. Miller................ July 22 | 174 lo Do 
Charles Sweeney Aug. 14] 165 lo Do 
B. €. Riblet.. ; July 22| 167 | Feb. 2 Do 
Fred Cushing Moore —_ ‘ July 14] 168) Fe \ Do. 
Hfred Page July 16] 184) May ’ Do 
Aug. 14] 173 Fet 21 Apr 23 
July 19} 18] lo Do 
aalbiniear do LSé Fet Do. 
July 20 182 | Mar l Do. 
111es Moore July 23 l Feb. 21 Do 
John A. Fitch... July 18 I M 9 Do 
| Walter B. Moore..... July 16 Fé Do 
| Arthur D. Jones naaeeaudod July 18 LS do Do 
Orville D. Jones.... July 15 154 lo Do 
i ant hd dca wahnkgmagudewnaanwe July 22 1 Mar » | Oct 25 
| Frank A. Moore............ Aug. 10 17 Feb. 21 Do 
DE Bly PO At dbeceadtsveanvoenes .do | 158 lo. Do 
cindaeiaindatiiatabaetian is canes 
Pending the proceedings in the United States land office at 
Juneau, Alaska, by the 33 Cunningham claimants to conclude 
their entries of their 35 coal claims, their agent in fact and in 
law, Clarence Cunnitdgham, and other claimants entered into 


negotiations with Stephen Birch, S. W. and Daniel 
| Guggenheim, for the Alaska syndicate, to sell the group or in- 
terests therein, to the syndicate. These negotiations were con- 
cluded on July 20, 1907, when the agent, Clarence Cunningham, 
A. B. Campbell, and M. C. Moore, “for themselves and a 
committee representing their associates,” met the representa- 
| tives of the syndicate at Salt Lake City, Utah, and made, signed, 
and delivered the following optional contract to Guggenheim: 


Eccles, 


us 


MEMORANDUM. 








A. B. Campbell, Claren Cunningham, and M. C. Moore, acting for 
themselves and certain parties associated with them, as hereinafter 
explained and hereinafter called the vendors, make the foll n 

| resentations and proposal to Daniel Guggenheim, of the city of New 
| York, hereinafter called the vendee 

The said Cunningham, Campbell, and Moore, with 30 other parti 
have acquired by purchase from the Government of the United St 
under the Federal coal-land laws, 33 tracts of coal land of 160 ; 
each, aggregating 5,280 acres, situated in the Kayak recording district 


of Alaska, near the Bering River, about 25 miles f: 
have acquired certain inchoate water rights on Lak 
to be used in the exploitation of said properties 
The title to these lands rests in final United 
tificate of entry, issued one to each of said 33 persons, 


om Katalla, and also 
Kustakaw intended 
States eiver’s cer 


papers 


re 
and the 








3196 
































in tion for patent are now Commissioner of the 
‘ il Land ¢ his action tl ; 

in ord to cons te the verai il t I pos f dealing 
v ! t in entirety, it rmined that « 1 of 
said tryme nvey | title to ial tract to the Union 
Trust ¢ W cA itting 
or d yz title ft h manne $ 
Buna { t i i 4 J { Fred ck 
I I i H. Mason Dn Cunningham, 
‘ I f th actil y n appointed 
f that purpe ; 

Conveyan by ne of said entrymen to said tr ompany LN 
been exe i j nd d vered, and it is cont my lated that all will exe ite 
similar ec ces within a short time 

A meet of 1 entrymen was recently held at the city of Spok 
in which out of the icipat r 0 g a resolution 
was unanim I l ‘izin ‘ ( 1 majority of 
them, to enter negoti I with i Vv to the equ 
ment, de it 1 operation of t d property and th 

Ac g ns ind as such committee repr nting their a 
ciat id n, they submit to Mr. Guggenheim for his 
< deration the following proposal: 

i. A corporation ll » formed under the law of some State of the 
Union, under which laws meetings of directors may be held without th 
State of incorporation, the capital stock to be unassessable and no indi 
vidual stockholders’ liability 

he capital shall be $5,000,000, divided into 50,000 shares of the 
pal 1e of $100 each 

; re shall be 7 directors, 3 to be named by the vendors, 3 by the 
vendee. The seventh director shall be designated by the 6 named by the | 
parties 

!. The title of all of said properties, including said inchoate water | 
rights, shall be transferred to said corporation, in consideration for 
which there shall be issued to said vendors 25,000 shares of said capital 
stock 

5. The other half of said capital stock, \v 25,000 shares, shall be 
deposited in escrow with the Bank of California, Seattle, with instru 
tions to make delivery of same to Mr. Guggenheil nominee upon 
his payment to said depository, to the credit of sa ration, of the 
sum of $250,000, or at the rate of $10 per shar 50,000 shall 
be paid in such sums and at such times as may be called for by the 
board of directors Said money to be considered as *“‘ working capital,”’ 
to be expended by said corporation in the equipment, development, and 
operation said properties As payments are made by Mr. Guggen 
heim te aid bank the bank shall be authorized to deliver to him one 
share of stock for each $10 so paid by him. Mr. Guggenheim shall have 
the privilege of paying said entire amount of working capital at any 
time, and thereupon to r the entire 25,000 shares of said stock. 

6. Should said sum of inadequate for the purpose of 
equipping and developing Mr. Guggenheim shall advance 
or loan to the corporat sul f not exceeding in 





the aggregate $100,000, the ng itself to repay such 
advances on or before three years after the te of making the same, 
at the option of the board of directors of said corporation, with inter 
est at 5 per cent per annum. 

7. Said corporation shall enter into an agreement giving to said 
Guggenheim or his nominee the exclusive 1 to purchase, for the 





period of 25 years, the entire “ run of mine’ coal mined from said prop- 


erty, or so much thereof as said Guggenheim on his nominee may re- 
quire or demand, for the sum of $2.25 per ton of 2,240 pounds. The 


al is to be delivered at the mine, either in bi 


ee nkers to be provided by 
the corporation for that purpose or upon cars, 
! 


as said Guggenheim or 





3 nominee may direct. Sald Guggenheim or his nominee shall use 
their best endeavors to make a market for the coal in Alaska and in | 
the ports and cities of the United States, to the end that as large a | 
quantity of coal as possible may be mined. Said Guggenheim or his 


nominee shall agree to purchase all coal which they may require for 


use or sale from said corporation 
8. Payment for all coal so delivered to said Guggenheim or his nomi- | 
nee shall be made monthly, upon the basis of weights determined by 


the mine superintendent, such payments to be made at such place as 
may be directed by the corporation. 

9. The corporation shall convey to such railroad company as may be 
designated by said Guggenheim, and which eonstruct a railroad 
from tidewater to said mines, sufficient ground from its holding upon 
which to establish and maintain its tracks, switches, depots, terminals, 
stations, and other railway facilities. 

10. The corporation shall further agree to and deliver, during 
the period of 25 years, to such railroad company as may be designated 
by said Guggenheim and which may construct a railroad from tidewater 
to the mines, all coal which may be required by 


shall 





sell 


employed in the construction, maintenance, and operation of its rail 


way for the sum of $1.75 per ton of 2,240 pounds, deliveries to be made | 


at the mine in bunkers or on the cars of such railway. 

11. The said Guggenheim shall have 20 days from 
in which to determine whether or not he will cause an 
said properties to be made with a view to an acceptance of this pro 
posal if such examination proves satisfactory He shall notify the 
vendors of such determination within said t by telegram addressed 
to Clarence Cunningham, at Seattle, Wash. hereupon, if he elects to 
proceed with such examination, he shall be allowed the period of four 
months thereafter to inspect the properties and investigate the 
thereto. If such inspection and examination prove satisfactory he shall 


the date 









give notice of his final acceptance of this proposal by telegram directed | 
to Clarence Cunningham, Seattle, Wash 

Thereupon the ter of this proposal shall be deemed binding upon 
all the parties and shall be carried into effect according to its tenor 


and purport. 

12. It is understood, however, that said vendee shall not be required 
to proceed with said examination unless all of the 33 of the owners 
of said coal-land entries, or so many thereof as shall be satisfactory to 
said vendee, shall have conveyed their respective properties to said 
trust company, and said trust company shall, under the direction of said 
committee and as the holder of the title to said properties, have ac 
cepted the terms of the proposal and obligated itself to unite with said 





vendors in carrying the same into effect, in the event the examination of 
said properties and titles shall prove satisfactory to the vendee and he 
shall elect to final 

Should the ni 
tracts to 


lly accept the same 
imber of entrymen declining to convey 
said trust company and participate in this 





their respective 
proposal be 
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cepted 
proferred optional contract of July 20, 1907, as follows: 


two or three 
them to Mr. 


ber 7, 


spoken 


said railroad company | 
for consumption in its locomotives, shops, stations, and other facilities | 


hereof | 


examination of | Cunningham claimants shall secure patents this entire 


titles | 


so | 


FEBRUARY 


great as in the judgment of said vendee will prevent the s: 
inauguration and conduct of said enterprise, then and in that 
this negotiation shall be at an end and all parties shall be 
from all obligations arising hereunder. 
Witness our hands in duplicate this 20th day of July, 1907. 
A. B. CAMPRELL, 


‘A 
M. C. Moors, 
CLARENCB CUNNINGITA 
For themselves and as @ committee representing their as 
igned in the presence of 
S. W. EccLes. 


Curtis H. LINDLEY 
At the time this contract was made three of the cla 


W. H. Warner, Frank A. Moore, and Nelson B. Nelson, |} 
made 
completed in the Juneau land office on October 25, 1907. 


entry of their respective claims, which they th 


Thereafter and on December 7, 1907, Daniel Guggenh: 
the proposals of the Cunningham claimants i 


New YorK City,’ December 
Seatile, Wash.: 
you that I finally accept the 


CUNNINGHAM, Esq., 


lL hereby notify proposal made t 


A. B. Campbell, Clarence Cunningham, and M. C. Moore, a 
themselves and associates, in the memorandum of agreement of 


DANIEL GUGGE 


(Charge M. G. Sons, Alaska, syndicate.) 


On February 19, 1910, Mr. John N. Steele appeared wi 


Stephen Birch before the Senate Committee on Territo: 
the representatives of the Alaska syndicate. 
New 
mining 
Jul 
ber 7, 
of that committee Mr. Steele testified (p. 145, hearings) 


Mr. Steele 
York attorney and Mr. Birch their general mana; 
engineer in Alaska. They introduced the opt 
20, 1907, and Daniel Guggenheim’s acceptance of | 
L907, in evidence, and upon examination by the c! 





The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Steele, on that point I would like to asl 
questions, which perhaps you can answer. I put 
Birch this morning. The option was taken up on 
1907, by the telegram of Daniel Guggenheim, was it nm 
Mr. STEELE. It was. 
The CHAIRMAN. He represented the interests of which 
of Messrs. Guggenheim and J. P. Morgan & Co. 

ELE. He was acting for the Alaska syndicate. 
CHAIRMAN. He was acting for the Alaska syndicate? 





Mr. S81 
The 


Mr. STEELE. Yes. 
The CHatrRMAN. And this telegram was an acceptance of t 
by the Alaska syndicate? 


Mr. STeeLp. It was an acceptance of the option by 
cate 

The CHAIRMAN 
be closed? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes 
rhe CHAIRMAN 
Alaska syndicate.” 

Mr. STEELE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question about that? 

Mr. Sreeie. No, sir; none at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. So that to-day any rights that accrue or n 
to the Alaska syndicate under this option thus taken up on De 
1907, still may be exercised as soon as the lands are patented? 

Mr. Streep. That is our view. 


the Alas! 
And so that closed the option, so far as t! 


I notice on the telegram this: ‘** Charge M 
So that fixes it? 


So far as the public is credibly informed, no change | 
made in the contract relations of the 38 Cunningham cl: 


vou 


| and the Alaska syndicate since Mr. Steele’s testimony wa: 


on February 19, 1910, and in his view as the attorney f 
syndicate the contract of July 20, 1907, and the accept 
December 7, 1907, still bind the parties when the patents 
issue. 

In the Pinchot brief it is declared that— 

The agreement which was entered into between the Cun! 
claimants and the Morgan-Guggenheim syndicate does not in 
affect the validity of their entries. It was entered into 
certificates were issued by the Government, and was entirely 
the claims were bona fide. 


The general public seems inclined to assume that w' 


of 5,280 acres will become the property of the Alaska sy 
under that option. 
THIRD ERA ACT OF MAY 28, 1908. 

All the 33 Cunningham entries were fully completed ac 
to the formal requirements of the United States statutes 
year 1907. Thereafter it became a question how far th 
other Alaska coal-land groupings were valid. It was tho 
sirable by coal claimants to secure additional legislati 
cifically authorizing large groupings of coal lands in Al! 
the effort to persuade capital to invest in a large and p! 
enterprise. After the Cunningham claims were pert 
go to final entry the general public and certain agents 
Department of the Interior feared that a systematic eff 
being made by the Alaska syndicate and other large 
dent interests to secure a monopoly of coal lands 4&1 
transportation in Alaska, and much opposition to that 
was aroused. 
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act of May 28, 1908, legalized a consolidation of 2,560 


of Alaska coal lands, but with a drastic aaieneningaty | 
rainst any further combination. The act is as follows: | 

to encourage the development of coal deposits in the Territory of | 
Alaska, 

t enacted, etc., That all persons, their heirs or assigns, who have in | 
th personally or by an attorney in fact made locations of | 
d in the Territory of Alaska in their own interest prior to 
er 12, 1906, or in accordance with circular of instructions 
the Secretary of the Interior May 16, 1907, may consolidate 


to purchase so much of the product of any mine or mines opened 
he lands sold under 


of Claims for the recovery of any additional sum or sums they 


i 


1 claims or locations by including in a single claim, location, 


ise not to exceed 2.560 acres of contiguous lands, not exceed- | 
length twice the width of the tract thus consolidated, and for | 
rpose such persons, their heirs, or assigns may form associations 
rations, who may perfect entry of and acquire title to such 
n accordance with the other provisions of law under which said | 

were originally mi de Provided, That no corporation shall be | 
d to consolidate its claims under “this act unless 75 per cent of 
k shall be held by person s qualified to enter coal lands in Alaska. | 
2. That the United States shall at all times have the preference | 


the provisions of this act as may be necessary 
and Navy, and at such reasonable and remu- 
' price as may be fixed by the President; but the producers of 
so purchased, who may be dissatisfied with the price thus fixed, 
ve the right to prosecute suits against the United States in the 





>» of the Army 


im as justly due upon such purchase. 
3. That if any of the lands or deposits purchased under the pro- | 
of this act shall be owned, leased, trusteed, con- 


possessed, or 


by any device permanently, temporarily, directly, indirectly, 
, or in any manner whatsoever, so that they form part of or in | 
y effect any combination, or are in anywise controlled by any 
ition in the form of an unlawful trust, or form the subj ect of | 
ntract or conspiracy in restraint of trade in the mining or selling | 
or of any holding of such lands by any individual, partner- | 
ssociation, corporation, mortgage, stock ownership, or control, in | 
of 2.560 acres in the District of Alaska, the title thereto shall 
eited to the United States by proceedings instituted by the 
General of the United States in the courts for that purpose 
1. That every patent issued under this act shall expressly recite 
s and conditions prescribed in sections 2 and 3 hereof. 


ved, 28, 1908. 


May 


th the approval of the foregoing act, which applies only to 


the Territory of Alaska had, and now has, in force 


4 
i 


ll the general coal-land laws in force in the United 


all the laws relating to coal and coal lands which are 

rece in the States and in Arizona and New Mexico, and, in 
m thereto, 

The act of Congress of April 28, 1904, permitting the 


Army 


nd 


most 


Dat 


i States or 


n and sale of coal lands in Alaska upon the unsurveyed 
‘domain, which can not be located in any other State or 
ry, and, in addition thereto, 
The act of Congress of May 28, 1908, permitting and 
ng a consolidation or grouping of Alaskan coal lands to 
ent of 2,560 acres for large enterprises, giving the United 
a preference right to purchase the output for the use of 
and Navy, and with a drastic antimonopoly clause 
ig the title of the land to the United States for any un- 
trust or conspiracy in restraint of trade in the mining or 
of the coal. 

eding that the clause permitting a consolidation of 2,560 
is beneficial to the public interests, Alaska now has the 


l-land laws in the United States. She is specially fa- 
over other States and Territories because she has the | 
laws they have and the acts of 1904 and 1908 in addition. 


y locate unsurveyed coal lands in Alaska, and need only 
lat rate of $10 per acre; we may consolidate or group our 
s and enter 2,560 acres in one body for large enterprises, 
in the States and other Territories no more than 160 
an be obtained for an enterprise until after entry. The 
1908 makes the Government a preferred purchaser of coal 
‘ka for Army and Navy use, 
State or Territory, while a violation of the stringent anti- 
ly clause in that act is cause for a forfeiture of the title 
ables the United States to vacate the patent and resume 
mer rightful possession. 
ka has the best coal-land laws in the United States 

y of the Territories; better than the general coal-land laws 

in Wyoming, Utah, Arizona, or any of the public- 

Territories, for in none of these is there any law 

the location “of unsurveyed lands, nor authorizing 
dation for large enterprises, nor any sufficient law to 

t unlawful trusts and conspiracies in restraint of trade 

‘mining and selling of coal. In all these respects 

ree in Alaska are better than those anywhere else in 
in territory. Then why is it asserted that “the existing 
nd laws of Alaska are most unsatisfactory, and should be 

lly amended” ? 
WHY IS AMENDMENT SU GGESTED FOR ALASKA ALONE? 

lis report the Secret: iry of the Interior says of the coal- 

laws in Alaska: 

rting to the condition of the public-land laws in Alaska, even 


Cursory examination of them, in view of local conditions of 
*, of isolation, except as to ocean transportation, and of the vast 


or 


ea 


rizing 


the laws 


a right not reserved in any | 


























nt and lack of homogeneity of the T sat 3 all I 
=e that they are crude and u! to } t ‘ 
ernment. On the ott! land l 
the ban on develop s I Vi 
domestic coal in Alas r ’ 
hibit and without both « 
pos ble. 

The suggestion that local cond S ion, 
and the vast extent d lack of \ rerritoryv 

| render the coal-land laws in force in A crude d unsuited 
to the a ene of the Governm $ ting, t ch 
without founda in fact. Both the K iM i 
coal fields, the hens in Alaska, lie near great, wide, safe l 
commodious Pacific coast harbors, which are open every vy in 
the year to the largest colliers ever built ind t flee f the 
| world for that matter. They are nearer to those harbors than 
the Pocahontas and Pennsylvania fields are to the A 
Ocean harbors. Railroads are already consiructed to within a 
few miles of both, and the haul is down grade from the 1 ) 
the harbor. 

The climate is mild on the coast, and the min ind 
porting railroads may be operated as freely, both w dl 
summer, as are those in Pennsylvania, There is not] ry in 
either of those suggestions that renders the United States stat 
utes extended to Alaska either crude or unsuited to the best in 
terests of the Government. 

The Secretary’s suggestion that “experiments a I Iment 
have placed the ban on development so that progress is at a 
deadlock,” however, has the merit of pointing to the real thought 
in his mind, namely, the antimonopoly s ion of the act of 
1908S. In the President’s St. Paul address, made a irt of his 
message fo Congress, he declares upon the sub t of Alaska 

| coal-land law: 

The history of the law t the di tion of Alaska coal land 
shows them to need nendment badly. iking of them Mr. B 
Savs: ” <« - 

‘Remedial legislation was sought and enacted in tl! tatute of May 
28, 1908 This law permitted the consolidation of cla S ed pt! 
vious to November 12, 1906, in tracts of 2.560 act One clau 
this law invalidated the title if any individual or corporation at 
time in the future owned any interest what ver, directly 
rectly, in more than one tract. The purpose of t was to | 
vent the monopolization of coal fields; its im: ‘ t was to d 
courage capital. It was felt by many that ft ‘ ise 1 t id to 
forfeiture of title through the accidents of inheritance, or n 
be used by the unscrupulous in blackmailing It would ay that 

land taken up under this law might at vy time forfeited to the 
G yvernment through the action of any lual who, innocent yr 
otherwise, obtained interest in more tha l mpany Ss La 
title was felt to be too in ure to wi { the it { ts 
needed for mining developments. J net t of all tl t ) 
titles to coal lands have been passed.” 

This objection, so skillfully stated by Mr. Brooks dso f ly 
approved by the President, is the crux to the A il siti 
ation. Shall the antimonopoly clause of the act of 1908 be re 
pealed? Shall the laws which Congress has extended to Alaska 
and which now so amply protect the people from unlawful 
trusts and conspiracies in restraint of trade in mining and s 
ing coal be denounced and amended to death, and a “ wid 
open” policy substituted therefor? 

THE CUNNINGHAM TIT! 

Before discussing the proposed “amendments” to the oal 
land laws in Alaska it is important to discover what private 
titles the United States has already created in those lands 

Prior to the passage of the act of May 28, 1908, and in Feb- 
ruary, March, April, and October, 1907, the 35 Cunningham 
claimants had made application for patent, published and posted 
each a 60 days’ notice of the presentation of such appl 
and on the date fixed had made final proof in the United Stat 
land office at Juneau, Alaska, of their compliance with the exi 
ing laws. Six months after the expiration of the period of | 
lication, no objections nor adverse claims having been filed | 
| the United States or any citizen thereof, the proof 
| iled, examined, and allowed, the receiver of 
| accepted the purchase price of $10 per acre, is 
receipt therefor and turned the money into the 
Treasury. At the same time the register Ju 
register’s final coal certificate of entry in | 
lowing form in each of the 33 cases: 

REGISTER’S FINAL COAL ¢ rl ATE OF 1 Y. 
Coal entry No. 12. LAND OFFICB AT Jt ‘ ALASKA 
5 | sary 21 

It is hereby certified that in pursuance of the Revised § 

U. S. relating to coal lands, Clarence Cunning) in t § 
in Spokane County, State of Washington, on this day pure st 
register of this office the Maxine coal claim in the K: k rd | 
trict, Alaska, containing 159.241 acres, at the rate ten dk 
acre, amounting to fifteen hundred ninety-two d = d 
cents, for which said Clarence Cunningham has made | rent i 
as required by law. , : 

Now therefore be it known that on presentation this certific 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office the said Clarence ¢ 
ningham shall be entitled to receive a patent for the land abo d 
scribed if all be found regular. . 

Joun W. Dub , Register. 





‘Tf 1 | Lot l ‘ iar Clarence Cunn gham and his 32 
‘ their pate fee from the United 
. ( { l rjur vy be 
a I the 1 States ninal 
t ol r mis 
t DD Inte I ire 
f t | i I ted tatute of lin 
j i I ry f f not | ught 
\ { I of April 13, 1876 
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If be found gular,” however, i ides more than crim 
inal irre rity The criminal prose n may be waived and 
yet the evi f y be sufficient to justify the withholding of 
the patent. In the Cunningham cases, however, the Department 
of e Interior has neither prosecuted for fraud nor announced 
any finding that the entries ought to be vacated for fraud or mis 
tak More than three years have transpired since the last 
certificate was issued, and yet nothing has been done by the 
Government to declare these entries wrongful. The presumption 


ence is that the dey irtment has no evidence to justify 


T 
a judgment that these entries are wrongful, neither to justify 

















pro tion, whicl barred < ay, nor to justify the 
V n of the entries for fraud or mistake. Then, what does 
the department end to do? 

fhe President proposes to enact the leasing system, while the 
Secretary of the Interior in his last report recommends: 

\ class of entries known as the Cunningham entries, made in 1907, 
lave prov d wide dis« I 1 | l terest, largely because of 

dv i od of attempted lisition In view of 

‘ conditions I deem it of the highest importance that all these ca , 
involving 535 entries, of 280 acres, of coal lands, be transferred from 
the jurisdiction of t General Land Office directly to the court of ap 
peals of the Dist t f Columbia for consideration and adjudicat 
wi it the necessity for a ruling as to the validity or invali 
these entri by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, a 
ré ired in su 


Will the Cur 





n group and other Alaskan coal lands be 


ic by either of these methods? 
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THUS Li Al VAI Kk OF rHeE CUNNINGHAM NTRIES. 

The United States has issued and delivered to each of the 
33 Cunningham claimants a final coal certificate of entry, 
which authorizes each of them to demand and receive a patent 
in fee without any further act on his part. It is the Govern- 
ment’s move, and the very natural inquiry is, “‘What can the 
Government do about it?” 

What legal value has a final coal certificate of entry, and 
wl may the Government do to recover these Alaskan coal 


In a recent case, The United States against Detroit Lumber 
Co. (200 U. S., 821-3837), the Supreme Court of the United States 


said upon this question: 
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And in Cornelius against Kessel (128 U. S., 456, 460. 461 


‘lier case said: 
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d lawfully entered and paid for. 


irchaser secures a vested interest in 
patent therefor, and can no more be deprived of i 
! sioner than he can be deprived by ucl 

acquired property Any attempted deprivati 
interest will be correc 
judiciary can act upon it. 


ted whenever the 


From the foregoing and other authoritative decision 
of the United States it follows 
Cunningham (and each of his 32 
made entry and payment for his Alas 
and received from the United States register and 1 
iis final receipt and final coal certificate of entry (1) 
the equitable owner of the land; (2) that 
thereafter held the legal title thereto in trust for him; 
| in due course issue to him a patent conveying the les 
Until the patent issues, and while the legal title r 
the United States, the facts upon which the title is b 
subject to investigation and determination by the lar 
(5) This power of the land department can not 
trarily exercised and without notice to the entryman, 
if it is so exercised, the entryman may enforce his ri; 
patent has issued to another 
Upon notice to the entryman and a hearing under the r 
regulations of the Land Office, the land department m 
his entry when it is satisfactorily shown by clear and 
- evidence that the entry was made upon false testi! 
without authority of law; but (8) such annulment 
‘ised so as to deprive him of lands lawfully ente! 
(9) by such entry he acquired a vested property right w! 
be destroyed except upon direct attack, 
hearing in lawful proceeding. (10) The 33 
were completed in 1907, before Congress passed the 
nopoly act of May 28, 1908, which has no retrospect 
attach to the Cunningham patents. 
issue under the law as it existed in 1907. 
ATIONAL LANDLORD AND TENANT SYSTEM 
Alaska has an appointive governor, an executive dey: 
a system of district and lesser courts, with appea 
United States cireuit court of appeals, ninth cirenit, be 
the same executive and judicial departments 
Territories have had. Alaska, however 
no legislative department, no law-making body in 
Congress is the only law-making body with )p 
laws for Alaska. 
message the President has urged upon C 
the enactment of but two laws for Alaska—one creating 
pointive legislative commission, and the other a leasing 
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\ r from the President of the United States addressed to In Van Brocklin agi 
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through Alaska, supported it. It had a large majority in the 
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My investigations show that many owners of mining prop- ; dividuals, yet, paying ho im 
‘ f this country do not mine it themselves, and do not invest their | and so monopolize the import 
1 the plants necessary for the mining; but they lease their Obviously, if the power of 
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plated the possibility of Government, whether State or National, ever 
descending from its primitive plan of a body politic to take up the 
work of the individual or body corporate. The public suspicion asso- 
ciated government with patents of nobility, with an established church, 
with standing armies, and distrusted all governments. Even in the 
high intelligence of the convention there were men who trembled at the 


power given to the President, who trembled at the power which the 
Senate might usurp, who feared that the life tenure of the judiciary 
might imperil the liberties of the people. Certain it is that if the 
possibility of a government usurping the ordinary business of indi- 
viduals, driving them out of the market, and maintaining place and 
power by means of what would have been called in the heated invective 


of the time, ‘a legion of mercenaries,’ had been in the public mind, the 


Constitution would not have been adopted. or an inhibition of such 
power would have been placed among Madison's amendments.” 

And the Supreme Court concludes: 

If we look upon the Constitution in the light of the common law, 
we are led to the same conclusion. All the avenues of trade were open 
to the individual. The Government did not attempt to exclude him 
from any. Whatever restraints were put upon him were mere police 
regulations to control his conduct in the business and not to exclude 
him therefrom. The Government was no competitor, nor did it assume 


to carry on any business which ordinarily is carried on by individuals. 
Indeed, every attempt at monopoly was odious in the eyes of the com- 
mon law, and it mattered not how that monopoly arose, whether from 
grant of the sovereign or otherwise. The framers of the Constitution 
were not anticipating that a State would attempt to monopolize any 
business heretofore carried on by individuals, 


While the real point in issue in this decision concerns the 
power of the United States to compel the State to pay a reve- 
nue tax, the Supreme Court, in its argument, specifically and 
forcefully condemns the attempt of a State to go into business 
and conduct the sale of liquor for a profit, to create a monopoly 
of the traffic for itself, and to exclude all its citizens from en- 
gaging in that trade and profit. While the language of the 
court in that case is leveled at the attempt of a State to engage 
in private traffic for profit, it is equally as cogent and applicable 
to any attempt by the United States to engage in a similar en- 
terprise. There is some reason and law to justify a State to 
take to itself a monopoly of the hated liquor traffic in the exer- 
cise of its police power to protect its inhabitants from the vice, 
crime, disorder, and poverty inflicted upon them through the 
liquor traffic, but no such excuse can be offered when the 
United States shall create a monopoly in itself and engage in 
the coal traffic with the property of “the people of the United 
States, who own it.” 

I am aware that in the case of the United States against 
Gratiot (14 Pet., 526) the Supreme Court held that Congress had 
power to lease the lead mines in Illinois for a short period under 
its power to dispose of and make all needful rules and regula- 
tions respecting the territory or other property belonging to 
the United States, but whether it will adhere to and extend 
that ruling and approve the present-day attempts to convert the 
public domain into a national business enterprise for national 
profit can only be judged of by the language used in the Tennes- 
see and South Carolina cases. 

If the administration coal-leasing bill now pending for pas- 
sage in the Senate shall be sustained on principle, then so must 
those planks in the Socialist Party platform of 1908, which de- 
mands: 

1. The collective ownership of railroads, telegraphs, telephoaes, steam- 
ship lines, and all other means of social transportation and communi- 
cation, and all land. 

2. The collective ownership of all industries which are 
a national scale and in which competition has virtually 


organized on 
ceased to exist. 


3. The extension of public domain to include mines, quarries, oil 
wells, forests, and water power. 

4. The scientific reforestation of timber lands and the reclamation 
of swamp lands. The lands so reforested or reclaimed to be perma- 


nently retained as a part of the public domain. 


Communism may have its advantages over republicanism, 
but, unfortunately for such schemes as this national coal-leasing 
plan for Alaska, the Constitution of the United States expressly 
declares that ‘the United States shall guarantee to every State 
in this Union a republican form of government.” 





May the Congress, then, depart from republican principles | 
in its legislation and establish a communistic form of govern- | 


ment in a Territory? May it establish a national coal-land 
leasing monopoly, a national oil-land leasing monopoly, a na- 
tional fur-seal leasing monopoly, a national forest-land. mo- 
nopoly, and a national monopoly of all the other resources of 
that helpless Territory, in its own right, as a national landlord, 
for national profit, and use the public domain, the Public Treas- 
ury, and the powers and instrumentalities of the Nation in aid 
of its exclusive national business enterprises? May it with- 
draw the public domain and its treasures from “‘ the people who 
own it” and reduce them to the status of tenants upon the 
estate of the national landlord? 

As the representative of the people of Alaska, I protest 
against the extension of any such a principle of government to 
that Territory. 


es 
ALASKA’S CENTURY OF SERVITUDE TO NATIONAL MONOPOLY. 
Before Thomas Jefferson became President of the Unit, 
States Alaska and all its resources were leased by the Czar ; 
all the Russias to the Russian-American Co. While it had hee 
previously explored and its resources prospected by hardy 
independent traders and subjects of the Czar, while they h 
blazed the trails and located the natural wealth of the land a; 
the sea, this first leasing bill destroyed their pioneer righis 
compelled them to return to Siberia in despair or to accept sy 
employment as the company might give its serfs, at such w; 
as it pleased to bestow. 


THE FIRST RUSSIAN-AMERICAN CO.’S LEASE, 1799. 
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y the grace of a merciful God, we, Paul I, Emperor « 
the Russias,” leased Alaska to the Russian-American (o., 
20 years, on July 8, 1799. Most great grafts emanating 
the throne are thus announced. The livery of heaven 
rowed to serve the devil in. 

The manner of securing this first lease from the Czar f 
Russian-American syndicate is graphically described by I 
croft; it is typical, and for comparison’s sake it is quoted: 


Nevertheless it was at first feared that the decease of Cath: 
would be a death-blow to the ambitious schemes of the Shelikot 
for it was known that her successor, Paul I, was opposed { 
But Rezanof never for a moment lost heart, and with the vy: 
of a true courtier, quickly adapted himself to the change of 
stances. He had been a faithful servant to the pleasure-loving EF 
and he now became a constant companion and attendant upon th 
minded man who wore the crown. So successful were his eff: 
on the 11th of August, 1799, the act of consolidation of the | 
American Co. was contirmed by imperial ukase, and the associatio: 
received the name of the Russian-American Co. 


| 


In the lease or charter the Czar took the company under ‘ 
highest protection,’ and, “for the purpose of aiding the « 
pany in its enterprises, we allow the commander of 
land and sea forces to employ said forces in“the com 
aid, if occasion requires it,” and granted to it the ex 
right— 


es 


y's 


ye 


III. To use and profit by everything which has been or shal! 
covered in those localities, on the surface and in the interio: 
earth, without competition from others. 

Having thus obtained the coal, copper, and all other res 
and that there might be no independent or progressive s 
abroad in that region, the sixth privilege recited that the com 
pany had the right— 

VI. To employ for navigation, hunting, and all other busin 


and unsuspected people having no illegal views or intentions. | 
sideration of the distance of the localities where they will be s« 


pomeaeies authorities will grant to all persons sent out as sei : 
punters, and in other capacities passports for seven years. Se! i 


house servants will only be employed by the company with th 
of their landholders, and Government tax will be paid for all se: 


| employed. 


Evidently, also, conservation had a hold in Russia, fo 
next privilege extended to the company provided for 


| timber on the Government’s forest reserves, as follows: 


VII. Though it is forbidden by our highest order to cut Gov 
timber anywhere without the permission of the admiralty col! 
company is hereby permitted, on account of the distance of 
miralty from Okhotsk, when it needs timber for repairs, and occa 
for the construction of new ships, to use freely such tim 
required. 


The monopoly was then made safe and secure by the 
provision : 


X. The exclusive right is most graciously granted to the co 
a period of 20 years to use and enjoy, in the above-describ 
country and islands, all profits and advantages derived from 
trade, industries, and discovery of new lands, prohibiting th 
ment of these profits and advantages not only to those who wo 
to sail to those countries on their own account, but to all for 
ers and trappers who have been engaged in this trade and h 
vessels and furs at those places; and other companies which | 
been formed will not be allowed to continue their business ut! 
unite with the present company with their free consent; but 
vate companies and traders as have their vessels in those re 
either sell their property or, with the company’s consent, rer 
they have obtained a cargo, but no longer than is required 





| loading and return of their vessel; and after that nobody will 


privileges but this one company, which will be protected in 
ment of all the rights mentioned. 

seing fearful that something might escape from the s) 
through the natural inclination of men to do justice, | 
clause provided that— 

Only partners of the company shall be employed in the ad 
tion of the new possessions in charge of the company. 

Armed with this imperial lease and flanked and gua 
the Russian Army and Navy, the monopoly of the R 
American Co. was established over Alaska and mail 
there to the exclusion of every independent trader and 
Among the stockholders were the Czar and his Empress, 
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and men hich in the Service of the Rus- 
Its purpose Was monopoly; its object, the 
natural resources of Alaska. 


RUSSIAN sy NDICATE’S s} COND LEASE, 1821—1844. 


In his history of Alaska, Bancroft States that 


e end of the 20 years for which the exclusive Privileges of the 


R ' in-American (Co, were granted, we find this Powerful monopoly 
f established in the favor of the Imperial Government, many nobles 
of rank and seyera] members of the royal family being among the 
f ilders 
st Iders. 


On the 4th of September, 
ranting the company a 


1821, 


20 years’ 


Alexander signed the ukase 
extension of its monopoly of 


3 





Al and the right— 
lo enjoy and use all that has been found or discovered within 
t! its of the localities described, on the surface as well as in the 


of the earth, and all 


that they may hereafter discover, regard- 
any claims advanced 


by others, 
Under these charters the Russian-Alaskan Syndicate prevented 
f =n trade, forbade the Settlement of the land, enslaved the 
! 8, robbed them of their liberties and furs, Provoked triba] 
v nd maintained a fur-trading monopoly to the exclusion 
ot every manner of development of the Territory, Great profits 
were heaped UP and divided among noble Shareholders, while 
tl r-bearing animals were all but exterminated by ruthless 
] gs. They built their camps and trading posts on the 
edges of Prince William Sound; examined with childish 
cul ty the copper nuggets from Chitina, where the pres- 
Alaska Syndicate owns the richest copper deposits in 
America; they caught seal and walrus on the golden Sands at 
Nome; they saw the vast coal] deposits of Cook Inlet, Matanuska. 
nd Katalla Without any concern, though chains 


ent \ 


a and irons for 
fettering human limbs, found in illy worked cog] pits, proved 
tl Siberian convicts worked the coal. They Sailed through 
sa n and halibut Shoals unequaled in the world, and saw ho 
pl se of empire in the valleys of the Yukon, Kuskokwim, 
Susitna, and Copper Rivers, though these valleys were wide, 
fert and enjoyed a climate milder and more 


Salubrious than 


their own native land. 


HE RI SSTAN-ALASKA SYNDICA rk’s THIRD LEASE, 


tober 10, 1S44, the Czar STanted the third lease of 
Alas to the Russian-A meri, an Co. for an additiona] 
fre that date. Its Provisions were even more drastic and 
m Olistie than those in former leases. The company had 
‘ l and exercised the bowers of a Provincia] sovernment, 
ninistered its ideas of justice with the cannon and the 
\s the resources of the country became known to the 
and American traders they pushed their trade into 
ld by diplomacy when they could and by force when they 
liged to. 


I ‘ompany 


1844—1869, 


20 years 


Ey l 
we} } 


“ssumed to sublease the resources 
“ver would pay the 
iS now Southeastern 

Hudsoy Bay Co. for 
tl pany denied 


O trade, 


of Alaska to 

rentals demanded : the whole of 

Alaska was leased to the British 
more than a decade for royalty in furs: 
the Russian inhabitants any individual 
farm, or manufacture: they forbade the 
€ the rich alluvial Valleys by farmers, and 
title to the Soil; all that was upon or in 
of the earth was held to belong to the Czar and 
loitation by the Company; and no right to a home, 

’ OF fisheries could be obtained by the Russian Serfs or 


) < ‘ 


nt 5 
“ive no 


wal 
Wels 


d been accustomed to submit without 
Fovernor, from whom there Was no 
they were Separated by 

rcumference. This, however, 


re régin 


& Murmur to the dix 
appeal, save to a cx 
more than One-third of ¢) 
was under what might be calleq 


Se@ saa 


© who came to Alaska came aS servants to 
mi ly, which ruled with an iron hand 
“Cucation and religion were controlled by 
» benefit the company; the people 
(0 service where the company willed: freedom was for- 
'N settlement, trade, religion, or thought; as a necessary 
of this harsh and military rule the srowth and develop- 
' the Country were prevented, 
. for 60 years Alaska’s resources were exploited under a 
| leasing System by the Russian-American Co. It yielded 
'S Profits to the Syndicate, but destroyed development 
kened the Russian Empire, There was nO population or 
n the Territory for local protection, and it became a 
Of expense and anxiety to the Empire. Which had 
Topriate great Sums for its Protection. To save it 
oreign encroachment and probable loss, Russ tl sold it 
United States in S67 for $7,200,000, a sum not 


the great 
and without appeal: 
the Czar and aided 
were oppressed and 


more 
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than one-half 
fisheries, 


of the present , 


FIRST UNITED 





iif STATE [ AS ASKA I ’ 

When the Ihilitary forces , f the United Sta Sianded in Sitka 
on October 18. LS67, to take possessj nm of Alaska f r the United 
States, a merchant from San Franciseo } ed fro € same 
vessel. He immediately purchased from 4) Russ vernor 
all the vessels and other Property of the Rus \l Co 
This purchase Was followed up by his friends l ass + by 
an application to Congress for the reservation o4 the only 
able resourceet hen known to exist in Alaska On Mare] IS69 
the fur-seaq] islands were reserved by an act f ¢ ‘Tres 4 
year later, on July 1, 1870, Congress authorized their }, ise 
20 years, Thirty-two days later. on August 3, 1870 the United 
States leased the fur-sea] reservation and the exclusive 
Oly of taking fur Seals to the Alaska Con mercial Co, f 20 
years, the lease Providing that the company, Should pay t! 
United States $55,000 per annum rental] and a revenue tax of $2 
each upon the Skins. The company covenanted not to ki} re 
than 100,000 Seals per annum and to maintain and support thy 
Aleut sealers upon the islands, 

For 20 years the Alaska Commercia] Co. maintained +4) 
monopoly in Alaska Which had existed uy) der the R ISsian sy 
dicate for 60 years preceding. When the 1} hited States a, quired 


the cession, 


there were, it has been offi ially estimated 
fur seals on 


the rookeries, and the Alaska Commercia] Co. made 
immense fortunes for its stockholders out of the le During 
the 20 years the Government iInade a net Profit of $5,738,724 out 
of the rental and royalty and Placed it in United States 
Treasury. 


6.000.000 
ise 


the 


And Alaska ? Alaska lost her resources and gained noth ig 
in development. 
THD SECOND UNITED STATES LEASB OF ALASKA’s RESOUR ES, 

On Mareh ih 4 1890, the United States made the sx 
lease of the fur-seq] islands to a new-named eon pany 
the North American Commerciag] Co., for an additional 29 


years, at a rental of $60,000 per annum, and i revenue tax 


or duty of s9 and an additional] amount of $7,624 for 
Sealskin. a 
Notwithstanding this largely increased rental and the ; Ly 


ment of the additional] sum on each Skin, the Governm 
fered a net loss for the last 20 years of $2,247,554, and the sez 
herd Was reduced to only about 75,000, 

The net result of this 40 years’ national Je Sing of 
resources is that 990,400,259 In value of A aska’s fur-s 
Were taken out of Te tritory, at an actual 


Sources the 





il ] 
ing the last 20 years of more than two and one-quarter | i 
dollars out of the United States Treasury 

And what did Alaska set for her citiz, nS or in dey ne 

Not one cent. 

Not a home Was built in A] iska out of that immense fur-s 
Wealth; not a Schoolhouse : hot a single child was educated in 
Alaska out of it; not a Single church Was built there. It paid 
nothing toward maintaining S0vernment in Alaska, nor did it 
establish a single Alaska enterprise. 

The national] leasing System robbed Alaska of $50,400 
her fur-seq] resources in 40 years, and in the last 20 
the United States Treasury a direct loss of $2,247 54 
it received from leasing the fur seals. Alaska lost her res 
and the national landlord lost the rent ind a lare: 
ippropriations hy Sides, 

A NEW NATI INAL FUR Mo> POLY IN 

On April 30. 1910, the lease fo the North A ( 
cial Co, expired; the landlord found a | lad 
herd of fur seals nearly destroyed. Congres« 
to quit the inactive life of a} ndlord and go 
for itself and work the Als t fur-sea] ! \ 

Owner and business “orporation has a right ; rd By 

of Congress approved April] -1, 1910. tl l fed S 

barked in the bys “S &S a governmental mon, 1 l now 
engaged in propagating se ls, curing the skins nd 

to its brother Monopoly in London for a profit 

The act of April 21. 1910, provides that the Secretary of ¢ 
meree and Labor shall have Power to kill the seals on the 
Pribilof Islands, and that al] Seals taken 
Shall be sold by the Secretary of ( ind I 
if such times, ind in such nner a ly de 
and the proceeds of such sal. or sales shall be paid 
of the Unit 1 State 

The Pribilof Islands are a ared to } 
for gov rmenta!l purposes—for propagating df et] fur 
Seals that annually come there { » breed l the Ss 
commanded to employ the natiye inhabitants of be is Is 
kill the seals and cure the Skins for the ] led States It is 
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made unlawful to land on the islands, and any person found | 
there shall be summarily removed and punished by fine and im- 
prisonment. The killing of fur seals is prohibited, and— 


No citizen of the United States, nor person owing duty of obedience 
to the laws or treaties of the United States, nor any person belonging 
to or on board of a ve ‘1 of the United States, shall kill, capture, or 
hunt, at any time or in any manner whatever, any fur seal 
waters of the Pacific Ocean, including Bering Sea and the 
Okhotsk, whether in the territorial waters of the United States or 


the open sea. 


General and unlimited authority is given to the Secretary to 
employ officers, agents, and employees; he is authorized to buy 
all the houses, boats, horses, wagons, and all other property 
of the retiring lessee, the North American Commercial 


and 


* * * Tile shall likewise have authority to establish and maintain 
depots for provisions and supplies on the Pribilof Islands and 


vide for the transportation of such provisions and supplies 


mainland of the United States to the said islands by the charter of pri 
vate vessels or by the use of public vessels of the United States which 
may be placed at his disposal by the President; and he shall 
have authority to furnish food, shelter, fuel, clothing, and 
necessaries of life to the native inhabitants of the Pribilof 


and to provide for their comfort, maintenance, education, 
tection. 


A few weeks ago an official from the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor took over to London the sealskins from 
national preserves for 1910. He sold them to the same old | 
manufacturing monopoly which had handled them for the two 
previous lessees, and turned the money obtained into the United 
States Treasury. When the expense for the year is paid, in- 
cluding direct appropriations from the Treasury and the main- 
tenance of revenue cutters on guard at the rookeries, 
will be, exactly as in 1909, an actual loss to the Government on 


the year’s fur business of about $150,000. 
A recent report of the Bureau of Fisheries declared: 


The Alaskan fur seals constitute the most valuable fishery resource 
that any Government in the world ever possessed. It is little less than 
a national disgrace that the herd of four to six million seals which came 
into our possession when Alaska was acquired from Russia 
been under our charge ever since should have been allowed to dwindle 


until to-day it numbers less than 150,000 of all ages. 


And this result came from national leasing to a 
monopoly for 40 years! The United States has now organized 
a national, instead of a private, monopoly, and will itself attempt 
to save the remnant of this greatest of Alaska’s resources. 

A NATIONAL SALMON MONOPOLY IN ALASKA, 1878-1911. 


A statement of the amount of Alaska’s fishery output since 


1868, arranged from official sources, is herewith given: 









—s 1 hale 
Years. bh — Fur seals. — | Fish. 

| | 
1868 -1905 .| $343, 542 $12, 189, 484 $47,896,383 | $567,417 | $77,045,812 | $138, 
RE. acs | 7,190 42,741} 454, 585 2,242 8, 524, 332 | 
Se te axes 5, 671 | 36,805 | 484,649 | 114,240} 9,518,818 | 
ee 9, 393 | 35,178 | 459,950 | 202,761 | 11,140,161 | 
1909......] 781 | 73,131 | 597,983 | 87,324 | 10, 422, 169 | 
ae 1,000 75, 000 506,709 | 85,000 | 12, 482,291 | 


Total 367,577 | 12,452,339 | 50,400,259 | 1,098,984 | 129, 133, 583 193, 452, 742 


Figures for 1910 are estimated by the Bureau of Fisheries. Ship- 
als (exclusive of aquatic fur-bearing animals) 


ments of fur-bearing anil 
for 1910 amounted to $334,573. 





If you were in Bristol Bay, Alaska, now you would see many 
great cannery buildings filled with machinery and fishin; 
but cold and lifeless. A single watchman at each plant keeps 
ward for nine months in the year. If you were to return to 
Away off 
to the southwest you would see a fleet of vessels, like a hostile 
armada, coming northward through the Aleutian Passes. 
the cloud of sail approaches it separates, and different vessels 
seek the docks to which they belong, and immediately begin to 
unload the season’s supplies. First come thousands of men— 
from San Francisco, Portland, and Seattle—Chinese, Japanese, 
and nonresident fishermen, under a contract to go to Alaska for 
the short fishing season of three months, and to be paid on their 
return to their home ports. The wharves groan with the weight 
of the merchandise and the supplies for the imported fishermen, 
and with the season’s fishing outfit. The boarding houses are 
opened, the stoves lighted, tables prepared, the fires are started 
in the canneries, boats are pulled out of winter quarters, tackle 
is prepared, sails hoisted, and in a few hours the bays and the 


that bay in May, a different scene would greet you. 


rivers are white with the sails of the fishing fleet. 
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canneries are filled with fish; the machinery grinds, men wor) 


with nervous haste, and the finest crop of salmon ever se 
the waters of the world is caught and canned in this bay. 
and night the harvest proceeds, for the bay is su: 
out of the 24 hours, and it is never dark. Crew 
changed with military precision—while part sleep the ot! 
work—and the movement of fish from the sea into the 
never ceases. In 60 days the season is ended. Every 
filled. 

And now the armada embarks its stolen riches. The | 
of its vessels are filled with a season’s crop—it amounted 
more than $12,000,000 in value last year—the Chinese, Japa 
and nonresident fishermen are loaded; the fleet sails 
through the Aleutian passes, leaving the cannery buildings ; 
a watchman for another long winter; and Alaska has lost 
other crop. Out of nearly $1380,000,000 worth of fish thus t: 
from Alaska not a home nor a school nor a church his 
built nor a child educated in the Territory. 

Alaska got nothing. What did the United States get’ 

In answer to that inquiry the following statement has 
received from the Attorney General: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUST: 
Washington, January 
lion. JAMES WICKERSHAM, 
House of Representatives. 

Sin: Referring further to your letter of the 3d instant, the 
statement is submitted, showing the gross amounts received t 
taxes or other sources on account of the salmon fisheries of Alas} 
the time the Department of Justice has been charged with the « 
of these moneys: 


ee Care EO a IUD aie cemnicctesenece endian asain $1.5 
I a a a i a al lo a ni il te a a D4 
ee oe ee i a A ar Re ed 70 
sch cet lackeia iriaerclinen bien daha ded saia eum dak detcadeoah liacigiprs ea pshedensiaass haben 44, 161 
i a at a a a 139 
SE TIETTI ces lohan sect ste toneap em itch eau ci cea aeselann it ina laa 7, 
TI sos oe'lincdetccecealaldedaieli itanclentatie pei seadintabtiasdet arta cactaae ahi haiti cline a aa 71 
OUP nnn Sec tanec hal ile Inbhiledib ah eats ideale dich deta Se pean ala acini cai R&S 
cd Sa linsbiaictade ak i a Ng ea ha et i 105 
i a a a S1 
ee Cee. 0 OE Wes Pd cries scien tiommnaaens 11s 


The credits given each cannery on account of the fry rele 
its hatchery, in accordance with the provisions of the act of J 
1906, are as follows: 


Alaska Packers’ Association : 


I i a a le his $44, ¢ 
i os, 272 
EE NAS is EI ae a Se i ae al Pic SA ei PE Ly RN ee OE On, tit 
RIE eitctitdintkdted npbnatiedncwuiedien 23 
oe we a en iF 
ECE Tote 2. Oe Bi Cis 2 ee iiennnteneneiiien 1 


The figures given in this statement represent only the colli 
the respective years, as shown by the accounts of the clerks « 
trict courts, and are without regard to the period or year of th 
i. e., the time the taxes or credits accrued. 

The amounts of the collections and credits as shown for the y: 
cover merely the period from January 1 to September 30, as 
counts for the quarter ended December 31, 1910, have not as 
received. 

Respectfully, J. A. Fow.! 
Acting Attorney G 


Here, then, is exactly what the United States got: 


From the total amount paid by the canneries____..----~-- $85 

Subtract credit for private hatcheries__........-------- 144 
Leaves net cash payment by canneries____-_------- FOS 

Subtract appropriations for Alaskan fisheries.__..-_.--~~-~- 200 
Net national receipts from Alaskan fisheries_._._.... 50% 


The gross amount paid by the canneries amounts on! 
tax of a fraction of over 6 mills on the dollar, or three-fi 
per cent of the value of the crop taken out, while the net : 
received by the United States amounts to a fraction less | 
mills on the dollar, or less than two-fifths of 1 per cent 
value of the product taken, 

If a resident builds a home and enters into busin 
merchant or manufacturer, in any incorporated town in 
the United States first compels him to pay a license tax : 
ing to practically 5 mills on the dollar of the gross am 
business he transacts, then the town taxes him 20 mills « 
real and personal property, and he is further required to 
poll and other personal taxes. In short, he pays six | 
much in proportion as the nonresident cannery trust 
sides all the other aid and assistance which he gives 
development of the Territory. Without exception, the 
the United States applicable to Alaska nourish mono) 
punish the homemaker and the man engaged in actual d 
ment of the Territory. 

Alaska gets nothing, and the United States gets but o! 


next two months all is life and bustle. The business never | Of the proportionate tax a resident pays, out of the -\ 


stops. Fish, fish, fish everywhere. Boats, scows, wharves, and | 


fisheries, 











capital stock, It justifies the statement of Mr. John Rosene, 
who organized the Guggenheim end of the fish trust, that the 
business pays more than 25 per cent annual profit. And this 
is only one of the many nonresident corporations taking Alaska 
fish 


t has Alaska received? Nothing; not even development 


or population. And the United States? The same. And what 
of the Alaska fisheries? In his evidence before the Conimittee 
on the Territories of the House of Representatives last spring 
Dr. Barton W. Everman, of the United States Bureau of Fish- 
eri testified in respect to the value of the MWKarluk 
s n stream, on the north shore of Kadiak Island, that 
it was “the greatest in the world.’ And he then admitted 
tl it was practically fished out, depleted, and destroyed 
by the wasteful and unlawful methods adopted by the fish 


Dr. 


es 


David Starr Jordan, the greatest authority on the fish- 
of Alaska, in a letter dated December 9, 1907, declared 
the rivers emptying into Bristol Bay “are the gr 
n streams in the world; and he then added: 


I 


atest 


h 
1e 


1 
i 


len 
of 
to 


streams have been badly overfished and the output 
will continue to fall away with great rapidity to tl 

n, the packers, and the people of the Unite 
ese rivers belong. 


injt 


ne State 


Alaska fur-seal resource was depleted 99 t from 
» 1910 by the leasing system, and by practic: the same 
the Alaska salmon resource on the downhill 
o rapid extinction. It is a system of destruction, and not 
elopment. 
What the Alaska salmon fisheries need is conservation and 
ion by the United States, until the people of Alaska, by 
cal legislature, can conserve and protect them. Alaska also 
such legislation by Congress as will require these non- 
lent monopolists to pay their reasonable proportion for the 
t of government in, and the development of, Alaska: and 
protective tariff as will enable the Alaska fisheries 
resident Alaska fishermen and their homes, churches, 


OOS, 


per cen 
lly 


is same 


A NATIONAL FOREST MONOPOLY IN ALASKA, 


1911. 


cress has authorized it, and the President has withdrawn 

ttlement or entry and reseryed for forestry purposes in 
! southern Alaska, 26,761,626 or 41,815 
the public lands, an area larger than the State 
This immense reserve covers nearly the whole of the 
table seacoast of Alaska—all that part most favorable to 


nh aie acres, 


LLLieS ot 


) 


to } 
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and permanent population have been created in this seacoast 
wilderness, reservations have been created, leaving ouly a mile 
in circuit around a few of the larger towns, even around the 
capital of the Territory itself. 

The forty-fourth regulation in the Forestry Use Book pro 
vides: 

REGULATION 44. Without pern and fr of cha ttle rm 
ers, prospectors, hermen, or s r persons ! ding wit nor adja 
cent to national forests in Alaska are granted tl privi e of taking 
green or dried timber from the forests and driftwood, atloat o1 t 
beaches, for their own personal use t not or &§ J / 
That the amount of material so ken hi; not in vy oon 
exceed 20,000 feet board measure or 25 cords of wood 1 
ided further, That the person enjoyir this priviles wi 
mand, forward to the supervisor a statement the ¢ ty 
rial so taken and a description of tl lo from 
removed. 

An Indian may not even take “driftwood, afloat or on t! 
beaches,” without liability to report the fact to the forest 
cers. Neither he nor a citizen can cut cordwood for his ov 
use without more red-tape formulas than the wood is worth. 
Formerly he could cut a few logs in the winter season and 

rmerly 
a few fur seals when on their northern migration in the s} 
| and thus secure a living for himself and family. Both thes 
sources of livelihood are now penalized, and the Indian and 1 
poor white settler are both ike threatened with ext 
Settlements and development in the most favored ] ons of 
the Territory are practically prohibited and the id held in a 
state of nature, while the people, homes, and civi ire 
barred from the country—and why? 

To protect the forests from fire? No, for the rainfall at Sitka 
last vear was 79 inches—6 feet and 7 inches over the reg 
and the forests can not be burned. To protect the water supply 
No: for the largest glaciers in the world exist i hese f st 
reserves and the tremendous rainfall renders the forests 
portant for that purpose. To prevent cutting and export .O 
for prior to the creation of the reserves the law forbade x 
portation and the timber was cut only for local uses and deve! 
opment, but under the forestry administration one may buy, 
saw, and export freely. There is no reason known to the t1 y 
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. , | ‘ ‘ : 
What does the fish trust get? the Alaska Packers’ Association claims to have made in 
In its annual statement.for 1908, filed with the Committee on | gross profits in 16 years, from 1895 to 1908, both inclusive, 
the Territories of the House of Representatives on June 18, 1910, | $9,374,703. 
Alaska Packers’ As ion. ¢ tire stale if ear 
Gross profits 
| before } . Ca 
x tine dends . . 5 
Years, ne Written off Divi . Surplus Va] mT j 
| down val paid. pai : 
} and paving ; 
dividends | 
cain £461, 452 $461, 452 $2. 841, 280 { 13 
Sececccececcesese 194.60.9 $20,955 S3° 108 80.51 ) ) 47 14 
atemes 607 ) 30.101 $2 193 15 } 5 $7 l & 
ee | 665, 689 41.815 420, 393 I¢ ) 47 18 Ss 
ites | 627. 30K 91,640 431 32 10 " 0 iS 19 SIS 7 
Sabie 7 78 167, 292 $32, 000 164), 7R¢ 2 0) {8 19 ) 
wenene $29, 021 143, 991 432, 000 253, 030 0 ik 1K) 19 . } 
1, 155. M9 301, S57 422. 000 $22,012 9 x) 48 ”) x 
cain S612, SSF 81, 142 132, 000 349, 74 x 48, OOK 22 ' 
ROT x3 7 $?1 578. 000 151, 962 } ¥) ‘8. 000 23 M7 
eeccccceece 1, 142 ) <it, 432 576, 000 349, 823 | N00 18. 1) 2% S24 
108, | 40 552, 000 1 58 58 ow 48, (4 ?) | 
ied aimee 8 Sie 11,074, 402 5, 437 2, 039, 655 2 3, 459, 494 200 57 \ lt | | 
213, 571 1,932 1,639 S00 7, 508 1 1,4 
851, 421 22) 5 Hoa 4/ nk 5 16 w 
Padewebbasddcetedcuséaeacdnad 0, GS2 217 } tt iS RK 7 8 l 1.1 
Re en ee Es 9, 374, 703 2, 306, 320 7, 149, 381 1 80. 998 S00 5 2 ; 
1 Reductions lr les $1,680,000 tra rred to 
Tn addition to the profits shown in the above statement, taken | settlement and nearest to civilization. All those islands con 
from the Sixteenth Annual Statement of the Alaska Packers’ | stituting southern Alaska, blessed with a mild climate. where 
Association for 1908, its seventeenth annual report shows this | fishermen would settie and begin homes and hamiets, through 
statement : which steamboat navigation is safe and regular, where Alaska’s 
rhe profits for 1909 were $779,728.69. Added to the previous | capital and other permanent and important towns are located, 
statement, it is an admission that this nonresident fish trust | are thus blanketed with the cloud of withdrawal and reser 
has tually received $10,154,431 in profits from the Alaska | vation. 
fisheries, or a sum equal to twice the amount of its invested All that region at the head of the Gulf of Alaska, where rail 


road building is desirable and actually under way, where the 
valuable coal mines lie, and through which the coal must come 
to the sea, is also reserved. Where the battle for development 
is reasonably easy, the Government has added all that it conld 
to the burden by a forestry reservation Where settlements 
have existed for a century, where the cable and telegraph lines 
connect with the outside world, where roads, schools, homes, 
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of forestry for this Alaska forestry reservation, except to sell 
the timber and turn the money into the United States Treasury. 
Does that pay? It does not, and never will. 


Following 
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is 


< 


1. financial 


statement 


FEBRUARY 


99 


prepared by the For 


Service, showing the losses for every year since the reseryati 
were created: 


Statement of receipts and crpenditures, national forests, Territory of Alaska, from 


Thus in five years the Government has suffered an actual 


who has gained thereby? Nobody—not even Alaska. The For- 
est Service is a failure in Alaska from every standpoint. 











Siys 

Steps should be taken without delay to rest« portions, if not 
all, of the Chugach National Forest to the pu ain. Many thou 
sand acres of this reservation are almost treeless, and the conditions 
are such as to render any measures for the « vation of water ab- |} 
surdiy unnecessary Such scattered timber as 1 v found for small | 
uses should be freely available to assist in development enterprises and 
to encourage settlers 


Nor is there much greater reason for continuing to retard | 
development by the maintenance of the Tongass National Forest. | 


It can not be burned, is not needed to conserve the water sup- 
ply, and may be as well protected by an agent from despoilation 
without reservation as with it. It ought freely to be used for 
the development of Alaska “by the people who own it.” 

Settlers are, so far, excluded from this Alaska forest reserve, 
as large as Ohio, and the fact is admitted that since the re- 
serves were created in 1902 not a single homesteader nor Amer 
ican settler has been allowed to plant an American home on 
that area. Is it possible that Cengress will maintain longer a 
situation so intolerable? ‘fave the “ people who own it” no 
right to a home on the Alaska public domain? Will Congress 
sanction the continued existence of a system of forestry reser- 
vations in Alaska which prevents settlements, homes, schools, 
churches, and bars civilization and development therefrom ? 


A NATIONAL PETROLEUM MONOPOLY IN ALASKA, 
In pursuance to the power granted to i by the withdrawal 
act of June 25, 1910, and on November 3%, 1910, the President 


made the following order: 
NOVEMBER 3, 1910 

ORDER OF WITHDRAWAL—PETROLEUM RESERVE NO. 12—ALASKA NO. 1. 

It is hereby ordered that all the public lands and lands in national 
forests in the District of Alaska containing petroleum deposits be, and 
the same are hereby, withdrawn from settlement, location, sale, or entry, 
and reserved for classification and in aid of legislation affecting the 
use and disposal of petroleum lands belonging to the United States 

Wa. H. Tart, President. 













In pursuance of the general policy announced in the Presi- | 


dent’s message bills have been introduced in Congress, and will 


probably pass, authorizing the special disposal of oil and gas | 
lands in Alaska. Senate bill 9011 has passed the Senate, and is | 


now before the House for consideration. 

It is quite apparent that the withdrawal order covers every 
portion of Alaska. There is no attempt to reserve particular 
lands, but “all the public lands and lands in national forests 
in the District of Alaska containing petroleum deposits” are 
withdrawn. What lands contain petroleum can not be ascer- 
tained until after deep borings are made, and thus again a 
blanket reservation is made of every foot of land in Alaska. 

Whether the Department of the Interior will hereafter grant 
a patent to a homestead or a mining claim until it has been as- 
certained and affirmatively established as a fact by the appli- 
cant, by extensive and costly borings, that the lands do not con- 
tain petroleum, can only be conjectured. No law exists requir- 


ing any such proofs without the general mineral-land laws — 


1906 
$1, 305. 30 | 
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9, 125. 47 


3, 366. 89 


8, 057. 07 


then development must stop for that reason. 


| location or entry of land in Alaska, 
In his last annual report the governor of Alaska very properly 


1, 400. 00 


7,115. 00 


9, 938. 96 
9, 125. 47 
0,813. 49 





|} may require it, and if they do, and such proofs are demai 
loss of its timber and $38,501.10 out of the Public Treasury, and | 


At any rate 


| petroleum order of withdrawal is a cloud upon the title to 
and, in charge of thx 


jecting bureau clerk, will add an additional burden and beco 
to development 


substantial 
may never 
none is kno 


bar 
be 
wn 


to exist 


formed Congress. 


Mr. SULZER. 
| Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 
terest to the informing discourse delivered by the gentle 
from Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on Military Afi 


Mr. 


will not 


therein. 


Th 


e fact 


th: 


it 


any petroleum of value found there and 


relieve the situation but 


I yield 10 minutes te 


nN 


the gentleman 


Chairman, I listened with 


unt 


su 





I was glad that he, being able to speak from knowledge. 


eceasion to 


claim, Cassandra-like, 


rep 


lv to 


the 
t! 


se ill-informed 


iat 


s beset 


wi 


critics who const 
the Government i 


th 


likely to fall into pitfalls of danger, and surrounded by 
nent disasters, 


United Stat 


then we hi 


es. 


ive 


because of the 


inefficiency 


of the Army 


Why, sir, if the Army of the United States 
for size, is not more efficient than any other army in the 


been 


vastly mistaken in the character 


people, and the extraordinarily liberal sums of money tha 
inisapplied 


Congress has 
expenditure. 
in any degree whatever. 


voted 
But I do not believe that the Army is inefi 
Except, perhaps, in the quest 


ha 


ve been 


criminally 


Field Artillery, to which the gentleman referred, we are as 


armed as an army can be. 
entirely abundant 


classes of arms, and 


Alabama [Mr. Hopson] that there is no such imminent 


supply of reserve ammunition 


We have a growing and soon 


for « 
I want to reassure gentlemen who 
been disturbed by the prophecies of evil by the gentlemai 


far as the Army of the United States is concerned, and 
people will only keep their nerves they may still sleep q 
ide of the " 


even though 


Mountains. 


tirely out 


they 


reside on the 


[ Applause. ] 

I concur most heartily in what my colleague the gent 
from New York [Mr. Surzer] said with reference to th: 
and distinguished service of the gentleman from 
Hutu], with whom I have had the honor of serving for 12 
in the work of preparing these bills for your consideration 

Personally, that work has been agreeable. 
so infrequently had divisions along partisan lines in th 
mittee that if 


of my 
single to the interests of the country. 


there 


is 


mind. 


bers have also, and I r 
advantage of his counsel and of his long experience 


preparation of the next bill. 
ciled to see him moved in the committee room, for I have 
dl f 


anxious to 


see 


how 


he 


an instance of 


western s 


wa 


Officially, we 


He and I have worked 


egret also that 


would 


decorate 


the 


I believe that 
we are nol 


other 


it it has now 
wit] 


+1 


l 


orboer 


to 


e 


hay 


I would have been entirely 


table [laughter], but to have him entirely expelled fro 
room was beyond my purpose in any fight I have made « 
heretofore. 


} adds to the maze of doubt, uncertainty, and confusion affect 
that unhappy Territory by illy drawn laws passed by a 


fy 


oo, 
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Mr. Chairman, it was my purpose, pending the consideration of | tries to the south of us are entitled to the most active coopera- 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, to submit a few | tion of the Government of the United States in the suppression 
observations upon the subject touched in the editorial from the of these unfriendly movements against them. 


New York Times that I send to the desk and ask to have read. The element referred to in the editorial that I have had 
The Clerk read as follows: read from Chicago—the “Chicago slims” and anarchists and 
AMERICANS ABROAD. socialists and undesirables of various sorts—have gone to the 


Gen. Lee Christmas and his warriors, many of whom claim American Republic of Mexico, according to the assertions of the press 
ship, are restive at Puerto Cortez, because they are withheld from | dispatches, and have become officials in an army that is strik 
ig by an armistice. Our brave boys! The envoy of Presid nt! ing a blow for freedom, so called; but when one of those fel 

I a, who is willing to resign his office to secure peace to his coun- | , at? oe : : 
refuses to accept Bonilla as a substitute President for the very | OWS gets caught he fails to show the blood of a true sports 
i reason that he is an agent of an American fruit trust. He is not | man. because the moment he feels the pressure of the Govern- 
d States citizen, like so many other “ patriots” in perturbed | ment upon him, the moment he feels the likelihood of there 
({merica, but he is clearly an “American business man. A pence | ».s.. 2. Y . : i saineel es aed e 
rence is to be held on board an American warship to-morrow, with | D@!!s imposed upon him a penalty properly fixed for an infrae 
United States agent, Thomas C. Dawson, acting as mediator. But | tion of those laws, he squeals and comes to the Government of 
Iionduras is already at peace, except a small part of it which h: 
disturbed by this distinguished American citizen, Christmas, 
t equally distinguished American business man, Bonilla. 

From the seat of war in northern Mexico comes the information tha 

of the revolutionists are Americans. One of them is a brave lI: 









ias | the United States for protection. Of course the Government 


and : 


ought to protect all of its citizens and ought to protect them 
perhaps more vigorously than it has heretofore, although I have 
Fe tte bad o cokdine dees bate seciantan Was never had any sympathy with the cry that it fa Is usu ily in 
- and Mexico are welcome to these products of our civilization if the ischarge of that duty; but sir, whe 1 Americans del ber 
vant them. But candor compels us to admit that they do not seem | 2lely commit an offense against a friendly Government, delib 
t them. What are we going to do about it, if anything? erately invade the soil of another country and make war upon 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, for some time I have had my | that Government, they deserve the penalties invited by such a 
‘ ntion called to the fact that our laws of neutrality were | course, and, in my judgment, ought to receive them and with- 
perkaps not as well observed, not as well enforced as they might | out any interference by this or any other Government beyond 
be. While I could not go upon the stand and qualify as a wit- | the mere demand for a fair trial and the assessment of oniy 
ness and swear that violations of the laws of neutrality have | Such penalties as the law for such cases provides. [Applause. ] 
occurred and that assaults contemplated against the Mexican Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I think it proper for me to 
Government had been arranged for in this country, yet they are | Say, in reply to the gentleman from Texas, that the officials of 
matters of such common knowledge and of such frequency and | the United Fruit Co. deny absolutely that they, or anyone act- 
‘cumstances of a convincing nature have so frequentiy been | ue fer them, are responsible, directly or indirectly, for the 
nted to me that I would be willing to swear that, in my | revolution in the Republic of Honduras, or that they, or any 
judgment, the bulk of these revolutionary movements against | Person acting for them or the United Fruit Co., are aiding or 
northern Mexico have been hatched under our flag. Now, | betting the same in any way whatsoever. I think this should 
whether our detectives, our Secret Service force, or our officia's | £0 on the record. 
charged with the enforcement of the neutrality laws are less MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 
eflicient than they have been heretofore, or whether they ha The 
grown indifferent to these things, Lf am not prepared to Sty. | taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
but they have been annagehncsagnaty- with —_— or less rapidity, ana Senate, by Mr. Crock tt, one of its clerks, announced that he 
now they are so often repeated that it has become an offense, | gonate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
and properly, justifiably an offense to our neighbors to the south. af 
Mexico has said nothing, but in a feeble way Honduras and EH. It. 26290, An act providing for the va 
other Governments in South America have protested against | pomestead entries: 
\merican-made revolutions being unloaded upon those coun-| Fy RR 29400. An a a a a 
tries, Often as they occur the genesis of those South American | ,, a6 Ce. aah the Deleware & Bf : Ss eee de oN 
se 7 - i wes ‘ - ame e Delaware & Bound Brook Railroad Co. to 
revolutions is always a matter of interest to students of politics | Qonctrnet a bridge across the Delaware River from 1 r 
| of history. There seems to be some reason for them, and Wakefield Township, Senin Cc sein) Sih a is ie i 
s 2 : . se) . . ] . . aX = ’ fee , PUL Ie OURTY, ra.. Lu Kewing Ll ¥ “a . 
too often, in my judgment, it has occurred that those revolu- | yy ,..0, County, N. J.; 











pres 


committee informally rose; and Mr. Outmstep having 


title 


lation of certain 


tions have bee . st sordic e. It has not always been .  aniee : ’ 4 as 
= have been of the most sordid type : : _e.. ae H.R. 82571. An act to consolidate certain forest lands the 
a desire to get rid of a tyrant and to substitute free coverm- | po ncag National Forest - 
t, but ij as s ‘times om i ‘sire to get rid of govern- 2 . ie ane ~~ 
, but it has aomneuinnes been ae ; : ie H.R. 18542. An act for the relief of Thomas C. Clark; and 
ment that stood in the way of certain commercial enterprises H. R. 32220. An act to autl ; ; r 
San an siness ventures of » confederates ¢ he hi. Kh. Olle. An act to authorize the board of supervisors o 
i to set up the business ventures of the confederat f the the town of Ei Lanting. fed Lake Ce = tien: to" abe 


revolution makers, 


se ‘ . . struct a bridge across the Red Lake River 
A citizen of the city of Galveston recently published a com Wie sande 1 ae oe I : J “hs er = 
‘ : ‘ ‘inted i ‘ ity i -hie 1 Mande © MEssdRe also ani ced that the Sx te had passe the 
mt ation in a paper printed in that city in which he made | sonowine resolutions : 
e specific charge that the present revolution against the Gov eatin” Shines ; ; 
: : : P 1, 2 13 . ° Pba wil ; +} meESOtUTCEH, a le Senate ha heard with 1 f iT sorrow 
ent of Honduras, of which I believe Mr. Davila is the | pouncoment of the death of ihe . a aes ea tee . 


President, was fostered by a great trust in this country—the | from the State of Main 
United Fruit Co. Whether that be true or false I do not know. | _.. = a aaa a mimitte of ser n Senators be appointed 
I can only say that the charge is made by a gentleman of re- | of Representatives to take order for eaperintendine the fv 
a gentleman of good standing, a man of good judgment, | deceased. ; 
he city of Galveston, who recently spent three or four | 
ths in Honduras, and who charges that this revolution was | ~ pesolred. That as a furt 
“1 in this country and financed by that trust. It is a | deceased the Senate do now adjourn 
tter of common knowledge that for weeks before the J/ornct And that in compliance with the foregoing the Vice President 
ed from New Orleans the whole world was advised, so far | had appointed as said committee Mr. Hare, Mr. Fry Mi 
s the publication and circulation of newspapers could advise | Lopae. Mr. Rayner. Mr. Newtanps. Mr. Suiru of Mi 


t there was in preparation an expedition directed against | Mr. Jones, Mr. Paar. and Mr. Swanson. 


Government of Honduras. The message also announced that the Si te had passed 
Of course it was denied: of course there were efforts made to | following resolution: 
| the purposes of the movement and that a revolution had Resolred. That the & tar lirected 
organized, but it developed after the Hornet had landed | Representa to ret - 
ewhere on the const of Honduras that all the time she was | R 1 Co "to ce } (1 = 7 | ne I “ i 
sting innocence, all the time our Government had been | ry Mal 1 Tow! B ( | r 4 
ble to discover any evidence of guilt, she had been making | Mercer County, N. J 
tion to engage in revolution and had sailed out of the | The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
of New Orleans armed with weapons and ready to wage | the report of the committee of conference on the disag 
cainst a friendly nation. | votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas | the bill (H. R. 28632) making appropriations for the « 
Ss expired. tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 


ur 





'r, SULZER. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. |} and harbors, and for other purposes. 
SLAYDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not time to The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
ni two minutes to the facts I had intended to call to the | the amendment of the House of Represent es to the ! 
tion of this House and to the country in this speech. I | ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 31538) to authorize t! 


ude by saying that, in my judgment, all of those coun- | Pensacola, Mobile & New Orleans Railroad Co., a corporatior 




















existing under the laws of the State of Alabama, to construct a 
bridge over a across the Mobile River and its navigable 
channels on a e opposite the city of Mobile, A 





MILITARY ACADEMY APPBOPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 
{Mr. WEISSE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, on the 3d day 
of May last the Committee on the Library for the second time 
ror abl y reported a bill introduced by me to suitably mark the 
celebrated and historic trail from the Missouri River to Puget 
caend. This trail has been aptly characterized as one of the 
“great battlefields of the world.” More than 300,000 people 
traveled this trail and 5,000,000 head of live stock passed over it. 
The pioneers that went over this trail saved the Oregon country 
to this Nation. Irom every standpoint it is most fitting that the 
Government should in a suitable way perpetuate their memory 
by properly marking the great highway over which they traveled, 
a highway in many respects unmatched in all the great migra- 
tions in the world’s history. This trail was more than 2,000 
miles long and was once grimly and significantly marked by thou- 
sands of bleaching skeletons of the life that failed while tray- 


ersing it. But the weary thousands that struggled over barren | 


wastes and rolling prairies and through mountain fastnesses 
and primeval forests were not, like the semibarbarous hordes 
of old in their great migration, seeking new regions to plunder 
and subjugate; but those who went over the Oregon trail were 
patriots of peace seeking new homes in a great but practically 
unsettled region. This region that they saved to our country 
is among the fairest and most goodly lands of all the world. 
To the memory of those heroes of peaceful conquest too high 
an honor can not be paid by this Nation. But few of that 
mighty host of strong and adventurous men and women yet 
remain among the living. 

But it is not my purpose at this time to make a speech upon 
this subject, but to place in the Recorp, where it may be safely 
preserved for all time, some statements in regard to the sub- 
ject by Hon. Ezra Meeker, of Puyallup, Wash. This great pio- 
neer and patriot has passed his eightieth milestone on the 
great trail that ends in eternity. He writes me that he may 
expect that his journey soon will end, but that while he lives 
he shall work for this project, and that he still cherishes the 


hope that he may be spared to see it completed. To this strong | 


man, so typical of the Oregon pioneer, the chief credit is due 
for arousing an interest in the marking of this trail. He went 
over this trail more than a half century ago. He speaks from 





personal experience. He has recently been over it again, trav- 
eling, as he did the first time, in a cart drawn by an ox team. 
He has by his own efforts, and largely at his own expense, 
located the trail and partially marked it, so that this most 
important work has already been performed by him. 

In a statement made by him and published in the report he 
Says: 

Made possible by the discovery in 1824 of that wonderful gap in the 
Rocky Mountains known as the South Pass, thé Oregon trail did not 
become a national highway until Bonneyville and Wyeth in 1832 and 
1833 traversed the whole length, from the Missouri River to the tide- 
waters of the Pacific. The missionaries, trappers, and traders soon wore 
a visible wagon track to the traders’ rendezvous on the Green River 
and beyond to Fort Hall, on the upper reaches of Snake River, but not 
until the greater immigration of the Oregon home seekers, a thousand 
strong, with their wagon train in 1843 passed over to the Pacific, did the 
Oregon trail become in fact a great national highway. Each year there- 
after wagon trains passed over the whole route to the Oregon country 
in varying numbers, wearing the track deeper and deeper until finally 


the greater exodus of 1852, when a column 50,000 strong moved out 
from the Missouri River and lined the trail with the dead, 5,000 or 
more in number for that one year alone. Meanwhile the Mormon mi- 


gration had followed in the track of the Oregon pioneers for fully a 
thousand miles to the great bend of Bear River. The California move 
ment of 1849 and later also followed in the same track to Bear River 
or to Fort Hall, where the California trail diverged, as did the Mormon 
track also, and bore off to the southwest, while the Oregon trail kept 
teadily on to the northwest 

The trail had indeed become a great national highway 2,000 miles 
long Fully 300,000 people crossed over what might be termed the 
“eastern section” before the advent of the Pacific Railroad, which 
diverts d the later traffic, and the trail again became a solitude, but not 
until fully 5,000,000 head of stock assed over, either east or west, and 
had worn the trail so deep that the track in places might readily be 
mistaken for great railroad cuts 


rhe object of marking this historic trail is the same as the marking 














of any other great battl fe ld of history. The winners of the farther 
West that passed over this trail fought a strenuous battle, and the trail 
became a battle field from one end to the other. Six dead to the mile 
upon a stretch of 400 miles up the Platte tells the ghastly story. Nor 
was this all. The fallen could be counted in groups of fifties and sev- 
enties beyond where this count was made. History does not record the 
battlefield of greater carnage than that of the Oregon trail; neither 
is there any record of so long a trail, or of one that wrought such his- 
toric changes The joint occupancy treaties with Great Britain left 
the settlement of the Oregon boundary virtually to be determined by a 


race as to whom should, as home builders, occupy the country first. 
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The Hudson Bay Co. began bringing in settlers from the Red River 
the North, and not until the ope 


the ( 
the q 
over 
comp 
Briti 

No 


men 
sham 
tude 


ning of the Oregon trail for wag: 


yregon country, with their precious freight of home builders 


uestion settled as to the pre 


that fostered by the Huds« 


sh rule ended 


more heroic act is recorde 
pioneers 


holding firmly the dispu 
were decrying the Oregon 
eful surrender. The Amer 
to those intrepid pioneers, 


ponderance of the American settler 


m Bay Co. Immediately this was 
lished, an American provisional government was formed an 


d in history than this of the Or 


ted territory while many of our sta 


country and preparing the way 
ican people owe a deep debt of 
and their trail should be marked 


the m¢ mory of it preserved religiously as a great landmark in t! 


tory 
great 


likew 


of the Nation not only that 
struggie to advance our 


of our Government. 


In the measure we keep the memories of the heroic past fresh in ¢ 


future gencrations may know that 


national boundary to the Pacit 


ise to keep alive that patriotic zeal so helpful in the perpetu 


minds of our people, patriotic fervor is fanned, the flag more rey 


and our 


national stability better assured. 


t 


a communication that I have recently received from hi; 


Congress, provides for the appoi 


PI 


In 

Mr. Meeker makes the following statement: 
House bill 17436, Sixty-first 

ment 


tary 


of a commissioner “ who shall, under the direction of the s 


of War, erect such monum 


ents and markers of granite and 


material as will designate and locate the general route of the 0; 
the valorous deeds of those who e 


Trail and fittingly commemorate 


lishe 


“i said trail, from the left 


Sank of the Missouri River to 


J 


Sound,” and provided for appropriating $50,000 for the purpose 
carrying out the provision of the act. 
The committee of the Sixtieth Congress reported favorably for 


prop 
part 


riating the sum named in 
of the money should be a 


the bill, and added a proviso t) 


vailable until the Secretary of War. 


satisfied there would be sufficient funds to complete the work. 


The committee of the Sixty-first Congress reported favoring a 
| prop 


whi 
bill. 
Ww 


believe 


h would preclude any possible action under the provision 


hen the bill was first introduced many friends of the me 
enough to “ fittingly commemorate 


d that $50,000 was not 


valorous deed” of the Oregon | 
that the Congress would provide the funds to complete the work 
when the proviso mentioned was added and the amount to be a; 


pria 
mor 
A 


agai 


num 


ted reduced, the few pione 


e energetic action should be 


jioneer, but rested content in th« 


ers left felt the time had come 
taken and different methods em; 


drive over the trail in 1906 resulted in erecting 27 m 
monuments in centers of population in close proximity to je 
but no combination could be formed to take up the work systemati 
and since the appeal to Congress. 

When it became known the committee had reported the Dill r 
mending the smaller sum to be appropriated, measures were tal 
n drive over the trail, trace it from section line to section 
ascertain how many traveled roads cross it, and thereby determine 


ber of markers required, 


estimate their cost, and so arriy 


an approximate estimate of the completed cost of the work. 1 
just spent eight months during the season of 1910 at this work, 


secu 
clost 


red the definite location o 
» approximate estimate of 


f full 1,600 miles of the trail, 
the number of the road crossin 


tr 


n 
in 


riation, but reduced the sum to $25,000, with the proviso as not 


‘ 


will require fully 700 of these markers to fittingly mark the tr fl, 
durable granite monuments to e! 


near 
for 


$100,000 to erect suitable, 
the ages to come. 


The appeal should have been made to Congress in the first plac 


shot 


ild be a national work. The Oregon Trail became a battle 


- 
h 


1 


} 


where the graves were strewn so thickly as to warrant the be lief tl 
), 001 down into oblivion in the shifting 
or under the grinding hoofs of millions of stock upon the return 


not 


in | 


less than 20,000 have gone 


ater years. Fully 300,000 


quarter of a century in which 


tragedies were so great; 


passed over the Oregon Trail 


C t it was used. No other trail is re: 
in history where so many migrated for so long a distance; wher 


played ; and where the historical significance was so great. 
It is not necessary to assert that the Oregon pioneer “ saved Or 


Such an assertion is merely an opinion, but of what we know it is \ 


to r 


know 


ecord. We know the subjects of Great Britain were in full p 
sion of that portion of the Oregon country north and east of the © 
bia River and ruled the country in the interest of the Hudson B 
and we know that when the Oregon Trail was opened to wag 
1843 and the first migration of a thousand people passed ov 
these same people took possession, challenged the British ru 
wrested the control of the country from the Hudson Bay Co., an 


it firmly, maintained it under 


in t 
mas 
the 


he lapse of years and under 


they advanced the American flag westward 2,000 miles. | 


extraordinary difficulties, until 
the pressure of public opinion, u| 


sacre of Whitman, the Congress finally lifted the burden 


shoulders of the pioneers. 


Will this great Nation grudgingly 


the pathway of these great patriots, or will they “ fittingly ” co! 
rate their valorous deed? 


“And Joshua said unto them, 


your God, in the midst of Jor« 
stone upon his shoulder, accord 


Children of Israel, 


‘Pass over before the ark of t! 


where greater bravery and fortitude was 


y 


lan, and take you, every man of jy 
ing unto the number of the trives « 


that this may be a sign among you—that wh 


children ask their fathers in time to come, saying. “‘ What mean } 
these stones?” then ye shall answer them, that the waters of /' 
were cut off before the ark of the covenant of the Lord when it | 
es shall be for a memorial unt 


over Jordan; and these ston 
Children of Israel forever.’ ” ee 

And shall we not say to this Nation, to the Congress, “ Take 
this burden and cast stones upon the track of the pion eers as hal 
ground, trod by the men who 
tion, that their fame shall abi 


sha 


ll be preserved as 


opened the way for this grand 
de with you, and that their very 





ask their father in time to come, saying, ‘What mean i» 
1es?’ then ye shall answer them, ‘These stones shall 


stor 


memorial unto the pioneers who gave their lives that we mig 
this heritage. 


a sign among you, that when your children 


Dp 


I also insert an editorial from The Oregonian, of Portis 
g., of Tuesday, May 17, 1910, in regard to the marking 0 
Oregon Trail, 


Ore 
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M <ING IB ¢ iON TRAIL 
tative HUMPHn! bill appropriating $25,000 to mark the 
m T | was favor reported in the House of Representatives | 
al Capitol se days ago The measure gives the | 
vy of War authority to 1 ve | » con itions to e fund. | 
M er, the v known trail m a ago in Baker | 
‘ lared t f $25,000 inade r vork, and cited | 
' Reosevelt r ition 1 appr n of $50.000. | 
nt for this approp n is familiar ft-told tale, so | 
not necessary to keep on reciting t ignificar his great 
ighw where t migration 1s ( n illeled 
ld’s 1 ry, made its way from Stat of the East and the 
Vest to this Pacific coast ion. Thi id should tainly be | 
i with monuments before the pion $ that know its t k shall 
parted. 
» years, between 1845 and 1870 efore railroad transit began 
) ywulation of some 750,000 made its way to the Rocky Moun 
t n and the Pacific t, probal 500,000 of whom went over 
fly by the Oregon and t Santa Fe trail It is proba 
fe bounds of truth to say that 350,000 people foll 1 the | 


1 trail to their several destinations in the mountain country anc 
T ifi coast. } 


was one of the world’s gr Che route to Oregon 











California was 000 miles lor act rt wastes and moun 
tnesses. Much s been sai Sl and death along the 
ut the tale will never he hundreds of 
ds of people, unlike the semib: rd wh iistory Is 


rope 
irope 





| 
in E nd Asia, soucht the 1 plunder nor | 
ization of other peoples, but for 1 homes in a wilderness. | 
theretofore was almost unoccupied. they cover 
in an unprecedentedly short time. | 
' 

| 





rht not to be difficult to awaken 
I n other i 


ation in Congress, but as 








necessary to go through a pat iminary | 
itiom. The sum of $25.000 will n dd heel | 
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ill also print in the Recorp a little pamphlet published by 


Meeker, called The Story of the Lest Trail.to Oregon, as 

desire, as I have said, to preserve in the 

able contributions that this grand old pioneer has prepared 
the Oregon Trail: 
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let me tell you about the team and outfit, as I know by the questions so 
oft repeated that this is uppermost in your mind. ‘This off ox, ‘ Dave,’ 
came all the wv rom the stockyards of Tacoma and was an unbroken, 
wild Montana range steer. When I yoked him first he never before 
had had a rope on, except when branded. He is 6 years old, weighed | 
when purchased 1,470 pounds, and now weighs 1,735, after having 
tray d on this trip over 2,800 miles, from Puyallup, near Tacoma, to 
this city Seventeen hundred miles out from my home the noble ox 
‘Twist’ died, from eating poisonous weeds, I think. Anyway, he was 
in tter working trim the forenoon he took sick than when the start 
was made and was dead before sunset To m: the ox left I pur- 
chased this fine steer on the near side, ‘ Dandy,’ out of the stockyards 
at Omaha, and broke him in on the way He, too, was a range steer 
that had never been handled. His weight when purchased was 1,470 
pounds. He now tips the scales at 1,625 pounds. 
** PRAIRIE SCHOONER. 

“The wagon is of the type known as the ‘ prairie schooner,’ that was 
in general u 50 years ago—wooden axle, n sitating the linchpin 
and tar bucket, with its swayback bed, which doubtless gave the name 
of this type of wagon, being, as you see, boat-shaped, suggestive of the 





name 


And, my friends, the pioneers of the plains applied this likeness 
in a 


more literal sense than in a name only by utilizing them as boats 


in crossing rivers. I crossed the great Snake River at two places, with 
all of my belongings (except the cattle), with my wagon bed in 1852, 
and small wonder if I should look upon this type of the almost for- 


gotten past akin to a feeling almost of reverence 





“One word as to that faithful companion, the Scotch collie dog 
‘Jim.’ Jim has come all the way, has been a reliable watchman at 
night and cheerful companion of days; always good natured, except 
with the ox ‘Dave.’ They are mortal enemies. 


‘I will now tell you why this trip was made in this old-fashioned 
style. To perpetuate the identity of the old Oregon Trail, to honor the 
true heroes who made it, and to kindle in the breasts of the rising gen- 
eration a flame of patriotic sentiment this expedition was undertaken. 
The ox team was chosen as a typical reminder of pioneer days, as an 
effective instrument to attract attention, arouse enthusiasm, and as a 
help to secure aid to forward the work; and I may say in passing that 


from the Missouri River to Puget Sound 22 monuments of enduring 
stone have been provided for by the people along the trail, and most of 


them are now in place to stand guard for centuries, to the end that the 
memory of the old trail shall not fall into oblivion and be forgotten by 
the generations to come. 

‘‘In one place—Baker City, Oreg—800 school children contributed 
their mites to place a bronze tablet on the granite shaft erected by the 
citizens as a ‘ children’s offering’ to the memory of the pioneers. At 
Boise, Idaho, over 1,000 children contributed sufficient to erect a granite 
shaft 12 feet high, which was placed on the statehouse grounds and 
dedicated in the presence of 5,000 people. Again, at American Falls, 
Idaho, a cement shaft 14 feet high, suitably inscribed, stands in the 
exact track of the trail, within the confines of that growing city and in 
a park dedicated by a generous woman to protect a section of the trail. 
It is known as Pioneer Park. 

** MEMORIAL JOURNEY. 
“And so, along the route this journey came as an offering to gladden 


one’s heart and to give us assurance that patriotism is not dead in the 
breasts of the people, though apparently it may be dormant, and that 
it but needs a spark, if I may be allowed the term, to keep alive the 
memories of the past. 

“The ox team did it. I have seen old, gray-headed men stand almost 
by the hour and gaze at this outfit, seemingly oblivious of all other sur- 
roundings and with moistened eyes as the rush of old-time memories 
we irresistibly take possession of their minds. Do I not see some of 
t m now? My friends of the later generations, take these thoughts to 
your hearts and see if you may not read a lesson that will serve you 
well in after life 

“And who are these pioneers we wish to honor? And what particu- 
lar great achievement have we to record? you ask. Where is this old 
Oreyvon Trail? I will tell you. 

“FIRM BRITISH RULE. 

‘In 1843 nearly a thousand men, women, and children crossed the 
Missouri River, traversed the Platte Valleys, crossed the Rocky Moun- 
tains through the South Pass, thence to and down Snake River to the 
Columbia, and to tidewater in the old Oregon country; the first wagon 
train that ever reached the Pacific coast, and the first real migration of 
hor builders to the Pacific slope. Like a gathering storm of a sum- 


mer day, these people had come together on the eastern border of the 
Indian country from widely scattered districts of the United States and 


pitched their tents near the buffalo herds on the western border of ciy- 
ilization. The Oregon question was unsettled, but hung in the balance. 
The Lynn bill granting 640 acres of land to each family had passed 
the Senate. Whitman, the intrepid missionary, had returned overland 


the previous winter to save his mission, and preached Oregon in season 








and out of season The Government was organizing an expedition 
und the leadership of Fremont to penetrate the dark country, of 
wi so little was known. 
| British ruled Oregon, if not with an fron hand certainly with 
firmness. The word of John McLaughlin, chief factor of the Hudson 
B Co., was the law of the land. He was known as the autocrat of 
thre reat Northwest. A mild-mannered man and, let it be said, a just 
me aye more, a great man; yet he ruled under the auspices of the 
British Empire, and was all the more dangerous to American interests 
ond American rule because of his justness, which disarmed criticism 
\ holding the country with a firm grip for the British Empire. 
1 were the conditions when this first wagon train of home 
b s arrived in Oregon. These intrepid men had built their own 
\ n road for full 800 miles. They had overcome formidable obstacles 
n wing their way. The widely advertised ‘ Pathfinder,’ Fremont, 
had followed their trail instead of pointing the way. Whitman had 
| with them and encouraged them as guide, counselor, and 
in, until duty led him to a sick bed at his mission. If they 
arvation confronted them. Go ahead they must, for retreat 
Wi ipossible. They were not in the position of the Pilgrims landing 
on uth Rock, who could retreat to their ships. These people had, 
ly speaking, burned their bridges behind them. And yet a 
idable task lay in their path. They were intensely American 
! ighest sense that word implies. Go under the British rule they 
w not, and so, before the roofs were complete on the cabins of many 
of | . an American provisional government was formed, and, what is 
1 arkable, in less than two years the British rule was ended and 
oO ecame independent American territory, to become in after 
ye the mother of American States, instead of remaining, as these 
people found it, a British colony. 
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“ TIONOR THESE MEN. 


“It is these pioneers as a class we are striving to honor, not ,; 
ticularly individuals. As I have said, 22 monuments line the \ 
from Puget Sound to the Missouri River to bear witness to the a 
ments of the pioneers. But we are not content to rest here. We y 
a greater monument, a monument of utility, that shall hand down 
all succeeding generations the memory of the old trail and its Plone¢ 
a national highway, to be known as Pioneer Way, from the Miss 
River to the Pacific, a way that shall make traffic practicable by 
trackless car, a road of cement that shall be thronged with « 
generations. 

| “I do not come among you soliciting financial aid, but I do act 
your moral support, so that when this expedition reaches Washi; . 
and the proposition is laid before the President and Congress, they | 

| know there is a public sentiment behind the movement.” , 

| Following the address a considerable amount of Mr. Meeker’s lit 
| ture was taken by the auditors. He will remain in the city 
week arousing interest in his project. 
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| [From the New York Evening Post, Saturday, May 18, 1907.} 

LAST BLAZES ON THE OREGON TRAIL—AGED PIONEERR RETRACED 
MARCH OF 54 YEARS BEFORE—EZRA MEEKER’S JOURNEY FROM Pvy4! 

TO HIS INDIANA HOME—MANY MONUMENTS ERECTED ALONG THE \ 
FAMOUS TRAVELERS WHO TROD THE ROUGH ROADS 2,000 MILES 
THE OREGON AND SANTA FE TRAILS NOW PERMANENTLY MARKED. 

Originally blazed for a portion of the way by De la Verendr 
1742; trodden a distance by Lewis and Clark as they pushed acros 
vast trans-Mississippi empire; worn by the trappers and adventu: 
the first quarter of the nineteenth century, such men as Ezekle] 
liams, Gen. Ashley, “ Jim” Bridger, Campbell, Fitzpatrick, Sublette 
Wilson Price Hunt, and made into a hard and smooth highway }, 
hardy Missourians rushing across the continent in search of ‘gol 
the Mormons seeking a new land of liberty, and by countless soldi: 
fortune, the famous Oregon Trail has at last been rescued from « 
and marked with stone monuments, thanks largely to the work of 

man, Ezra Meeker. 

Starting from his home in Puyallup, Wash., on January 29, 1906. 1 
Meeker retraced his march of 54 years before, back along the Oregon 
to its eastern terminus on the Missouri River, then across Iowa and | 
nois to his Indiana home. As he journeyed, Mr. Meeker interested 
people along the route in the importance of saving the Oregon Trail { 
oblivion. Their fathers and grandfathers had helped to make it, 
the past was in a fair way to be forgotten. The line of a great tr 
continental railroad parallel or covers the old Oregon Trail for 
of its way to-day, but there were detours and stages to be marked | 
they were lost sight of entirely. 

To this old trail, which was one of the great roadways of the N 
a century and a half ago, has become known better than ever t 

resent generation. Between Puyallup and Omaha 19 monuments ! 
heen erected. Ezra Meeker, after a year’s travel, reached his Ind 
home. His journey and his work ended. Not so, the interest in t! 
trail, especially as it follows the marking of another old trail, the 
Fe through Kansas. 

Before tracing the Oregon Trail across the country from the M 
River to the Pacific Occan and counting over those who wore it 
it might be well to summarize briefly Mr. Meeker’s work in mark 

INTERESTING THE PEOPLE. 

After he left his Washington home, more than 2,500 peop! 
tributed to the erection of Oregon Trail monuments. At interva 
the route Mr. Meeker, with the aid of people for whom he and 
blazed the way, erected monuments—a huge stone bowlder | 
cairn of stones there, a signboard or post in another place. In B 
City, Oreg., the monument was erected by contributions received 
800 school children, all of whom were present when it was ded 
At Boise, Idaho, Mr. Meeker camped for several days beside the | 
office. He spoke to the public-school children of his object, and 1 
contributed to purchase the granite monument which will nu 
place where the old-timers passed through what is now a thriy 
The governor of the State and other State officers insisted t! 
monument be erected on the State house yard, and it was dedi 
the presence of more than 3,000 people. 
| To erect a monument at the summit of South Pass, Mr. Meeker t 

eled 84 miles from a post office, and 24 persons who reside in t! 
borhood were the only witnesses of the event. The monument 
on the irrigation survey near Sweetwater, and is 7,450 feet a 
level, one of the highest of such landmarks in the country. 

In many of the towns and places where monuments were « 

Mr. Meeker stayed to see the work done, but in many other i 

he turned the matter over to a local committee appointed f 

purpose. 
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BEGAN ON THE MISSOURI. 

The Oregon Trail began, as did the Santa Fe Trail, leading t 
southwest, at the town of Independence, on the Missouri River 
tically St. Louis was the eastern terminus, men and goods going 
Missouri River to Independence and there taking wagon and 
out either for the Northwest or the Southwest. 

The two trails were the same for 41 miles, when, as the hi 
Chittenden remarks, a simple signboard was seen, which carried 
words, “ Road to Oregon.” That signboard to-day, with its lack of 0 
tion and its epigrammatic clearness, would be worth more than it 
verbial weight in gold to any State historical society. 

There were branch trails that came into the road from Leavenwo 
St. Joseph, striking it above the point of departure from the 8 
Trail: but the Oregon Trail proper swung off from this fork, ! 
steadily to the northwest, part of the time along the Little Blue Riv 
til at length it struck the valley of the Platte, so essential to its \ 
The distance from Independence to the Platte was 316 miles, th: 
reaching the Platte about 20 miles below the head of Grand | 
The course thence lay up the Platte Valley to the two fords, a 
the forks of the Platte, 435 or 493 miles. 

Here at the forks was a point of departure in the old days. 
| chose to follow the South Forks of the Platte, he might bring up 

Bayou Salade, within reach of the Spanish settlements and th: 

the Arkansas, or he might take the other arm and come out 

edge of the Continental Divide, much higher to the north. 
} The Oregon Trail followed the South Fork for a time, then § 
over to the North Fork, at Ash Creek, 513 miles from Independ 

It was 667 miles to Fort Laramie, which was the last post on th 

ern side the Rockies. Thence the trail struggled on up the t 
as it might to the stream, till it reached the ford « 
well up toward the mountains and 794 miles out trom I 


keeping close 


i Platte, 
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‘Fully 5,000 persons laid down their lives in that one year alone “As a highway of travel the Oregon Trail is the most rema 
(1852). for the ourge followed us for over a thousand miles and | known to history Considering the fact that it originated wit 
lined the trail with fresh-made graves, one might almost say, from one | spontaneous use of travelers; that no transit ever located a foot 
end to the othe While th was the chief « se of the great loss of that no level established its grade; that no engine rr sougnte « 
life, there were others contributing, such as the lack of proper food, | fords, or built any bridges, or surveyed the mountain passes : that 
the egular supply and impurity of water, the stifling dust, the anxiety | was no grading to speak of nor any attempt at metaling the 1 
to wear upon the iron will of the strongest Enough has been said to | and the general good quality of this 2,000 miles of highway will 

“ justify me to say that the Oregon pioneers fought a veritable battle in | most extraordinary. ‘ 
their march to the Oregon country and that t ‘Oregon Tr became After describing the general good quality of the trail in tl 
a it battlefield of history This recital. my friends, remem covers days, Mr. Chittenden contirues his narrative: “ But not so yw 
but one year, while the growth and use of tie t l cove riod of | prairies became dry and parched, the road filled with stifling ad 
25 ye irs, in which it is estimated fully 300,000 people over it Bt se beds mere dry ravines, or carrying only alkaline Water, y 
and, as I have said, 20,000 died on the way 0 ud not be used ; the game all gone to more hospitable sections 

, ’ . the summer sun pouring down its heat with torrid intensity It 

** PRESERVATION OF TRIAL then the trail became a highway of desolation, strewn with ‘aba; 

6 Seng er ith si experience and with such men property, the skeletons of horses, mules, and oxen, and, alas! too 
the — — har ies ae ee r| ‘pas ed st to the e: with fre shly made mounds and headboards that told the pit 
Trail’ should yearn to see their track preserved and their history of suffering too great to be endured. If the trail was the 
Sanna We Know by the records that 40 years ago this thought took ro "og tdventure, pleasure, and excitement, so it was marked in 
possession of many minds. We know that it was not from a mi rbid milce Of its course by human misery, tragedy, and death. 
craving for 1 ety, but from a sincere desire that a ee MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
chapter in history should be written. The conquering of arthet ji : . Sek 
iat wise ihe blood of many martyrs, is a theme not ly to fire fhe committee informally rose; and the Speaker having 
the imagination, but likewise to bring or ver thought for the | sumed the chair, a message in writing from the Presid: 


i down to the present San " . . 
ways, to compare the | the United States was communicated to the House of I 





duties of the hour, to preserve the legac) 
generation, to impel the study of the 





present with the past, remembering that all changes are not better- | sentatives by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries, who als 

ments. To preserve the history of a — . a ae ae aa aden ws | Lormed the House of Representatives that the President of 
of tt oS en. ee eee passed brings to the forefront their short- | United States had approved and signed bills and joint res 
comings as well, thereby impelling the younger gene ation to practice tion of the following titles: 

the one and avoid the other,,_ AG eo Mitt thers tigate? Gevaert: | Ob February 17, 1011: : 

meade to ee Te eaten to complete the work. _ Hi. R. 80888. An act providing for the purchase or er 


On the 29th of January, 1906, I left my home in Puyallup, Wash., | within certain limits of cost, of embassy, legation, and cons 
with one ox and one unbroken steer, and this old time wagon now in jynildings abroad. 
your city, built from the remains of three old wagons that had crossed 





> 2 ’ Vahruarw > ‘ ‘ 
over with the throng of 1852-53, and drove out ‘in search of the trail On I ebruary 18, 1911: : " 
and made an attempt to preserve its identity with granit » markers. H. R. 2556. An act for the relief of R. A. Sisson : 
The people turned out almost ea masse, but would not contribute to a H.R. 5968. An act to pay Thomas P. Morgan, jr., a: 
general fund, but would lend a willing hand to erect memorial monu- 


ments in centers of population. I can only give you a very brief ac- found due him by Court of Claims; 
count of that trip. My fortune and misfortunes for the nine months H. R. 6776. An act for the relief of Oliva J. Baker. widow 


required to retrace as best we could the old trail makes quite a story, | Julian G. Baker, late quartermaster, United States Navy: 
but I can only here briefly, very briefly, tell it We could find traces 1 


f it } ind there, and then lose it. Part had been fenced up, the H. R. 13936. An act for the relief of William P. Drummon: 
) t ere anc nere, i } Se . ‘ = = - » °.2 . -_ > 

fields ive, and all visible signs gone. In other places nature had H.R. 17007. An act for the relief of Willard W. Alt: 
been at work. The storms of a half century have ee eee oe H.R. 24749. An act revising and amending the statutes 





» CO ry » river crossings and other landmarks, “ ‘ : i ie 
ae ere. meen Then again, cities have been built over it, tive to trade-marks ; y : 
creat irrigation ditches have been dug, and so it became evident it H.R. 25074. An act for the relief of the owners of 
would be impossible to recover the whole of the old track without more | g¢hooner Walter B. Chester: 


! ans é ‘i l ver, 22 granite monuments give evi S aeamaaele . pe : 
ample —— os ay Sen, Soe ; sente ‘paid for them as I passed Il. R. 25234. An act authorizing the issuance of a pate 
ence o » iteres aken, o ) | ai h J l i 
chen: but when the Missouri River was crossed and a halt made to | certain lands to Charles E. Miller; 
take account of stock, I then more fully realized the work had failed. H. R. 82473. An act for the relief of the sufferers from f 


© . om tne mecceede retting 1 22 monuments, but what |, . 

To be sure, we had succeede d An gettit g up a a a ar | im. China: 

was 22 monuments for a trail 2,200 miles long: A monument rere ee bie cs 

everv hundred miles. On the way many bowlders had been marked, H. R. 30571. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
wooden posts set—but the expedition as planned had failed But Rock River at Lyndon, IIL; 


. : serceas had c » fr £ ‘xpected sale of my little book. ohn : _ 
financial success had come from an unexpected s , H. R. 31662. An act granting five years’ extension of tim 
Charles H. Cornell, his assigns, assignees, successors, ! 
“A resolution was formed 7 . ‘0, W — cao ; a = grantees, in which to construct a dam across the Niobrara R 
’ natneiain aka i ‘ ¢ ns rork ¢ so I ae nontyns i a) 7 vs ee . 
Cen etene Oe ee heaae 1 avers ob o> the White House Grounds, received | On the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, and to cons 
‘om leaving ; , , “j ; ; i { 
instant recognition from the hands of President Roosevelt, followed by | electric light and power wires and telephone line and tr 
the introduction of a bill appropriating $50,000 to —- — work- or electric railway, with telegraph and telephone lines, 
I can not tarry to tell you of the varied fort nes — eset Baccano said reservation : 
ure further than to say that it is now pending in both Houses o on ae . aoe an ; 
ress, and has been favorably reported by the committee of the House IT. R. 81860. An act permitting the building of a wago' 
and amended, requiring an accurate eateente. ot a an —_— trolley-car bridge across the St. Croix River between the S 
the work before any of the appropriation shou d become SS aie of Wisconsin and Minnesota; 
“And so a second trip over the trail became necessary to ascertain S decanieeett ; Se alt . 
ihe number of monuments required, estimate their cost, and report the H. R. 31922. An act to authorize the Virginia Iron, ¢ 
findings to the Congress. And that s = I —_ “ n — wages Coke Co. to build a dam across the New River near Foster ! s 
son just passed. I left my home the 12th of March, and again have aha aN x * sii 
driven over and along near by the trail and have actually re-covered Wythe County, Va.; 


, 


“A NATIONAL WORK. 


1,600 miles of the old track.” H. R. 31925. An act authorizing the building of a dam 
s “And Joshua said unto them: ‘ oe before the ark of - Lord the Savannah River at Cherokee Shoals; 
your God in the midst of Jordan, and take you every man of you a 21098 | GA emittt Vas ; . 
stone upon his shoulder according unto the number of the tribes of the | | H. R. 31926. An act permitting the building of a dam 
P children of Israel; that this may be a sign among you that when , Rock River near Byron, IIl.; and 
your children ask their fathers in time to come, saying, What mean you H. R. 319581. An act authorizing the Ivanhoe Furnace Co! 


yy these stones? s p - on ‘ - re ant « ‘ aeross N 

" “*Then ye shall answer them: That the water of Jordan were cut tion, of Ivanhoe, Wythe ¢ ounty, Va., to erect a dam act 

off before the ark of the covenant of the Lord when it passed over River. 

Jordan, and these stones shall be for a memorial unto the children of On February 20, 1911: 

Israel forever.’ ” > 94799 an . sii . ranreselt S 
‘So say we now, take every man of you a stone to cast upon the | H. R, 24125. An act for the relief of the legal represent 

monument of the Oregon Trail as hallowed ground trod by the men who of William M. Wightman, deceased ; 

opened the way for this grand civilization, that their fame shall abide H. R. 27069. An act to relinquish the title of the United > 

with us and their very tracks shall be preserved as a sign among you in New Madrid location and survey No. 2880: 

that when your children ask their fathers in time to come saying, > wh, annie : oo ae aS I 

What mean ye by these stones? Then ye shall answer them, These H. R. 29300. An act authorizing the Secretary of the 

stones shall be for a memorial unto the pioneers who gave their lives | to sell a certain 40-acre tract of land to the Masonic Ord 

that we might possess this heritage.” Oklahoma: 


H. R. 31066. An act to authorize the Secretary of Com 
[From The History of the Fur Trade of the Far West, by Hiram Martin | and Labor to purchase certain lands for lighthouse purpos 
Chittenden ; published by Francis P. Harper, New York.] H. R. 31166. An act to authorize the Secretary of Com! 
sme » i i L ‘ ‘ 

“This wonderful highway was in its broadest sense a national road, | . ‘ rcchange a certai ; aie: 
although not surveyed or built under the auspices of the Government. and Labor to exchange a certain right of w ay; ‘ 
It was the route of a national movement—the migration of a people H. R. 31600. An act to authorize the erection upon the ‘ 


seeking to avail itself of opportunities which have come but rarely in | Point Lighthouse Reservation, N. Y., of a memorial to 
the history of the world, and which will never come again. It was a . ante iseoveryv ak hs ain: 
route every mile of which has been the scene of hardship and suffering, memorate the discovery of Lake ¢ bamplain ; 


2 yet of high purpose and stern determination. Only on the steppes of H. R. 1883. An act for the relief of John G. Stauffer & S 
Siberia can so long a highway be found over which traffic has moved by H. R. 14729. An act for the relief of Capt. Evan M. Jo! 
a continuous journey from one end to the other. Even in Siberia there 


are occasional settlements along the route, but on the Oregon Trail in ( nited States Army ; : : » i } 
1843 the traveler saw no evidence of civilized habitation, except four H. R. 20875. An act to authorize certain changes in th¢ 
trading posts, between Independence and Fort Vancouver. | manent system of highways, District of Columbia; 





[911. 





HI. R. 22688. An act to authorize the extension of Thirteenth 
Street NW. from its present terminus north of Madison Street 


Piney Branch Road; 

HI. R. 25679, An act for the relief of the Sanitary Water-Still 
and 

Ht. R. 313538. An act for the relief of F. W. Mueller. 


On February 21, 1911: 

Il. R. S699. An act for the relief of the relatives of William 
Mitchell, deceased ; 

H. R. 21965. An act for the relief of Mary Wind French: 

H. R. 26685. An act to authorize E. J. Bomer and S. B. Wil- 
to construct and operate an electric railway over the Na- 
i] Cemetery Road at Vicksburg, Miss. ; 
kt. 26722. An act for the relief of Horace P. Rugg: 

R. 31056. An act to ratify a certain lease with the Seneca 
on of Indians; 

Hi. R. 31657. An act to authorize United States marshals and 
heir respective chief office deputies to administer certain oaths ; 

l 

if. J. Res. 209. Joint resolution for the relief of Thomas Hoyne. 


11 
ii 
1 


1 
i 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
rhe committee resumed its session. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 


tleman from California [Mr. Hayes]. 
\fr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I send a document to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have it read in my time. 
fhe Clerk read as follows: 

SACRAMENTO, CAL., February 22, 


1911—7.55 p. m, 
ll E. A, TIAYEs, 
liouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

As governor of the Stat» of California, I transmit to you the follow 
Ing preamble and resolutions this day adopted by the Senate of the 
Stat California : 

“Resolution by Senator Caminetti. 

“ Whereas it is reported that the draft of the new treaty between the 

United States and Japan, sent to the United States Senate the 1st 


nt by 
t y 


the President of the United States, omits all restrictive fea- 

tures concerning the coming of Japanese laborers to the United States; 

nd 

“ Whereas the Senate of the State of California, relying in good faith 
the assurance from official sources given to the people of the 
during the last four years that the immigration to this country 
h laborers was precluded by a ‘mutual agreement’ between our 

Government and Japan, and that the latter nation was as anxious to re- 


in as we were to exclude them, patriotically and patiently observed 


ess pending negotiations for a new treaty; and 
Whereas this senate notes with sincere regret the reported omission 
1 said treaty of such protective measures as are vitally necessary 
the interests of California and the welfare of its citizens, or in lieu 
f of such provisions therein continuing in force the said ‘ mutual 
nt,” which has in the past been referred to by the Federal 
rities as our shield and protector; and 


Whereas our people have been led to believe and to hope that there 
\ 1 be no surrender of our rights in the premises: Therefore be it 
olved, That the Senate of the State of California earnestly urges 
e resident of the United States to withdraw said treaty from further | 


leration by the Senate of the United States; be it further 
ilved, That we appeal to the Senate of the United States in the 
of the people of the State of California to withhold and refuse 
to a compact fraught with so much danger to our citizens, 
indastrial development, and to our civilization; be it further 
lred, That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Rep 
tatives In Congress requested to use all honorable means to prevent 
tification of said treaty ‘ unless by proper amendment the rights of 
people are fully therein protected ;’ be it further 
Resolved, That the governor be requested to immediately telegraph 
of these resolutions to the President, the respective heads of 
and to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 
“I do hereby certify the above resolution to be a full and correct copy 
the original resolutions as amended in the senate and passed on 
> 22d day of February, 1911. 
“ WALTER N. PARRISH, Secretary of Senate.” 
In accordance with the above, I instruct the secretary of the senate 
wire immediately the foregoing resolutions to the President, the 
spective heads of Congress, and to our Senators and Representatives. 
HirkaAM W. JOHNSON, Governor. 


TS assent 








Congress, 


¢ 


+} 


to 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, the treaty between this Govern- 
ent and Japan, now in force, contains the following provision: 
_, It ls, however, understood that the stipulations contained in this and 
the preceding article do not in any way affect the laws, ordinances, 
nd regulations with regard to trade, the immigration of laborers, 
e, and publie security which are now in force or which may here- 
after be enacted in either of the two countries. 


Th 


Nn 


his character. 
tives of the two countries must have had this provision, as 


eoll 
we 


! as all other provisions of the old treaty, in mind, and they 
st have intentionally omitted from the new treaty all men- 
ton of the “immigration of laborers.” 

the fear of our people is that by this omission, under these 
rcumstances, our Government will be held to have yielded to 
‘yan our right to prevent the coming to our shores of her 
‘borers or her coolie classes. 


nl 


J 
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e new treaty just submitted to the Senate, if we may be- | 
leve the reports in the public press, contains no provision of | 
In negotiating the new treaty, the representa- 
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It may be that in the near future—while the proposed treaty 
may be in force—it will become absolutely necessary to have 
legislation to protect our people from the hordes of oriental 
laborers who, if not prevented, will flock to the United States, 
Under these circumstances, if such legislation should be passed 
or seriously attempted, the Japanese would certainly charge 


us, and justly charge us, with bad faith and a breach of her 
treaty rights. 
I am advised that this proposed treaty gives to the citizens 


of Japan rights of entry, travel, and residence in this country, 
and without any provision in the new treaty like that in the 
old one above referred to, permitting us to exclude laborers, 
clearly we could not exclude them without violating this treaty. 
tut it is claimed that Japanese laborers are now and will con- 
tinue to be excluded by a sort of gentlemen's agreement between 
our own officials and the officials of Japan. If such an 
ment is in existence, and it is pretended to have the force of law 
or to be binding in any way upon Japan, why not incorporate 
such an agreement in the treaty? Binding agreements be- 
tween civilized nations upon matters of this kind are usually 
put in the form of treaties. 

But if such agreement exists it would have no binding force 
upon new Japanese officials. Japan has the ministerial form of 
government, and if to-morrow there should be a change of 
ministry, what would become of this gentlemen’s agreement? 

Stripped of all verbiage and subterfuges, it is proposed to do 
what has never been done by this country for any nation in the 
world, to give up to Japan the right of determining for us 
what, if any, of her people shall have the privilege of entering 
the United States. This is done on the plea that it 
sary in order not to offend the excessive sensibilities 
Japanese people. 

The people of California would not unnecessarily offend Japan. 
They have nothing but feelings of friendship for the Japanese 
people, but the matter of the immigration of oriental laborers 
is of such paramount importance to us that we can not permit 


auscree 


is neces- 


of the 


any danger of such immigration in large numbers without the 
most violent protest. We can not view with indifference any 
action on the part of our Government that would make it less 


able to protect us from this oriental menace than it now is 

I am laboring under the disadvantage in discussing this mat 
ter of not having seen a full draft of the treaty, and [ am quite 
well aware, Mr. Chairman, that this body has no voice in the 
ratification of the treaty in question, but I venture 
the hope that if the interests, not only of the Pacific coast, but, 
as I believe, of the whole country, and its Caucasian civiliza 
tion, be not fully protected by this treaty it may not be ratified 
by the Senate. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, for many days we have listened to 
discussions in this Chamber which sounded the loud alarms of 
war in direful tones. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
SON] gravely assured the country the other day that in less than 
10 mouths we would be locked in death struggle with the E:mpire 


TO eN press 


of Japan, and that in less than 12 months we would be under- 
going the humiliation of temporary defeat. Just a moment 
ago the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs ventured 


the hope that the young men of this Republic would be speedily 


taught to shoot. From every part of this Chamber has been 
| ringing the voices of gentlemen demanding a greater Navy aid 
a larger Army. What does all this portend? Does it mean 
that we have forever put behind us the Republic of the fathers, 








| splendor of armies and military establishments. 


and that we have set our faces toward the dazzling standards o| 
military conquest and glory? The Republic of Washington 
Jefferson and Madison proclaimed the principle of peace wil 
nations and entangling alliances with none. They 
bappiness in peace rather than glory in war. 

When our form of government was in the process of molding 
the immortal sages who sat in judgment upon the of 


hal 
preferres 


I 
| 
I 


lessons 


| history and the experiences of mankind chose for us a Republic 


of peace in preference to an empire of grandeur. These learned 
men were profound students of the world’s history. They were 
familiar with the principles of all forms of government. They 


were not ignorant of the splendor which follows in the wake of 
great armies, great battles, and great generals; but they pre- 
ferred peace and happiness in the homes of the people to the 
These found- 
ers knew that militarism would destroy free government, and 
they were happy in the knowledge that our isolated situation 
made great armies and great generals unnecessary. Prov 
rendered us secure from the wars of the Old World. Great 
oceans lay between us and the tramping soldiery of Europe. 
We occupied the one spot of earth for the successful establish- 
ment of a republic and the pursuit of the arts of peace. 


idence 























Qu yesterday, the anniversary of the immortal Washington, | 





we heard the wisdom and the greatness of that revered patriot 
extolled in eloquent terms by my colleague [Mr. SHEPPARD]. 
Let me take a sentence from the Farewell Address of Washing- | 
' . . . e | 
ton and propound it as an interrogatory to the membership of | 
; | 
this body: | 
W forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why quit | 
our own to stand on foreign ground? Why, by inte iving our des- 
tiny with that of any part of Europe ntangle our pe ind prosperity | 
in the toils of European ambition, rivalship, interest, or caprice 7? 
But we seem to have forgotten the admonition of the fathers. 
We are no longer satisfied to stay upon our own shores and 
pursue the avocations of peace and the enjoyment of liberty. 
We have planted our flag 8,000 miles in the Pacific, to lord it 
over an inferior people. In the West Indies we are hated, be- 


cause we are ever ready to interfere in their affairs. If there 


is a loan to be made in China, this Government interferes to 
see that New York bankers get their share of the investment. | 
We are everywhere busy with the affairs of other nations. 
What must be the result? 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hogson] prophesies war, | 
swift and terrible; the generals and the admirals shake their 


heads ominously and hint at war; the heads of the great supply 
committees that spend the people’s money fidget in their seats | 
and cry out in trembling accents for more money with which to 
purchase powder and shot, guns and ships, arms and armaments. 


Ah, Mr. Chairman, the great trouble with us is that we are 
pursuing a policy which we know is likely to bring war. [Ap- 
plause.] If we were attending strictly to our own business, 
there would be no excuse for all. these mock heroics about war, 


and there would be no excuse for spending these fabulous sums 
of money taxed from the labor of the people. 
ample proof of the fact that military prone to exert 
influence against peace. War their game, and, naturally 
enough, they fret and chafe at piping times of peace. There 
can be no Alexanders and Hannibals without battles, and there 
can be no battles without war. If we listen to our generals 
and would-be generals, every appropriation bill will bristle with 


History gives 
men are 


is 





war preparations, and there will never be an end of it until 
the is a soldier upon the back of every citizen and the neg- 
lected implements of husbandry lie rusting in the fields, while | 
their former users burnish bayonets and black boots in the | 
camps of an army. 


A thousand circumstances ° 


Says De Tocqueville, in his work on Democracy in America 





these evils combined, namely, military glory. 


independent of the will of man concur to facilitate the maintenance 
of democratic republic in the United States. Some of these peculi- | 
arities are known, the others may easily be pointed out; but I shall 
confi! myself to the most prominent among them. The Americans | 
have no neighbors and, consequently, they have no great wars or finan- | 
cial crises or inroads or conquests to dread; they require neither great | 
taxes nor great armies nor great generals, and they have nothing to | 
fear from a scourge which is more formidable to republics than all | 

| 


But these things have changed since this profound student of 
free government analyzed our institutions. We now have | 
neighbors in abundance, for we have set up shop in the back | 
yard of the Orient and stretched our clothesline across the | 
confines of Europe. We now require great armies, great gener- 
als, and great taxes. Where will it all end? Can the liberty of 
the citizen survive? 

I am not a pessimist, Mr. Chairman, but history does not 


encourage me to hope that our free institutions will long sur- | 
vive the time when the military shall be made paramount to 
the civil affairs of our Government. When we send great | 


armies away to oppress our neighbors they will return to op- 
press our own people. 

Rome sent Cresar and his soldiers to conquer the barbarians, 
but he returned with his army to destroy the last vestige of 
Roman liberty and seat himself upon a throne. The people of 
France, in more recent times, employed Napoleon to lead a 
grand army against the neighboring peoples of Europe, but 
when the conquering general came back to France he promptly 
overthrew the young Republic and crowned himself Emperor 
with his own hands. Your great generals.are not Democrats; 
they are not Republicans. They are autocrats who despise the 
civil authority and hate the democratic principle of equality. 

Mr. Chairman, the principles of liberty and equality can not 
live in the military atmosphere. If we would go forth to con- | 
quer and achieve military renown as the Romans did we must | 
expect the fate which befell the Roman Republic; if we would | 
have a Cesar to point his sword against our neighbors we may 
expect that he will at last turn that sword upon us. We can 
not have the glory of a strong government without paying the 
penalty in ruined liberties. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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| than 


| words “for extra pay of officers” 


| This simply corrects it, and makes it 
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av, 


FEBRUARY 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, how 
maining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Three minutes. 

Mr. SULZER. I yield those three minutes to the gentle) 
from Texas [Mr. Dies]. 

Mr. DIES. For one, Mr. Chairman, I prefer to tread in 4 
paths the fathers trod. In my opinion it is not nearly so 


much time have I ; 


| portant that the young men of this country should be taught 


shoot as it is that they should be taught the dignity of labor aya 


I had rather see our people ha 
illustrious; I had rather behold peace in the home th; 
glory in the camp. I love the flag of my country, and beea) I 
love it I would haul it down whenever it floats over a conqu 
people; I would stay the onrushing flood of undesirable iy) 
gration to our shores; I would have this great Republic att 
to its own business and cease meddling with the politics 
Europe ; I would cease spending the millions of the people in the 


| making of great armies and great generals, and give more oe 


couragement to those who labor in the farms, mines, and { 
tories. I would mold fewer bullets and print more books: J 
would build fewer battleships and erect more schoolhouses. | 
would spend less money for destruction and more for co 
tion. [Aplause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The time of the gentleman has agai 


‘ 


pired. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For pay of cadets&, $300,000. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there is an err 
printing the bill, and I desire to offer an amendment, w) 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, to be put in between lines 5 and 6 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For extra pay of officers of the Army on detached service at 


| tary Academy: 


_“ For pay of one commandant of cadets (lieutenant colonel) 
tion to pay as captain, $1,140.” 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. 


Mr. Chairman, in the printed b 
is left out, and the 
filling the position of commandant of cadets has been ¢! 
to a man of lower rank the estimates were sub 
Under the law he is entitled to the pay of lieutenant « 
what 


since 


is necessary 
the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike o1 
last word, simply to put in a letter of the Secretary of W 
regard to the detail of officers, so that Members may ha 
privilege of reading it in the Recorp. I that it sim) 
inserted in the Recorp without reading 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be inser 
the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The | 
hears none, 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


The question is on agreeing to the a: 


ask 


WAR DEPARTMEN 
Washington, February 18 

Str: In connection with the statement of the Hon. JAMEs I 
Virginia, before the House of Representatives, as _ reported 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of February 16, 1911, in which refe 
made to the number of officers detailed as instructors at t! 
War College, Military Academy, Fort Monroe Artillery Sch 

other schools as follows: 

“T have in my hand a statement furnished to me at my rr 
the Adjutant General of the Army, showing the officers of t! 


who are detached from their regular service and assigned to dul 
as instructors or as students at school, as of date January 1 


and I say that there are 22 student officers here at the A! 
College and 14 instructors. There are at the Military Academy 
Point 81 officers detailed as instructors. At the Army Service 


at Leavenworth, Kans., there are 67 student officers and 22 inst! 
At the Fort Monroe Artillery School there are 14 instructors 
students; and there are at these schools altogether 179 stud 
148 instructors, including the officers at West Point.” 

I have the honor to say that the statement as printed was app: 
misleading, as indicated by the debate which followed, and I su 
following memorandum which, in my opinion, more fully pres 
facts: 

ARMY WAR COLLEGE. 

Mr. Hay states that there are at the Army War College 14 inst 
and 22 students. The word “ college" is used in a broad sense, 4! 
14 General Staff officers on duty in the War College Division 
General Staff are not instructors in the ordinary sense of the W 
there were no student officers whatever there the services of 
General Staff officers would be needed in the work of securing an’ 
piling military information, and preparing plans, maps, etc. 
custom of foreign services were followed there would be a great 
more than 14 General Staff officers on duty in the War Coll 
vision, even if there were no student officers whatever. Student o! 


are not a necessary adjunct of the War College Division, but 
officers in this division are a carefully selected body of men and 
available an immense amount of information advantage is taken 
opportunity to use them as instructors of a class of carefully 
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rs, who are detailed for a period of one year for advanced military 
s in the art of war. | 
WEST POINT. 
Mr. Hay states that there are 81 instructors on duty at West Point. 
suuld be borne in mind that among the 81 detailed officers on duty 
Military Academy are included the superintendent and his staff, 
irgeons, quartermasters in charge of construction, etc., and the 
s on duty with the troops. Besides the 500 cadets there is on 
at the Military Academy a full battery of Field Artillery (155 
ted men), the complement of officers for which, under existing law, 


‘There is also a full troop of Cavalry, the complement of theers 

which, under existing law, would be three. There is a detachment of 

eers, which is practically a company of 100 men, and would ordi- 

! y be entitled to a complement of three officers. There is also an 

\ y Service School detachment of 225 men. Altogether there are 700 en- 

ed men on duty at the Military Academy, almost the equivalent of 

iment, the legal complement of officers for a regiment being 51. 

rhe number of officers at West Point is proportionately high because 

rps of Cadets is only 80 per cent full. A full corps would require 
few additional instructors. 

COAST ARTILLERY SCHOOL. 

It is stated that there are 14 instructors and 40 students at Fort 

Monroe. ‘There are only 10 officers on duty at Fort Monroe on instruc 

1 duty exclusively. The remaining four officers perform duty as in- 

st tors in addition to other duty. In mentioning the number of stu- 

dents, omission is made of the students in the department of enlisted 

specialists, where there are 60 enlisted men under instruction as elec 

tricilans, engineers, mechanics, etc. A correct statement would be that 

t are 10 instructors and 100 students, rather than 14 instructors 

and 40 students. 


1 \ 
\ 


OTHER SERVICE SCHOOLS. 
No detailed reference is made by Mr. Hay to the exact number of 
ficers and students at other schools, but it is stated that, including 
Point, there are 148 instructors and only 179 students. As a 
matter of fact, at the Mounted Service Schcol at Fort Riley, which is 
apparently included in this, there is also a department for the instruc- 
tion of enlisted men, known as the School for Cooks and Bakers, and 





inother for the instruction of horseshoers and farriers, with a total 
ibout 440 enlisted men under instruction, all of whom are under the 
instruction of these officers. 
CORRECT STATEMENT. 


Based upon the above figures, a more correct statement of the facts 


would have been that there are 148 officers on detached service as in- 
structors. These officers, in addition to other duties, instruct 1,179 
students, of whom 179 are student officers, 500 are cadets, and 500 
enlisted men. 


CIVILIAN SCHOOLS. 
Subsequently, in the course of debate, reference was made to civilian 





Ki is. There are 64 officers of the active list detailed as instructors 
a ilian educational institutions. At these schools there are 19,653 
students enrolled, making an average of one officer for every 307 students. 


Very respectfully, J. M. Dickinson, Secretary of War. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEB ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last two words. I notice there is an item here for the 
pay of the master of the sword, $2,400. The duties of this offi- 
cer are about similar in character to the duties of the master 
of the sword at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, are they not? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The master of the sword has a fixed 

y by law; he has the pay of a first lieutenant. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Are his duties similar in char- 
acter to the duties of the master of the sword at Annapolis? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am not familiar with the duties of 
he master of the sword at Annapolis, but I can say that the 
master of the sword at West Point is a very valuable officer. 
There is a provision of law to the effect that when he dies or 
retires his place is to be filled by the detail of an Army officer. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. A statement was made during 

‘ consideration of the naval bill that when the contest was 
held for the sword championship of the United States the prize 
was carried off by the Naval Academy last year. I think that 
Statement was made in debate, and I understand that the in- 
struction there is imparted by a $1,600 a year officer. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The law fixing this rate of pay was 

ssed several years ago. This is simply carrying out the law. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I am not attempting to make 

oint of order on the paragraph. I am simply seeking infor- 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I know that all the authorities insist 

that the man at West Point is an exceedingly valuable man, and 

‘ know that at the request of the Academy some six or eight 
's ago his pay was fixed at that of a first lieutenant. The 
VY at the same time provided that when he died or retired 

‘ place should be filled by the detail of an officer of the Army. 

HUGHES of New Jersey. I am simply trying to get some 
ation, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The contest between these two acade- 
varies from year to year. Sometimes one wins and some- 
the other. We are all proud of both of them. 

‘tr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I understand that, but I was 
< to discover some reason, if there is any, for the disparity 

ompensation of these two officials, one man getting $1,500 
year, I think, and no rank and no right of retirement, and 
cUcally a civilian employee of the Government, whereas the 


er man gets $2,400 a year, rank, and the privilege of retire- 
Wient, 


rhe 


} 
oll 





Mr. MANN. But the Navy man has an sistant and the 
Army man has not. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. That is the informa I } 
trying to get. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

or extra pay of one sergeant of en s, acting f t sergeant, S108: 
Provided, That hereafter the pay 1 all in : t 
sergeant of the United States Military Academ nt i 
neers shall be the same as the pay and iY fa t serg t of 
& company of engineers: And pre l furth t when an ig 
first sergeant of the detachment of engineers may | after be retired, 
his retired pay and allowances shall be the same a pay and \ 
ances of a retired first sergeant of a company of ¢ s 

Mr. MACON. I reserve a point of order for the purpose of 
asking the gentleman in charge of the bil! the necessity for this 


provision. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. They have recently added for educa 
tional purposes a detachment of engineers to the force at West 


Point. In place of taking a first sergeant from his company, 
they have detailed a sergeant, and made him first sergeant of 
that corps. He performs all the duties of a first sergeant. 

Mr. MANN. An acting first sergeant. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. He is an acting first sergeant al! the 
time he is there. There is a bill now before Congress making 
this detachment of engineers permanent. In that event there 


would be a permanent first sergeant there, and this law would 
be of no effect. But we have not acted on that yet, and while 
I am rather of the opinion that it will come back here on this 
bill, I do not know that I ought to say that, but I have an inti- 
mation that it will be done; and while I think it is good legisla- 
tion, we have not acted on it yet. As long as this man is acting 
there and performing all the duties of a first sergeant, there 
no excuse for not paying him as a first sergeant. 

Mr. MACON. What is the difference in the compensation he 
is to receive? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. One hundred and eight dollars a 
and we provide for that for this year in this bill. The only a 
ence will be that if he is kept there until he is an old man and 
retired, his retirement will be as a first sergeant. 

Mr. MANN. This makes that the law. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 


is 


vear, 


iter 


Mr. MANN. Whereas the appropriation would only for the 
|; hext year. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; and under this provision it will not 


be necessary to carry this special appropriation next yea 
Mr. MACON. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For clerk to treasurer, $1,800. 


Mr. MACON, I reserve a point of order on that paragraph. 
I notice the committee have increased the compensation of this 
clerk from $1,600 to $1,S00. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes; that is correct 

Mr. MACON. While the salary of the clerk to the adj it, 


in the paragraph just above, remains at $1,500. Why should 


this increase be made? 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. This increase is made because of the 
long service of the man and the very excellent record he has 
made, and it is urged strongly by the officers of the academy. 
We believe it is only just that after his long years of 
he shall have an increase from $1.G00 to $1,800 

Mr. MACON. Are his duties any more tedious or ex ¢ 
than those of the clerk to the adjutant? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The adjutant has more help and the 
duties of this clerk are more arduous. He is a first-class ! 
He has been there a great many years, and with the cost of 
living and all we thought this increase only fair. He is ¢ uy 
to be an old man and is so efficient that they regard bh as 
worth even more than that. They have been urging tl 
crease for some time, and the committee believed that in W 
of all the facts submitted it was a very moderate inc 
If he had been in a department here in Washington, I will say 
to my friend that he would have been up to $2,000 a year long 
ago as a department clerk. I think this proposition is a ry 
fair one. 

Mr. MACON. I do not know: but it appears to me that a 
clerk of this character, when he gets a salary of $1,600 a vear, 
is getting a little more than the average clerk that performs 
services in other positions. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman let me read w! Ss 
said about him in the Book of Estimates? 

Norr.—This amount is for the cashier and confidential clerk 
treasurer of the Military Academy. He handles and responsi 
all the money transactions of this office. This requires the serv 
not only a clerk of excellent habits and utmost integrity of characte 
but one of considerable skill as an accountant. He has been em; \ 
by this office in various capacities for 50 years and entirely worthy 


of the increase in satary requested. His duties are of such a nat 


ervices for additional hours and on Sundays 


gentleman that if this had 


cl p in the Treasury Dep: 


Same man a 


a ) fore th Now, it is as expensive to live at West 
I as it is in Washington. It is not like a village or a 
country town. I know my friend from Arkansas wants to be 
fair io these people who work for a low salary, and I sincerely 
hope that he will not make a point of order. 


Mr. MACON. In view of what the gentleman from Iowa has 











said I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows 

For pay of chapel organist and choir t $20 

MM OLCOTT. M ( irman, I rise to offer an amendment 
to e out, in line 9, page 14, the word two’ and insert the 
word seventeen.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read follows: 

’ 14, line 9, strike out the word two” and insert tl word 
a en,” so as to read “ $1,700.” 

Mr. HULL of Iowa Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I 
have no desire to detain the committee with an explanation, but 
the military school ed for this at seventeen hundred dollars 
a yeal We now pay two. The committee thought that 9200 
was sufficient at this time 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, the reason I offer fhe amend 
ment is that when $200 was paid for an organist it was for 
services held in the old chapel, where I think there was not 
even a pipe organ installed. There is now at West Point one 
of the greatest chapels in the country, and where an organ has 
bee n propriated tor to cost $10,000, Now, ho ol who knows 
anything about the pay of an organist and a choir master would 
contend that they could get an organist to play this organ for 
S200 a year. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I gather the impression that 
at $200 a year the department would be pretty well satisfied for 
this <t fiscal y the one for which we are appropriating in 
this | The $10,000 organ has not yet been installed. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Am I not right in saying that it is being 
erected now ? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I do not think so. I was in the chapel the 
other day. It is a very beautiful building, and, in my judg 
ment, it is one of the most beautiful buildings I ever was 
also, in my judgment, it is one of the most inexcusable pieces 
of extravagance that the Government ever indulged in. TI thi 
to erect a $400,000 chapel for a school was a thing that ought 
to | e made the American people indignant, and I believe tha 
when the knowledge sifts through their minds it will. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I do not think that is a question to be con 
sidered here now 

Mr. SLAYDEN. No; but. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this 
$1,700 ought to be appropriated 

Mr. OLCOTT. Well, Mr. Chairman, the organ in this new 
church will not be played upon by anybody that you can get for 


$200 a 
will pass, 
Mr. MACON. 


year. Therefore I offer the amendment, and 


I hope it 


ASS 


Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment 


offered by the gentleman from New York. To increase the com 
pensation that the committee thought was not worth more 
than $200 to $1,700 strikes me as being inexcusable in the 


extreme, 


Mr. OLCOTT. Will the gentleman from Arkansas yield to me 


for a moment? 
Mr. MACON. Yes. 
Mr. OLCOTT. The man who performs the service for $200 


and the one who will perform it for $1,700 are not performing 
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irtment he would have had $2,000 ter 
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to play a melodeon or a large pipe organ. If we build a big 
city organ we ought to have somebody who can play upon 
Mr. MACON. I think the committee ought to have this ; 
* investigated before we act upon it. 

Mr. OLCOTT. If you get some person who will be em 
at $200 a year, the chances are that your $10,000 orga: 
be ruined. 

Mr. HAY. I would like to know why the gentleman t 
is necessary to provide for this $1,700 man until we hay 
organ. 

Mr. OLCOTT. 
of erection. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I was all through the building a 

and I found no evidence of any 
ing for an organ of that kind. 

Mr. HAY. As a matter of fact, the superintendent o 





I felt quite certain that it is now in p: 


p 
icy 
construction in that b 


aZo, 


| academy said it had not been completed, and it is not com) 


to j 


a like service at all. You can not get a man to play a large 
church organ for the same price that you can get one to play | 
the small organ that was in the old chapel. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I understand that; but the | 
com! tee in charge of this bill had all this matter under con- 
ideration, and they have reported the bill to the House, and 
say by that act that they think $200 is enough. They have 
reported other increases that were in reason, and nobody up 
to i bjected to any of them, but if Members are | 
gol in ases of this character, then I must insist on 
kn every increase that is offered, because it is going 
too judgment, to increase salaries from $200 
$1,700 at a clip. We ought to proceed by degrees in matters of 
this kind and not by leaps and bounds. I hope the gentleman 
will not insist on his amendment. 


Mr. 


course 


OLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I will ask a vote on it, of 


It is only a question of the employment of somebody 


and the gentleman wants now to appropriate money for a pos 
tion which can not be filled, and nobody knows when it 
filled. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 

from Texas [Mr. will 

essary for the coming fiscal year and that the org 
now commenced, I will withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


the statement of 
and the statement 
SLAYDEN] that this | 


Chairman, from 


gentleman 


hie 


lor pay of one clerk and stenographer in adjutant's off 
immed ‘ly available), $1,000 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of ord 
that. This seems to be the creation of a new office. 

Mr. ILULL of Iowa. It is, but it is to take the place of 
that was abolished, as I remember now. I can tell th 
tleman in a minute. 


Mr. MACON, It is on page 15, beginning with line 6 and 
ing wi line 7, for one clerk and stenographer in adjut 
oflice (to be immediately available), $1,000, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the ¢ 
man from Arkansas that there is a change in clerks by 
ordering away of clerks that have been heretofore em; 
there. There are some seven or eight clerks, I think, 
gether—I can look the matter up and tell the gentlem 
actly—that have heretofore served in the Military Aca 
but have been paid out of the Army appropriation bill. 1 


Adjutant General of the Army, in pursuance of the orders 
his chief, notified the Military Academy before these est 
submitted that those clerks would all be ordered 
from the academy, and that the academy must provide 
‘erks. The gentleman will find an increase of clerks | 
the academy to make up for those who have been ordered 


yere 


and that have been paid out of the Army bill. They asked 
2 larger increase of clerks in the Army bill for departmen 
headquarters and military posts and we cut that down, a! 
took these away from the Military Academy. It is an it 


the item, but the same number of clerks practically would 


employed at West Point as have heretofore been en 
They have been paid out of the Army bill, and in taking 
away they wanted a stenographer to be made imme 
available. 

Mr. MACON, Is the expense reduced; that is, the appr: 


tion reduced that they have been heretofore paid? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; it was not reduced because | 
was an increase given to the Army, but if there had bes 
increase given there would have been a decrease here. Het 
fore they were paid out of the Army bill. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of or 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of 2 book sewers in bindery, 1 
SOG0. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there is an error tl 
the Innguage of the paragraph, and I move to sirike 
after the word “ bindery,” in line 11, down to and includ 
word “month,” in line 12. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendmen! 


at $24 3 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Pa 16, line 11, strike out all after the word “ bindery d 
neluding the word “ month,” in line 12, 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed 


rhe Clerk read as follows: 

All the money hereinbefore appropriated for pay of the M 
Academy shall be disbursed and accounted for by officers of t 
Department as pay of the Military Academy and for that pur} 


constitute fund. 

Mr. BCRLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out th 
word. I do this for the purpose of asking the chairman 0! 
committee a question. 


one 


I want to ask the question I asked 
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I 


nutes ago, whether it is true the academy is below its full 
of students, 
HULL of Iowa. Y« and always is. 

[ BORLAND. How much below? 
HULL of Iowa. I think about 120 cadets now. 
BORLAND. What is the capacity of the academy? 
HULL of Iowa. I do not know that I can answer that 





is 391 for Members of Congt 10 for the Presi- 


Aas = 
nd 92 for Senators, one for each Territory, and one extra 
\lembers whose cadet is in the senior class—about 600, 
AND. So it is short about 120? 


lowa. It is all of that short. 

How long has that condition continued? 

, of Iowa. It und some- 
rhere 


I 
iL of 
I 


varies, sometimes more 


s les have always been cadets going out, occasion- 
ie will die, and a great many fail in their examinations, 


etimes they are discharged for hazing. I think that is 
gentleman wants 

BORLAND. that is not what the gentleman wants, 
will get to that. I want to know this, Wh 

tage of practically 2 per cent in fl 
iL of Iowa. One there are none coming 
have just received a notice that both of the 
the principal and the alternate, had 
the midwinter examinations, 
f umber of cadets who are “ plucked,” as it is called, 
their examinations, and it vari owing 
ability of the class, and for other reasons. 

LZER. And in that 


the 
Vv . 
No: 


I at is the 


reason 
le acaAdeHIN 

For 
en | 


both 


is, 


minated, 
esides, at there is; 


ve not passed 


Sl connection allow nie t 
tleman one of the reasons the at West 

up to the maximum in numbers the Mem 
f Congress do not make their appointments as regularly 
edily as they should, and another reason is that a great 
young men appointed by Members of Congress fail to pass 


to 
Point 


av 
»} > 
CiASSes 


is because 


dwinter examinations, and the consequence is there is 
me, and probably never will be a time, when all the 

it the West Point Military Academy will be full and 

e. Lask the gentleman in that connectic f his cadet 


the academy ? 


Mr. BORLAND. Yes, 


SULZER. Then the gentleman's district represented. 
e many districts, however, that are not represented, 
urged by the officers at the academy that Members of 

s should do the best they can to keep their districts 


esented. This will far to obviate the evil of which the 
eman complains. 
Ir. BORLAND. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will 
t the chairman of the committee and a 
d on this subject, that it 
of over a million a 
1 expenditure that it ought to result in all the practical 
to the country that hat kind of an 
tien. Certainly a shortage of 20 to 25 per cent continu 
not explained by death, dismissal for 
ie. It must be explained on some other ground. The 
nh says it due to the f that many Members fail 
nt and that many of the men appointed fail in their 
nations. If the Members fail to appoint, there must be an- 
y of keeping the academy filled, because surely we can 
running an expensive academy by depending upon the 
s or whim of 391 Members of Congress and 92 Mem- 
We must have the Army supplied with 
fact, as I understand it, that nearly 60 
officers were appointed from civil life. Is it 
better men of whom to make 
idemy than in it? 
ssible that the best condition of affairs that hap 
Ss that 60 per cent of the officers must be appointed from 
e? If so, that is an argument against the entire academy, 
le academy the purpose of training 
cers and can only result in obtaini from the academy 40 
of the officers needed, then clearly the men appointed 


o 
Lo 


say, in view of 
ranking Det 
to me that the 


re 
Lal 


noe 
seems appro- 
vear to maintain a school is so 


is possible from t 


resignation, or 


is act 


the Senate. 
lt is further a 
the 


here are 


of 
officers 


outside 


can 


is kept up for ole 


vil life ean take care of the whole job if necessary. 
lid by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Surzzr] 
of the appointees fail, id I knew that to be true 
inted a man who had the advantage of one of the be 


ools in the West, the 

e is fully the peer of any 
ve that a man that rone through a good school 

| be qualified for the first vear’s at either of the 
les, especially if he has gone through a high school that 
ove the average of the ordinary rural, country high sehool. 
fems that that man could not get into the academy until he 
ne to some special instructors and taken further tuition 
mathematics. In other words, there was a young man who 


one at 
high 


Kansas City, which I 
school in the country. I 
has 


class 
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his odern day 
he c L mm s ex \ \\ 
a special, and, second, a f | 
restoration and reappoint 
qualified man I could find 
dignitary in the Episcopal ¢ 
would disqualify him phys \ l ‘ 
Academy, and yet ‘ | : 
a spe tral Y th 
mate vy wre , b 
seems to me we go ll t] ‘ 
of our officers from ci\ ft \ 
better than the ordinary hich-s " 
not take the ordinary h sc] 
schoois of the untry re Miss [ 


States, and s t them thi rh the M \ 
Mr. TILSON Wi he nt 
Mr. BORLAND. Yes 
The CHAIRMAN rhe 

| Mr. | 


Mr. Sl 


Bortanp] kas expire 
LZER Mir. ¢ 
the gentleman's ‘ iy be 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there 
‘There w wo object 
Mr. TILSON. May I 
Ir. BORLAND. Yes 


Mr. TILSON, Does he ders ad t Gs 
olficers being pointed ev 2 tiie \ 
that of the officers now he Army 60 
civil life? 

Mr. BORLAND. I see here v Ve 
understand about 6O pe or 1 
were appointed from ciy ife, but I « ce 
the gentleman says I might 1 » been in l to 
per cent of the appointments lay are fi ( 


not inders and 
Mr. TILSON., 
are taken mn iil fe 


fr 
BORLAND. 


that way 
Not more tl ©" per cent of t (ice 


Mr. Why should that be so 

Mr. HAY. I would like to ll the gentlem 3 
ke will permit me, to the hearings in this ‘ ! 
question. Gen. Barry, the Superintendent \ I 
being examined as to why the corps of w 
and he stated, among other things, the g f n f 
York [Mr. SuLzer] has said, that the Members ‘ 


Senators do not appoint, 
created. He al 
very I 
provem 
nation 


and 
so stated that in ea 


jut he we on and said 
that regard, that as the result of 
hole got 


and only six of 


therefore 
vear 
the w first class 
third class, 
were declared inefficient I think that on 

Mr. BORLAND. Now. is it not true that if a Me 
Congress appoint within a certain time the 
ment lapses to the President of the United St 

Mr. HAY. It : of Wa 

Mr. BORLAND. That ’ 

Mr. HAY. But the gentleman will understand f1 


exercise that, beeause they do not w 


Pichi’ 
is a pl i 


fats To 


lay ses to the Secretary 


a Member of the House or the Senat 
the appointment 


the 


tunity to make 





Mr. BORLAND But if iw provides I t 
ment shall be made 
Mr. HAY. I do not know that th LW ‘ 
it is simply in the discretion of the Secretar W 
Mr. BORLAND. It seems to me l 
expected to exercise, if it is necessary to kee} ! é 
of the Academy 
Mr. HAY. The gentleman knows how 
knows that the Secretary of War or the Secré 
would not take away from a Senator or a ¢ 
to make an appointment en | told 
would be sent in in a few days, or so! sucl el 
The CHAIRMAN The time of tl gent 
The ¢ will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
F ainta ¢ the children’ 
Military Academ ng hor 1 t oy 
$3,520 
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, it seems me ther 


take here, in the proviso at the bottom of }: 
| Mr. HULL of Iowa. This is the child 
Mr. 'TILSON. Then we have a provision fo1 b 
| engine in the next paragraph. 





} oh ‘ ley 
through, “ hol 














Mr. HULL of Iowa. That does not apply to the school. 

Mr. TILSON. It does not apply to the chemical fire engine? 

Mr. HULL of lowa. No. 

Mr. TILSON. It seems to follow the chemical fire engine as 
if it would apply to it. 

Mr. LiULL of lowa. The chemical fire-engine item was put in 
there after the bill was prepared. The proviso applies to all 
foreizn publications, foreign professional books, and so forth. 
It dees not apply to anything except foreign publications, no 
matter where it goes in 

Mr. TiILSON. It seems to me it should go in in connection 
with the library. 

Mr. HULL of Towa It has always been at the end of the 
whole provision, as it is in this bi It does not make any 
difference where it is; it only applies to the one provision now. 
If the gentleman will notice he will see that it has always come 
in before “ Buildings and grounds.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I plastet 1 other models, 1 f s, and! s to illustrate the 
facts geok j tog yhy phy l lr the processes 
and 1 Its of the u ul arts f the a wir. f fications, artil- 
lery nd the like, to displa) i n the walls of th dings of the 
aci mv, $5,000 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
on the paragraph just read, for the purpose of getting some 
information from the chairman of the committee. T will ask 


the chairman of the committee, Does this item propose to appro- 
priate for some relief work ou the exterior of the buildings? 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; it is intended to put some models 
and plaster casts inside for the students to study. I do not 
think the item is subject to a point of order, because it is in 
line with the subjects decided on for the instruction of the 
students. It is in accordance with the plan for carrying out 


the course of instruction. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It is for laboratory work and purposes of 
that kind? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It is for instruction of cadets. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the reservation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For continuing the work of increasing the efficiency of the United 
Stat Military Academy, West Voint, N. Y., and to provide for the 
enlargement of buildings and for other necessary work of improvement 
in connection therewith, as authorized in acts of Congress approved 
June 28, 1902 (Public, 181), April 28, 1904 (Public, 192), March 3, 
1905 (Public, 137), and June 28, 1906 (Public, 310), in_ accordance 
with the general plan approved by the Secretary of War January 27, 
1904, to remain available until expended, $300,000 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order on that paragraph. I notice that the phraseology—— 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I hardly think it is subject to a point 
of order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman said that a moment ago, 


but in this case I may be more intent on the point of order. 
I would like to inquire if it is intended to insert this amount, 
$300,000, for the enlargement of the academy buildings: 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. This is part of what has been author- 
ized, and, as I understand, it completes the amount that has 
been authorized. They asked us this year to increase the au- 


thorization, and we declined. This is for the buildings already 
authorized, and it is within the limit of cost. 


Mr. STAFFORD. I wished to ascertain that information, as 
to whether it was in addition to the amou heretofore au- 
thorized. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; it is in addition to the amount 
heretofore appropriated, but not in addition to the amount au- 
thorized. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If it is within the amount heretofore au- 


thorized it is subject to a point of order. May I inquire 
what is the purpose of the appropriation of $300,000? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. We appropriate each year under the 
authorization. This $300,000 completes the amount authorized 
by Congress and fixed as the limit of cost and is for continu- 
ing the erection and completion of buildings already authorized. 

Mr. STAFFORD. ‘There is no new building contemplated by 
this appropriation? 


not 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; that is to say, there will be new 
buildings built out of this appropriation, but buildings that 
have been approved; the plans have all been made for them. 
It is for carrying on the work, and with this appropriation 


stops the construction of new buildings, or the commencement 
of the construction of buildings, unless Congress authorizes an 
increase in the limit of cost. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the gentleman a statement of the total 
amount that will have been expended under these various enact- 
ments, with this $300,000 included ? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Seven million five hundred thousand 
dollars. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. In what period of years has that amo 
been expended? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I would not like to give that off-ha; 


but it runs over a period of some 10 years. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Not earlier than the 
here of 1902? 


first act mentio 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. IT should think not. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Then it is very likely within the last s 
or seven yvears? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think it is more than seven y 
That is my recollection, but it is off-hand. On page 59 of 


hearings the question was asked: 
What 
did not 
That is the additional $3,000,000 they want. 
gentleman what they say here, 
Mr. STAFFORD. They are exercising their propensity 
more appropriations to the amount of $3,000,000 only ? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, I will say to the gentleman that 
first act we passed limited the total to $5,000,000, as L re 


additional 


authorize it 


buildings and improvements would be left 


‘ 


I can read ti 


now. [ xm not speaking with absolute accuracy. Aft 
planus had been approved, and after some appropriations 
been made, Congress increased the limit of cost to S7.500/ 


I will say to the gentleman that that is not unusual. becaus 
the case of the Naval Academy—and I am not saying this 
the purposes of criticism or comparison, but simply as a f 
they started out with a proposition for than 
and then it was increased to $8,000,000, and finally the 
of cost was increased to $12,000,000. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It would not be unusual for them to 
for this additional $3,000,0000 in excess of the authorizati 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. They have already done that, | 
have not reported it, and so far as the Committee on Mi 
Affairs is concerned, it is not before Congress, because we f 

to report it. It would be subject to a point of order if 
should make it, and we do not believe they ought to have 
authorization. But a future Congress may give such au 
zation. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 


less SS.0KK0 


I withdraw the point of order. 


Mr. HULL of lowa. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
mittee do now rise and report the bill to the House with 


recommendation that the amendments be adopted, and that 
bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker hay 
sumed the chair, Mr. Dopps, Chairman of the Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 32486) 
ing appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, 
had directed him to report the same back to the House 
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the a1 
ments be agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any a 
ment? If not, the vote will be taken on the amendments 
gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and rr 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time and pas 
On motion of Mr. Huxyt of Iowa, a motion to reconside 

last vote was laid on the table. 
RETURN OF A BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT—HELEN 8S. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following mes 
from the President, which was read: 

To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the request of the House of Repres 
tives of February 21, 1911 (the Senate concurring), I ! 
herewith House bill No. 25081, entitled “An act for the 
of Helen S. Hogan.” 


HOGA? 


Wa. H. 7 
THE WHITE House, February 23, 1911. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the mess: 
lie on the Speaker’s table. 
There was no objection. 
TARY. 


CODIFICATION JUDIC 


Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. 
the rules, take from the Speaker’s table the b 
codify and revise the laws relating to the judiciary, and 
out reading strike out all i » al 
in lieu thereof, without reading, 
23377) to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating 
judiciary, as heretofore amended in the House, and ask 
i ference with the Senate. 


OF LAWS RELATING TO THE 


Mr. Speaker, I move to sus 


17 7 


£ Qi EN 


fe ? ly ‘ *? ,er i 
aber tue enactiin Chil 
ae 4 9 


the text of the b 
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rhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion. 
» Clerk read as follows: 


to suspend the rules, take from the Speaker’s table the bill 
to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judici- 


nd, without reading, strike out all after the enacting clause and 
n lieu thereof, without reading, the text of the bill (H. R. 
77) to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary, 


eretofore amended in the House, and ask a conference with the 


fhe SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. SHERLEY. I demand a second. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHER- 
a member of the committee, demands a second. Under 
rule a second is ordered. 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I desire to make a pariia- 
ry inquiry. 
1 SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
\ir. HUGHES of New Jersey. On the last day on which this 
| was discussed in the House—that is, the House bill which 
now proposed to substitute for the Senate bill—there was 
ding an amendment which had been voted upon and upon 
1 tellers had been demanded and ordered, as I recollect 
transaction, but before the vote was taken by tellers the 
House adjourned. 
rhe SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
[Mr. Moon] would not cover anything except the amend- 
that had been agreed to. It does not cover anything else. 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. That amendment had been 
defeated by division. 
The SPEAKER. It is a question of fact. On the statement 
of the gentleman from New Jersey the division was going on. 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The amendment was defeated, 
t the result was not announced, because a demand for tellers 
as made and tellers were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. There is nothing journalized except that 
h is agreed to: and from the statement of the gentleman 
om New Jersey the House was dividing. 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I might say in addition that 
e announcement had been made by the Chair that the amend- 
ent was defeated. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know anything about it 
t from the statement of the gentleman. 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing to 
pon this matter unless some gentleman asks me a ques- 
This bill has been before the House for consideration on 
) or 10 different days, and I think everybody understands the 
le of the bill, and I prefer for the present to confine 
f to answering questions, which I should be glad to do. 
Mr. GARRETT. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques 
The effect of the motion is to include all amendments that 
been agreed to in the House? 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Absolutely; yes. It so states in 
otion. The effect is to carry into conference all the 
dments that have been adopted by the House. 
. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield me five minutes? 







} MOON of Pennsylvania. I will yield the gentleman five 
GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for the motion 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania for this reason: 
ire included in the bill now amendments of vital in 
e, and this Congress can enact good legislation by pass 

bill with those amendments. But I think in fairness 
should be said to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
this bill comes back from conference with these amendments 
inated the pressing necessity for passing it will also be 
atid 
ere are involved here amendments that are far-reaching 
mendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [M 
[,pIson], which was adopted, the amendment offered by myself 
lh was adopted, the amendment offered by the gentleman 
Kentucky [Mr. Tnromas], which was adopted, and the 
ents offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
tT], which were also adopted, improve this bill, improve 
w, and make it worthy of passage. But if these amend 
re eliminated in conference, then there is no pressing 
ity for passing the bill. 
vish to be entirely candid about my position on it. I shall 
to send it to conference because of the valuable amend 
that are placed on it. I shall vote against any confer 
rt which does not include the fundamental propositions 
ed in at least two of these amendments. 
_ Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentleman 
trom Tennessee would name those amendments. 

Mr. GARRETT. I shall be very glad to do so. The amend- 

; proposed by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Maprson] 
ind adopted by the House provides, in substance, that the dis- 
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trict Federal courts shall not interfere with 
executing a State law, when its constit ‘ 
volved, until that law has been passed upe 


court of the State. Then, of course. an apnea 


writ of error from the suprem ourt of 
Supreme Court of the United States 

The amendment proposed by myst 
which prevents the removal of causes bi 
of a State against corporations to a | 
ground of diversity of citizenship of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Tenn 


pleted his statement. That amendment does 


removal of causes from a State court to a Fy 


ground of citizenship. It affects corporations 


Mr. GARRETT. I thank the gentleman. 
that it prevented removals of suits brought 


} 


on the ground of diversity of citizenship of the 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It changes the « 
poration is a citizen in the State of its forma 

Mr. MANN. And makes it a citizen in the 
does business. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It makes it 
State that it is doing business 


Mr. GARRETT. Yes; practically, though 


terms. For jurisdictional purposes it will | 


removals are involved. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri That ought to hi 


long ago. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentle 
has expired 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I will yield 
two minutes more. 

Mr. GARRETT. The amendment of the 
tucky [Mr. Tuomas] was simply to raise 
$2,000 to $5,000. As the law now 
the ground of diversity of citizenshi 
the Federal court where the amount involv 


amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 





from $2,000 to $5,000. The amendment of the 


Indiana |Mr. CuLtor] is upon a question of } 


question of removing the judge upon the aflid 


Mr. MANN. A change of venue 


ren 


Mr. GARRETT. Yes; a change of venue. 


of the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. Bart! 


abandoned property claims: that is his pri 


There are a number of other amen 
adopted, chat 


secession as the *“ Civil War,” rathe 


fined heretofore in the law, the “ War of the 
are the five amendments which have been ado 
as of great importance, and in order to i 


1; } 


which I am willing to vote for the motion 


from Pennsylvania. 


Mr. MOON of Pennsylya . Mr. Speaker 
tleman desires to ask further questions, I w 
ance of my time and ask the gentleman 


employ his time. 
Mr. SHERLEY, The gentleman from Te 


RETT] has stated very aptly some of the chiei 
were put upon the bill in committee. As |] 
conferees, it is perhaps not out of place tha 


statement, in view of what the gentleman 


conferee I should, of course, feel obligated 
conferees of the Senate the adoption of a 
he House has placed on the bill, but I we 
have it understood now that I agree 
ments that in the event a nfe 
containing everything that the House l 
bill that the bill should be defeated 

The situation i practically his: V 
the rules and the passage of th bill 
will be no change of law either in th 
bv the gentleman fre ix ess r 
which are the result of the bor of the 
reported the bill in the first instance lo 
reported, was a good bill, justifying its 
fect bill—and it could and has been pe 


amendments, but irrespective of those 
I believe that the bill ought to pass. |! 
statement, so that there may be no misu 
position. 
Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yie 
Mr. SHERLEY,. For a question. 
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Mr. GARRETT. This bill of the committee does make a | racy in others. Yet there is nothing in there as to the num! 

rather fundamental change in the merger of the circuit and | of volumes these people may publish and send out, how n) 


the district courts. The reasons have been presented for oppo- 
sition to that, and I say very candidly to the gentleman that 
they do not appeal to me sufficiently to induce me to vote 
against the bill, but that does involve a considerable change in 
the law. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; it changes the law in that respect. 

Mr. GARRETT. So that it is not altogether correct to say 
that this bill contains nothing except existing law. 

Mr. SHERLEY. No one has said it except the gentleman. 

Mr. GARRETT. Now, may I ask the gentleman if we can 
be assured of a vote upon these amendments in conference? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, in the first place the bill has 


not reached a stage where there is even a conference ordered, | 


and I presume at that time when a conference is ordered by 
the House the gentleman’s question would then be in order. At 
this time we do not even know that there will be a conference 
or but what the Senate may accept the House bill. 
reason J made the statement was this: I did not want my side 
of the House to consider that the passage of this bill under 
suspension of the rules obligated the conferees to favor the de- 
feat of a conference report unless it had in it an acceptance 
of the various amendments that the gentleman enumerates. 

Mr. GARRETT. No; no; and I hope the gentleman will 
understand I did not, in anything I said, mean to undertake to 
bind the conferees. I was speaking for myself and outlining 
ny own course of action. 

Mr. PARSONS. Was not this merger of the circuit court 
with the district court in the report of the commission which 
was specially referred to the joint committee and had been 
agreed to both by the Senate and the House? 

Mr. SHERLEY. It was; and not only is that true, but*this 
other fact is true. This House has, day after day, on calendar 
Wednesday, practically considered everything in the bill. There 
are only a few pages containing matter which, so far as I know, 
would not be the occasion for any difference of opinion or dis- 
cussion, and certain amendments pending that are unacted 
upon, and the proposition now before the House is this, Whether 
we shall suspend the rules and pass this bill by striking out all 
after the enacting clause of the Senate bill and substituting 


the House bill, so as to make it a basis for conference, or 
whether we shall let the work of several years fall to the 
ground and have to be gone over again in another Congress? 


This is all I desire personally to say. 
gentleman from Missouri 
now do so. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, this bill contains so many good 
features in the condition in which it left the Committee of the 
Whole that I quite agree with the gentleman from Kentucky 
that substantial progress has been made. If the bill can come 
back from the conference in anything like the shape in which 
it goes from the House, it will be a very desirable step for us 
to take. There is one feature, though, in view of his remarks, 
that he will probably as a conferee be obliged to sustain the 
amendments of the House, to which I should like to call atten- 
tion, because I believe it has not been adequately discussed in 
this House. On last Wednesday an amendment was submitted 
by the gentleman from Illinois providing for the purchase (page 
2621 of the Recorp) for the United States circuit and district 
judge at every place where the circuit and district court is held, 
and for various other officials of the United States therein enu- 
merated, a set of private reports known as the Federal Re- 
porter. This Federal Reporter, as most of the gentlemen in this 
House know, and all lawyers know, is a private set of reports 
published by a private publishing company, containing what 
they choose to publish of the decisions of the United States 
circuit and district courts. There is no other set of reports 
covering that exact ground. Now, I understand the fact is this, 
that these publishers for years have presented to the circuit and 
district judges of the United States a set of these reports as 
they were issued upon the consideration of reviewing the sylla- 
bus which was put on them, so that as a matter of fact the 
judges have a private set of these reports already. Now, it is 
proposed to spend $150,000 to buy complete sets of these reports 
from the beginning. This establishes these private reporters 
as official reporters of these United States district and circuit 
courts. We do not seem to have undertaken to follow the plan 
in the Supreme Court report, nor to make the Supreme Court 
reporter extend his duties over these other courts, but we are 
going to place the stamp of official approval upon a set of 
private reports. This amendment was offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois, who usually is most careful in the amendments 
and bills which he proposes and sometimes insists upon accu- 


I promised to yield the 
[Mr. BorLtanp] five minutes, and I 


The only | 


| their volumes shall contain, nor the size of their volumes. ‘| 
can send out 10 or 12 just as well as one—— 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman understands, of course, it 
subject to appropriations by the Congress. 

Mr. BORLAND. Certainly; but after 
law 

Mr. MANN. Ah, but if they try to fake any volumes on 
there are plenty of men here to watch that. If they try 
force a number of volumes that ought not to be published, ¢| 
will be no appropriation made for them. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman does not mean to say t] 
usual safeguards should be left out of a law because you « 
put a check on the appropriations to stop it? 

Mr. MANN. I do not know what the safeguards would | 
I do not remember whether I offered the amendment or not. 

Mr. BORLAND. I see by the Recorp he did. 

Mr. MANN. If I offered the amendment, I offered a bil! ; 
an amendment to the bill after discussion, which bill was pro 
posed and reported upon by the committee. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 
he referring to an amendment that is substantially the sam 
Senate bill 179, concerning which all of us received a le 
from the Keefe-Davidson Co.? 

Mr. BORLAND. I believe that is the bill. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Frankly, I will say to the gentleman, 
letter I received rather convinced me of the correctness of t! 
position of this company in complaining of the action of Co: 
gress, and I feel that I can say to the gentleman that he n: 
not have any fear on the part of the committee that the « 
ferees will embody in this bill any provision undertaking 
give a monopoly to any particular law publishing company, or 
provision so loosely drawn as to permit the unnecessary issu 
of reports of the decisions of the Federal courts. 

Mr. BORLAND. That is the only purpose I had in mind 
calling this matter to the attention of the House at this time 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will recall the amendment t! 
was offered and reported by the Committee on the Judiciary 
the House and that. it passed the Senate, and that we inserted 
in the amendment the amendment of the gentleman from \Wis 
consin [Mr. STarrorpD], so that this would not be limited to « 
company or to one set of reports. 

Mr. BORLAND. I am aware of that. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman calls attention to the amend- 
ment I suggested, namely, after the words “ Federal Reporte: 
which was adopted 

Mr. BORLAND. I understand that. Yet, the gentleman y 
readily see that if we authorize by law the purchase of | 
volumes of this particular set of books, it is manifest there » 
be no competition by somebody else, who would have to go | 
work and get up a complete set of back reports before they « 
reach the point of competition. That sort of amendment d 
not cure the situation at all. If the gentleman were pro} 
to buy reports from now on it would be a different matter. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I would suggest to the gentleman, if | 
will permit me, that the amendment would permit the De} 
ment of Justice at any time, if they became dissatisfied wit! 
Federal Reporter, to substitute another set of reports, wh 
could be continued from the time when the Federal Repo! 
would be continued. 

Mr. BORLAND. We could always repeal this law, of course. 
But after we have made an expenditure of $150,000 on a | 
ticular set of reports up to that time, under what circumstances 
can a new company compete? 

Mr. MANN. The old reports and the new ones have no | 
tionship with each other. The Cooperative Report of the Su 
preme Court reports is just as good as the old reports, and t 
new reports have nothing to do with the question of the « 
reports. No lawyer pays attention to the number of the rej» 
but the time of it, 

Mr. BORLAND. It is perfectly true, as the gentleman siys 
that we can refuse appropriations and adopt another sys 
but why put into the law a provision so loose that it wi 
quire the action of executive officers or action of Congr 
eorrect those particular things? If we design to have a sy> 
of reports of the circuit and district courts of the United S 
why not provide how those reports shall be gotten up, wha 
shall contain, how much matter shall be in a particular | 
and that the copyright or the matrices shall belong to the © 
ernment of the United States, so that reproductions ci! 
made after they are out of print, and so on? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman [1 


is 


it is authorized 





Is 





| Georgia [Mr, BRANTLEY]. 








1911. CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. BRANTLEY. 








Mr. Speaker, I dislike exceedingly to stand 


for any delay in giving to the country this codification. We 
ought to have the codification, for I think there has been much 
excellent work done on it. We have waited, however, for this 


wlification a great many years, and, for my own part—and I 


k I speak for the bar of the section of the country from 


{ 
W 1 I come—we are willing to wait a little while longer for 

before taking it at the expense of abolishing the circuit courts 
of the country. 


| do not believe it is wise. Mr. Speaker, to uproot and over- 
turn a judicial system that has been in existence since 1789, 

d do it without hearings, without discussion, and without 
understanding by this House of the significance of the act. I 
have heard it said that the bar of the country favor this reso- 
on. I have to receive the first letter from a member of the 
anywhere in the United States in favor of it. I have re- 
d letter after letter from some of the best lawyers in the 
country protesting against it. 

| would like to see stricken from this bill all that part of it 
destroys and uproots the circuit courts. I do not know, 
have said heretofore, of any way to do that by amend- 
because the change that has been made runs through some 
) sections of the codification. The only way I know of to reach 
s to defeat the codification now, and then at the next 
Congress let us have a corrected codification, limited 
purely and simply to a codification. Let us then insist that any 


Ses- 


sion of 


( ces in substantive law that are deemed desirable shall be 
proposed in a separate bill or bills and be considered by them- 
selves before the appropriate committees, where they can be 


perly understood and dissected and a righteous conclusion 
reached in reference to them. 

I do not know whether it is true or not, but of the 
able lawyers that sit at the other end of the Capitol have raised 
ihe question that this codification not only abolishes the circuit 
; but abolishes also the circuit court judges. 


some 


CoO 

Mr. MANN. It would not be a great loss. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. It is a very serious proposition. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield for an 
interruption ? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I want to ask the gentleman 
whether in his judgment that is true—whether he is not con- 
vinced as a lawyer that it does not do anything of the kind? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I might be able to answer that question, 
Mr. Speaker, to the satisfaction of my distinguished friend 


from Pennsylvania, or I might not; but whatever my opinion 
might be after careful consideration, it would be but the opin- 
ion of one lawyer in opposition to the opinion of far abler 
should I reach the conclusion suggested by my friend 
Pennsylvania. The suggestion presents a grave question, 
id yet this Congress is proposing to settle it, or it is proposed 
that this Congress shall settle it, without investigating it, with- 
out considering it, and without understanding it. 

ir. PARSONS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Ir. BRANTLEY. I will. 
Ir. PARSONS. Can not that point be covered by a very 
simple amendment providing that the offices of the circuit court 
judges be not abolished, inserting same after the first clause of 
m 274? A very simple amendment would cover it. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. It is covered. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. You can, by simple amendment, save the 
circuit court judges, but you can not by that method save the 


wvers, 


sec 


court itself, and it is the abolishment of the circuit court that 
I object to. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Wil! the gentleman let me make a sug- 
Mr. BRANTLEY. Yes. 
rhe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
\fpr 


lr. SHERLEY. We could not save the cireuit court clerks, 
who are responsible for most of the antagonism that exists 
‘ainst this proposition. 
Mr. BRANTLEY. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
time in which to answer him? 
Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 
‘rv. BRANTLEY. I will state to the gentleman from Wen- 
that I am informed that, so far as the circuit court 
Ss are concerned—and my information comes from high au 
'y—that there is no disposition or purpose or intention on 
rt of the codifiers to abolish them, except perhaps in 
and that they are not in jeopardy. But I scorn the 
‘stion, Mr. Speaker, that the great bar of this country is 
ted in opposing this revolutionary proposal simply by the 
(eration that they would like to take care of a few circuit 
clerks. For my cwn part, when the American Bar Asso 


I fue 


( iT 


“on, by a solemn resolution, requests this Congress not to do | 
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this thing until it can be tnvestigated and understood. I do not 
propose to dismiss their resolution upon the supposition chat the 
American Bar Association is simply interested in preset ea 
few oflices for a few men. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, neither do TIT. But when the 


American Bar Association, after an investig 
tion of this subject, has reported in favor o 


tion and examin: 
this exact chat 


a 
i 
re 


[ prefer the opinion of that association, the result of that study, 
rather than a subsequent request to delay in order that anothe 
meeting of that association may have time to study tke qu 
tion. 


This matter has been thoroughly discussed and understood in 
this country for several years past. Speak ' 
sonal knowledge of the bar of my city, it 
formally before them, and I have received no protest from any 
of the lawyers of my city or State. 
practically no protest from the bar of America. 





ne owl 


of my 


has been brought 


This committee has received 


Now, it is true that this matter has not been considered by 
the Committee on the Judiciary, but it was considered by a 
joint committee of the Hiouse and the Senate. It was consid 
ered by a commission created for the purpose of codifying the 
laws. It has been considered by the Senate of the United 
States, and so far there has been no opposition of mom t to 
it. Individual gentlemen have differed with the plan, as the 


distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BRANTLEY] has, but 


this House must not understand that this is some scheme that 
has been born overnight and has simply the support of tli 





members of this committee that reported it to the House 
Mr. BRANTLEY. Will the 
Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 


gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. BRANTLEY. The gentleman does admit that it changes 
a system which has been in existence since 1789, and that it 
has never been considered by a legislative committee of this 
House. 

Mr. SHERLEY. In a sense that is true, and yet it is true 
that the original plan that created the circuit court of appeals 


contemplated just that which is embodied here: and if any ian 


can state any logical reason for the existence of this condition, 
save that it has existed in the past, I have yet to hear it. Why 
should we have a situation where the average lawyer who goes 
into a Federal court ¢an not tell whether he is in the dist t 
court or the circuit court? The logic of the case is to make the 


district court an exclusive nisi prius court and make of the cil 


cuit court an appellate court. 

Mr. PARKER. You leave the trial court with a single judge, 
and if he gets sick or old, you can not replace him except by 
getting details from other districts 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman is stating a condition that I 
do not think necessarily exists as the result of this change 

Mr. PARSONS. Did not the House of Representatives in 
1891 pass a bill embodying that which we now have in this bill? 

Mr. SHERLEY. As to that I bave ne personal memory 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, [ understand the 
time of the gentleman from Kentucky has expired 

The SPEAKER. The genileman’s time has expired 

Mr. MOON of Penusylvania. How many minutes have I 

The SPEAKER. Tweive minutes. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I do not propose to occupy mo! 


than five minutes of my time. 

It does seem to me, after the extended d ussion on the floor 
of this House respecting this subject, that nothing more need 
be said about it. I am astonished that the gentleman from 
Georgia should reiterate statements that have been so 
clusively disproved by the facts submitted to this House. The 
most preposterous suggestion that ever emanated from any body 
is that which now comes from a segment of the American Bar 


Association, that we should postpone consideration of this sub 


ject until they have had time to examine it 
been 


has 


Why, gentlemen, it an acute fi 12 years 
It was introduced upon the floor of the Senate by a bill pre 
pared by the American Bar Association. After the House |! 
of 1891, providing for the abolition of the circuit court, was so 


amended by the Senate as to defeat that provision, that associ 
tion drafted the first bill that ever brought this subject } 

the country in a bill. Nay, Mr. Sneaker. 
man upon whose letter the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bra 
LEY] to-day relies in part, Mr. Wetmore, was the man who drew 
the bill. He was then chairman of the committee on Fed 
legislation of that body, and he was the man who wr 
letter to Senator Hoar, which covered the ground so effe 

that Senator Hoar filed his letter as a report to accompany 

bill that the Judiciary Committee of the Senate filed in a fa 
able recommendation of that bill. I read it to this House a few 
days ago. The gentleman from Georgia knows what he said 
in that letter, that he had consulted every prominent Federal 


separate more 
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judge in the country, that he had consulted all the leading law- 


yers in the United States whose opinion upon this subject could 
be obtained, and that the opinion was so absolutely unanimous 

{ \ absurd to consider it an open question. And yet 
he g leman comes to-day and attempts to reopen that proposi 





ich has been so effectually closed, and to ask further 


a to enable the American Bar Association to examine into 
the wisdom of this change. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand a vote upon the bill. 

The question being taken on suspending the rules and agree- 


; ae 
g oi lyank 


to the motion of Mr. Moon Penns) 
demanded by Mr. BRANTLEY) there 

Accordingly (two-thirds voting in 
were suspended and the motion agreed to 


a division 

ayes 130, noes 11. 
thereof) the rules 

- and the Speaker an- 


1, on 


} 


wert 


ir 


LAVOr 


nounced as conferees on the part of the House Mr. Moon of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Parsons, and Mr. SHERLEY, 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, by 
direction of that committee reported the bill (H. R. 32909) 
making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, which 


was read a first and time, and 
pi referred to the Committee of the 
state of the Union and ordered printed. 2230. ) 
Mr. FITZGERALD reserved all points of order. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I give notice that I shall call 
this bill up for consideration to-morrow morning. 


second with 
Whole House on 


(H. Rept. No. 2235 


ipers 


the 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I present a 
unanimous report of the conferees on the river and harbor biil 
for printing under the rule. 

The conference report (No. 
lows: 


‘ 


na 
_——_t) 


6) and statement are as fol 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
28632) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17, 18, 

17, 61, 87, 91. 


That the House recede from 


PN 


su, 


its disagreement to the amend- 


ments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9, 11, 12, 14, 16, 19, 
20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 
41, 42, 438, 44, 45, 46, 48, 49, 51, 52, 58, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 
62, 63, 64, 66, 67, 68, 70, 71, 72, 73, T7, 79, 81, 82, 83, 84, 88, 889, 


90, 92, 98, 94, 96, 9S, and agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis 


agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


the language proposed insert the following: “Improving Wey 


mouth Fore River, Mass.: Completing improvement below the 
Quincy Point Bridge in accordance with report submitted in 
House Document No. 1334, Sixty-first Congress, third session 
$140,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its dis 


agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5. and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the language proposed insert the following: “Provided, That the 
project for improvement below said bridge may, in the discre 
tion of the Secretary of War, be so modified as to allow the 


widening of the channel of the river at bends wherever con 
sidered desirable in the interest of 
p 


commerce and navigatior 
ided further, That no additional work shall 


r 





] be done under 
this authority which will increase the total cost of the project 
given in report submitted in House Document No. 441, Fifty- 
ninth Congress, second session”; and the Senate agree to the 
me, 
\mendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its dis- 
reement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 
of the language proposed strike out the words “to the Caro 
lina Beach Pier” and insert in lieu thereof the words: “and 
the Carolina Beach Pier’; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its dis- 


agreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amendment proposed insert the following between lines 22 and 
23, page 15, after the provision for the Coosa River: “ The 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empowered to enter 
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| and 


pletion, shall become the property of the United States, 
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into contract with the Ragland Water Power Co., its succ 
or assigns, hereinafter designated ‘the contracting part 

complete the dam heretofore partially constructed by th 

ernment at Lock No. 4 on the Coosa River, the wor! 
be done under his supervision and control, and in accord 
with the present adopted project and any modification the; 
that he may deem proper: Provided, That the contracting | 
shall furnish all materials, of every character, and pay fi 
labor required in the construction of said dam, which, upon « 


( 


il 
all costs, claims, or charges of any kind whatsoever: P) 
further, That the terms of this act and any stipulation whi 
Secretary of War may deem necessary to safeguard the inter: 
of navigation and other interests of the United States sh: 
embodied in any contract entered into as aforesaid. The 
tracting party shail begin the said work within one year f; 
the approval of this act, and shall complete the same w 
three years from the date of commencing construction ; other 
the authorization hereby conferred skall be void and the 1 
hereby conferred shall cease and be determined, the Gover 
reserving the right to commence and finish the work, if d “d 


; | advisable, at any time before it is commenced by the contr: 
accompanying | 


party; or, if begun and not carried out 
the directions of the Secretary of War, the Government 
assume the completion of said work at its option, the « 
such completion to be paid by the contracting party: Pr: 
That the Secretary of War shall determine from time to 
whether the work is being properly done. In consideratio 
the completion of said dam free of cost to the Government 
contracting party is hereby granted such rights as the Gi 
ment to use the water power produced by said 
for manufacturing and other industrial purposes for a 
of 50 years: Provided, That the plans for the necessary 
and structures to utilize said water power shall be appro 
the Secretary of War: Provided further, That the right 
erved to the United States to construct, maintain, and 0; 
a forebay and lock for navigation purposes in connectio 


in strict conform 


l OSSESSEAS 


le 


said dam, and nothing shall be done in the use of the 
from said dam or otherwise to interfere with or in any way 
or retard the operation of said lock or the proper and « 
navigation of the river at all times, nor in any way to i 


with the use and control of the same by the United States 
inaintenance of the water surface above the dam at the « 
lished pool level; and the Secretary of War is hereby aut 
to prescribe regulations to govern the use of the said 
power and the operations of the plant and force emplo) 
connection therewith; and no claim shall be made agai 
United States for any failure of water power, resulti 
any cause whatsoever: Provided further, That the co: 
party shall furnish to the United States, free of cost, su 
tric current as may be necessary for operating the Gove 
lock and lighting its buildings and grounds: And provid 
ther, That the contracting party may have ingress and 
over Government lands in the construction and operatio! 
plant. The Secretary of War may require the contracti 
to execute a bond, with proper securities, before the co 
ment of the work, in such amount as he may consider n¢ 
to insure the beginning, prosecution, and completion of t] 
and mpliance with the terms and requirements of 
and in case of failure to comply with the requirements « 
bond the contracting party shall forfeit to the United St: 
full thereof : 


v4 


cl 


amount Provided, That a suitable force 
spectors shall be employed on the work by the Secr 
War, at the expense of the contracting party, to se 


plans and specifications and the terms and requirements 
the conditions of the contract are strictly car 
Congres rves th ight to alter, amend, or repea 
privileges hereby conferred, and the United Sta 
incur no liability because of the alteration, amendment 
peal thereof: Provided, That to insure compliance 
terms of this contract, or to protect the interests of na\ 
and other interests of the United States, the Secretary 
shall have power, at any time, to order a suspension of al 
ileges hereby granted, and a compliance with sueh ord 
be enforced by an injunction of the court of the United 
exercising jurisdiction in the district in which the 
situated, and proper proceedings to this end shall be in 
by the Attorney General upon request of the Secretary 0! 
Nothing herein shall be construed as in any way abridg! 
exclusive jurisdiction and control by the United States « 
Coosa River, and of any structure therein, or as repeali 
modifying any of the provisions or laws now existing for 
protection of navigation. The contracting party, in consid 


S res e ] 


Wi 


\ 


tion of the privileges granted hereby, must, under such 
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} 
sas the Secretary of War may require, obligate and bind | language proposed insert the following: “ New York Harbor, 
_ its successors or assigns, to raise the height of said | New York, with a view to securing increased width and depth 
at Lock No. 4 3 feet, and shall stop the leaks above | of water from a point at or near Southwest Spit, northwest of 

I No. 4 by which water escapes under such dam, so far | Sandy Hook, New Jersey, through Lower New York Bay, Rari 
as the same can be done, and to keep said leaks stopped so} tan Bay, and the channel between New Jersey and Staten 
f ; it is possible so to do. In consideration of making said | Island, New York, to the channel in Upper New York Bay 

vements, the said contracting party shall have the right | and the Senate agree to the same. 

f se said dam during low water to such a height as may be Amendment numbered 65: That the House 


ssury to give it a storage basin above the dam, in order that | disagreement to the amendment of the Sen: numbered 65, and 
develop and operate a water power: Provided, That the | agree to the same with an amendment as f W After the 
said storage dces not interfere with navigation: Provided fur- | word “Creek” insert the words “ Craven County”; and the 


Phat the said contracting party shall pay all damages in- | Senate agree to the same. 
curred by reason of overflowed lands. Beginning with the | Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede ft its 

1925, the contracting party shall pay to the United | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and 
s s for the power: due to the natural flowage of the river | agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the fi 

im of $1 per 10-hour horsepower per year: Provided, | line of the language proposed, strike out the word “ Ceia” 
fhat in case the natural flowage of the river is increased | insert the word “ Ceiga ”; and the Senate agree to the same 
at this point by storage reservoirs above this point, the Amendment numbered 74: That the Ho 
power cempany shall have the right to lease, for a period not | disagreement 
exceeding the life of this authorization, the increased power due | ag 


ise recede fro ts 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and 
ree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


to suid storage, and shall pay on all power above that due to | the language proposed insert the following: * Bayou Lafourche 
| il flowage of the river, as increased by local storage at | La.. with a view to securing a depth of 20 feet at its mouth 
1) No. 4, the sum of $1 per year for the first five years, | and the Senate agree to the same, 

$2 per year for the second five years, and thereafter $3 per year | ‘ 40 


Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede fr its 


for each 10-hour horsepower sold or used, or in lieu of above | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and 

payment may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War. pay | avree to the same with ah amendment as follows: In lieu of the 

its equitable share toward the construction of said reservoir or | Jangnage proposed insert the following: “ Mermentau River, 

reservoirs, such share to be determined by the Secretary of | La. with a view to the construction of | 1 to 

War: Provided, That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, | tain the level of Grand Lake and the i nd waterw of 
I 


may readjust such rate of compensation at periods of 10 years; ” 


suisiana ”: and the Senate agree to the same 
e Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede fro 


dment numbered 13: That the House recede from its | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 76 | 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and | agree to the same with an amendment as f ws: In lieu of tl 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out | word “ Guadeloupe” insert the word “ Guadalupe ind th 


er the word “ appropriated ” in the twelfth line of the lan- | Senate agree to the same. 
proposed and insert in lieu thereof the following: “Pro- Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede fro ts 
irther, That no part of the amount herein appropriated | disagreement to the 1 


72 
' 


»>nmendment of the Senate numl 








or thorized to be appropriated shall be expended until the | agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: St t 
Secretary of War shall be satisfied that the interests of the gen- | the comma after the word “Texas” and all the language f 
el iblic are duly protected in the use of said harbor and | lowing, ard insert a peried: and the Senat ree to the sa 
t » terminal monopoly will be possible: And provided fur- Amendment nup be ed Sd: That the House recede from iis 
t rhat the title or easements in any land needed in connec- | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered S5, 
t th the construction of the dike proposed as a part of | and agree to the same wit 1 Amendment. as follows: Omit the 
provement shall be vested in the United States free of | words pro} l1 to be inserted: and the Senate agree to tl 
cos ind the Senate agree to the same. | same, 
Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its | Amendment numbered SG: That the House recede from 
dis eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15. and disagreement to the amend! t of the Senate numbered S6, 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the | and agree to the same with an amendment, as f ws: In 
word “ maintenance” insert the words “by dredging and re- | of the words “a harbor of 1 at tha : 
pair of the jetties’; and the Senate agree to the same. !' words “inereased harbor faci s’: and the Senate agree t 
Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its he same 
dis ement to the amenament of the Senute nun bered om. Al l Amendment nun bered 95: That the Tlous re le f 
ag » the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of | dispgreement to the amendm of eS | 
the second paragraph of the language proposed, insert the | agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
i n the word “Spoon” insert the y , “AY 1 1 ™ 
h changes and diversion shall be shown by plans and | agree to the same 
Plats to be prepared by the city of St. Paul which shall be \mendment numbered 97: That the II ! le 
I h and approved by the Secretary of War and the Chief | d reement to the : ndment o S ered 
Migineers before any work shall be done thereon, and any | agree to the same with an amendme fo 3: In 
» therefrom shall be unlawful unless a plan and plat | the language proposed insert the folley 
: have been previously filed with and approved by | “Src.4. That so much of se 7 
t retary of War and the Chief of Engineers: Prorided, | act approved Mareh 3, 1909. as m les t! the 1 
I » Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers shall sub- Nut onal Waterways Commission l 
I Congress an estimate of the amount, character, and cost | be. and the same is | rej 
work deemed proper to be done by the United States in | with its present membership and 
n with the improvement herein authorized, the ex- mtinued until November 4, 1911. \ ! 
pn lected with the preparation of such estimate to be ! prescribed in said act. And the i C 
] n the appropriation for examinations, surveys, and fi il report to Congress l file the sal ' »S 
ncies of rivers and harbors: Prerided further, That | the Senate and the Clerk of the Hous . 
ni er this act nor any action taken thereunder by the See- | jnter than November 4, 1911 Said e : 
I of War and the Chief of Engineers shall be construed as | j i to investigate and report upon t fens 
way committing the United States to any expense or | pility of proposed artificial waterw Ss and ! -ed 
nm without further direction of Congress.” for the impounding of flood waters by 1 rvoirs 0 
\nd the Senate agree to the same. otherwise, including the fe " zy: First, the « struction b 
Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its | the 1 ed States of the proposed canal f 1 the Ohio R 
” ement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, and 1 point 1 r Pittsburg to Lal Erie, the expense ft reof 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the be- | } 


¢ of the fifth line of the language proposed, omit the | from Lake Erie, by way of the Maumee River and Fort W 
\) s “ Siuslaw River. Oregon,” and the colon immediately 7 


or other direct and fensible route, to the southerly end of | 
7 
{ 


wne by local interests att i second, 


—> 














ing and insert a quotation mark; and the Senate agree | Michigan; and, third, the proposed canal to connect the A 
to the same. costian River at some point near the District of Columbia b 

\mendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its | ary line with Chesapeake Bay or some tributary thereof. 1 
; Sagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and | the obtaining of the necessary engineering data the unmiss 
c 














eree to the *vme with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the | is authorized to call upon the Corps of Engineers, United S 











Army dd irnish said data upon the request 
ot ommis ‘ expense of obtaining the same shall 
| iation de by said t. 
And the & ‘ p to the me. 
D. S. ALEX 
Geo. P. La ‘ 
S. M. SPARKMAN, 
f 1gcrs on the pe f the House 
IX NI N 
WILLIA N SMITH, 
[10M S. M TIN 
t} ] t the Nenate 
it 
Py s on H. R. 28682 | ippropriations 
fo. eC] ind preser on of certain public 
t ui harbors, and for other poses, would re 
pn epol hat they have reached an agre ent with the 
™ e erees, id recommend that the cont e report on 
il tbl rewith be a lopted 
Tha t appt i i the | ssed by the Hous« 
ed , ST] Ny? “(31 the l i dad d ' ™ late and 
wed SLOGOAST, making the t carried by 
the b ppropriations $25,S7 1) 
I ddition to these sh apy priath the Senate added 
, 587,282 il cont f ruthorizat n kx ra n total of 
15,101,645 
Che i ease of ca appropl ons j nade 1 of the fol 
lowi items 
N 
l Exeter Ri \ lI xt) iM) 
a We wuth I rive Mass 140, OOO 
- & é it R bel Hartford, ¢ T7, OOO 
6. De liiver \lexandria, Va ot}, GOO 
S. Bi \ Harbor. Ga °5. OOO 
ll. Guifport Harbor, Mis 60, 000 
13. ransas Pass, Te 125. GOO 
14. Sabine-N ie (" 1 to Beaumont do oe 
lex 200, O00 
15. Mouth of Brazos River, Tex 100, GLO 
16. Brazos River, Tex., lock and dan t Hidalgo 
alls 50, OOO 
19. Ouachita River, Ark 7, 500 
40. Arcadia Harbor, Mich 10, 000 
23. Zippel Bay, Minn 27, 781 
24. IHinois and Mississippi Canal, 1 », OOO 
26. Reservoirs at headwaters of the Mississippi 
River . 10, OOO 
9. Humboldt Bay, Cal 170. 000 
61. Pinole Shoal, San Pablo Bay, Cal “ 400, 000 
32. Columbia and Lower Willamette Rivers below 
Portland, Oreg : 200, 000 
35. Bellingham Harbor, Wash 25, 000 
36. Olympia Harbor, Wash 13, OOO 
37. Willapa River and Harbor, Wash 50, 000 
39. Examinations, surveys, and contingencies of rive 


harbors 


and 


The continuing contract 


232, are made by the following items: 

Amend 

ment 

No 

5. Connecticut River below Hartford, Conn 

9%. St. Johns Rive Ila., between Jacksonville and 
the ocean A 

3. Aransas Pass, ‘Tex 


14. 


iont and Orange, Tex 


Channel to Beau 
Harbor, Mich 


South Haven 


27. Missouri River, between Kansas City and the 
mouth 

29. Humboldt Bay, Cal 

o1. Pinole Shoal, San Pablo Bay, Cal 

33. Columbia and Lower Willamette Rivers, below 


Portland, Oreg 
55. Bellingham Bay, Wash sisilalidai 
37. Willapa River and Harbor, Wash__. 





Total es r i. ; 
To the list of surveys contained in the bill as it 


authorizations, amounting 


nO, OOO 


1, 960, 4 


SI 


to $3,5S87,- 
$100. O00 
Hao, COO 


20, COO 
371, 500 
1LO8, OOO 
GUO, OOO 


717, 400 


360, COO 


320. 000 
52, 250 
118. 132 


Dm 


© oF onc 
0, JSi, Zoe 


1 
tl 


passed the 
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House the Senate made 57 amendments, of which 39 were agreed | 


to by the House conferees, as follows: 
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40. Rockland Harbor. Me. 

41. Kennebec River. Me. 

42. Bluehill Inner Harbor, Me. 

‘3. Winter Harbor, Me. 

4. Carvers Harbor, Vinalhaven, Me. 

i. Providence River and Harbor, R. I. 

45. New York Harbor, N. Y., channel to the navy ya 

i8. lor deepwater connection with the New York Stat 
‘anal at North Tonawanda, N. Y. 

i). Fort Pond Bay, N. Y. 

ol. Delaware River, at Morrisville, Pa. 


o2. Allegheny River, Pa. 
D3. Leipsic River, Del. 


o+. Appequinimink River, Del. 


o>. Mispillion River, Del. 

ob. Murderkill River, Del. 

Little River, Del. 

i). Cape Charles City Harbor, Va. 
60. Western Branch of Elizabeth River, Va. 
62. Potomac River at Colonial Beach, Va. 
River, N. C. 

Northeast Cane Fear Riv fr, Fe). 
Winyaw Bay, S. C 

G7. Darien Harbor and Deboy Bar, 


Ha. BPs nico 


Ga, 


GS. Tugaloo River, Ga. and S. ¢. 
iO. St. Johns River at Jacksonville, Fla. 
‘2. Channel between St. Johns River, Fla., and Cu 


md, Ga. and Fla, 

wo. St. Petersburg Harbor, Fla. 

7i. Colorado River, Tex. 

i). Green River, Ky., at Loek 3. 

Sl. Cuyahoga River, Cleveland, Ohio. 
S2. White Lake Harbor. Mich. 


So. Pentwater Harbor, Mich. 
S4. St. Joseph Harbor, Mich. 
SS. Crescent City Harbor, Cal. 


Fremont Channel and McLeoad 
Channel, San Joaquin River, Cal. 

0. Mokelumne River, Cal. 

v2. Nehalem Bar and entrance to Nehalem Bay, Ors 


~ 


Lake arms of 


05. Oregon Slough branch of Columbia River. Oreg. 
San Juan Harbor, P. R. 
Verbal amendments to the 

House bill were also agreed to: 


following survey items 


oS. Harbor at Newport News, Va. 
4. Yaquina River, Oreg. 
(he following Senate amendments involving surve' 


concurred in after being modified: 

50. New York Harbor, N. Y., for increased width a 
in channel between upper and lower bays t 
Bay and the channel between Staten Island and New Je 

G5. Swift Creek, Craven County, N. C 


ees rer} 
hHrougn 


69. Clearwater Harbor, Fla. 

74. Bayou Lafourche, La. 

75. Mermentau River, La. 

76. Guadalupe River, Tex. 

78. Mouth of the Brazos River, Tex. 

S6. Lake of the Woods, at or near Arnesen, Minn. 
95. Apoon mouth of Yukon River, Alaska. 


fhe Senate receded from the following amendments i 


surveys: 


i7. Gowanus Bay, N. Y. 

61. Archers Hope River, Va. 
SO. Cimarron River, Okla. 
S>. Manitowoc Harbor, Wis. 
S7. Jordan River, Utah. 


San Rafael Creek, Cal. 

The following miscellaneous amendments were agreed 

4. Buffalo Harbor, N. Y. This amendment 
plication of $15,000 from the appropriation now 
available for work of maintenance for the com) 
Point Breakwater. 
5. Passaic River, N. J. This amendment author 
tary of War, in his discretion, to modify the 
for this river so as to allow of the widening of the 
at the bends where considered desirable in the interest 
merce and navigation, subject to the proviso that tl 
mated cost of completing the project shall not be increas 
the House receded from its objection thereto. 

7. Cape Fear River below Wilmington, N.C. ‘This ame! 
permits the expenditure of $1,000 for increasing the depth 
channel between the main channel of the river and the C: 
Beach Pier, and the House receded from its objection th 

10. Dam No. 4, Coosa River, Ala. ‘This amendment aut 


ruthorizes 

on ila 
letion « 
iva 
ZeS 
re 
ect 


PXLS 


the Secretary of War to permit certain local interests to él 



























lete the dam and to use the power created by said dam upon 






so used. This authority was conferred by a special act 
by Congress and approved under date of June 4, 1906, 





¢ 
of 





visions which act have sinee expired by limitation. 
rendment, so as to more adequately protect the interests 
f t United States, the House conferees receded from its 
cement to the amendment and concurred therein. 
Inland waterway between Franklin and Mermentau, La. 
amendment authorizes the Secretary of War to make such 
es in the route of this section of this waterway as may 
be recommended by the C} of Engineers, subject to the con- 
d that the necessary right of way involved in any 
shall be secured to the United States free of cost. 









lief 







It ap- 








heretofore 
ent. 
°1. Harbor 
for 


authorized, the House receded from its dis- 









af 
«t 


Holland, 


itenance 


Mich. 
of 


Without 
improvement 


increasing the 
at this 


appro- 
locality, the 








mai 























Hilo Harbor, Hawaii. This amendment 





contemplates a 












I ey of the harbor with a view to determining whether a 
modification of the adopted project may not be desirable. In 
tl nion of your conferees such resurvey should be made, 
nd they therefore receded from their disagreement to the 
n ent proposed. 
97. National Waterways Commission. This amendment, as 
|, extends the life of the commission to November 1911, 
to « e it to complete certain work already undertaken and 


1 ea final report as contemplated by existing law. 








9S. Corps of Engineers. This amendment, increasing the 
Co f Engineers, United States Army, has been recommended 
by War Department, approved by the President, and passed 
by t llouse of Representatives as a separate measure. It adds 





ls, 6 lieutenant 
utenants. This increase ’ 
pl tion of the extensive works of river and harbor 
met eretofore authorized and in contemplation. 
A f which is respectfully submitted. 
1. 
GEO. 
S. M. 
Vanagers on the 





, le 
colonels 


19 majors, 17 captains, 
absolutely essential 


and 13 
for the 
improve 





is 





S. ALEXANDER, 

P. LAWRENCE, 
SPARKMAN, 
part of the 







House. 





ORGANIZED MILITIA. 



















































Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rul nd pass the bill (H. R. 28436) to further increase the 
en y of the Organized Militia, and for other purposes, with 

0 unents, 

the Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 

hy enacted, «te That under such regulations the S« cretary of 
’ 1 the National Militia Board may prescri the commissioned 
ff f the Or ed Militin of each State, Territory, and the 
v ‘ Columbia shall receive in comp ation for their services, 

at annual encampmen or in f riet, insurrection, or 

i certain percentage f the ant ual rate of pay for officers of 
in the Army of t United Stat as is now established by 

llows All officers elow the rrad of neral officers in- 

ficers of the Medical Corps serving with troops, 15 per cent 
dditional 5 per cent to the commanding officers of all com 

D troops, 1d batte ; 1eral officers and officers <« taff 
partments serv with general officers, 5 per cent: Provided, That 
a _ Officer ill have performed at least 75 per cent of the duties 
Ste d by statutes or in orders by the commander in chief of his 

: Territory or the commanding general of the Organized Mil 
7 District of Columbia, excepting for services hereinbefore ex- 
oud Provided further, That no officer shall be entitled to such 
a tion until he shall have passed such examination as shall be 
pres ed for officers of that grade by the Secretary of War and the 


Militia Board. 





se iserted language which requires that any work of main- 
leemed necessary in the inner harbor should be done, 
House receded from its objection to this amendment. 

25. St. Paul Harbor, Minn. This amendment authorizes the 
St. Paul to make provision for the improvement at its 
ense of the Mississippi River at that point, including 
levees, transportation terminals, and landing places 

for pping, and also authorizes an estimate to be submitted | 

Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers of such 

s may be deemed proper for the United States to do in 

’ tion therewith, but it is also specified that this amend- 

ent should not be construed as in any way committing the 

United States to any expense or obligation without the further 
nd direction of Congress. 

{. Siuslaw River, Oreg. This amendment authorizes the 
Se iry of War to accept certain work being done by local 
it ts under the agreement contemplated in the item of ap 
pre tion carried by the river and harbor act of 1910. With 

ht verbal amendment, not affecting the import of the 
| language proposed, the House receded from its dis 


CONGRESSION AL k RECORD—HOUS 


el | conditions involving payment at specified rates for the | 


such | 


| x that this amendment was in the interest of the improve- | 








SE. 399% 3 





















Sec. 2. That under such regulations as the Secretary of W id t 
National Militia Board shall prescribe each e1 i man of t 0) 
ganized Militia of each State, Territory nd tl District of ¢ 
shall receive in compensation for his servi her than d 
encampments or in case of riot, insurrs n invasion, 25 per 
of the annual rate of pay for enlist i men of | le in t Ar 
of the United States as is now ished by ttend | 
{8 drills or equivalent military dv prescribed tutes or in orders 
by the commander in chief of his State or Terr ’ the ¢ 
general of the District of Columbia during 
tionate amount for attendance upo: y nu 
military duty not less than 20: Provided, T 
be paid for attendance at less that 20 su ule 
tary duty: Provided further, That the com vided 
herein shall be computed and paid semian: ‘ i 
ind provided further, That no mpensat ! i 
to any enlisted man, except noncor ints t ir 
enlistment unless and until he shall hav j 
prescribed weapon of his arm of the s« 
until he shall have fired the prescri 
shall be prescribed by the Secretary of W . I 
Board. 

) T t 7 ; 
may be mad i 

d n |] 

“dad by d el 

Sec. 5. That all moneys required to 1 ! 
for in this act all be payable « of pu t 
‘ t nited States n tl " i 

oney yg ated under the provi is oO t sha i t 

_person who ha t take the t 
ibed | { S \W 
person » has 1 
includin I I tor ! I t 

te a ng al } d 

) x such yp. d 

ol nl ad in of I w! 1 ! 
t provisions t s act, g l l wi 

ever, to pres hin { i } hen « t 
United Stat shall | ibject to trial n 1 
ny court-martial constituted as now provided | 1 int 
service of tl United States, and upon ¢ t l 

( court-! tial may direct 3 p) oe ! 1 
this t, or in ahy other act, shall be constrt t 11 t d 
States, in time of war, to accept the servi i i 
or {f any ) ( rin 1 
tion or pe nh has been 1 ul t 
service according to the indard pres | Ss t W 
and so carried upon the rolls of t \d nt ¢ t Ar! 











Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, | demand a s | 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman fro Arkansas den ds 
second, 2nd under the rule a se d ore Che genth T 
from Minnesota bas 20 minutes and the gcentk n fre A] 

kansas 20 minutes. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Spe . ed 
militia pay bill. It provides in tl rst section tl] he officer 
of the militia shall recei Ss co sat for r sery 
certain percentages of the annual 1 of pay offices oO 
like grade in the Army of the United States office 
below the grade of general officer including flicers of the 
Medical Corps, 15 per cent, and an add nal 5 per cent to tl 
commanding officers of all companies, troo 1 batteries 
seneral officers and officers of the staff depart 5 per cer 
That is section 1. In section 2 it provides ft e ¢ } 
men shall receive a compensation of 25 per cent of 
rate of pay for enlisted men of a like = the Army of e 
United States, provided they attend 48 d r the eq lent 
of military duty during the year. If ev do } 1 DO. f 
will not get any. If they do 1 » the ke pr ! 


tion. 
The War 


Department has sugges | 
printed on page 4 of the bill Iw } 
Members that I have been unable ‘ 

Militia together since the bill was 1 rte ! red 
certain amendments which I will t to eX] } 
you who have the bill will understa ’ ! 

On page 1, line 10, I strike on ! 
after,” so that it will read, * certa ! ! 
rate of pay for officers of like grad t! \! f the 1 
States as is now established | 

And I make a like change on page 2, » so that the 1 
will not change automat ly by the of th 
Regular im, 

Then I have made an amendment to the amend t printed 
on page 4, drafted by the War Departn which I t] 
very important, inserting in li 14, after word “ tri 
words “on the charge of dese1 : ul then I strike out 
f line 16 after the word onviction This. I thir ‘ 
obviate any objection that has been suggested 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Would the gentk n accept an amend 
ment taking out the first three lines in section 5, which make a 
permanent annual appropriation, and providing that all money 
required to meet the disbursements provided for in this act 


shall be estimated for annually? 


HOI 
224 
Mr. STEENERSON. Well, I think so. I will yield to the 


(leman from Arkansas [Mr. FLoyp], and ask him—he is a 
ould he be willing to do that 


mem! r of the committee Ww 


cause the bill pus 
Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, 


would 


seg? 
ing to resist the bill. 


to ask the gentleman a ques- 


Iam ge 
like 


Mr. SHERLEY. J 


t \\ t is meant by the phrase about an officer performing 
t least 75 per cent of the duties prescribed by statute? How 
can you measure the performance of duties by percentages? 
Mr. STEENERSON. The War Department and the militia 


board have a way of counting the amount of services rendered, 
either by drills or marksmanship—shooting at a range—so that 
its counts up to a maximum, 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does it mean 75 pe 
per cent of attendance upon duties? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Well, it would mean both. You would 
have efliciency and you would also have to show you did the 
work, 


r cent of efficiency or 75 


Mr. SHERLEY. But how can that be measured? 
Mr. STEENERSON. They say it can. 
Mr. SHERLEY. How can they measure a man’s regular per- 


formance of duty in percentages? 

Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman will permit, I think the 
War Department and the militia board have a standard of 
excellence, a prescribed regulation, whereby they take into ac- 
count several things measuring the percentage of performance of 
duties. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
probably workable. 


It seems to me impossible. 


Of course, if they have such a scheme it is 


Mr. DALZELL. I understand they have. 
Mr. OLCOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STEENERSON. Yes. 


Mr. OLCOTT. Will the gentleman tell me what is meant by 


the phrase on line 13, “until he shall fire the prescribed 
course?” Does it mean fire the prescribed score? 

Mr. STEENERSON. That means to fire the prescribed 
amount. 


Mr. OLCOTT. 
phrase means. 

Mr. DALZELL. That means target practice. 

Mr. STEENERSON. They prescribe a course 
rifle practice. 


I really am somewhat hazy as to what that 


of firing for 


Mr. DALZELL. Target practice. 
Mr. WEEKS. The course prescribed for firing at rifle prac- 


tice would be to attain some percentage. That is to say, a man 
might qualify as a marksman or a sharpshooter. It must neces- 
sarily mean that he must attain some kind of standard. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I meant that he shall have made the prescribed 
firing-record score. I do not want to be captious about it, be- 
cause I want to see this bill go through, but I really do not 
know what that means. 

Mr. TILSON. It is evident the bill could not mean that a 
man must keep up the standard of a sharpshooter, for instance, 
which very few men can attain, but there are a number of dif- 
ferent grades through which a man may and he can not 
have passed through this course, as I understand it, until he 
shall have passed the lowest one of those standards. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Then I do not think the word “ fire” 


pass, 


' ? 
ougit to 


be in there. 

Mr. TILSON, Oh, certainly ; he has to fire so many shots 
before he shall have passed that course. ; 

Mr. WEENS. Why should a man fire so many shots if he 
could qualify as a sharpshooter the first time he went to the 


range ¢ 

Mr. KEIFER. He can not do that under the prescribed rules. 

Mr. TILSON. In order to be a sharpshooter he must fire so 
many shots and maintain a certain percentage of hits, a 
tain number of points on a certain well-defined scale. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Will the gentieman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. STEENERSON. 
sissippi. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. On page 4, line 22, appear 
the words “ regularly inspected, reported fit for military serv- 
ice,” and so forth. Does that contemplate that 


cer- 


I will yield to the gentleman from Mis- 


a physical ex- 


amination will have to be made such as is prescribed for the 
Regular Army? 

Mr. STEENERSON. It says, “According to the standard 
prescribed by the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Does that mean he wil! 


have to undergo a physical examination such as required 
recruits for the Regular Army? 
Mr. STEENERSON. Well, I sheuld think so. 
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Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to eall the 


| tention of the gentleman to the fact that that applies to a { 


in | 





of war. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. No. 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes; it does. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Now, under the 


it is written to-day and passed a few years ago guardsm \ 
exempted from a physical examination, and I think they « 

to be subjected to it, because they can be called out in ti: f 
war, and if they are called out and have not been subjected 
a physical examination the gentleman knows, from the expe 
ence we have had in the past 40 years, that it will cos 
Nation a great many million dollars for pensions for a 
which were not contracted in the service and for maladics 
existed prior to the enlistment. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yi 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Yes. How much 
does the gentleman wish? 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman from Minnesota pern 
to interrupt the gentleman from Mississippi and ask | 
question ? 

Mr. STEENERSON. All right. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman from Mississippi unde 
to say that in the National Guard of any State of this 
that the men are admitted without a physical examinati 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I say that under t! 
of the United States they are not subject to a physical e 
nation; they are especially exempted, and that ought not 
the law; but if it is the law and it remains the law and | 
are called out, as they may be called, it will cost this Goy 
ment millions upon millions of dollars for pensions for | 
who will claim pensions by reason of some physical defects t! 
they had before they ever were called into the Army. 

Mr. TILSON. If I may be permitted a moment, I desi: 
say to the gentleman that the State in which I live has a 
rigid requirement in regard to physical examinations, and s 
stantially he receives the same as that required in the Reg 
Army. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Well, we bave nothing 
all in this bill on the subject, and I think it ought not 
dependent alone upon the States to make these regulations 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the x 
tleman what he estimates the cost of this bill will be to t 
country annually? 

Mr. STEENERSON. The lowest estimate is $4,000,000 
annum, but it is hoped, however, that it will reach $8,000,04 
year. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 


It is “hoped” it will reach $8,000,000 

Mr. STEENERSON,. Yes; because that would indicat 
the 120,000 men and officers of the militia had perforn 
services required and would be in a very efficient state, 
for war, and show that all of them in doing this servic 
earned the highest amount. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PARKER. I will say to the gentleman I am tr 
about this bill, because I can not quite understand it. 1! 


| of the Army now get a flat pay, and they get 10 per cent i 


for every 10 years of service, so that it goes to 40 per « 
more. I am not sure here in regard to the flat pay: 
not say flat pay. 
Mr. STEENERSON. 
Mr. PARKER. 


This is duly 
I am speaki 


graded. 
ng of the same tl 


ling. I’ 


also receive various amounts for the number of 

enlist and for their proficiency in the service, and I 
they shall receive 25 per cent of the annual rate of 
enlisted men of like grade in the Regular Army. |! 
know any flat pay established for men in the Regu! 


for attendance—for instance, on 48 drills—ner do I m 
what it means by 25 per cent of the whole annual pay | 
not understand what becomes of the allowance for f I 
not know what becomes of their increase for length of 

Mr. STEENERSON. There no allowance for 
except for service. 
Mr. KEIFER. 
tion? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I will yield to the gentleman fri ( 
Mr. KEIFER. What I wanted to know wis, how 
expect to put in the amendments that you suggested a 
seo under your motion? 


is 


Will the gentleman allow me to as! 


Mr. STEENERSON. I have Grafted them as a part 
motion and submitted it to the Speaker. 
Mr. KEIFER. You mean your motion does not coy 


mendment? 


alu 








i911. 
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STEENERSON. Yes; I have reduced them to writing | 

nt them to the desk as part of my motion. 

KEIFER. They are not to be voted on separately, 
rt of the bill? 

STEENERSON. Yes. Now, I will say to the gentleman 
that this bill was prepared by a committee represent- 
National Guard and it was very carefully looked into. 
ime before the Committee on the Militia and we had 
d hearings, and we also heard representatives of the 

WW Department. We have estimates of the exact amount 

h officer and private would receive under the bill, but 
know that I will take up the time of the committee 
ig those estimates unless there is some one who desires 
he specific amount, 

UTLER. Mr. 


but 


| wor 


4 Speaker, will the gentleman permit me? 
STEENERSON,. I will yield to the gentleman from 
l vania. 
UTLER. I understood the gentleman to say that those 
ere without hope thought that this bill would tax the 
| y about $4,000,0007 


\ STEENERSON. Without hope? 
UTLER. Yes; those who were without 
STEENERSON. I said it hoped that 


hope. 


was the militia 


\ earn the maximum amount estimated, which would be 
SS 1), because that would indicate that it had done the 
W nd was in as efficient a state, practically, as the Regular 
Army would be. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am glad, then, that I did not understand 

utleman correctly, because I would be very sorry to have 

hose people who were without hope disappointed. 

Mr. STEENERSON. No; I did not use any such word at all. 

ie gentleman is disturbed entirely without cause. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman wil! per- 


| just want 
tl itieman 
that 
ons 


shall 


to state, in reply to an interrogatory made 
from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] in reference 
this bill prescribes, that it shall be under 
as the Secretary of War and the National Militia 
prescribe. The Secretary of War is thoroughly 
sant with all the matters of pay connected with the 
Ar and it is according to instruction from him. 
Mr. PARKER. He can not by his regulations reduce 

of pay under this act. It says they shall receive 25 
per t of the pay, and the pay rises from year to year as the 
mar ys in. 
STEENERSON. 
ther that 


by 
to 
such 


ile’ V 


the 


M It is the pay of the grade. 
the reason for this legislation in the fact 
nee the enactment of the Dick law in 1903, which made 
scipline and organization of the militia the same as that 

for the Regular Army, a great deal more work has been re 
of the National Guard than formerly; that the require- 

ents have become so onerous that it is felt we can not main 
t e guard in its present strength unless we do allow them 
ay for this work. As the law now they are only paid 

illed into the service of the United States in case of war, 


I desire to 


is 


is, 


or insurrection, and also when they are called out for 
of instruction. 
I for the work that is done the balance of the year there 


S mpensation. And in many cases they are put to consid 
and we believe it is but just and fair that these 
< men throughout the country who are volunteering into 


expense, 


National Guard and rendering this service and preparing 
selves for eventual war should be in part compensated 
ry small compensation that is called for. 
COLE. Is there any provision in this bill providing that 
en the employ of the National Government shall not be 
(| to the compensation provided for in this bill? It oe- 
rs to me there ought to be some such provision as that. 
Mr. WEEKS. Will the gentleman yield? I would like to 
Mr. STEENERSON. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota has two 
lunutes remaining. 
Mr. STEENERSON. decline to yield, then. I reserve the 
e of my time. 
Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be called 
" when I have consumed 10 minutes. 


il. Speaker, and 


In the first place, 


I am opposed to the passage of this bill, 
pe re to state some of my objections to it. 
VW - s . . . . . 
‘itt In the different States of this Union. 
f this country our defense 
8s, but at the same time I desire to maintain such organiza- 


In the early his- 


the 





control of the War Department of the Federal Government. 





re to state that I believe in maintaining an Organized | 


rested largely upon such organi- | 


in the control and power of the States and independent of | 


First, I 














desire to state my objections to this bill on accou 
| of its cost to the Government. We hear a great clamor f 
economy by the administration and by Members of Congr 

We are already, under existing law, paying from the Fede 

Treasury $4,000,000 a year to the different t rganizat $ 

of the several States, but this bill ages s for paying the m« 

who serve in the militia organization for attendance and pr 

tice. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. + N IN] Ss 
that the lowest estimate is $4,000,000 i based 

theory that half of the men will not come up to standat 

But I contend that the most reasonable esti inder th 

is that it will cost $8,000,000 in addit $4,000,000 
ve are already paying to the Organized Mi St s 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman tell for wh Irposes 
the $4,000,000 is now paid as authorized by law 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. It is paid for ntai the 
organizations in the States. Part of it is paid out for equ 
ment and uniforms. Part of it is for mi vers and drill { 
could not go into the details as to how the fund is distributed, 
but it is expended for the purpose of the tr ing and develo 
ment of the militia organizations and to bring the Organized 
Militia up to the standard of the Regular Ar 

Mr. COLE. Does any part of it to the compensation of 
enlisted men‘ 

Mir. FLOYD of Arkansas Not unless they are engaged in 
joint maneuvers or something of that kind. 

Now, the gentleman from Minnesota says that the reason for 
the demand for this bill is that under the Dick law. heretofore 
passed by Congress, so many requirements a1 mposed upon 
the National Guard that the men are no nger willing to con 
tinue in the work unless we give them some compensation. 
They ask in this bill a compensation of one-fourth that of sol 
diers of the Regular Army for the enlisted men, and then the 
officers are to be paid according to their rank, and so forth 
But the gentleman fails to see or to understand that if we pass 
this bill we put upon the Organized Mi of the different 
States much more arduous duties than we now impose under the 
existing law, and according to his ow reasoning, it will be 
only a short time until they will be contending that inasmuch 
as they are required to undergo all the hardships and submit 
to all the exacting regulations Regular Army, they there 
fore should have the same pay as the Regular Army, and under 
the guise of a National Guard we shall have a great standing 
army in the United States. 

Now, another objection, and a more serious objection than 
the question of economy or the amount of money involved, 
this: I believe in m ifaining the autonomy of the States I 
believe in observing e ee ae of the United States I 
believe in time of ‘e in the Stat Inaintaining their own 
inilitia organizations for their own purposes, and then, in case 
of war, under the Constitution, I believe in the right of the 
President to call them into the service of the United States 

Put what does this bill provide? Contained in its pro 
sions is an attempted merger of the Nati Guard and the 
Regular Army If you will take up the different sections of the 
bill here, you will find that everything that is done under th 
provisions of this bill must be do as the Secretary of Wat 
and the national militia board sh: prescril nd all through 
it von will find such phrases as ‘Under the regulat 

if the Secretary of War and the national 1 in board.’ KE 
low section after section and you will find the words inde 
the regulations of the Secretary of War and the national 
inilitia board,” thereby giving the Secretary of W ‘ ] 
over these regulations, or, at least, giving him the sam 
trol that the militia board will have And the result \ 
that this militia organization will bi bjected t 
requirements of the Regular Army, and tl tw s 
be completely merged. 

tut what more? The bill, in my judgment, is in far worse 
form than it was when it was introduced by the g man 
from Minnesota [Mr. StreNeRSoN] by request. That was a bil 
that was prepared by the National Guard organization of the 
United States; but when it was submitted to the War Depart 
ment the Secretary of War offered an amend! d the co 
mittee have ad ypted tl amendment. Ths amendment is 
embodied in section 5, and I want to call your special att 
tion to it: 

Sec. 5. That all money meena’ te want. tae ¢ rsements provided 
for in this act shall be pay able out of any pt moneys in the 7 
ury of the United States not otherwise approp iated 

Under existing law this money is apportioned and turned 
| over to the authorities of the States, to be paid by the States. 

Section 5 contains this further provision: 

Provided, That no money appropriated under the provisi f this 
act shall be paid to any person wh o is not suited t » the military service 
according to the sté andards prescribed by the Secre f War, nor shall 

‘ any such money be paid to any person who has n t taken the oath of 
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allegiance to the United States, including an agreement to render milli- 
tary service to the United States during any period for which he may 
be called into such service, providing such period shall not exceed two 
years, 


Have you any such requirement as to enlisted men in the 


United States Army? Here is a proposition, that if these 
militia organizations receive pay from the Federal Government 
the individual enlisted man shall take an oath that he will serve 
during the continuance of a war, provided it does not continue 
over two years, ignoring the question of enlistment, compelling 
him to take an oath in advance that, notwithstanding his period 
of enlistment may have expired in the meantime, he will serve 
for at least two years independent of his enlistment. Have you 
any such regulation as to the men who enlist in the Regular 
Army? I never heard of it. It is an injustice to the enlisted 
men in the Organized Militia to put any such harsh provision 
into the Federal statutes. Yet herein it is proposed to make 
such requirement a part of the law, and without it the War 
Department would not indorse the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas, Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
the money appropriated under this act is apportioned among 
the States and then paid over to the States? 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. No; I said that the money appor- | 
tioned under the existing law is apportioned to the States. But 
one of my objections to this bill is that that provision is de- 
stroyed in this bill, and the money is paid directly from the 
Treasury of the United States, thereby merging the two forces 
in one, so that a man who serves in the National Guard and 
receives pay gets his pay at the War Department just as an 
enlisted man in the Regular Army receives his pay. 

Mr. TILSON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. TILSON. Does the gentleman think that it would be 
right, after a man had enlisted for three years and the Govern- 
ment had paid him for two years and 10 months and had him 
properly drilled for service, if then there should come up a war 
that he should be allowed to get out of it after two months’ 
service, his term of enlistment having expired? 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. I will answer that question by 
asking another. Does not the regular soldier have a right to 
quit at the end of his enlistment? Why should there be a re- 
quirement upon the militiaman that is not upon the regular 
soldier? The regular soldier receives pay, and full pay, from 
the Government. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FItzGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill. | 
It purports to make more efficient the National Guard by pro- 
viding pay for their services during time of peace. It is as- 
sumed that it is necessary to offer some financial inducement to 
the men who enter the guard in order to obtain from them the 
services prescribed by their own States in the performance of 
their duties in the guard. 

This bill provides that the private shall receive 25 per cent 
of ihe pay of an enlisted man in the Army, provided he com- 
pletes 48 drills in one year. The pay of an enlisted man in the 
Army is $15 per month, and his annual pay is $180. Under the 
operation of this bill it will be necessary for him to attend 48 
drills, or the equivalent military duty prescribed by statute or 
orders, in order to receive the sum of $45 annually for his 
services. Some men may imagine that will induce men to enter 
the National Guard in the States, but anyone familiar with the 
guard knows that it is preposterous to so assert. 

The most peculiar thing about the bill and report is that while 
there is no estimate of the amount of money required to carry 
out the provisions of the bill, a permanent annual appropria- 
tion is made by the terms of the act of all the money necessary. 
From the information I have been able to obtain from those | 
somewhat familiar with the subject, I am inclined to conclude | 
that it fastens a permanent annual appropriation of $6,000,000 
a year upon the Federal Government upon the pretense that 
some inducement will be offered to men to enlist in the National 
Guard, 

The truth of it is this bill will be of some financial benefit | 
to the officers of the National Guard, but none whatever to the | 


men of the guard. 

Mr. Speaker, the permanent annual appropriations of the 
Government aggregate about $131,000,000 annually, and it has 
been the constant effort of those who have given any attention to | 
our financial operations to repeal as fast as possible these per- 
manent appropriations, that Congress might know what 


so 


money is being expended and exercise some supervision over it. | 
And if for no other reason I should oppose the bill on this | 
ground alone, | 
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But there is another reason, Mr. Speaker. The real objec; 
of this bill is to devise a system by which the men in tho 
National Guard may be coerced into signing the contract mey 
tioned by others in this discussion to agree to serve in case o 
necessity for a period of two years in the service of the Feq. 
eral Government. Seldom, if ever, in the history of the coun 
try have the men who have been in the militia or the Nationa) 
Guard—have all members of the organizations—enlisted at the 
time of the war. Many good reasons exist that they shoulq 
not do so, but this bill is so framed that under its provisions 
men will be coerced to sign this agreement when they ente; 
the guard on the pretense that they are to receive some finan 
benefit. 

Mr. STEENERSON. 


e 


} 
al 


Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Will the gentleman withdraw his objee- 
tion to the bill if section 5 was amended? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I will not. It seems to me, Mr 


| Speaker, that since this bill proposes to pay the men in the 


guard not to exceed $45 a year for services, that that would 
not be an inducement to engage in the arduous duties now im 
posed under the Federal law. No State in the Nation is unable 
to pay such compensation to the men in the guard if it bh 
deemed necessary or desirable to make such payment. But the 
enactment of this bill will result in the augmentation of the 


| organization existing in the United States for the purpose of 


extorting money from the Federal Government for services 
which should be paid for by the various States. Pass this b 
and let members of the National Guard sign that agreement 
and receive 25 per cent of the pay of the enlisted men of th: 
Army, and the demand will shortly be irresistible to give them 
100 per cent of the pay of enlisted men, and from a permanent 
charge of $6,000,000 a year it will speedily grow to a permanent 
charge of $25,000,000 a year, with no resulting benefits to the 
Federal Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I yield the rema 
der of my time to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the title of this bill should 
read, “A bill to further increase the efficiency of the Army for 
the more successful lobbying in the interest of increasing 
appropriations for that organization.” [Laughter.}) M) 
Speaker, I have served in this House for a number of years 
I have frequently observed in recent years the growth of the 
influence and power of the officers of the Army of the United 
States in their endeavor to secure increased appropriations and 
increased compensation. It has been under the influence of 


| that organization and of the officers of the Navy that our e\ 


penditures in preparation for war have more than tripled 
the last decade. Only a few days ago I called attention to t 
fact that during the last 10 years we had expended in pre! 
tion for war $2,192,000,000, or within about $400,000,000 of 
bonded debt of the United States at the close of the Civil Wa 
That included the permanent appropriation for the Mi 
This rapid increase in appropriations for preparation for 
has been due more to the increased influence and activities o! 
the part of Army and Navy officers than to any other cause U! 
can be assigned. 
Mr. Speaker, it 


is now proposed to add to the influence of 


these officers the influence of a military organization mor 
powerful, because it will include the rank and file as well as 
the officers of an organization that numbers anywhere f! 
150,000 to 200,000 men. An organization whose influence is not 
confined to Washington, but extends throughout the United 
An organization whose influence will be used for tl e 
purpose of aiding the officers of the Regular Army to stil’ fur 
ther increase their appropriations in the future for war expend 
itures. The officers of the Army are comparatively few 
Their influence, tbe potential, is exerted large’ 
through social channels in the District of Columbia and in | 
communities in which they are temporarily located. 

The rank and file of the Regular Army exerts no influe! 
whatever, because it has no fixed status so far as residence !s 
concerned, but when you have anywhere from one to thre 
regiments in every congressional district, composed of act 
young men, many of whom are influential politicians, work!)+ 
with the officers of the Regular Army for increased appro}! 
tions, that influence will be absolutely invincible, and they \ 
be able to secure all the money their voracious appetites ! 
war regalia, power, and influence may demand. The mili 
to-day is receiving a permanent appropriation of $4,000,000 
It is not 10 years ago, Mr. Speaker, that the perman¢ 
appropriation for the militia was less than a million dollars. 
We increased it to $2,000,000, and then just as soon as the D i 
bill passed, which amalgamated the Organized Militia of [he 
United States with the Regular Army and created a Milita 
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ryivision in the War Department here at the seat of government, 
influence of that organization was sufficiently strong to 
about the enactment of a law giving them two million 
e of a permanent annual appropriation, making the total 

of their permanent annual appropriation $4,000,000. 
Now, you propose to pay direct to the members of the militia, 
a part of the.standing Army of the United States, as 
pensation for their services in the Organized Militia 25 per 
of the pay of the enlisted men of the Army. I seriously 


as 


doubt, Mr. Speaker, our constitutional right to do that, because 
\ an not under the Constitution appropriate for the Army for 


e than two years at a time. But notwithstanding this con- 
s tional provision, it is proposed to fasten perpetually on the 


Federal Treasury an appropriation for the Army or that part 
known as the militia of at least $8,000,000 a year. [Ap- 
ise.] Mr. Speaker, when you substitute dollars for patriot- 


sm and enthusiasm among the young men who constitute our 
iiilitia organization you have destroyed that organization or 
the foundation for a standing army at such a high rate of 
pensation as will bankrupt the Treasury in order to main- 

it. [Applause.] 
Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, that is not the first time 
that we have heard the ery of militarism on the part of my 
igue from Minnesota; but I think he is on the wrong track, 
so far as that complaint in this case is concerned. Militarism 
giving of undue prominence to military training and 
iry glory. The proposed expenditures obviate the neces- 
for increasing the Regular Army. It is, in my opinion, the 
vreatest measure of economy that has ever been brought into 
s House, because it makes a further increase of the Regular 
\riny unnecessary by increasing the efficiency of and giving en- 
rigement to the citizen soldiery of the people in every State 
the Union. I am tired of hearing this claim that there is 
indue pressure for appropriations exerted on the part of the 
Army. The Army has no vote. We give them what we think 
wise and proper. We have not been any more liberal in pro- 
¢ for the Army than for any other branch of the Govern- 
! t service. 
for the pay of the National Guard. In the appropriation of 
$4,000,000 there is $2,000,000 allotted to the States, and the 
other $2,000,000 are for ammunition, for guns, for clothing, for 
forms. Does my colleague contend that the National Guard | 
should pay for their uniforms and for the powder it burns in 
ret practice? Certainly not; and that is what those $2,000,000 
re for. I contend that this appropriation, whether it will | 
int to $4,000,000 or $8,000,000, is a measure of economy, 
use it will give a full return in the shape of a suitable and 


} 
is the 
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er preparation for war. The man is not a wise statesman | 
who desires to neglect this preparation. We have only 20,000 
soldiers of the Regular Army in the United States. The rest | 
of them are seattered throughout the globe. We are a world 
and we have our soldiers in the Philippines, in Porto 
in Alaska, and in the Canal Zone, so that we have but a 
left. It is wise and proper to make this appropriation 
National Guard in order that they may to a greater 
t than heretofore prepare themselves for war. 
efliciency of the National Guard since the legislation of 
d 1908 is recognized by the War Department and by all 
iar with military matters in the country. To achieve this 
<ree of training and efficiency has cost both officers and men | 
it deal of labor and some actual outlay of money over 
bove what they have received under existing law. The 
nal guardsman of to-day is a man who voluntarily enters 
rvice in order to obtain military training and instruction, 
so that he ean more effectually serve his country in case of 
rhis training is no holiday affair, but involves actual 
When he enlists now he offers not only his services but 
for his country. This compensation of $48 a year is 
lucement to enter the service, but will reimburse him for 
xtra outlay he will incur on account of the service. 
Our fathers inherited a dread and hatred to a standing army, 
' they feared that it might develop into a military despotism. 
Although the advance in civilization has, it is believed, ren- 
(d such fears at this time groundless, yet we find that this 
of militarism still lingers in some quarters and accounts 
this hostility and prejudice that is sometimes met with 
to absolutely necessary and proper military preparation 
as the development of the efficiency of the militia. Now, | 
this hostility? Why this vague and unreasonable fear? 
because military organization in its very nature is the 


bodiment of despotism and the antithesis of individual lib- 
erty 7 


S fa 


‘ 





(he organization of an army is the exemplification of despot- 
It has its different ranks and orders of superiority dis- 
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tasteful to the ordinary man. The enlisted man is a thi 


tool—to his next in authority; so is the company to the captain, 
and so on to the one supreme head—the general or commander 
in chief. It is an organization that is antagonistic to liberty 


in the individual—it is hostile to freedom. It is an easy step to 
conclude from this, in times of peace especially, that the less we 


have of this the better; that it is liable in the future to invade 


civil government and to create rank, caste. and aristocracy 
hostile to democracy, hostile to the principles of individual lib- 
erty and equality upon which our Government is founded. In 


view of the lessons of history it must be admitted that these 
fears are not without reason, and that in many instances where 
people have been organized for military purposes, this organiza- 
tion has invaded civil society and formed governments upon the 
same plan—and despotism has resulted. In fact, logy 
teaches that this tendency of the militant type of organization 


socio 


to invade civil government has been almost universal. But 
notw‘thstanding all this I do not think this can ever be a real 


danger in this country, for the reason that we have a greater 
general intelligence and advance in civilization than has ever 


existed before, and our democratic institutions are too well 
grounded in the life and affections of our people to be sup- 


planted by militarism in any form. It has always been one of 
our cardinal principles of government that the military must 
always be subordinate to the civil power, except in the theater 
of actual war. Yet in order for any society to survive, it must 
at any time be able to organize in a militant form. If it ever 
loses this power its disruption is inevitable. An industrial 
society, organized upon democratic principles, for the benefit of 
individual liberty, is best for the advancement of civilization, 
but if such a society should become incapable of assuming, so 
far as necessary, the militant type of organization it will be 
liable to destruction whenever it comes in contact with a people 
so organized or capable of such an organization. 

In order, therefore, for a society like our own, organized, as we 
are, upon principles of individual liberty, upon the principle 
that the Government exists for the individual and not the indi- 
vidual for the benefit of the Government, to be permament and 
capable of preserving its life it must be capable of adopting, 
so far as necessary, the very opposite form of organization 
the militant type—in virtue of which the individual exists for 
the benefit of the Government. We must adopt the militant 
form because it is the form that is efficient in warfare and there- 
fore necessary. But the fact that we, wholly or in part, put on 
the militant garb and form does not destroy our love of liberty, 
nor prevent us from again resuming it when the oceasion has 
passed. This is shown by our experience in all our past w 
At the close of the Civil War we had over a 


irs. 


million soldiers in 


|} arms, but we had no trouble in disbanding them and returning 


them to civil life. Why? Because they were free American 
citizens, and loved liberty and peace more than war. They, in 
fact, appreciated more than ever before in their lives the 


blessings of liberty. They had had experience with military 
life and discipline, and could now understand what rank and 
despotism meant. It is the same to-day. Let our young men 
have a little military training and discipline; it will do them 
good: it will increase our safety as a Nation, and it will make 


each one of them a better citizen, with a fuller realizatic of 
the blessings of our freer institutions than he ever had before. 
Mere love of liberty and free institutions without military 
organization and training does not make fighting men, but 
military organization and training will increase the love of 
liberty in those who have been trained in free institutions 


One who has never been sick does not appreciate the blessings 
of health like one who has, and likewise 


one who has never 
experienced the self-abnegation necessary to military life does 
not appreciate liberty as much as one who has. 

I therefore hold that in this day and age the fear of mili 
tarism is unfounded, and will gradually disappear as the sub 
ject of due military preparation is more generally understood. 
Mere numbers and wealth and patriotic feeling do not muke 
a nation invincible. There must also be military preparation. 
The wider the military education and training among a people 
like ours the greater the security of our continued existence as 
a nation and of our institutions, founded upon the idea of indi- 
vidual liberty and freedom. [Applause.] 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
submit a request for unanimous consent. I ask unanimous 


consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Nicrotrs} 
be given three minutes to address the House ¢ the subject 
of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be 
permitted to speak for three minutes on this measure. 


8 


may 
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Mr. McMorran with Mr. SParKMAN. 

Mr. LArean with Mr. Giint of Missouri. 

Mr. MILLINGTON ae Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Law with Mr. JAmeEs. + 
Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. SABATH. 

Mr. Murpock with Mr. RHINOCK, 

Mr. Barres with Mr. Bowers, 

Mr. MeGuire of Oklahoma with Mr. LINnpsay. 

Mir. Woop of New Jersey with Mr. PATTEerRson. 

Mr. Surry of California with Mr. Moore of Texas. 
Mr. Burteion with Mr. Cox of Ohio. 

Mr. Denrpy with Mr. GALLAGHER, 

Mr. Brncuam with Mr. WaALLace. 


Mr. Sovuruwick with Mr. Ret. 
Mr. Snapp with Mr. CANDLER. 
Mr. BARNARD with Mr. Apatr. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT 
Mr. BouTe.i 
Mr. Carper with Mr. 
Mr. Cary with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Cocks of New York with Mr. 
Mr. Dawson with Mr. Crate. 

Mr. DovuscLias with Mr. CRAVENs, 
Mr. ENGLEBRIGHUT With Mr. DuPRE 
Mr. Farrceniip with Mr. EstToprnat. 

Mr. HANN 1 with Mr. Giiw of Maryland. 
Mr. Foronery with Mr. Hopson, 

Mr HINSHAW with Mr. Livery. 

Mr. Humpuerery of Washington with Mr. 
Mr. Jonnson of Ohio with Mr. SLayYDEN, 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. Buxcess. 

Mr. KRONMILLER with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. KUSTERMANN with Mr. TArportr. 
Mr. LANGHAM With Mr. WerIssr. 
Mr. Lunpin with Mr. WILLEtTr. 
Mr. Micier of Kansas with Mr. 
Mr. Moreneap with Mr. Carrer. 
Mr. Moxtry with Mr. Dickson of Mississippi. 
Mr. Payne with Mr. JAMIESON. 

Mr. Pickett with Mr. Kinkrap of New Jersey. 
Mr. Rorerts with Mr. Rucker of Colorado. 


with Mr. 
with Mr. 


ASHBROOK. 
BARNHART. 
Bartietr of Nevada. 


CARLIN. 


SHARP, 


Witson of Pennsyly 


ania 


Mr. VREELAND with Mr. SAUNDERS. 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. BurLeson. 
For the session: 


Mr. Brapiey with Mr. GouLpen. 

Mr. Hucues of West Virginia with Mr. Byrp. 
Mr. Hint with Mr. Grass. 

Mr. Anprus with Mr. Rrorpan. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. Currrer with Mr. FINniey. 

From 12 m. Thursday until end of session, 
legislation : 

Mr. Smirn of Michigan with Mr 
Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, 


excepting on | 


. Crark of Florida. 
I wish to inquire whet: 
. Frntey, has voted. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from South Caroli 
vote. 
Mr. CURRIER. I voted “aye,” and I am paired wit! 


I wish to withdraw my yote and answer “ present.” 


The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’s name. 


Preset 


Mr. CuRRIER’s name was called, and he answered “ 





re 





1911. 


\ 


CONG 





{r. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know if I am 


orded? 


I 
\ 


‘he SPEAKER. The gentleman is not. 
ir. CARTER. I was present in the room, Mr. Speaker, when 
name was called 





‘The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and giving at- 
tion when his name was called and did not hear it? 

Mr. CARTER. I was present in the room, but I was not 
ng very strict attention—— 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself within 
e rule 

\ir. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no,” and I want to 
recorded as voting “no,” but as I am paired with the gen- 


n from Pennsylvania, Mr. WANceER, I desire to withdraw 
vote of “no” and answer “ present.” 
he SPEAKER. Call the gentleman's name. 


\lr. ADAMSON’S hame was called, and he answered “ Present.” 


Mr 


The 


CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no” under the impres 
that the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Gorse, had voted. I 

i that he did not vote. I therefore withdraw my vote and 

; present.” 

» result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


A iit 

LEAVE 
Sairn of California was given leave of absence for the 
der of the session on account of sickness. 


OF ABSENCE, 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE DELAWARE RIVER. 
SPEAKER laid before the House the following 
from the Senate of the United States: 


lvred, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of 
tives to return to the Senate Senate bill 10632, to aut 


resolu- 


iorize the 


Pennsylvania Railroad Co. and the Delaware & Bound Brook 
d Co. to construct a bridge across the Delaware River. 
fhe request was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNFD. 
Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 


reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
s of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 
If. R. 16268. An act for the relief of Thomas Seals; 


Ii. R. 32220. An act to authorize the board of supervisors of 
t 


the town of High Landing, Red Lake County, Minn., to construc 


K 


{ 
1 









































ge across the Red Lake River; 

Hf. 2.32571. An act to consolidate certain forest lands in the 

nsas National Forest; 

H.R. 81588. An act to authorize the Pensacola, Mobile & New 
ns Railway Co., a corporation existing under the laws of 
State of Alabama. to construct a bridge over and wa 

bile River and its navigable channels above the city 
le, Ala.; and 

H.R. 32400. An act to authorize the North Pennsylvania Rail- 
Co. and the Delaware & Bound Brook Railroad Co. to 
ruct a bridge : } 


ross 


e 
Ol 


icross the Delaware River from Lower Make- 

d ‘Township, Bucks County, Pa., to Ewing Township, Mercer 
ty, N. J. 

rhe SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill and 
resolutions of the following titles: 

8.10015. An act for rebuilding and improving the present 

nd fog signal at Lincoln Rock, a, or for building 

r light and fog-signal station upon a different site near by; 

Res. 132. Joint resoluti authorizing the deliverii to 

lumander in chief of the United Spanish War Veteran 

e or two dismounted bronze cannon; and 

Res. 145. Joint resolution providing for the filling 


i 


b 


Alask 





h 


g of a 
y which will occur on March 1, 1911, in the Board of 
s of the Smithsonian Institution, of the class other than 
er of Congress; 
AMENDMENT TO INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS 
M 


11 


LONGWORTH. 


28626) 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bi 
Hf. R to amend the internal-revenue iaws relating t 
stilled spirits, and for other purposes, which is a privileged 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loneworru ] 
p the following privileged bill, which the Clerk will report. 
i ‘ 


Cierk read as follows: 
enacted, etc., That section 3255 of the Revised Statute as 
1 | act of June 3, 1896 (29 Stat., p. 195), be ame d so as 
follows: 
S $255. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap 


the Secretary of the Treasury, may exempt distillers of brandy 
! . . = ' 

( lusively from apples, peaches, grapes, ears, pineapples 
ipricots, berries, or prunes from any provision of this title 


to the manufacture of spirits, except as to the tax thereon, 
n his judgment it may seem expedient to do so: Provided, That 
in the manufacture of wine, artificial sweetening has been used 
® or the fruit pomace residuum may be used in the distillation 
‘y, and such use shall not prevent the Commissioner of Inte! 


¢ from exempting such distiller from any provision of this title 


5 
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relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to 
when in his judgment it may seem expedient to do 


the tax thereon, 


Also the following committee amendments were read: 


Tage 1, line 





ine 10, after the word “ berries,” insert “ plums, pawpaws, 
persimmons. 
Page 1, line 11, strike out “or” and after the word “ prunes” insert 
“, figs, or cherries.” 
Page 2, line 3, after the word “ Revenue” insert “, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


that this bill,may be considered in the House as in the ¢ 
mittee of the Whole. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think I shall have to object to that. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hous 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. ) 
The 


ill- 


e 


28626 

















motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the conside1 on of 
the bill (H. R. 28626) to amend the internal-revenue laws relat- 
ing to distilled spirits, and for other purposes, with Mr. Dur- 
KEMA in the chair. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I send to the ¢ i's 
desk and ask to have read a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury. upon this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rrReasvry Dera T 
OF CE oO I s ARY, 
Wash ton. Jan , 5, 1911 

Sir I have the honor to a knowledge receipt of ¥v lett e 
-ist ultimo, inclosing copy of bill (H., R. 28626) to amend the interna 
revenue laws relating to distilled spirits, and for ot! nurpos nd 
requesting my views as to whether the same should be enacted into law, 
and the reasons therefor 

In reply I would say that section 3255, Revised Statutes, as amended 
by the act of June 3, 1896, and also by the act of February 4, 1901, 
1uthorizes the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, w 1 the app | of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, to exempt distillers of brand id 
exclusively from the fruits enumerated therein from any of t r 
visions of the title relating to the manufacture of distilled s ex 
cept as to the tax thereon 

Wine makers in certain sections of the country, in the mannf : 
of sweet wines, find it necessary to add artificial sweetening in o1 to 
perfect such wines. Inasmuch as brandy distilled from wine s d 
or from the fruit residuum, is not made exclusively from g¢ r 
either of the other fruits named in section 3255, its manufactur 3 t 
permissible under the exemptions 

The proposed amendment will authorize the Commissioner of I l 
Revenue to exempt distillers of brandy from wine r fruit ‘ 
residuum, when in the manufacture , ial s x 
hi been used, from any or all the pro relatir the 
manufacture of cistilled spirits, exce t n 

Authority to tend the exempt s W the 
fruit residuum where, in the manufa 
‘uing has been used, scems to be ne« the h 
{ it charged with sugar or sugar sol pra , n 

* the general statutes relating to dis e ns 
} ed tl upon the f enting | d ‘ t ! ed 

es of distilleries, which period is sufficient : 
mentation of such fruit 

I ite attention to « defects in the 1 g ! 

ment to tion 3255. R i Statut 
' s that of the et of Jut so whet t \ fur 
mended by the a of |} y 4. 1901, | led f t 
’ il f its eT <8 ; I he n 
res t ( ss f I | Reve s 
s of distiller vit! tl Ss i 
In m nion the Ss t v 
ad be reé i 1 ad 
\ it 1 la ¢ 
1 be 1 ted 
a na 
R tful PRANKI Mac' S t 
rl CHAIRMAN ¢ i. \ AND M 

Mr. LONGWORTH Mr. C an, this bill has he 

ymended in accordance with the suggestions n le by tl Sect 
tary of the Treasury. It was acted upon Wa 

Means Committee after al exl ve hen wil thea 
( missioner ‘ inte i ] appe I [ us It 
p = to House now with tl inil Is re rt of tl 1))- 
I tt ex Th 1 I of the Seere ! ot the Ir rv. t 3 
to me, exp'ains very I \ he n ssity for this s ] 
therefore I « t care to py the tin Lh 
prolonged dis l SS hie Fe! I 
isk some questions 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I interrupt t 9 
Mr. LONGWORTH. With pleasur 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia rhe purpe f 1 juil s to 
iseertain from the gentleman from Ohio Mr. Lone 
what effect this would have on the distilling of fruit: f 
stance, peaches, apple d things of that s [I not ; 
he shall have right « r certain regulations l 
payment of the tax. 
Now, distillation from fruit—peaches and er things 
kind—in my country has ceased altogether owing to the re 
| tions. Men might be willing to pay the tax, | there are er 
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certain regulations preseribed by the laws or rules of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Department that they can not comply with. I want 
to know if this provides for the distillation of fruit—peaches 
and apples and so forth—where we can not now distill them, | 
and, if to what extent? 

Mr. LONGWORTH This bill does not change in any re- 
spect the present law of distillation from fruits, except it adds 


one or two other sorts of fruit than those now authorized by 
The only change made in the law by this bill is in 
iso which allows the Secretary to inclyde in “ fruit 
’ those distilleries which now make brandy from 
sweetened grapes. The necessity for the law arises from the 
following reasons: For nearly 40 years there have been certaim 
districts in this country which make wine from grapes to which 
sugar has been added. 


statute. 
the prov 


distilleries 


the districts of Missouri, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. Im all of 
those districts wine is made from sweetened grapes. 

Now, it has been the custom to distill the residue which 
remains after making wine into brandy; but recently the 
Internal Revenue Department has been prosecuting certain 


distillers who used sugar in the distillation of brandy made 
from fruits generally, which is against the law, the law pro- 
viding that fruit distilleries are only exempt from the pro- 
visions of grain distilleries if they make their distillation from 
fruit exclusively. The moment you add sugar you thereupon 
take them out of this exemption. 

This law does not change in any respect the distillation from 


| 


That includes the New York district and | 


| were in the report I do not think anybody would have ; 


fruits, but will only previde that those who manufacture brandy | 


out of the residuum of sweetened brandy may continue as they 
have done for about 40 years. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. That would not take 
then, any of the restrictions that are thrown around or 
requirements provided for the distillation of brandy from fruit, 
like peaches and things of that sort? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Not at all. The fact is, there are two 
kinds of distilleries only, distilleries that use fruit and dis- 
tilleries that do not use fruit, which means, of course, grain 
distilleries. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
of fruit or grain? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Under this section, section 38255, I 
think it is, the Secretary of the Treasury is allowed to exempt 
fruit distilleries from all provisions except the tax. Now, the 
fact is that the reason why the Internal Revenue Department 
is anxious that this bill should pass is that if it shall not pass 
at this session of Congress the Government will lose somewhere 
between $500,000 and $800,000 of revenue. I have heard the 
amount estimated at as high as $800,000. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do. 

Mr. MANN. Neither the bill nor the report indicates what 
is new and what is old, but from an examination of the act 
referred to in the report it would seem that there are some new 
fruits added in the bill, and the proviso is entirely new. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The proviso is entirely new, and there 
are two kinds of fruit added. 

Mr. MANN. Peaches and cherries, and—— 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Peaches and cherries, I think, are in 
the old law. 

Mr. MANN. And pawpaws, and persimmons, and figs 

Mr. LONGWORTH. ‘Those are new, I believe. 

Mr. MANN. And cherries and plums are entirely new. 
ever, that is of no importance, I suppose? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. No. 

Mr. MANN. Has there been a ruling under the present law 
by the department to the effect that under the law they can 
not use the pomace resulting from sweetened wines to distill 
brandies? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 

Mr. MANN. Under what law is that ruling made? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 
Secretary of the Treasury shall—— 

Mr. MANN. What law is it? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It is section 8255. 

Mr. MANN. But section 3255 does not cover it at all. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It says the Secretary of the Treasury 
may exempt distillers of brandy made exclusively from fruits, 
and so forth. Now, under this it is held that this sort of 
brandy is not made exclusively from fruits, because there is an 
admixture of sugar in the production of the wines. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is a new ruling? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is a new ruling, and the effect of 
it has been postponed until March 15, so that if this bill does 
not pass at this session of Congress the distillers of this kind 
of brandy must go out of business, because it is impossible for 


3ut different as to the amount 





How- 


Yes. 


| amendments be agreed to, and that the bill as amended do | 
away, | 
the | 





on» 
23, 


FEBRUARY 





them to comply with the regulations that apply to grain 
tillers with respect to the period of fermentation. 

Mf. MANN. Of course the gentleman knows, does he not 
that there has been more or less controversy over the man 
facture of sweetened wines and fruit wines, and so forth, und 
the pure food law? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The Commissioner of Internal Reyen 
says this bill will not in any way violate the provisions of +) 


| pure-food law. 


Mr. MANN, 
liquor violates 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will say also to the gentleman 1 
Mr. McCabe, the Solicitor of the Department of Agricy)t 
says that this bill will not violate the provisions of the p 
food law. If we do not pass this bill, the Government wi! 
deprived of something between half a million and three-quarters 
of a million dollars of revenue. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman had indicated what the cha) 


Of course he thinks nothing in the way 
anything connected with the pure-food 


es 


° ° i 
tioned it. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. I will ask for the reading of the } 
and of the amendments recommended by the committee. 

The bill and the committee amendments were again read 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the a: 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move that 


the col 
mittee do now rise and recommend to the House 


that 


al 


The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 1 
sumed the chair, Mr. Dirkema, Chairman of the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that t! 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 28626 
to amend the internal-revenue laws relating to distilled spirits, 
and for other purposes, and directed him to report the same 
to the House with sundry amendments, with the recommend 
tion that the amendments be agreed to, and that the bi 
amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded on any amend 
ment? If not, the amendments will be voted on in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was read the third time 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Loncwortn, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


anid 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announeed that the Senate had passed a bill of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested : 

S. 288. An act for the creation of the police and firemen's 
relief fund, to provide for the retirement of members of the 


police and fire departments, to establish a method of procedu! 


| for such retirement, and for other purposes. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed wit! 
amendment bills and joint resolution of the following titles 


which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
| requested : 
| H.R. 20603. An act for the relief of Henry Halteman; 


Under the law that provides that the 


H. R. 24153. An act for the relief cf John Marshall; and 
H. J. Res. 276. Joint resolution modifying certain laws re! 
ing to the military records of certain soldiers and sailors 





SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its 
appropriate committee as indicated below: 

S. 9693. An act to provide for the payment of the tray 


» 


~~, 


| and other expenses of United States circuit and district judges 


when holding court at places other than where they reside 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REVISION 
SPEAKER. 


AND CODIFICATION OF THE LAWS. 


The The Chair finds upon the Speaker's tal 


H. J. Res. 281, to create a joint committee to continue the | 
sideration of the revision and codification of the laws of 
United States, which provides for an expenditure of mo 
from the contingent funds of the House and Senate. 

amination of the precedents, which are conflicting, t 
is of opinion that the bill should be on the House Calendar a! l 


After e€x- 


he Ch 





911. 






















Cl -= 








ypon the Union Calendar. 


re was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
LEASING COAL LANDS IN AI 
MONDELL Mr. Speaker, I 


provide for the leasing of coal lant 


ASKA., 

















bill (H. 


a, and for other purposes, with committee amendments 


Rh. 
is in the District 
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Without objection, it will be so 


e to suspend the rules and pass the bill as amended. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon 
moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill as amended. 
erk will read the bill and amendments. 

Clerk read as follows: 


d 


and dis il, except der the provisions of th 
i ng herein ntained ull in any manr 
ights to any such coal lands heretofore asserted « ) 
nd laws of the United States, and all such ~ 
hall be treated, passed upon, and disp of as th i 








due 


4 d i wr il 
ring, the Secretary of the 

nse for a period not ex 
advance a f of 25 nt 


license, 50 cents 











“d year, and at t 
I s shall pay in advance a 
ts per re for th i calendar year, or i ti 
50 cents per acre for the second year, and not less than 31 and 
e than $4 per acre for each succeeding year. The ims 


by a lessee shall in every case be a credit wpon the royalt 


e due for the same year. All lessees shall pay a royalt m 
of 2,000 pounds, of coal mined, as follows: From the pa 
this act until the end of the calendar year 1920, not less t! 


nor more than 6 cents per ton; for the succeeding 10 years 
» cents nor more than 8 cents per ton; for the succes 
not less than 5 cents ner mere than 10 cents per ton; 

I Congress may provid All leases shall be granted for 
od as the lessee shall designate, but in no event for more than 
ut all lessees who have complied with the terms of their 

| have a preferential right to an extension of their lease f 





| not to exceed 20 years upon such conditions and the payment 

nts and royalties as Congress may prescribe. 
rhat vy person over the re of 21 years who is a citizen 
United States, ‘ any association or corporation composed « 
may apply for a permit to prospect for, or a lease to 


istrict of Alaska, and upon compliance with the pr 
this act and the rules and regulations promulgated thereun 
granted a license or lease as provided herein, but no per 
n, or corporation, or stockholder therein shall. during the 
uch permit or lease, receive or be permitted to hold, directly 
y, any other permit, lease, or license, or any interest therein, 











is in Alaska under the prov is of this act. 

That applicatior licenses and mining leases 
payments on sar m to such officer and in h 
st Ss { of th ‘lor may designate, and in all cases 

{ ol ipplieation shall be received for a license or lk 
the sam rea, in whole or in part, preference shall be given 







cant who shall show prior possession with a 
ids or prospecting for or mining coal, 
rse or lease, but the | 
ree right, during the p 
vr and obtain a mining lease to the lands \ 
ided, That the Secretary of the Interior may 
~onflicting applications In such manner as will 

I affording opportunities for speedy 





a prefe 














licenses or leases shall describe the 
blic-land surveys or private s 

















pr 
y the United States surveyor gen 
f« d, by deseription by metes and bounds and 
or permanent monuments as will readily 
t 1 be issued until afte: 
z 4 30 days in some newspaper 
‘ in which the land is located 
p r the hearing of any protests 
. publication against the issu 
l | I vering unsurveyed land 
issued until = een executed, at the ex] 
‘ y or under the autho of the Secretary < th 





s thereof and subd 
rding to the rectangular s m of ‘veys. Licenses 
eled by the Secretary of the I or after reasonable not 

to pay rent when due 












6. Th ill leases issued under the provisions of this act shall 
con ion that the lessee shall ed with due dilige: t 
1 mi or mines on the leased premises and to produ coal 

ring the life of the lease in such quantity as the condition 
t shall justif That he shall not onopolize, in y 
» In « Phat e will at times sell fl 
leased I t just, fi and reasonal 
g of rebates or drawbacks, and without di imina 
therwise, as between persons or places f like 
nder similar terms and conditions That the min 
shall he rried on in a workmanlike manner with du 
/ permanetr of the mine, without undue aste, and w 
f to tl f fare of the the 








nd all n l rds 
t to inspection and ex- 


laps an 
























































































lination by such officers : may t 1 by v 
by the Secretary of tl Ir ior f s I t 
erve, abide by nd nform to ; of t siot 
tions of this act, and that he pay mptly l s 
when due; and t se t i 
t ‘ ) } Ir js ‘ 
I iN apy 
Te f the ] > or f < f 
t t vis S 
f tt said urt shall Hie to tl United S 
{ ninth cireuit Said leases sl 
the | ted States sha at all time hay 
f } f . ! t 
po » | sed nd Ss v neces ‘ 
Nav ‘ R ( ‘ \ I 
m i e | there! s 
' 





































t Ine wpon the « l » t 
_ ‘ i . 3 l 
l iven a nd t I ~ 
ty a 7 » Se ¢ Tr i 
tT ’ T nf iT i. ‘ 1 ¢ ’ 










































































































































































































































































» of ‘ 
nd iga ns contained in e S 8 
s it ense lease may » 7 l t 
Pt ns lesse nd t f l 
ht e due t no le ha | 
. ’ +? is 
x made into th 
a pl all have ‘ nh 
ol neé may hay 
Upon the Nation of 
feiture thereef and the 
decree of forfeiture, the nd 
the Secretary of the Int ‘ f t 
vy. buildings, or struct 
ires as may be 1 
Ss 10. That no unde 
this t 1 give 3 \ 
ve 3 iis licen . 3 the I 
pl ng the same, bu essees under the ] siot 
the exclusive th t r¢ that eX 
ill in no wis nt vi t est i 
roads and hig! ] ted t t f vitt 
operations, and the granting by the Secretary of the Ir 
ights of wi Is as may be ne f 
ion, hg ns ion of j 
Thist t of 
S 11 retary f the Inter I I 
issue imit es 1 ipplicants ed 1 ‘ . 
t i? my ns. a t ' 
extent, and cover vd t ex i 10 
for ws ict f Alask Snel j 
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Page 2, strike out all after the word “ years” in line 9, down to | 
nd inecludir the word “* veal it the end of line 12, and insert a 
period in Jj of tl ce ia after the word “ years in line 9 

Ps 2, strike out all r the word “ year ”’ in line 16, down to and 
inc the y l lice * in line 17, and insert a period in pla 
of the comma after the word “ year” in line 16 

Page 4, strike out all after the word “ interest” in line 15 nd l 
of lit 16 and insert a period in place of the comma after tl vord 
“int n line 15 

age 5, after the period following the word “ justify ‘ e 17 
insert the following: “ That tl lessee shall not during th ifet 
the le receive or hold, directly or indirectly, any othe € f nde 
the provisions of this act or interest therein.” 

Page 7, line 7, strike out the word “all” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ the.” 

Page &, line 11, after the word “ forfeiture,” insert the words “ and 
the payment of all rents and royalties due.” 

Page 10, line 7, strike out ail after the word “ treasury” and all of 
lines 8 and 9 

Page 10, strike out all after the word and figures “ Sec. 14” down 
to and including the word “Alaska,” on line 3, page 11, and insert in 
lieu thereof the followi 

“That the ac of | ruary 4, 1887, entitled ‘An act to reguiate 
commerce,’ and all acts amendatory thereof, are hereby extended to 
and made applicable to the District of Alaska in so far as the trans- | 
portation of coal is concerned. And for the purpose of administering | 
said acts in Alaska with regard to the transportation of coal, the | 
jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission and of the Com- | 
merce Court is hereby extended to the District of Alaska.” | 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? | 

Mr. MADISON. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. A second is ordered under the rule The | 
gentleman from Wyoming |Mr. MoNpbDELL] is entitled to 20 | 
minutes and the gentleman from Kansas [\Mr. MAbison] is 
entitled to 20 minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the bill before the House is | 


the result of a very earnest, careful, and painstaking effort to | 
meet in a fair way, and a way which we believe is in harmony 
with the best public sentiment, the coal situation in the Disirict | 
of Alaska. There are three distinct features of the coal situa- 

tion in that are at present unsatisfactory. First, the | 
coal land sells for a flat price of $10 an acre, without regard 
to its value, and it is generally believed that that price is too 
low. Second, under the law, except under the provisions of the 
act of 1908, which are difficult to comply with, entries are lim 
ited to 160 acres, and it is difficult to acquire legally a sufficient 
area for a coal operation. Third, under this system of sale in 
fee there is no control over the coal operations or over the 
prices that may be charged. The committee set out to remedy 
this condition along the line of what we considered to be a sound 
policy, one which will make possible the development of the 
Alaskan coals and at the same time protect the public and bring 
a very considerable revenue to the Government. 

We provide, first, for a prospecting license which may cover 
3,200 acres and which may extend over three years upon the 
payment of certain rents during that period. We then provide 
for a lease which may extend as long as 30 years upon the pay- | 
ment of certain royalties, and the maximum area is 2,560 acres. | 
The royalties are fixed-at from 3 to 6 cents per ton for the | 
first 10 years and increased so that in the last 10 years of | 


Alaska 


30 it runs from 5 to 10 cents a ton on the coal as it comes from 
the mines, so that, allowing for slack, these royalties per ton 
of merchantable coal will be from 25 to 40 per cent above the 
royalty fixed in the bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
question? 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
-ense for not more than 38, 

Mr. MONDELL. 

Mr. COOPER of 
2.560 acres. 

Mr. MONDELL. The mining lease is for a smaller area than | 
the prospecting license. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
have the right to mine coal? 


Will the gentleman yield for a | 


I notice, in line 7, page 2, that a 
200 acres is provided. 

That is a prospecting license. 

Wisconsin. And a not 


lic 


lease of more than 


Under the license would a man | 


Mr. MONDELL. Oh, no; that is just a prospecting license, | 
to give the prospector the opportunity to prospect the area 
within which to select the tract upon which he can secure a 


lease to mine coal. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The licensee pays 25 cents the 
first year, 50 cents the second year, and $1 the third year. 

Mr. MONDELL. The licensee pays a ground rent. The | 
lessee pays a ground rent, which after the second year may be 
as high as $4 an acre, and in addition to that he pays his roy- 
alties. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 





Both of them pay rent. 


Mr. MONDELL. They both pay rent. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The lessee pays rent and roy- 
alty. 

Mr. MONDELL. He pays rent and royalty. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Will the gentleman permit a question? 


| this 


| around 





Mr. MONDEL!M. 
plete my statement. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I 
tionally made 
a rental, but 


I have a very brief time in which to eo) 


think the gentleman has wnint 
a misstatement. He said the lessee paid not 
a royalty in addition. 

Mr. MONDELL. I did not intend to say in addition. | 
pays a rental, but after he gets to mining coal the rent,| 
absorbed by the royalties. The rental is for the purpose « 
venting him from holding the area without mining coal | 
section 6 of the bill are contained all the covenants of the 
and all of the requirements with regard to careful min 
safeguarding the life and limb of miners, in regard to payn 
of rents and royalties, in regard to the maintenance of 
mines, against holding more than one lease, and every pro! 
tion contained in the bill made a covenant of the le 
section 6, and enforcible by a suit begun by the Secretary 


) mY 
I 


is 


| the Interior, or any interested party, in the United States dis 


trict court for the District of Alaska. 

Mr. JAMES. I see the gentleman’s bill provides that no 
person or corporation shall have the right to more than 2,7 
acres. Suppose other persons already have claims which 
gregate 5,000 acres. Does this give them that number of a 
in addition? 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will read the section 
will see that it provides: 





But no persons, association, or corporation, or stockho] 
shall, during the lifetime of such permit or lease, receive 
| mitted to hold, directly or indirectly, any other permit, lease 
or any interest therein, to coal laud in Alaska under the provi 


act. 

Mr. JAMES. That 
other claims outside. 

Mr. MONDELL. It does not. 

Mr. JAMES. if the Guggenheim-Morgan syndicate has 
5,000 or 6,000 acres of land, they can take up under this 
2.560 acres in addition. 

Mr. MONDELL. So far there have been no patents issu 
| lands in Alaska. 
Mr. JAMES. No; but there have been claims filed. 

Mr. MONDELL. The committee did not feel that it « 
to go further than a limit under the law. The limitations | 
this law are drastic and readily enforceable. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me a 
suggestion ? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
the transfer of licenses? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; you will find that in section § 
bill. I believe the bill is very carefully safeguarded. We h 
gone just as far as we have dared to go in fixing safesua! 

without absolutely | 


refers to this bill. That does not r 


So 


CUr 


Is there any inhibition against 


the mining of coal in Alaska 
venting development. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does 
language in section 8 an inhibition? 

Mr. MONDELL. It says that— 

No license or lease shall be assigned, mortgaged, or sublet exc 
a person, association, or corporation qualified to receive and | 
original license or lease under the provisions of this act, and wi 
written permission and approval of the Secretary of the Interior 

For instance, a party holding a lease and finding it imposs 
to operate under the lease might transfer to another party) 
was eligible to take a lease, and it seems to me there could 
no objection to that. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
suggestion? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
Says: 

That the lessee shall not, during the lifetime of the lease, rec: 


hold, directly or indirectly, any other lease under the provisions of 
act or interest therein. 


The same lessee could not get two leases, but another les 


the gentleman call 


Will the gentleman peru 


92 
=v, 


Line in italic, on pase 2 


| could get a lease and transfer the assignment of his lease to | 
| other man. 


Mr. MONDELL. The lease could only be assigned to a pers 
qualified as lessee. This whole matter was thrashed out ca! 
fully in the committee, and the bill is perfectly clear. No 
son who is not qualified as a lessee or a licensee could ob 
an assignment or a mortgage of one of these claims. 

Mr. JAMES. I notice section 2 of the bill provides: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


‘ 


auth 


for and on behalf of the United States, to issue licenses granting 
holders thereof the right to prospect and explore for coal on the ¥ 
public lands in the District of Alaska and to execute leases author 
the lessee to mine and remove coal from such lands. 

Is it not true under this bill that you lodge absolutely in | 
hands of the Secretary of the Interior the right to give one m: 
a license and deny that right to another? 











1911. 


Mr. MONDELL. On the contrary, there is absolutely no 
und on which the Secretary can deny an application of a 
rty qualified under the law. 

Mr. JAMES. I wish the gentleman would point out in his 
where he provides that the Secretary shall issue to any 
m a license who demands it. On the contrary, you lodge 

the hands of the Secretary the right to give a lease or license 
ne person and deny it to another. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman can 
h he can make his speech. 

Mr. JAMES. I made the si 
s the author of this bill, and if he ean point out in this bill 

here that statement is untrue I want him to de it. 

Mr. MONDELL. The bill provides in section 3: 

That any person over the age of 21 years, who is a citizen of the 

United States, or any association or corporation composed of such per- 


iy apply * a permit to prospect for, or lease to mine, coal in 
Di ict of 


1 the ruk and regulations promulgated 
cranted a license or lease as provided herein. 


have his own time in 









thereunder, shall 
If the gentleman knows of any expression in the English lan- 
» that is more definite than that, then I do not know what 
uld be. That purposely leaves no discretion in the Secre- 
except where two parties apply for overlapping leases. We 
vith lim there necessarily a discretion, and he must exer 
that discretion in the public interest. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
ir. MONDELL. Yes. 
Mr. HAMLIN. As I understand this bill, 


any person 
v for not more than 2,560 acres. 


may 


Mr. MONDELL. That is true. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Would it not be possible for a combination 
ersons—50 or 100—to each lease that number of acres of 


nd, or a combination of even more people, so that one company 

ight contrel all of the coal lands of Alaska? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, if there is anything in this bill that 

that possible I can not see where it is, because, 

is a covenant in the lease that no lessee or asso- 

hn or associated interests on a lease shall own or have any 
interest in any other lease, and also that the lessee shall not 
monuepolize in whole or in part the trade in coal. 

Mr. HAMLIN. They would be issued in the names of dif 
t individuals, but may there not be a secret understanding 
een them, and as a matter of fact they might be controlled 

ne compaby or corporation? 

Mr. MONDELL. If 


| make 


first. there 


the gentleman knows of any way by 
you can write anything into law, anything that is going 
revent men having seeret understandings, I would be glad 


to have it done here and accept it as an amendment to this 


I know of no way of doing that. "We prohibit any person 
ssociation of persons or anybody connected with an asso 
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egestion to the gentleman because | 


] 


Mr. MORSE. Will the theman \ | 

Mr. MONDELI Ye 

Mr. MORSE In sectix t I see ro ‘ v 
man in possession pt 
possession of the land, or | f 


- ' 
estiyv, ne 


think that a 


prefer 


newcomer « 


is given 


people who have been sq : 
| to be amended so that thev could 
Mr. MONDELL. It is ett) 
whereby the right to make thes 
| except that on that of priority of 
unless you leave the entire matte: 
retary. The man who makes the fi 


| Sion for the purpose of 
ska, and upon compliance with the provisions of this | 
be | 


of persons from having any right or interest in more | 
one lease, and that is a covenant of the lease, and the | 
an be canceled and there is a bond given which can be 


upon and the party put entirely out of business and made 
heavy damages for attempting to do anything of that 

Certainly no legislation could go further than that. 

HAMLIN. Dees not the gentleman know that these com- 


s are formed every day of tl e world? 
Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman says that the lessees might 
a secret understanding. I take it that men may have a 
rstanding that you can not reach by law. That 
s to me to be something that can not be reached by legisla- 
that secret understanding results in a monopoly or 
mpted monopoly; then it can be reached under the 

s of the bill. 

TAMES. Suppose, as a matter of fact, that 100 men do 


and, 


isand 


gether, under the provisions of this act, get two or 


acres of land each, and then after that there 


» proof that the United States can get that they have a 
understanding, after they have gotten practically all of 
and in Alaska, what provision have you in your bill to 
hem from associating that land together and under one 


noth concern controlling it all? 
MONDELL. Oh, the gentlem 
argument, 
JAMES. The gentl 
ll puts questions 
i\lterior motive, 
in the bill. 
Mr. MONDELL. There is nothing in the bill that will justify 
a Suggestion, for I have read twice to the House an abso 
prohibition against that being done, against anyone ac- 
holding or having at any one time an interest in 
re than one lease, and that is as plain as the English lan- 
suage can make it. 


in is trying to use my time 


eman Pit 


about 


ist not conclude that because 
his own bill that he is doing it for 
The gentleman owes a duty to the House to 


Le or 


who is in possession has an equitab 


quill g ‘ i 
to coal lands. 

It seems to me that is a very wis Vision ! 
that runs through all ou nd \ t n 
session has a first right to make a] 7 

Mr. LENROOT. Would th ‘ 


in just that way if the yx 





uring claims in a fraudulent manne i 
fraud upon the Gover eh 

Mr. MONDELL. We I do not } \ ‘ 
differentiate in a matter of that kind Wi 
the right to make these app tions, d 
that the party in possess should b s 
tunity to acquire the right to lease, it s 
much to the Government ny other pe la e is 
under all the limitations that any other | W [ 
can see no reason why the one in posses she | h 
given the right to make the application 

Mr. LENROOT. Would 1 } end ling { 
the possessor had attempted in good faith to acquire 
out fraud be perfectly practicable? 

Mr. MONDELL. Let me call the g 
the fact that no one can be in poss 1 of 
this land with a view of obtaining title a ( | 
vision in regard to the prior right of tl 
him prior right to lease 160 acres of land I rf 
that it was in the public interest to enc ! 
these claims into ases whereby the G ! 
not $10 an acre for the land, but in some cases as high as $1,000 
or $1,500 an acre for the land under the terms of this b 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Wil! the gentleman yield? Di t 
gentleman know how many claims in tl KK field, 
the Cunningham claims are, have | ‘S on s tl 
19th of last January? 

Mr. MONDELL. There have been no claims ssed to ] nt 
There are about 215 claims upon which proof h been ed 
in all the fields in Alaska, but in no case e: he s led 
Cunningham cases has a final receipt b 

Mr. WICKERSHAM D 
Llouse? 

Mr. MONDELI rhat is true ad if t 
kindly read the letter of the ¢ 1a 
in the last page of the hearing "\ ! W t I 
said is in harmony with tl tater t io 
sent to the commi 

The SPEAKER pro te! (Mr. On) 
gentleman from Wyoming has expired. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speak { ask tl 
allowed a little more time 

Mr. MONDELL. I would ce to ] ( 
have been interrupted so ofte Most of 
taken up in answering questions 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Speak I 
an equal amount of tir ranted to fl [ t 
fair that an equal ami l uld zrante 

The SPEAKER pro t Is there t s 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. 8S ! ! 
be given five minutes’ add { l 
be granted to those i ; , 

The SPEAKER pro tem The g KX 
asks unanimous consent that 10 mil Ss tic 
give five minutes to b sed by the gentle fr Wy 
and five miutes by the gentleman from K 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not care to us ld { 


time. 


The SPEAKER pro tempor The time 
from Wyoming has expired. Now, the gentle 
asks unanimous consent that lk ivy be g 
utes’ additional time. Is ther bject [Aft 


| The Chair hears none. 


A 
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Does the gentleman from Wyoming reserve the balance of 
his time? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Speaker, if I should take as long as 


seven minutes, I wish the Chair to notify me at the end of that 


time. Mr. Speaker, this bill ought not to pass under suspension 
of the rules. ‘There has been some important legislation sub- 


mitted to this House during this session of Congress, but there 
has been no legislation that is more important than this, and 
yet it is proposed to pass this bill after only 50 minutes’ discus- 
sion, without reading the bill under the five-minute rule, or giv- 
ing any opportunity to offer amendments. No bill of the im- 
portance of this should be passed under suspension. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MADISON. No; I have only seven minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL: It is not our fault that we dave to do that. 

Mr. MADISON. There has been a great deal of discussion 
throughout this country with regard to Alaska and the Alaskan 


coal fields, and there is a general consensus of opinion that those | 
lands should not be permitted to go into private ownership, but | 


that title should be retained in the Government and the lands | 
leased, or the privilege of working the mines leased. It is esti- 
mated that there are 15,000,000,000 tons of coal in Alaska, 


some of it as fine coal as can be found anywhere on the face of 
the earth. The finest kind of anthracite coal exists in those 
fields and in veins so thick that it causes every man to wonder 
if the stories with regard to them can be true, and that coal, 


except that which has passed already into the hands of pri- | 


vate owners, is the property of all the people of the United 
States. Alaska is the last great national storehouse of natural 
resources, and you are asked by this bill to give a large por- 
tion of its wealth away after a discussion of only 50 minutes, 
and without any opportunity to amend this bill. 

I call upon every man within the sound of my voice to-day, 
who would protect the interests of the American people, to stand 
here and voice his protest by his vote against this bill. 

I have only a few minutes, and I need but few. There is one 
great enormity in this bill that should defeat it. The testimony 
before the Ballinger-Pinchot committee was that the Guggen- 


heims agreed to pay what in effect amounted to a royalty of 50 | 


cents a ton on run-of-mine coal for every ton of coal taken from 
the Cunningham mines. 

The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoNnpELL] shakes his 
head in the negative. I sat too long in that case and have read 
it too many times not to know what the evidence is, It is 
there, and any man who wants to read it can find it. They 
formed their own corporation, then they entered into an option 
for the purchase of the coal lands, and agreed that for every bit 
of that coal that was mined and went into the general market 
they would pay 50 cents royalty. That is what it amounted to. 


Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MADISON. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Asa matter of fact, is it not true that they 


agreed to pay so much per ton for the coal, and that some one 
estimated that that meant a margin of 50 cents a ton? They 
agreed to pay $2.25 a ton, and it was estimated it could be 
mined at $1.75 per ton. That is a fact, is it not? 

Mr. MADISON, True. 

Mr. MONDELL. That is not a royalty; that is a profit. 

Mr. MADISON. Who gave the figures? The manager of the 
Morgan-Guggenheim syndicate. He testified it would cést $1.75 
a ton to mine the coal, and he did not put an estimate upon it 
that he believed was giving the Guggenheims the worst of it, 
and then he said they agreed to pay for the coal as it came from 


the mines $2.25 a ton. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What did he say it would net 
them? 


Mr. MADISON. It isa matter of computation. That meant, 
in substance, a royalty of 50 cents a ton, and any man who can 
add two and two understands beyond any question that that is 
what it means. The Guggenheims and the Cunningham claim- 
ants owned the corporation which intended to mine the coal, 
and the Guggenheims allowed it a profit of 50 cents a ton and 
then would have sold the coal on the general market at an addi- 
tional profit, thus, in effect, allowing a royalty of 50 cents a 
ton, The Government expert, a man by the name of Kennedy, 
and a man as honest as any man that appeared before that com- 
mittee and who impressed the committee with his ability as 
an expert, testified that there were 90,000,000 tons of coal in 
sight on the Cunningham claims. They were willing to pay a 
royalty or profit, if they got all the coal, of $45,000,000. Of 
course those figures are large and may be said to be an exag- 
geration, if you please, but cut it in two and say that they 
would have gotten out only half of the coal estimated by Ken- 








nedy, then they were willing to pay twenty-two and one-half | 
million dollars for that coal in the way of royalty at 50 cents » 

ton. This bill fixes the maximum for the first period of 10 

years at 6 cents a ton. 

Mr. JAMES. From three to six. 

Mr. MADISON. The maximum at 6 cents a ton. Gentlemen. 
no leasing bill that is ever passed by the Government of the 
United States should have a maximum royalty. 

Mr. WEEKS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADISON. Yes. 

Mr. WEEKS. Is this hard coal or soft coal? 

Mr. MADISON. All kinds, 

= WEEKS. How much of it is hard and how much of it is 
soft? 

Mr. MADISON. I am unable to state, but millions of tons of 
it is hard coal, and as good coal as could be found anywhere on 
the face of the earth. 

Mr. WEEKS. There is no reasonable deduction to be drawn 
from the statement, unless the statement can be confirmed, as 
to whether it is hard or soft coal. 

Mr. MADISON. Much of it is equal to the best grade of 
Pennsylvania anthracite coal, and there are good bitumino 
coals in the same region, or in the immediate vicinity. 

Mr. Speaker, has my time expired? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman h 
not expired. 

Mr. MADISON. 

The SPEAKER 
seven minutes. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Speaker, I will just say this in conclu 
sion, using just one minute more. 

This bill as it stands, as a leasing bill, is a mockery. If this 
is what the Government of the United States has to offer the 
people as a conservation measure, as a leasing bill, then I say, 
God save us from this kind of a conservation measure. [A 
plause. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman fr 
Alaska [Mr. WICKERSHAM]. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman in charg 
of the bill said awhile ago that no coal lands in Alaska had 
been patented. That is true, but it is equally true that mor 
than 268 of those coal claims have been sold by the Governn« 
of the United States, the final proofs have been made in the 
local land office, the proofs have been approved, the final re- 
ceiver’s receipt has been issued, and the equitable title of tl: 
United States has been conveyed to the purchaser. 

The gentleman need not look at the report from the Secretary 
of the Interior at the back of his report, because it is incorrect. 
And I will say to the Members of this House that if you want 
to care for the best interests of the Territory of Alaska every one 
of you should vote against this bill. No gentleman ought to 
vote for it who is not sure from the testimony before him that 
it is right. I say it is wrong; it is all wrong. [Applause.} 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman wants the coal lands of 
Alaska sold for $10 flat? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Does the gentleman desire that this 
bill should apply to the State of Wyoming? 

Mr. MONDELL. I did not say that. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. If the gentleman were to advocate 
that, and were to go back to Wyoming, I feel confident his 
tion would be disapproved there. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman says he wants inserted lr 
a $10-an-acre clause. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. The gentleman from Wyoming said at 
the time of the passage of that bill that it was the besi b 
ever passed for Alaska, and the gentleman was urging its ; 
sage then, just as he is urging the passage of this bill. Now 
the gentleman says the former bill is wrong. 

Mr. MONDELL., Is the gentleman sure that I said that that 
was the best bill that could be passed? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I am quite sure that the gentleman 
said that—at least in substance. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not recollect that I said a word about 
the passage of that bill. But did not the gentleman tell © 
committee that he wanted the sale price of coal land in Alas 
to be $10 flat? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Yes; but, Mr. Speaker, I desire 
passage of a bill that will give the people of the United Stat 
and the people of Alaska some little show, and not a bill of th's 
kind. This bill does not give the people of Alaska a fair op) 
tunity. 

Mr. Speaker, since the Ballinger-Pinchot investigation com- 
mittee was appointed on the 19th of January of last year there 
has been much talk of conservation ‘and of saving the coal in 
Alaska, and a great deal of talk about a Government leasing 
bill for Alaska. But at the back door, before the local land 


How long, Mr. Speaker, have I talked? 
pro tempore. The gentleman has talked for 











office in Alaska, where you do not know what is being done, 
y have been issuing patents on final proofs of these coal 
s and final receipts just as fast as it could be done. 
“0 of those claims in the Katalla field alone have been 
( in Washington seems to know anything about it. 

‘ir. STAFFORD, Can the gentleman tell us who has issued 
those local certificates that he refers to? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. They have been issued by the local 

| office at Juneau, Alaska, and that fact is known to the 
Department of the Interior. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It 
s had been withdrawn. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM, I have a list here that shows that 
more than 24,000 acres in the Katalla field have been sold since 
that time, and Mr. Brooks has testified that there were not more 

about 25,000 acres in the entire field. 

Mr. MADISON. ‘Then they have practically all been sold? 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Yes; they have all been sold. 


There is nothing in either the Katalla coal field or the Mata- | 
ska coal field to lease; and if I had had an opportunity to | 
fact, [| 


pear before the committee and advise them of that 
would have been pleased to do so. 
Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to 


me for an 


interruption ? 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. Certainly. 
Mr. MONDELL. The committee has a list of every entry 


} 


which has been made in Alaska, with the name of the entryman 
nd the area of the land. There have been no final receipts 
issued whatever; there have been receipts issued for money, 
but nothing known.as a final receipt, except in the so-called 
Cunningham cases. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. The gentleman is mistaken in his facts. 
That shows how little the gentleman knows about the true sit- 


uation in Alaska, 
Mr. MONDELL. I am taking the statement of the Interior | 


Department. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. There 
by the Interior Department. 

Mr. MONDELL. That does not affect the situation. 

Mr. WEEKS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Alaska 
if it is not true that in these cases the people who have invested 


are two reports, then, issued 


their money and developed these lands can not get final re- 


celIptS, 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. No, sir; that is not true. I have a let- 

ter here which I will read: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 21, 1911. 
Hon. JAMES WICKERSIIAM, 
House of Representatives. 

Sin: In response to your inquiry of the 13th instant, you are in- 
formed that reports from United States land offices in Alaska show that 
they have received payments under 118 coal locations upon which no 
final certificates have been issued, but these reports do not indicate the 
nur r of locations under which payments have been tendered but not 
I ed. The locations mentioned by you as Cunningham and Whorf 
¢ not included in the 118 mentioned above. 

Very respectfully, R. 


ases are 
A. BALLINGER, Secretary. 

Sut the final receipt is issued in every case, and that is 
equivalent, under the decision of the Supreme Court, to a patent 
for the title. 


Mr. MONDELL (from his seat). He is a liar; that is all. 


[Menacing actions took place between Mr. WICKERSHAM and 
Mr. MonpeEtt.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
serve order. 

{The Sergeant at Arms, bearing the mace, appeared.] 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I want the Recorp to 
show that I apologize to the House. I was called a liar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 
All gentlemen will be seated. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move that the words occurring in the col- 
loquy between the gentleman from Alaska and the gentleman 
from Wyoming be reported from the desk to the House, for the 
future action of the House. 
_The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That the words be taken down 
from the desk to the House. 

Mr. JAMES. About taking the words down, I 
that any of the reporters heard the words, 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minne- 
= moves that the words be reported from the desk to the 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The words will be reported 
from the desk by the Official Reporter. 


What is the gentleman’s mo- 
and reported 


do not know 


1911. 


More | 


1 
i 
d up since the 19th of January of last year, and yet no | 


was our impression that all of those | 


| the word at all with regard to anyone here or elsewhere. I 


| it out of debate. 


Mr. WICKERSHAM. You are a liar, if you say that; that is 


The Sergeant at Arms will pre- | 


The Official Reporter read as follows: 

Mr. WiICKERSHAM (after reading the letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior continued). The final re pt is issued in every case, and t 
is equivalent under the decision of the Supreme ¢ f the Un ! 
States to a patent for the title. 

Mr. MONDELL. He is a liar; that is all 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. You are a liar, if you say that; that is all 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the language used by both 
gentlemen is in violation of the rules of the House, and I think 
they both ought to be required to apologize to the House. 


Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I do desire on my part to 


apologize to the House; I lost my temper. [Applause.] 
Mr. KEIFER. If the Chair will allow me, I think the apology 
must go a little further than that connected with the words 


should go to the unseemly incident that followed. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I want my apology to be 
just as broad as any gentleman in the House desires it to be. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. MONDELT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to Say that I made no 
such statement in debate as was read from the Speaker's desk. 
Listening to the reading of the statement by the gentle 
Alaska, which I did not hear very clearly, [I turned 
tleman from South Dakota in 
whether that were true or 
statement that was in the record, 
* Then he must be a liar,” 

My reference was to the fact that in the letter which we have 


nan from 
to the ren 
answer to a suggestion from him 
that was differen from the 
and said, if I recollect rightly, 


as to 


received and which is in the hearings there is nothing to indi- 
cate that the final receipts were issued, constituting the equiva- 
lent of a patent. On the contrary, the letter of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, which is in the hearings, 


the statement was made that the only final receipts that had 
been issued were on the Cunningham claims and that the other 
receipts that had been issued were simply receipts for money 
paid. It is well known that a receipt for money paid is not a 


final receipt. 


The statement, on the one hand, that final receipts had been 
issued which were equivalent to a patent and the statement in 
the letter that no final receipts had been issued except in one 


case constitute at least a direct contradiction one of the other. 
Hence the statement I made, which was not directed to th 
gentleman from Alaska at all, and it was not in debate, but was 
a word spoken to a gentleman who stood before me 

I realize, Mr. Speaker, however, that I should not have used 
iaip- 
preciate that fact, and I apologize to the House for having used 
I certainly should not have used it in debate. 
I used it as a chance word to a Member standing 
with reference to the two statements containing, if I understand 
them rightly, two directly opposite statements as to the 
which have been issued. 


beside me 


receipts 


I greatly regret, gentlemen, that anything I have said here 
has caused a disturbance or led to any unparliamentary action. 
If I have been unparliamentary, I desire to apologize to the 


House for having been so. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demar 
TAWNEY) there were 86 ayes and 71 noes. 

Mr. MADISON. I demand tellers, 

Tellers were ordered. 

The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. TAWNeEy and Mr. Maprson 

The House again divided, and the tellers reported that there 
were S4 in the affirmative and 72 in the negative. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


do now 


ded by Mr 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 93, nays 115 
answered “ present” 7, not voting 170, as follows: 
YEAS—93 
Anthony Grant Loud Ss $ 
Austin Greene McCreary Sr lex, 
Barchfeld Griest McCredie s viek 
sennet, N. Y. Hamer McKinney Stafford 
Burke, Pa Hamilton McLachlan, Cal St yn 
Burke, S. Dak. Hammond McLaughlin, Mich.St g 
Calder Hanna Mann St Minn 
Cassidy Ilawley Massey St e 
Chapman Hayes Miller, Kans. Sul Ly 
Cocks, N. Y Heald Mondell Taw \ 
Cole Higgins Moore, Pa Tay Colo 
Cravens Hollingsworth Morgan, Mo. Tilson 
Diekema Howell, Utah Moxley Townsend 
Dodds Howland Murphy Vol d 
Dwight Hubbard, W. Va. Needham Washburn 
Fordney Hughes, Ga. Olmsted Weeks 
Foss Hull, Iowa Parker Whee 
Foster, Vt. Keifer Parsons Wiley 
Gaines Kennedy, Iowa Pickett Woods, Iowa 
Gardner, Mass, Kennedy, Ohio Plumley Young, Mi 
Gardner, N. J, Knowland Pratt Young, N. Y 
| Gillett Kronmiller Pray 
Good Lawrence Roberts 
Graham, Pa. Longworth Robinson 
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NAYS—113. 
Dies Johnson, 8, ¢ Rainey 
Ail Dixon, Ind Jones Randell, Tex 
\ M ed ds, Ga Kitchi R dell, La 
H Koy taucl 
J ish Ko Reed 
J lritzgerald Lamb Roddenbery 
I Flood, Va Le rR rmel 
Lb r Floyd, Ark Lenroot Rucker, M« 
J ] Forne Lin rgh s lers 
B 1 *r, lil Lloyd sl leford 
I Garner, Tex McHenry s ) 
Ly Gi tt Ma i St pard 
( l Gil ‘ Madison SI “y 
( God i Maguire, Nebr SI od 
«: Goldfogle Martin, Colo. Si 
Cla Mo. Gord M Siss« 
Clit Hat Mitchel] St At 
( I Har Morrison Stephens, Tex. 
Conry Hardy Mi ‘Thomas, Ky 
Co Wis. Hay MI Thomas, N. C. 
Covington Heflin Nelson Tou Velle 
Cox, J Hielm Nicholls rurnbull 
Cox, Ohio Houston Norris Underwood 
Cull Hu rd, lowa Nye Watkins 
Dav Hughes, N. J. Oldfield Webb 
Dent Hull, Tenn. Padgett Wickliffe 
Den Humphreys, Miss. Pag 
] n James Palmer, A. M. 
Di 1, Miss. Johnson, Ky. Poindexter 
ANSWERED PRESENT ”"—T. 
Ad on Driscoll, M. E. Hardwick McMorran 
LB tt Ferris Hill 
NOT VOTING—170. 
Alexander, N. Y. Driscoll, D. A. Joyce Payne 
Ames Dupre Kahn Pearre 
Anderson Durey Keliher Peters 
Andrus Kdwards, Ky. Kendall Pou 
Ashbrook Ellerbe Kinkaid, Nebr. l’rince 
Barclay Ellis Kinkead, N. J. Pujo 
Barnard Elvins Knapp Reid 
Barnhart Englebright Kiistermann Rhinoek 
Bartholdt Estopinal Richardson 
Bartlett, Ga. Fairchild Riordan 
Bartlett, Ney Fassett Rodenberg 
Bates Finley Rucker, Colo. 
Bennett, Ky. Focht Sabath 
Bingham Foelker Scott 
Boutell Fowler Sheftield 
towers Fuller Slayden 
Bradley Gallagher Slemp 
Broussard Gardner, Mich. Livingston Small 
Burgess Garner, Pa, Loudenslager Smith, Cal, 
surleigh Gill, Md, Lowden Smith, lowa 
Butler Gill, Mo Lundin Smith, Mich. 
Byrd Glass McCall Snapp 
Calderhead Goebel McDermott Sparkman 
Cantrill Goulden McGuire, Okla. Sperry 
Capron Graff McKinlay, Cal. Spight 
Carlin Graham, Il. McKinley, Il. Sulzer 
Cary Gregg Madden Swasey 
Clark, Fla. Guernsey Malby Talbott 
Clayton Harrison Martin, 8. Dak. t 
Cooper, Pa. Haugen Maynard Taylor, Ohio 
Coudrey Havens Miller, Minn. istlewood 
Cowl Henry, Conn. Millington mas, Ohio 
Craig Henry, Tex. Moon, Pa Vreeland 
Creage Hinshaw Moon, Tenn. Wallace 
Crow Hitchcock Moore, Tex. Wanger 
Crumpacker Hobson Morehead Weisse 
Currier Howard Morgan, Okla. Willett 
Dalzell Howell, N. J Mudd Wilson, Ill. 
Davidson Huff Murdock Wilson, Pa. 
Dawson Hu 5 Wee, Va O'Connell Wood, N. J. 
Denby Hu ‘ey, Wash. Olcott Woodyard 
Douglas Jamieson Palmer, H. W. : 
Draper J on, Ohio Patterson 
So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 


rk a 


nm al 


The Cle nnounced the following pairs: 
Kor balance of day: 


Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. Broussarp. 
Mr. MaLby with Mr. Moon of Tennessee. 
Mr. Pearre with Mr. RucKer of Celorado. 


For the session: 


Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. Harpwick. 

Mr. Stemp with Mr. Froop of Virginia 

Mr. Burrer with Mr. Bartriettr of Georgia. 
Until further notice: 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Lever. 

Mr. Smirx of Iowa with Mr. Harrison. 

Mr. Ropensperc with Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Greee. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 
Mr. Martin of South Dakota with Mr. Lecare. 
Mr. MAppEN with Mr. Carrer. 

Mr. McKintey of Lllinois with Mr. Rem. 

Mr. LowpEen with Mr. Spicur. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. R1IcHArRpDSsON, 

Mr. LAw with Mr. SrParKMAN. 

Mr. Humpurey of Washington with Mr. Perers. 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Livingston, 
Mr. Focutr with Mr. KEetLinEr. 

Mr. DRaPrer with Mr Huircmcocr, 
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} gentleman from West 


| of the greatest 


| the United States are not safe in his hands. 
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Mr. Davipson with Mr. Henry of Texas. 


Mr. DaLzett with Mr. Havens. 

Mr. Henry W. PatMer with Mr. Carwin. 

Mr. Burieicu with Mr. ELLeRse. 

Mr. Ames with Mr. CANTRILL. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr. BartLetr of Ney 

Mr. McMorran with Mr. Pvso. 

Mr. Moreneap with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Ovcotrr with Mr. SuLzER. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from 
sylvania, Mir. WANGER, voted? 

‘The Speaker pro tempore. He has not. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Then I withdraw my vote of “no, 


desire to be recorded as 


Mr. HARDWICK. 


™ present. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire 
Virginia, Mr. Woopyarp, voted. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. He did not, 
Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I voted 
withdraw my vote and answer “ present.” 
The SPEAKDHR pro tempore. The Clerk will call the ¢ 
man’s name. 
‘The Clerk called the name of Mr. Harpwick, and he answered 
* Present.” 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorde: 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I agree with Judge Mapis 
Kansas, that this is one of the most important bills that has 
or will be considered by this Congress. Alaska, beyond a! 
tion, is the greatest storehouse of the people’s resources e 
United States for coal and all minerals. The value of thess 
erals enn not be overestimated. It leaps into untold milli: 
dollars. Experts tell us that the finest coal in the world 
anthracite of the best character, steami 
value, minerals of all sorts and kinds are 
wonderful storehouse, which is now the property of the 
This bill, Mr. Speaker, will soon dispose of this valuabl 
erty: but it will go into the possession of a few men wl 
had their hands at the throat of Alaska until the exp eS 
made by Gifford Pinchot and Louis R. Glavis and the iny 
tion precipitated by them called a halt. [Applause.] TT! 
brought in here to-day will lodge, if passed, in the hands 
Secretary of the Interior, Richard A. Ballinger, the r 
lease the most valuable resources owned by the people 


*no.” I de 


be found there; 


United States, lease to whom he pleases, deny to wh 
desires; for section 2 of the bill provides: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hi 
thorized, for and on behalf of the United States, to issu 
granting the holders thereof the right to prospect and explore 
on the vacant public lands in the District of Alaska and t 
leases authorizing the lessee to mine and remove coal from su 


The amount that can be leased to one person or corpor: 
2,560 acres. The disposition of this valuable property 
placed in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, when 
this House to-day there is a report signed by three Members 
House out of six who represented this body in the investiga 
the Interior Department, finding that Secretary Baling: 
unfaithful publie official, and that the interests of the pr 
| Applause 


| yet we are called upon, with this report unacted upon, a 


gentlemen upon the other side will not dare to allow it 1 


up to be acted upon, because you know if it is permi 


| come up for consideration the findings made by this co! 


| will be adopted, 


and yet we are told that this property 


| measurable value should be turned into the hands of an 


\iembers 


Seereta 


who to-day is under a solemn finding of three 
House to this effect. This report holds that 
linger’s acts in connection with these very coal fields of 
were unfaithful to the people of the United States, find 
he was an attorney for the Cunningham claimants, who 
Morgan-Guggenheim syndicate undertook to exploit a! 
laska, holding that he had patented lands without au 
of law to the Cunningham claimants, who had sold and « 
their land in advance to the Morgan-Guggenheim 8s) 
This bill lodges in this Secretary of the Interior's hat 
rigut to say to whom he will give prospecting rights, th: 
to say to whom he will give the privilege of geing into 


| and prospecting for coal, virtually turning over to him th« 
of the people’s property in Alaska. 


It is provided further in this bill that before any lea 
have been authorized, before any right to forwal 
search for coal lands upon which a lease is desired, t! 
person applying for the lease must go to Alaska and, 
language of the bill— 


No license or lease shall be issued until after th 
application therefor for 380 days in some newspaper 


go 


publication 
of general 
im Opl 
iy be m 
such li 


tion in the land district in which the land is located and 
has been given for the hearing of any protests which m 
ing the period of publication against the issuance of 

















911. 

















nd no lease e 


be 


shall be issued 





vering unsurveyed lands 
ex if ete. 


until a 
ull have n 


a 






re is the further extraordinary power 


retary Ballinger of hearing protests 


given into the hands 
which may be made 
st the issuance of such license or such lease, lodging in his 
; the right to say whether, if a person goes under a permit 
spect and locates the land, it shall be leased to him or not, 
protest can be made by any person, and the decision is in 
hands of the Secretary of the Interior. And what is the 
int under the provisions of this bill that we are told must 


d to the United States Government as royalty upon each 





“4 










t if coal? Three cents a ton is the royalty, notwithstanding 
the Morgan-Guggenheim syndicate, in their testimony before 
the Ballinger-Pinchot committee, stated that the profit upon 





ton of coal mined was not less than 50 cents per ton. Yet 

: the provisions of this bill coal is to be given away at the 

rate of 3 cents a ton as royalty to the Government of the United 
States. And it gives the power to the Secretary of the Interior 
to grant this lease for a term of 30 years, and in addition to 
30 years given, which is at the option of the lessee, it is 
so provided that there shall be a preferential right to extend 





















the lease for a period of not more than 20 years, which means 
throwing the Alaska coal fields and mineral fields over to the 
favorites of Secretary Ballinger for half a century. 

fhis bill further lodges in the hands of Secretary Ballinger, 

u r section 8, power as follows: 

§ 8. That no license or lease shall be assigned, mortgaged, or 
except to a person, association, or corporation qualified re- 
nd hold an original license or lease under the provisions of this 
1 with the written permission and approval of the Secretary of 
terior; and whosoever succeeds to the interest of the licensee 
» by foreclosure, purchase, or assignment shall be subject to all 
itations and obligations contained in the license or lease or in 

this act. 
s is a nice provision that will allow corporations to send 





various individuals and get interests in Alaska and have 
transferred to them after they obtain the written pernis- 
sion and approval of the Secretary of the Interior. Yet, under 
e law as it now stands, no person can go to Alaska with the 
se or intention, either express or implied, and take any 
| for the purpose of selling it to another. 
rhe real joker in this bill, however, and it is virtually all 
jokers, is section 4, which provides as follows: 
s { 









That applications for prospecting licenses and mining leases, 







payments on same, shall be made to such officer and in such 
as the Secretary of the Interior may designate, and in all 
here more than one application shall be received for a license 





» covering the same area, in whole or in part, preference shall 







n to the qualified applicant who shall show prior possession 
view of acquiring title to coal lands or prospecting for or 
coal and reasonable diligence in applying for such license or 






it the holder of a prospecting license shall have a preference 

ring the period of his license, to apply for and obtain a mining 

the lands covered by his license: ?’ ided, That the Secre- 

the Interior may adjust the boundaries of conflicting applica- 
in such manner as will best promote the public interest. 








This section would at once validate the fraudulent Cunning- 
im coal claims. The brief filed with President Taft by Gif 






f, } 






ford Pinchot and Amos Pinchot to my mind shows without 
loubt that these Cunningham claims are fraudulent. This 






( 

brief is unanswerable in reasoning and conclusion, and a great 
I ‘ service has been performed by these gentlemen upon this 
the Cunningham claims, which are now the joint 
of these claimants and the Morgan-Guggenheim 





on 






property 





syi- 








licate, the claims which Clarence Cunningham swore had not 
been optioned to the Morgan-Guggenheim syndicate and, with 
this affidavit, sent Mr. Ballinger to Mentor, Ohio, to Secretary 
Garfield to have patented and deeded to the 





Cunningham 

ants, and yet we now know that the Cunningham claims 

d been optioned by Clarence Cunningham and others at this 

time he was attempting to have them patented by Mr. 
Garfield. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that this valuable Alaskan property 







2 
a 












§ (1 be leased, but it should be under safeguards and protec- 
t that would give to the American people equal rights. This 
I al field, sufficient when developed to warm the world for 
Echerations, ought not to be turned over to the tender mercies 
se who have been attempting to seize it, but have been 
he back for awhile by the white light of publicity. If it 





be leased, 





it should be done under safeguards as strong as 
s of steel, under royalty commensurate with its rich value, 



















the people of the United States will be gobbled up, and it will 
a short while until the richest coal fields in all the world 
* owned by a few men who happen to be favorites of the 
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Secretary of the Interior. [Loud applause.] This is not our 
property to give away; it is the people’s property, and if it 
to be leased, let us take the time to consider well, to investigate 


thoroughly, to examine carefully every sentence in the bill that 
undertakes that task. Let 


} 


us not 


in the last days of an expir 
ing session, under suspension of the rules and with most lim- 
ited debate, take such action that will subject us to severest, 
yet most merited, criticism for dealing out public property to 
those who would exploit and grow great fortunes out of it. 
[Loud applause. ] 
Mr. MADISON. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LeEnroor]. 
Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, this bill, one of the m t im- 


portant that has been before this Congress, ought not to pass 
under suspension of the rules, without opportunity for amend 
ment, and with only 50 minutes of debate. If tl 
law, section 4 will give a preference to every man now in p s 
sion fraudulently attempting to gain coal lands in Alaska. It 
will give preference to every one of the Cunningham claimants 
if the President shall find that their patents should be denied 
because of fraud. It gives a preference to a fraudulent clain 


is bill becomes a 


SN 


s 





ant 
over that of an honest man. It is unthinkable that this Con 
gress will enact legislation of that character. It seems to me 
that the committee could not have considered the effect of the 
terms of section 4 in this regard. It reads: 

Preference shall be given to the qualified applicant w s y 
prior possession with a view of acquiring titk 

And so forth. 

The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monperzi], when I que 
tioned him in regard to this section, made the statement that ii 
might be true as to 160 acres only, but it would go no further 
than that. 

Now, I submit, Mr. Speaker, the constr 1 of that see 
tion is this, that if a man is in possession of a single, 160-acre 
tract, he will be given preference under section 4 to the eutire 
tract of 2,560 acres applied for under his lease, and that means 
that every one of the Cunningham claimants will be included in 
the leases that the Secretary of the Luterior will be compelled to 
grant. 

This Congress, if this bill passes, will ord l f 
the Interior to give prefers nee to he ¢ i eh ( 
ho matter how fraudulent their attempts may have bee 
quire title to these coal lands in the past. 

And, Mr. Speaker, with reference to sections 3 and 6 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpbeti] stated d I do if 
question but that he stated it in good faith—that the « 
prescribed in section 6, the conditions of the were « x 
tensive with the prohibitions of the bill. 

Section 3 provides that no person, association 
applying for a lease of these coal lands, or a st ler: thre i} 
shall during the lifetime of such permit or lease receive or be 
permitted to hold, directly or indirectly, any oth t, Se 
or license, or any interest therein, to coal lands in Alaska unde 
the provisions of the act. This is a prohibition pore ad in tet S 
but it will be observed that there is no penalty whatever | 
scribed for a violation of the terms of this section, nor is there 
any method prescribed for compelling observance of its require 
ments. 

Section 6 prescribes that all leases issued und 
of the act shall be upon certain conditions, and f the « 
ditions is— 

That the lessee shall not du the lifetin 
hold, directly or indirectly, any other lease under t 
act, or interest therein 

Upon a breach of the conditions of the lense the same may 
be forfeited and canceled by a suit instituted the United 


States district court of Alaska. ‘ 
of this condition, however, will show that it is 


examinat 


rt coextensive 
with the prohibition in section 3. The condition is that the 
lessee shall not hold, directly or indirectly, any other lease. 
| Section 3 prohibits not only the lessee but any stockholder 
therein to hold any other lease or permit. We therefore have 
this situation: That under the terms of the bill a corporation 
may become a lessee of coal lands in Alaska. 


conditions that will reserve to the people some of the | 


| tions of the lease, as defined in section 6. 


pr tionate value of the rich fields we are now asked to give 
\i ‘ . 
, my words, Mr. Speaker, if this bill becomes a law, 
Al \ 1s gone. [Loud applause.] These valuable resources | 


The stockholders of that corporation may form another ¢ 
poration and take another lease of coal lands, and they might 
go on indefinitely doing this, and, while it is prohibited in se 


tion 3, there is no penalty prescribed for its violation, and each 
of the leases would be absolutely valid, not subject to cancel! 
tion or forfeiture, because there would be no breac! 

Neither 


| be any violation of the act, so far as the lessees were con 
cerned. A casual reading of the bill would give one the im 
pression that the spirit of it was to prevent the common owne1 
ship or control of coal lands in Alaska in excess of 2,560 acres. 





The bill itself utterly fails to accomplish this. 





CONGRESSIONAL 


The provision in section 6 that is intended to guard against 
n poly will be ineffectual not only from a practical stand- 
point bu nder the very terms of the bill itself. The section 
] that the lessee shall at all times sell the coal ex- 
‘ . 


iron 


1 the leased premises at just, fair, and reasonable 


vithout the giving of rebates or drawbacks, and without 


‘rimination in price otherwise, as 
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ition bill. It is a bill that if enacted will practical), 
away a large part of our national domain to men who ha 
years been attempting to defraud the Government out of 
coal lands. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, the first section 
bill before the House reserves all lands in the District of A 


or between persons or | which contain workable coal from all forms of entry, a) 
es for a like product delivered “‘ under similar terms and | ation, and disposal, except under the provisions of thi 
ditions.” The House well remembers how the long-and-short- | I have no doubt that those who read the bill without k 

haul clause of the interstate-commerce law was for a great many | 


rendered 


ars absolutely nugatory through the 
“under substantially similar circumstances and condi- 
and yet, notwithstanding the many decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States holding that this language 
will permit of widely different rates in transportation, we are 
expected to believe that this language will tend to secure uni- 
formity in price of coal. 

It seems to me that there ought to be an absolute require- 
ment that an absolute price should be made to all in carload 
and, more than that, there should be reserved in some 
proper department of the Government the right to control and 
fix the prices to be charged for the coal mined. 

I have only the time, Mr. Speaker, to refer to one other sec- 
tion of the bill, and that very briefly. Section 10 gives to the 
lessee the exclusive use of the surface of the leased lands, with 
the exception of roads and highways granted by the Secretary 
of the Interior and rights of way across the same. Under 
this language it would be possible for the lessee, if there was 
any coal upon a tract of 2,560 acres, to reserve and control a 
town site, a forest, or large water powers. This section should 
be amended so as to provide that the exclusive use to be en- 
joyed by the lessee should be so far as necessary for the pur- 
poses of mining, and it should go no further than that. 

I am in hearty sympathy with the general purposes of the 
bill, and if the House had an opportunity to amend it I believe 
that a bill would be passed by the House that would mean 
much for the development of Alaska and for true conservation 
of our natural resources. This bill, however, is not a conserva- 


use 
tern 


tions,” 


lots; 


List of coal claims in Alaska upon which final payment 








of the | 








the facts will imagine that the valuable coal lands in A 
about which we have heard so much in the last few yea 
reserved by that section. Such is not the fact. It r 
everything which ought not to be reserved in Alaska, w! 
proviso following it specifically excludes everything fro: 

vation which the people of the United States think ought 
reserved. That proviso reads as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained*shall in any mann 
any claims or rights to any such coal lands heretofore asserted « 
| lished under the land laws of the United States, and all such cl: 
rights shall be treated, passed upon, and disposed of as though | 

had not been passed. 

That proviso is practically a curative act. 
right to any coal lands in Alaska “ heretofore asserted o1 
lished” is excluded from the reservation. It is im 
then, to know how many claims in Alaska and how many 
to coal lands have been heretofore asserted or establishd 

I can only advise the House that I am informed that 
900 claims have been asserted, but herewith I exhibit 
House a list of claims, beginning with. the Cunningham « 
which have been established by final proof in the lo 
office at Juneau, Alaska. 

In addition to the claims set out in the table followin; 
informed that the Pittsburg and Cleveland groups in t! 
talla field have also been proved up on and paid for and t 
of the United States thus equitably conveyed to the pur 
This would make a total of about 268 claims, of 160 acres 
of which are in and command the Matanuska field, and th 
are in and constitute practically the whole of the bk 
field. 


Every 


or purchase price has been made and final receipt issued. 





S 2? ane} : rey > aca 
Date of receipt " — mat > ~ | Area (acres). J ca og Claim name. Name of claimant 
| 
Fl cnnemtobdniineiie dl nisin l 50 159. 161 REE Fn... ccnnncdnnqanitietnbnnaimtbet Andrew L. Scofield. 
TD. ictnccnmmgearebetesiesiiapeccwuel 2 58 159. 241 | LOR AGLT RANG OSB. .ncc coc cess cwnecsecess Francis Jenkins. 
DO... oo ccccccccccccccescelcccccccces | 3 71 | 155. 447 LA 1 A cnenmnt senenbue secnnen senses und Charles J. Smith. 
crs pcutartenersouseeutlsscavsaael 4 62 159. 001 SNOT | Ten cen ctsinencceminnséoumen sed Horace C. Henry. 
Sie: DE. Gn o6ccscbinnnamhedebinidiiadhestll | 5 41 | 159.201 | ED DNIIIINT ss sinciin nc eneenth mesenidnammrenipdieiatnmebi teen | Ignatius Mullen. 
DO. ssncachdeer<savaseetsGlescaccesed 6 44 | 159. 161 | 1,591.61 | SOCOrm0.......-..-+2seeseeeereeeseneees Henry White 
DO... 2.2 ee nen eeeeweeeeee| sce eeeenee 7 51 | 159. 041 UOTE 1 ER. 2 .ncow cosccsantccecenssacscused | H. W. Collins, 
Di ccnesanedoeueeisiweseMerdccaveal 8 53 | 159. 041 1,! PIN sas <ciniais teetelenih Ge eae yhiibaiaiiad F. C. Davidson. 
OD cic Sra actliaebsipdnielh wihadarn oie aan ies | 9 54 | 159. 241 1,? NR iicdinenchventabdinintamninendedl Michael Doneen. 
2D. cnn caweditinmmavibtiirthes sunewutiel | 10 59 159. 400 1,4 PD oeskngessebenbeehetananete Frank F. Johnson. 
SE BO cen ccncsccasscheclscscccenes | 11 42 159. 201 1,{ TE veksccsddendennsoocnddendéuneend J. G. Cunningham 
DD. cine sacseeensosunrsslenvcancoe 12 46 159. 241 Lo SD icitewswduitnhiwtinnen smeiinaedal | Clarence Cunningham. 
BE CE Ac niieoehnactinbtiliicvdiseaead 13 49 159. 320 1,6 0 Re | A. B. Campbell. 
sia tithing etnies erate 14 48 159. 241 1,5 SE a a ne | Henry Wick. 
is «sc cnewneesenssdeetmhdlantonwed 15 47 159.281 | 1,5 IL ici knits ak cn arate apace ts 6 eemeirebianibeaien erent | Hugh B. Wick. 
TT eee 16 56 159. 161 | 1,5 DE incvendsedhberentsmentticemwacn st Fred H. Mason, 
A i4< viinhis ceniccutninpeiouelidawsansstend 17 159. 241 1,é I ici a ds iain canons aaa ciel | Wm. E. Miller. 
isccdesdiwthseneewetvelsnaveeasa 18 i 1, PE . ci ccccccdecsunteceteaeens | Charles Sweeney. 
hinas)shaneenes abuse atenateucqueass 19 i. AE B. C. Riblett. 
ili in kne<encdkaaienwvabetlcovccwess 20 1,é I: snteninnss deibewnntniititinamnedel | Fred C. Moore. 
ee 21 1,2 a a ad | Alfred Page 
Apr. 2 107 22 | 5S 1,592 Aicnccdbakwadetiahcttikheeasindae W.W. Baker. 
Rag ke ecw aince’scedonese Mea adcs 23 | 5 SUNN 8 ED 0. pcececibecesdbbbeieueeeel Frederick Burbidge. 
icindaedicdidte ttcctinngbeieddiniatahls 24 | 159. 241 | SE I 116 conmmdmennbocnameeanowel R. K. Neill. 
eS 25 | 159. 320 | 1, 593. Dh. «cavqstbetendauminnnineiasasii Joseph H. Neill. 
a iavdisknieeen chen enn eetkeennee 26 159. 400 DES S DIE 6 owe ncdncessecccsedssessesccocs Miles C. Moore. 
)/_ ee | 27 158. 882 BO ea John R. Finch. 
ee ee. ae | 28 159. 201 | DE FRc cccscescostccteteresecsoocvced Walter B. Moore. 
hic vascdeteneeuseduuttelnacconeend | 29 159. 121 cnn ccecasneennaiebnaiehiankene” Arthur B. Jones. 
Pi un0n6sce0sceusweninewstesvcaucies ; 30 159. 201 | 1,592.01 OUR. sé ccccccccesecctsoucsvccosceeses | Orville D. Jones. 
SR cn ctnnnseetsdnveticinanacel 31 159. 121 DE Th Senn éirnentadhmndoiedibietiwe netais W. H. Warner 
DU. ..6 cet aw Soe adwbinkevents theesen ated | 32 159. 041 DE | NG... «0s dose nenbadiowsenoesentes Frank A. Moore 
cis ities cusinaambielant cel 33 159. 121 NINE BRINN «ccc ea oonseceauinlh iad Nelson B. Nelson 
NE SOO ocse a ieensanclantcal 0136 | 34 159. 840 STD 2... ctekéoenianensGdekaanebe Harry White 
St A on cemenacasensend 0144 | 35 | 159. 680 | RAPS 1 Sis cuntmtinanioundmnceddnbewnanens Mrs. J. F. Watson 
a ( | Es 0143 | 36 | 159, 640 | Re ie Tee ee cicicncicnaiinienacntietaniins tadtienttdhitedl Georgianna B. Prescott, 
deed to C. E. Meers. 
DD. onvccuncenesseseceeces 0142 | 7 163 159. 720 | 1,507.20 | Fosaplalse. ...cccccdcccccccccccccccesss Mrs. Anna White. 
DUD Be, Pee Ranccowesuséncdcbdlecccuns - 38 88 | 79. 620 PEED 2 0c cccondbeeseoussumasebeeused Geo. M. Seward. 
} 9D, TEER os csevssnces 09 4009 190 | 159. 720 1, GBI.20 | VOMOB... .ccocccdecucenessccencecesose< A. K. Tiernan. 
Be TE ate nccenncncdstet 053 | 4043 167 | 159. 640 DBO Ge 2 COND, occ cccucceecescdamseatsanceses Watson Allen 
Rte BS Feecccuwensuswcstees 054 | 4044 185 159. 680 EGOOED | PORN MIOOE . ccccveccoccewccesccessves Chas. J. Kinnear. 
Don asmnsionemupnenineditunie 055 | 4045 155 | 159. 680 Se |) EE TE ccc nacbinctisnincsebtwcectes Roy J. Kinnear. 
Aug. 26, 1908............ 060 4046 164 | 159. 600 1, 596 _ J. k. Chilberg 
OG, .nbscmnstabactenaneket 061 4047 184 | 159. 760 1, COINS. os cgecacsccecemmtpnecuceces Anna M. Chilberg 
TDi dit Hen evnebibpwes ona’ 062 | 4048 164 | 159. 720 RUS | MRD WOOEE 6 cc cucncesercesocesccoscccss H. O. Hollenbo 
TD « deidaiinapinns tnltalamnnachsninbdye 063 | 4049 179 159. 720 a a a enmiatiebumwnde el W. V. Rinehart 
ih, sdancdesuteibbhonsaned 064 | 4050 158 | 159. 600 Se | OO «4 suc we ctedeudsovenaceus | Geo. W. H. White. 
Bidncitkcnncnasensccvocss 065 | 4051 182 159. 760 Rete | RIUM c co ccececcomecsécecescucesuse M. A. Green. 
Au SEE cccmesewen vcavees 06S 4054 156 | 159. 800 RS MINE 5 06 cehekeendéseccnanecccceves Re A. White. 
s ee incinadibiteinbuniel 080 4072 180 159. 760 eS NI initiation pcthteetdia dw niaeneind John W. Wood. 
ere 096 4087 189 159. 720 tS III. 05s a sendin auvepentiand wien WwW. Hurlburt. 
Oct BUGS neegewssesvesere’ 0108 | 4101 188 157.177 SG One 55 ch inabdddcianescmbadconve Mort A. Arnold. 
Nov Se 0145 4124 153 159. 640 RE IN 3% cwochdecesteensdcusesaceuen E. 8. McFarland 
D Dy BBUS wcccccccecccseces 0155 4143 86 79.441 EE CEI cirvine weien ee wiinnan eee Geo. W. Miller 
Pictnisarwnkdtteeavboad O158 ! 4144 90 79. 441 SOOM. © PE OUR 5 0 d'bbdsstncdasevesesccdanss F. R. Thompson, 
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T now say to this House that all of the valuable coal lands 
about which we have bad so much controversy, especially the 
Katalla field—the most valuable, and in which the Cunningham 


the equitable title conveyed to the purchaser. 





Alfred H. Brooks, Chief of the Alaska Division of the Geo- | 


logical Survey, stated before the Committee on the Public Lands 
that there were but 40 square miles in each field—in the Mata- 
nuska and Katalla fields, More than that area has now been 
located in the Katalla field, while the Matanuska field has been 
located so far that it is controlled thereby. 

Since the Ballinger-Pinchot investigation began last January 
at least 100, or possibly 150, coal claims have been proved up 
on, the proofs approved, and the receipts issued conveying the 
equitable title in the Katalla field alone. The Government has 
nothing left to lease in either of these valuable fields, 

Mr. Speaker, I object to the whole of section 2 of this bill. 
The first provision in it gives the Secretary of the Interior the 
right to grant licenses by favor. The second sentence author- 
izes him to grant a license to prospect 3,200 acres and the right 
to lease 2,560 acres. 
easily granted by favor to whomsoever the Secretary wishes. 
The section also permits the issuance of a prospecting permit 
for three years, upon the payment of 25 cents per acre for the 
first year, 50 cents per acre for the second year, and $1 per 
acre for the third year, while it does not compel this favored 
licensee of the Secretary to perform any labor whatever. Upon 
the payment of these small nominal fees he may reserve the 
lands without doing a stroke of work for three years. This 
matter was called to the attention of the committee, and I am 
now permitted to assume that they now approve this defect. 
It would place it in the power of the favored licensee of the 
Secretary, be he an Aiaska syndicate agent or that of any other 
interest, to withhold this land from mining for three years 
under the license. 

The bill then provides that this favored licensee may take a 
lease from the Government, paying a rental of 25 cents per acre 
for the first year, 50 cents for the second year, and not less 
than $1 and not more than $4 per acre for each succeeding year. 
He may reserve the lands by paying this rental for years there- 
after and until the Secretary shall bring a lawsuit to compel 
him to perform the covenants of the lease. 

If any interest—not charging that the Coal Trust would do 


Mr. Andrew Kennedy, the Government expert who examined 
the Cunningham claims, testified that there were 90,000,000 tons 


| of coal in the Cunningham group, for which Guggenheim agreed 
claims are located—have been sold by the United States and | 


| to pay the Cunninghams 50 cents per ton profit or royalty. That 
would amount to $45,000,000 under that actual contract. Under 


the bill before the House the Secretary may lease it to a favored 
licensee for a royalty of 3 cents per ton, or $2,700,000. 
Here is an actual difference of $42,300,000. In short, this 


| bill proposes to lease these very lands, possibly to the Alaska 


These areas are too great and are too | 


syndicate, or to its representatives, at $42,300,000 less than the 
syndicate actually agreed to pay the Cunninghams for it. 

It is not surprising that great interest is taken in this pill. 
But, it is replied, we do not want to demand a high royalty, 
because the consumer of the coal must eventually pay the price, 
and that leads to an inquiry: What is there in this bill which 
will enable the Government of the United States to give the 
consumer of the coal relief against extortionate prices and 
monopoly? In my judgment, nothing. 

True, section 6 provides “that he shall not monopolize in 
whole or in part the trade in coal. That he will at all times 
sell the coal extracted from the leased premises at just, fair, 
and reasonable rates,” ete. 

But there is no forfeiture clause. There is no penalty which 
can be inflicted upon him if he shall not obey this kindly sug- 
gestion to be good. The old law of supply and demand will! be 
appealed to, and the consumer in Washington, Oregon, or Cali- 
fornia will pay a price equal to that which other coal can be 
bought for in the market. The consumer will get nothing, while 
the lessee and the transportation companies will get the balance 
of the royalty over the 3 cents that Guggenheim agreed to pay 
the Cunninghams. 

I can not help but call the attention of the House to that 
clause in section 4, which provides that in the issuance of li- 


| censes and leases by the Secretary, “ preference shall be given 
| to the qualified applicant who shall show prior possession, with 


| thievery. 


anything of the kind, of course—should desire to reserve these | 


lands from actual development, it could be done in this way at 
nominal rates. Under this bill the Government surrenders the 


control of its coal lands to the favored licensee of the Secretary. | 


Section 2 provides that “all leases shall be granted for such 
period as the lessee shall designate, but in no event for more 
than 30 years.” This clause gives the power to the lessee and 
robs the Government of the control over its own property. I 
quote it to show that the whole purpose of this bill is to put 
the coal lands in Alaska in the hands of the favored licensee of 
the Secretary and to tie the hands of the Government in their 
management and disposal. 

The real joker in this bill, however, 
clauses fixing the rates of royalty. 


is contained in those 
They read as follows: 


All lessees shall pay a royalty on each ton, of 2,000 pounds, of coal 
mined, as follows: From the passage of this act until the end of the 
calendar year 1920, not less than 38 cents nor more than 6 cents per 
ton; for the succeeding 10 years, not less than 5 cents nor more than 
8 cents per ton; for the succeeding 10 years, not less than 5 cents nor 


more than 10 cents per ton; and thereafier as Congress may provide. 

It will be noticed that there is no power referred to which 
shall fix the exact royalty to be paid. Suppose the Guggen- 
heims take a shall they pay 3 cents or 6 cents per ton? 
Here, again, the Secretary is able to favor his friends. I do not 
say that he will, but under this clause he may demand 6 cents 
per ton from me, while he may grant a lease to a favored 
licensee at 3 cents. 

This may not seem at first glance to be very important, but I 
eall your attention to this fact: In the optional contract made 
by the Cunningham claimants to Daniel Guggenheim on July 
20, 1907, and thereafter accepted by the said Guggenheim, it is 
provided that the Cunningham claimants will sell to Guggen- 
heim coal for his railroad use at $1.75 per ton. Mr. Stephen 


lease, 


a view of acquiring title to coal lands.” This is an insurance 
clause in favor of every fraudulent claim in Alaska. It gives 
to every fraudulent claimant a preference right over an honest 
applicant. With this clause in the bill every thief of coal lands 
in Alaska may get his patent from the Government if he can, 
and a license and a lease under the bill if he is caught in his 
This section gives a premium to the dishonest coal 
claimant and condemns the bill thereby. 

Of course, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill upon prin- 
ciple. Alaska has been in a state of reservation and has had 
its most valuable resources reserved and leased since the first 
great Russian lease in 1799. 

It was leased to the Russian American Co. until 1867, when 
we purchased it. In 1870 the United States again leased its 
only known resource for 40 years, during the last 20 years 
of which the Government made losses on that leasing of m 
than $2,500,000. I am opposed to the national landlord leasing 
scheme for Alaska. 

It is proposed by the bill now under discussion to turn 75 


t 


| per cent of the royalty obtained from these leases over to the 


Alaska fund for use in building roads in Alaska; but si: 


| there is nothing to lease, the fund will get very little from that 


Birch, the managing director of the Alaska syndicate, testified | 


that the coal could be mined for that price. ‘The contract fur- 
ther provides that for all the run-of-mine coal extracted by 
the Cunningham claimants for 25 years Guggenheim would pay 
$2.25 per ton. Call this a profit or royalty, whichever you will, 
it shows clearly that the Cunninghams were to get 50 cents per 
ton for the coal over the cost price. 

The bill in question provides that the Government shall not 
charge more than 6 cents per ton, and the Secretary may lease 
it at 3 cents per ton. Let us call it 5 cents per ton on a fair 
compromise. 


Quen 


source. 

This bill is in the interest of the speculator and coal bar 
The laboring man in Alaska who wants to prospect for « 
will not be able to manage 3,200 acres of land, even if he could 
get a favored license from the Secretary upon payment of 
fees. Such men will be excluded from developing Alaska. 
the bill shall pass, coal speculators will have charge of the 
exploitation of Alaska coal lands and the real prospector l 
pathfinder in Alaska will be driven into new regions. 

The bill before the House is in direct opposition to tli 
ommendations of the President contained in his last message to 
the Congress. The President specifically recommended a « 
leasing plan for Alaska, as follows: 

Second, that the coal deposits of the Government be leased after 
vertisement inviting competitive bids for terms not exceeding 50 y 
with a minimum rental and royalties upon the coal mined, to | 
adjusted every 10 or 12 years, and with conditions as to mainter 
which will secure proper mining, and as to assignment which wi! : 
vent combinations to monopolize control of the coal in any one dist 
or market. I do not think that coal measures under 2,500 acres of 


face would be too large an amount to lease to any one ‘lessee. 

In my statement, presented to the committee which pre} 
this bill, I made the following suggestions for amendment, 
case the committee determined to report a coal-leasing bill: 

If Congress concludes that it will pass a leasing bill, then amend 
bill in accordance with President Taft's message. 

While I am opposed to a leasing system on principle, it is my 
ment that the President's recommendations are the best made and \ 
come nearest doing justice. Let the bill provide for— 

1. Minimum royalty rates. 

2. But not maximum rates. : 

8. Then let the lease be offered to competitive bidding. 


If 


fter 1 






























































1911. 





t And sold to the highest and best bidder. 
e lease to provide for readjusted rates every 
: rnment may 
6. I nd the int: 
7. Control rates of 
to f gn ports. 
s. Reserve the right in the patent to control monopoly and excessive 
mined in Alaska 
s of storage on coal 


10 years, so that 
secure the benefit of the increase in prices 
rstate-commerce laws to Alaska. 
transportation to ports of the United States 


and 


prices of cecal 


ntrol the rat mined in Alaska 





1 Adopt an official star rd of classification of coals. 
11. Charge a graduated royalty based on the character and value of 
assuming as the minimum for the highest grades the price 


upon by Gu nheim-Cunningham contract of July 7, 1906, viz, 
mi ! per ton. 
1 Vay all money received from rental and royalty into an “Alaska 
nd” and appropriate it to the development of Alaska, as fol 
he 


! One-fifth to the 


building of wagon roads, one-fifth to the support 

n schools, two-fifths to the building and maintenance of a 

ul y or college at some suitable place in the Territory, and the 
fifth to the establishment and maintenance of a home for 


and the care of aged, sick, 


+2 


sabled, and dependent prospectors, 

or indigent persons in the Territor) 

s asked by the committee to state my view upon what 

to be done in respect to coal lands in Alaska. I replied 

th they ought to report for passage the bill H. R. 302938, 
duced by me on January 5, 1911, with an amendment. 


bill is as follows: 


A reserve to the United States the right and power to fix, control, | 
gulate the rates, prices, and profits to be charged upon coal 
in Alaska, and for other purposes } 
enacted, etc., That the United States reserves the right and 

o fix, control, and regulate the rates, prices, and profits which 
son, corporation, mine owner, or coal dealer, and any and all 
rsons or corporations, shall charge or demand upon the sale, 


, dealing in, stor: , or transportation of coal mined in Alaska; 





: it the United States reserves the right to regulate, control, sup- | 
d punish monopolies, conspiracies, and combinations in buying, 
dealing in, storing, transporting, or otherwise handling such 

United States may authorize any State ereated out of any 
\laska to exercise the rights and powers herein reserved for all 
ds as lie within the boundaries of such State; that every patent 

< y the United States for coal lands in Alaska, whether for lands 

] r entered prior to the passage and approval of this act or subse 

thereto, shall expressly recite the terms and conditions contained 

I section. 

s ”. That upon the passage and approval of this act every Execu- | 
ti ther withdrawal or reservation of coal lands in Alaska, for any 
| whatever, shall be void and of no effect. 

The proposed amendment was the insertion of the following 


a ie 
Be . 


the right to control the rate of transportation shall extend to 


ze by sea from any port in Alaska to any port in the United 
St r in any foreign country. 
That bill, as thus amended, taken in connection with the 


coal act of May 28, 1908, would give the United States 
control of the rates at which the consumer got the coal. It was 
my judgment, and is now, that the United States has authority 
trol the coal until-it gets to the consumer, although patent 

y issue to the purchaser of the land. 
Speaker, I am opposed to the United States assuming to 
a national landlord. I am opposed to the people of Alaska 
degraded to the status of tenants upon the estate of the 
baron The Territory of Alaska would have no 
I immense wealth, the tenant would have no 
and would be a mere renter upon the landlord’s estate. 
Even if this bill were fair. which it is not, I am opposed to any 


lessee. 
ig » tax this 


system which takes from the people the lands which they ought 
to e for the purpose of the development of the Territory. 
Certainly, Congress will not admit that it is powerless to 
I nd enforce good, wholesome, and righteous laws for the 
dis of coal lands in Alaska. 
\ we need in Alaska is enforcement, and not enactment. 
We e good laws, but they are not enforced. For more than 


vears there has been law, and power, and appropriation, 
: \laska coal cases at issue, and evidence, and a Secretary of 
ub luterior whose duty it was to decide those cases under 
h th of office—but not a decision. 

. he Constitution declares that the President “ shall take care 
U the laws be faithfully executed.” What Alaska 
ution,” not enactment. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, is the time exhausted on the 


needs is 


er side? 
lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. There are five minutes remain- 
x 


MADISON. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen 
n from Washington [Mr, PoINDEXTER]. 

Mi POINDEXTER. It is manifestly impossible, Mr. Speaker, 
this bill in two minutes or in the entire time per- 
tted under suspension of the rules. 

objection which the people of this country have had to 


uss 


— nner of disposal of the coal lands can not be as to the 
— ter of the law, because a law was enacted under the in- 
fluence of Mr. Roosevelt, assisted by certain Members of this 


Tor ht : : 
2 which was generally regarded as a wise law and satis- 
actory for all purposes as to preventing monopoly. What the 
NAnn la ie : 7 

beople of this country do object to and the cause of the demand 


| to the gentleman 


‘ Gentlemen, if this 
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to-day for a leasing system of coal lands in Al 
tempt which has been made to evade the law 
a monopoly of the coal lands in Alaska. The 
concerned whether the lands are disposed of by 
fee-simple title or whether they are disposed of 
unless there are such restrictions in either case or under either 
system which will prevent l ich the 
people of the Northwest especially must rely upon—from being 
controiled by a few people or by a single corporation rhe 
present situation, Mr. Speaker, in regard to the coal lands of 
Alaska arises out of a denial that the Secretary of t 
has been fair in dealing with this matter. It grows out o 
assertion that the Secretary of the Interior during the interval 
between his term of office as Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and his term as Secretary of the Interior was 
for the principal claimants for coal lands in Alaska, and th: 
ought to be sufficient to defeat the bill. Instead of taking a 
thority away from him, it leaves the Secretary of the Interi 
absolute discretion to say who shall shall 
the coal lands of Alaska. 

Mr. MADISON. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balar 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse] 
Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to take up 


iska, is 
and to 


people are little 


patents of a 
under a lease, 


these deposits of coal wil 


Interior 


attorney 


lease and not leas 
ce of my time 


Mr. MORSE, 





the time of the House at this time, and I am only going to 
speak for a moment or two. If this bill had been brought in 
under the ordinary rules of the House and had been subject to 


amendment, we could by a very 
it and passed it in this House 


few amendments have perfected 


I disagree with many of the gentlemen who have spoken 
tinst this bill in regard to the amount charged for this coal 


The higher you raise the price the 
use the coal have to pay for it. If you ra 
oO cents or $1 a ton, you are charging tha 
keople who are going to use the coal. 

Mr. MANN. They have lots of 
West and they can afford it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORSE. I do not believe it. I believe that the royal 
provided in this bill are high enough. I do ley 
should be high. I believe that the Government should supervise 
the sale of the coal from the beginning away down to the la 
limit—to the ultimate consumer 

Mr. JAMES. Then that argument, carried to its last 
means that we ought to give the coal fields away. 

Mr. MORSE. No. There is not so much objection to giving 
the coal fields away if you can give them to the people of the 
country. 

Mr. JAMES. To what 

Mr. MORSE. If you are going to give the coa 
country to two or three, there is an objection. 
to give them to the ultimate cor 
coal, then the objection is not so serious. 

Mr. JAMES. Is it the experi the gentleman 
where you give to an individual something like a body 
lands that he is generous enough to 
who buy the coal? 

Mr. MORSE. No; and that is the objection I find to this bi 


neople who 
royalty up to 
t royalty against the 


more will the 


ise the 
| 


money out there in the far 


ties 
not believe tl 


at 


analysis, 


people: 

fields of the 
If you are going 
isumers, the men who burn the 
nee of that 
of coal 
allot them out to the people 


} 


You will find in section 6 the most serious difficulty in the 
whole bill. It says that this coal shall be sold to the peoy 
and delivered, and then it says “under like conditions,” o1 


“under similar terms and conditions.” There is one of the gre 
difficulties of the bill. If one man goes there and buys 100,000 
or 500,000 tons of coal, and another man does not want as mt 
is that, he naturally will not be able to meet the terms and 
conditions accorded to the large purchaser, and he may not | 
able to buy. 

I agree in general with what is proposed to be accomplished 


rl 
en 


by this bill, but it does not accomplish what it attempts to do 
on its face. The trouble with the bill is that the supery yn 
does not go far enough. That is the trouble with the bill. I 
believe in leasing. I believe that is the proper method I do 
not believe there is any use in charging too much for it, but i 
has been the middle man who heretofore has gotten the ad 


vantage of the ultimate consumer 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gs eman has 
expired. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I very much regret that, owi 
to the fact that I answered a good many questions at the be 
vinning of the debate, I have no time left to give to the membet1 
of the committee who desire to speak in defense of the bill. The 


bill represents a great deal of earnest work and earnest en 
deavor to settle the coal situation in Alaska, to provide leasing 
legislation that will bring good returns to the people, and which 
will retain under the control of t1 le the sale and 
position of the products of the coal lands 

Somebody has suggested that it is giving away the coal flelds. 


bill defeated, the $10 per acre price 


e peopl the dis 


is 
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remains and the Matanuska and Katalla fields would be sold for 


about $560,000. If the bill passes, under the average royalty 
of 5 cents and the estimated tonnage of those fields by the 
Geological Survey of 6,000,000,000 tons, the Government will 
receive $30,000,000 under this bill. Mr. Chairman, this bill 
makes the difference between $560,000 and from $30,000,000 to 
$60,000,000 in those two fields. And yet some gentlemen have 
suggested that we are proposing to give away these coal fields. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. How does the gentleman 

Mr. MONDELL. It is provided that the Government shall 
have the right to take this coal wherever it is found for the use 
of the Army and the Navy of the United States, and to pay 
such a price for it as the Government deems to be fair. 





Mr. MADISON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
moment ? 

Mr. MONDELL. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. MADISON. I yielded to the gentleman. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to. 

Mr. MADISON. Is it not true that every foot of coal land 


in Alaska is now withdrawn from entry? 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Alaska estimated in 
his statement before the committee that there were 60,000 
square miles of coal-bearing lands in Alaska—that is, nearly 
40,000,000 acres—and all of the entries made up to this time 
cover only an area of 32 
held to be legal and all of them went to patent it would be but 
an insignificant fraction of the enormous fields of that great 
area. We have attempted in good faith to provide for the dis- 
position of these coal lands. We have placed no discretion 
whatever in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, except 
as we must, to adjust between rival, or, rather, overlapping 
applicants. 


We have plainly stated in the bill what are the | 


32,000 acres; and if they were, all of them, | 


rights of American citizens there, and those rights must be | 


respected by the Secretary, and they must be granted. 

It is true that we have placed what some people believe to be 
a low royalty, and yet it is a higher royalty than prevails gen- 
erally anywhere in America, and it is a royalty which, in the 
aggregate, if the estimates of these two fields are correct, would 
bring to the Government, at an average of 5 cents a ton, $30,- 


000,000, or at the maximum $60,000,000; and every one of those | 


leases can be canceled upon a showing that the lessee is at- 
tempting to monopolize the trade in coal in whole or in part; 
that he is charging an unfair or an unreasonable price; that he 
is attempting in anyway to discriminate between persons or 
places. ‘There never was a law brought into this House that 


so safeguarded the rights and interests of the American people | 
I regret that we could not bring it in with an op- | 


as this bill. 
portunity for amendment. The committee would greatly prefer 
that it should be open to amendment, but the only opportunity 
offered us was to bring it in in this way, and I want to say to 
the membership of the House that I have no pride of opinion 
in this bill, although I drafted it originally, and gave a good 
deal of thought and time and attention to it; that our commit- 





tee does not insist that the House shall take this bill, but we | 


present it as an honest, conscientious, earnest effort at true 


conservation, an effort to make it possible to develop those great 
coal fields for the use of the people of the Pacific coast, for the | 
use of the Army and the Navy and the people of the United | 


States; to make it possible to obtain from these fields large in- 
comes for the development of Alaska, and to retain those fields 
for all time to come under the control of the Government of the 
United States under conditions that will maintain fair prices 
and will prevent monopoly. [Applause.] 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. MApison] yield me a moment to explain that the gentle- 
man from Wyoming [Mr. MoNbDELL] is wrong in stating that 
5 cents a ton on coal is a higher royalty than is paid elsewhere 
in America? The Indians of Oklahoma are receiving a royalty 
of 8 cents a ton and $900 for each lease in advance and $300 
per annum thereafter, and their leases are limited to 960 acres. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. JAMES. 
save time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 32, 
answered “ present’ 10, not voting 491, as follows: 

YEAS—32. 
Gardner, N. J. Mondell 


nays 151, 


Barchfeld Steenerson 


Bennet, N. Y. Grant Morgan, Mo. Sterling 
Burke, Pa. Hamer Parker Sulloway 
Calderhead Howell, Utah Parsons Taylor, Colo. 
Creager Hughes, Ga. Pickett Volstead 
Dwight Keifer Robinson Washburn 
Fordney Mann Simmons Weeks 
Gaines Massey Southwick The Speaker 


Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 
Anderson 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Austin 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Boehne 
Booher 
Brantley 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Byrns 
Calder 
Campbell 
Candler 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Cline 

Cocks, N. Y. 
Cole 

Collier 
Conry 
Cooper, Wis. 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Davis 

Dent 
Denver 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss, 
Dies 


Adamson 
Burnett 
Ferris 


Alexander, N. Y. 
Ames 
Andrus 
Ashbrook 
Barclay 
Barnard 
Barnhart 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bartlett, Ney. 
Bates 
Bennett, Ky, 
Bingham 
Borland 
Boutell 
Bowers 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Burgess 
Burleigh 
Burleson 
Sutler 

Byrd 
Cantrill 
Capron 
Carlin 

Cary 

Clark, Fla. 
Clayton 
Cooper, Pa, 
Coudrey 
Cowles 
Craig 

Crow 


| Crumpacker 
} Currier 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays to | 


| 


Dalzell 
Davidson 
Dawson 
Denby 
Diekema 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Dupre 

Durey 
Pdwards, Ky. 
Ellerbe 


NAYS 


Dixon, Ind. 
Dodds 
Driscoll, M. E. 
Edwards, Ga. 
Elvins 
Esch 
Fish 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Fornes 
Foster, Ill. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Godwin 
Good 
Gordon 
Griest 
Hamill 
Hamilton 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
a 

ardy 
Hay . 
Heald 
Heflin 
Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitchcock 
Hollingsworth 
Houston 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, N. J. 


—151. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
James 
Jamieson 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kitchin 

Kopp 

Korbly 
Kiistermann 
Lamb 

Lee 

Lenroot 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Louc 
McCreary 
McHenry 
McKinney 
McLaughlin, Mich. 
Macon 
Madison 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Martin, Colo. 
Mays 

Miller, Kans. 
Mitchell 
Moore, Pa. 
Morrison 
Morse 

Moss 

Murphy 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 

Nye 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—10. 


Hardwick 


McLachlan, Cal. 


Hill MecMorran 
Lever Olmsted 

NOT VOTING—191. 
Bilis Kendall 
Englebright Kennedy, Ohio 
Estopinal Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Fairchild Kinkead, N. J. 
Fassett Knap 
Finley Knowland 
Focht Kronmiller 
Foelker Lafean 
Foss Langham 
Foster, Vt, Langley 
Fowler Latta 
Fuller Law 
Gallagher Lawrence 
Gardner, Mich. Legare 
Garner, Pa, Lindsay 
Gill, Md. Lively 
Gill, Mo. Livingston 
Gillett Loudenslager 
Glass Lowden 
Goebel Lundin 
Goldfogle McCall 
Goulden McCredie 
Graff McDermott 


Graham, Ill. 
Graham, Pa, 
Greene 

Gregg 
Guernsey 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Havens 
Hawley 
Hayes 

Henry, Conn, 
Higgins 
Hinshaw 
Hobson 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Huff 

Hughes, W. Va. 
Hull, lowa 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Joyce 

Kahn 

Keliher 


McGuire, Okla. 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
Madden 

Malby 

Martin, 8. Dak. 
Maynard 
Miller, Minn. 
Millington 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morehead 
Morgan, Okla. 
Moxley 

Mudd 
Murdock 
Needham 
O'Connell 
Olcott 

Palmer, H. W. 
Patterson 
Payne 

Pearre 

Peters 


——... 


Oldfield 
Padgett 
Page 
Palmer, A. M, 
Poindexter 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La, 
Rauch 
Reeder 
Roddenbery 
Rodenberg’ 
Rotherme! 
Rucker, Mo, 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Sisson 
Smith, Tex. 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sturgiss 
Thomas, Ky 
Thomas, N. C, 
Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Turnbull 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Wickliffe 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, N. Y, 


Pou 


Plumley 
Pratt 
Pray 
Prince 
ae 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rucker, Colo. 
Sabath 

Scott 
Sheffield 
Slayden 
Slemp 

Small 

Smith, Cal 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stevens, Minn 
Sulzer 
Swasey 
Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tilson 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Wanger 
Webb 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, I 
Wilson, I 
Wood, N 
Woodyard 
Young, Mich. 


1? 

ll, 
a. 
a. 


So (two-thirds having failed to vote therefor) the motion to 

suspend the rules and pass the bill was lost. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Bartruo.ipt with Mr. BoriLanp. 
Mr. Hayes with Mr. GoLpFosGLe. 
Mr. Draper with Mr. WEBB. 
Mr. Moxtey with Mr. BARNHART. 
For the balance of the day: 
Mr. NeepHAM with Mr. Hurts of Tennessee. 
Mr. Boutett with Mr. Henry of Texas, 
Mr. Pratt with Mr. BURLESON. 


From February 21 to February 28, inclusive: 


Mr. Morcan of Oklahoma with Mr. Ferris. 











1911. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore noted the presence of Mr. Can- 
xox, Mr. Dickson of Mississippi, Mr. JamMireson, and Mr. Moore 
of Pennsylvania, and they voted as above recorded. 

the SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this yea-and-nay vote the 
as called and then the names of those failing to respond 
called in alphabetical order. Less than a quorum 

ing answered, the Chair is authorized by clause 3 of Rule 
XV to cause Members in the Hall who did not vote to be noted 

; “present.” Under clause 1 of the same rule a Member 
whose name has thus been noted under clause 3 may then vo 

rhe result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


eo 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 

rm. 

fhe motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 7 o'clock and 2 

utes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 24, at 11 o’clock a, m. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary 
of War, submitting a recommendation of credits to the accounts 
of Lieut. Col. D. E. MeCarthy and Capt. F. A. Grant (IL. Doe. 


No. 1406), was taken from the Spenker’s table, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 

ported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 


1 1 . 1 


| er clause 


ferred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 
HAMER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
W h was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 10791) to elimi- 
nate from forest and other reserves certain lands included 
t! n for which the State of Idaho had, prior to the creation 
0 | reserves, made application to the Secretary of the In- 
terior under its grants that such lands be surveyed, reported the 


or 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2227), 

v said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 

{ Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the Committee on Ways and 
s. to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 10559) 

to designate St. Andrews, Fla., as a subport of entry, reported 


the sume without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2eo5), which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of Whole House on the state of the Union. 

DENT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
W referred the bill of the Senate (S. 10638) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to sell certain lands owned by the United 


Stites and situated on Dauphin Island, in Mobile County, Ala., 
ed the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 





(No. 2254), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GAINES, from the Committee on Ways and Men to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. to 


( the revenue laws so as to provide for furnishing certified 
if certain records to officers and other persons, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 


s 


ti ch was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 9698) granting 
I ssion to the city of Miles City, Mont., to operate a pumping 
s on on the Fort Keogh Military Reservation, Mont., reperted 
(he same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2242), 
Which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

lle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
I of the Senate (S. 1531) to grant medals to survivors and 


heirs of volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming 


| reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 


a rt (No. 2243), which said bill and report were referred to 
t ‘ommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the District 

oF Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
Sist) to change the name of Messmore Place to Mozart Place, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2225), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Honse Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
‘ te and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the* bill of | 


* Senate (8. 16274) to authorize construction of the Broadway | 
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Bridge across the Willamette River at Portland, . reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 22 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
10822) to extend the time for the completion of a 
River at 





Oreg 


ys 
=), 


bridge across 


the Missouri 





or near Yankton, S. Dak., by the Winni 
peg, Yankton & Gulf Railroad Co., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2228), which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill of the House (H. R. 52721) to amend an act entitled 
“An act permitting the building of a dam across the Mississippi 
River in the county of Morrison, State of Mi: + esota,” approved 
June 4, 16, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 





by a report (No. 2229), which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee. to which was referred 
the bill of the House (H. R. 52756) to authorize the Greeley 
Arizona Irrigation Co. to build a dam across the Colorado River 
at or near Head Gate Rock, near Parker, in Yuma County, 
Ariz.. renvorted the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2230), which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. Rh. S24) to authorize the city of Shreve- 
port to construct a bridge across Red River, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2231), which 
snid bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 10275) relative 
to joint operations of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2244). which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private biils and resolutions 


lly reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 


of the Whole House, 


were 
and referred to the Committee 


severiu 


as follows: 


Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 22270) for 
the relief of Amos M. Barbin, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2257), which said 
bill and re port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 60S) for the relief 
of Charles TT. Gallagher and Samuel H. Proctor, reported the 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 22389), 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HAY. from the Commiitee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7640) for the relief of 
James M. Sweat, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2240), which said bill and report w 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KAHIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7804) for the relief of 
David Jay Jennings, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2241), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and 1 ria 
were introduced and severally referred as follows 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (TL R 2906) to 
authorize the construction of a canal to connect the H ensick 
River with Berrys Creek, at Berrys Creek, in the State of New 
Jersey, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Railways 


and Canals. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 32807) to incorpo- 
rate the National McKinley Birthplace Memorial Associ 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (I. R. 32908) to authorize Ouachita 
County, Ark., to construct a bridge across the Ouachita River; 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Con 


merce. 


By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 32910) to 
authorize the construction of a canal connecting the Hackensack 
River with Berrys Creek at Rutherford, in tl State of New 
Jersey; to the Committee on Railways and Canals 


By Mr. CALDERHEAD (by request): A bill (HL. R. 32911) 
granting additional pensions to those persons who, while ser 


ile 








































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































in the militia « 


r naval service of the United States of America 

during the Civil 
het r | nsioned for loss of a hand or arm and who shall, 
in addition to such loss of hand or arm, have incurred additional 
d ty or disabilities in such service and in line of duty; to 
t! Cm ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Resolution (H. Res. 993) requesting certain | 
information from the Attorney General of the United States; 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
resolution (H. Res. 994) 
United 


requesting certain information 


of the President of the States; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: Memorial of the Legislature 
of Nebraska, indorsing House bill 380799, introduced by Mr. 
KinKAID of Nebraska, for an extension of time for payment 


* rights: to 
y HAMER: 
ing to 


the Committee on 
Memorial of the 


Irrigat 
Idaho 


ion of Arid Lands. 
Legislature 


state 








the elimination of townships 46 and 47 north, 
"a 3 east of Boi meridian from the Ceur d’Alene Na- 
tional Forest Reserve and that they be made available for 


homestead entry; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, memorial of Idaho State Legislature relating to chang- 
ing the term of residence upon homestead lands of the State of 
Idaho from five to three years; to the Committee on the Public 


Lands. 

Also, memorial by the State Legislature relating to 
abolishing all rules of Service governing the removal 
of dead timber by the settlers; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 


Idaho 


Forest 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: Memorial of the Legislature of Maine 
in favor of a monument at Annapolis in memory of the late 
Commodore John Paul Jones; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Maine to promote the 


efficiency of the Life-Saving Service; 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 


to the Committee on In- 


By Mr. SWASEY: Memorial of the Legislature of Maine in 
favor of a monument at Annapolis in memory of the late Com- 


modore John Paul Jones; to the Committee 
memorial of the Legislature of 
efficiency of the Life-Saving Service; to 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A memorial of the Legislature of Tennessee, 
requesting action on the report of the Immigration Commis- 
sion. ete.: to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


on Naval Affairs. 
Maine to promote the 
the Committee on In- 


Also, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R, 32912) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Christina Younkman; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 32913) 
James Stanton; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARNARD: A bill (H. R. 32914) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac H, Earl; to the Committee on Invalid 
Per ms, 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H, R. 32915) for 
Donahoe; to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. CREAGER: A bill (FH. R. 32916) f 


Turner Hardware Co.: to the Committee on 


for the relief of 


isi 
the re 
Affairs. 
r the relief of the 
ndian Affairs. 


lief of Timothy 


I 
7 
I 


By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (CH. R. 32917) granting a pen- 

n to Joel Harreford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H, R. 32918) for the 

ef of Henry C. Adams and others; to the Committee on 
( ims 


By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 32919) granting an increase 
pension to Arthur V. B. Sonders; to the Committee on In- 
d Pensions, 
By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 
ensi to David H. Johnson; 


2909 2) 
oet20) gra 


to the } 


nting an increase 


Invalid 


Sion 


mmittee on 


ID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 


pension to Otis Long; 


$2921) 


grant- 


By Mr. KINKA 
‘ iner to the Committee 


ol 


hh .Inecre « on 
lid Pensions. 


By Mr, McGUIRE of Oklahoma: 
' of the Elizabeth B, 


A 


A bill (CH. R. 32922) for the 
estate of Sullivan; to the Committee 


War Claim: 


on 


By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 32923) for the relief of 
J. L. Baird: to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 32924) granting 


an increase of pension to Pamelia J. Harvey; to the Committee 
on pensions, 
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av, 


FEBRUARY 


sy Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 32925) granting a yy 


War of 1861 to 1866, and who are or who shall | to Edwin A. Prothro; to the Committee on Pensions, 


on 


bill (H. R. 32926) granting a pension to David H. 
1; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a 
Johnso1 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers wer 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Paper to accompany bill for r 
William England: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of business firms of D 
Ohio, against a local rural parcels-post to th 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Institute, Farmer, Oh 
‘lection of Senators by popular vote; to the Committee « 
Judiciary, 


service; 


By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the Polish Nationa] 
ance Association, against further restriction of the immigr 1 
laws; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalizati 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Kennebec Valley G: 


Anson, Me.; Manchester Grange, Manchester, Me.; and H 
Home Grange and others, against Canadian reciprocity; to 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Petitions, resolutions, ete. 
gress to repeal the 10-cent tax on colored oleomargarine 
to investigate and endeavor to check spread 
culosis and other diseases communicated to human | 
through dairy products, ete., as follows: The Emerson 
Foot Study Club, of Brookland, D. C.; the San Diego (Ca 
ciety for the Prevention and Study of Tuberculosis; W: 
Literary Union, Auburn, Me.; Civie Improvement Clul 


» urging Con- 


ol 


also 


Ala.; Woman's Club, Owensboro, Ky.; Edelweis Club, Sa; 
Mich.: Federation of Women’s Clubs, Toledo, Ohio: D 
No. 17. Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 


Stanley 
Twentieth Century Club, Gilman, lowa; Woman's Club of 
rie Center, Iowa; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CARY: Resolutions adopted by the Polish N; 
Alliance, protesting against the proposed illiteracy test 
immigration laws; to the Committee on Immegiration and 
ralization. 

Also, communication from Milwaukee Mechanics Ins 
Co., Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the Esch phosphorus bill; 
Cominittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: Petition of citizens of the twenty 
congressional district of Illinois, against a parcels 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Petition of J. C. Sims and 21 ot] 
zens of Urich, Mo., against the establishment of a parc 





post 


to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DODDS: Petition of John B. Carter and ni 
citizens of Roscommon County, Mich., for a parcels-post s 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of Forest Grange, No. 362; Farmers’ 
Grange, No, 814: North 


Branch Grange, No. 952; and 
gush and 26 others citizens of Antrim County, Mich., 
the passage of the Canadian reciprocity bill; to the Cor 
on Ways and Means. : 


By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Polish National A 
against further restrictive immigration; to the Comm 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Kingsbury Grange, No. 1085, against ( 
dian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUREY: Resolutions adopted by Mapletown G 
No. 613; Minaville Grange, No. 668; and Mayfield Gra 
683, Patrons of Husbandry, all of New York State, pr 
against the adoption of the Canadian reciprocity treaty; 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the Allied Printing Trades of Great 
York, against increase of postage on second-class matter ; 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Brooklyn League, insisting that tl: 
tleship New York be built in a Government navy yard 
pliance with the law of 1910; to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Polish National Alliance, : 
further restriction of immigration; to the Committee on | 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petitions of Niagara Council, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics; Spring Bed M: 





Protective Union, No, 12103, American Federation of Lal 
New York; National Lodge, No. 556, International Asso 

of Machinists of Brooklyn, N. Y., for House bill 154)5; 

| Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 














By Mr. FISH: Petition of E. D. Gildersleeve and other mem 
< of Friends Society, against fortifying the canal; to the 
ttee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. FORNES: Petition of National Association of Mer- 
Tailors, against increase of postage on second-class mat 
o the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
petition of Maritime Association of New York City, for 
ment of Thomas J. Scully as a member of the Committee 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries; to the Committee on the 
int Marine and Fisheries, 
petition of the American Scenic and Historie Presery 
Society, for House bill 2258; to the Committee on the 
Lands. 
petition of the Standard Pnenmatie Action Co., the Kohle 
pbell Co., and the Autopican Co., in favor of a proper mail 
amship service between the United States and South 
\ ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 


es 








petition of Art Color Printing Co., against increase of 
rates on second-class matter; to the Committee on the 
] (flice and Post Roads. 

Mr. FULLER: Petition of John H. Batten, president of 
HT on Club; John W. Lowe, president of Society of War of 
isiz. [Hinois branch; and John D. Vandercook, president of 
s f the American Revolution, of Chicago, for ay 
Perry memorial; to the Committee on the Libra 
petition of citizens of Shabbona, the Chicago Allied 
] ¢ Trades Council, and the American Pulp & Paper Asso 
{ against increase of pestage on magazines; to the Com 

I on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
petition of Mrs. Ella Zacher, demanding hearing on 
[ E. a. Lewis, of l niversity City ; to the Cominititee on 


\ 


petition of directors of the Milk Producers’ Association, 
the Canadian reciprocity bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


| ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petitions of George W. 





] hairman of the Massachusetts fish and game commission 
¢ amount Canada pays in subsidies to her fishermen 
f .. B. Gifford, boat builder, Gloucester, stating that the 
f 1 item in proposed tariff agreement with Canada would 
rt i driving his plant out of the city: from Golden & Craw 
( cester, calkers, opposing free-fish item in proposed 
creement with Canada; from Gloucester National Bank, 
(Gj er, Stating that proposed tariff egreement with Canida 
esult in driving many fish concerns to Nova S a: 
e president of Gloucester (Mass.) Board of Trade 

that 140 out of total of 174 resident members of |} 
tion have declared themselves against proposed tariff 


ag ent with Canada; from Capt. Lemuel E. Spinney, ind 
essel owner, asking to be protected from free 
din tariff agreement with Canada: from Gloucester Safe 
] & Trust Co., stating that proposed reci \ : 
esult in driving part of their business to Can - fr 
Chisholm, Gloucester, owner of 10 vessels ; 
y. stating that he would be driven out of business if 
ed tariff agreement is ratified; from Capt. Carl J. Yom 
( ster, individual owner, stating proposed tariff agreemer 
‘ause him to lose his vessel: from Hugh Parkhurst & 
of eight vessels, Gloucester: from Burnham Bros., Glou 
marine railways, stating proposed free fish would mean 


» Gloucester: from Perkins Box Co., Gloucester: from 

we & Sons (ine.), sailmakers, Gloucester: from W. UH 

n & Son, Gloucester, fish business; from Henry E. Pink 
sh business, Gloucester; from Fernald & Co., Boston. fish 


s: from Manuel Simmons, sailmaker and vessel owner: 
thur D. Story. shipbuilder, Essex: from Master Mariners 
t Co., Gloucester; from James EF. Bradley, fish business 
ter; from Atlantic Maritime Co.; from Capt. Jerome 
ild, Gloucester, individual vessel owner: from M. Walen 
x > Gloucester: from Capt. Charles ] Nickerson and 44 
ptains of fishing sailing vessels: from T. Wharf. Boston. 
he State of Massachusetts, agai 
Committee on Ways and Me 


Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of J. M. Huber, New York ¢ 


t Canadian reciprocity ; 





P Engravers’ Union, No. 1, New York City, and R. Magel, 
increase of postal rates on second-class matter: to tl 

tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

: . petition of F. C. Hirleman, of New York City: W. B 

, of New York City; the Heights Taxpayers’ Asso ion 

vy York City, and Bronx Property Owners’ Association 

: £ a pneumatic mail-tube service; to the Committee o 


st Office and Post Roads. 
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Also, petition of the Pneumati 
favoring a proper mail and ste 
} on the Merchant 
HEALD: 


legislation excluding undesirable 


Action Co., 








to the Commi 

















and Fisherie 






































Viola, Del. ; 
nn, Del., 
Immigration ane 
By Mr. HIGGINS: 








Camp No, 1 





























as recommende 
mittee on 
Also, petition of Natcha 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, a; 
the Committee on the Ix 
By Mr. HILL: Petition of 
United American Mechani 
15413; to the Committ 
Also, petition of 
favoring a parcels 
Office and Post . 
By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washi 





















































































































































































































































































































































































































































Ni a True Ameri n ¢€ neil, Ne 196: J mber City Coun 
( | Ha f ! 2 302 en Council, No 
" ( 775; I Council, No. 222 
( I em t Aj ricans a \ neton Cam! No 
( DP Order S« f rging the 
n erney test; to the Con 1 Immigration and 
\ i 
By Mr. SMITH of M an: Peti of Edward Robins and 
‘ rs. of I wee Coun 2.8 and 17 others, of Oak 
C ty: Will n and 30 f Calhoun County; 
ie i y and 48 others, of County; Edwin Sonera! 
0 other of Mas County A. G n and 26 others, of 
Ix ( I d 12 others, of Menominee 
( ers J. D. Sherb k and 12 other 
of Ma v C ec" ries A. May and 40 others, of All 
gan | B. A and 37 others, of Wexford County: 
k Is | 26 others, of Kalamazoo County; William 
Rupright and 56 others, of Missaukee County; Alvin Bever and 
39 othe of Tonia ¢ nty; and George W. Carr and 32 others, 
of Huron County, all in the State of Michigan, for parcels-post 
] to the te he Post Offic d Post Roads. 
By Mr. STER G: Petition of B igton Trades and La- 
| for } 15415; t » Committee on Immi- 
v7} ; Ny ‘ 
Also, petition of Blo ecton Trades and Labor Assembly, for 


ren oe rgarine tax; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of Bloomington Trades and Labor Assembly, for 
building of battleship Nei York in a Government navy yard: to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 7° 

By M ‘ULZER: Petition of Ta 1 Commercial Club, for 
an sppropriation of $50,000 for roads in Rainier National Park 
to the Commit e on the Public Lands. 

iso, petitieon of John McGarity. of New York City, against 


increase of postal rates on second-class itter: to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petition of citizens of twelfth Ohio 


re esiol 1 gainst Sunday legislation for the Dis 
trict of Colun tot Committee on the District of Columbia. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, feb) uary 24, 1911. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the further 
rending of the Journal be dispensed with. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. BEV ERIDGE. I do not intend to object, but I wish to 
eall attention at this time to an omission. I do not know that 
it would appear in the Journal anyway, but yesterday I gave 


notice, as the Recorp shows, that I would conclude my remarks 


this morning immediately after the morning business. I per 
ceive that the notiee is not on the calendar, and before the read- 
ing of the Journal is dispensed with, I merely call attention 
to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will take the responsi 
bility for its not appearing on the calendar. Is there objection to 
dlisp r with the further reading of the Journal? The Chair 
hears none. Without objection, the Journal will stand approved. 

SSAGE FROM THE HOt 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

S. GOS. An act for the relief of Charles T. Gallagher and 
Samuel H. Proctor; 

7640. An act for the relief of James M. Sweat; 
7804. An act for the relief of David Jay Jennings; 

S.10817. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy 
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, 

d to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors; and 

S.10818. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors 

rhe message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bill and resolution: 

H.R. 20603. An act for the relief of Henry Halteman; and 

H. J. Res. 276. Joint resolution modifying certain laws relat- 
ing to the military records of certain soldiers and sailors. 


2h F 





+ 
Al 


| 
| 
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The message further announced that the House had ag 
the committee 


the report 


votes of the two 


of 


Hlouses on 


of conference on 
the amendments < 


the disag 
tf the S\ 


the bill (H. R. 28682) making appropriations for the « 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain publi 


and harbors, and for other purposes. 
The message also announced that the House had agreed 
» the amendment of the Tk 


amendment 


Representatives to the bill (S. 10818) authorizi 


of 


the 


Senate 


t¢ 


sioner of the General Land Office to grant furtl 
time within which to make proof on desert-land entries 

The message further announced that the House had 
7021) to codify, revise, and amend the laws r 
to the judiciary, with an amendment, asks a confere) 
the Senate on the disagre« 
bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. Moon of Tr 
vania, Mr. Parsons, and Mr. SHERLEY manage 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had pa 
bill (S. 5482) to authorize the city of Seattle, Wash.., 
chase certain lands for the protection of the source of it 
supply, with amendments, in which it requested the con 


the bill (S. 


of the Sena 


te. 


in 


g votes of the tw 


works on 


i the C 
ler exten 


» Houses 


rs at the 


The message further announced that the House had 
the following bills, in which it requested the c 


Senate: 


H. R. 28626. An 


act to amend the internal-1 


meurrenc 


‘evenue 


lating to distilled spirits, and for other purposes: and 


H. R. 32436. 


concurrent 
the DPreside 
bill (H. R 


The message 


with its request, 


Pennsylvan 
Railroad ¢ 


‘nt 


An act making appropriations for the su 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June ‘ 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agi 
resolution directing the Speaker of the Ho 
he Senate to erase their s 
. 25081) for th 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


of t 


further 
the bill 


ia Railroad Co. 


‘o. to construct 


ra 


( 


a 


relief of Helen §., 


returned to the Senat 


S. 10682) to autl 
ind the Delaware 


bridge across the 


ignatures 
Hogan 


e, in ¢ol 
lorize the 
& Bound 
Delaware 


from Lower Makefield Township, Bucks County, Pa., to 
Township, Mercer County, 


rm 


House the joint 
filling of a vacancy which will oceur on Mar 


message al 


. 


y y 
aN. oy 


so requested the Senate | 


resolution 


(S. J. Res. 145) | 


Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institut 
other than Members of Congress. 


The message ft 
House had signed the following enrolled bills 
tion, and they were thereupon signed by the 
act for the relief of Thoma 


H. R. 162 
H. R. 185 


H. R. 262 


GS, 
$2. 


10. 


An 


An act for the relief of Thomas C. Clark 


An 


homestead entries; 

H. R. 31538. 
New Orleans 
laws of the State of Alabama, to construct a 
River and its navigable ch 
city of Mobile, Ala.; 

H. Rt. 32220. An act to authorize the board of superyi 
the town of High Landing, Red Lake County, Minn., to « 


| across the 


H. it. 324 


Railread Co. and the Delaware & Bound Brook Railroad 
a bridge 
Makefield ‘Township, 


construct 


Mo 


QU. 


An 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


irther 


announced that the 


oO return 
roviding 


‘ho 1, 1911 


ion, of tl 


spe iker 
and joint 
s Seals; 


act providing for the validation oi 


act to 


a 


Railway Co., 


bile 


An 


Mercer County, N. 


H. R. 325 


71, 


An 


Kansas National I 


S. 10015. 
light and 


An 


fog signal at Lincoln Rock, Alaska, 


act 


act to 


oes 


act to consolidate certain forest lands 


‘orest ; 


uthorize the Pensacola, M: 


a corporation ex 


|a bridge across the Red Lake River; 


authorize the Not 


across 


the Delaware Ri 


isting und 


bridge o 


annels ab 


‘th Penns 


yer from 


for rebuilding and improving the 


another light and fog-signal station upon a d 


by; and 


S. J. Res. 
the commander in chief of the United Spanish War V 


132. Je 


int resolution authorizing 


of one or two dismounted bronze cannon. 


COMPANIES 


The VICE PRESIDENT 


resolution 
Companies 
mended as 


of 
BR, 


elis 





the 


B, C, AND 
laid before the Senate a com! 
tion from the Secretary of War transmitting, in respon 


21st instant, a list of name: 
Cs. of 
‘ible for reenlistment by the court of inquiry 


and D 


D, TWENTY-FIFTH 


the Twenty-fifth 


or for | 


ifferent si 


the delive 


INFANTRY. 


Infantry 


of sold 


FEBRUARY 24. 


Bucks County, Pa., to Ewing Tov 











to the affray at Brownsville, Tex., who have applied for 
stment or who have reenlisted under the provisions of 


9° 


ct of Congress of March 3, 1909, ete. (S. Doc. No. 835), 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
e on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF ABSECON INLET, N, J. 


VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
om the Secretary of War stating, in response to a reso- 
of the 17th instant relative to the cost for the improve- 
of Absecon Inlet, N. J., that the reports on the prelimi- 
xamination and survey of that inlet made in pursuance 
rovision in the river and harbor act of June 25, 1910, 
ransmitted by the Secretary of War to the Speaker of the 
of Representatives under date of February 20, 1911 (S. 
No. 832), which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
and ordered to be printed. 
CREDENTIALS. 
BRIGGS presented the credentials of JaMes E. MARTINE, 
by the Legislature of the State of New Jersey a Senator 
hat State for the term beginning March 4, 1911, which 
id and ordered to be filed. 
PILES presented the credentials of MILES POINDEXTER 
by the Legislature of the State of Washington a Senator 
that State for the term beginning March 4, 1911, 
read and ordered to be filed. 


which 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
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VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by the 


il Court of the Commonwealth 
referred to the Committee on 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


of Massachusetts, which 
Finance. and ordered to be 


ns relative to reciprocal interchange of commodities between 
the United States and Canada. 
ed, That the General Court of the Commonwealth of Massa 


. believing that a reciprocal interchange of commodities between 
ted States and Canada, based on equitable and fair terms, would 





neficial to the ultimate consumer and to the various manufac 

farming, commercial, and other interests of each of the two 
hereby cordially approves any efforts made to bring about 

sults. 

ed, That certified copies of these resolutions be sent by the | 

ry of the Commonwealth to the President of the United States, | 


residing oflicers of both Houses of Congress, and to each of the 
; and Representatives in Congress from Massachusetts. 
ise of representatives, adopted February 15, 1911. 
nate, adopted, in concurrence, February 16, 1911. 
1e copy. 
t Wma. M. OLIN, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 
VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
iture of the State of Wyoming, which was referred to the 
ittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game 
irdered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
House joint memorial No. 1. 
resolution relating to the preservation of big game in the State 
oming, 
an adequate appropriation to aid the State of Wyoming in pro 
ng winter food for and otherwise protecting the big game which 
in the National Park and in the Jackson Hole region of this 
» alternately. 
t resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring): 
reas the principal remnant of the big game of the United States, 
sed of moose, elk, and deer, range alternately during the winters 
National Park and game reserve and the Jackson Hole section of 
tate of Wyoming, south of the National Park; and 
is during the winters they suffer greatly and perish from famine 
numbers, which could be in a great measure prevented by ade 


nd systematic provision for feeding and protecting them during 


and blizzards; and 
eas the State of Wyoming has been and is making appropriations 
sums of money and using every available means within its 
to preserve said big game; and 
eas the sufficient and thoroughly adequate protection of said 
is too expensive and burdensome to be borne alone by the 
Wyoming: Therefore be it 
ed by the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the Goy- 
t of the United States be, and is hereby, requested to cooperate 
e State of Wyoming in feeding, protecting, and otherwise pre 


z the big game which winters in great numbers within the 
s of the State of Wyoming; and the Congress of the United 


is hereby memorialized and requested to make an adequate ap- 
tion of money, to be used in aiding and cooperating with the 
f Wyoming in the laudable and desirable effort to feed, protect, 
serve from extinction the principal remnant of the big game 
United States, which range during the winters principally within 
ritory of the State of Wyoming; be it further 

ed, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be 
) the President of the United States, to the President of the 
i States Senate, to the Speaker of the United States House of Rep 
itives, and to the Secretary of the Interior, asking their aid 


in 

: the object of this memorial and request before Congress, and 

ring from same an adequate appropriation of public moneys for 
ie, humane, and national purpose herein set forth; and be it 

lved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request » 

to the Senators from Wyoming in the Congress of the United 





and memorializing the Congress of the United States to | 





1 3247 








States, viz, Hons. CLARENCE D. CLARK and Francis E. WARREN, and 
our Representative in said Congress, Hon. Frank W. MONDELL, asking 
them to use their best efforts to secure favorable action upon the request 
embodied herein. : 

Approved February 17, 1911. 

5 W ING, 
‘) ~ \ ~ I 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyo) 

I, Frank L. Houx, secretary o e of the Stat Ws 
hereby certify that the annexed has been carefully compared with | . 
joint memorial No. 1, and is a full, true, and correct « f 
and of the whole there 

In testimony wl hereunto st my 1 l ced 

reat seal of the S 

Done at Cheyenne, the « tal, this 21st day I A.D 

[ SEAL. ] FRANK L. H x, 4 f 
By ¢ B. MacG! 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented teleg s ! { f 
memorials, from the Illinois State Far I 
150 employees of the Waterbury Felt Co., of Sk: 3] 

N. ¥., remonstrating against the ratification of ! | 
reciprocal agreement between the United States 1 « 
which were referred to the C ttee on Financ 

He also presented a memorial of the southw ‘ < f 
the Associated Advertising Clul ( Ameri I 
against the proposed increase in the rate of pos ! 
classes of second-class mail matte which was or ed to 
on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present sundry t ms, © 
of memorials, from ¢g é y Stat tir » the pro 
posed Canadian reciprocal agreement I Ki t 
grams may be noted in the hi DP and 1 rred to ‘ 
mittee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the teleg1 wert ferred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be noted in I 
follows: 

Telegram of Byron P. Dearborn, master of Mer ( 
Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of North ] 

N. HL; 

Telegram of C. W. Phillips, Pomona deputy, N I shire 
State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of East Can N. Hi 

Telegram of Hollis T. Wiggin, of Meredity, N. H.: 

Telegram of Curtis B. Childs, ex-commander N i 
shire State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of He N. U 

Telegram of W. O. Field, deputy, New Hampshire St 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Concord, N. H 

Telegram of Frank P. Cheney, deputy, New Hampshire State 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Littleton, N. H.; 

Telegram of Ernest W. Bickford, of Rochester, N. H.; 

Telegram of Orrin G. Wentworth, deputy, New Hampshire 


State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of L a 
Telegram of A. O. Harrington, deputy, New Hampshire State 

Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Petersboro 
Telegram of Edgar J. Ham, of Rochester 
Telegram of Colebrook Grange, No. 223, Pati s of Hu 

bandry, of Colebrook, N. H.; 
Telegram of Charles McDaniel, of 


Enfield, N. H 


Telegram of S. H. Flanders, of East Andover, N. HI 
Telegram of Frank M. Bailey, of Claremont, N. H 
Telegram of Oliver C. Dimond, of Concord, N. H 
Telegram of Wantastiquet Grange, Patrons of Husbandry 


| Hinsdale, N. H.; 


Telegram of C. H. Dutton, of Hancock, N. H.; 
Telegram of D. M. Hadley, of Dunbarton, N. H.:; 
Telegram of William C. Hill, Master, 


Friendship G ‘ 
Patrons of Husbandry, Northfield, N. H 
Telegram of Alfred W. Clough, of Portsmouth, N, IL; 
Telegram of George A. Leavitt, Master of Local G vo No 





295, Patrons of Husbandry, of Laconia, N. H.; 
Telegram of U. L. George, of Georges Mills, N. H.; and 
Telegram of Charles A. Bre 1, Master of Suncook Va \ 
Pomona Grange, Patrons of Hu ilry, of Pembroke. N. H. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of Loeal ¢ 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Surry, N. H., remonstrating agai 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
the United States and Ca whi 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented 


agreement between 
ada, *h was referred to the Com 
a memorial of sundry citizer 
North Dakota, remonstrating against the ratifica of 
proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which was referred to t Committee on Finance 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present a joint memori 
Legislature of the State Wyoming, which I ask may be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 


ation t] 


he 


of 
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There being no objection, 





the joint memorial was referred to 
on Forest Reservations and a Protection of 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


the Committee 
Game 











House joint memorial No. 1. 

A joint olution relating to the preservation of big game in the State 
of \ ng, and memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
make an adequate appropriation to aid the State of Wyoming in pro- 
viding winter food for and otherwise protecting the big game which 
range in the national park and in the Jackson Hole region of this 
State alternately. 














Be it resolved by the house of represei nta tives (the senate concurring): 

Whereas the principal remnant of the big game of the United States, 
comprised of moose, elk, and deer, range alternately during the win- 
ters in the national park and game reserve and the Jacksons Hole sec- 
tion of the State of Wyoming, south of the national park; and 

Whereas during the winters they suffer greatly and perish from 
famine in large numbers, which could be in at measure prevented 
by adequate and stematic provision for f and protecting them 
during storms and blizzards: and 

Whereas the State of Wyoming has been and is making appropria 
tions of large sums of money and using every available means within its 
power to preserve big game; and 

Whereas the suffix and thoroughly adequate protection of said 
hig game is too expensive and burdensome to be borne alone by the 
State of Wyoming: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the Gov- 
ernment of the United States be, 1 is hereby, requested to cooperate 
with the State of Wyoming in feeding, protecting, and otherwise pre 
serving the big game which winters in great numbers within the con- 
fines of the State of Wyoming; and the Congress of the United States 
is hereby memorialized and requested to make an adequate appropriation 


of money to be used in aiding and cooperating with the State of Wyoming | 


| 
| 
| 


} of duties upon any 


confirming of this recipro city 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 


in the laudable and desirable effort to feed, protect, and preserve from | 
extinction the principal remnant of the big game of the United States, 
which range during the winters principally within the territory of 
the State of Wyoming: be it further 

Resolved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be 
sent to the President of the United States, to the President of the 
United States Senate, to the Speaker of the United States House of 
Representatives, and to the Secretary of the Interior, asking their aid 
in bringing the object of this memorial and request before Congress and 
in securing from same an adequate appropriation of public moneys 
for the noble, humane, and national purpose herein set forth; and be 
it further 

Resol That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be sent 
to the Senators from Wyoming in the Congress of the United Siates, 
viz, Hlons. CLARENCE D. CLARK and Francis E. WARREN, and our Rep- | 
resentative in said Congress, Hon, Frank W. MOoOnpbeL., asking them 
to use their best efforts to secure favorable action upon the request 
embodied herein. 

Approved February 17, 1911. 

Tue STATE OF WYOMING, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
Unirep Stratrs or America, State of Wyoming, 8s. 

I, Frank L, Hovwx, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming. do 
hereby certify that the annexed has been carefully compared with house 
joint memorial No. 1, and is a full, true, and correct copy of the same 
and of the whole thereof 

In testimeny whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 21st day of February, A. D. 1911. 

[SEAL] FRANK L. Howx, Secretary of State, 

By C. P. MAcCGLASHAN, Deputy. 
ir. CLARK of Wyoming. I present resolutions adopted by 
the Carbon County Wool Growers’ Association of Wyoming, 
which I ask niay be printed in the Recorp and referred to the 


Finance. 
obiect ion, 
Finance 


Committee on 
There being 
the Committee 


RECORD, 


the 
and 


resolutions were 
ordered 


ho 
on 
as follows: 





referred to | 
to be printed in the | 


Resolutions adopted by irbon County Wool Growers’ Association | 
against the passage of the bill (H. R. 32216) to promote reciprocal 
trade relations with the Dominion of Canada. 

Wherees a treaty has been negotiated by the Departments of State of | 
these United States and of the Dominion of Canada for the purpose of 
1 Ming recip il trade relations between the two countries, and a 
bill has been introduced and passed in the House of Representatives 
of the United St s confirming such treaty; and 

Whereas by e te s of the proposed treaty the import duty on 
live stoc! co stir f sheep, cattle, horses, and mules, imported into 
the United State from Canada will be entirely removed, and the im- | 
port duty on agi tural products imported into the United States 
from la will » be removed, while the duty on manufacti ured 
' iuets of the United States exported to Canada will not be removed 
by the Canadian Government; and 

Whereas the duties upon meats, the dressed products of live stock, 

d from Canada into the United States, will not be removed; and 

Whereas there had heretofore been created by the Congress of the 
U1 i States a tariff commission to investigate the various articles 
mported into the United States for the specific purpose of ascertaining 





{ int of duty that should be placed upon such importations by 
the Government of these United States in order to equitably protect the 
United cers of such articles. and in accordance with the 
pris ction for American industries; and 

Wi Y commission or board has not as yet reported to 
ihe ¢ United States upon any of the articles referred to 
and } ; proposed treaty, and to be admitted without duty 
into the United States by the terms of such treaty, so that the 
Congress of the United States and the people thereof are unable at this 
time to know whether or not such lowering or removal of duties will 
be detrimental to the producers in the United States; and 

Whereas the removal of the duty from live stock to be imported into 
the United States and the retention of the duty upon meat products is 
detrimental to the farmers of the entire country and to the stock | 
growers of Wyoming, while being favorable to the packing industries | 


of the United States; and 


i dead timber by the settlers 





FEBRUARY 24, 


Whereas the adoption of the bill ratifying and confirming saiq , 
posed treaty would mean the giving up of the Republican doctrin: 
protection and the adoption of the Democratic theory of free traa, 
and would prove to be the opening wedge for the adoption of such : 
tre ude theory ; and 
Vhereas the Republican doctrine of reciprocity has always called ¢ 
the admission to this country of the products of other 
competing with those produced here, and the admission, free of 
by ‘h foreign Government of our manufactured and other pr 
of which we have a surplus, causing an equal and equitable ex e 
of products of the two countries, with a resulting promotion of tha 
balance of trade in favor of this country: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the members of the Carbon County Wool G: 
Association are absolutely opposed to the passage of the Ho 
ratifying and confirming the proposed reciprocity treaty betw e 
United States of America and Dominion of Canada, upon the ground 
that the same, if adopted, would be adverse to the intere 
American farmer and the western stock grower: would const 
reversal of the Republican doctrine of protection in favor 
Democratic theory of free trade; would be an overthrow of the I 
lican doctrine of due investigation by the Tariff Board before 
article imported into the United States: y d 
the adoption of a principle that has heretofore been tried 
country through a reciprocity treaty with Canada in the ye 1 
and found to be detrimental to the interests of the Americar 
ducers; and be it further 

Resolved, That we do hereby petition our Representatives in Co: 
Hon. Francis E. Warren, Hon. C. D. CLarK, and Hon. Fr Ww 
MONDELL, to use every effort in their power to prevent the adoption and 
treaty in_its present form. 

] CARBON COUNTY WOOL GROWERS’ ASSOC! 
$y JOHN A. DONNEL, President. 


W. W. DALEY, Secretary 

Dated at Rawlins, Wyo., this 21st day of February, A. D. 1911 
Mr. BURNHAM presented sundry telegrams in the nature 
memorials from S, H. Flanders, of East Andover; D. 
ley, of Dunbarton; Charles McDaniel, of Enfield: 
Ham, of Rochester; Frank M. Bailey, of Claremont; Oliver (, 
Dimond, of Concord; C. H. Dutton, of Hancock; Alfred W 
Clough, of Portsmouth; U. L. George, of Georges Mills: (. W. 
Phillips, deputy Pomona (N. H.) State Grange, of East Can 
dia; George A. Leavitt, master of Grange No. 295, of 1 
Charles A. Brown, master Suncook Valley Pomona Graiee, « 


count? t 


su 


[| SEAL. 


Attest: 


of 
M. Had- 
Edgar J 


ale l 


Pembroke; William C. Hill, master Friendship Grange. No. 
110, of Northfield; Wantastiquet Grange, of Hinsdale; and of 
Colebrook Grange, No. 223, of Colebrook, all in the St of 


New Hampshire, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Final 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the temperance co 
tee of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church 
United States of America, praying for the enactment of | 
tion to regulate the traffic in intoxicating liquors in the istrict 
of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on t! 
trict of Columbia. 


Mr. BORAH. I present a joint memorial of the Leg 
of the State of Idaho, which I ask may be printed in the I 


orD and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial No. 6. 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of 
(the senate concurring), That the Congress of the United 
memorialized as follows: 

Whereas under the present rules formulated by the national 
officials governing and controlling the use of the national for 
reference to removing therefrom dead timber, it is very inconveni: i 
hard for the settlers who desire to use this dead timber to obt , 
same, because the procedure necessary to go through is very 
undesirable, and costly to users thereof; and 

Whereas said dry timber, by lying in the 
the growing timber to the danger of fire 
national forest and should be removed: 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby r ted 
to abolish all rules of the Forest Service governing the 1 
dead timber by the settlers. so as to make it as convenient a 
to remove the same from ths national forest for use by th 
and thereby favor not only the settlers, but promote the wel ! 
protection of the national forest of the United States. 

This memorial passed the house of representatives on the 6th 
February, 1911. 


s 


national forests, x 
and thereby is a mena 
Now therefore be it 


Cwartes D. Storr 
Speaker of the House of Represent 
This memorial passed the senate on the 15th day of Februar) 1011 
L. H. Sweets! 
President of the 


I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial N: 
nated in the House of Re presentatives of the Legislature of the 5 


X 






Idaho during the eleventh session. : 
James H. WALLIS 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representat 
SraTEe or IDAHO 
DEPARTMENT OF 5S 
I, Wilfred L. Gifford, secretary of state of the State of Ida! 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete t1 
of house joint memorial No. 6, by Hall and Pincock, relating ’ 
abolishing all rules of the Forest Service governing the remo. 


assed the house Feb. 6, 1911; passed ' 


(pa 














1911. 
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| 


Feb. 15, 1911), which was filed in this office the lith day of | 
| iry, A. D. 1911, and admitted to record 

timony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed th 
' 11 of the State. 

at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 17th day of February 
‘ 1911, and of the Independence of the United States of Ame 
t hundred and thirty-fifth. 

i Witrrep L. Girrorp, Secretary of State. 

BURROWS presented memorials of Local Granges of 
| ingdale, Bowne Center, Bradley, Union, Mesherville, Har 
} feach, Eaton Rapids, Olivet, Reading, Jonesville, Mai 
cl er, Pittsford, Macon, Central Lake, a ia, Grand 
| rse, Decatur, St. Joseph, Bad Axe, Millington, Gilead, 
B Benzenia, Custer, Deckerville, cation, Washington, 
M Wayne, Berrien Center, Adrian, Tonia, Clio, Laing» 

Union City, Marlette, Jonesville, Saginaw, Constantine 
I City, Goodrich, Charlotte, Sherman, Andersonville, Hope 
s erd, Plymouth, Bear Lake, Leroy, Peck, Big Rapids 


, Allegan, Lansing, Elk Rapids, and 
t trons of Husbandry; of the Hadley 


all 
ormers’ 


Coopersville, 


and Elba F 


( he Ionia County Farmers’ oe Society, the Farmers’ 
( f Ortonville, the Long Lake Farmers’ Club, the Shiawas 
see Farmers’ Institute, the Farmers’ Club of Livingston eee 
f sundry citizens of Clinten County, French County, Cas 

Si s, Genesee County, Rush Township, and W: soil ni 
( vy, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the 
rat tion of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the 
[ | States and Canada, which were referred to the Com 
l on Finance 

Mr. HEYBURN. I present two memorials of the Legisla 
ture of Idaho, No. 8 and No. 14, to take the usnal course. I 

( suggest that where resolutions of State legislatures have 
been presented in duplicate, which I suspect may have been 
done, that they be printed only once in the Recorp. 

‘I VICE PRESIDENT. That will follow. The memorials 
were presented yesterday by the Senator’s colleague and printed 


Recorp and properly referred. 
be referred to the 


The duplicates will also 
Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. BRIGGS presented petitions of Washington Camp No. 97, 
of Bridgeton; w ashington Camp No. 147, of Passaic, Patriotic 
Or Sons of America; of Local Union No. 1785, United Brother- 


hi if Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Fort Lee; and of 
sundry citizens of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of 


tion to further restrict immigration, which was referred 


hoor « 


* Committee on Immigration. 

I lso presented the petition of Albert E. Holmes, of Newark, 
N. J.. and the petition of Walter E. Terry, of Newark, N. J.. 
praying for the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agree 
between the United States and Canada, which were re 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Cape May Grange, Hamilton 
Grange, Kingwood Grange, Hopewell Grange, Thoroughfare 
Grange, Vincentown Grange, Allentown Grange, Burlingtou 
Grange, Titusville Grange, Salem Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry; and Henry Maguire, of Kearny; William Conover, of 
M ipan; Robert Dilatushy, of Robbinsville; R. E. Haines, 
f Trenton; Theodore Brown, of Swedesboro; W. L. Carmen, 
of Yardville, and sundry citizens of Hamilton Square, all in the 
st of New Jersey, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States 

i Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

lle also presented a petition of Local Union No. 62, American 
Federation of Musicians, of Trenton, N. J., praying for the | 

ent of legislation prohibiting enlisted men from entering 
/ d of competition with civilian musicians, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

lle also presented a petition of Branch No. 7, Glass Bottle 
Blowers’ Association, of Millville, Conn., praying for the adop- 
t f an amendment to the present pure-food law relative to 
tl nufacture of hand-blown bottles, which was referred to | 

© Committee on Manufactures, 

Mr. BULKELEY presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 
107. Patrons of Husbandry, of Litchfield, Conn., remonstrating 
as t the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement 
M n the United States and Canada, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Hollenbeck Grange, No. 125, 
i ¢ 


aan; of Chester 


Grange, No. 158, of Chester: of Matta- 
Grange, No. 


12, of sasietiboen. and of Plainville Grange 


of Plainville, Patrons of Husbandry, all in the State of Con 
; (, praying for the passage of a full and complete parcels- 
pt bill l, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 


nd Post Roads. 


Mr . 
“Mt JONES. I present two telegrams, one for the reciprocity 


agreement and one against it, which I ask to have read. 








of } 




















There being no objection, the telegrams were read and re 
red to the Committee on Finance, as follows 
SEATT \V 
i Wester I JONES 
United States Senator, Was D. ¢ 
After thoroug msidering reci tv ! n Senate 
trustees of Seatt Chamber i Commer i iz to-day, 
idopted by unanimous vot fo wing: W u rd 
ther interests of Northw in protesting ax ( n 
iprocity bill for provisions affecting h nd 
ther raw materials lassage of bill in pr i be 
; blow to development of this part of 
likely to pass against protests people of Pacific vest, Vv id 
nsertion of adequate provision f moval af d log na 
discriminating dutics on transportation in foreig \ 
it lea meeting reduced cost of t isportation 
(\merican vessels While lumber and ceal can | i 1 
American ports enly in American bottor tonnag d , 
Canadian shippers 
SEATT Cra) ( 
SEATTLE, WASu., February 
ro Hon. Wester L. Jones, 
United Stat Senate, Washington, D. ¢ 
rhe undersigned earnestly urge you to support the 1 I t 
ment and to eppose any amendment thereof that w endang i 
tion We heartily pprove of the wis ind pat tic ct i 
resident in negotiating this agreement. believin vit that only 
od to the peop of both countries will low d \ 
tain that the Pacific Northwest has not a sing int st ft will 
uffer from the agreement Irom our investigation and observation we 
‘ that the action of tl Seattle Chamber of Commert on this 
r is not representative of the sentiments of t itizer t cit 
of Seattle or the State of Washington. nor do w bell l t 
action even repre its the sentiments of a maj ty the f 
that body 
The Standard Appraisal Co., J. F. Cronin, president ; Old Ore 
gon Lumber Co per H. Q - if president Elder 
Lumber Co., by A. H Fri i I Ebey 
Logs , ‘. H. Cobb or dent ; Sn mish Log 
ging ’ Cobb, p sident ; International Timber 
Co., by N. C. Healy, manager; P Coast Conds 1 
Milk Co., per E. A. Stuart, presiden Seattle Cedar 
Lumber Manufacturing Co., by W. H. MeEwan, sec 
tary; Hofius Steel & Equipment Co W. Db. Hofiu 
Merrill & Ring Lumber Co., by R. D. M 1; How 
Brent Lumber Co., William M H 
W. N. Proctor, for Ideal Mill © Milwauk Shing 
Co.: Beacon Mill Co.; Marysville & Arlir mm Ry. Ce 
by James H. Smith, assistant trea W. I. Ewart 
Bert Farrar; Pacific Tow Boat ¢ wv F. M. Dug 
president; Ballard Lumber Co., by Cha Ww. 8 
Mr. PILES presented memorials of Sunnyside Grange, No 
129, of Castlerock, and Chambers Prairie Grange, No. 141, of 
Olympia, Patrons of Husbandry; and of sundry citize , 





Centralia, all in the State of Washi 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between 
the United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com 
mittee on Finance. 


igton, remonstrating agai 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I present a teiegram and ask that 
it may be read for the information of the Senate 
There being no objection, the telegram was read and ordered 


to lie on the table, as follows: 











LANSING, Micu., February 13, 1911. 
Hion. WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 
The popular and independent magazines and periodi D 
ple’s free and fearless instruments of discussi nd 
importance of their work they only se to th l - 
You are respectfully requested to vote against the bill in asing s 
class postage, which is aimed at these publications 
CHASE 8S. OS IN, G ¢ 
Mr. SMITH eof Michigan presented the following telegr 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance and read, «s 
follows: 
Sr. Lovis, Micu., February 18, 1 
| WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH, 
United Statcs Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Eighty thousand Lady Maccabees from various part ss ty 1 
States ask you to vote against Senat« 1 31 ) 
inating against every fraternal publi n 
Frances FE. B Yi 
PRA tise CI M Ra a 
Senator WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH 
Senate Chamber, Wa a 
Whereas the magaz our land are among t zrea 
enlightenment of our people and for col tion <« 
wrongs 
Resolved by the Traverse City Boerd ¢ That w 
Members of Congress to work and vote f it } ¥ I 
raising postal rates on period nd magi a d 
Pest Office appropriation bill now before Congress 
Boarp OF TRADE, 
Hi. M AGUE, Secret 
Mr. GRONNA. I present a telegram in the nature of a me 


morial transmitting resolutions adopted by 
sembly of the State of North Dakota, 


the Legislative As 
which I ask may be read 


and aotmenal to the Committee on Finance. 
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There being no objection, the telegram was read and referred 


to the Commiitee on Finance, as follows: 
SISMARCK, N. DAK., February 23, 1911. 
Ifon. A. J. GRONNA, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 

I have the honor to submit for your consideration the following con- 
current resolution which the house and senate of the twelfth session 
of the Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota have passed, 
a concurrent resolution, introduced by a committee of three members 
of t house of representatives and two members of the senate of the 
Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota: 

‘Whereas the reciprocity agreement now pending before the National 
cs Ve is of the most vital importance to the welfare of the people of 
the Stete of North Dakota; and 

hereas the Hon. James J. Hill, president of the board of directors 
of Great Northern Railway Co., made a certain speech in the city of 
( » on the 15th day of Febraary, 1911, in which the speaker is 
q i in the press as saying: *‘ The farmers of the Northwest are two 
t ! of said reciprocity agreement ;’ and 

“Hy ens the said speech has been widely circulated throughout the 

United States: and 

Wierens said speech does not express the sentiment of the farmers 
of tl Northwest: and 

Whereas if Mr. Hill made said statement, as alleged, it is not in 
3 vdance with the facts and sentiment of North Dakota farmers and 
oti-er interests in said State: and 

* Whereas the Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of North 
Deakota is fully convinced that if said reciprocity agreement is entered 
into and hecomes a law or a treaty between the United States and 
Canada, that it will be a great detriment to the agricultural interests 
as Well us other interests of the State of North Dakota, and will have 
a disastie effect upon the farm products and farm values of the State 
of North Dakota Now therefore be it 

“Resolved by the senate of the State of North Dakota (and the house 
of representatives concurring), That the Senators and Members of the 
Ifouse of Representatives representing the State of North Dakota in 
1! National Congress be, and they are hereby, requested by the 
Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota to use all 
honorable means within their power to prevent the passage of said 
reciprocjty treaty and its enactment into law; 

“Resolved further, That copies of this resolution, duly signed by 
repres ntative officers of both houses in the Twelfth Legislative Assem 
biv of the State of North Dakota, be sent to the President of the 
United States and to each of said Senators and Representatives in the 
National Congress, that they may have the sentiment of the Nort 
Dakota people, properly expressed by the legislative body of this State, 
before them for their consideration: it is 

! ther resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby authorized 
to tran it the foregoing resolution by telegram to William H raft, | 
It dent of the United States, and to the Senators and Representatives 
in Cong from the State of North Dakota.” 

Respectfully, yours, 


Pr. D. Norton, 


Secretary of State. 
Mr. LODGE. T present resolutions adopted by the General 
Court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which I ask 
be read and referre| to the Committee on Finance. 
There being no objection, the resolutions were read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, 


Resolved, That 


ay 


as follows: 


the General Court of the Commonwealth of Massachu 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


EEE 





setts, believing that a reciprocal interchange of commodities between the 
United States and Canada. based on equitable and fair terms, would 
prove beneficial to the ultimate consumer and to the various manufac 
turir farming, commercial, and other interests of each of the two | 
countries, hereby cordially approves any efforts made to bring about 
such 1 ult 

Resolved, That certified copies of these resolutions be sent by the 
secretary of the Commonwealth to the President of the United States, 
to the presiding officers of both Houses of Congress, and to each of the 


Senators and Representatives in Congress from Massachusetts. 


In house of representatives, adopted February 15, 1911, 

In senate, adopted in concurrence February 16, 1911. 

A true copy. 

Attest: War. M. Ont, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I send the following telegram to 


the desk and ask Mr. Rose to read it in his very best voice, and 
I should like all Senators to hear it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the As- 
sistant Secretary will read the telegram in his very best voice. 
The telegram was read and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, as follows: 
TOPEKA, KANs., February 23, 1911. 
I! NATHAN B,. Scorr, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

] lesiasticus, chapter 26-28: “ There be two things that grieve my 
heart A man of war that suffereth poverty.” First Esdras, 4-26: 
“And he commanded to give to all that kept the city pensions and 
want 

M. P. MILLER. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 


Aurora, Ill, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
parcels-post bill, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 742, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Decatur, 
Ill., and a petition of Twin City Local Union, American Fed- 
eration of Labor, of Champaign, Ill, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to further restrict immigration, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Benton Post, No. 341, Depart- 
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praying for the passage of the so-called old-age pension )j 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented the memorials of 
William F. Claussen, of Florence; of C. M. Davis & Son, J. 1 
Rigby, A. Levi, and W. T. Lesesne, of Manning, all in thy 
State of South Carolina, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Scott antioption bill, relative to dealing in coty 
futures, etc., which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Claffy, president 
the Orangeburg County Farmers’ Union, of Orangeburg. Ss. ( 
praying for the passage of the so-called Scott antioption 
relative to dealing in cotton futures, ete., which was ordered 
lie on the table. 








} 











Mr. WETMORE presented petitions of Washington 
No. 1, Patriotic Order Sons of America, and of Eagle Coy 


No. 8, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Provice 
R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation to further r 
immigration, which were referred to the Committee ov 
gration. 

Mr. WATSON presented the memorial of H. F. Burnsi:: ] 
sundry other citizens of Point Pleasant, W. Va., remons 
against any increase being made in the rate of postage on 
odicals and magazines, which was ordered to lie on the ti) 

Mr. DICK presented a petition of sundry citizens of \ 
Salem, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called pas 
post bill, which was referred to the Committee on Post (tiices 
and Post Reads, 

He also presented a petition of sundry veterans of New «| 
cord, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called old-ag 
sion bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
River Park, Ind., remonstrating against the alleged perse 
and imprisonment of Fred D. Warren, managing editor o 
Appeal to Reason, a paper published at Girard, Kans., 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Rev. T. J. Bassett, of 
Lafayette, the Adscripts Club, of Indianapolis, and of 
Agricultural Epitomist, of Spencer, Ind.; of the Christian 
ald, of New York City, N. Y.: and of L. C. Reulley, C. E 
pinger, Edward Ray, and F. F. Lewis, members of the | 
Place Preachers’ Association, of Indianapolis, Ind., remeons 
ting against any increase being made in the rate of posia 


Wrost 


periodicals and magazines, which were ordered to lie « 
table. 
lie also presented a telegram in the nature of a petition » | 


by M. Schwartz, president, and EF. D. Robinson, 


secre 


| the Retail Merchants’ Association, of Attica, Ind., prayit- 


an inerease be made in the rates of postage on pericdic: 
magazines, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Com 
South Bend, Ind.. and a petition of the Chamber of Ce: 
of Cleveland, Ohio, praying fer the ratification of the pr 
reciprocal agreement between the United States and | 


which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


| Postmasters of Nebras 


Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of the Associ 
ka, praying for the enactment ol 
tion proposing to place all postmasters under the civil 
which was referred to the Commiitee on Post Oilices and 
Roads, 

He also presented a petition of the Asseciation of Post) 
ters of Nebraska, praying tbat an increase be made in 1! 
of postage on periodicals and magazines, which was ord: 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM presented a petition of stockbold 
the United Wireless Telegraph Co., residents of Pueblo, | 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
vestigation of the present status of the wireless telegr: 
tem in the United States, which was referred to the Col) 

Commerce. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of the Republican Cl! 
New York City, of the Stationers’ Association of New Yo: 
Buffalo Credit Men’s Association, the American Manufac' 
Export Association, the Hardwood Lumber Exchange 0! 
falo, the North Tonawanda Board of Trade, and sundry « 


|of Buffalo, New Rochelle, and New York City, all in the S 


| State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation 
further restrict immigration, which were referred to the Col 


ment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Benton, IIL, | 


of New York, praying for the ratification of the proposed 
rocal agreement between the United States and Canad:, 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented petitions of Iron Molders’ Union No 
of Syracuse; Manlius Council, No. 56, Junior Order U1 


| American Mechanics, of Manlius; and Local Union No. 1- 


Spring Bed Makers’ Protective Union, of Brooklyn, all in 


mittee on Immigration. 








ee eitenssteneenesee ees 
He also presented 
Patrons of Hush 


eens 
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memorials of R; 
andry, of Tallmans;: 
39; Camden Grange, No, oot: 


mapo Grange, No. 1012. | sidered by the Senate 

of Denmark Grange, No, not only 
Stockholm Depot Grange, No. 

558; Gouverneur Grange, No. 3803; Westville Grange, No. 1047. | 

Orange County Pomona Grange: Ischua Grange, No. 953; Mor 

risville Grange, No. 1149: Pierstown Grange, No. 793; Lom 

bard Grange, No, 714; Rose Valley 

No. 817; Searsyille 


and passed 





and some of them 
iluportant 
ng week, 

up antil 12 


other important and 


involve 
important controversies—w i]] 

I say six days, but 
O'clock on the 4th of March. 


pressing matters for 


litters, but 
be but the Six days of 

that includes Saturday 
| There are 


the com 


besides 
cousideration, 
Grange: Henrietta Grange, | I think Senators 
Grange, No. 1006; Granger Grange, No, What we shall be 
1116; Machias Grange, No. S94; North Hector Grange, No. 318; | prolonged sess 
Kingsbury Grange, No. 10S5; and sundry citizens of Buifa 
Berlin, and Batavia, all in the State of N 


should be Settin 
compelled to SI 
sions 


£ their 
ibmit oursel 


of this body to a very 
evening, or With a dail 


houses in order for 


es to next week- 


; © period in the 
“ Gally recess at 6 o'clock until S o'clock. and 
ew York, remonustra | hight Sessions. I take this occasion 
ting against the Proposed reciprocal agreement between the | 
United 


States and Canada, 
mittee on Finance. 
He also presented a 
hood of Painters, 
N. 3a praving 


to say these things, so that 
Senat 


out other duties and 
hot be surprised if, after and including 
| be obliged to have these continued or night 

© meet probably at 1] O'Clock It will be very 
burdensome, very onerous, and very exhausting work ; it 
call upon the Physical energies of every Member of 
and involve the hecessity of 
in order that 


ors in making their 
Which | other employments may 
Monday, we shal 


Sessions and t 


trrangements ab 
were referred to the Com 


petition of Loeal 


Union No, 113, Brother 
Decorators, 


und Paperhangers, of Auburn, 


will 
for the repeal of the present oleomargarine the body 
liw, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and constant attendan 
Forestry, 


usiness 


pretty nearly 
# quorum nay be here to dol 

I have thought it proper to state these things now in order 
that Senators Naty be prepared for what wil] be, as a matter of 
necessity, upon them during 


He also presented memorials of 
l, of New York City, and of 
Brooklyn, and New York City; 


\SSe) tbly of 


e 
Photo-Engrayers’ Union No. 
Sundry citizens of Woodba\ 
of the Centra] Trades and Labor 
Woman's Christian Temperance hights of next week. 
Clady: of Typographical] Union No, f, of Al 
New York State Legislative soard, 
of Gerhard Lang 
lent Legion. of Buffalo, al] in 
remonstrating against any 
rate of postage on period ic 
ordered to lie on the table. 
He also Presented memo 
the Innisfail] Club, 
(he ratification of 


1) 


Syracuse: the 
Union of Schene 
biny: of the 
fa 


sheer imposed the flying days and 
Brotherhood COLUMBIA APP] 

‘omotive ~ouncil, No. | Mr. GALLINGER, Mr 
, the State ol Inatter—the conference report on the DD strict 
‘ucrease being Thade enh “ppropriation bill. ! understand that it 
als and magazines, Which ead this report, but that the report has no 
| “OnSideration is concerned ; and yet, 


"Vee e 7 | 2 . . . . 
e Club and for from Maine has Just said in 
» remonstrating to the publi: 


oO Engineers: and 
=s, Catholie enero 
Cy York, 


DISTRICT o} tOPRIATION BILL, 


President, | present a privileged 


of Columbia 
is Privileged to present 
Privilege so far as its 
in view of What the Sena 
the presence 


rials of the Treaty Stone 
of Brooklyn, N. ¥. 


the proposed 


ugainst 


of the Senate as 
: ; business, in Which we all con ur, I ask unanimous 
| treaty of arbitration between consent for the present consideration of the rr 
the United States and Great Britain, Which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


He also presented petitions of the South Bronx 
Owners’ Association and the Heights Taxpayers’ 
the Borough of the Bronx, New York City, N. ¥., 
the extension of the pneumatie miail-tube se 
iin the Borough of the Bronx, which were 
lnittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 74, Syracuse | the sovernment of the District 
Musicians’ Protective Association, and of Local Union No. 528. ending June 30. 1912, 
Musicians’ Protective Union, of Cortland, in the State of New | full und free 
York, praying for th 


ue enactment of legislation to Prohibit com- | re: 
Hetition between enlisted and 


‘port, 
ion, the Senate will 


The Vie ‘E-PRESIDENT. 
|} Proceed to the «, 
Property by the Senator 
Association, | The Secretary 
praying for | 

rvice to all Stations | 
referred to the Com- 


With ul object 
msideration of the confere 
from New Hampshire. 
* read the report, 


‘ce report submitted 
of 


The report Will be read 
us follows: 

The committee oO 
two Houses on the 
381856) 


f conference on the disagreeing 


imendments of the Se 
Making ippropriations to 


votes of the 
hate to the bill CH. R 
Provide for the expenses of 
of Columbia for the fiseal year 
and for other pi 


irposes, having met. after 
conference have 


agreed to re 


oOllmend “und do 
ommend to their respective Houses as foll ws: 
Civilian musicians, Which were That the Senate recede from its ame 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. OO, 31, 87 
He also presented 


hdments humbered 11. 20, 
ot, of, 3S, 39. 16, 50, 59. 65, 69. 7 
a Memorial of the Central 
Lal 


Trades and 101, 104, 107. 





Th 7S. i), SO, 83 S4. S5. Nt. 
109, 110, 111, 112. 113. 114 115, 116, 117, 118 123, 
ior Assembly of Syracuse, > a remonstrating against any | 129, 134, 137 140, 142, 143. 147, 150, 152. 7 , 1G4, 165, 171. 172. 
change being made in the present laws relative to the printing 175, 176, 181, 1S7, 188, 199, 191, 196, 199, 200 <U2, 203, 204, 205, 
of United States Securities and bonds, etc., which were ordered | 200, 272 =-0, 222, 230. =31, 232, 235, v2 » 200, and 240 
to lie on the table. That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
He also presented a petition of U.S. Grant Post. No. $27, De- | ments of the Senate numbered 1,2. 3 .& 78a 9. 10, 12, 13, 16, 
pirtnent of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Brook 17, 18. 19, 21, vo <0, 24, 25, 26, 27. <5, 29, 32, 33, 35. 36. 40. 41. 
yn, praying for the enactment of legislation mustering | 42, 43, 44. 45, 47, 51, 52, 59. 4, 55, 56, 57. 6o 61, 62, 63, 64. 66 
Frederick Dent Grant into the Service of the Army of the! 67. OS, 0, 71, 72, 73, 74, 7% 17, 82. ST, 88. 94 92, 96, OT, 98, oF 
United States as of date April 29, 1863, and mustering him out 100, 103, 108, 119. 120, 122, 124, 195 126, 127, 128. 120 131 
ts of date July 4, 1863, with the rank of captain, in order that | 1 S. 159, 141, 144, 146. 13, 14. 158, 162. 1H G7, 168. 169, 170. 
he may join the Grand Army of the Republic, Which was re 43, 174, 177. 180, 182, 183. IS4, 189, 193. 194 INT, 206, 210, 212 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 214, 215, 216 217, 221, 293. 904 a20, 226, 297 a28, 229, 233, 2 , 
Mr. PAGE presented memorials of Randolph Grange, of =41, 242, 243, 244 245, 246, 247, 248 and 249, and agres to the 
Ra \dolph : Barnard Grange, of East Barnard, and of Lakeside | . im 
‘range, of St. Albans Bay, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, That the House recede from its disa greeny fo the ar d 
In the State of Vermont, remoustrating against the ratification | peng , 
f the proposed reciprocal agreement between 


f the Sen ite humbered oD, and ; , t ‘ 
the United States 


‘nd Canada. which were referred 








t ( i I 
mendment as follows: In lieu of the Sum proposed insert 
to the Committee On Finance. “81.600: and the Senate agree to the same, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sonth That the House recede from its ¢ Ssagreeny, to ti . 
Londonderry and Windham, in the State of Vermont, Praying | ment of the Senate numbered 14, and ‘sree to the same with 
lor the enactment of legislation Providing for the proper ob- | ap amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
‘ervance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, | 117,086" : and the Senate agree to the « ime 
Which was ordered to lie on the table. | That the House recede from its a ern eea 5 a 

IF | ment of the Senate y imbered 15, and cree to the s e with 
BUSINESS OF THE SEssIoN, 1 oo amendment, as follows: In lig 4 the mat neerted 1 

Mr. HALE. I rise, Mr. President, to & question of the con lo. ! amendment insert the following: “-p pl ions of thy 
sideration of the order of the business of the Senate. aet approved March 15. ISOS, as amends d t u ipproved 

rhe committees have been at work upon necessary measures July 7. 1898, regulating leave of absence to employees of 
Up to this morning, and in some cases will be so eccupied to Federal Gove rnment, are hereby made applicable te the i 
horrow, and J] think it is proper to bring before the minds of | anny) employees of the Government of | District of Co = 
Senators the condition that Will meet us next week, bia, except the police and fire departments. and publie-sce} 
The pension appropriation bill bas not been considered by the officers, teachers, and employees” ; and the Senate agree to 
Senate, the Post Office appropriation bil] has not been con- the same, 
yucred by the Senate, nor have the 
[i 


tions, the great sundry 
pr 


agricultural, the naval, 
and consular, the 
civil, and the general 
time in which all of th 


the Theat the House 
uiltary Academy, the diplomatic fortifiea- | ment of the 
deticiency appro 
ese bills can pe 


recede from its disa greeme; 
te numbered 3 » and agers a 

| an amendment. as follows: In lieu of the sum Proposed insert 
con- | ~ $179,810" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 


Sena 





iation bills. The 
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ee eeeeeeseeeeees 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 48. and agree to the Same with 
an amendment, as In lieu of the Inatter inserted by 
said amendm« 1¢ following: “ two cataloguers. at $540 
and 


follows: 
nt insert t} 
the Senate asree to the same. 

That the House from disagreement to the 
of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to 
in amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum I 
“$40,940” - and the Senate agree to the same. 


each ” 


recede its amend- 
the same with 


roposed insert 


nent 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an 


amendment, as follows : 
amendment insert the following : 

“ For the purchase of apparatus for office of the 
asphalts and cements. *)00: Provided, That the 
of the District of 


In lieu of the matter inserted by said 


Commissioners 


Columbia are hereby authorized. in their dis- 
cretion, to use such portion of public space lying south of 
Water Street and east of Fourteenth Street SW. as nay. in 
their judgment. he hecessary for the site of a municipal asphalt 
plant and the Storage yards and other necessary accessories 
therefor, and all leases heretofore made by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, covering all or any part of the 


aforementioned Site, are hereby terminated and canceled from 


and after such date as the said commissioners nay determine 
by due notice in y riting served on the respective lessees. And 
they are further nuthorized in their discretion to establish, 


construct, or purchase. maintain, 
described, a municipal asphalt Plant with the hecessary acces- 
Sory structures, ma¢ hinery, materials, personal services, horses. 
harness, and Wilsons, or other means of transportation: all or 
ny part of the above work to be executed by day labor or con- 
tract, as in the judgment of the commissioners may be deemed 
most advantageous to the District, and the cost of the same 
and of any hecessary incidental or contingent expenses in con 
nection with any of the acts hereinbefore authorized shall be 
paid for and equitably charged. as said commissioners may de 
termine, to the ippropriations for repairs Streets, ave 
hues, and alleys, and for paving, made under this act: 
Provided further, That the personal services herein author- 
ized shall not be included within the limitation of section 
this act: Provided further, That the total of expendi- 


ture for the coustruction of the plant proper shall not exceed 
$50,000." 


and operate, on the site above 


to 


2 of 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same 
amendment follows: In lieu of the sum 
* $123,650 ” - and the Senate agree to the same. 


amend- 
with an 
proposed insert 


as 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
nents of the Senate numbered 89 and 90, and agree to the same 
with amendments as follows: Transpose said amendments and 


insert the same on page 33 of the bill, after line 26. amended 
as follows: In line & of amendment humbered 89 strike 
out the word Seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “one hundred ” : and the Senate agree to the 
same, 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
nent of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$65,000: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with 
in amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
$120,000": and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
ment of the Senate numbered 95, and agree 
2mendments follows: In lieu of the 
“ $260,000", and on page 35 of the bill, 
word “ specifications ” 

“Provided further. 


to the amend- 
to the same with 
sum insert 
in line 24. after the 
insert the following: 

That whenever it shall appear 


As proposed 


to said com- 


missioners 


that the work how performed under contract, 
hamely, street Sweeping and cleaning alleys and unimproved 
streets, can, in their judgment, be performed under their imme 
diate direction more advantageously to the District. then, in 
that event, said commissoners are hereby authorized to per 
form any part or all of said work in such manner, and to em 
ploy all hecessary persona! Services, and purchase and maintain 
such street cleaning apparatus, horses, harness, carts, wagons, 
tools, and equipment as may be hecessary for the purpose, 


and of this appropriatioy 
immediately available.” 
And the Senate agree to the same, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree 


1 the sum of $40,000 is hereby made 


amend- 
to the same with 


by | 


inspector of | 


SSIONAL RECOR D—SENATE, 


ee 


| 


| Stid amendment insert the 


| 


| visions of subchapter 1 


| 


| 2mount found to be due and awarded by the jury 


} 


|} &S an interior park: 


; Ment of the Senate huinbered 106, 
fan imendment as follows: 
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Sr rr iedlat ti a 


eee 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
following : ; 
For the condemnation of land in the interior 
within the limiting lines shown on approved 
office of the Engineer Commissioner of the Distriy 

and for the development of the land so acquired 
Provided, That the said land Shall be eon 
demned by a proceeding in rem in accordance with the pr 

of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for 
of Columbia Within six months after the date «; 
passage of this act: And provided further, That of the 
in said con 
damages for and in respect of the 
land to be condemned, plus the cost and expense of Said pro. 
ceeding, not less than one-third thereof shall be assessed } 
the jury as benefits, $78,000,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 105, and ‘sree to the same wit 
in amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum Proposed insert 
~ $46,495 "+ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from: its disagreement ft 


“ Interior Park: 
of square 534, 
plans in the 
of Columbia. 


the District 
the 


demnation proceedings as 


\ 


I 


oO the amend 
and agree to the same with 
In lieu of the sum proposed i) 
* $13,500 ” - and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement 


Is 


to the amend 


ment of the Senate humbered 121, and agree to the same with 
ain amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
| “ $23,500 ” - and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 


| th amendment as follows: 


Se eeetesstenenmeeneee: 


ment of the Senate numbered 132, 
an amendment as follows: 
Sert “ forty-six ” - 


and agree to the same with 
In lien of the number proposed 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the Hfouse recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate humbered 133, and agree to the Same with 


In lieu of the number proposed ins 
“sixty ’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 136, 
in amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed inser 
* $940,009.50 “; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amet 
ment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same w 

in amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert 
“ $536,170": and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amet 
ment of the Senate numbered 148, and ugree to the same wit) 
an amendinent as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 
** $31,000": and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the am 
ment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same wit! 
in amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
‘$128,800: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amet! 
ment of the Senate humbered 151, and agree to the same wit 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
amendment insert the following: “The Commissioners of | 
District of Columbia are hereby directed to make an investi 
tion as to the necessity of installing a high-pressure fire ser 
system in the business Section of the city of Washington, 
to report the results of such investigation to Congress at 
next regular session”: and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the a 


amen 
and agree to the same with 


l 


ins: 


Ne 
Lilt 


ment of the Senate numbered 155, and agree to the same w 
in amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted 
| Said amendment insert the following: “Provided, That lv 


said 


after any inspector of dairies and dairy farms may act as 
spector of live stock when directed by the health officer ”: 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ame 
ment of the Senate numbered 156, and agree to the same wit 
an amendment as follows: On page 68 of the bill, in li . 
strike out the word “ ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘fifteen’: and the Senate agree to the same, 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 157, and agree to the same wit 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted | 


“For the constructi 
immediately available, $10,000 
ers of the District of Columbi 
said pound and stable on publie spa 
said District adjacent to James Creek 
and the Senate agree to the same, 


amendment insert the following: 
of a pound and Stable, to be 
Provided, That the Commission 
are authorized to build 
owned or controlled by 
Canal”: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
agree to the same with 


ment of the Senate numbered 160, and 














1911. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert | 


“$11,740; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with 
un amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: “ Deputy financial clerk, 
$1,500”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 163, and agree to the same with 
in amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
‘ $28,380”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 178, and agree to the same with 
un amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $5,600; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 179, and agree to the same with 

i amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said 
amendment insert the following: “ $900”; and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 185, and agree to the sume with 
un amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$840”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 186, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 

$27,015’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 192, and agree to the same with 
un amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $34,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 195, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: On page 84 of the bill, in line 16, 
strike out the words “ four hundred and eighty” and insert in 
lien thereof the words “ six hundred”; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 198, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $17,220”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 201, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $48,220”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 207, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: “ stableman, $500”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 208, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$6,480”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 211, and agree to the same with 
un amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$13,980; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 218, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 22 of said amendment, after 
the word “ workhouse,” insert the following: “ or in the Wash- 
ington Asylum and Jail’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 219, and agree to the same with 
un amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert 
“$48,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
nent of the Senate numbered 236, and agree to the same with 

| amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“S80”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 237, and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
S50"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WASHINGTON GARDNER, 
E. L. TAaytor, Jr., 
A. S. BURLESON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


an 


The report was agreed to, 





| were referred the following bills, 





deeded 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
reported 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 


them each with an 


A bill (H. R,. 21163) for the relief of Frank Chroneberry 
(Rept. No, 1235) ; and 
A bill (H. R. 22550) for the relief of Isane Thompson (Rept. 


No. 1256). 
He also, from the same committee, to which 


ch was referred the 
bill (H. R, 20136) for the relief of Elmer P. Ke reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No, 1237) 


| bill 


thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


(H. R. S730) for the relief of William Mullally, re 
| ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1238) 
thereon. 

Mr. DICK. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 3245) to re 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Thomas H. Thorp, to ask that the bill be indefinitely post 


poned, as the subject matter is covered in the bill just reported 
by me. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 5037) for the relief of G. A. Emin 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
12389) thereon. 

Mr. DU PONT, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 9201) granting an increase of pension 
to Annie G. Hawkins, reported it with amendments and sub- 


mitted a report (No. 1240) thereon. 
Mr. LODGE. From the Committee Foreign Relations I 
report an amendment relative the Boxer indem 


nity moneys, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 


on 


to Chinese 


| priation bill, which I ask may be printed and referred to the 


| 


Committee on Appropriations. I submit with the amendment a 
memorandum, which need not be printed but which I ask may 
be referred to the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed and, 
with the memorandum, referred to the Committee on Appropria 


tions. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the amendment submitted by himself on 
the 17th instant, relative to the payment of approved claims 
for damages to and loss of private property belonging to citizens 
of the United States, Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands, et: 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, reported it with amendments and moved that it be printed 


and, with the accompanying referred to 
on Appropriations, which was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee Commerce, reported 
amendment relative to the burial and men 
Revenue-Cutter Service dying in the service of the United States 


papers, the Committee 
on 


of oifcers 


after having been honorably discharged from the service, et 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation b 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria 
tions and printed, which was agreed to. 

SUBPORT OF ENTRY AT BIRMINGHAM, ALA 

Mr. FRYE. From the Committee on Commerce I repot 
favorably without amendment the bill (HI. R. 29708) to 
tute Birmingham, in the State of Alal: is t of ¢ 
I ask unanimous consent for the pres consideration 
bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in ¢ ‘ f 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It Jn st j 
mingham, Ala., shall be constituted a s t of vy in the 
customs collection district of Mobile } x + 4] 
privileges of section 7 of the act pro j 0, 1880, gov 
erning the immediate transportation of d ‘ | 
without appraisement. 

The bill was reported to the Sena wit ‘ 
dered to a third reading, read the third time a ! 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON. From the Committee on Commerce T 1 rt 

back favorably, without amendment, the bill (IL. R 341) to 


Promotion Co., a corporat 


nuthorize the St. Paul Railway 
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River near Nin 
inger, Minn. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
sideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


o: 
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RED RIVER BRIDGE, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. MARTIN. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably with an amendment the bill (S. 10849) to 
authorize the city of Shreveport to construct a bridge across 
Red River, and I submit a report (No. 1234) thereon 


Mr. FOSTER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 


sideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I do not desire to object to this 
bill, but I give notice that I will object to the consideration of 
any other bill during the morning hour. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


The amendment re yx rted by the Committee on Commerce was, 
in ection 1, line G, after the words “* Red River,” to insert the 





words “ at point suitable to the interests of navigation,” so as 
to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the city 
ized under the laws of tl State of L 
thorized to construct, aintain, and 
pre es thereto across the Red River, : 
ests of navigation, at Shreveport, in the 
ance with the provisions of tl ict enti ‘ 
struc mn of a brid over navigable waters,’ 
Sec. 2. That the ht to alte imend, or repeal thi 


pressly reserved 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engross 


the third time, and passed 


Senate as amended, and the 


“1 for a third reading, read 


G. A. EMBREY. 

_ Mr. BURNHAM,. From the Committee on Claims I report 
back favorably the bill (S. 5037) for the relief of G. A. Embrey, 
and I submit a report (No. 1289) thereon. I ask unanimous 


consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the re 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BROWN. I insist upon the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
The bill will be placed on the calendar. 


juest of 


COMPILATION OF TREATIES. 

Mr. SMOOT. On the 17th instant the Senator from Wash 
ington [Mr. Jones] presented to the Senate a compilation of 
the reciprocity treaties between the United States and foreign 
countries, and it was referred to the Committee on Printing 
for action. I report back the compilation and move that it be 
printed as a public document (S. Doc, No. 831). 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 10884) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from In- 
dian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 10885) to provide for the payment of the debt of 
the District of Columbia, and to provide for permanent improve 
ments, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. WETMORE: 


\ bill ¢S. 10QSS6) 


» 


unanimous 


} 
the 


granting an increase of pension to Lillis FE. 


Wood (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. FOSTER: 

A bill (S. 10887) for the relief of the heirs of Frazine (or 
Josephine) Delharte; and 

A bill (S. 10888) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas John- 
ston, deceased (with accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FLINT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $5,000 to purcha for military and camp site purposes 
the Rancho del Encinal, in San Luis Obispo County, Cal., etc., 


intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 


Pensacola, Fla., ete., intended to be proposed by him to the 
naval appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro 
priate $3,000 for the salary of the foreman of printing, Go, 
ernment Printing Office, etc., intended to be proposed by hi 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to th, 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

_ He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriat: 
$5,000 for the establishment of range lights at Eagle Poin} 
Delaware River, etc., intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to ¢} 

Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to extend {| 
limit of cost of the immigration station at Philadelphia, P 
ete., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry ci) 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on A 
propriations and ordered to be pginted. : 

Mr. BULKELEY submitted an amendment proposing to 
propriate $25,000 to pay the claims of the 14 members of € 
panies B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry, et 
intended to be proposed by him to the general defici 
ropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed and, with t! 
ompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Milit 
Affairs, 


apy 
CC 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment proposing to pay 
colmpositors employed in the Government Printing Office 55 cent 
per hour for time actually employed, etc., intended to | 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, whi 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ord 
to be printed. 

Mr. SMOOT submitted an amendment proposing to appropr 
ate $1,000 to pay the reasonable expenses of the hospital and 
surgical treatment of Alice V. Houghton, incurred by reason 
of the injury suffered by her at the Bureau of the Census on 
January 31, 1911, ete., intended to be proposed by him to { 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment proposing to appro 
priate $75,000 for the erection of a suitable memorial and moi 
tuary chapel adjacent to the Arlington National Cemetery, 
within the limits of Fort Myer Military Reservation, ete.. 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriat 
and ordered to be printed. 

Hle also submitted an amendment proposing to appropri 
$80,000 for the purchase of land and widening of the channe! 
the Norfolk Navy Yard, Va., etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the naval appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PILES submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 for the maintenance of a wagon road in Mount Rainie! 
National Park, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the su 
dry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Commit 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropri 
$100,000 for establishing a light and fog-signal station on Cay" 
St. Elias, Alaska, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Commit 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropri: 
$25.000 for continuing the construction of the United St 
Penitentiary at McNeil Island, Wash., intended to be propose: 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to b 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase t 
appropriation for the protection and improvement of the Mc 
Rainier National Park from $3,000 to $8,400, intended te b 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, w! 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
be printed. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan submitted an amendment rr 
to the transmission through the mails of publications of frate! 
intended to be proposed by him to the post-o! 
appropriation bill, which was ordered to lie on the table 
be printed, 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to app! 
ate $2.000 for the relief of the widow, child, or child 
Charles F. Atwood, of Boston, Mass., and also $840 to be 
Ziba H. Nickerson, of Lynn, full compensatio! 
their death in the performance of their regular duties, a 
ployees of the Treasury Department, on July 16, 1908, int 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropr! 
bill, which was ordered to be printed and, with the accom)» i 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. fi 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropr 











societies, ete., 


Mass., in 


$1,400 for chief of shipping department, Government Print 
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proposed by him to the sundry 


an amendment pr 
lishment of rat 
intended to be proposed by hi 


nt 





a number of newspaper 
cost of running hand-rolle 
be printed in the Recorp. 


be printed in the Recorp. 


irs none, and it is so ordered. 
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Is 


oT 
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of resolutions and used them in i 
Senate It is understood that Members 
their 
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1 
hil 
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an amendment proposing to appropri 
the Surgeon General of the Publi 
l Service, ete., intended to be 
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T i kacts an an il tribute of $778,000 from bureau 
United States Government Each ar this large sum i 
t ad om the Federal asury to t union plate printer 
n t Bureau ¢ ngraving and Printing. 
778,000 rey sent he nount that would be saved ar 
Mederal Gov 1mer f power presses were introduced it 
1 place of tl ld hand-roller presses now used in turni 
notes, a l An act of Congress passed in 1898 
of ! ! as nted t introduction of this « 
ily | is Federal Ge rnment many hund: 
1 ds of de f } in ccess wages, but it has necessi 
rowing WV fe which the Government itself 
| than $15,000 junk ip The immediate intr 
{ pow inery the work now performed on hand 
edu h ree inters in the bureau by 450 and the 
' « | aot) 
e Plat inte Uni r 20 years successfully 
e the Government notes, bonds, and checks printed by t 
! process For 10 years prior to 1908 this union had su i 
( ress to prevent e printing of internal-revenue st y 
nd the introduction tl reform in the ’ 
ally accomplished only through resort to a joker rd 
d in 1907. The bill had n signed by the President 
realized th t 
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1 on this method led to an investigation, and | antiquated methods that has been made in that institution for 

the S« te nittes n Finance, after listening to testimony which | decades. Secretary Franklin MacVeagh, one of the two business 

filled a good d volume, brought in a report sustaining the steam | of the Taft Cabinet, and the corps of able young men with whi: ; 
| Ihe « mittee cited the opinion of ¢ S. Fairchild, then | has surrounded himself, already Rave worked wonders in simplify : 
Se { of the T ury, that the notes and greenbacks printed by | systematizing, and making less expensive the complicated processe [ 
1 ‘ were atisfactory. They also quoted James W. Hyatt, | the T sury. An estimated saving of almost $1,900,000 per a ; 
then ‘J rer of the United States, who said: is expected from improved business methods already authorized I 7 


cter of the printing on both the backs and faces of all the | proposition to change the designs and reduce the size of United st 

















' cert te the Bureau of | ing was pe and national bank notes would save the Government an est 
f ‘ . on so far as I am to the | $900,000 a year more, and greatly increase the mechanical effi 
\ ne public No difference in quality | of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. But the plans in this d 
\ ety n to be printed by hand and those | tion, making possible a third estimated saving of $900,000 a 
{ e pri d A of them appear to be of excellent | threaten to stop there, through the silent but none the less e 
‘ e « t ing good, and the printing sharp and distinct.” operation of the traditions referred to in the opening of this 
Treasurer Iiyatt added that he had been unable to discover anything | The facts are a matter of public record, but the public, outsid: 
‘ ing and printing ese notes which makes it easy to) labor unions, knows nothing of the actual conditions underlying 
cout felt the peculiar situation, and these of themselves make a story whi 
rhe committee also quoted veral bankers in support of the green little short of sensational. . 
backs that had en turned out partly by the steam process. One of the | Ever since the institution of the Government the paper curre: 
! kers quoted feorge F. Baker, president of the First National | the United States has been printed upon hand presses, except f 
Ea N id g few months about 14 years ago. This process was necessa 
ive of the series of 1886 seemed to me an im the early days, before the invention of power presses that w: { 
\ nt over | other issues of notes since the original legal-tender the work equally well, but in modern printing plants, outside the « 
icks, and I see nothing in them to facilitate counterfeiting more | ernment service, these have long been discarded for work of id 
{ 1 in other series.” : : ‘ ; character and the rapid power press used. 
we then there have been conflicting views expressed by Congress, Not only does the Government continue the use of a process 
! Government experts now declare that the successful experience i / retention costs $900,000 a year more than need be paid, but | 
{ i out internal-revenue stamps on power machinery nud be dupli has more or less deliberately, if unwillingly and under duress 
( iin t printing of not« bonds, and checks if the change were itself to the scheme to perpetuate the antiquated practice N 
ed by Congress In viewing specimens tine Gove! iment experts has every effort to introduce improved devices been resisted \ 
will not undertake to say now which is the product of the power und organizations within and without the Government employ, | 
whi comes from the hand presses All of Canada’s paper money 18 | jggue has been taken into polities. = 
pri 


wd by the steam process by the American Bank Note Co 


i The legal authority by which the use of the old hand press 
\ was done in the case of the introduction of pow presses for the ’ ; at 
t 











! f ! tinued is of an exceedingly indirect, if not ambiguous, charact 
printi of internal-revenue stamps, the change in regard to notes, | originated, in fact, in an obscure proviso tucked away in a sund 
honds, and checks could be brought about, it is pale, without bgt a bill of more than 20 years ago, and exists now in a brief provi 

rdship on the union men now employed Jin the ureau. = 4 ne law making sundry civil appropriations, dated July 1, 1898, as 
Giovernment’s business at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is in- Ps ied further, That hereafter all bonds notes and « ech 
Cl r at the rate of 15 per cent a year, and by gradually introduc be printed from hard roller presses.” “s, 5, t Heek 
i e steam presses it is estimated that it would be only a compara \s long ago as 1886 the Government first attempted to br 
tively short time when the present drain would be checked without any Bureau of Engraving and Printing up to date by the use of 
printers being thrown out of work. If only the backs of United States presses. The sundry civil act of that year was the first to iT 7 
‘ cy and national-bank currency were printed on power presses | installation of new and improved plate-printing presses, which it d 
to n with it would result in a saving of $396,000 a year. i ’ 






the following language applicable to the appropriation for th 


d that it would cost $420,000 to install power presses the bureau: 




















suf it to print United States notes, bonds, and checks. This amount “Provided, That any part of this sum may be used for purchasin 
i y a little more than half of what the United States now con operating new and improved plate-printing presses.” 
ae arly to the members of the union In excess wages ae Some presses were bought and installed, and the same provis 
' ite printers employed in the Bureau of I rn atest and Prin repeated in the sundry civil act for the fiscal year ending June 30 
ing good money. They are paid by the snects turned — ‘2 | but by that time organized labor had begun an active campaicn 
inter l-revenue stamp printers at power machines average 9 & GAY. | the proposed economy, not unlike that which the old hand shoct 
ri ork 8 hours a day, have 30 days’ leave a year wit! os » all na before they had begun to take the | r view, waged against { 
tional holidays, and half Saturdays in July, August, and September. duction of machinery in shoe factories A frightened and con 
‘he man on the hand press, on the other hand, averages only about | Congress came to the rescue, and the sundry civil bill of Oct 
$6 a day s ; 2 . ‘ IssS——this was preceding the presidential election—nullified 1 
Rut the strong union objection to the introduction of power presses | missive legislation as far as it could by providing that “ there s 
for the printing of notes, bonds, and checks is the same that was ad- | be an increase of the number of steam plate-printing machines in 
vanced against the introduction of internal-revenue power presses Bureau of Engraving and Printir 
that t possibilities for tl ~ employment of union | printers will be This prohibition, of course, effectually checked the efforts of | 
cul ad To maintain this field uncurtailed the leral Government 





Sam to have his paper money printed quicker and more econ 
but organized labor, not content, then started a movement to r 
law of 1ISS7—S88 permitting the introduction of power presses 
[From The Independent, Noy. 24, 1910.] restrict the use of the machines already in operation. The st ) 
act for the fiscal year of 1889-00 limited the payment of r 
the presses to 1 ut per thousand impressions and also dire 


apparently is expected to sacrifice $778,000 a yea! 


ri rREASURY'S TRIBUTE OF A MILLION A YEAR TO ORGANI 





If the United States Government were as free as a private 













no t of the appropriation should be expended for print 
ment to institute reforms in its various departments, to |} States notes of | er denominations than those that might be 
chat it will, to introduce labor-say machinery, to adopt or retired. The law again prohibited the purchase of more 
methods, and, in a word, to avail itself of the economi whic and contained, in addition, a fatal clause refusing money for the 
busi concerns adopt with such readiness, millions of dol , or reconstruction of the power presses already installed. 
could be saved over the present cost of adi: istration Not Under the authority originally granted and despite the op 
e\ is the Government not a private employer vith its main concern | described, the director had succeeded in buying and operating 2 
a | ince sheet showing profit or loss, but Government service is hedged | presses As the labor organizations closed in on him with lav 
in with traditions and practices limiting to an almost incredible extent | law, he finally discontinued the use of the machines for printin 
{ nitiative of the higher officials who are responsible for the opera and operated them in the printing of internal revenue stain 
ti of the departments unions finally legislated the power presses out of the bureau a 





the civil-service laws have thrown over most Government employees 
the wide blanket of protection ag 





by a law approved March 3, 1889, providing that the fa 


ainst loss of position through any aceo stamps for use upon packages of 2 pounds and upward 
































eat it death or illness Political influence, often ingeniously main . whisky, cig snuff, oleomargarine, and special liquor tax 
i 1 intact whatever changes may take place in White House or | should thereafter be printed from engraved plates “upon hand 
Co 5 stands ready to resist innovations which threaten bene plate printing presses.” 
fiei es with loss of position or demotion The i wy that the Goy Meantime, changes have occurred in Congress and ] 
eri nt is morally bound to keep on its pay roll clerks whom age has | in who either stand on their own feet at home or believe 
ir tated, instead of filling their places with younger and more | Government a square deal, or both, for the sundry civil act M 
cay » persons, is practically recognized by the Government itself, as | 1907, contained a “ joker” which outwitted the enemies of t! 
pre y it is approved by public opinion fhe absence of a civil | presses and allowed at least a limited opportunity for thei 
lee elirement system, due partly to the belief of many employees joker was placed in the bill before it left the committee roo 
t ne time the Government will adopt a “ straight’ (noncontribu House and was not noticed nor was its purpose suspected until 
! vil-pension system, tends to continue conditions of inefficiency | had been signed by the President. The joker read as follows 
th which would not be tolerated a week in any well-managed “And the second proviso under this head in the sundry civ 
| establishment. Organized labor, too, while keeping and kept on | priation act, approved March 3, 1889, is hereby repealed.” 
ad terms with Uncle Sam by means of diplomatic concessions, is ever | * This was the proviso whereby organized labor had succeeded | 
ts of plans aiming to improve existing methods in mechanical | hibiting the use of power presses for printing internal-rev: 
( iments like the navy yards, the Government Printing Office, and | The director immediately bought 20 power presses, and 25 
the | eau of Engraving and Printing, and ts alert to oppose them. operated in that work. But the prohibition of the act of Jul) 

i ‘ite all these handicaps to progress, the administrative depart still stands, and it would be illegal for the Government to print ; 
mi f the Government are doing their work bett more economically | bonds. or ¢ ks upon anything but hand-roller presses, notw j 
and re rapidly every day It is not credible that an administration | ing that more than $900,000 a year could be saved if p 
§ i make its draft upon the best legal and business talent of the | were used. In the face of approaching elections Congress a ; 
country practically once in four years without securing managers and | been timid, and this year has not been one to encourage ¢ ; 
su ! dents—-for such Cabinet officers are—of up-to-date mind and | audacity, except upon certain “ popular” issues supposedly « 
practice Long ago, perhaps with the abolition of the spoils system, the | the people in the districts at home. 
an nt practice was reversed, and social duties became secondary Another tidy item is that of checks and drafts, of which t! 
to \ k-——continuous, grueling, brain-racking, body-destroying work. | ernment printed about 10,000,000 last year for its own u 
I ‘ net officer to chief clerk, no man in responsible position with | engraved plates and by the hand-roller process. This work « 
the United States Government has an easy position Every step for done equally well by power presses from a rubber “ offset,” at 
ward is beset with plexities and hampered by discouraging tradi mated saving of $37,000 a year. By the old process the cost of 
1 Progress is made only by main force, and often with a com-/ per thousand, bound, $8.29. By the improved process it wt 
plete rifice of personal popularity ; often only after a fight of which | $2.98. Warrants now cost $9.94 a thousand and could be | a 
t ic knows little or nothing, yet which makes the victor wonder | equally well for $2.34 a thousand. The hand printers turn < nf 
whether or not the game was worth the candle sheets a day, and 45,000 a day could be printed by the offset pr i 

i possibly illuminating and perhaps needless intreduction Is sue At the close of the first session of the Sixty-first Congress f 
ge d by the perplexity in which the United States 1 easury Depart unwonted burst of courage, the Senate Committee on Approp } 


ment finds itself in the midst of the most successful attet 





npt to improve 


decided io repeal the appropriation against the power printing o! 
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ecks, and bonds. Another “ joker,” repealing the provision of 
1897, was inserted in an obs corner of the sundry civil bi 
last moment, however, m weakened, for reasons W 
y be gu ed, and the provis stricken o1 


the Government has been | 
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I want 


also to add that if I were not convinced that the technical 
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| 


standard of engraving and printing would not be lowered by the inztro- | 


ction of the presses, 


di the plan would not have my indorsement. The 
recent experiment made in the bureau, of printing notes by power upon 


presses that were quite unprepared for the work, indicated that even 
the mest expert employees of the bureau could not distinguish the 
money thus prinied by power from other similar sheets printed by 
hand. The impression, if it exists in anyone’s mind, that printing by 
power would make our paper money and bonds of lower technical 


standard and more easily counterfeited, has demonstrably no foundation 
in fact. 

I should esteem it 
cate th information 
their meeting 
he sper tfully, yours, 


a favor if you would be good enough to communi- 
to the gentlemen of the chamber of commerce at 


is 


FRANKLIN MACVEAGH, Secretary. 

RALPH THREATENED. 
a letter received recently by Director 
* WASHINGTON, D. C., February 8, 


DIRECTOR 
Following is a copy of talph : 


1911. 


‘Mr. Ratrpu: The big, swelled-headed bluffer. Your days are num 
bered; so take warning: the whole bureau has a disgust for you. A 
man who would do injusfice to his fellow men and female employees | 
for self-interest is not as good as a dog; and you better look out you 
don't get your block knocked off some dark night. for you have some 
bitter enemies; it is also knowing that you are crooked, and you may 
land behind the bars before we are done with you. 

* Respectfully,” 
[Skull and cross-bones.] 

Senator Smoor also is in receipt of threatening correspondence of 
the same character. 

TREATY WITH RUSSIA. 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
38), which was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the treaty of 1832 
between the United States and Russia should be abrogated because of 
the discrimination by Russia between American citizens in the admin- 
istration of the treaty. 


or 
or 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

H. R. 286 An act to amend the internal-revenue laws relat- 
ing to distilled spirits, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

H. R. 32436. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

GRANT OF LANDS TO SEATTLE, WASH, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5452) 
to authorize the city of Seattle, Wash., to purchase certain 
lands for the protection of the source of its water supply; 
which were, on page 1, line 3, to strike out all after “ in,” down 
to and including * east,” in line 4; on page 1, lines 11 and 12, 
to strike out “heretofor” and insert “ heretofore;” and on 
page 2, to strike out all of line 1 down to and including line 13, 
page 3, and insert: 

Sec. 2. That upon the deposit, within one year of the passage of this 
act, by the city of Seattle, in the State of Washington, with the Sec 
retary of the Interior, of a sum estimated by him as sufficient to pay 
the cost of the survey herein provided for, the said Secretary shail 
cause to be executed a survey, defining the limits of the drainage basin 
of Cedar River within the area withdrawn by section 1 of this act and 
pay for the same out of the appropriation for public-land surveys, and 
a sum sufficient to pay the cost of such survey shall be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States, to the credit of the appropriation for 
public-land surveys, out of the sum so deposited by the city of Seattle, 
and the remainder of the sum so deposited, if any, shall be repaid to 
such city, and upon the completion of such survey and its approval 
by the Secretary of the Interior the lands withdrawn by section 1 of 
this act not within the drainage basin of Cedar River shall be restored 
to their present status. s 

Sec. 3. That upon the deposit with the Secretary of the Interior 
within one year of the passage of this act by the city of Seattle, State 
of Washington, of a sum estimated by the Secretary of the Interior to 
be sufficient to cover the cost of the examination and appraisal herein 
provided for, the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of Agri- 
culture shall each designate one qualified appraiser, and the two 


26. 


appraisers thus designated shall designate a third appraiser, who shall | 


be a resident of King County, Wash., not a Federal officer or employee, 
who shall be familiar with the stumpage value of timber in the locality 
to be appraised, and the board of appraisers thus constituted shail 
proceed to an examination and appraisal of the present commercial 
stumpage value of the timber on the public lands within the drainage 
basin of Cedar River in the area withdrawn by section 1 of this act, 
the cost of such examination and appraisal to be paid out of the appro 
priation for public-land surveys. Upon the completion of such examina- 


tion and appraisal and its approval by the Secretary of the Interior | 


and the Secretary of Agriculture a sum sufficient to pay the cost thereof 
shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States, to the credit of 
the appropriation for public-land surveys, out of the sum deposited 
therefor by the city of Seattle, and the remainder of such sum, if any, 
shall be repaid to said city. 7 

Sec. 4. That within one year after the approval of the survey and 
appraisal provided for in this act, the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to patent to the city of Seattle all of the public lands within 


the drainage basin of Cedar River in the area withdrawn under sec- 


tion 1 of this act, upon the payment by the said city of Seattle of the | 


sum estimated by the board of appraisers provided for in section 2 
of this act as being the present commercial stumpage value of the 
timber on the public lands within such area: Provided, That if the sum 
of such estimate shall be less than the sum of $1.25 per acre for all 


of the lands to be patented the city of Seattle shall pay the sum of 
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$1.25 per acre for said lands: And provided further. That there 
hereby reserved to the United States all mineral deposits in said land. 
and the right to dispose thereof and to use such lands for such purpo 

Mr. PILES. I move that the Senate concur in the amend. 
nents of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REVISION OF LAWS—JUDICIARY TITLE. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I ask that the judiciary tit 
bill which has just been received from the House of Represent 
tives be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sen 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (s. 
7031) to codify and revise the laws relating to the judiciary, 
and the action of the House requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the ji 
and amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, agree to the « 
ference asked for by the House, the conferees on the part of the 


| Senate to be appointed by the Chair. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Vice President appointed 
Mr. Heysurn, Mr. SuTHERLAND, and Mr. CLARKE of Arkin: 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

HELEN 8. HOGAN. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives (H. Con. 
Res. 62), which was reac, ccnsidered by unanimous cons 
and agreed to: 

__. esalved by the House of Iepresentatives (the Senate concurri 
That the Speaker of the E'ouse of Representatives and the President of 
the Senate be, and hereb> are, directed to erase their signatures t 
bill (H. R. 25081) for the relief of Helen S, Hogan, and that the sai 


bill be reenrolled with the words “Act of February 26" changed to 
“Act of February 25.” 


REGENT OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow 
resolution of the House of Representatives, which was read: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return | 
the Hlouse of Representatives *“* Joint resolution (S. J. Res. 145) provid 
ing for the filling of a vacancy which will occur on March 1, 1911, 
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of the class ot 
than Members of Congress.” 

Mr. BACON. I did not catch the purport of the resoluti 
What is it? 

Mr. LODGE. There was a mistake made, I will say to ¢! 
Senator from Georgia. The proposed regent was put down as 


a citizen of Virginia. The law requires that he shall be a 
citizen of the District. 

Mr. BACON. A citizen of the District. 

Mr. LODGE. Under the law, as the Senator knows, the 


have to be two members of the board from the city of \ 
ington. 

Mr. BACON. I am myself responsible for the mistake. | 
am glad it is to be corrected. 

Mr. LODGE. They would like to have it returned to 
House, and they will correct it there and send it back to 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the reques 
the House of Representatives will be complied with. 

EMPLOYER'S LIABILITY AND WORKMAN’S COMPENSATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints the Sen 
from Utah [Mr. SurTHeRLAND] and the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] members of the commission on the part 
of the Senate, appointed for the purpose of making a thorough 
investigation of the subject of employer's liability and wo 
man’s compensation, as provided for in joint resolution of the 
House of Representatives, entitled “ Joint resolution ror 
pointment of commission to investigate the matter of employ 
er’s liability and workman’s compensation,” approved June 2 
1910, in the place of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Warn 
excused, and the late Senator from Colorado, Mr. Hughes 

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there other morning business 
If not, morning business is closed. The Senator from Indi:! 
[Mr. BEVERIDGE]. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to m 
just a moment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will yield to the Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana yields 

Mr. SCOTT. I want to say that at the very earliest mo! 
next week, and on every day thereafter from Monday on, I s 
try to get up the so-called Sulloway pension bill, While we li: 
been edified by the discussion we have had in the past wi 
and the galleries have been highly entertained, a great number 
of old soldiers have died within that time. I have a letter th's 
morning from the postmaster in a little village saying that since 
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we brought the bill over four soldiers getting mail at his office 
have died. 

\ir. President, while we are talking here these old soldiers are 
dropping off rapidly; and I do hope that it will be the pleasure 
of the Senate will allow me to round out my 12 years, which 


W terminate next week, by passing this bill for my old 
Wades, 
Mr. BAILEY. Fifty-five million dollars is a little too much 
to pay for that. 
Mr. SCOTT. It was not too much when these men were 


needed to defend this country and make it possible for the 
tor from Texas to be here to-day—— 

\ir. BAILEY. O Mr. President—— 

Mr. SCOTT (continuing). Representing a part of the entire 
I (i States. I do hope that the plea of poverty will not pre- 
vail. when we see the money that is being wasted on the Panama 
Canal. Let us not begrudge these old veterans thirty millions. 
It is thirty millions. There is no use of putting it higher. 
Thirty millions is high enough. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from West Virginia forgets, 


when he charges the country with illiberality toward these old | 


rs, that we are already paying $153,000,000 the next fiscal 
yeir. During the last fiscal year we appropriated $161,000.000. 
Tl is a sum larger than any government in the history of the 
world ever paid for pensions in a single year, and that, too, 
44 years after the war closed. 

Now, to add this thirty millions, as the Senator says—and 
more than fifty millions, as the department estimates—would 
make a pension bill above $200,000,000. I should love to see 
the Senator from West Virginia round out his career in the 


Sold 
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before the Senate the following resolution. 


Senate gracefully, and though I personally like him, I am glad 
to see his career terminate, since a Democrat succeeds him. I 
should be willing to pay him almost any compliment except one | 


that would put such a tax on the Public Treasury; and he is 
not apt to pass this bill. 
Mr. GALLINGER and others. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


Let us have the regular order. 





I was very glad to yield to the Senator | 


from West Virginia, I am in entire sympathy with him, but | 
I can not further yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana has the 
floor 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am very glad to yield to the Senator 


from New Hampshire. 





Mr GALLINGER, From the Committee on Naval Affairs- 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can not recognize the 


Senator from New Hampshire for that purpose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is to make a report. 
Ind ana has not commenced his speech. 
yield, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana had been 
recognized, and the Chair can not permit him to yield for that 


purpose, 


The Senator from 
I thought he could 


Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me 
for «1 moment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should very much like to conclude my 
remarks. I was delayed yesterday. 


Mr. BURROWS. [It will take but a moment. 








The YICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana declines 
to yield. The Chair 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan will 
Wait 1 ntil the Senator who has the floor yields. 

i BEN ERIDGE, I should prefer to conclude my remarks. 
t vais ICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana declines 
0 viel . 

M '. BURROWS. Mr. President—— 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must beg the Senator 


“a Michigan not to attempt to proceed when the Senator from 
hdiana has refused to yield. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
Mr. BI RROWS. A question of order. 
ic an VIC E PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan is not 
nh order in attempting to proceed when the Senator from In- 
diana refuses to yield. 
> - RROWS. A question of order. 
oi he | ut EI RESIDEN r. The Chair misunderstood the Sen- 
' from Michigan. The Senator will state it. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Can we not have laid before the Senate the 
resolution to which the Senator is to address himself? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did that the other day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It must be done each day. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask that the resolution be laid before the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair lays 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If anybody has any doubt about what I 
am going to address the Senate on, I will make it entirely clear. 

Let us see what the parliamentary situation is. This matter 
has been before the Senate now for a good while, and this is 
the first time that anybody has asked that anything be spe 
cifically laid before the Senate. The report of the committee 
was on the table before the resolution was offered. Most of the 
speeches were made on it. 

Mr. President, I think I shail proceed. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask that the resolution be laid before the 
Senate, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I object. I had it laid before the Sen- 
ate the other day, and I shall call it up at the proper time 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will what 
request of the Senator from Michigan, be the Senator 
from Indiana yielded to him for that purpose. The request is 
that the Chair lay before the Senate a resolution, which the 

Secretary will state by title. 


state is the 


awuse 


The Secretary. Senate resolution 315, offered by Mr. 
sSEVERIDGE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I object until I conclude my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On yesterday, to take just one mo 
ment—— 

Mr. HEYBURN.,. I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho will 


state it. 
Mr. HEYBURN. No question is pending before tlie Senate to 
which any Member may speak. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. This is getting 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 





The Senator from Indiana has 

the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. On the point of order, if I may 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Massachusetts on the point of order. 

Mr. LODGE. As I understand, this matter has been lying 
on the table 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Subject to call. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Is it not 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. ‘The 
resolution has not been referred to any committee 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now upon the table 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If I may proceed, I will call ft! 
tion of the Senate to the fact that this is the first time that any 
such disposition—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho has raised 
a point of order, which will be disposed of. The Chair thinks 
the Senator from Indiana can proceed, he having the floor 

Mr. HEYBURN. My impression was that before proceedi 


a motion to take the matter from the table for consideration 
must be the basis of procedure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator's impression is incorrect 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. The ¢ 
thinks a Senator can proceed to talk in the air or of the air 

without anything before the Senate, if he has the floor. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE, The Senator 
Mr. HEYBURN. I think I will insist on finishing the 
ment on the point of order. The Senator’s patience will prob- 


ably endure. 


hair 


state 


Mr. President, I do not intend, of course, to make a propesi 
tion that has not, in my judgment, some basis under the rules 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly not. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have not heretofore understood that 
matter on the table could be made the subject of discussion 
until it was taken up for that purpose. That seems to me so 
obviously a parliamentary rule that it caused me to make the 
point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It ought to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it would be the 


| ordinary proceeding, but it has been objected to. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
floor. 

[Mr. BEVERIDGE resumed and concluded the speech begun 


| 
Mr. President—— 
The Senator from Indiana has the 


i 


by him on Tuesday last and continued on yesterday. 
‘h is printed below. ] 


The entire 


speech 


Tuesday, Febr 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, what is the exact question 
which we are called upon to decide? As the time for a vote 
draws near it is vital that this question shall be clearly before 
the mind of every Senator. I say this because during a debate 
more prolongued, if not-more heated, than any similar debate in 
the history of the Senate, it is possible that this question may 
have been obscured. I make no complaint of that. Perhaps it is 


PI, 1911. 


‘aru 


but natural that this should be so. Spirited controversy often 
generates heat rather than light. It often tends to the fervor 


of advocacy rather than to the calmness of judgment. 


But, Mr. President, we are judges, not advocates. The at- 
tempt to affect our feelings by thunderous denunciation or 
pathetic appeal will pass almost as soon as the echoes of the 


voices that produced it. But our judgment remains; the record 
remains; the law remains; our decision endures not only as 
to this case, but as to ali future cases. 

As judges then, Mr. President, let us rise above the ob 
securing clouds of excuse and confusion and fix our eyes clearly 
upon the issue we must decide. 
I. THE 
THE PER 


ISSUE. 
THE ISSUE NOT SONAL FORTUNES OF SITTING MEMBER. 

What is that issue, Mr. President? Is it the personal fortunes, 
feelings, or career of the sitting Member? No, Mr. President. 
If it were only that sympathy would work its spell unaided. 
If the personal fortunes, feelings, or career of the sitting Mem 
ber were the only issue mere kindliness would cause us to look 
with forgiveness, and, if possible, with favor, upon anything 
that affected his personal concerns provided it did not involve 
and was not produced by corruption or bribery. 

For, Mr. President, deep in the hearts of all of us is the 
spirit of good will toward one another, unless crime or inten- 
tional wrong-doing prevents. Sometimes we think we forget 
it for a moment, but it always is there. Sometimes the conflict 
of debate, opinion, and purpose makes us deceive ourselves into 
feeling that we have for one another a dislike or even an ani- 
mosity. But those feelings are not permanent. 

Let but the hand of misfortune or sickness touch one of our 
number, and depths of sympathy in our hearts which we 
little suspected are broken up and there wells forth from our 
souls streams of compassion and anxious regard toward our 
stricken gue. Let death eall one of our number, and his 
gracious qualities stand forth before our vision unmarred by 
any unkind thought. 

So, Mr. President, if ony the personal ambitions of the sitting 
Member were involved, uneonnected with corrupt practices in 


1) 
Collea 


theim behalf, there is not a Senator here who would wish them 
ill, much less do anything to hinder them. Certainly, under 
such conditions, I would not, Mr. President. I do not subscribe 
to the philosophy of the great French cynic, Rochefoucauld, that 
every human being rejoices when he hears something against 
even his dearest friend. I rejoice in the success and progress of 


every man who has earned it honestly. 
So, Mr. President, if this Chamber there was a single man 
far as the personal concerns of the sitting Member are 


in 


w! 


> SO 


involved would wish them ill or try to do them ill, provided 
sheer public honesty were not involved, these appeals to our 
sympathy based on personal habits, place of abode, or home 


relationship might be pertinent. 

But this, Mr. President, no such 
issue. This is not a criminal court. 
United States sitting as the most 


is case. Here is no such | 
This is the Senate of the | 


exalted tribunal known to | 


issue that possibly can arise under free institutions, 


upon the purity of its elections. It is the integrity of the elec- | 


THE VALIDITY OF THIS ELECTION THE ONLY ISSUE. 
What is that issue, Mr. President? It is the validity of an 
election held under a government whose very existence depends 
} 
tion, not of the Member. In the Payne case it was truly de- | 
clared: 
The integrity of the election not of the Member is the question under 
this clau of the Constitution. | 
That is the iss What election, Mr. President? An elec- | 
tion to the Senate of the United States. What dees that mean? 
What is the Senate of the United States? What powers, du 
ties, and dignities devolve upon Member of this body? The | 
most varied and f reaching with wh \ 


‘h any officer under any 


free government is ¢] untry in the world to-day | 


hed in any ¢ 
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or in history. As I shall show in a moment, Mr. President 


Senator of the United States exercises wider influence, por 
divergent powers than any public functionary on earth e, t 


only the ruler of an unlimited monarchy. 

We pass on every law. We are legislators, and legis re 
too, who of all the parliamentary bodies in this world, stil) jy: 
and unshackled speech. More than that, we ratify 
convention with foreign nations. The influence of every 
cast here on every treaty runs out over all the waters of th 
world into every cabinet of every land. That is not 
partake of the executive functions. Only by the advice d 


consent of Members of this bedy are appointments to a 
made under the laws and Constitution of the United Sts; 

Nor is this all. We also are members of a court, Mr. [’res 
dent, the highest court known to man. We alone can try the 
impeachment of the judges of the Nation. This is the o) tri- 
bunal that can unseat a President; for if the House deems hic 
conduct worthy of impeachment, the Senate of the United Sites 
determines the fate of the Chief Magistrate of the Republi: 

But all are familiar with the powers of a Senator of the 
United States. I enumerate them only that we may under- 


stund the magnitude of the election, the validity of which is the 
only Legislator, part executive, high diplomat, 
arbiter sitting on the bench in the trial of the Nation’s jude 


issue before us, 


and of the President of the Republic himself, the fathers placed 
in the hands of a United States Senator more power t! in 
any other official of this Government, or of any government on 
earth except the arbitrary power wielded by an autocrat. 
AMERICAN INSTITUTIONS—AMERICAN CHARACTER ON TRIA 
Therefore, Mr. President, the fathers expected that the ele 
tion to a place in this body would be defended jealously. de- 


terminedly, fiercely by the people and by the Senate itself 


Every consideration that should guard the purity of the ap- 
pointment of a judge, the election of a Member of the House 


the selection of a diplomat who deals with other nations for us, 
the choice of a President of the United States, all combine to 
circle this Chamber round with a wall of sacred fire thro 
which no impure influence should penetrate. 

So, Mr. President, the sitting Member is not on trial! here 
It has been said that the Senate is on trial. I do not think 


gh 


But American institutions are on trial. In the validity of an 
election sleeps the question which searches out the heart of our 
institutions and which as we answer it well may mark a period 
in the ongoing or decline of the Nation. Indeed, Mr. President, 
in the end the character of the Amcrican people is on trial, as I 


shall demonstrate. 

Now, Mr. President, if we then have the issue itself | 
us, with all those things that might cloud and confuse dis 
missed; and if the magnitude of that issue is clear to 
what spirit should we approach it? 

It will be helpful, Mr. President, to examine the experi of 
other countries. Patrick Henry said: “I have but one |: 
which my feet are guided, and that is the lamp of expe 
This is not a trial of a petty criminal in a police court, : 
be forgotten and of little consequence. No, this business 
do with the destiny of a people. In so fateful a 
should we willfully close our eyes and seal our ears Ae 
struggles that other peoples have had with this dr: of 
corruption? 

It is said that most human affairs are “ locked up fro! 
tal eye in shady leaves of destiny.” But we have no ex: 
such easy ignorance. This secret is not “locked up from | 
eye,” for we have flaming lessons from the history of t! 
and from the experience of the world in our owa times 

So, Mr. President, that I may lay clearly before | > 
ate and country the spirit with which we should aj 


this grave matter, I shall cite the experience of two na 
this particular thing, one contemporaneous and one an . 
| select these from the multitude of examples because the; 
| so perfect a contrast to one another and such plain inst 
to us and to our Republic of whose honor we are guard ] 
of whose life we are defenders. 
II. THE LAW. 
BRIBERY TREASON AT COMMON LAW 
I refer, of course, Mr. President, first to Encland, the r 


was tre 
rd Chief 
e Parl of ) 
lars, al - 
, &s money is now counted, to more than a mil 
lars, deposed from office, disgraced. 

Of course all of us recall the terrible fate of perh 
intellect since Aristotle (excepting possibly 


country. By the English common law bribery 
treason, especially in the case of judges. 
Thorpe was beheaded for accepting bribes. 
sex was fined £50,000, a quarter of a million d 


in value 


la 
Tl 


est _ 


great 


speare), Bacon, that mighty mind in law and philosophy, 
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for 


‘ S 


Phat 


t 


Nd 






Bribery by a candidate, though 


ik 








retary to Nature” as Walton called him, Lord Bacon, who | 


accepting bribes while a justice of the courts of England, 
fined £40,000, imprisoned, removed from office, incapaci- 

from holding any place of trust or profit under the Crown. 
was the way the common law of England, which i 
sis of our law, looked on the crime of bribery. And in 
, as Coke said in his Institutes, it was regarded as an 
so heinous that “one act of bribery poisons the whol 


ss 


is worth while, Mr. President, before we come to the con- 
tion of the testimony in this case to consider the growth 
law of bribery in England, how the English Parliament 
inglish judges regarded and administered the law appli 
to it, so that we may have the light that that gives us 
rmining the gravity of the offense, the amount and nature 
mony required, and especially the law of agency. 
THE “ PRACTICAL POLITICS” OF Ill. 

hery in England began to be scandalously noticeable under 

rts, and it grew until its highest reign of corruption was 
George III, from whom our forefathers successfully re- 

i. Aecording to the defenders of this election, George 
eton and his “ ragged Continentals” never should have 

ed For was not George III the exemplar and, by his 

the apologist for this election? That monarch was a 

‘practical politician.” He would be greatly admired by 
ss of American politicians if he were living to-day and 
in American politics. 

“l, George III would be the ablest of “ party managers” 
were in American public life at the present time. George 
ed offices to influence votes in Parliament; he distributed 
1 order to secure the election of members of Parliament: 
sorted to every device of political manipulation so. much 

d in the United States in our own times; he was highly 
d in the technique of “influence,” thoroughly practiced in 
ts of “ practical politics.” 

rhis gave rise, Mr. President, to the “ orders of Parliament ” 
he subject of bribery; and, to hurry over this historical 

the present Corrupt Practices Act of the United King- 
crew out of that. From the statute of 1854 as amended in 
nd still further in 1884, and as it exists in its Draconian 
and perfection at the present day, the Corrupt Practices 
f the United Kingdom is the result of that shameless cor- 
which reached its putrid climax under George III. 
A SINGLE ACT OF BRIBERY INVALIDATES ELECTION, 

Now, Mr. President, to show that I am not wrong in my state- 

of the common law as to bribery in elections, I read from 

epherd on the Law of Elections, as follows: 


GEORGE 





in one instance only, and though a 
‘uv of unbribed votes remain in his favor, will avoid the particu 
tion and disqualify him from being reelected to fill such vacancy. 
ng, who is the American authority on this subject, 
e common law of bribery, which I want to make clear 
{ take up the statute: 
ngtand, before the enactment of any of the statutes on the su! 
ry was not only a high misdemeanor at common law, punis} 
indictment or information, but when practiced at elections 
_of Parliament was also a breach of parliamentary privileg 
nishable accordingly ; and it is an offense of so heinous a ch 
and so utterly subversive of the freedom of election, that 
to have been practiced, though in one instance only and 
rity of unbribed toters remain, the election will be absolute 


Sayvs 


of 


when 


though 


severity is justified on the ground that, in a country w! 

is sO common as to form the subject of investigation in a large 

nm of election cases, it is absolutely essential to the prese: 
freedom of elections. 


Cushing goes on as to the effect of that law in this 
or 


ere 


t he 


} 


r the same effect would be held to follow in this country 
imit of some question, or perhaps depend upon the degree of 
ached in the several States to the offense of bribery. This 
though much less common here than in England, is neverthe- 
idered as so subversive of the freedom of election and so dis- 
to the parties concerned that it is made an express ground of 
fication in the constitutions of several of the States. In all 
ates, therefore, whatever may be the case in others, there can 
bt that an election tainted with bribery ought to be held void, 
reference to the number of votes thereby affected. 
vas declared, Mr. President, in the famous Litchfield case, 
stice Willes giving the opinion, as follows: 
respect to bribery, the law is perfectly clear. Bribery at cor 
, equally as by act of Parliament, avoided any election at which 
rred, If there were general bribery, no matter from what 
r by what person, and although the sitting member and his 
_ ad nothing to do with it, it would defeat an election, on the 
| that it was not a proceeding pure and free, as an election 
to be, but that it was corrupted and vitiated by an influence 


? 
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vw~Ui 
the candidate during an election were led away, by their desire to 
ber t their superior, into illegal acts the p extent of which it 
\ dificult to prove, BUT A SINGLE ONE OF W 1, if | ved » 
Pp cy of the law to hold, would have the effect of av ling t 
ce libs. 
I observe here, Mr. President, that the agent to whom Mr. 


e 
T 


‘ 


strate in a moment, “the agent” 


t 


. 


Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] coulk 
mistake, by any posibility. 


Se 


Justice Willes refers and to whom other Eng 
hat I shall read in a 
led by the statute, a 
ator from Michigan |Mr 
‘rudition is the envy and wonder of usall; but, asIshalid 


1 to in 


sh deci 
not on 
we have 


Burrows] 


moment, is 


iy the “ elect 
rovir S 


been l i l uy 


referret 
ilso contemplates anyone who has a color for acting in | 
he candidate. All of will be 


us amazed 


For we a 


iarly accurate in law and history. 


bribery in elections— 
of our own jurisprudence 


‘ 


Such, Mr. 


the common 
law which 


was trol 


President, was 
the common 
and it 
bribery that the present Corru 


mn 
i 


upt Practi 


Kingdom grew. 


{ 


‘ 


the hope of inducing the Senate at the present 
the English rule and the sound rule to this case; 


h, coming from no matter what quarter, had defeated it and shown | 


’ abortive *¢ 4 

it were shown that the agent of the member bribed even without 

‘uthority, and contrary to the express orders, of the member, his 
was forfeited—not by way of punishment to the member, but in 
to avoid the danger that would exist if persons subordinate to 


it 


t 


} 
| 
| 


| 


Mr. President, what did the 
fixed the penalties, which the common 
By gradual an 


details of electi 


present Corrupt 
It 
lefinitions precise. 
the smallest 
ir fare, the using of influence, the promise of 
ie payment of money. 
ENGLISH DECISIONS O 
have the English : 
What has been the spirit with v h Great B 
I am reading th 


endment 


over ms— tr ting.” pavi 


f « 


e tl 


N BRIBERY IN 


judges continu 


Tlow 


ifute? 


met this peril of bribery? 


understand that the Senate will not do that at this 
time. It will after a while—but not just now. 

I get to the testimony I shall that this 
sterner rule than the complacent and unsound rule pronou 
by the Committee on Privileges and Elections in two or 1 
Senate bribery cases. 

I repeat, I do not expect the Senate just at this time to 
the true and sound rule that one act of brib 
ssful senatorial candidate make 
in thi That is the only ju 
necessary to the purity of senatorial electior 
rity of the Senate. That rule will be adopted by) 
before many years have passed. But the 
frame of mind to take this correct position. But perha] 
opinion will supply another frame of mind before long. 

So I cite these decisions to show the policy of 
in dealing with this public cancer, which has en 
more than one great nation and which the Eng 
succeeded in excising from their 
us the spirit with which the English people approach tl 
And what we need his and a 
cases in the right spirit. 
enators wil 
part of 


significance 


part 
Liowe ver, 


show case ne 


ri 


ce s invalid his clection to a 


8 Stifia 


body. 


ad “il S I 
led the 


vitals } » 
Vitais. i hese 


question. in determining t 


These decisions, as §S l obs 
licable to one essential 
hough their greatest 
eople imperiled by this menace has dealt wit 
ion that is going finally to come before us is whether 
deal with bribery and corruption with the conscien 
age with which England mastered it or 
with it with the same reckless indifference wit 
great Republic dealt with the same offense. 

Shall we free ourselves from this body of 
vive, as England has done, or chain ours 
to it and let it drag us to our national grave as 1 
Republic did? 

In the Blackburn case (O'M. & U., p. 19 
said in stating the case: 


this case—that 


I is in 


it 


T 
{ 
] 
I 


whether 


It was proved that on the 12th of 
circular 


A 


before 
town 


eer, 


the election—a 
called the Conservative 
overlooker, and trades! 
in the town of Blact 
municipal elections, as well as 
respondents; and it went on to 
most strongly the necessity of vigorous 
return” *® * of the 
adopted by the respondents, and the 
was adopted by them in place of a co 
the election. 

Mr. Justice Willes, in his judgment, said: 

This circular must be taken as being the act 
as much as if each of them had written a 
“manager, overlooker, and tradesman, and any oth 
Influence,” in the town. It is a power of attorney to the « 
which it goes to every individual in any of those ce! s to 
which the circular requests him to do. It must be looked to, 


was 





ence, 


* respondents 


mimittee 


of ‘ es 


er person 
x 


ASSe 


I 


ble rule, al e absoh 


the recnondent 


} 


ll know that he is pe 


letter to this effect to « 


thi 


ih 














as the f ority and agency ich as existed in the 
elk 
I t its eff: { WwW s t 7 ‘ C nt of € € p ‘ 
‘ fy ¢ 1 to the last ¢ ; t < rlooker over 
{ t nd t fc { § h to 
fl I nder | f duc g 
t { ( the lic t« upon wil ment 
“ id c erlooke and ¢ { at or 
g ) n de te t acted 
id 1 nvas t nts | l their 
‘ 1 | l ther 
‘ | ed he | I yrrupt-practk 
| S54 i W 1, does no me 
+} list t ! that hh been always the 
u Pa . < t} } law of the land, 
wi 1 of 1 ‘ of | i that is to say, 
t } t} C1 p he ct ted himself in 
t} tt ho c uw («Od ens he fre ’ anu 
1 f ¢ t é n ti mat 5 n auth 1 
aun j aj t ho h b t set i t by him to con t 
i ( te ‘ his ( j 
‘ ( 4 fices, ¢ ri 1 2 ley ht 
c ( t maintained. 
1 f In ¢ pe ean 
1 ‘ l ‘ [ f ti ‘ i t t ecn 
“ 3 1 ! tl < to 
v I nm core ite } ) legi tarcrit, w 
ol! i Latin ving tl principle which 
I lin Eng . 
| ; € mn l the nt I I njury has 1 
dor f < I I hich I hay desc1 ‘ t aterial If an 
uv voter with 2s. 6d., and that 3 for the candi 
a ) l If an agent ibe one t with 2 Gd., and the 
vi | tl 2 6d. with purp ex ‘ iplied, of voting 
a y, should break his promise and yot he other side, ele 
ti 
the result of the bribe was noth ( to the poll, the 
re t s in point of law that an illegality of so gross a characte and 
so d t to trace would have been committed that no election would 
be no communit would be sure but that ¢ tiar were gained 
by t *xercise of corrupt practices, unless for the sake of all the 
elk n in which an agent has been guilty of such a malpractice were 
heli d as against the principal of that a 
It i not by way of pun hment to the pring ij al that the election is 
held void: it is not becausc the majority has be swayed or even 
affected by the malpractice that the election is held void, but it is 
caus i ctices designated as corrupt by the nmon law and by 
le; ire in t rru practices act are so odik and so dangerous 
t} t is thought bett to hold void an lection where cither such 
prac HAVE GI ERALLY PREVAILED, WHETHE! ACEABLE TO A MEM- 
BRE! R HIS AGENTS OR N , or where a single instance of such corrupt 
pract | been distinctly traced to the to an agent of 
t/ ‘ 


Precyy th ninior 
fr 1 the opinion case 


(2 OM. 


in the Norwich 
la 1874. 


In this ce: » which was decided in 
delivered the opinion, and he deals with 
the “ hardship” which this interpretation, this Draconian inter- 


LS 








pretat of the law of England by which she has guarded the 
purity of her elections and therefore her life works upon the 
candid ile says: 

It f hard at first sight that a single act of bribery should avoid 
an ‘ I rt wi nan act of bribery is committed the «whole election 
of? { i ' tainted It is no longer an election: it is utterly 
potd 0) his point I would refer to the learned judgment of my 
bro \\ in the Blackburn cast This x t may be undoubtedly 
n ience of 1 law of agency pI 1 to election t 
is ver, a law that arises from the necessity the case, and is 
we it by the learned Scotch judge, Lord B ple, in the Greenock 
ci 

* . * * * * 

I 1 candidate or his nt hired men to attend 
the , d to hold up their hands 1 th occasion, my it 
pre dedly S hat it wouid be illegal « would avoid th 
el 

ewsbury case (2 O'M. & H., p. 36) Baron Cha 
m len said as to avoiding an election on account 
‘ significant act of bribery 

I iy made out and cy is clearly proved, 
I di of 1 brotl Willes, * * ® 
at 1 k 1 ta dge is t at liberty to weigh the importance of 
t t ‘ ‘ consideration the effect it may have had upon 
i t he ound to apply the express provisions of the act 
of la I wit t going into the question of the comparative sig 
r the act of bribery which has been ved to have been 
col tted 

It » Greenock case (2 O'M. & H., p. 247) Lord Barcaple, in 
his judgment, said as to the principle to be applied in dealing | 
with que is of ency in election inquiries: 

I think there are three principles applicable to three kinds of matters. 
| is first of all the strictest of all principles, that which is 

‘ criminal charge, and there you are responsible for noth 
in t your own individual guilt That is a thing consistent with 
ore y common sense. There is then the princi that is applicable 
ti tior a civil kind raised against a party on the ground of 
a done, and in which it is proved that the wrong was done 
by defender’s agent—that is to say, a person employed by the 
defe wl | was doing the thing he was employed to do; but 
t) nes in the principle that he was employed to do the particular 
\ i that he y ot emplk 1 to do the wrong 

Then there is t third cla of cases with which we are at present 
en i, wh in t e election petitions, it being proved that a candi 
< havin carricd on by a@ committee or certain can 

é t} ( ri ers do somethis which if the candidats is 
m bl jor it, 4 idate the ele fion 

ind it is held that he responsible for it in the sense of making the 

we ty « ction pend upon it. I do not see how these peti- 





» otherwise, because I suppose that there 
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few candidates, indeed, who undertake the practice of 
tion by their own hand. I presume there are equally few <« 
or very nearly so, who ever say to their agents that they are t 
corruptly in the 


matter. 


In the Aylesbury case 


(Saeger, p. 79) Mr. Justice Field 


iny person whom a candidate puts in his place to do a 1 
the task that he has to do, namely, to procure his election as «@ 
of Parliament, is a person for whose acts he would be liab! 


I now read from the celebrated and recent Great Y; 
Ci (Saeger, p. 81), decided in 1906. The facts were 
man who had interested himself in the election obtai 


a vehicle and took voters to the polls and in soy 
gave them money. 

The candidate, on hearing of the petition, repudiat 
person; and it was said that he was not on the list of ‘') 
and had not. therefore, received express instructions, 


use of 





workers” had, not to do anything illegal. 
Mr. Justice Channell, in determining this case, used 
lowing language: 





here are pri and the substance of the 
man is empl at an eclection to gct you votes; 
employed, he i authorized to get you otes; or 
em! ed nor authorized, he does to your knowledge get you 
you accept it and adopt it, then, in either of these cases, he 
persoi or whose acts you are responsible in this sense: ‘J 
acts he been of an illegal character you can not retain ft} 
h those illegal acts have helped to procure for you—help« 


I 
re for you, I say, because 
extend to the 


ity. 


it ig not necessary, of course 


bribery should full amount of the cases necessa 


you th a major 

No case in this country will be found to deny these « 
on the law of agency in elections. I repeat that this mos 
interpretation of the English statute and of an election 
it shows how unexpectedly erroneous our profoundly 
friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] was when he said tl 
term “agent” under English law applied only to the ‘‘« 
agent” “appointed in writing.” Whoever looked up the 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] should hav 
more thorough. 

The argument against the English rule that it was 
hard on the candidate was instantly answered by all 
judges that the office did not exist for the candidate; tl 
belongs to the people. The office is not created to sat 
ambitions of the candidate; the office is created as an 
ment of the people who made it. 


MOMENTOUS RESULTS OF THE ENGLISH LAW. 


Mr. President, what have been the results of this 
treatment of bribery and corruption by English law and | 
courts? First of all, from a greater debauchery of e 
than the world knew since the time of the fall of the | 
Republic, England has developed into a period of rem 
purity of elections. And that has had large public conseq 

Does anybody doubt that, but for an unbribed Hi 
Commons the last budget would have been passed with 
powers of wealth and privilege fighting the imposition of 
tax upon great estates which are idle and have been s 
time of William the Conqueror and pay no part of the | 
the British people's government? With all thos 
fighting that budget, do you suppose, Mr. President, a I 
Commons ever would have passed it filled with bribe 
rs? 


memp sf 

it is not a question, you see, of settling some man’s | 
fate. It is a question of caring for the welfare of the 
Does anybody doubt that Gladstone never would have ad 
one inch with his great lands reforms in Ireland if he bh: 
confronted by such a corrupt Parliament as George tl 
and Lord North purchased to serve their foul purposes 
anybody doubt that manhood suffrage in the 





United Is 
never would have been adopted but for this stringent m« 
handling the election cases that guards the purity of Pa 

Senators say, at our luncheon table, how unfortunatt 

be for this Senator or that. Had we not better ask, How 

| tunate for millions of people it will be if we look light 
crime against free institutions so heinous that it invol\ 
perpetuity of our government. 

Mr. President, we talk about the justice of our Re) 
Our Declaration of Independence is our Magna Chart: 
clare, Yet what caused our Revolution? It was the unj 
oppressive acts of the British Parliament, was it not: 
Parliament? The purchased Parliament whose election ‘ 
the Third of England secured by the bribery of the ! 
electorate. 

Does anybody believe that, if the purity of elections 
British Parliament that exists to-day had existed at the | 
|our Revolution, a single one of those unjust acts wou 

been enacted, which caused our fathers successfully to T° 
standard of revolt? 
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I know Senators will say, What is the use of going back to | laughed at the Lex Tulia and all other ce eerey practices acts 
the Revolution? What do we care about the land laws of Ire- | because they knew they could disregard them. 


i 


land? What matter to us is manhood suffrage in the United Is there no parallel between this absence of Roman civi 
Kingdom? What concern is it of ours that the great principles | yirtue and the low ideal which is urged upon us in this se 
of justice have been put in the recent budget? |} more than 2,000 years later? Consider the contrast betv 


Roman history, law, and administration, and English history 
law, and administration. For in almost every res] 
and Roman history furnish the student the best ma 
comparison and contrast, not only in the duration an 
their power, but also in the character, or, as Emerson 
“the bottom” of the character of the two peoples 


WHAT PURE ELECTIONS MEANS TO US. 


rhis is the concern it is to us—that by reason of the purity 
of the British Parliament, secured by England’s laws and their 
drastic application, an end has been put to those practices which 
‘ 1 us to sever ourselves from the mother country. It 
means this to us, that the same cause that produced a malign 








result there will produce the same result here—and that the Se ee 
remedies that cleansed English elections will purify American So, Mr. President, instead of taking up great pt i 
elections. as England has taken it up and saved f, the | 
It means this to us, that the same great forces which always | judges, the Roman senate, and finally the Roman p ‘ 
have, do now, and always will, in a country where free elections | go by. “ Never mind, the Republic will endure,” said 
occur, manifest themselves through bribery will prevent the | “Don’t bore me with talk about the Repu! was ¢ 
passage of those measures upon which the welfare of strug- | sentiment of the people of Rome. “No matter if the 
ng millions depend. That is what it means to us. violated, let us stand up for the man in office if he 
[ intend, Mr. President, with all my power to set forth to | cash,” was the final expression of the debased Roman 


nate, and in so far as I may to the country, the mighty | torate. 
question which we are to determine. It is not merely the seat- No 

ing or unseating of a Senator at all. No, we are dealing with 
an offense which runs through history and which, according to 


wonder Rome re And be sure we 
we pass this evil by as a thing for a sneering cynicism or a d 
eased sentimentality. 





the way in which various | eople have dealt with it in the past, And so fundamentally the great question is, How shall we 
have ‘trengthened them or killed them. Americans appreach this evil in our own land? Our institutions 

Contrast the England of to-day, Mr. President, with Rome. are on trial and, deeper than that, the character of the Ame 
Every student in the world has noted the startling similarities can people is on trial. If it is not so. then history bas ne 
in many developments rapidly ripening in the American Repub- , 





lie with those that occurred in Rome when that Republic began 
its decline—love of luxury, scandalously vast wealth ill-gotte: 
corrupt efforts for office and power, the use of these in behait impatient a little bit too much. Wecan be too hurried. The time 
of “the interests of that day. Chief of these, Mr. President, ounet never arrive in this Republic—and if it does the doom 
was the subject of bribery. of the Nation already has been sounded—when the purity of our 
elections is not to us a greater concern than the success of a 

In Rome bribery was the first definite symptom of a fatal politician or mawkish sympathy for the imperiled ambitic ns of 
disease. Patriotic statesmen clearly saw that it would end the | ® candidate or the success of the wrongful plans of great 
liberties of the Roman people, and the people themselyes in- | !terests. 

nctively felt that they must throttle this evil if they were to Mr. President, if England is so strict to-day as to the election 
continue to exist as a free people. As early as 180 years be- | of 1 member out of nearly 700 of the British Parliament, how 
fore Christ, the Lex Cornelia punished bribery of voters with should we approach a case which involves the validity of the 
exile election to a seat in the Senate of the United States, where 

But severe as this penalty was the abuses continued and in-! there are only 92 Members? If England is so stern as to the 
creased, and the last century of the Republic began with bribery, Purity of the election of 1 member out of nearly 700 that 


I know, and it is not a good sign, that we are so busy that 
we are impatient of the lessons of other peoples. -We can be 


BRIBERY AND THE REPUBLIC OF ROME. 





the most dangerous foe which the Roman Republic faced. The make up the British Parliament holding office only until 
Acilia Calurnia added heavy fines for bribery, whether success- | Parliament is dissolved and sent back to his constituents, 
ful or not, and forever deprived the citizen attempting it from what do you say should be the spirit in which we should 
holding any office. approach the election to a seat in this body, which not only 

The reason these two penalties were expected to stop this form as but 92 Members but whose t rm of office is for six long 
of corruption was that money and the holding of office had be- Years—Members who vote on all bills, yes, and who pass upon 


come the twin gods before whose foul shrine of selfishness every all treaties, approve or negative all — intments, try the 

ambitious Roman worshiped. To be rich and to hold office Judges of the Nation, and even the Chief Magistrate of the 
"Ar . sae Poy , in + ry) jf 9 

were the two great purposes of every ambitious Roman. “How Ft public himself? 

much money have you?” and “‘ What high office do you hold?” THIS IS NOT A PRIVATE LAWSUT1 

were the » » l \ » > . : ‘ } : 
tom a ities oa ate as S ee _— fixed the status of the What madness is upon us, Mr. President, that we consider 

voman on as to success o ‘ re, — ; 4 , i la ea ie tate EA 
> : ‘ this as a private controversy in a court with a private party 

aon in spite of the shrewd estimate of Roman character on | complainant and a private party defendant; a mere private lav 

which the Acilia Calurnia was founded, the capitalists or | cit agp ‘ting no one but the private parties to it; a private 

, ” . eae .e . SULL ¢ “A = i I maival ) ics Lt ALy & ) all 

inanciers” as Ferrero calls them and the politicians of that ] 


lav tr : : : lawsuit where appeals are made, such as lawyers make to 
(ay trampled it beneath their sordid and reckless feet, and | jy) +jos jn police ¢ TS eae 
Were able to prevent its execution because of the growing in- |” ,, = ‘ ith tl lostis 
diff. , ; ; For this is how this great issue, freighted with the destiny 

e of the Roman people themselves to the fate of their f the Republic, has been treated And vet. inst 1 of being 

; ‘ : > lic, has bee “uted. Am et, Instead ¢ elng a 
institutions and their descendants. “ Sufficient unto the day “-, at me it. it is the \ htiest public matter tl it 
tl j ” _ private lawsuit, it is the weightiest public matter that poss 

are the benefits thereof” had become the unspoken rule which , PT!Y*te iW hes 1 affecti “thi anh of the 1 
gui , : can arise under and affecting lis govern of the peo] 
guided the great body of that once mighty people. so magnetite eine Fae nn 


In that immortal period which produced Cicero and Cxsar, by the people, for the a boca 
Crassus and Cato, there was a slight recrudescence of that | Mr. President, in referring to the English laws and these _ 
ancient virtue, whose best expression was “To be a Roman historical illustrations, one purpose has been to bring us down 
—— 1 is nobler than to be a king.” to a consideration of our own law as applied to this vital and 
But, after all, it was a feeble flame of righteousness—a very | fateful question which, as the guardians of the purity of el 
feeble flame considering Crassus, the master financier of his day | tions to the United States Senate, we mus decide. By what 


} 


-er * Preside lo we deal ith this matter? 
and subsequent Roman nistery. Yet it resulted in the Lex | Power, Mr. President, do we deal w ' ' 


Tulia of Cicero's consulate, B. C. 64, which extended the Acilia | {At this point Mr. Beveripce yielded for the presentation of 
hoe rnia to any candidate who should hire followers or enter- | the unfinished business. ] : 
tain the people with shows or refreshments. Every student Mr. BEVERIDGE. When we find the source of the power 


knows the reason for this. Wealthy and ambitious men, who | by which we are acting we will observe the immediate pet 
Wanted their tools in important offices or who wanted to be in | nence of the history I have been reciting. We derive this 
office themselves, gave the people lavish public entertain-| power from that clause in our Constitution which makes us the 
ment. judges of the returns, qualifications, and election of Members. 
fhe Roman citizen now had been debauched so far that he | Where did that come from? 
Was ready to cast his suffrage for anybody who would = him Mr. Norwood—and anybody who has read the debate of Senator 
any favor or even entertain or divert him. Bribery in all its | Norwood, a southern Senator, can not but have the profoundest 
for ius, gross and subtle, had utterly corrupted Roman char- | respect for him as a student and a great lawyer, measuring up 
acter, The powers of pollution understood this well and ' to the height of Thurman of Ohio and Morton of Indiana—Mr. 
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Norwood, in his minority report, in the Powell Clayton case, 
said: 

The provision in the Constitution is a transcript 
mentary law of the English House of Commons, as 
and long before, the Constitution was adopted. 

We took it from the law of the British Parliament, and 
therefore how it was understood by the mother people throws a 
flood of light on how we should understand it now. 

Now, Mr. President, beginning with the Caldwell case, con- 
tinuing through the Payne case, down through the Clark case 
to the case before us now, the committee have stated, some- 
times definitely and sometimes loosely, that it is not sufficient 
that one vote be bribed unless the sitting member knew about 
it, and had something to do with it; but that enough votes must 
be bribed to destroy an honest majority. 

RESULTS OF 


of the parlia- 
it existed when, 


SENATE COMMITTEE BRIBERY RULB. 


For the purposes of this particular case I do not propose to | 





controvert that position, because this case can be decided—and 
when I come to the evidence I will show you that there is no 
escape from deciding it—against the validity of this election, 
even under those unsound committee pronouncements. But I 
want to put myself on record as to my view of this erroneous 
committee rule and some of the consequences if we make it the 
law of the Senate in such cases, 

Suppose, for example, that a Senator had a majority of 50 
in a State legislature. Suppose 49 of them were bribed by 
his friends and he knew nothing about it. Under these commit- 
tee pronouncements his election would be valid; his seat would 
be free of stain. To my mind, that is monstrous. Yet it is what 
these so-called “ precedents” declare. 


And mark this, the defenders of the election before us are | 


rT 


not content even with these 


precedents ” as given by the com- 
mittee heretofore. 


No, Mr. President, the defenders of this elec- 





tion now insist that not only must enough votes be corrupted to | 


destroy the majority cast for the person who profits by them, 
but that these votes must also be deducted from all votes 
present and cast in the general assembly. To this climax of ex- 
travagance do Senators resort to uphold this foul election. 

I repeat, to such extremes are the defenders of this election 
driven in order to maintain it. I say extremes because never 
before was such a plea advanced in even this body in an elec- 
tion case. 


the statute. Also, there is another thing I may have to call at- 


tention to as to this new and novel theory by which the de- | 


fenders of this election now are attempting to justify it. 


WHY WERE THE VOTES BOUGHT? 
Of course, the question at once arises, “ Why were votes 
bought if those who bought them did not think they were 


needed? Was money uselessly expended? Was the peril of the 
penitentiary needlessly incurred?” “The fact that the vote is 
bought shows that the person who purchased it thought that 
the vote was needed. Men do not commit a crime for nothing. 

Take another supposition. Suppose only one vote was bought 
and that the vote of a powerful leader. None of his followers 
were bought, let us suppose; but he was, and it was proved that 
he was bought. Those who were accustomed to follow his lead. 
to look up to him, to take his counsel, voted as he voted. Yet 
under these committee “ precedents” that election thus pro- 
cured would absolutely be safe. Is that right? Is it even wise? 

Let me make it still clearer: Suppose the great body of those 

ho honestly followed this leader and who voted as he voted 
were to find out that that leader had been bribed, would they 
have followed him? 
would have followed him; and yet the position heretofore and 
now taken by the committee is that the election would be abso 
lutely valid if this one voter were purchased, although his in 


v 


fluence over others caused the whole majority that the success 
ful candidate got. 


If that is true, Mr. President, the validity of an election 
depends on being found out, and I guess that is the case anyhow. 


What say we “in this awfully stupendous manner, at which 


Reason stands aghast and Faith herself is half confounded ” ? 
Well, whatever we say now, be sure that finally we must say 
that the true theory and the sound theory is that @ single act of 


bribery in behalf of a successful candidate to a seat in 
United States Senate 


eles 


the 
destroys the legality of that senatorial 
fron. 

That 
member 
an 


T 


is the I 
of 
election 


nglish rule concerning the popular election of a 
Parliament, consisting of nearly T00 members— 
beyond all estimate inferior in dignity and im- 
portance to an election to a seat in the United States Senate. 
That is the English rule as to such a popular election, where 
the voting is secret, and therefere infinitely harder on the can- 
didate than an election to a seat in the United States Senate, 
where the yoting is viva voce. 


Also, it is in direct violation of the express words of | 


It is revolting to reason to say that they | 





| ard of purity for elections to its membership; and on that sta 


FEBRUARY 24. 


Yet it has been by this rule that England has purged hersei¢ 
of corrupt practices in her elections and secured a pure and 


free Parliament. By such a rule we Americans can cure 0) “ 
selves of corrupt practices in senatorial elections and insure a 
Senate above suspicion of evil influences, 

Such a rule—the bribery of one member of a legislature jp 
behalf of a successful candidate in a senatorial election de- 
stroys the validity of that election—would end the nauseating 
talk that, although large numbers of legislators were bought py 
overenthusiastic friends to vote for a United States Sens: r, 
yet he is blameless and his election valid. 

Such a rule would put an end to such purchases by such over- 


enthusiastic friends, practicing corruption without their fayorite’s 
knowledge, if such a case ever did or could exist. For the “, 
thusiastic friend” would hesitate a long time to part wit}! 
money and run the t'sk of the penitentiary for his adored 
didate if he knew that his crime would avail nothing in behalf 
of that adored candidate. 

Such a rule would absolutely prevent malign financial inter- 
ests from making merchandise of the votes of the members of 
legislatures in a senatorial election in order to put a friend of 
those interests in the United States Senate. 

For, as all of us have observed, while “ special interests 
willing to spend any amount of money and take any risk that 
will accomplish their ends, they are not willing to spend a ceut 


lls 


| or to take any risk when it will not do them any good. 


THE TRUE STANDARD OF PURITY FOR THE SENATE. 

The Senate of the United States ought to raise a new st 

1d- 
ard should be emblazoned Coke’s immortal axiom: 

One act of bribery poisons the whoie fountain. 

This would be a new standard for us, but, as I have shown 
it would be but an application to elections to this body of | 
ancient common law of our ancestors. It only would be | ng i 
in practice here for our salvation that which Eng! 
practiced for decades for her salvation. 

I want, personally, to go on record now that this is a rile t 
which finally and soon the United States Senate must ( 
It is not necessary to a decision of this case, for this e 0 
is invalid even under the complacent and accommodati! 
edents announced by the Committee on Privileges 
tions heretofore. 


nad has 


But it is necessary to make it the law of the 
Senate. Be sure of this, Senators, that sooner or later y: st 
make it the law of the Senate. And I think that e is 
rapidly approaching. 

But, Mr. President, let us say that for the purposes o! 
case we must show that enough votes were purchase|, 
properly influenced, so that it destroyed an honest majo 

Well, Mr. President, there has been a good deal of 
upon how we are going to compute that. I shall take 


| when I get through with the testimony, I hope to tlhe s 


tion of everybody who honors me with his attention. \ 
heard lots of mathematics in this controversy—curii l 


ht 


| mathematics. 


When I was in college I studied far past logari 
since then I have not heard as much mathematics as LI |} 


here—novel, ingenious, not to say bizarre computatl 
tions, what not. I have thought that if the shade of : 
Newton could revisit the glimpses of the moon,.it w 
clad, not in ghostly habiliments of white, but in gai f 
jealous green, because a superior mathematical mind t i 
appeared upon the earth. [Laughter.] 

HOW BRIDERY PROVED 

But even as to the effect on this election of these s 
committee “‘ precedents” and of other matters that | 
before the Senate, there is no doubt, unless you destroy 
ments that the committee have made themselves; ther 
doubt unless you absolutely destroy the statute under 
this election was held. 

Now, Mr. President, it is my purpose in a moment to 
the testimony, but before I do that I want to call the a! 
of the Senate to the degree of proof required in brib 
to the nature of the testimony necessary in cases of 
practices. 

There has been much 
apostrophes tothelaw. Very well! Let us have some! 
vital point. What proof is necessary to establish br! 
Let us first take merely the authorities of the comm 


talk about the law. We have had 


the Senate. 

Consider the statement of the minority of the co! 
in the Payne case. From this statement nobody diss 
Everybody conceded that it was the law; and I hope if any- 


body does not agree to this he will rise now, or before the 
vote is taken, and show wherein it is a wrong. statement + 
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w as applied to bribery. Here is what Senater Hoar and ‘ : n this case, but it njoin mn your that degt 
r Frye said, and, I repeat, as to this there was no dissent;  jnin nd coming to a ra i face ‘ ae a4 
will ask any person whether he dissents now: charge made in this indictment. The i t 
an a question of bribery ever be raised, or ever be investigated, the § 2 othe > it : . ' 
rguments 1inst th investigation prevail? You do not p postisve ¢ 7s 
*t the men who bribe * the me cho are bribed. will oluntcer Ac is t] <a »y the husilt e } 5 ‘ ; 1 
h evidence against themselves? You. do not crpect that impa -_ _S Naw ee we ae , , 
nimpeachable wilnesses will be present at the transaction? t it in id nt of t 8 
s any Senator think that is not the law? “ bine | ; f 
. . : . +. * ev ¢ t ted an const ‘ ( ’ 
me read from the Encyclopedia of Evidence, which I sup- h age ge t , 
about as authoritative a textbook as there is: ime rhe nist n 
ice in bribery cases is nece ly: meager and limited US pen in ee : 
nsactions. are usuail *‘ntered in secretly ith na rCSEN oa a 7 : ¢ : 
he part to the Circut ntial evidence is therefore ad ult om ta = ; 
and sometimes sufficient ad pi entinns bn, hie « 
he circumstances « the proceeding alleged to have been infil I ; . me ee : x ' 
y bribery are admissible as links in the chain of cireumstantiai  2mine this testimony. It see to be the 
bribery is committed in. the ) [t ms \ 
BD the evidence in the case before us is not meager—it is. that |! do not shout i m the house ‘ per 
b ful. The evidence here is not circumstantial only; it is. in the streets of Askelon. lt seems to be the fs 
! e and direct also. Never was a case of bribery where the oun s would be guilty f bribery i dl 
eyidenee was so abundant and conclusive. when they are caught ang confes ire not to be | 
{nd consider the following im light of the subecommittee’s  beenuse they were’ scoundrels eno 1 to ‘ e 
r kable rulings in the present ise on the effers to prove Ww! the alternative? ‘That l 
t fessions of Link, Beckemeyer, and other evidence which | country ¢ ‘ s and ti | \l 
{ ommittee ruled out. I continue to read from the En Ly vhen ircunist ind it own ‘ 3 
lia ef Evidence: them ess they have s rractle dd pe ts 
udicial confessions alone, uncorrobe ‘ e BRUBE! \ N 
1¢ main facts, are inadequate to establ 3 ck f 
confession is substantiated by proof t . Ch s not the o i ¢ Justi 1) LI 
they ! have an innocent cor 4 —e 1, T] er ' 
d to sus t the commission of the « 1e I ation aaa ,- 
the confession furnished the Key, e allowed to ul 
go he jury. \ - 
fH NEW YORK BRIBERY CASE. at ‘ ‘ mony « ' ni 
\ President, perhaps as fair a statement of the law of = faet of its elusive char ‘ ec f 
iY and the evidence necessary to establish it as ever was and t t ir S are | i . 
mit was. delivered in one of the New York bribery ea . when ‘roboerated. al i f 
BP v. Kerr, which, I think, had to do—the Senators I ment I si ( that me “( 
ft New York ean inform us—with the passing of an ordi fessions in th case but every rrobot 
r something of immense value there in New York. Any present whi he y are 
ho dermen were bribed. enough. | roy | do Sena ) 
ould be remembered that the charge to the jury by Mr. be proved ivhow We . D 
J Daniels, which PT now shall read was in a criminal § sions 1 le, b we they ue ry | 
a eriminal court. It was not a statement of the laws are bur ‘ ‘ ha ‘ \ 
oI \ rule that should govern ‘“* The greatest legislative bedy ked t | ‘ 
n vorld,” as it has been called, in determining the validity that is cir stantial « How \ . 
of ‘lection to. it. prove it 
\ you shall see hew broad Mr. Daniels puts the la And t Ss i 
I ' Stand by the law! Yes; but who was it who said, “Thou My 1 fa a ‘ O} 
s| lot make a searecrow of the law?” Since law has b: his ed : ! 
i] ed to I shall not presume to state it, but I let the gren the ‘ vi 
1 of this and other countries state it on every branch of c | | tuity 
ul © our t ! s de i 
I ndictment seems to have been found some time sine nd Now it else did Mr. Justice ID Say 
i s been presented by the grand jury. it charges this defendant : ‘ 
crime of bribery under the tatutes of this State r l 
upon this subject have undergone changes at diffe it ‘ I 
til they have reached their present comprehensive n t rit 
eems to have been a feeling actuatin lexislative action t ) o n . 
to a rtain, extent, at lenst, @ growing evil in the t 
iat ; s a If there is anyone who ¢ rrees with 
possible that a judge on the bench in a criminal court in- ag made by Mr. Justice Danie n ' b 
ig a jury would go into such unstatesmaniike utterance in the New York bribery th the 
or as it has been termed here of much more conserva law from the Encv I ‘ r 
tatements, loose statements of law? This justice is not of the lav n the Payne c: which ‘ ed f 
g a stump speech mind you. He is stating the law of | | would be glad if we could se that tter now 
y, and to a jury in a criminal trial. Men were on trial 7 » Sona ow dissents. I sh : rant 
case for ir libe , au hil ni i : 
ase for their liberty— this is a true statement of 1 w. and. ssary, I sl 
ng evil.in the community in the State. have given many other nuthorities, but I » not want to 
| . . ot » - - A . . . . S . 7 . 
How shocking, Mr. President, to hear a judge talk so! We either the Senate or the Rrecorp 
ui isier rules. in the United States Senate, it appears. But Yet, Mr. President, I repeat there is more proof here : 
e stick to the charge of Justice Daniels. He continues: kind described as being sufficient by ‘ x IN 
u it it is necessary, for tlie purpose of checking and properly re- | decisions than ever happens in a case f 1 rea 
} it, to impose the restraints of punishment, under legislation Now. Mr. President. how ha we I 3n 
g whose intent and comprehension there could be no substan- ; : : a th e ‘ re 
t. In pursuance of this conviction the laws have been changed. have been told [ am sorry Ad ners . : . - 
learned justice goes on: BaiLey | = nat het , 
ery i ffoc : —— Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President 
ery is to affect the official conduct of individuals occupying = ms ‘ameremes ENT ; S » from | 
of authority, you will see at once, upon your own reflection, The VICE PRESIDEN' Does ie MN or Il 1 
8 er it extends, the fair administration of the laws will be | yield to the Senator from Kentucky 
ted ey must be subverted—in consequence of the exercise of | * , NTER TI Sel ‘ | 
es of this character, and when the offenses are brought to the . Mr. I \¥ rl meal 
n of courts and juries, and are to be disregarded, or are to be | trom the ¢ hamber 
7 ae without punishment, then direct encouragement will be Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all right. I am merely g 
0 the increase and spread of this offense until its pernicious ee : an mn } - in +t] 
} NESS See uote from him, and I prove what he says in this one 
© may endanger the very existence of the institutions of the ——— — : 
s ticular. 
Is it 3Si i ‘ p . PAYNTH merely want to state, if the Senator 
is it possible that any American court so pronounced? [If so, Mr. PAYNTER. [ merely an a eee : . — 
. Sion > s ° — ‘ rarmit ‘ Senator fr > ; is absen rol 
: is to become of “conservatism?” But, to quote still | Permit me, that the Senator from Texas is absent frot 
I er: Chamber by reason of the hearings before the Finance Com: 


3 not, of course, gentlemen, intended by this suggestion that you 
take it for granted that an offense has been made out by the evi- | 





tee, which is considering the reciprocity agreement. 
Mr. BRVERIDGE. That is all right. 
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THE RIGID RULE—BUT RIGHT. 

I am going to quote from the Senator from Texas, and I quote 
it with earnest approval. It is a correct statement of the law. 
The Senator from Texas said, December 18, 1905: 

I do not concede— 
to read too much, but if I have 
some one will call my attention to it 


I do not want 
hope 


I do not concede to any court the right 


a seat in this body. 

Why, of course not. The validity of a seat in this body is 
beyond the power of any earthly influence except ourselves. 
No court can reach it. The legislature which conducts the elec- 
tion can not withdraw it. We alone have the power. 


The Constitution commits that to us in the first instance and in 
the last instance. Ve are to judge of their election and qualifications 
when they come, and under our power of expulsion we are to judge 
how long they may vemain. 

That refers, of course, to cases proper for expulsion. The 


Senator from Texas continues as follows: 


The rule is different here from that which prevails in the courts. 
There, as a safeguard for the liberty of the citizen, he must have 
his guilt established beyond a reasonable doubt; here the rule ought 
to be that he must free himself from all appearance of wrongdoing 
vevond reasonable deubdt. 

So, Mr. President, we are enlightened not only by the au- 


thorities read, but by the admirable opinion—— 


Mr. OVERMAN. From what speech was the Senator read- 
ing? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was reading from the speech of the 


Senator from Texas. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I understand, but in what case? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think he was discussing at that time 
the case of Mr. Burton. I see that reference is made to the 
then Senator from Kansas, Mr. Burton, by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hate] just before the Senator from Texas spoke. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I did not clearly hear the quotation 
which the Senator from Indiana read from the speech of the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will read it again. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator can answer me, perhaps. 
Did the Senator from Texas say in effect that when a Senator 
was accused of wrongdoing—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will not interpret what he said. 
read it to the Senator, and will let the Senator interpret it. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I would be glad if the Senator would 
read it. 

Mr, BEVERIDGE. 


from Indiana 


Did the Senator hear my authorities on 


left out any, I | M 
| courts and the rule that applies to cases here. 
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to decide who is entitled to 


| there, 
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I think the Senator from Texas stated the rule correctly there — 
not only as it applies 

Mr. BAILEY. As is the habit of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not only as it applies to that case, put 





as it applies to all cases. He made a distinction, from 
statement as I read it, between the rule as it exists bet 


Mr. BAILEY. But the Senator 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. And I think the Senator can 
further and apply the rule to this case; at least I shall. 
Mr. BAILEY. The Senator overlooks the fact that the q 

tion there was whether the indicted Senator should renia 

the Senate until the courts had disposed of the indict 

against him, or the Senate should take it up and dispose of 
I insisted that it was incumbent upon the Senate to dis 
pose of it at once, and in doing so I very properly, I tiin! 
stated that the rule that should govern the Senate in decidi) 
upon the expulsion of a Member was different from the r 


i 





well 


| which ought to govern the court in his conviction; that in ¢} 


criminal courts the rule of proof beyond a reasonable doubt pre- 
vailed and ought to prevail, but that the same rule does 
obtain in the Senate. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. True; but it was a question of expulsion 


there. 
Mr. BAILEY. The question was purely one of expulsion 
there. That is not involved here. This is a question—— 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In view of the statement that he just 
made, differentiating the rule as it is before the courts in a 
criminal case and a question so personal as to justify expulsion 
here, would not he say that it applied with even greater fo: 
where the case was not one that called for expulsion, but we 


Will the Senator permit me to ask him 


ce 


nt 


to the validity of an election? If an election is vitiated by 
corruption, that is a more serious matter than most things 
that justify expulsion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. If the Senator from [Illinois 


were charged with having participated in the bribery through 
which it is alleged that his election was procured, I would 


| invoke the same rule against him. But the cases are totally 


different. In the other case there was no doubt about bis 
having personally done what was charged against him, if it 


were done at all. In this case there is no pretense from thie 


| beginning to the end of this record that Mr. LorIMer personally 


I will | 


participated in or encouraged or sanctioned any of the miscou- 


| duct which is alleged, and therefore the rule has no 4)! L- 


bribery and the difficulty of its proof—the sufficiency of proof? | 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
again. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am sorry the Senator did not hear the 
authorities, the textbooks upon that subject, and the decisions 
of the courts. The Senator from Texas said: 

The rule is different here from that which prevails in the courts. 
There, as a@ safeguard for the liberty of the citizens, he must have his 
quilt established beyond a reasonable doubt; here the rule ought to be 


that he must free himself from all appearance of wrongdoing beyond 
reasonable doubt. 


Is that clear? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
interrupt him? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
the Finance Committee, of which I am a member, in a hearing 
on the reciprocity bill when the Senator from Indiana read an 
extract from a brief and extemporaneous speech which I made 
in the Senate once and which I have no disposition to modify. 
But I want it to appear in connection with the Senator’s re- 
marks that what I said did not relate to an election of a Sena- 
tor, but it related purely to the conduct of a Senator while a 
Member of the Senate and for which he had been indicted. On 
that state of facts, of course, I think I stated the law and the 
propriety. 

But that is not the question here. Upon this record there is 
no question of Senator LorIMER’s personal conduct. 

THE 


No. 


Yes. 
Will the Senator from Indiana permit me to 


Certainly. 


RULE MUCH STRONGER IN CASE 


BEVERIDGE. Not 


BEFORE US. 


Mr. of his personal misconduct while 


I should simply like to hear that | 





I was absent from the Chamber engaged with | 


a member of the Senate that would involve an expulsion, which | 


would require two-thirds vote. The case before us is a more 
serious thing—the validity of the title which the sitting Member 
holds and which the evidence shows is befouled by bribery. 


tion. What a Senator does he ought to account for under the 
strictest rule; but he ought not to be held to the same strict 
account for what others have done. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am unfortunate in not making my 
question clear. It is this: The Senator says that his statement 
referred to a case which would justify an expulsion—— 

Mr. BAILEY. For the misconduct of the Member. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; for the misconduct of the Member. 
Mr. BAILEY. If there is any misconduct 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me until I state my question. 
Mr. BAILEY. Alleged against Senator LortMer here 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let me state my question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then the rule can be invoked—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let me state my question, The Senator 
ll let me do that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Take the misconduct of a Senator 
Senator himself used the word “ expulsion ”—which would jus 
tify expulsion. Now, if what the Senator said as to the ‘iffer 
ence of the rule in a criminal court and the rule applying here 
in the personal misconduct of a Member which would justily 
expulsion is correct, my question is, Would it not apply wit 
double force where it was not a question of misconduct mere'y, 
but a question which went to the validity of an election‘ 

Mr. BAILEY. Not at all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why? Where is the distinction? 

Mr. BAILEY. The distinction is as plain as the day. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the difference between 
two cases cited 

Mr. BAILEY. In the one case the charge was agauis! 
personal conduct of the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand that, but 

Mr. BAILEY. And I say here and I say everywhere | 





wi 








every Senator ought to be able to show that he has nol be 
guilty of conduct which would justify his expulsion, con 
which had resulted in his indictment by the grand jury 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
| expulsion, 


a L 


And which would therefore justify his 
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Mr. BAILEY. It might or might not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It might or might not. That 

Mr. BAILEY. The grand jury heard but one side. 
jury has indicted thousands of | 
victed and who ought not to have been convicted, 
quently the indictment alone did not imply a state of 
which would justify the expulsion of the Senator. And 
the Senator is arraigned at the bar of the court he is entitled 
to the protection of that rule which requires the proof of his 
guilt to be made beyond a reasonable doubt. 

But that rule could not be invoked here, and if the Senator 
will take the trouble to read the rather long address which I 
delivered to the Senate several days ago, covering a part of two 
days, he will not find an intimation in all that speech that the 
Senator from Illinois must be proved to have participated be- 
yond a reasonable doubt, not even that the case itself must be 
established beyond a reasonable doubt. 

I go so far, Mr. President, as to say tha 


is true. 

The grand 
and conse 
facts 


ww har 
wien 


if the preponderance 


of evidence was against the right of a Member to his seat the 
Senate would be justified in acting upon that preponderance. 
With the Senator’s permission I will state the case as it oe- 


curred, and upon which I made this statement, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am perfectly willing, but I think we all 
remember that case. 

Mr. BAILEY. The committees were announced, and the Sen- 
ator in question was not assigned to any committee. I rose toa 
question affecting the privileges of the Senate, and even if I 
did not state it that way that is exactly what was involved. I 
declared that it was not competent for the Senate to organize 
itself and appoint its committees and ignore any man who sat 
here as a Senator from any State. The answer was made that 
the Senator in question was under an indictment. I replied 
that that was all the more reason, for the sake of the Senator's 
constituents, for the sake of the country, and for the sake of 
the Senate itself, that the matter should be disposed of and the 
Senator relieved from this discrimination or the Senate re- 
lieved from his presence. It was in that connection that I 
declared the rule under which the Senate proceeds is a different 
rule from that under which the court proceeds. 

I beg pardon of the Senator for having interrupted the con- 
tinuity of his thought. As I I was engaged about the 
business of the Senate elsewhere, but I wanted this to appear 
in its proper place. I apologize to the Senator for interrupting 
him. ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That all right. Mr. President, 
the Senators who were here will remember, I read this state 
ment from the Senator from Texas after I had read the law as 
ziven in the most creditable textbooks and also as stated by 
Justice Daniels in the famous Kerr case in New York as to what 
constitutes bribery and the sufficiency of the testimony thereof. 

Mr. President, the Senator makes the distinction between a 
case justifying expulsion and a case involving the validity of an 
The result of both is the same. In either case it 
affects the seat, but in the first case it is purely personal; in 
the second case it may be impersonal, because it goes to the 
validity of the election. 

Therefore, I will read again the statement from the Senator, 
but will leave it to the Senate whether, if he stated the rule 

curately, in a case of personal misconduct justifying an ex- 


said, 


is as 


election, 


pulsion, the same statement does not apply with infinitely more 
force where we are trying the validity of an election. 
x rule is different here from that which prevails in the courts 
e, as a safeguard for the liberty of the citizen, he must have his 
; t established beyond a reasonable doubt: here the rule ought to be 
that | ? i free himself from all appearance of wrongdoing beyond 
’ able doudt. 
Il. THE EVIDENCE. 


BRIBERY CONFESSED. 


Mr. President, I now come to the evidence. Waiving aside, 
for the purposes of this case, the decisions I have read from 
the English courts, dismissing from our minds all that those 
zreat authorities, both in courts of England and in Parliament 
itself afford us, except only the light they give to us as to how 


we should approach this matter, the spirit in which we should 
administer it, let us apply the evidence to committee precedents 
or committee utterances heretofore. 

That evidence shows, as the Senator from Tennessee, a mem 
ber of the subcommittee that took the testimony, declares, that 
it least seven of these votes were corrupt. As to four of them 
the committee’s report itself says: 

‘our members of the general LORIMER 
White, 


f assembly which elected Mr. 
testified to receiving money as a consideration for their votes 
a rs who thus confessed their own infamy were Charles A. 
Michael Link, H. J. C. Beckemeyer, and Daniel W. Holstlaw. 

I will not call attention to the divergencies between the com- 
nittee’s report and the speeches of the members of the com- 
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eople who could not be con- | 


mittee when they came to speak upon the question—not now 


at least. The committee’s report itself says that at least four 
ne mbers conte ss to be ing l ribe d. 

But, Mr. President, let us examine the evidence, not taking 
advantage of this admission of the committee. To my mind the 
evidence is as clear on reading the cold 1 is to the 


rd as it w 


Senator from ‘Tennessee, a member of the subcommittee who 
heard the witnesses, who himself exar ed some of them with 
his customary skill and directness. 

I have not been able to understand how any Senator possibly 
could conclude that no bribery had been proved here. 1 do t 
quarrel with anybody who does so conclude; but I s ly can 
not understand it. I do understand the influence of ingenious 
arguinent and pathetic appeal and the effects of a 1 V 
voice, expressing touching sentiments But I rei b \ { 
is said in the Merchant of Venice: 

Phe world is still deceived with ornament 
In law, what plea so tainted and cerrupt 
But. being seasoned with a gracio voice, 
Obscures the show of evil‘ 

So let us, as judges, reluctant to discharge a disagreeable 
duty and yet bound to do it for all that, examine this testimony. 

I shall begin, Mr. President. with the Illinois Senate. The 
bribe taker to whom I shall refer is Senator Holstlaw. Holst 
law swears that his fellow senator, Broderick, the Chicago 


saloon keeper, told him when he asked him how he was going to 
vote, that there was $2,500 in it for him if he voted for the sit 
ting Member. Again I repeat that, if I misstate any of this testi 





mony or forget any of it, 1 trust some Senator will correct me 
at the time. 

Ilolstlaw testified : 

aid to me, “1 IMER is going to be ¢ ted to-m 1 he 
Bs here is $2,500 for you if you want to vot t vay Now, 
that is what I have said here 

Later on I shall read the statement that he signed, which 
was prepared for him by his own lawyers, recommended to 
him by the sheriff, which he declares he signed because it was 
true and because he owed a duty to make it. 

Mr. President, in this statement, which I think I might as 
well, perhaps, read now—the statement is about two trans 
actions, one in reference to the election bribery and the other in 
reference to the furniture deal: 

Q. Who talked to you on that subject, and what was said? 

A. Senator Broderick, of Chicago. He said to m« Mr. LorIMeER is 
oing to be elected to-morrow that is as well as I remem 
dat and he said. “There is $2,500 for you if you want tf t t 
way,” and the next morning I voted for him 

Q. Did you tell Mr. Broderick that you would vote f Mr, I 
MER? 

T REY ' ps 

A. I do not know whether I did or not, but I think I did 

He afterwards said that he did this before 

Q. Did you afterwards receive any money from Mr. Brod ck, and if 
you did, when and where was that‘ 4. J receired § ’ if at 
one time, and I do not know whether I re ved the other at tl vine 
time or not. but I rather think it was at another time J received 
$709; I think it was about that 

Q. What was the $2,500 for‘ \. It was for ting for LoniM 

@. And what was the $700 for?—A. Well, 1 ver said, and I did 
ask him He said there was that much comi to me l han 
to me; that is all that was said about it 

@. Do you ku of any other matter connected w ! 
bribery during the last ssion of the le iture that you now |! 

A{. I do not 

This statement is made volunta y, mse I feel it is it 
it and I do not feel that I cai e a } t t ithout 
a full disclosure of the truth respecting the itters to the | 
authority. 

He testifies, Mr. President, that nothing was said to ] 
about testifying as to his voting for the sitting Member as an 
ducement to sign this statement; but he does say that the ind 
ment against him would be quashed if he (Holstlaw) “told ¢ 
truth:’ that he signed the statement because it was the truth. 


him to sign this paper whici 


He further says nothing induced 
| true. 


was not true; that the paper was 

So much for that, Mr. Pre Then on the 
and here is a very queer circumstance if all t! 
spiracy ” against the sitting Member—Holstlaw 
He says he goes there in answer to a letter which he receive 
from Broderick calling him there. He comes in at the Lllinois 
Central Station. He goes one mile and a half from that station 
over the bridge to Broderick’s saloon, which is on the West Sice 
He had never been at Broderick’s before; he did not 
frequent saloons. There, he testifies, Broderick gave him $2,500 
in currency. 

If Holstlaw’s testimony is not true, poor 
ing of our sympathy more than any man any of us ever he: 
of. If Holstlaw’s testimony is not true, Broderick is the vict 
of a tangle of circumstances which nothing but a devilish and 

{| malign fate ever could surround a man with, 
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What did Holstlaw do after he got this $2,500? Well, Mr. 
President, he was a banker, and so immediately he went to the 
bank and deposited this $2,500 to the account of his home 
bank. His home was a little town in southern Illinois, over 250 
miles from Chicago. Has anybody denied that he deposited that 
money? Not until the other day. 

THE $2,500 BRIBE IMMEDIATELY DEPOSITED IN BANK. 

Does the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Paynter] believe that 
Mr. Holstlaw did not deposit that $2,500? If he did deposit it, 
where did he get it? He said he got it from Broderick. Cer- 
tainly he would not make the trip of more than 250 miles from 
his home town carrying currency amounting to $2,500 in his 
pocket in order to deposit it in a bank in Chicago, when he 
could as well have made the deposit by exchange. 

So not only, Mr. President, do we have the confession of Holst- 
law under oath to having received a bribe, but we trace the 
exact amount of the first installment of the bribe money into 
the place he deposited it. The law of evidence in bribery 
requires no higher proof than that—the confession of having 
received the corrupt money and the exact amount of the corrupt 
money pe rsonally de posil¢ d to the account of his bank the same 
day he got it. 

It has been said that there is no proof of this. What proof 
of it is there? First, Holstlaw himself swears he deposited it: 
second, Newton, the chief clerk of the bank, swears he personally 
received it from Holstlaw. But that is not all. The bank’s de- 
posit slip itself was produced, the one which has here been de- 
nounced as a forgery. To that element of the case I shall come 
in a moment. 

It was stated, Mr. President, that the so-called “ prosecution ’ 
should have called for the books of the bank. Well, why did 
not the committee itself call for the books of the bank? Why 
did not the attorney for the sitting Member call for the books of 
the bank? 

Because they believed this deposit had been made. Holstlaw 
had testified that it had been made; the chief clerk of the 
bank, who had no motive for committing perjury, testified 
that it had been made; the deposit slip showed that it had 
been made; and of course the subcommittee believed that it 
had been made and so did the attorney for the sitting Mem- 
ber. Otherwise the books of the bank would have been called 
for; and they were not called for only because the subcommittee 
and the sitting Member’s own attorney believed that the $2,500 
deposit had been made and we know it was made. 

** FORGERY *’ OF DEPOSIT SLIP. 

Does not every Senator here know that that deposit had 
been made? Well, if it was made, then why was it necessary 
for the Senator from Texas the other day to call the bank’s 
deposit slip a “ forgery?” Evidently, Mr. President, the tracing 
of this $2,500 in Holstlaw’s hands on the day he said he had 
received it and on the day it is admitted he was at Broderick’s 
saloon, where he said he got it—the tracing of that to the bank 
where he said he deposited it—was believed by those who are 
upholding this election to be a fatal weakness to their defense. 

Otherwise, certainly the charge of forgery of the bank’s de- 
posit slip would not have been made. The deposit slip was de- 
nounced as a forgery upon the ground that the reply brief of 
counsel for the Chicago Tribune had said that it was signed in 
Holstlaw’s name. 

Because a lawyer made a mistake in a brief is that sufficient 
ground to charge that a deposit slip issued by a reputable and 
creditable bank is a “forgery?” Unthinkable, and yet it was 
done. Why? The charge of “forgery” would not have been 
made if it was not thought necessary to deny the deposit of 
this $2,500. 

What was the motive of the “forgery” of this deposit slip, 
Mr. President, if any existed? And who committed this alleged 
“forgery?” A man without a motive, the chief clerk of the 
bank, swears that he himself received the money; the man who 
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deposited it swears that he deposited it there. What good, then, | 


would the “forgery” do? Desperate must be the case that 
requires an attack like that. 

It was stated by the Senator from Texas—though he has not 
reproduced it in his printed remarks in the Recorp, and I think 


it is to the credit of the Senator that he struck that out—that | 


Goy. Deneen was a stockholder in the bank. This, mind you, 
in connection with the charge of “ forgery.” What has that to 
do with it? 

Is the fact that Goy. Deneen held stock in that bank ground 
for charging the “forgery” of the bank’s deposit slip? If not, 
why mention him in that connection? Yet I read in the Chi- 
cago public print which defends the sitting Senator that that 
statement was made; and, of course, we know it was made, 
because we all heard it. 
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So I suppose there will be no more question about the “forgery ” 
of the deposit slip. There was no motive for forgery. Nobody 
has shown who committed forgery. On the contrary, the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. CuMMINS] produced an affidavit of the 
chief clerk of the bank, who swore he received the money him- 
self and that he had made out the deposit slip. So we know 
who made out the deposit slip. 

THH BOOKS OF THE BANK. 
tut, Mr. President, it has been said that the books of the 
bank should have been produced. Since one affidavit has been 
put in I thought it was advisable to get another affidavit upon 
that point. It is the affidavit of this same Jarvis O. Newton, 
who received this deposit. He says, under oath: 

That he now is and for many years continuously last past has been, 
and on June 16, 1909, was the chief clerk of the State Bank of Chi 
eago; that he is the same Jarvis O. Newton whe has heretofore made 
an affidavit, to which affidavit was attached a certain deposit slip 
dated June 16, 1909, showing a deposit of $2,500 of “ Holstlaw Bank, 
ef fuka, HL; that upon the face of said deposit slip appears by 

Ll tamp the words and figures, “‘ Note, June 16, 1909, teller;” that 








Lid 





said stamp simply indicates that the note teller acted as a receiving 
teller of snid $2,500: that it was said note teller, acting as such re 
‘eiving teller, who caused said sum to be placed to the credit of the 


Holst! Bank upon the ledger account of said Holstlaw Bank in the 
State Bank of Chicago after this afiant had received said sum of 
$2,500 from D. W. Holstlaw on said June 16, 1909, AND HAD MADE ovr 
CHE DEPOSIT SLIP IN QUESTION, and had delivered said sum of $2,500, 
together with said oe slip, to said note teller acting as such recely 
ing teller as aforesaid; that said 

Now, here is the question about the books— 

‘Yhat said $2,500 deposit was placed to the credit of said Holstlaw 
Bank, of Iuka, Il., on the books of the State Bank of Chicago on 
June 16, 1209, as a regular deposit, and appears upon the ledger account 
of said Holstlaw Bank in said State Bank of Chicago as an item of 
deposit made on June 16, 1909; that said entry was regularly made in 
due course of business of said bank. Further affiant saith not. 

So, Mr. President, that matter is cleared up. Holstlaw swears 
thet he got the money and deposited it in the bank; Newton, 
the chief clerk of the bank, swears that he himself received it 
from Holstlaw in bills of large denomination; the bank’s de- 
posit slip, which has been challenged here as a “forgery,” is 
clearly genuine; and, finally, the affidavit of an officer of the 
bank that the entry regularly appears on the books of the bank. 
Of course, the subcommittee did not ask for the books. The sub- 
committee believed Holstlaw deposited that money there. I will 
ask the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Paynter] if he did not 
believe he did. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I will say, Mr. President, in response to the 
Senator’s question, which seems to be directed at me, that, 
assuming Holstlaw did deposit that money, there is absolutely 
no evidence that he got it from John Broderick. If the Senator 
should call at my office to-day and go down town an hour after- 
wards and deposit money, it would be no evidence of the fact 
that he got it from me. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; that is not the question I am asking. 
What I asked the Senator was, whether the subcommittee did 
not believe that the deposit was made by Holstlaw on that day‘ 

Mr. PAYNTER. The Senator has asked me what seven men 
believed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, what the Senator believes, and if 
it is disagreeable to the Senator, I will withdraw the question 

Mr. PAYNTER. I do not recall that I have heard in private 
conversation a single member of the committee express an opin- 
ion upon that particular matter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If it is not agreeable to the Senator, | 
will withdraw the question. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I discussed the question entirely from tlie 
point of view that if Holstlaw did deposit the money there, i! 
was no evidence that he got it from John Broderick. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That I will try to take up; but the fac! 
is that of course the subcommittee believed that money had 
been deposited there, believed the deposit slip was genuine, bi 
lieved the testimony of the chief clerk, believed the testimony 
of Holstlaw that he made the deposit; or else the subcommil 
tee, composed of eminent lawyers, would of course have usked 
for the books of the bank. And so did the attorney for the 
sitting Member also believe that that deposit was made, or 
otherwise he would have asked the committee to compel the 
bank to produce the books and papers. 

WHERE BUT FROM BRODERICK DID HOLSTLAW GET THE $2,500? 

Where did Holstlaw get that money if he did not get it from 
Broderick? Did he come more than 250 miles in summer, over 
the hot prairies of Illinois, carrying $2,500 in bills of large de 
nomination in his pocket in order to deposit it in a Chicagé 
bank? Most extraordinary state of intellect that would do that. 
If he wanted to deposit that money from his home, why did not 
hé do as all banks do in the conduct of their business, do it in 
the ordinary course of exchange? Where did he get it? He 
tells where he got it. 
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Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr, BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but 
he is asking me a question. 

According to this record he got $1,500 from some furniture 
company as a bribe. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. When? 

Mr. PAYNTER. Some time during the session of the leg 
lature, as appears from this record. He swore he committed 
perjury in reference to that matter. There is no controversy 
upon that question. 

Now, if he was so thrifty as all that in the great city of Chi 
cago, with perhaps many enterprises upon his hands, because 
confessed he was as corrupt asa man could be, I would not under- 
take to say from whom he might have got $2,500 and deposited 
it there. But I do say that a man who confesses that he had 
been guilty of bribery in connection with another transaction, 
who confesses that he made this statement to involve Lorimer 
in this matter to get rid of that 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, he does not make that statement. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Is not worthy of belief; and independent 
of any other testimony, I would not convict anybody upon his 
testimony. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
the issue. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I am not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In the first place the Senator says that 
n man who would confess to having been guilty of perjury or 
bribery in one case, he would not believe if he confessed to the 
same thing in another case. I do not want to misstate his 
statement. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Oh, no. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What was your second statement? 

Mr. PAYNTER. I say that if a man would accept a bribe 
and then commit perjury in order to get rid of the charge 
against him 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator says that Holstlaw made 
this statement, and he says he made it in order to get rid of 
the indictment. 

Now, then, we will read what Holstlaw did say, and then we 
will come back to the engaging question whether he got the 
money. I think I will satisfy the Senator where he got the 
money. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. FRAZIER. As I recall it, the only evidence in this 
record that Mr. Holstlaw was bribed with respect to the fur- 
niture transaction is the testimony of Mr. Holstlaw himself, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. FRAZIER. If the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Payn- 
TER] states that he was bribed with respect to the furniture 
transaction, he believes him with respect to that, of 
and it is in the same evidence that he says he was bribed with 
respect to this matter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yet the Senator from Kentucky 
believe him with respect to that. 





Senator from Indiana 


: 


is- 


1e 





The Senator must not get from 


away 





Senator from Indiana 


course, 


refuses to 


Mr. PAYNTER. It is always very important when a gentle 
man makes a statement to tell all the facts in order that they 
may be correctly judged. 

Holstlaw was indicted—there is a record of that fact—for 


this bribery. He admits that he testified on the 29th, I think 
it was, of a certain month, and on the same day was indict 
for perjury committed at that time, and on the next day, I 
think it was—I am speaking now without having the record 
before me. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We will read the record. 

Mr. PAYNTER. The next day he entered into this contract 
by which be was to make this charge against Lorimer, and in 
consideration of that, as I am justified in inferring from the 
statement in the record, the indictment him was dis 
missed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Where does the Senator find anything in 
this record that he made a contract against the sitting Member? 

Mr. PAYNTER. He did 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will read the testimony. 

Mr. PAYNTER. In speaking of the attorney. It was the 
attorney suggested by the sheriff of that county. He had not 
employed him, as I recollect it, to defend him at all. 
stood indicted for perjury in connection with this furniture 
transaction. The day after this statement was made the indict- 


against 


this——. 
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ment against him for perjury was dismissed. When you take 
those circumstances altogether is it possible for the Senator 
from Indiana to infer that the indictment for perjury was not 
dismissed by reason of the fact that he made this statement? 
Is there any other conclusion? 
ALLEGED “ CONSPIRACY ” AGAINST 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not have to infer. I have the testi- 
mony itself, which I will read in a moment. But before I do 
read it I want to ask my friend, the Senator from Kentucky 


SITTING MEMBER 


this question: Does he think that this “ conspiracy ” which is 
alleged to have gotten up this case, also included a firm of 


attorneys down at Springfield, the sheriff of Sangamon County, 
the State’s attorney of Sangamon County as well as the State's 
attorneys and officers of justice of Cook County, Iil.? Did it 
include everybody? Was everybody at work to forward this 
“conspiracy,” including the officers of justice of at least three 
counties in Illinois—sheriffs and all? 

Mr. PAYNTER. I shall be very gla 
question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will be very glad to have it. 

Mr. PAYNTER. To repeat myself to some extent, this man 
was indicted for a transaction entirely distinct and separate 
from this senatorial election. You concede that, do you not? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I concede what the record shows; noth- 
ing more. 

Mr. PAYNTER. It is a fact. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know whether it is a fact or not. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Let me finish. In order to get rid of the in- 


d to answer the Senator's 


dictment for that transaction, he made this statement, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Stop right there 
Mr. PAYNTER. Following that, did he not make that state- 
ment? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Stop right there. See what he did say, 
Mr. PAYNTER. Answer my question. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I will read the record and let the 


record answer the Senator. 
Senator to point it out. 

Mr. PAYNTER. If the Senator will permit me, I will answer 
his question. 


If I make any mistake I want the 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will you let me read right here what is 
in the record? Let us see what the record itself discloses, 
Mr. PAYNTER. The interruption makes it necessary to re- 


peat my statement in order to get before the Senate the exact 
facts. 

Here was a man indicted for perjury committed in connection 
with a furniture transaction. He was indicted the day he testi 
fied in regard to it. Then after he signed this statement 
day following the signing of the statement—that indictment 
against him for a transaction in which he confessed he w: 
guilty of perjury was dismissed. For what purpose? That he 
would make this statement incriminating, or attempting to 
criminate, Lorimer or his friends. There is but 
to be drawn from it, and that is that he was indicted in Spring 
field for that offense, a distinct offense, and the State's attorney 


the 


S 


in- 


one conelusion 


there preferred to prosecute this case against Mr. Lorimer 
rather than to prosecute the charge of perjury against this man 
for which he stood indicted. 
| Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, it is the Senator’s theory— 

Mr. PAYNTER. The Senator can draw his own melu 
It is perfectly manifest that the State’s attorney preferred to 
obtain evidence against him upon the charge against Ls 
rather than convict Holstlaw on the charge where he had é 
proof positive against him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. First, the question is not what was the 
motive of the State’s attorney of Sangamon County rhe ques 
tion is, What was the truth? The question is, Did Iolstlaw 


state the truth when he said that he got this money from Brod- 
erick, when he recounted the conversation with Broderick, when 





he said he deposited it in the bank, which is corroborated by the 
chief clerk of the bank, by the deposit slip and by the bank's 
books? That is the question. As one of the att a 31 k 
for the sitting Member, said, “ We are not investigating the 
State attorney's oflice of Cook Co nty 

While I do not want to take time or encumber the Recorp, I 
have here just at this moment, and I will read, wl Holstlaw 
said about this paper: 

Ho! AW'S FIRST CONI ION, 

Q. Who drew that paper, Mr. Holstlaw, t sh } 
day ?7—A. It was Mr. Fitzgerald, Lawyer Fit rald, and [ 

Q. Mr. Gillespie‘ A. Yes, sir. 

@. They are partners, Gillespie and Fitzgerald?—A. Y« 


He is under cross-examination now by the attorney for the 
sitting Member. 
Q. They practice law in 
Q. One of them was attorney 
State of Illinois, wasn't he? 


Springfield, Il.2—A. Yes, sir 
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Then there is an objection. 
A. That I don’t know. 


There are so many objections in here it is hard to follow it. 

Judge Tlanecy. How did these gentlemen come to you to draw that 
paper ’—-A. They were recommended to me by the sheriff. 

Is the sheriff in the “conspiracy?” Were these attorneys, 
who were sworn to honorably deal with their clients, in the 
“conspiracy ?’ Was the State’s attorney of Sangamon County 
in the “ conspiracy,” which also embraced the State attorney’s 
office of Chicago? It looks as though the officers of justice were 
in a pretty wide conspiracy—nobody innocent it appears but the 
sitting Member. And he—well, he is an “inspiration” to 
American youth, the Senator from Texas assures us. 

A. They were recommended to me by the sheriff. 

Q. By the sheriff ?—A. By the sheriff. 

Q. Of your county ?—A. Yes, sir; Sangamon County. 

Q. That was the sheriff that had brought you from your home to the 
grand jury?—aA. Yes, sir. 

Then there are a lot of objections. 

Judge Hancey. Who drew that paper, Mr. Holstlaw?—A. Mr. Fitz- 
gerald and Mr. Gillespie. 

Q. And when it was prepared, was it presented to you?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By whom?—A. By these gentlemen. 

Q. Where ?—A. In their office. 

> * * 


: * - ? a. 
Judge Hanecy. In Springfield?—aA. Yes, sir; in Springfield. 
Q. On what day ?—A. I think it was the 29th of May. 


Q. And what was the conversation in relation to it before you signed 
it?—A. Well, I read it over and -— 

Q. And——-A. And then signed it. That was my statement. 

q. Yes, and then did they have you sworn to it?—A. No, sir; I 
think not. ; 

Q. You did not swear to it at the time?—A. I think not. 

Q. Did anybody say to you or explain to you why you were required 
or requested to sign that statement pA. No; they did not. 


I hope I am not skipping anything. The record, as Senators 
will notice, is full of interruptions and so-called argument of 
counsel. But I go down as near as I can. It is a very poor 
record. 

Q. Was there any conversation of that kind had before you signed 
that paper?—A. I think there was. 

Senator Burrows. What is that? 

The Wirness. I think there was something said about my having 
voted for LORIMER. 

Judge Hanpecy. Was there anything said to you as to what would 
happen to. you or the indictment that had been procured against you 
for perjury, if you signed that paper or if you did not sign it? Did 
they tell you what would happen to you if you did not sign it? 

Senator Burrows. That question is plain. Read it, Mr. Reporter. 

(Question read.) 

A. No; I don’t think they told me what would happen to me if I did 
not sign it; I don’t think they did. 

Q. What did they tell you, if anything, as to what would be done if 


you did not sign it?—A. Well, I don’t remember that they said any- 
thing about that. 


Q. Did they say the indictment for pores against you would be 
quashed if you signed it?—-A. They said this—they said éf I testified 
to the truth that the indictment would be quashed. 


Q. The truth on what?—A. On—well, on the Lorimer vote and also 
the furniture. 


Q. The furniture vote?—A. Yes, sir. 


And then it goes on, I think irrelevant as to this, until we 
come down to a lot of objections again and so-called argu- 
ments. 

Q. Why did you sign the paper, the writing shown to you yesterday, 
Mr. Holstlaw?—A. Why did I sign it? ‘i 

Q. Yes.—A. Because it was a statement that I had made and it awas 
a true one. 

Judge Hanecy. The language was formulated by some one else, by 
those lawyers, and not by you?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were the questions put to you that are embodied in that statement 
and did you make the answers therein embodied?—A. Well, I read it 
over and then I signed it. 

Q. And it was true, was it?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you make it for the purpose of relieving your conscience ?—A. 
Well, I don’t believe I did, particularly, but J did it because it was true 
and I felt that it was my duty to make a statement to the grand jury. 


Now, then, Senator Paynter asked a few questions: 

Q. Upon what day did you appear before the grand jury at Spring- 
field ?—A. Upen the 28th day of May. 

Q. Upon what day was the indictment returned against you for per- 
jury for your testimony before the grand jury?—A. The same day. 

Q. The same day?—aA. Yes, sir. 

Q. Upon what day was this paper signed?—A. The 29th. 

Q. Upon what day was the indictment dismissed ?—A. The same day, 
the 29th. 


Q. Before or after the paper was signed?—A. Well, I think it was 
after. 


+ u * a * ~ - 


Senator GAMBLE. How far is your home from here, Mr. Holstlaw? 
The Witness. It is about 250 miles. 


I think that is perhaps enough. 

The Senator from Kentucky was going to ask me a question. 

Mr. PAYNTER. The Senator is arguing the question of 
conspiracy by the State’s attorney and others at Springfield. 
I do not think in my remarks I made a charge that it was a 
conspiracy. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, others have charged that this 
whole business is a “ vile conspiracy” against the sitting Mem- 








ber. If so, that “conspiracy” included reputable lawyers, 
State’s attorneys, sheriffs, judges on the bench—everybody, 
nearly, it would appear. 

Mr. PAYNTER. In addition to what I have already said, I 
desire to call the Senator's attention to the question that I 
asked. The Senator, of course, takes the position that it was 
perfectly legitimate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGER. What? 

Mr. PAYNTER. For the State’s attorney to dismiss an in- 
dictment against this witness for perjury growing out of an 
entirely distinct and separate transaction in order to induce him 
to make a statement that would tend to incriminate a friend of 
Mr. Lorrmer’s. I presume the Senator justifies that course of 
conduct on the part of the State’s attorney. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam not concerned init. The only thing I 
am concerned in is what was the truth of those transactions, and 
I am concerned in the instance the Senator names only so far 
as it would affect the truthfulness of the transaction. I am 
not either praising or criticizing the conduct of those public 
officers. 

Mr. PAYNTER. But the Senator—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, I can turn that on the Senator and 
ask him whether he thinks the State’s attorney of Sangamon 
County, as well as the State’s attorney and other officers of 
justice elsewhere, all worked together to produce this result. 
The question that interests me is whether these confessions are 
true; and that is the only question that should interest any 
Senator. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Iam very glad the Senator has asked me the 
question. If the State’s attorney had paid Mr. Holstlaw money 
to make this statement, everybody would concede it was cor- 
rupt. 

Now, if the same State’s attorney will dismiss an indictment 
for perjury against a party in order to obtain testimony against 
LORIMER, can you tell me the difference in character between a 
transaction like that and the giving of money for the testimony, 
so far as a corrupt act goes? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator now is trying the State's at- 
torney of Sangamon County. 

Mr. PAYNTER. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘The other day they tried the official con- 
duct of the State’s attorney of Cook County. What we are try- 
ing here is the truth about 

Mr. PAYNTER. But the Senator 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. About the official conduct of these mem- 
bers of the legislature. 

Mr. PAYNTER. The Senator turned to me—— 

THE QUESTION IS NOT THE STERNNESS OF THE OFFICERS OF JUSTICE IN 
ILLINOIS BUT OF BRIBERY IN THIS ELECTION. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will remember that even the 
attorney for the sitting Member, before the subcommittee, when 
some person was proposing to produce the deputy district at- 
torney or assistant district attorney, said: “ We are not investi- 
gating the district attorney.” That is true. That is not the 
question. The question is whether this bribery was committed 
or not. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I did not interrupt the Senator, but he ad- 
dressed himself to me and asked me a question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. I am glad 

Mr. PAYNTER. It gives me pleasure to try to answer him—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Go ahead. 

Mr. PAYNTER. In the most satisfactory way I can, at least 
to myself, if not to him and the Senate. So I have character- 
ized the conduct of the district attorney. To show that my 
statement is correct, I want to read a question that I asked. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On what page is that? 

Mr. PAYNTER. Page 221, at the bottom of the page. 

Senator Paynter. I want to ask you one more question. 

Q. Did you understand from either District Attorney Burke or any 
officer of the court there, the judge, or this firm of lawyers, that this 
indictment was to be dismissed against you if you signed this paper ?— 
“6 Ven nen that?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that was the agreement between you?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That talk related, then, to the agreement to induce you to sign 
this paper?—A. Well, I suppose it did in part. 

Then, further down 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Wait a minute; do not skip. 

Mr. BURROWS. A little louder. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (reading) : 

A. I felt it was a true statement and I signed it, and I suppose that 
had something to do with it. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I am making no question but that he said it 
was a true statement, but the purpose I had was to show the in- 
ducement which operated on him to make this statement; 
then we can consider whether it was true or not, considering 
the circumstances under which it was obtained. 
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Let me read a little further: | 
Q. You were anxious to get rid of the indictment against you?— | 
A. Yes, sir 


You w 


Q re really more interested in that, were you not, than you 
were interested in signing the statement, which tells the truth, as you 
say ‘ \. I was very much interested in that. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE 





The Senator should have continued. The 
Senator should have read on a little bit further. 

Q. Did the fact that you were indicted, Mr. Holstlaw. or that 1 
were in the custody of an oflicer, or that you wanted to go home, or 
that you might eall before the ; ury, or any other ‘t or 
circumstance induce you t« ontaining, as you n read 
it, any statement that wie A. No, sir; it was ti the 
statement that I made. 

Q. Absolutcly truc?—A. Yes, sir; it was 


Mr. President, let us see the predicament that anyone is in 
who says that Holstlaw swore falsely ¢ 
bribe. that he deposited it, and that he was induced to this ner 
jury by a “ conspiracy ” which sweeps clear from Chicag 
to Springfield and involves the officers of justice 
separated points of the State of Illinois. 

Who is inducing the State’s attorney of Sangamon County to 
‘conspire ”’-against anybody? Whois inducing his fellow State's 
attorney of Cook County to “conspire” against anybody? Who 
inducing the sheriff of Sangamon County enter this 
“conspiracy?"’’ Who has devised this gigantic web of evil t 
enmesh a good man in its fatal strands—a web that 
its threads olficers of justice of a great State, the governor of 
that Commonwealth, all the newspapers but one of the greatest 
city except one in the Nation, and nearly every good influence 
except “ Hinky Dink,’ “Manny” Abrahams, and other saloon 
keepers? 

What vast and hidden power has accomplished all this? 
ANY 


in saying that he got thi 


0 cdown 


in widely 


ry 


is to into 
0 


‘ a : 
includes in 


If ““CONSPIRED ” AGAINST THE 


WERE STUPID 


SITTING MEMBER 
fHEY * CONSPIRATORS.” 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will it interrupt the Senator 
if I make a suggestion there? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. FRAZIER. If this testimony of Senator Holstlaw was 
false, if it was the result of a conspiracy, was made up out of 
the whole cloth with a view of doing Senator LorIMER a great 
injustice, as is now intimated by certain Senators, has it o 
curred to the Senator that the gentlemen who were engaged in 
that conspiracy were a very ignorant or a very stupid set of 
men? 

Would it not have been just as easy for Mr. Holstlaw, if 
he was going to swear falsely or was induced to swear falsely, 
to make up an entirely false story, and to have sworn that Mr 
LoRIMER himself gave him the $2,500? Senator Lorimer could 
not have denied it any more vehemently than Mr. Broderick 
did. Yet if he had sworn that it was a false statement and 
had sworn that Mr. Lorimer gave him the $2,500, we would 
not be now troubled with the question as to whether there were 
enough members of the legislature bribed to invalidate his elec- 
tion; the one would have been sufficient. 

As this applies to Senator Holstlaw, it seems to me it would 
likewise apply to Mr. Link, and Mr. Beckemeyer, and Mr. White. 
If all this thing is made up, if it is all a humbug, if it is all a 
conspiracy, why did not those wicked gentlemen who were en 
gaged in that conspiracy induce these witnesses who were 
willing to perjure themselves to swear directly that Mr. LoriMer 
bribed them and hence settle the whole question? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
mit me? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I say quite so, and more, and because it 
would have been far easier for Holstlaw to have sustained the 
statement that he got the money directly from Mr. Lorimer 
rather than from Mr. Broderick, for the following additional 
reasons: There would have been a natural excuse for Holstiaw 
visiting the sitting Member in Chicago, first, because he voted 
for him; second, because they are both bankers; third, because 
he was near the Annex Hotel and the station. 


IN THIS MATTER 


SO 


Quite so. 


Will the Senator from Indiana per- 


But in the ease of Broderick, his fellow senator, Holstlaw 
had to support the so-called perjury which this so-called “ con- 
piracy ” evolved by actually coming 250 miles from the southern 


part of the State and going a mile and a half across the town, 
er the bridge, a saloon owned by Broderick, 


into where he 


had never been before and where the testimony shows he had 
no other business whatever, and then come back again and 
deposit $2,500 in bank. Yes, indeed, the master mind th 
evolved this so-called “eon spiracy ™ certainly was mudd! 


Member 


when that mind did not fix this bribery upon the sitting ! 
instead of upon Broderick. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE 
Does the Senator from Indiana yield to the 
South Dakota? 


in 


Senator from 


the chair). 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Just upon this point I think we all re 


ognize the importance of the testimony, if be corrob: f 
Holstlaw, Beckemeyer, and Link. I only 1 to ase 

the Senator corroborates this view. I cha ed the nt 
who are attacking the testimony of these t] witnesses, and 
it was shrewdly attempted over and « ounsel in 
examining these witnesses to show that 1 di 


+} 
Lue 


tion upon which 
that they should testify a certain way. |! 


prosecution 





men on the other side to show yw! \ 
Mr. Wayman, the State’s attorney of Cook € 

ties or his detectives, or where tl St Ss 

mon County or any of his assista ever 1 ( J 
words in the mouth of eithe HH or or ] 

and claimed, “ You must t iy this as a a 

missing the charges you As L remembet j 
Hanecy undertook ingenu to get | it 1 
condition was that he must ad dl « s 
voting for Lorimer,” to get Link to admit t vas 

for him to say that he got thousand do ; for ve 
LorgiMer, before they would dismiss the indictment agai 

The attempt was broken down id abs« \ tiled. and th 
testimony shows—I thin! Senator will i with 1 ind 
also the Senator from Tennessee [Mh A that the 
condition was that these men should tell tl ruth S the Ne 
ator states. I challenge the record for a sy ble of tes Ly 
to the contrary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is absolutely accurate. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me a moment. They did tell 
the truth, unless we believe what we are urged to believe, 
that the State’s attorneys of Cook County and of Sangamon 
County were instruments of an infamous and widespread “ con 
spiracy ” to get these confessed bribe takers to tell the clumsies 
falsehood ever perpetrated in courts of justice or any whe re 
else. The question is whether they told the truth Did Holst- 
law get the money? Did he tell the truth when he testified 
under oath that he got the money? I do not ut to get away 
from Holstlaw for a moment. I am going to come to Broderick 
right away. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ind 


ana yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I do not desire to argue ‘ 
that is raised by the Senator from South Dakota in this place, 


because it was covered as completely as I could do so in the 
remarks I made on this question. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have the Senator’s remarks here. I am 


going to refer to them. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Just a moment, 
by the Senator from South Dakota that they were told to tell 
the truth. That is true; but they were at the same time told 
what was the truth as claimed by the district attorney. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Was it the truth? 

Mr. PAYNTER. That is a question 
termine. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, it is for the Senate to decide 
the Senate alone, uninfluenced by anything but our oath-bound 
judgment. 


if you please. It 


is asserted 


hat is the question. 


for the Senate to de 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the Senator permit here, for 
that is important. I would ask the Senator fr Kentucky 
point out a single place where they told thes en wl y 
claimed was the truth to which they must testify 

Mr. PAYNTER. It is all through the record, that 
claimed they had received money for v« gf LORI 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is not a thing in the re 
cept the statement of Link that they tried to | the 
into his mouth State's Attorne: \\ ol ¢ 
(Chicago), denies Link’s theatri 
to trust, the State’s attorney of | ( 


attorney of Sangamon County, or I I 


treatment of these poor abused bribe taker the of 
justice of the State of Lllinois m t 


Mr. SMITH of Mi Mr Pre: 


higan. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 8 tor fror In 
diana yield to the Senator from Mi , 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Sena ft | ( Mr. 
FRAZIER] Suggested a moment ago tl ! 
ciates were to make this statement out of the whol cloth 
they could have put it on the Senator from Illinois as y 


ma State senator of Lilinois. 
BEVERIDGE. More easily) 

SMITH of Michigan. 
Indiana that the testimony will show tl iH 


Mr. 
Mr. 
trom 





Il desire to re ind the Senator 
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summoned to Chicago by State Senator Broderick, if his testi- 
mony is to be believed, and that Holstlaw so testified; and that 
Broderick, when he was put upon the stand and asked that par- 
ticular question, declined to answer on the ground that it might 
tend to incriminate him if he responded in the atlirmative. So it 
is much more likely, I contend, that this invitation to come to 
Chicago should have been sent by State Senator Broderick 
than it could have been put upon Mr. Lorimer himself. This 
connecting circumstance would tend to strengthen the conelu- 
sion that he had been invited there by Mr. Broderick himself, 
whereas in the case of Mr. Lorimer there was no evidence at 
all that he had invited them there. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President, I come to Broderick, 
who admitted that his fellow senator, Holstiaw, visited Senator 





Broderick’s saloon the very day that the $2,500 was actually 
placed in the bank by Holstlaw. 
BRODERICK, IF INNOCENT, THEN MOST UNFORTUNATE. 

Now, Mr. President, it is a melancholy duty which I have 
before me—the treatment of this patriot Broderick. For if his 
story is believed and if the theory of the subcommittee is be- 
lieved, in all the chronicles of ingenious villainy there never was 
such a victim of bad men in the history of the world, a person 
so entitled to our tender sympathy as this good man Senator 
Broderick in his Chicago west-side saloon. 

If you believe the theory that Broderick did not give Holstlaw 
this money, then you must agree that Broderick himself was the 
object of “ conspiracy ” not only malign and tragic, but so curious 
that it is laughable. 

Look at the net of circumstances that catches poor Senator 
Broderick, the innocent, guileless, Chicago west-side saloon keeper. 
Here he was going peacefully to his saloon, a little late that 
day. He goes down and he finds Holstlaw there, his fellow 
senator. Holstlaw never had been there before. He had come 
up 250 miles from southern Illinois in the heat and sweat and 
dust of a sweltering summer. 

Holstlaw did not know where Broderick’s saloon was. But 
he found it. According to Broderick, Holstlaw was so anxious 
to pay a social visit to his fellow senator, that he found that 
west-side saloon. After Holstlaw got to Chicago he went a mile 
and a half on a hot summer day—and we know what that is in 
Chicago—out to the patriot Broderick’s saloon. 

Holstlaw had no reason for going, according to Broderick. 
Ife never went there before. He never frequented saloons. He 
stayed there a half or three-quarters of an hour, as Broderick 
testifies, There was little conversation—no business trans- 
acted, according to Broderick; and then this strange, mysterious 
Holstiaw leaves and goes a mile and a half back across the 
bridge, deposits $2,500 in the bank in bills of large denomina- 
tion, and then he accuses Broderick of having paid it to him, 
Awful! Ghoulish! That is, awful and ghoulish, according to 
the defenders of the sitting Member. 

Now I come to the kind of a man that Broderick is. In the 
first place, the members of the subcommittee will tell the Sen- 
ate, if Senators have not read this record, that the subcommittee 
had vast difficulty in locating Patriot Broderick at all. The Ser- 
geant at Arms could not produce him, A member of the sub- 
committee told me that they searched Broderick’s house. 

He was mysteriously missing. Last night, in going over the 
record again, I read that the Sergeant at Arms reported to the 
subcommittee that not only Broderick, but Browne, the “ mod- 
ern Lincoln,” as the Senator from Texas would have us regard 
Lee O’Neil Browne, and Wilson, “ Jack Pot” Wilson—none of 
these innocents could be located. Poor, hunted “babes in the 
woods,” the Sergeant at Arms of the United States Senate 
could not find them. Alas! [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In- 
diana yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, I do. 

BRODERICK THE ELUSIVE. 
Mr. GAMBLE. My recollection is very clear upon this propo- 


sition; I recall it distinctly, and I think I am correct in the } 


date, that the subpeena was issued for Lee O'Neil Browne be- 
eause, as I recall it, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Paynresr] 
and myself had to do with it. It was after dinner on Thursday 
night, and as testified to by Browne, he was in the city and only 
went to the suburbs, Yet in flaming headlines the next morn- 
ing- 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The suburbs were far enough for some 
people to lose themselves pretty completely if they wanted to 
do so. Can you imagine a better hiding place than the suburbs 
of Chicago? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAMBLE. His testimony is not impeached in that re- 
gard. Yet in flaming headlines the next morning it was an- 
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nounced in certain of the papers that Browne practically was & 
a fugitive from justice. It was utterly inexcusable—— ig 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me to ask him i 


a question there? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Wait a moment; let me go on. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; let me ask a question right there. 
Is it not true that the Sergeant at Arms reported to the com- 
mittee that none of the three could be found? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes; I think you will find that in the recor 
Let me say 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why could everybody else be found? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Let me say that Broderick was under in- 
dictment at Springfield; the case was being heard at that tin 
under a demurrer. He was there while the committee was 
session. He returned to Chicago. He did not care to ap- 
pear before the committee, and he gave this as his excuse, unti! 
he had conferred with his attorney; and, as I recall it, and 
as I think the record will disclose, he did appear on Monday 
morning with his attorney. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And the record further discloses that 
the committee very obligingly excused him until -he could 
to Springfield and confer with his attorneys on something — 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes; but 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me. The Senator is demonstrat- 
ing what I said a moment ago—that this man Brodrick. 
through unhappy and unfortunate circumstances that he could 
not well explain, aroused the tearful sympathy of all of the 
subcommittee, and the Senator from South Dakota is weeping 
copiously over his condition even yet. [Laughter.] Sad. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Not in the slightest degree, Mr. President - 
but I feel, in justice to the subcommittee which took this testi 
mony and heard the evidence, that I should make these facts 
plain before the Senate itself. I do not blame Mr. Broderick 
in refusing to answer certain of those interrogatories—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is plain that you stand by him—poor, 
abused Saloon-keeper Broderick! Who would not defend him 
if the theory of the Senator from South Dakota and of all those 
who defend this election is correct? 


in) 
1 





“ MINIONS ” OF THE LAW. 


Mr. GAMBLE. Propounded to him because, on account of 
the minions—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Minions of the law! 

Mr. GAMBLE. That were upon his track and the indictments 
pending against him at Springfield—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Poor soul! 2 

Mr. GAMBLE. He was justified in so doing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He was with his attorney. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I say the minions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. “ Minions” of the law! Yes; down with 
the “minions of the law” for hounding these bribe givers and 
bribe takers, says the Senator and the defenders of this election. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Not the minions of the law, but perhaps some 
of the men who were on the track of De Wolf—detectives who 
represented that they were out there in behalf of the committee, 
when they were never so authorized. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, Mr. President, the Senator’s de- 
nunciation of the oflicers of justice—— 

Mr. GAMBLE. I do not 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He has told us as his defense of Brod- 
erick—— 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, no, no. Will the Senator quote 
me correctly? I said the detectives. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You said “ minions.” 

Mr. GAMBLE. Not officers of the law. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then you .excuse the “minions of tl 
law.” You have no complaint to make of the State’s attorney 
of Chicago. But down with detectives, at least those who hunt 
down crime—especially crime against the American Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I have put in the record my judgment ou tha 
matter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator mind repeating it? I 
should like to hear it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I do not think that I particularly compli 
mented the officers of Cook County. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or of Sangamon County. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I never made criticism of them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. About Holstlaw. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I never made any criticism of the district 
attorney. The only criticism I did make upon Holstlaw was 
that he went before the grand jury and was indicted for perjury. 
He claimed that on that same day this detective had been fo! 
lowing him. The indictment was dismissed. I let the record 
speak for itself. 
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<eccliibacaatins nie ini es, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. that state 
ment he told the truth. 

Mr. GAMBLE. 


The question is whether in 
That is the sole proposition. 


1 REFUSE TO ANSWER.” 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has most fortunately, with 
out any intention of his own, directed the attention of the 
Senate to the very next point which logically comes, and that 


I think, will dispose of Mr. Broderick. 

Now, I want to claim the attention of the Senate—for it does 
so illumine this case and the view of the subcommittee—to the 
statement the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Gamer] 
that he not blame Broderick for not answering certain 
questions. I hope you will not forget that statement. What 
were those questions? Let us read them. I read from page 551: 


e 
ol 


docs 


©. You had no business relations with him A. No, sir 

@. (Continuing.) That would bring you together at all?—A. No, sir 

q®. Did you ever write to him to call on you? 

Mr. Dawson (Broderick’s attorney). I object to the question, and, 
Mr. Broderick, I advise you not to answer it 


The Witness. I refu 
I will now read a 


to ansiwe) 
series of questions which this man Broder 
ick refused to answer as to which the Senator specifically ex 
culpates him. Every one of these answers 
Mr. GAMBLE rose. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Every one of these 


Let me 
been 


Wait a minute. 
would have 


through 
something 


Let 


ansiccrs as to 


on which he could be contradicted, and he answered everything 
upon which he could not be contradicted. More than that, 
Mr. President—and this is what amazes me—he refused to 
answer, and the subcommittee permitted him to do so upon 


the ground that he might incriminate or injure himself, when 
the subcommittee should have known that 
in no danger. He was protected by the statutes of the United 
States giving him immunity for anything he might state to the 
Senate’s committee. 

Mr. GAMBLE. But, Mr. President, the only course left to 
the subcommittee would have been to have reported these facts 
They 


he was absolutely 


could not compel answers. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘The Senator did not want to go to that 
trouble, and did not want to bother us. 

Mr. GAMBLE. The Senate was not in session. This hearing 
was had in September and the first part of October, and the 
Senate was not in session until December. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why did you not try 
try it; you did not try to force him. 

Mr. GAMBLE. We did not presume to call a special session 
of Congress for that purpose. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; the Senator has said that he justified 
this man in not answering. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Hold on. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You said you did not blame him. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Let us be fair to each other, Mr. President, 
this. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
to the people, 

Mr. GAMBLE. I do say that in certain respects I did justify 
him, but not in all respects. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Name the 

Mr. GAMBLE. I recall that 
Broderick 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am going to read it 

Mr. GAMBLE. When Holstlaw was there, who else was it 
the saloon? Now, Mr. President, I will give the reasons for my 
belief. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. give your belief. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I will give the reasons for my belief. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It needs them. 

rHE SUBCOMMITTER’S P¢ 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, with the tremendous pressure 
of this case before it ever reached the Senate of the United 
States, with special agents, representatives, and detectives em 
ployed by the Chicago Tribune practically traversing the entire 
State of Illinois to dig up and find evidence, if they succeeded 
in disclosing the names of these men there present, I feel con 
fident Mr. Broderick thought that when the trial came on these 
men who were then present would be found to be missing or 
out of the jurisdiction of the State. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Think of that, Mr. President, as an ex- 
cuse for Broderick refusing to answer, when Broderick himself 
stated that the reason he refused to answer was because if he 
answered he might incriminate himself! 

Mr. President, the Senator said the only recourse would have 
been to have appealed to Congress. That is a change of position 
on the part of the committee; but not the only one, as I will 
show before I am through. I will ask the Senator and the sub- 


it? You did not 


in 


I want to be fair to everyone—especially 


resnects., 


the question was asked Mr 


No: 


SITION. 
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committee, who are the servants of this bod is wl 
they insisted on his answering tl ques s Lhe l 
have done that at least: could the 

Mr. GAMBLE. I think, Mr. | { rT i 
| fully made as representing the committes by ‘ bie ‘ 
from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER], as t ’ v e case. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have als what \ 

Mr. GAMBLE. It was the uw 1 
that where there was a refusal to an i 
his own ch: ‘es and Ssul I re 
committee, to enforce an answer, must ha the S« 
ate itself 

Mr. BEVERIDGE But the S 


did not even urge Broderick to answe 
refuse to answer, and the Senator has j ] 
not blame him for not answering 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Presiden 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, do not ch 
time. 

{ will read the statute. Mr. Pre i 
a perfect legal genius as his « s 
which have defended him on this floor w 
ence: and he refused to answer the questions 
to read in a moment, because he would “ine ‘ 

And vet here is the statute « he United States express x 
empting him from any consequences for any t iony | 
before a committee of this body or auy co 1 of ¢ : 
and expressly protecting hin 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He was not in the ‘ tle 
record does not show that the committee ey rrvest that 
to him. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, that law was very I 
was before the subcommittee and was thoroughly understood 
by every member of the subcommittee 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So much the worse. Thi is no ¢ 
for you then. The committee said nothing al the s 


That being true, why did you not insist on his testifying 


he refused to testify on the ground that he would incr 
himself? Then it would have been time for ve to fh 

“ We must consider whether we shall appeal to Congress: b 
as 2 matter of fact, you not only let him refuse to answer, but 


it is not quite 10 minutes since the Senator himself sa 


not blame him for not answering. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Because, Mr. President, he was within his 
rights under the law, and he assumed the responsibility of fai 
ing to answer. To coerce or compe! answers, we would ive 
been obliged to have applied to the Senate its« which was not 


then in session. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why that is idle, because the Senator did 
not try to coerce him. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Because he was there with | attorney and 
under the law. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He was there with |! uttorney I 


awhile, but he was not there for rood while And h 
torney was at his side every minute 


Let us see, Mr. President, hat these t ] 
Senator from South Dakota most obligingly says he ¢ f 
blame him for not answering. I beg the i ‘ ft 
ate while I read these few questions. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the Senat from Indiana ype 
me there? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I will. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. As I remember it, Mr. Robert E. W 
another similar witness, testified right here in the cit) 
Washington, perhaps under the dome of this Capitol, and at a 
time when Congress was in session, « 1 r the time whe 
Congress was in session, that he clair s nd 


apparently he was protected in cla 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, well, ys i member that poor 
Wilson—‘* Jack Pot Wilson ”—w: rom heryous pros 
tration because of two weeks : had to go to 
Canada for nervous prostrat ‘ just f 
time the subcommittee was sittin 

I} RIMINAT 

When I come to the case of W 1 tl Senate will find ta 

more lachrymose case than the case of Brod but 


let us see what these questions were that thi 1 Br 
refused to answer—dquestions which the s 
mitted him to decline to answer; que ‘ h the S« 
from South Dakota, Mr. GAMbBrr iys he does t blame ] 
erick for not answering. I read from page 5d7 

Q. Mr. Broderick, did you ever have any « ision to y f ir 
D. W. Holstlaw in the month of A t owe. 5 


to answer on the same ground as I 
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I should be glad if Senators would 
would he refuse to say whether or 
Holstlaw already had said that he could not find the letter. 
Why, Mr. President, it was because Broderick knew that he 
had written the letter, and that that letter might turn up. Is 
there any other reason? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
ana yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I will repeat to the Senator that I said I 
justified Mr. Broderick in declining to reply to certain of those 
interrogatories. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. GAMBLE. But not to all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not to this one, then? 
tify him as to this one? 
not justify. 

Mr. GAMBLE. 
answers. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE, 


remember that. Why 
not he wrote Holstlaw? 


from Indi- 


You did not justify—— 


You did not jus- 
Check one, then, that the Senator does 


I was not his attorney or responsible for his 


I am sure the Senator was not his attor- 


| It could not, Mr. President, except on two theories: 


ney; it was not the Senator’s business to be anybody’s attor- | 
ney but that of the people of the United States. 
Now, let us get back to Mr. Broderick. One question the 


Senator does not justify: 


Q. On what ground ?—A. On the same ground as I stated before. 
@. Oa what ground do you refer to?—A. That I might be compelled 
to give testimony against myself 


That is, if Broderick answered whether he wrote Holstlaw to | 


come to Chicago, 
self.” 
reason 


sroderick feared he would “ incriminate him- 
Holstlaw says Broderick did write him, and that is the 
Holstlaw came. Holstlaw actually was there. Now, 


sroderick says that if he answers that question yes or no he | 


would be giving evidence that might 
wish Senators would consider that. 


incriminate himself. I 
Now, again: 

Q. Mr. Broderick, when did Mr. Holstlaw come to see you?—A. Well, 
I don't exactly remember the date, but he was in my place when I 
came in there. 


Mr. AUSTRIAN. Had he come in response to any invitation from you 
to him?—A. IJ refuse to answer. 

Now, does the Senator from South Dakota 
a member of the subcommittee, justify that? 


| “affiliated with close friends” 


Q. Compelled to give evidence against yourself?—A. Yes, sir. 
» * * * * + * 
Q. I say did you write to him—Holstlaw—did you fix the 
I refuse to answer. 
Q. On what ground ?—A. 
evidence against myself. 


time 7—A, 


On the ground I might be compelled to g 


BRODERICK AN IDEAL AGENT OF BRIBERY. 


How could Broderick’s testifying whether he wrote Holstlaw 
to come, as Holstlaw did come, incriminate him (Droderick) ? 
First, that 
if Broderick said he did not write Holstlaw and Holstlaw 
afterwards produced Broderick’s letter, Broderick would be 
shown to have committed perjury; and, second, if he did say 
he wrote Holstlaw to come there, then he fully corroborated 
Holstlaw’s story. 

Who was Broderick? Broderick was a saloon keeper on the 
West Side in Chicago. He had been in the State senate for 
several terms. He was a part of that bipartisan—not non 
partisan—combination that seems to exist in Chicago; because 
he says he was “affiliated with good friends” of the sittii 
Member; that he himself was a good friend of the sitting 
Member; and that he himself would have voted for him at any 
time. That is Broderick, the ideal agent to select to bribe a 
fellow senator. 

Broderick testified that he knew that the sitting 
was a candidate—trhen? ABovurT TWO WEEKS BEFORE 
Does that mean anything to Senators? That is the 
that Browne undertook in the House to “ round 
lowing. Broderick was operating in the Senate. 

And on the morning of the election Broderick swears that the 
sitting Member himself told him that on that day he was going 
to be elected. He further testifies that the sitting Member knew 
long before May 26 that he, Broderick, would vote for him. 
Mr. President, we have Broderick, the bipartisan Democrat 
of the sitting Member in Chi- 
cago, a close friend himself, experienced by several years’ sery- 
ice in the dark practices of a part of the Legislature of Illinois, 


Member 
May 26 
rery til 


” 


up his Jol- 


So 


| saying that he learned about the sitting Member being a candi- 


date about two weeks before he was elected, THE VERY TIM! 


| THAT BROWNE BEGAN HIS AGENCY. 


[Mr. GAMBLE], | 


You see Broderick was the very man who naturally would be 


| selected to practice the corruption which Holstlaw said he did 


practice. But when this man Broderick is put upon the stand, 
he refuses to answer any question on which he could be contra- 


| dicted upon the ground that it might incriminate him, although 


Mr. GAMBLE. I am not here as the attorney in the case | 
for Broderick. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Nor am I here to defend him. He was 


taking, as I say, his own responsibility. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, we are trying to develop this case, 
and whether Broderick gave Holstlaw the money or not, and 
what kind of a man Broderick is. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, what is the difference be- 
tween his saying that he could or could not answer whether he 
wrote the letter to Holstlaw, because it would incriminate him 
to admit that he wrote it? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. God knows; I do not. [Laughter.] Do 
not ask me. Some of these answers and some of the conduct in 
this case are either too profound for my comprehension or too 
foolish for me to understand—one or the other. The subcom- 
mittee both comprehends and understands, apparently. I do 
not know. 

Again, on page 557: 

Q. Did you have any business with him which would necessitate his 


calling on you in the month of June or July ?—A. No, sir. 
Q. 19097—A. N sir. 


No, 


Q. No business whatsoever ?—A. No, sir. 
You see Broderick answers that right off. [Laughter.] 


Q. If he came to see you during the month of June or July, 1909, 
did he come on his own volition or at your request?—A. J refuse to 
answer. 


Again, on page 563—here is the one which the Senator from | 


South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE] says he does justify, and you have 
heard his reason: 

Did you ask him— 

That is, Holstlaw— 


Q. Did you ask him what he was there for?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Did he tell you what he was there for?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Did he pay for the drink ?—A. That I don’t remember. 

Q. You don’t remember anything about the occurrence at all?—A. No. 


You perceive he does not remember anything now [laughter] ; 
it is convenient not to do so. 

Q. How long was he in your place?—A. 
quarters of an hour 

Q. That long?—aA. Yes, sir. 

Q. And he talked to no one but you, eh?—A. I refuse to answer. 


Q. On what ground?—A. On the ground that I might give evidence 
or be compelled to give evidence against myself, 


Possibly a half or three- 


; was true, although he was protected by national law. 





it could not possibly incriminate him unless Holstlaw’s story 
What 
do Senators think of that? 

In the face of that, will you believe Holstlaw’s perfectly natu- 
ral and corroborated testimony or will you believe Broderick’s 
evasive denial when at last he was produced before the commit- 
tee? Will you believe Holstlaw, who is corroborated at every 
point, or Broderick, who refuses time and again to answer 
questions which even the Senator from South Dakota does not 
justify him in refusing to answer? 

Again, Broderick refuses to say who was in the saloon while 
Holstlaw was there. Then, a little later on, he did answer and 
withdrew his answer. That is so amusing that I will read it: 

Q. Did you ever notify him that you wanted to see him on any 
business matter ?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever notify him that you wanted to see him on 
matter ?—A. No, sir; not on any matter. 

Q. Not on any matter. Did you ever pay any money to any member 
of the legislature for any purpose?—A. Pardon me. Will you read 
the last question? 

Q. Read the last one.—A. Not the last one, but the one before that 

(Question read as follows :) 

“Did you ever notify him that you wanted to see him 
matter?” 

The WITNESS. Well, now, that is one of the questions I refused to 


any 


on any 


| answer a while ago. 


Q. You have already answered it.—A. I know, but I ask lecve to 
correct that or withdraw that answer. 

Senator Burrows. You withdraw your answer to the question?— 
A. I desire to withdraw the answer to that question; yes. 


What becomes of the theory of the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE] that the subcommittee could not force 
Broderick to answer? You let him withdraw it—the subcom- 
mittee let him withdraw his answer. 

Mr. GAMBLE. But, Mr. President, the answer speaks for 
itself in the record. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And Broderick withdrew his answer be- 
cause he knew he had written the letter and he feared it might 
turn up. 

Now, Mr. President, in a little while when I come to Mr. 
Link I will show, I think, one reason why Mr. Broderick did 
not answer these questions. And when I show that Senators 


will see that it is the real reason. 
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So, Mr. President, we have Holstlaw corroborated in every | 


important particular of his testimony. If there is a point where 
he is not corroborated, will any Senator point it out? 
Broderick stating the reasons and the circumstances which would 
make him the most natural man in the world to select as an 
agent of bribery; we have Broderick refusing to answer any 
question upon which he could be contradicted, and especially 
the one as to whether he asked Holstlaw to come to Chicago. 
oes that settle those two “ gentlemen,” even though they were 
taken alone; and if so, what shall we say when we come to take 


‘hem in connection with the remainder? 
BECKEMEYER THD PITIFUL. 
Mr. President, there are two out of the seven. That is not 


all. I come next to Mr. Beckemeyer. Let us be brief on Becke- 
meyer. He testifies that he got the money in two installments, 
the first, a thousand dollars, from Browne himself, on June 21, 
at St. Louis; that Browne, when he handed it to him, said, 
“This is Lorimer money;” that at Starving Rock—and it is 
important to remember this when we come to Browne's story— 
«a few days before, he had told him he wanted to see him in 
St. Louis, that Browne would have a package for Beckemeyer. 

Will anybody contradict that? Nobody but Browne; and we 
will examine Browne in a moment. We have traced every cent 
of Holstlaw money—the first payment—into the bank on the 
day it was received. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? 
illustrates the method of arguing this case. 
nies this but Browne?” 
anyone besides Browne and this man there, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Who else could deny it? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, There were several there. 

Mr. BAILEY. There was nobody there when he says Browne 
told him this. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. BAILEY. That he wanted to see him in St. Louis. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, that was at Starving Rock. At 
Starving Rock they met alone, so far as the testimony shows: 
but when they were at St. Louis together there were several 
others of “the gang,” as Beckemeyer calls them, there. There 
was our friend Joe Clark, Browne says, although Joe denies it, 
and Browne says, “If Joe denies it he must be right; ” there 
was our friend Shephard—Shephard of bathroom and automo- 
bile fame—and all the rest of them. What I say is—— 

Mr. BAILEY. And they all deny receiving any money there, 
except Link and Beckemeyer, who had been indicted. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Except Link, and Beckemeyer, and White, 
and Luke. All these testified that they did receive this money 
except Luke. Luke is dead; but his wife swears he came home 
from an unaccounted absence with $950 in large bills. And the 
committee would not permit State Attorney Murray to testify to 
Luke’s confession. After a while we shall come to Clark, Shep- 
hard, and the others. In their case—— 

Mr. BAILEY. They deny it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We will see. 

Now, mark you, Holstlaw was paid his first installment when? 
June 16; the first installment June 16. When was that? That 
was the very day or the day before that White testifies that he 
got the remainder of his first installment from Browne in 
Chicago, and only three or four days before the rest of them 
a that they got their first installment from Browne in St. 

suis. 


The Senator 
He says, “ Who de- 


Told him what? 


BBCKEMEYER DEPOSITS BRIBE MONEY AWAY FROM HOMB. 


So the date on which Holstlaw swore he received and on which 
he deposited his first installment is practically the same date on 
which the members of the house swore that they got their first 
installment, 

Now, Mr. President, we have traced the Holstlaw money. 
What became of the Beckemeyer money? Some of it, at least, 
was deposited in a most curious place—Belle Isle, Ill. Becke- 
meyer did not live at Belle Isle. He even had to be identified at 
the Belle Isle bank by Gray. 

Who was Gray? Gray was a business man there. But that 
is not all. The following circumstance explains why it was 
that he took the liberty of asking Beckemeyer where he got the 
money. Gray said they had known one another from boyhood, 
they were boyhood friends. Well, Beckemeyer turns up at 
Belle Isle. He made a deposit in the bank of currency in bills 
of large denominations, one of which was a hundred-dollar bill. 
That was unusual, and so Gray, before whom Beckemeyer 
counted the money, asked him where he got it. 

The committee refused to allow Gray to answer. Should not 
a “declaration against interest” be admitted? Did you ever 
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We have | 
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There is no pretense that there was | 


| truth. 


hear a case in which the declaration of a party against his 
own interest was not admitted? If it had been admitted, it 
and the testimony of Murray and of Ford would have shown 
where this money came from. 

Why did not the attorneys for the Member want 
Beckemeyer’s statement to his boyhood friend Gray as to where 
he got this money admitted? Why did they object? Surely 
Gray was not also in the “conspiracy” of which the State's 
attorney of Cook County and the State’s attorney of Sangamon 


sitting 


County and the sheriff of Sangamon County and nearly every- 
body else seems to have been members, according to those who 


are defending this election. Surely Ford, another business man, 
was not. Gray and Ford and Murray would have the 

These disinterested business men were not in the “ con- 
spiracy,” were they? 

Why, then, was it that the attorney for the sitting Member 
objected to having them state what Beckemeyer told them as to 
where he got the money. And where did he get it? Will any 
Senator tell me? Evidently Beckemeyer was not a big lawyer. 
He was plainly a little lawyer. Was it from a fee? Is it pos- 
sible that Beckemeyer had a client who paid him a fee in hun- 
dred-dollar bills? Absurd. 

Was it a part of his salary? No; because it was in July, and 
a man of Beckemeyer’s dissolute habits would not have saved 
his salary, which I think he drew, at the beginning of the ses- 
sion, all those months without breaking a hundred-dollar bill. 
And the money was deposited soon after he swore he got his bribe. 


told 


And Beckemeyer swears he got his bribe money in bills of large 
denominations. There is where he got this mysterious hundred- 
dollar bill. 

Mr. President, no greater proof can be produced in any case 
than the declaration of the man himself that he was bribed, 
followed by being shown in possession of the money which he 
says he got. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In- 
diana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do, indeed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been listening attentively all after- 
noon to the Senator’s presentation of this case. Will tl 
ator tell me, for information, where he thinks this money o1 
nally came from? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


e Sen- 


The Beckemeyer money? 
Yes. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have not the slightest doubt in the 
world that he got it where he swore he got it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Where? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. From Browne and Wilson, at St. Louis 

Mr. GALLINGER. Where did Browne and Wilson get ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is what Link says. He “did not 
know where the money came from.” Where does the Senator 


from New Hampshire think Browne and Wilson got it? 
ALL WHO CONFESSED, “A BAND OF LIARS,” 
CONFESS VIRTI 


BUT THOSE 
oUS MEN 


WHO DID NOT 


Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know. I am of the opinion that 
they were a band of liars, and that no one can tell w! 
they were telling the truth on that occasion or not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But they could not all together and 
have all the circumstances corroborated. A lie would 1 
$2,500 in the State Bank of Chicago. 

GALLINGER. It might. 


iether 


lie 


t put 


Mr. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. A lie would not deposit a hundred-dollar 
bill in Belle Isle. That is too complicated 
Mr. GALLINGER. The $2,500 might have come fre i 


source that gave this man White $3,500 for bis 
lations. 


Startling reve 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, the Senator from Tennessee an- 
swered that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Texas will p: rdon me 
for a moment. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Frazier] 
answered that. We have now the suggestion that this “ con- 
spiracy ” was so broad that it actually went down into its 


pocket, produced the money, gave it to these men, had them 
commit perjury, put themselves in danger of the penitentiary, 
when, as the Senator from Tennessee pointed out so clearly, it 
was the most stupid thing in the world, because they could have 
just as easily and far more naturally put it upon the sitting 
Member himself if they had wanted to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator intend to put it wpon 
Mr. LORIMER? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am putting it where the record puts 
it. And the law puts it very definitely, as I demonstrated by the 
decisions already submitted. The record shows that Mr. Holst- 
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law got $2,500 from Mr. Broderick. He deposited that in bank. 
Phe record shows that Beckemeyer got his $1,000 from Browne— 
wine ited it was the “ Lorimer money "—and his $900 from 
\W respectively, in St. Louis, and Beckemeyer deposited 
part of it in bank away from home in large bills, one of them 
bei $100 bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. This man Gray, whom the Senator was just 
talking about, who identified Beckemeyer, was himself inem- 
ber of the legislature, and, as I recall, probably engaged in the 
col sed-milk business. But he was a member of the legisla- 
ture Pe : 

Mr. BEVE eee Oh, no; he was not. Gray was not a 
member of the legislature 

Mr. BAILEY. [ rise to answer the suggestion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, which is a very pertinent one, and I 
desire to say to him that this is practically the only case in 
whi bribery was ever ved in a senatorial election where 
there has been no attempt to show where the money came from. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; and not only that, if the Senator 
will j ee me 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes: there is a suggestion—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the suggestion is made over and over | 
aga r at Senator Lorimer had nothing to do with this. 

Mr. BATLE = That is admitted. 

MI tALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. R EVERIDGE By whom? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a queer case 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senators must not have a joint de- | 
bate with one another in my time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has taken a great deal of 
the time 

Mir. BEVERIDGE. I have taken mightly little time, consid- 
ering the length of this debate and the fact that I am a member 
of the committe 

The Senator from New Hampshire has just suggested that 
this money came from the same source that also originated this 
whole “conspiracy ” against the sitting Member. 

Mr. BAILEY Does the Senator adopt that suggestion? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ido not. It is most absurd. 

Mr. BAILEY Will he, then, tell us where it came from? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. How do I know where it came from? I 
am not in the confidence of any source from which it could 
have come. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

WAS CORRUPTION PRACTICED, THE ONLY QUESTION, 
CRAWFORD. It seems to me it is a pertinent inquiry, 


as to this fund, whether or not it makes any difference where it 


came from, if it was used for corrupt purposes and through its 
use the election of the sitting Member was procured. [Mani 
festitions of applause in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Applause is not permitted in 
the Senate galleries. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think that is a fair measure of the au- 
dience’s intelligence. 

Mr. President, let me say this to the Senator from South 
Dakota, that you must trace this money, if it is to be charged 


and the Senate is 


asked to believe that it was used to secure the 

election of Mr. Lorimer; if not to Mr. Lorimer himself, then to 
some of his friends. 

In the other cases—for instance, in the Payne case, the effort 


that 
money 


was made to prove 
drew large of 


Mr, Payne’s son 
out of the |! 


and other 
ank and apy] 


friends 
eared at the 


4 lose 
sums 





capital of Ohio with it. In the old Caldwell case—and by the 
way, Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow] 
said the other day that we were growing very bad; that in 40 
years there had been 15 cases of this kind, and I beg to remind 
him that three of them were from Kansas—three out of the 15. 
In the Caldwell case they traced the money to Caldwell, drawn 
out of the bank upon his order and by his friends. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Caldwell denied it was drawn for any 
such purpose, 

Mr. BAILEY. He did not deny that he drew some money 
out, and they had the bank books there. 


So, in the Pomeroy case, they traced where they drew the 
money. In the Ingalls case it was admitted that money was 
used on both sides, but there it was claimed not enough to 
affect the election. Sut in this case there is not a scintilla 


of testimony attempting to show that Lorimer drew any unusual 
sums of money from the bank or that any of his friends drew 
any unusual sums from the bank. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator is not going to take 
too much of my time. 
Mr. BAILEY. And I submit before you can charge them with 


having used the money it would be fair to show that they first 


had the money. 
Mr. SEVERIDGR. We trace it as far as Browne and Wilson 
and Broderick as to its sources, and we trace it into the hands 


of the men who say they got it as to its place of destination. 


Mr. BAILEY. Of course the Senator does not believe that 
Browne and Wilson and Broderick, if they used this money to 
bribe these members, furnished it themselves. ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not, Mr. President. I do not thin} 
they were quite so enthusaistic in this cause as not only to incur 
the danger of the penitentiary, but to also put up the money 
themselves. 

Mr. BATLEY. Then here was LorrmMer’s bank; here were his 
known friends; and not one effort made to show that any one 
of them about the time these payments are said to have been 
made, or at any other time, drew one 5-cent piece out of the 
bank for which they did not and could not account; and to my 
mind . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But the money itself, was there. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not understand the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I say the money itself was there. 

Mr. BAILEY. That assumes that these men swore the truth. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course, they swore the truth. There 


can be no question that they swore the truth when the stats 
ment of each corroborates the statement of the other, and all 
the circumstances corroborate every confession. 
Mr. BAILEY. If three men start out to sell their testimon) 
they would be very apt to correborate each other. That only as 
sumes one of the very points at issue, as to whether these men } 
swore the truth. If they swore the truth, that is the end of tl: 
arguinent. 


But it seeths to me that in this case, as in all of the other 





if the corruptionists were in the possession of money it should 
be traced from its original source to their possession. B 
absolutely no attempt has been made to do that in this case. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President—— 
Mr. BEVERIDGE, I do want to get through, but go ahead 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I hope the Senator will not feel he mu 
hurry, as this is so important. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to oblige the Senator from New 


Hampshire. 


CRAWFORD. Ido not want to delay— 


Mr. GALLINGER. You will not oblige me. I want you 
take all the time you desire, 

‘RULES OF COMMON SENSE.” 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It seems to me, while I do not think any 
one in this body has a more profound admiration for the vei 
great ability of the Senator from ‘Texas than I, his statement 
here is against the most simple rule of common sense when he 
undertakes to say that if it be once established that money v 
corruptly used, and as the result of the corrupt use of th 
money the sitting Member obtained his seat, and those fac 
having been established, the burden is upon those making 
charge to trace the fund, instead of being upon him to 
forward and disclaim it. It seems to me so simple that it 
not be questioned that the presumption is that the men who 
profited by the use of this money were the men to furnish the 
money. Who else would furnish it? r 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from [nd 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. BAILEY. When a Senator talks about the rules of 
common sense, he ought not to violate them in the a next 
sentence, as the Senator from Sou Dakota did. The trou! 


with that whole argument is simply this, that ft assumes th: 


this money has been used according as these witnesses clail 
Now, if that be admitted, that is the end of the case. But 

is denied. The men from whom these men swear they received 
this money all swear they did not pay it to them. That is the 
issue. Now, I say that the way to have demonstrated the c 
rectness of the:testimtiony of the men who swear they received 
the money, and to have proved to be false the testimony 0! 


was to show that these 
bar k, 


the men who say they did not 
men obtained the money. 


pay it, 
Lorimer is the president of a 


I believe. Why did they not go there, and see if any — I ; 
sums of money were drawn out? They could have summot “dl y 
the bank officers on that. Lorimwer’s friends were Snown. 

Why were they not summoned? Mr. : 


President, I see a dis . 
tinguished friend of mine rather smile at the idea that they 2 
might have gotten the truth out of Lorrmer’s bank, but I make 

this reply to that suggestion: 


No bank officer would take the 











money out of his bank without in some way accounting for it, 
and it was easy enough to have summoned the officers of this 
bank, or any other bank with which Lorimer or his friends 
transacted business, and proved if they drew any unusual sums 
f money, and that would have corroborated this. But it 
ill not do to assume that the money has been proved to have 
un paid. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is it the opinion of the Senator that this 
oney which has been testified about and traced is all a dream— 
did not exist? 

Mr. BAILEY. 
opinion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. A lie in the Holstlaw bank? 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course I- 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. A lie in Belle Isle? 

Mr. BAILEY. I discussed the Holstlaw matter, and the Sen- 
ator knows very well what my opinion about that is. Does the 
Senator from Indiana believe that any man ever received 
$2,500 as the price of his vote and within 12 months forgot the 
name of the bank in which he deposited it? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have not any doubt that in the case of 
nervous prostration, in which this man Holstlaw seemed to be, 


‘ 
be 
is not a dream. 


No; it It is a lie, in my 





he could very well mistake, being a banker himself, and men- 
tion the First National Bank of Chicago, which is the very 
largest bank there. But that is trivial—he corrected it im- 


mediately. 

Mr. BAILEY. The state of nervous prostration that would 
ave made him forget the bank was just the frame of mind that 
would make him tell a lie. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator this: Does the 
Senator himself believe that Holstlaw actually did deposit 
$2,500 in the State Bank of Chicago on June 16? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not; and the trouble with Holstlaw’s 
testimony is 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What was the motive of Chief Clerk 
Newton of the bank perjuring himself? He says under oath 
that Holstlaw did deposit it and that he (Newton) received it. 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘The same motive that other men have for 
trying to destroy this man’s character. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That includes—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I exhibited, and I again repeat that I hope 
whoever has it will produce that affidavit of Newton, because 
there is not a man living who will examine Newton's signature 
to that affidavit and then say that Newton wrote the name 
“ Holstlaw Bank” at the head of that deposit slip. 

THAT “ FORGERY,’’ AGAIN. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator from Texas still think 
the bank’s deposit slip is a “ forgery?” 

Mr. BAILEY. I do; undoubtedly. 


h 


il 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. I presented here this morning an affi- 
davit which I asked for. 

Mr. BAILEY. From whom? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. From the chief clerk of this bank, to the 
effeet—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator let me see that affidavit? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will be glad to. 

And the other one was lost. There is the photograph of the 
deposit slip. I never saw the original. In the affidavit Chief 
Clerk Newton says it is entered on the books. I call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Texas to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will permit me, I ask unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to print a photograph copy of the 
signature of Jarvis O. Newton to this affidavit, side by side 
with the name of the “ Holstlaw Bank.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is right. I will 
from Texas 

Mr. BAILEY. Let us get that consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I sincerely hope that will be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the attention of the 
from Texas to this, Will the Senator look at the “w” 
ton and the “w” in Holstlaw and tell me that they 
Similar? Also the “t” in Holstlaw and the “t” in 
With the peculiar crossing of the “t.” Also the “s” 
two names, 


the Senator 


ask 





Senator 
in New- 
are dis- 
Newton, 
in the 








Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope they will be reproduced. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senate could see these at once 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let them see them. 

Mr. BAILEY. They could net all see them at once. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You can pass them around. I shall pass 
them around. 
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Mr. BAILEY. But that is the very purpose for which I asked 


unanimous consent to put them in the Recorp, I repeat that 
the name of Newton appears to have been signed by a man of 
some skill in penmanship, and the name “ Holstlaw Bank” ap- 


pears to have been written either by a boy or an uneducated 
man, and those things will show for themselves when they ap- 
pear photographed in the Recorp side by side. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senate can judge for itself 

Mr, President, I will repeat what I said while the S I 
from Texas was compelled to be absent. I do not critic the 
subcommittee for not calling for the books of the bank, be- 
cause it is clear why they did not call for them. They be- 
lieved the deposit Lad been made. They believed that Mr. 
Newton spoke the truth. They did not believe that Ni mn 
also perjured himself. They did not think the deposit slip was 
a forgery, and they believed the money actually was deposited 
there. So they did not call for the books. 

So did the vigilant attorney for the sitting member, Mr. 
Hanecy, and his associates believe the deposit was made. If 


they had thought that Newton was perjuring himself, if they 
had thought the deposit slip was a forgery, they at once would 
have asked for the books. But not until the novel theory was 
suggested that the deposit slip was a forgery, another crime 
committed in this vast and widespread “ conspiracy ” to destroy 
a2 man, as the Senator says, was it ever supposed that Holstlaw 
did not deposit the money? 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? The answer to 
that is that when the slip was presented to the committee, no 
member of the committee detected the mispelling of Holstlaw’s 


name, so far as the record discloses, and it was not then testi- 
fied to by anybody that Holstlaw himself had made out the 
deposit slip. That statement was not presented to any member 


of the committee until the attorney for the prosecution filed his 
reply brief, and then in that reply brief he laid great stress 
upon that photographie copy of the deposit slip which he 
solemnly declared to have been in Holstlaw’s own handwriting. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. BAILEY. Just let me finish. Then when the 
slip was said by the attorney in the case to have been in Llolst- 
law’s own handwriting, and they examined the misspelling of 


deposit 


Holstlaw’s name, of course it became apparent either that the 
attorney had tried to mislead the committee by declaring Holst 
law wrote it with his own hand or else a forgery had been 
committed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or else that the attorney had made a 
mistake, as attorneys have been known to do before. 

Mr. BAILEY. Never one like that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, I think many more serious than that, 


Mr. President; and so the charge of forgery is superadded now 
to the charge of perjury to a man who had no motive. And that 
terrible charge is based upon the misstatement of an attorney in 
a hasty reply brief, when I think the Senator from will 
agree with all of us that neither one of these attorneys on either 


lexas 


| side of this singular transaction showed very much skill as 
lawyers or very much diligence or anything else. 

Roth men when they were examining witnesses, for instance 
often would call some other man’s name The Senator re 
members, no doubt, with a good deal of digust here how this 
record is burdened with irrelevant arguments and everything 
else. I have had to cross out a great deal so as to get down to 
the testimony. 

Mr. BAILEY. One of the attornevs in that cas has held the 
high and honorable position of a judge of the courts of Chicago, 
and I would not be willing to allow the statement to stand in 
the record that I think he is an inferior lawyer. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator, now, directly 
from reading the questions by this attorney, and the arguments 
he makes, and all that sort of thing, does he strike the S« tor 
from Texas as an accurate lawyer? 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘There was so little law presented to the 
committee—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will not press that question. 


Mr. BAILEY. And so much of fact, and so many contradic 
tions, that I would not be willing to make up a judgment on 
any lawyer's accomplishments from that record. But this much 
I will say, that I would hate to have people excuse that kind of 


a statement in a brief of mine. I would hate to have it said 
| that upon my honor as a lawyer I had sought to mislead a com 
mittee by a false statement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or even had made a mistake. 

Mr. BAILEY. That could not have been a mistake, becaus 
a lawyer, laying stress upon and inviting the committee to 
draw a conclusion from that, and treating it as the one im- 
portant corroborating circumstance, could not have been hon- 





estly mistaken about it. 
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DULL I IF THE ATTORNEY WA A KNAVE AT ALL 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then he was unspeakably and unbeliev- 
ably stupid—a dull knave; for if he made that statement for the 
purpose of misleading us he knew that it would be discovered 


that Holstlaw’s name was not written by Holstlaw himself. So, 


Mr. President, instead of making this man out a knave, the 
Sel makes him out the most shallow of fools, because he 
t made a mistake, but a willful and misleading statement, 


pon this the charge of forgery a 
1M s based. 
Mr. BATLEY I think nearly 


get to the bottom of it [ have 


1d perjury by a new wit 
all knaves are fools when you 


no doubt in the world that if a 


lawyer were not honest enough to always be frank and candid 
with the court that is very much the best thing for him to do 
But I return to the proposition that a lawyer who would stand 
b | with a paper in his hand argue that it was in 
the | lwrit of a particular man without knowing it would 
gi ‘ good ise to strike him from the roll of 
at \ 
| BEVERIDGI Whether I] naves fools or not, 
t! ‘ Y SoOlle knave that have SeCnSe enough to 
k f enitentiary Novy » question is after all 
( Ww ck sited whether this lay ver 
VW ood | wyer or not, not y h he the State’s attorney of 
( ( I (d Chicago did h d or not, not \ hether the 
( f the State’s attor y of S mon County was just 
WwW we thi t should be not That i ot what we are 
try 
\ ire not « rring the Attorney Austria Hanecy or 
try - t] i Wwe not ¢ the mduct of tl State’s attor 
of ¢ County or Sangamon County, or the sheriff 
of t cou We must ot be diverted | such considera- 
Lie The ( tion etl TL tually got this 
NLO whieh tl report of the 0 1 it says the y swore 
tha y did ¢ as the for their votes.” 
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 
Mr. BEVERIDGE, I must get « a y for the reason that 
I se Ih to lude to-night It appears that there 
is u hi s consent for to-morrow and the same courtesy can 
not extended to me that was extended to the Senator from 
Te 
i PRESIDING OFFICER. D the S r from Indiana 
yield the S tor from fov 
lr. BEVERIDGI I do 
Mr. CUMMINS The Se r from Texas seems to be of the 
O} | I ise the ! tt did not inquire and it was 
not ertained from what seuree the Lorimer money came it 
is © evide it least, that there was no Lorimer money. 


ew of the Senator 
the Senstor coe 


The first 


Did | et 
ir. BAILEY 
M CUMMI®* 


from Texa 
with substantial correctness. 


le this 


the s eorrectiyv ? 


address that was upon 


l 
mmittee, 


mi: r eame fi . the chairman of the ec the senior 
Ser from M igan [ Mr. Berrows]. As I remember that 
cle “8, althouch it is not befere me at this moment, the Sena- 
tor from Mi admitted or charged that there was in the 
Hi Legislature wh: know as the jack-pot money. 
That view of it was emphasized a few days later by my dis 


tinguished friend, the se Sena te ‘rom South Dakota [Mr. 
GAMBLE], in which he not only charged it, but deplored it. It 
Seems to me that if you will discover where the jack-pot money 
enl from, you Vv have me clue to the sources of the Lori 
mer money. 

M BAILEY. Mr. President, in reply to that I have to say 
that if the Lorimer mon 1s contributed to t jack-pot money 
the by finding where Lorimer made his drafts on the banl 
they could have connected the two. But my suggestion was that 
if this money was used for Lortmer it would be easy enough to 
have proved by the banks with which he and friends trans 
au heir busin whether or not they drew these sums. 

Now, just a moment further. The Senate will remember that 


stified that at 


Browne had S8$30.000 
If a sum of that kind 


one time 


this in White t 
on | person, in a belt around his waist. 


was contributed about that time to Browne, it is utterly impos 
sible int LorrMer and his friends could have furnished it with- 
out leaving trace of that transaction in the banks with which 






the ransact the business. The fact, I say, that no effort 
e\ ws made to show that LorRiIMER or those close to him drew 
ine vit of the banks for any purpose connected with this 
tr tion is, to my mind, strong proof that no such circum- 
sta could have been shown. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Texas made a mistake 
a few moments ago which I am sure he will be glad to correct 


the moment it is called to 
it is material at 


mist ke 


his attention. I do not insist that 
all, but it illustrates how easy it is to make a 
Mr. LORIMER was not elected president of the bank 
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of which he is now president until nearly a year after this o 4 


currence took place. 


Mr. BAILEY. Then all the easier it was to have traced {] 
drafts of this corruption fund from other banks, because wh 
who sits across the aisle rather smiled at n 
suggestion that they might have derived this testimony fro; 
LoximMer’s bank, I felt the force of it at once. It might be dig 
cult to have obtained any information from that, and I tried 
to cover that difficulty by suggesting that no officer of a ban! 
would have allowed sum to have taken fro 
without leay orandum there. 

The Senator is correct I believe the date of the organization 
of the bank of which Senator LorrmMer is president is not a 
ter of the r is outside of the record. I th; 
the Senator for setting me right on that point. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But the junior Senator from Illinois stated 
I think, the date upon which he became president of the ban! 
which are both referring in his speech 
before the investigation began. That, 


a large 


been 


ing some men 


eord at all, and 


ve 


which was 
however, is 


not at 


material. I simply called it to the attention of the Sen 
from Texas in order that the mistake might be corrected 
there might be no misunderstanding about it. 


tut the point I make is this: The Senator from Michig 

Burrows] and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 

MBLE] seemed to think, and as I believe justly to think, th 

did show there fund that was called tl 

ack pot for distribution among the boodlers of that legislat 
Now, the which establishes the existence 

that fund establishes the existence of the fund which it 

leged was used for the purpose of buying votes for Mr. Lori 

I do not know whether the Senator from Texas believes it 

not, but if he believes that there was what is known as a 

that legislature, to be distributed among th: 


e evidence was a 





Sime ey idence 


k pot in 
rupt members who were willing to participate in it, what rea 
has he for thinking that there was not another fund 
corrupt? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, there are two answers to t! 
think that there never was a man in the world 
iat he did not do some honest things. When I remember 
dishonest men have voted for every Senator in this body, | 
compelled to think they have done some honest act at 
because I know all these Senators have not 
properly. So it might happen that the representatives who | 
ticipated in a jack pot would have voted for Senator Lorimer 
as they might have voted on other questions without an) 
proper or corrupt consideration. 

But there is still another answer to my mind. The Senat 
from Lowa will recall that the very witness by whem tf! 
prove this existence of a jack pot swore that no promise wv 
made to pay them for their vote before they voted for Losimt 
There are but three witnesses to the jack pot. One 
and, as the Senate will recall, White swore that on the ve! 
niglit Browne bribed him he did not know of the existence 
this jack pot in that legislature; he had heard from members 
previous legislatures that a jack pot was organized in ev 
session and divided at the end of the session, but that he d 
not know it. That is the testimony of one. The next is | 
He swears he obtained $1,900 from Browne and Wilson, but he 
swears positively and specifically that not one dollar of it w 
promised him to vote for Lormmer and that not one dollar 
was paid to him for voting for Lorimer. The other w 
by whom it was sought to establish a jack pot is Beck: 
and Beckemeyer swears that he was not promised one 5 ce! 
to vote for Lorimer, but that when they gave him a p 
this money, they told him it was his Lorimer money. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. MHolstlaw was in the jack pot. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; Holstlaw was in the jack | 
cause the jack pot was distributed, they claim, by Wils 
Browne. Hojstlaw claims to have been paid by Broderick. JT! 
trouble with Holstlaw’s testimony is he swears that 
promised to pay him $2,500 and then swore that 
paid him $3,200. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But the Senator from Texas does not 
swer my question. I did not enter into the inquiry whet 
this money was paid to these men for the purpose of bril 
them to vote for Mr. Lortmer. The Senator from Texas, as ! 
understand it, disputes the existence of this money, and | 
inquiry was, Does the Senator believe that there was jac! 
money, bo matter what it was paid for, when it was paid 
whom it was paid? 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Iowa has forgotten 
asked me the question whether I believed there was jack-] 
money and also whether if I believed this money was ¢ 


AU 


just as 
so cori 


I 
tl 


been elected 


is Whitt 


ho 


B i 
Brodet 


tributed for that purpose, why not for the other purpose, and I 
proceeded to answer him that the witnesses to the existence ot 

















did not claim that they were paid to vote for LorI- 
I proceeded to state the facts about the jack pot, 
to say, in conclusion, that in my judgment those cir- 
nees completely disprove the existence of a jack pot. 
Senator’s attention again to the fact that every 
I an honest man on the witness stand he testified 
had heard a good deal about the use of money, but when 
to hook he said he never saw the use of it, that nobody 


ffered to bribe him, except the man Meyers alone; he did 


the 


t 
i 


anybody else who had been bribed; and like Donahue, 
sitively that money was offered him; and like Shaw, 
suid that he heard a good deal of talk about opening bar- 
when they were opened they were always apples. 
President, if the Senator will indulge me one moment 
CUMMINS. I can not indulge the Senator from Texas, 
ha right to the floor. I am trespassing upon the 
of the Senator from Indiana. 
BAILEY. The Senator from Indiana is occupying him 
with the record. If I had it in my hand I would put into 
I now a statement made by a former official of the 


in which he is reported to have said that never in 


y were so many and such hungry lobbyists infesting 
rriders of this Capitol as now. That goes out to the 
d to impeach the character of the American Congress. Yet 


e knows how little truth there is in it. If thers 
bbyists here plying their nefarious vocation, they have 
he honor not to interview me. 
MMINS. Mr. President, I do not intend to interrupt 
ator from Indiana in the argument upon the weight of 
but I was rather startled to hear the Senator from 
declare that the failure on the part of the committee to 
inquiry and ascertain from whence this money 
an evidence that there was no such money, when I 
ard but few days ago the statements of two members 
iis own committee, both distinguished men and lawyers, 
they were convinced there was in that legislature a cor- 
fund to be used for forwardiug or obstructing legislation. 
ied to me the evidence which established the existence 
money which is alleged to have been paid to Link and 
emeyer and to White, if not to Holstlaw, was exactly the 
evidence, and quite as persuasive, as that which estab- 
| the existence of any corrupt fund whatsoever. 

BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
Texas this question: Does the Senator from Texas be- 

» that any of these men got any money from Browne, Wil- 

n, or Broderick? 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I would dislike very much to 
wpelled to return a verdict or to render a judgment upon 
the testimony of Holstlaw, or Link, or Beckemeyer, or White. 
would be compelled to guess at whether they were telling the 
th or not. I am very free to say to the Senator from In- 

a, and that can be taken as my reply to all other Sena- 

that between Holstlaw, and Link, and Beckemeyer, 

White, who swore that they did perjure themselves and 
bribes, and Wilson, and Broderick, and Browne, who 
hat they did not give bribes, I would believe the three 
iS against the four former. 

BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President—— 

BAILEY. And I do not believe that those men paid the 
s one cent. Let me say this to the Senator from Indiana, 
wants, of course, the whole circumstance in the Recorp. 
ey indicted Browne for bribing White—— 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am coming to that. 
t out. 

BAILEY. And they tried him, and 11 to 1 voted for his 
tal. They tried him again, and the whole 12 of the jury- 
ed for his acquittal. When the Senator comes to that 
t, there igs another circumstance concerning that trial which 
sure he will not omit to state, and that is the circumstance 
indicting the witnesses and the attorneys. 

BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I asked the Senator from 

whether he believed that Holstlaw, or Beckemeyer, or 
k, or White got any money from Browne, or Wilson, or Brod- 

2nd in the course of his answer, toward its conclusion, I 
{ quote him correctly when I say as between Beckemeyer, 


) Hel 
LD i 
ro 
I 
| 


i 


} 
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Ouy, 


the 
W 


at 


as 


pt 
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Vie 


I shall not leave 


\" 


‘ 
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Mr 


il 


| Wilson and Broderick, who swore they did not give bribes, 
uld believe the latter. 

BAILEY. And I added that I did not believe the bribes 
re paid. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That 


Wy 


Mr 


ea 
il 


ee makes it still stronger. So t 

itor does not believe it. Now, Mr. President, the Senator 
right as far as he goes. If the only thing were the bare 
itement of four or 10 self-confessed bribe takers as against 
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k, and White, who swore they accepted bribes, and Browne | 








three or five bribe givers, and nothing but their de 
course, we would rather believe the man who sa that 
gave a bribe than the man who says | “l one 
were all. 
{At this point Mr. BeveRiIpGE was int¢ d by Mr. Gar 
LINGER, and he yielded the floor for the day 
Thursday, February 283, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, in a n Is 
the Senate to return to the record of testi vy give 
oath, the record of testimony not o1 give! 1 
searched as by fire with fierce cross-examination. 
“NOTHING EXTENUATE t SET DOWN Al 5 
I want to say at the outset of these remarks tha Vy ex 
amination or the testimony I shall “nothing ext l 
set down aught in malice.” I shall nothing extenuate | s 
I ought not to do so, and I will set down 1 ght in 
because I have no malice. 
Indeed, Mr. President and Senators, at the begim of 
I have to say I shall be obliged, as I proceed, if Si 
will interrupt and correct me in case I should ake 
statement of the testimony or fail to make a tement ( 
correct. For I would far rather have Senators é net 
stantly in order that we may get the truth for | 
would risk any possibility of a misstatement of } tes 
Indeed, Mr. President, I go further and I say that I | 
far rather find things in this testimony favor to t 
idity of this election than I would to find tl s 
testimony which impeach the validity of the electi I 
eall the attention of Senators again to the fact that the issue w 
are determining is the validity of an election, and it is not an 
agreeable thing as a man or as a citizen to be mfr ed with 
facts showing that an election is invalid—an elk on upon ¥v ! 
the very life of our Government and institut depend 
But before I return to the record of the testimony and ask th 
Senate to go with me, I wish to make one or two r« rks con- 
cerning the address to which we listened yesterday. 
OTHERS HAVE WAD NS ND SAID 
I listened to the remarks of the sitting Meml with 
iar personal sympathy. His pathetic accou of his ri 
an humble estate to this high place here touched me in a | 
sonal way, and I know it touched other Senators; for tl 
many Senators here who have struggled from an even « 
age. bearing even heavier burdens than the sitting Membe b 
none of them ever asked anything of the world on account { 
The sitting Member's recital of his popularity was inte 
and indeed, Mr. President, in all fairness, it must be said t 
gives some explanation of his political strength. But it 
relevant to the issue before us, which is the \ aity ol 
tion challenged on the ground of bribery. It was a ne nd 
an undoubtedly truthful unt of peculiar ilar st h; 
but it did not touch the issue we are to deter e here 
The sitting Member's most affecting ace t of his new 
experience, out of which grew his intimacy and lifelong | 
ship with “ Hinky Dink,” was as engaging, Mr. President 
page from Hugo; but it was not relevant to the issue, ! 
the vote of Griffin, which the sitting Member says H inl 
delivered, is not one of the votes que stioned in this test 
So, while I with all others was deeply affected by t! 
recital, I could not determine how it concerned thi 
cept that unconsciously the sitting Member did in 
throw light on a certain transaction to which I sh 
attention of Senators when we reach it. 
The same thing was true, Mr. President, of the M 
ber’s dramatic, well told ount of | dt CG 
Galligan’s wife was sick and Gal di 
That is one of those “touches of 1 h 
world kin; ” but as keenly as every man with h 
throbbing in his breast might have responded hat sf 
admit that it was in no wise relevant to the he 
It had nothing fo do with the a red brib BS 
or White or Holstlaw or Link by Browne d Wils | 
erick. It was wholly immaterial, because re 
| Galligan’s vote, and Galligan’s vote is not lest 
So. Mr. President, while the whole life-story rev lb 
these idents aroused my sympathy as a in 
ested me as a student of human nature, it did not 
to my judgment as Member of this court. Jt did 
the issue. If courts were to try ses on sympathy, | 
on justice, there would be no such thing as courts or lay 
‘ ING MEMBER DID NO’ ESTIFY BEFOR i 4 
But. Mr. President, as I listened with much approval to 
of these incidents, I could not help wondering why t} eittin 
| Member did not lay them in full before the subcommittee of th 


3280 





Senate, appointed and empowered to gather all this informa- 
if he or his counsel thought any one of them was per- 


tinent or relevant to the question which we must determine. 


tion, 


It is not for me to suggest to the sitting Member that that 
should have been his true course; it is for him to take what 


course he and his counsel think best, and it is for us 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 





me just for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Branprcre in the chair). | 
Does the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from 
Michigan? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Yes. 

Mr. BURROWS. There are many of the committees in ses- 
sion, and I wish to say that, so far as the Committee on 
Finance is concerned, we are engaged in hearing gentlemen 
from different parts of the country in relation to the reci- 
procity matter, which will account for the absence of members 
of that committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is quite satisfactory, Mr. President. 
Of course, I suppose the statement of the Senator from New 


Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], who appears to have the keeping 
of the consciences of Senators in his possession, was notice that 
it is 
Senate, because the Senator from New Hampshire says that 
the votes are already determined. 

Nevertheless, Mr. President, I shall pursue the duty which lies 
before me and place upon the records of this body the facts in 
this case—which I ask any Senator to correct immediately, while 
I am on the floor, if I misstate anything—and the law in this 
case so that every Senator when he comes to vote may have the 
facis and the law directed to the specific issue before him. 

And thus it Mr. President, that every incident of 
the address of the sitting Member yesterday which, while they 
deeply touched us all, and me much anyone as a man, 
none of them could affect any of us as judges trying, as I said 


Bs « 


is, as to 


as as 


the other day, the greatest issue that can arise under free 
institutions, whose very life depends upon the freedom and 
purity of elections, institutions to found which so much blood 


has been shed and so many sacrifices made. 

MODERN POLITICAL MANIPULATION. 
Mr. President, to pass these incidents, which made up the 
body of the sitting Member’s remarks, what ‘se was suggested? 


He said that every Republican member from his district voted 
for Hlopkins; that he himself supported Shurtleff; that there- 
after he urged Goy. Deneen to become a candidate. Now, all of 
this, Mr. President, was interesting political history. 


But how did it touch the question whether Holstlaw, Becke- 


ine White, Luke, and Link, and the others received money, to 
use the language of the majority report, “as the consideration 
for their votes,’ from Browne and Wilson and Broderick? 
Therefore, of course, I shall pay no more attention to that re- 
cital of the political manipulations described in support of these 


Various men. I do not 


deed, I 


blame the sitting Member for that. 
suppose that it was perfectly pe 


In- 
‘rmissible political strat- 


egy in the manipulation of well-known forces in the manner in 
wh Senators of the United States are elected so often at 
the present time. 

I am not skilled in practical politics; and yet I can see that 
it might have been the part of wisdom for a wise political 
mii ‘r who wanted finally to arrive at a definite end to give 
votes to Hopkins when Hopkins could not be elected, because 


that would tend to mollify Hopkins’s adherents in the future; or 


tos ort Shurtleff, who had no opportunity of election, because 
that would tend to bind Shurtleff still closer to his already 
bosom friend. 

But when it comes to Gov. Deneen, we have something on 


the record. 


coln 


For Browne, this twentieth-century “Abraham Lin 


this “ marvelous intellect,” testifies that they were willing 


to elect Deneen in order to “ get rid of him ”’—to “ eliminate 
him,” as Mr. Browne swears. Mr. President, if it were perti- 
nent at all to mention the fact that the sitting Member and 


others were willil 


g to support Gov. Deneen, it becomes necessary 
for us to recur 


to the record and find out that “ marvelous in- 


te Browne, as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER] 
describes him, testifies that they “ might be willing to do that 
in order to get rid of Gov. Deneen.” 

I know nothing of Illinois polities, although I was brought 
up in that State; but I wonder what they wanted “to get 
rid of” Gov. Deneen for? But, Mr. President, it is ap- 
parent that that part of the sitting Member's well-arranged 
remarks does not touch the question involved in this case, 


and I think all Senators on both sides will agree that his en- 
gaging analysis of the modern term “ bellwether” in politics, 
which so amused aad interested us, does not touch the ques- 
tion here, 





perfectly useless to lay any testimony or any law before the | 
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THE “ BELLWETHER.” A 

It was a valuable contribution to the lexicography of politica! 
terms, although I do not think any of us will quite agree yw 
the definition of our duty as described by the sitting Mem) 
in the following of “ bellwethers.” There was one mistake of 
fact that he made. He attributed its origination to the 
ator from New York [Mr. Roor]. Well, a good deal has bee) 
said about the Senator from New York. He needs no de- 
fense in this case; and if he did, there is not a man in the Sep- 
ate of the United States so capable of that defense as the Sen- 
ator from New York himself. 

But I must call the attention of the Senate to the fact ¢} 
we can not accord to the Senator from New York the honor of 
originating the term “bellwether” and applying it to Man 
Abrahams. The fame of the Senator from New York must r 
on other foundations. No! “ Bellwether” belongs to Mr. 
Browne, this “ marvelous intellect,” as the Senator from Ke) 
tucky [Mr. PAYNTER] calls him. Browne, this new Abraha 
Lincoln, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILey], by inferenc: 
describes him; Browne who swears that Manny Abrahams was 
the “ bellwether” of his faction, stood at the head of the ro 
eall, and that when any of his faction wanted to know how 
Browne thought they should vote they listened to find out how 
Manny Abrahams voted, and then, as Browne says, followe! 
their “ bellwether.” In ascribing the paternity of the term “ by 
wether” to the Senator from New York [Mr. Roor], the sitti 
Member went far afield. In his passion of oratory he was i 
fluenced by “the light that led astray.” 

I was glad the sitting Member made the reference, because 
that is pertinent to our duties as Senators. We all understand 


ta 


y 


i 


| the practice which we loosely follow—nearly all of us—where on 


strictly party questions well understood, when we come from 

busy occupation in the committee room, we vote with our part \ 
sut I never considered that my duty as a Senator, or my oath of 

office, required me to vote on grave questions affecting the wi 

fare of millions of people as some other man voted, without any 
knowledge of my own, or without any convictions derived froim 

that knowledge. But we are to have a new gospel of legislative 
procedure, it appears—the gospel of the “bellwether,” as pro 

claimed by the sitting Member. 

But whatever we may think of “ bellwethers,” we must agr 
that that passage, or passages, like the “ Hinky Dink” incid 
and the “ Manny” Abrahams description and the relief to G: 
ligan when his wife was sick—a thing which many a man 
this Chamber and thousands of private citizens have done til 
and again, a praiseworthy thing, a thing which I admired and 
approved on the part of the sitting Member—still it had no 
ing to do with the case, 

The sitting Member’s explanation did afford a reason 
President, as to why some Members, and especially a few De! 
crats, voted for him. But has that anything to do with the is 
we are sworn to try and determine? Has it anything to 
with votes secured by bribery? 


Mr 


FRAUDULENT TITLE TO ONE TRACT OF 


TO OTHER 


LAND NOT EXPLAINED BY GOOD 
TRACTS OF LAND. 

Suppose, Mr. President and Senators, that a man owned s 
eral tracts of land. His title to one of those tracts of | 
was questioned in a lawsuit on the ground that he had acq l 
it through the fraud of an agent. Would any court perm! 
to plead as a defense to that alleged fraudulent title t 
had acquired the other pieces of land legitimately and w 
fraud? If testimony were offered in such a lawsuit s! 
that the title to the piece of land in question was acquir 
fraud, would any court, to offset that, permit testimony 
had acquired other tracts of land legitimately? 

That, Mr. President, is what the sitting Member's « 
tions amount to upon the issue before us. If Senato! 
that perhaps they fairly do raise a presumption of good 
to the piece of land in question, every lawyer would answe! 
that you would be put out of court in a minute on such a | 

But this election is a much more important thing t! 
lawsuit; it affects no mere title to a piece of land. It does a! 
as I showed the other day by undisputed historical exan 
the life of this Nation. I am willing myself to take 
possible favorable view, for I am discharging a duty P 
to me—to all—but which no man any more dare shirk |! 
he would refuse to defend the flag if it was fired upon. 3 


common law regarded bribery as treason. Senators seem [to 
think it as light a matter as a common lawsuit. 
And, Mr. President, was the other section of the si 
Member's appeal any more pertinent? It was artfully don , his 
appeal to our Democratic and “standpat” Republican — 
leagues. He plainly states that he never—no, never will abuse 


the one or desert the other. I think he told the truth abou! 


that. He said he had never abused the Democrats. I liked 
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It showed his good sense. I have done some campaigning 
the last 25 years, and, thank God, I long since have gotten 
yond the point of making a partisan speech. 

Born in Ohio during our awful Civil War, I was bronght up in 

thern central Illinois while the fury of that great conflict 

still upon us. At that time party passions flamed. That 
has passed. Nearly everybody among our ninety millions 
risen far above that. We do not denounce anybody any 
because he belongs to some party to which we do not be- 
We all know perfectly well that all of us, Democrats and 
blicans, are alike Americans, equally anxious for the coun 
irue welfare and equally willing, if necessary, to fight in 
defense. 

While the sitting Member’s account of his refusal to abuse 
Democrats meets the approval of every thoughtful man, what 
has it to do with this case? Did any counselor of his imagine 
that votes In this tribunal were going to be affected by such 

) appeal as that? 

It simply had nothing to do with the case. A good many 

rs ago the gifted writer of a comic opera—a comic opera 
ch you will all remember—satirized the practice of a certain 
» of lawyers who always are trying to win a case in which 
have no relevant testimony by introducing something en- 

y irrelevant. The song became popular. It was sung by all 
people in derision of that type of legal mind 

The flowers that bloom in the spring, tra la, 

Ilave nothing to do with the case. 


That refrain will become popular once again, I think. It ap- 


plies to every sentence of the sitting Member's heart-melting 
address. 
j Mr. President, I shall pay no more attention to any feature 


of that engaging and tear-producing speech, because while it 
ised our sympathy, it did not even attempt to influence 
our judgment by presenting any fact relevant to the question 
before us. And so, Mr. President, I will ask the Senate to re- 
turn to the record of the testimony given under oath. 
|At this point Mr. BeveripGE yielded for the presentation of 
unfinished business. } 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Sut, Mr. President, in examining the 
rd of sworn testimony I shall stick to the issue. That 
issue fs not the personal habits, fortunes, feelings, or career 

of any man; it is the validity of an election. If it were a 
ere matter of sympathy, I challenge anybody to have more 

sympathy for any human being who deserves it than I 

! ve 
But if this testimony shows that an election to the most ex- 

ted place in human government has been vitiated by bribery 

nd corruption, then, Mr. President, to paraphrase a_ senti- 
nt uttered the other day by a distinguished Senator, so 
me God, I would not vote to sustain that election if it 
was that of my own brother. 
It is a question of the welfare of a people, not a matter for 
timent, on the one hand, or those other things of which 
mor is rife and the press is full, on the other hand. We have 

a duty to discharge. It will not pass away the day we vote. 

This record will go down through generations, and we must 

hand the explanation of our votes on this solemn business down 

to our children and our children’s children. 

{ showed how this body of death almost dragged England 
ts tomb, as it did drag even a greater power than England to 
tomb. I showed how the English people have saved them- 
es by administering their laws in the ancient English spirit, 

hich did not hesitate at executing on the block a lord chief jus- 

of the Crown for this offense. I read the decision of the 

English court avoiding elections for causes which some Senators 

‘in these complacent days would think amusing. 
But what has it done? It has saved Great Britain. It has 
le her Parliament almost the purest legislative body in the 
l. It has opened the doors of that great Empire's legis 
ire to those humane reforms demanded by the welfare of 
her struggling millions and resisted by all the money and power 
hereditary privilege or special interests. 
\ Senator said to me the other night, “ What do I care about 
English law? What do I care about the English method 
dealing with bribery? England is an effete monarchy.” 

‘ell, Mr. President, the Senator was mistaken. England is not 
te. But England would have been effete if she had dealt 
th this viper within her bosom as we are asked to deal with 
in this case, 


} 


\ MATTER OF NO CONSEQUENCE THAT ELECTIONS SHALL BE PURE? 

[ again present this other aspect of the case because it 

Searches out our remotest future. I see before me a veteran 

of our great civil conflict [Mr. WARNER]. What do you say? 

{s it a matter of no consequence that elections shall be pure in 
that Republic you risked your life to save? 
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ground than our oath and our conscience? I do not believe 
can be said of any of us; yet a fearless American press of 
political complexion is full of intimations to the contrat 

Here is what occurred in the Wilson case. The comn 
who considered the matter recommended th a parliamentary 
investigation be made and the evidence sifted. The House 
after some debate, in which the candidate participated, d 
clined to do this by a vote of 250 to 129. 

Now listen. 

But by a vole of ,69 to the French ¢ ad be) of De; iti 
declared the Wilson election invalid. Yet that corrupt Fre! 
election was “a trifle light as air” compared with the ¢ 
which this record discloses 

The proponents for the annulment of the election took tl ‘ 
that the evidence of general corruption was so indisput: t} * 
Jor the dignity of the House and regard for the p ra 
this action. (Journal Officiel, Feb. 26, 1894.) 

No wonder the monarchists of France do not make any pi 
ress when they come face to face with as pure and fearless a 
| electorate as that. Think of it, the seat vacated by a vote of 4 
to 2 on the ground of the dignity of the chamber and 
interest of public morals. 

But I suppose, if I were to advocate such an actio i th 
case upon the ground of “ public morals” or “the dignity 
the Senate, I should be told that I was acting outside of tl 
law. There are some views of the law which ear not 
take into account *‘ public morals,” and yet pub morals is 1 
rock upon which this Government rests. 

HOLSTLAW AND “ FORGERY Nt 

When I concluded the other day, Mr. Pr lent, I had s 
that Holstlaw. the State senator, had gotten $2,500 fre Br 
ick, State senator, in pursuance of a talk two had 
the election; that he deposited this money ir 
in bills of the same denominations in which | vor 
I showed—and it excited several Senators here wl 
leagues on the committee to quick id 
Broderick, the senator saloon keeper of Cl h 
charged with paying this mon 
questions that were asked hil 
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protected by the statutes W! 
it? I mention it at this I 
the true reason when |! I to eX 
another witness. 

Mr. President, the t1 ng o s $2 () 1) 
the State Bank of Chicag fends 
title to be so fatal that it 1 st | dis 
other they must get rid of that $2,500. It l 
| conceded that if they admitted or did Wi 
fact that $2,500 had been paid by Holstlaw h; 
| same day it was received it was a fatal « Ss 
President, first of all they disposed of it by saying that Hols 
| was a liar; that was all. But then they wer f ed b 
testimony of Jarvis O. Newton, chief clerk of the b: W 
swore that he himself received this money in bills of large 
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I say it appeared to be necessary to destroy the credibility of 
the testimony of that $2,500 deposit by Holstlaw; I am going to 
pass a paper around among the Senators in a minute and sub- 


ject the matter to a practical test. 
complish that was the bald assertion that Holstlaw was merely 


a liar. That is all. That seemed to be the subcommittee’s 
theory. 

Then, of course, if that was true, Newton, the cashier of 
the bank, a disinterested party, was a liar, too. Sut then, 


Mr. President, the bank’s deposit slip was produced and has, 
unfortunately, been lost, but I guess everybody concedes that 
this [exhibiting] is a photograph of it. So that was presented. 

Then, Mr. President, what occurred? This is worthy of the 
attention of every Senator on the floor and of the whole Ameri- 
can people. If the deposit of $2,500 in that bank on the very day 
that Holstlaw swore he got it was to be disposed of, the bank's 
deposit slip must be disposed of, too. So we heard it here 
announced that it was a “ forgery.” That is a grave charge to 
make against any man and against a reputable financial institu- 


tion. It was said that it was a “ forgery” because an attorney, 
whose care we can all have our opinion of, had actually said, in 
a hasty reply brief, that the name of Holstlaw was written in 


Holstlaw’s handwriting. 

Well, instantly that was met by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
CUMMINS] producing the affidavit of the chief clerk of the bank, 
Jarvis O. Newton, to the effect that he had actually received this 
money, that he had attached the deposit slip, and that he him- 
self had made out the deposit slip. When the defenders of this 
title were confronted by that, the affidavit of the chief clerk of 
the bank was disposed of by the statement, “ Well, those who 
will forge one instrument will commit forgery to explain it.” 
Does anybody believe that? Does the Senator from New York, 
who is a member of the subcommittee, believe that [exhibiting] 
is a “ forgery?” 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, since I asked him a question. 


Mr. DEPEW. I am not a member of the subcommittee, 
but 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I mean of the committee. 

Mr. DEPEW. But I am a member of the committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is that the way the Senator answers the 
question? I asked the Senator—he does not need to answer 


unless he wants to—whether he believes this is a forgery? 

Mr. DEPEW. I have not made up my mind whether it is a 
forgery or not; but I have read the testimony, and it has not 
taken me as long to digest it as it has the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am very much obliged to the Senator 
from New York for making that statement, because that compels 
me do a thing that I had wanted not to do, yet ought to do. I 
am going to ask the Senator from New York a question. He, 
like myself, is a member of this committee who was not on the 
subcommittee; he, like myself, one evening—and we will see 
about the “ hurdle ” now, since this question has been 





race 
raised, and I call on you all to witness that I did not raise it— 
was notified that the committee would meet the next morning, 
Saturday, at 10 o’clock, 

RECORD OF THE TESTIMONY READ BY COMMITTEE 
THB NOW BEFORE THE SENATE, 

We met next morning, Saturday, at 10 o'clock. This volume of 
testimony [indicating], which I have nearly worn out, was on 
the table before us fresh from the printer. I never had seen it 
before. I understood that it had been freshly delivered. Had 
the Senator from New York ever seen that volume before that 
morning? 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, there had been sent to me at 
my office in New York volume after volume of this testimony. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of the testimony? Printed? 

Mr. DEPEW. Printed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Where did you get it? 

Mr. DEPEW. I understood it came from the prosecution. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is it not true that what the Senator re- 
ceived were briefs of counsel and not this record? 

Mr. DEPEW. No; it was testimony and briefs of counsel, 
both. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Was it not an abstract of testimony and 
the briefs of counsel—abstracts of testimony made by .counsel? 
Was this printed official record of the testimony which I hold 
in my hand ever seen before that morning that we met in com- 
mittee? 

Mr. DEPEW. 
of counsel, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. DEPEW. 


NOT 
* REPORT ” 


BEFORE THEY MADE 


After that there came to me, as I say, briefs 


And the abstract—— 
And the abstract of testimony, 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Made by counsel? 

Mr. DEPEW. Made by counsel for the purpose of demon- 
strating that the sitting Member was not entitled to his seat 
[Manifestations of applause in the galleries.] I read them aj) 
with the greatest care. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And made up your mind? 
Mr. DEPEW. Yes; after reading them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On the abstract of counsel? 
‘nator is an eminent lawyer—— 

Mr. DEPEW. No; after—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have been one myself, and there are 
other lawyers here, so I ask this Senate and ask the country 
what it would think of a judge who would decide a case, not 
upon the official record of the testimony, but upon the brief and 
abstract of testimony made by counsel? [Applause in the 
galleries. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the galleries. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
soon. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I am glad that the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield. 

Mr. DEPEW. I am glad that the Senator from 
wants an audience. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, I do not appear to lack for an 
audience as much as the Senator might wish me to lack one. 


Now, the 
S 


Applause is not permitted in 


I think we will have an audience pretty 


Indiana 


Mr. DEPEW. Evidently he does not want a discriminating 
one. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, so long as I have the Senator here, 


after his statement about having decided this case on tl 
briefs and without reading the record, I do not need any more 
discrimination than that. [Applause in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will announce that 
if the applause is repeated the Chair will order the Sergeant 
at Arms to clear the galleries, 

Mr. GALLINGER, I trust the Chair will do so, Mr. Pres 


| dent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be observed. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana is 
singularly unfair in not addressing himself to the case but to 
the galleries, which is his usual custom. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, if that were my custom, 


The rules of the Senate must 


which it has not been, I would have had instruction in 
the example always given by the Senator from New York. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. DEPEW. The Senator does not state correctly, but 


most unfairly—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, put me right, then. 

Mr. DEPEW. What happened in committee. 
usual thing to state what happens in committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not proper. 

Mr. DEPEW. And it is not regarded as proper, but, not 
withstanding, that does not appeal to the Senator from In- 
diana. The Senator from Indiana says I made up my mind. 
He does not know how I made up my mind, except that | 
joined with the general committee. He says that I made up 
my mind on the briefs of counsel. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said it. 

Mr. DEPEW. Who were the counsel? They were the coun- 
sel against Lorimer, not for him. 


It is not the 


THE RECORD OF THE TESTIMONY, NOT BRIEFS OF COUNSEL, 
FOR OUR DECISIONS. 


THE MATERIAL 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know and I do not care who tli 
counsel were. I say it is the duty of the Senator, as a membe! 
of the committee, and of every Member of this Senate, to make 
up his mind on the testimony and not on the brief of any cou! 
sel. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. DEPEW. Wait a moment. I received these documents, 
in which were the briefs of counsel against Lorimer, in which 
they gave hundreds of pages of testimony to sustain their case; 
I heard not one word for LorrmMer or on Lorimer’s side, but 
all of it was for the purpose of sustaining the position that the 
Senator from Indiana now has been seven hours in trying to 
prove. When I came to the committee meeting we had there 
the report of the subcommittee. The subcommittee was com- 


posed of as able men as there are in this body—four Republicans 
! 


and three Democrats. That committee had spent, I think, four 


months listening to the testimony, and not only listening to the 
testimony, but doing that which every lawyer knows is so im- 
portant, watching the witnesses who were giving the testimony 
and seeing what was the value of the testimony which they 
When those seven gentlemen, some of them eminent 


gave. 
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lawyers who had served with great distinction on the 
had given four months to this question and then presented to 
the committee their conclusion—— 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator agreed without reading the 
record. 

Mr. DEPEW. With what I had already heard—the whole 
case on the other side—and with what I had already read of 
much of the case on this side, I was with the committee, and 
am still. unless the Senator in the next six hours in which he 
speaks can change my mind, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall speak as many hours as it ‘ts 


necessary to put this testimony upon the records of the Senate. 


Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 


yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Just in a moment. Now, the Senator has 
made another statement which it will be, necessary for me to 
refer to later on. He affords not only the excuse and provoca- 
tion but the justification for what I later on shall lay before 
the Senate. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will pardon me for just a 
moment more, I shall not go into what did occur in that com- 
mittee that morning, unless the Senator from New York gives 
his personal consent, except to say this, Mr. President, that the 
first time I ever saw this testimony it was lying on the table 
before us when we met that morning, and a motion was made 
to make an immediate report, before anybody could have read a 


President—— 
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Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say this, Mr. President—and the 


Senate will pardon me, because it has alrendy been made a part 


of the Recorp by the Senator from Michigan | Mr. Burrows], 
the chairman of the committee—that in view of the fact that 
part of it is in the Recorp, I thought then and I think now it 
would be entirely ethical, if the Senator sees fit, to state the 
other part of that transaction. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. DEPEW. The only reason I violated all the traditions 
of the Senate in revealing what did take place in committee 
was because the Senator from Indiana had revealed just 


enough of it to put me in a false position. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE., I will reveal the rest of it if the Senator 
Says so. 
Mr. DEPEW. Otherwise I never should have mentioned it. 
In stating that the committee had given three or four months 
to this matter, I meant not only in the taking of testimony 


page of the official testimony. 

I asked, as will be shown by the records of the Senate, that | 
the report be not made until after the holidays, because I had | 
not read the testimony. I wanted to read the testimony. I | 
have spent a good many years in the practice of the law, and | 
I would consider myself dishonorable to a client if I dared to | 
go into court and try his case upon the brief of an opposing 
counsel, without examination of the official record of sworn 


witnesses, 

If that is true, what shall be said of those who propose to pass 
upon this case, 
involving the life of our institutions, and state that they 
decide it upon the briefs of counsel for the prosecution? . Every 
Senator who has read anything concerning election cases knows 





that this is not a criminal-court room. 
Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 


yield to the Senator crom New York? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This is the greatest forum on earth—not 
trying a case, but investigating and determining the validity of 
an election. Now, I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DEPEW. I simply want to eall the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana that he again misstates the case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana has not 
yielded to the Senator from New York, but has yielded to the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I simply rose to correct a 
possible inference that might be drawn from the statement of 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Derew]. 
enough to be a member of the subcommittee that heard this 
testimony. The committee did not spend four months in hear 
ing the testimony, or anything like four months. The commit- 
tee spent some two or three weeks very laboriously, and I have 
no doubt very conscientiously, trying to arrive at a conclusion 
and to get the true facts in respect to the matter. The Sen- 
ators statement that the subcommittee made the report is 
correct only in one respect. The other members of the subcom- 
mittee did report in favor of the validity of the title of Mr. 
LoriMeR to his seat. As a member of that subcommittee, I disa- 
greed with the other members of the subcommittee. 
before the subcommittee and subsequently filed that statement 
With the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Would the Sen: itor from Tennessee mind 
Stating how it happened that the—— 





Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That the Senator's views did not happen 
to be filed at the same time that the majority views were 
filed? 

Mr. FRAZIER. O Mr. President, that is a matter that oe- 
curred in executive session of the committee, and I do not care 


to state it. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I withdraw the question. 
that question would be very interesting, though. 


An answer to 


I so stated 


infinitely greater than any private suit in court, | 
will 


but the time which, after the testimony was taken, the subcom 


mittee had devoted most conscientiously and most laboriously 
to the preparation of their report. So far as the _ posi- 
tion of the Senator from ‘Tennessee is concerned, which 
I highly respect and which put me in grave doubt, if 
| was fully stated before the committee what it was, and 
it did not differ from the report which he subsequently 
made. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the Senator has stated—— 
Mr. DEPEW. Just one word more. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Two words, if you like. 
Mr. DEPEW. Before we finally voted upon that question, I 
had an opportunity of examining that report, which was suf- 
| ficient, with what I already knew, to make up my mind. 
| Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, two things, then. The 
Senator says he had an opportunity to examine this report. It 
was laid on our committee table on a Saturday at 10 o’elock. 
We adjourned and came into the Senate. The committee met 
at 10 o'clock again on the following Tuesday. There were two 
|} days and a half, including Sunday—only half of a working 
day—in which the Senator says he examined this record. I 


I was unfortunate | 





worked as hard as I could, and it took me two weeks: and there 
are Senators here—and they are practiced lawyers, too—who 
have told me that it took them an even longer time; but the 
Senator could dispose of it in two and one-half days, in which 
| there was only one half working day. 

| Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, just a word. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BEVERIDGI Two words. 

Mr. DEPEW. Just one word. 1 do not know how long it 
takes the Senator to read a volume like that 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There it is [exhibiting]. Anybody can 
look at it for himself. It has 74S closely printed pages, 

Mr. DEPEW. And to absorb its contents when he already 
knows most of it, when he has heard arguments by counsel, and 
has heard the report of the committee, each mber of whicl 
had fully investigated it, and the discussion of members of the 
committee upon it, lasting for a long time. All my life I have 

| been compelled to make speeches on short notice, and I pre 
sume the Senator has had a similar experience. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You are demonstrating your gility 

|; how. 

Mr. DEPEW. This is on no notice at all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE None at all; that is even better 

Mr. DEPEW. Some of those speeches required a vast amount 
of reading. I have, in making an oration of that kind on short 
notice, when at a tive prac tice at the bar and when the time of 

| my working day was fully occupied, carried the reading into 
the night and all night long, for, happily, God endowed me with 
extraordinary physical health. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did you do it this time? 

Mr. DEPEW. And I have carried it through Sunday—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE Did you do it this time? 

Mr. DEPEW. And a dozen times in my life I have between 
Friday and Tuesday gone through two or three volumes like 
that, and got the substance of them. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the Senator's. interesting 
account of what his previous habits were is engaging. but I 
ask the Senator, since he has mentioned it, did he do it in this 


case? 
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Mr. DEPEW. I hope 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did the Senator read the record of testi- 
mony Saturday all night and all Sunday and Sunday night, or 
was the Senator dining out that night? 

Mr. DEPEW. I was not; but I hope when the Senator 
reaches my period of life, which is pretty nearly double his, he 
will have the same vigor which I now possess 

THE COMMITTEES REPORT CHANGEI 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I sincerely trust I shall have the same 
vigor, Mr. President; and, if I may be permitted to say so, when 
a grave question of this kind is before me, more diligence in 
rending the testimony. 

Mr. President, the Senator—and the Recorp will show that 
he has been the cause of this discussion about it—has men 
tioned another matter which compels me to ask him a further 
question. I had made up my mind not to do it, but he has 
referred to the matter again. He says after the committee 
had spent four months—which the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. FRAzreER], a member of the subcommittee, denies—in the 
taking of testimony—and I am quoting the Senator’s words 
‘and had laboriously prepared their report,” and it was laid 
before us that Saturday morning, that he did not feel it neces- 
sary to go very thoroughly into the testimony. 

Now, I ask the Senator this question: The Senator had great 
respect for the report laid before us that morning. Very well; 
tell the Senate, then, if the report laid before the full committee 
by the subcommittee that Saturday morning was the report that 
finally was laid before the Senate the following Wednesday or 
another report? 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, a great many things have hap- 
pened since the meeting of that committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Only two days happened—— 

Mr. DEPEW. Hold on a moment. Since the meeting of that 
committee a great many things have happened. I am a member 
of six committees. I have been performing my work on those 
committees and in the Senate, and I confess—I do not know 
whether it is age or not—that my memory is not up, as the 
Senator’s seems to be, on every detail that took place in the 
executive meeting of that committee. I ask him to call other 
witnesses. There were others there. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator himself has brought this up | 


three times. 

Mr. DEPEW. I did not bring it up. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have withheld my hand in this matter. 
I now ask the Senator 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Whether he thinks it is a detail that the 
report he signed himself, and that is now before us as the re- 
port of the majority, is the same report or anything like the 
same report which was laid before us when we first met two 
days before the present report, which the Senator has eulogized 
so highly, was made? 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I am going to say now what I 
have never said before in all my controversial life, and that is, 
I did not bring this matter up. The Senator brought it up in 
an effort to reveal the secrets of the executive session of the 
committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Recorp will show, Mr. President. 
Now, so far as secrets are concerned, I understand that a com- 
mittee is the servant of the Senate and not the master of the 
Senate; that we are at work upon the public business, and that 
when anything vital occurs in that committee—and something 
appears to have occurred that was vital—it becomes the duty 
of Senators to refer to it. I should not have done so, however— 
and the Recorp will bear me out—if the Senator had not fur- 
nished the occasion of it. Now I will pass that for a moment. 


‘ELEVEN MEN IN BUCKRAM.” 


So, Mr. President, we have Holstlaw. We have the perfectly 
innocent chief clerkof thebank. We have the bank’s deposit slip. 
We have Goy. Deneen, and it was even said that some person 
had informed a Senator that a newspaper man had copied this, 
and all this grows out of the effort to dispose of that fatal 
500—several people guilty of forgery and perjury and all 
kinds of offenses who could have had no motive for doing so 
ull this in order to show that this was a forgery. As Hal said 
to Falstaff 


© monstrous: 





Eleven buckram men grown out of two. 

Now, then, it was said the books of the bank are the best 
evidence. The books of the bank! (Why is it that it has only 
recently been felt necessary to overthrow the deposit of $2,500 
in this bank on the books of the bank? 

Mr. President, I took pains myself to get the affidavit of 
Jarvis O. Newton, the chief clerk of that bank, that the books 





——$——$_ 
| 


show that the entry was made in the regular course of bust- 
ness, in the regular order. Does that satisfy the Senator? 
Well, it was said that Jarvis Newton’s own signature shows 
that he did not sign it, and I am going to pass this around 
among Senators and I ask you to examine the signature of 
Jarvis O. Newton to this legal document and then look at the 
name ** Holstlaw Bank, Iuka, Il.” 

I do not even ask you to remember that a signature to a legal 
document is always formal and when made in the course of busi- 
ness runs more swiftly. I ask you to examine the mark. Look 
particularly at the “t,” which is very peculiar, crossed with the 
cross not touching the upright. That is a letter common to both 
names. Look at the letter “w,’ common to both names, Look at 
the letter “s,”’ common to both names. 

Pass it around; please do not lose it; and return it to me 

and say if you think it is a forgery. 

Now, Mr. President, another thing—a thing upon which 
more absurd emphasis has been laid than anything I have en 
countered in many years of very active practice in actual 
combat in the courts—real practice of the law before courts and 
juries; not pseudo practice in Senate debates. So I am not dis 
cussing pseudo law. It is said that the “ forgery ” is suggested 
because the name Holstlaw is spelled wrong. I am going to put 
everybody here to a practical test; I will put the Senator from 
New York to a practical test. Will the Senator be kind encugh 
to take his pencil and spell properly the name “ Holstlaw 

Mr. DEPEW. There are some things I can do; but I can 
not do that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. And yet when Holstlaw appeared at 
the window of this bank and said to the teller, * Please deposit 
$2,500 to the credit of the Holstiaw Bank,” and the clerk, Mr. 
Newton, writes it out and spells it—I do not myself now know 

| whether it is “ Holtslaw” or “ Holstlaw "—and got the 
before the “s.” Great heavens, Mr. President, here is evidence 
of the deepest “ conspiracy” to ruin a good man! 

And yet the Senator from New York, who has told us of his 
deep familiarity, says he can not do it. Of course he can not. 
I have gone over it pretty well myself. Can you offhand [ad 
dressing Mr. LA Fotierre]? Try it. I hope that disposes of that 

Mr. President, we have disposed of Holstlaw. I am merely re 
viewing what I said the other day about Holstlaw. We are hay 
ing a kind of practical demonstration here. That is more valuable 
than thunderous denunciation. It may not be so pleasing to 
the ear, but it is more valuable to our judgment. 

Let us now take up Beckemeyer again. I went over that the 
other day. Beckemeyer swore he got the money. It was found 
in his possession. He deposited it in a bank away from his 
own home, where he had to be identified. And the subcom 
mittee actually refused to let Mr. Gray, who identified Mr. 
Beckemeyer at the bank, testify—and I would like the attentio1 
of Senators to this—as to Beckemeyer’s statement as to wher 
he got the money. 


THAT HUNDRED-DOLLAR BILL. 

A little country lawyer carrying around a $100 bill and dk 
positing it with other big bills in a bank away from his own 
home. The subcommittee refused to let that statement go 
in. I have never been able to comprehend on what ground; f 
I challenge anybody to find a case or an authority in the text 
books which does not say that “ declarations against interest” 
are admissible. 

But it was not admitted. However, we do not need if. 
Beckemeyer’s deposit in the Belle Isle bank is not denied. Tl 
upholders of his election do not ask for the books of th 
bank. They do not ask for any deposit slips from that dank. 
| What do you think about it? A man swears he got this money. 
A little later on he deposited that very money in bills of the 
denomination which he said he got it in—unusual bills—$100 
bills—in a bank away from home, where he had to be ide! 
tified. Are you going to wash that out by tears of sympathy 

But, Mr. President, let us dispose of this “forgery” vefore 
we go further. I wish I had an expert in handwriting here. I 
have had the opportunity in the course of my practice to try one 
or two will cases where forgery was alleged, and one or two 
other cases where handwriting was involved. 

The absolute similarity of certain letters that are common 
those two documents—the deposit slip and Jarvis Newton's affi- 
davit—would establish the forgery of the will or the validity o! 
the will, as the case might be; and any court in Christendom could 
decide this case without the fact that there are the books, with 
out the fact that there is the testimony of Newton, without the 
fact that there is Holstlaw’s testimony, and without the fact 
that the subcommittee itself believed the money was deposited in 
the State Bank of Chicago. Does not the Senator from New 
York [Mr. DEePew] believe the money was deposited there? 
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Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President—— to committ perjury, enter into an evil “conspiracy” that in- 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana | volved the State attorney's office. 

further yield to the Senator from New York? Let us see what Mr. Beckemeyer said about this “third de 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ido. I am going to yield to everyone. gree,” and it is so important that I am going to read it. Let 











Mr. DEPEW. I have listened to the eloquent speech of the | us get it on the record. His first expe » with the third 
Senator from Indiana from the time he started, both the other | degree begins at page 236 of the record. ‘This | ns his third 
day and to-day, with an open mind, and really I do not think | degree. The next is on the next page: 
he ought to make me an object lesson. ©. Before you were taken down |! t! nd r if Cook 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think that is fair. I apologize to the | County did you tell Mr. Way: M \ , M r any 
Senator. If in the eagerness of debate I see the engaging pres- ne ania a oad 4 aman a 7 eee 
ence of the Senator before me, he invites those questions which Sen t or LORIMER y it I vote I ry Y f \ L 1 t 
he has shown such readiness and ability to answer. But I will | know; 1 think I denied knowing anything it it; not the ¢ t 
not ask any more. ; sangusce } acer eee ad def = eel 

Personally I invite interruptions. I repeat, that if anybody = yes, 
thinks I am misstating this testimony or stating it unfairly, he | Q- Didn't you tell him or them that you never 1 d 
will do me a personal favor to ¢al iy attention to it at the tates Ss alee’ ‘AY . ole’ tdi tse 7 oa 
time I make it. I would far rather abandon my position in this @. Then were you taken befor he 2g ! that w then in 
case than to misstate testimony. session as a witness ?—A I want »s { - n : \ 

Now I come, Mr. President, to the crux of this case, and 1 QB, that day. now, If 7 remem ees 
ask to this the attention of every Senator here who thinks this | bef the grand jury 
title valid; and I want to be careful of the statement. I would Q. I don't care whether t same d r not rhe t [ was t 
like to have the attention of the Senator from Wyoming and ‘4 a ae a = oe 
of all Senators here who think this title valid. By looking at Page 2350: 
he last report of the committee—the one we have here now Q. D you test e the ¢ d y c ° 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President any MONCY OF BEFENINE Of VANE let VEG Ne E es 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana If anybody thinks there is anything in these third-degree 
yield further to the Senator from New York? methods I should like to have their attention. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. A. J ner f ( ed l e the y not ha 
Mr. DEPEW. The Senator has questioned me several times 


in regard to these two signatures, whether they were written nen > bet you v 1 s Lor 

by the same man or whether one is a forgery. I should say it | underst t ‘ ; ne) L : nat 1 to 

would require an effort of the imagination to say they were nee Did es wi " \ I 
\ written by the same man. did not. — 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On any question that involves an effort Page 240: 

of the imagination the Senator is a master. I am an humble cna 8 

plodder who deals merely with the facts. When I see the “t,” | ,. Senator zat 7 teed ‘ el ap t a ; a a that | 

“ss.” “w," and “o,” and when I reflect that one is written in | 7 9d9 that ; ian . I underst eu. 


the flow of business and one is a signature to a legal document, | that is about all. I was not befor > grand y lu 

when I back that up with the affidavit of a man who had no Third degree now. mind you. 

motive for committing perjury on the stand or swearing falsely & Dee ven tell aurthine the frst time t 

to an affidavit, and when the entry appears on the books of the | thing fer Voting for W111! t Li or were | ised anyt 


bank, then it is conclusive. A. I did not; it 8 t ed, ; 
Mr. DEPEW. May I ask the Senator one question? He has o oo a as 3 7 ae \ 
; 1e second ti you went was in the 1 

asked me a great many. a" ole< tm 43 ane 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. You may. Q. Were you taken out of the grand y room and put in the cust 


Mr. DEPEW. Do you think it is the rule of bank officers to on = re the 1 a went there?—aA. tes, & 
write one kind of a hand when writing in the course of business eh ere fete eee eee 
and another when they are swearing to an affidavit? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator this: From your 
experience, is it not true that where you sign your name to a 
legal document you sign it more formally—your own name— 
than in writing in the swift rush of business another man’s Q. Who was the officer?—A. W i lint I went 


Now, I ask particular attention to this, because I nu going 
to place before the Senate a new fact. I wish the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE], who talks about these * min rf 


the law,” was here. 


name? with Of - vy; I went to dinne 
That is not the question. We will indulge in reciprocity. I I wish to get the attention of Senators to this very important 
understand the Senator from New York is for reciprocity. peint. Remember, this was Officer Keeley. I hope Senators 
{ Laughter. ] will fix that me in their minds. I shall give the Senate so 
I will ask the Senator this question, Does the Senator believe | startling information ab Otlicer I d 3 $ 
that Jarvis O. Newton committed perjury when he said he re- | “ third-degree” excuse even more than this 1 
ceived this money as chief clerk of that bank? Let us get down Q. Who put vou in his custody ?—A. W the 
to the point. If so, for what motive? The Senator refuses to | jury, as I understand it. 
ancwar  asoen rall . . aes . 
answer. Very well. Let us pass that. Page 243: still third degre: W 
It is too absurd. It shows the desperation of audacity, or 
the audacity of desperation—this charge that the bank's de- Then did you say, “I « ct : , 
osit ie te os 6“ Soxncgary *? I ill histor aot on ‘ ye . ‘ d C know t - i 
] { pisa Torgery. recall history when anotlie eat | what is the 1 ter? | 
speaker, though in a nobler cause, resorted to audacity. Danton ? Did that co 1 t pA 
said, in the throes of the French Reyolution, “ Andace, encore | Seeley }—A. Some of it took piace; J 
nd inanne na ’ oe 2. 99 . ee .. What did not take A. I 
audace, toujours audace, et la france est sauveée, {AUCACITY, | of the g tion, but s lad t { < 
again audacity, always audacity, and I ce is saved.) Is that Q. Can you designate parti ! 
the Sx iator'’s pos tion? Accuse forg ‘Ty nad perjury al l every- at en ; ‘ : - aoe ac . = 
thing else in order to destroy this $2,500 deposit. that?—A. I think the last part t I Mr. I I 
New let us get down to Beckemeyer again. Beckemeyer got | ever got any money; I t ; 
. . .  s en d vo l 
the money. He deposited the money. It was found in his pos- |,“ ? I < ‘ 
i . . ° . ‘ K yw i it \ 
Session. How does any Senator get away from his deposit in | me i ( » for \. J that to M 
the bank, away from home, of bills of large denomination, a_ ' : ee ee acd 
bank where he had to be identified? : - : 7% 
~ THE THIRD This is a part of this awful rd d t we have 
Now, I come to the crux of this case so far as the attempt | heard about. 
to break down these witnesses is concerned. I repeat that all Mr. FRAZIER, Mr. President 
who have read the majority report, everyb “ly who has listened The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the SS r from Ind 
to the speeches, have heard these witnesses attacked for “ per- yield to the Senat from Tenness 


Juring themselves” when the confessed—Beckemeyer and all Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do, indeed. 

of them—attacked on the ground that they were put through Mr. FRAZIER. [I call the attention of the Senator from In 
a “third degree” at Chicago. Is not that true—badly treated | diana to page 234 

by the officers of justice, so badly treated that they were made Mr. BEVERIDGE, I was just coming to that, 






ord where the direct question was 





oe. 7% i { r duress used upon you for the purpos« 
( g with referen to the Lorimer payment of 
ni l { ified to ! 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am just coming to that. 
Mr. FRAZIER Iiis answer is “ No; there was not.” 
On er by the State’s attorney or the officer in whose keeping 
\ ‘ \ Vo: there ras not 
Y. Did ( / lL the truth Le a ’ have t Ll it i Ve 
M I VERIDGI I thank the Senator from T« essee 
He iys is accurate If any iriend of mine got into trouble 
thr l » fault of his, I should advise him to employ the 


professional services of the 
FRAZIER] But if he were in the 
was just coming to that. I was 
takes too mucl i 


} 
I 
' ° } 


aegree story int 


Senator from {Mr. 
Well, I 
skipping some of pages; 
time; because I want to put the whole third- 
i¢ Recorp and yet not to burden it. Senators 


that some awful “ third-degree ” 


wrong, (i 


these 


impress the Senate 


methods were used on this man which made him confess. 
On ize 252 occurs the following: 
Q. Afi you testified before the grand jury, Mr. Beck ey didn’t 
t State's attorney's office tell you that you had been 


! lf perjury ?7—A. A 





@. Didn't 1 tell John Gavin that, when you did talk to the State 
i y, that you understood and believed you had been indicted for 
perjury A. 1 don’t think I told Mr. Gavin that at all. 
Q. Did 1 tell anybody that?—A. No, sir; not that I kn of. I 
he to tell that to anybody. 
¢ 


q. Isn't it a fact 


they are trying to make him admit that he 1 
awful third-degree method. 


lad an 


that shown an 


4). Isn't it a fact you were indictment—what pur 
ported to be an indictment on paper—an indictment against you, charg- 
ing you with perjury? A. No, SIR 


Page 253: 


Q. Did you testify before the grand jury you had received $1,000 in 
the same way that you testified to it here?—A. YES, sir 
A * x os 

Q. You were indicted or threatened with an indictment for perjury 

and you went back testimony, 


before the grand jury and corrected your 
didn’t you?—A. YI : 

Now then 
I RAZIER | 


S is on page 


follows what the Senator from Tennessee 
read, but he did not read it all. 
254 

©. Were there any threats or duress used 
of makin ou tell anything ith 
money that you have testified to 


[ Mr. 


upon 
reference to the 
here ?—A. THERE 


you for the 
Lorimer 
WAS NOT 


purpose 
payme nt of 


lo you think of that “ third degree?” 


Q. Or either by the State's attorney or the officer in whose keeping 
you were? \. No; THERE WAS NOT 
Q. Did you tell the truth then as you have told it now?—A. Yes, sir. 


And now, mark this: 
Q. And your oing before the grand jury on the third visit, and 
that, as I understand you, was the only time with reference to which 


lave testified about the $1,000 Lorimer money—were you asked 
to go before the grand jury on that occasion, or did you voluntarily 
go 7 \. | ASKED PERMISSION GO BEFORE THE GRAND JURY. 

What do “third degree” 
Beckemeyer, Mr. President. 
| and 1 am taking 
much about this 





Senators think about this 
now? But that is not all, 
pi 260 and 261 the following, 
about this because we have heard so 


for 
On 
time 
brutal 


pPuyges 


occurs 





and cruel “third degree,” causing men to commit perjury in 
furtherance of a great conspiracy against the sitting Member: 

Q. Who ordered you‘ A. No one, that I | of If the committee 
would like to know how I came to be in the custody of an officer, I 
will tell them 

q. Tell it, Mr. Beckemeye1 A. Wayman i me if I would not 
like to have an officer go with me down i W ilked the matter 
over in Mr. Wayman’'s office, and several pro; tions were put by the 
State's attorney as to fellows talking to me and getting up aching 
testimoi or pre y getting whipped That as two of tke reasons 
chy I part equested nd it was very willingly granted, of course, 


y 
by Mr. Wayman, that J Ict an officer go with me 


the 
tion would have us be 


‘third degree!” Senators who are uph 


l that 


this elec 


under 


ding 


lieve confessed 


Beckemeyer 


the crushing terror of a brutal “third degree.” Senators have 
declaimed about Beckemeyer being terrorized, made drunk, and 

forth, by a police officer forced on him by the State's attor 
ney; that Beckemeyer was compelled to commit perjury by 
being dragged and frightened before the grand jury. But 
Beckemeyer swears that he asked for an officer to go with him. 
Beckemeyer asked to go before the grand jury. He did not 


testify before the grand jury to what he did not testify 


nd on page 261 


to here. 


Q. It w t your own suggestion that the officer went down—in 
I t went down with you t A. In part it wa 

Q. Did you ever make any objection to it, directly or indirectly? 
A. I did not 

Q. Did you consider that you were under any duress or any restraint, 


or anything of that sort? * * * A. No, s 
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“third degree ”’ 





FEBRUARY 24. 


“Third degree!” What does any Senator 


for Beckemeyer now? 


think about the 


FATE OF OFFICER I LEY, THE PRINCIPAL “ MINION” OF THE 


DEGREE, 

Now, Mr. President, come to another thing which | 
hope will interest the How many times has it been 
stated that Beckemeyer was subjected to a cruel “ third dk 
the t about which I have just read, and which 


we 
Senate. 


stimony 


it was not so? How often have we heard passions torn to 
tatters in this debate, appeals made that “split the ears of ¢] 
undlings, but made the judicious grieve,” about Officer K 





instructions, 


that sort of thing? 


ims 


setting 


him d 


if Beckemeyer out under 
ll Is ne 


taking him to bad places, and all 
pretty familiar? 

‘Infamous” tactics of the officers of justice of Chicag I 
putting this poor man, who says he went very wil ingly d 
asked for the protection of an officer—and then the office: 
ted to take Beckemeyer out and get him drunk! was 
curious about what happened to that officer—this bruta 
of justice. So I telegraphed to District Attorney Wayman 
what became of Officer Keeley, and I find that this mar ) 
has been paraded before for having done these 
has been indicted and convicrep of perjury for having 
that he was ordered to do any such thing or did do any 
thing. 

That, I think, has occurred since the commit report [ 
read in State’s Attorney Wayman’s testimony, which I y 
the attention of the Senate to in a moment, the statemei 
the grand jury had indicted this man Keeley. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Where? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In Cook County, 
and now he is convicted of perjury. 
Degree”’ Keeley 


instru 


us 


tee 


Chicago, of com ° 
Officer Keeley—* Third 
whom we have heard so bitterly denounced, 


has been indicted and convicted of perjury for swearing to the 
very things that have been paraded before us as establishi the 


“third degree.” Senators did not know that, I take it. 

While I am on this subject, Mr. President, the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Batrey] the other day, inadvertently, of course 
I could not the relevancy—stated that Browne, our 
twentieth century Abraham Lincoln, was tried twice, and that 
the first time the jury stood 11 to 1 for acquittal I asked, 
by telegraph, District Attorney Wayman about it, and here 
is his answer: ‘ The first Browne jury stood eight for couvic- 
tion and four for acquittal.” 

I will ask the Secretary to read this telegram of State’ 
Attorney Wayman about this man Keeley, and I hope we will 
hear nothing more about the cruel treatment of these witnesses 
by the State’s atterney’s office in Chicago. ‘ 

The Secretary read the telegram, as follows: 


see 


CuicaGco, ILL., February 22, Ul 
lion. A. J. BEVERIDGE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
P. J. Keeley was indicted by September grand jury for falsely 
swearing for the defense in the Browne case that Assistant Stat At 
torney Arnold had placed Beckemeyer in his custody and told him to 


treat Beckemeyer right, meaning, as Keeley said, to get him drunk, 
so that he would testify before the grand jury, Keeley’s testimony In 


the Browne case being to give the impression that the State had plied 
Beckemeyer with liquor to get him to testify. 


This was an infamous lie, and on the trial of Keeley for per) f 
admitted that Beckemeyer was not drunk at any time. Keel teas 
tried at this term of court, and on February 10 WAS FOUND GUIL1\ rt 
ing been discharged from the police force in the meantime for « ict 


unbecoming a police 
CONVICTION 


THE FIRST BROWNE JURY STOOD EIGH ( 
ACQUITTAL. 
JOHN FE. 


officer. 
AND FOUR FOR 
State’s Attorney 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, so we find that I 
meyer got the money; part of it was found in his posses L, 
he confessed; he was not under duress; the “third degré is 
a silly invention; and “third-degree” Keeley is convicted of 
perjury. 


WAYMAN, 


LINK, THE ARCH HERO OF THE THIRD DEGREE. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to Link. The first thing that 
apparent about Link is that he is a reluctant witness, 2 wit- 
ness so reluctant, Mr. President, that he is impertinent Phere 
is not a lawyer here who can read that man’s testimon; 
fore the subcommittee without knowing that if he had dared to 
so conduct himself before a court he would have been pu d 
for contempt. Everything that that man swore to was « 
out of him by the red-hot forceps of cross-examination. Not 
withstanding that, to what does he swear? The majorit 


the committee weeps over Link—poor Link, subjected to the 


“third degree ’’°—compelled to swear falsely, as Beckemeyer 
| was, by the cruel “third degree.” 
I have sometimes wondered whether the majority s syt- 


pathy for poor Link was greater than its hatred and disapm val 
| of the officers of justice of Illinois. 


The latter’s treatment, 





} mate 


RRS 


SERRATE 
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according to some Senators, of this bribe taker reminds us of | 
Burns's lines— 
Man's inhumanity to man 
Makes countless thousands mourn. 

For are not the whole American people mourning over poor 
bribe-taker Link and Beckemeyer and those other tender inno- 
cents, so roughly manhandled by the officers of justice? 

Mr. President, to what does Link swear? I will not read 
the record unless some Senator thinks I am misstating it. 
First of all, he can not remember how the invitation came for 
him to meet Browne in St. Louis June 21. He can not re 
member it, not at all. This is on page 281. He can not remem- 
ber anything about it. But I ask you to compare his lack of 
memory on details, on pages 280 and 281, with his accurate 
memory as to a conversation with Beckemeyer, pages 300 and 
301. 

The facility with which his memory accommodates him 
almost, but not quite, equals that of Mr. Browne, whom we 
have the authority of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Payn- 
Ter] for saying is of “ marvelous intellect.” I will read you, 
when I come to Browne, what the Senator from Kentucky says 
of Mr. Browne and his “ marvelous intellect.” 

Nevertheless Link testifies that he did meet Browne there: 
that Browne paid him a thousand dollars; and that he, Link, 
“thought it was campaign money,” although no campaign aras 
possible for 14 months. You will find that account on pages 
281 and 284. Then he admits meeting Wilson down there. and 
from Wilson he, like White and Beckemeyer, got $900, and 
again he thought it was “campaign money.” He is not sur- 
prised at all that he got it—not Link. They did not owe him 
anything; he did not expect to get it; Browne just handed him a 
thousand dollars; he took it for granted it was “ campaign 
money ” for a campaign a year and ticwo months off ; and Wilson 
gave him money under the same circumstances. 

Mr. President, the whole transaction is given in the examina- 
tion, the admirable examination of Senator Frazier, of Ten- 
nessee, on pages 306 and 308. Senator FRAziEeR’s whole exami- 
nation of this man Link should be read by every Senator. 

Mr. President, Link is the star “third degree” witness. Yet 
this man was not subjected to things so humiliating as Becke- 
meyer, in the opinion of the subcommittee. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Would it interrupt the Senator from In- 
diana if I ask him a question? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not at all; I would be glad to hear the 
Senator’s question. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I ask the Senator this question, or rather 
I make this suggestion to the Senator. It is contended that 
Link was induced to swear to this story by the “third degree,” 
to which the Senator has alluded. Did it ever occur to the 
Senator that those who induced Link to swear to those false- 
hoods were very bungling conspirators, that they did not 
induce Link, while they were getting him to swear to these 
falsehoods, to swear to a more convincing story than he did? 
If he was making up the story would it not have been just 
as easy for those who were securing him to make up that 
story to have got Link to have admitted the fact that he was 
promised this $1,000 if he would vote for Mr. Lortmrr, and 
that thereafter he was paid the $1,000 for voting for Mr. 
LORIMER? 

Upon the other hand, Mr. Link would not state upon the 
most rigid cross-examination that he was ever spoken to with 
reference to his vote for Mr. Lorimer in any corrupt sen 
before he voted for him, and he refused to admit that the 
>1,000 which he did receive was paid to him for voting for 
Mr. LorRIMeERr. 

If it had been a made-up thing, if it had been a conspiracy, 
if it had been made out of the whole cloth, as it were, would it 
not have been just as easy for Link to have made a good story 
as to have made an imperfect story? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Exactly; just as the Senator pointed out 
the other day, if these were all lies gotten up by a “ conspiracy,” 
how much easicr and simpler would it have been to have had 

Holtslaw testify that he got the $2,500 from Lorimer himself 
instead of having fixed up a bungling story for Holstlaw that 
he went clear out to Broderick’s saloon, a mile and a half, and 
got it from Broderick. 

Of course, if these men are telling falsehoods about ¢g 
this money as the result of some “conspiracy” to “ destroy ” 
the sitting Member, as the Senator from Tennessee shows, with 
the positiveness of a demonstration in Euclid, then they were 
the stupidest set of knaves who ever put on foot a nefarious 
plot; it will not hold together. 

I have already shown that to be false in the case of Becke 
meyer. Beckemeyer denies it, and he says he never was under 
duress. He says he suggested himself that the officer go with 





about Link’s being placed in the cru 
Link himself asked for the offi 


and after discussing that tween . we agreed t Ww 
ind the reasons there stated between us was that w 
anybody to interview Mr. Link or talk with him upon thi 
I stated that to Mr. Link Mr. Link expre i himself 
desirous that no newspap men were to be allowed to 


I 
but all be kept away from him 


Then there was a great deal of discussion bets 


torney for the Chicago Tribune and the attorney f 
Member. Finally this occurred 


Senator GAMBLE. There has e! n attac 
the State’s attorney's office; for that purpose tl 
committ to determing 


He is the attorney who seems to have rep. 


cago Tribune 


If tl committee would 
n evstody and the so-called third degree, I ¥ ly 
this evidence, but if it remains in t I 2.4 K 
hould be there, too 
Judge Hanecy. WE ARE NOT INVI ATI? ri : 
FFICE 
Judge Hanecy, remember, was the attor 
Member in this investigation 
Although the counsel for the tting Member 
were not investigating the State's attorney's of! 
was trying to keep out of the record correspond: b 
State’s attorney and this man Link, yet s 
offi ‘ce of Chicago has bee } the chief s bj 
this floor. The State’s attorney's office of ¢ 
held up to us as the machine of : 
pel men to tell stupid and bungli lies 
believe it? 
Here follows a communication bety n es 
and Link from his home. Lin! | l 
on the stand he “read Way! 
act that bribe taker Link read State’s Attor \\ 
M 
Iion. J E. W. Vi C) 
D [ W I t M IK 
I | { t 
} n | ‘ ‘ 
s ! M: 7 
/ es 7 } 
\ i l 0 
Y M 
Why was not that laid before the Senate w! we 
ng these lurid details about the “third 4 
hom Link was “in custody” of Link hi skh 


officer whom Beckemeyer was put in 
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him. He says that he never was asked to tell anything br 
truth. When the committee or any Senator has told us it 
Officer Keeley was instructed to go out and get him drunk 
| furtherance of that “conspiracy,” remember that Officer Keeley 
has been indicted and convicted of } jury for swearing to the 
same thing that Senators have told us here 
LINE 5S rHIRD I 
Now we come to the “third degree l 
Of course, if this “third degree” goes down, tlhe las 
cuse for pleading that these votes were not bought disa 
What does State’s Attorney Wayman say about I I 
degree?” First, I ask Senators to reme! . a 
drawn story of Link about the “third degree.” L 
from this testimony, must have been a gr 
powerful man, physically. It appears so fi 
tion. Yet the Senators wail and moan over ! 
Link says he was threatened with all m er 
separation from his home and farm; and, finally, bh f ( 
did not testify to what they wanted him to | fy to 
Link says that the man who did this i \ \ 
State’s Attorney Arnold. Now, the su! ‘ 
lieve Link’s story about Arnold; other, 
committee would have called Arnold I ee 
did not. However, they did call State's Attorney Way I 
ask the attention of Senators to the testimony, undisputed 
State’s attorney concerning the “third degre or | D 
pressed, giant Link. Here is what happened id ft ce 
O70: 
Q. What talk or di ssion did ' 
his being in the custody of an ofl ‘ or 
State’s Attorney Wayman answe1 
A. I had no discussion at all | 
day I did, as to what would be i 
which an indictment had been rett f ‘ 
Saturday morning it was again d i Wf ] wa 
officer to go with him to the train, and then ] wat 
go with him clear home 
What do Senators think of that? That is what happet 
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we have heard took Beckemeyer out and got him drunk, and 
so forth, has been convicted of perjury in Cook County. 
But that is not all of the “third degree.’ Mr. Wayman, the 
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| 
| 
j 


State’s attorney, testifies further, on page 379—this is on cross- | 


examination: 
Q. Is it because you don’t remember or because you don’t know ?7— 


That is, whether Link was 


“in custody "— 

A. Because Mr. Link, after they arrived at Mitchell, O'Keefe went 
with him, and then Mr. Link went to St. Louis and about the country 
as he pleased, and J would not regard it as custody, and neither did 


Mr. Link. 
. - + ” + > ” 

Q. And he insisted you had no right to keep him “in custody ? ’—A. 
No, sir; Mr. Link never said a word to me at all, excepting that 
lettcr— 

I have just read the letter— 


I have produced here, and upon the receipt of that letter I telephoned 
to Jokn O Acefe to come home. 

Now, that is all the “third degree” there is as to Link. 
Was it not proper? As a lawyer, will any Senator say here 
that State’s Attorney Wayman, instead of being cruel, was not 
considerate and kind, even? What do Senators say of the 
“third degree” in view of this testimony? Senators may shout 
“third degree” all they like, but there is the testimony that the 
‘third degree” is an absurd and bizarre myth. One man who 
is said to have been the agent of the “ third degree” has been 
indicted and convicted for perjury for saying what has been 
shouted here time and again as the truth. 

Now. Mr. President, I come to the most important statement 
in Link’s testimony. I ask any Senator who votes to sustain 
this title to remember this before he does it in connection with 
the rest that I have read. 

It has been said that the reason why Link testified as Becke- 
meyer did to having received $1,000 from Browne and $900 from 
Wilson was because he was subjected to the “third degree.” 


But Link unwittingly gives another reason, and I will read it | 
Link is now on the stand. 


to you. You will find it on page 205. 
Senator FRAzIER is cross-examining him. 
‘I DID NOT WANT TO GET MY FRIENDS INTO TROUBLE.” 


All through this record, after Senator Frazier arrived there. 
Senators will find that when witnesses had testified to an absurd 
state of affairs the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. FRAzIER] took 
it up, and his examination was thorough, direct, keen, and rele- 
vant. So he took up Mr. Link. I direct the particular atten- 
tion of the Senate to this: 


Senator Frazier. If it were true that you met Wilson at St. Louis 
and he paid you $900, and that you met Browne and he paid you $1,000, 


why did you not tell that when you came up here before the grand jary | 


and before Mr. Wayman? What were you concealing it for? 


I must beg the attention of every Senator here. Here is 
Link’s answer as to why he concealed that he got the $1,000 
and the $900: 


A. I didn’t want to get myself, perhaps, in trouble and my friends in 
trouble 1 didn’t know where the money came from. That was the only 
reaxron P 
Q. Why didn’t you tell it if it were a fact that you got it, and that 
you met those gentlemen? What were you trying to conceal it for; 
what was there wrong about the transaction? " 


This is Link giving his reason why he did not make a clean 
breast of it in the first place. 
A. I didn’t know anything about what there was about it {nd I 


didn’t desire to criminate myself for taking this mone I didn’t know 
where it came from 


Q. If it were 2 present to you, and a fair and honest transaction for | 


campaign purposes 

This is Senator FRAZIER cross-examining— 
or a gift or otherwise, why were you trying to conceal it?—A. I had 
no reason at all for concealing it. 

Q. Why didn’t you tell it?—A. Pardon me, I will correct that. I 
WAS AFRAID OF GETTING SOMEBODY INTO TROUBLE; I didn’t know where 
this money came from. 

Q. Who were you afraid of getting into trouble ?— 

Inquired the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. FRazier]. 

A. Friends of mine or myself— 

Answers much-abused Link. 

Q. Who were your friends?—A. I had a great many friends on the 
Republican side and on the Democratic side in the general assembly. 

Q. How would you get your friends into trouble by telling the truth, 
if this were a perfectly honest and legitimate transaction ?7— 

Asks the Senator from Tennessee. 


A. I didn’t know how it would get them into trouble, only it struck 
me I might get them into trouble 


Answers bribe-taker Link. 











| stallment at Chicago. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


That is Link’s sworn testimony as to why he concealed get- 
ting the $1,000 from Browne and the $900 from Wilson. What 
friends was he afraid of getting into trouble do Senators think? 

The majority of the committee absolutely ignore the fact that 
Link himself swears that the reason why he concealed this 
was the fact that he ‘“‘ FEARED GETTING HIS FRIENDS 
rROUBLE,” and they lay it on a “ third degree,” which the reeord 
itself shows did not exist. Now, Senators can vote as they 
please, but it shall not be on any fantastic ground of a “ third 
degree.” Link says that he refused to tell because he was 
‘afraid of getting my friends into trouble,” and that is not 
denied. 

And what “friends?” That goes back to Broderick. Why 
did he refuse to answer the questions that were put to him? 
He said he was “closely affiliated” with certain “friends” of 
the sitting Senator in Chicago. Broderick says he knew the 
sitting Member was a candidate two weeks before, at the 
same time Browne says he knew it. Was Link’s reason for 
concealing this transaction the same that moved Broderick to 
refuse to testify? 

You can not pass those matters over, Senators, by Sympathy 
or aid to a man whose wife is sick or the beginning of a boy- 
hood friendship even with Hinky Dink. : 

Now, Mr. President, we come to White. 


INTO 


There is a good deal 


| to be said of White; a good deal, I think, that is interesting. 


The first thing that appears about White is this: The Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS] made the point that either White 
told the truth or else White is a genius. 


WHITE, IF UNTRUTHFUL, THE AMERICAN GABORIAU OR CONAN DOYLE. 


If White’s story is a falsehood, White need never care any 
more for the future, because we have developed among us 
an inventive genius of fiction who puts all the writers of 
imaginary tales from Emeile Gaboriau to Conan Doyle to the 
blush. That is not an extravagant statement. 

Read White's story, so natural, so corroborated at every mate- 
rial point. Then read any of the masterpieces of detective fic 
tion, such as “ The Adventures of Sherlock Holmes,” or “ The 
Mystery of the Rue Morgue,” and the like, and compare them 
to White’s story, if the last is fiction. 

Yet we are told by eminent Senators that White is a man of 
no intelligence. But if he is a man of no intelligence, he told 
the truth; because a man of mean intelligence can not conceive 
a tale so full of details, so full of novelty and dramatic point, 
a tale, too, that happens to be corroborated at every important 
point. 

Mr. President, I press again upon the attention of the Senate 
this fact: White’s story is corroborated in every vital par- 
licular, Let us put that to the test. Is there a Senator here 
who intends to vote to support this title who will point out to 


| me one instance that is vital in White’s story that is not cor 


roborated ? 
matter. 

White says Browne approached him. Beckemeyer and the 
others say the same thing. He says he was invited by Wilson to 
St. Louis. Beckemeyer and the others say the same thing; Clark 
says the same thing; Shephard says the same thing; and Wil 
son admits he was in St. Louis. White said he got $900 there 
from Wilson in the bathroom; Beckemeyer says he got $00 
there; Link says he got $900 there. Shephard denies that he 
got $900 there; but admits he was there, and was called into 
the bathroom by Wilson because Wilson wanted to know the 
name of a lady he saw Shephard dining with taco months 
before. 

White says Browne paid him the major part of his first in 
When? July 16, the day Holstlaw got 
his first installment. He said Browne told him he was going 
to St. Louis. Browne went to St. Louis, and Browne admits it. 
It is sworn to by the other bribe takers. Beckemeyer and Link 
swear that they got $1,000 there from Browne. White is again 
corroborated. 

When I came to take up the testimony of Browne—this Abra- 
bam Lincoln of the twentieth century; Browne who has been 
compared with the great savior of the Republic—I think I wil! 
dispose of Mr. Browne to the satisfaction of everybody ; I would 
if we were jurors. But before I pass this I want again to ask: 
Will any Senator here point me out, so that I can straighten it 
out now, what vital point in White's testimony is not cor- 
roborated—one? Again I await a reply. No one answers. 


I pause for reply. We might as well face this 


Very well; we will pass that. 
BROWNE ON WHITER’S CHARACTER. 
But, Mr. President, it is said that White’s character is base. 
I never practiced law in a criminal court, but I have talked 
with criminal lawyers, and I have heard that one of the methods 
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of tnat practice is to assail the witness of the cause that you 
want to defeat with a savagery in proportion to the desperate- 
ness of your own side. Is not that true? Very well; what has 
happened here? White has been assailed as base and vile and 


infamous and low and with all the other adjectives of dis 


What has that to do with the truth of this bribery? We are 
not trying White's character, we are determining the truth. My 
ion is that it is not shown that White was a bad man 
before he went up there to Springfield; but I think that occurred 
to White which has occurred to other men. The senior Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Derew] by his long experience in this 
field has known many of them; I have known some of them 
myself, boys who came from the country, went to the legislature, 
and fell into evil habits. 

If Mr. White is a bad man, I will show you that one instru 
ment 2nd agent of White’s infamy was Browne himself. We 
have ene good witness on White’s character, and that witnes 
is llous-intelect ’ Browne. I am going to read to the 
Si what Mr. Browne thought of White clear down to the 
end cf 1909. I read from page 53: and I shall take the time to 
read these letters over, because they have internal evidence of 
the truth of White’s story that no man ean resist. I believe 

iis is the first letter—the Lee O'Neil Browne letter: 

[Exhibit 1.] 
opie’s Exhibit 4 B. B On letterhead of Forty-fifth General As 
sembly. ] 





rye 





OTTAWA, ILL., June 9, 1909 


Ilon. CNARLES A, Wuitr, O'Fallon, 111. 


My Pear Crarure: I did not get 


ne until the night of Monday 






J 7, when | found your letter awaiting me. I wish you had spoken 
to me of the matters contained in your letter before we left Springfie d 
It would have been comparatively easy for me at that time to have 
dvised with ye personally and properly. It is far from difficult now 
and | would hardly know what to say to you without seeing you pe 

s In any event, unless you would care to see me before that time 
by « here or meeting me in Chicago, I expect to see you and havs 
a visit with you some time within the next two weeks I shall be only 
too d to advise with you along the line of the matters referred to, 
and suggest anything that may be appropriate and proper. 


The matters referred to— 
You know where I stand, old man, and that I will go my length for 
you. 


This is Browne's opinion of White: 








S! ld you find it necessary to see me before the end of the next two 
veeks, you had better arrange to come to Chicaco and meet me there 
However, as matters stand, and in the way that I am tied up with bu 
ness matters now, | would prefer to put off the meeti for the lengt 
of tir I have stated I want you to feel and realize that / 
good « friend as you have in the world, and that I am not onl 
but ready to do anything in my power for you at any time My best 
reca to you. 

Very sincerely, your friend, LEE O’NeIL Browne 


\nd yet all that is bad in White, Lee O'Neil Browne cert: 
knew, and most of which Browne himself developed. Se 
this is a brief letter, and I call the attention of Senators espe 
cially to it- 








[Exhibit 2.] 


People’s Exhibit 5 B. B.—Written on letterhead of Forty-sixth General 


OTTAWA, ILL., June 13, 1909 
Friend CHARLES: Your letter did not reach me till too late to d 
good I was in Chicago, but could not have remained longer had I got 
r letter. Got home here this evening and am due in court to-morrow 
But, Charlie, | will be in Chicago Tuesday or Wednesday 
That was June 13, three days before he paid him the money 
1 (this is under your hat) 
That is a common expression that White testifies that this 
in Browne used, and here is Browne using it in a letter to 





5 td 


1 (this is under your hat, though, for I do not want to be bothered 
very job hunter in Chicago), if you can wait I'll do my best to s« 
J I'll be at the Briggs when there. 
In haste, By 





That is the second letter. I now come to the third letter. 
Senators will remember that this man White has been de 
nounced as “a scoundrel unworthy of belief.’ I am showing 
what “ marvelous intellect’ Browne thought of him. This is 
dated July 16,1909. This letter is conclusive. Browne swears 
and I wili point it out when I come to his testimony—that he 
did not send Wilson to St. Louis and had nothing to do with 
the second meeting. 

[Exhibit 3.] 


[Letterhead of Forty-sixth General Assembly, State of Illinois, House of 


Representatives. } 
Orrawa, ILuL., July 16, 
Hon. Cartes A. Wuire, O'Fallon, Il 
Friexp Cuartie: Thank you very much for your prompt re« tien 
of my request in the Doyle matter. You hare certainly been one of my 
good old fricnds since we hare become acquainted. I feel sure that t! 
friendship will last just as long as you and I do. 
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tends sn't it 
AY 
l 
< nd fy lev 
a.” talk very il ( \ k of 
poisoning, and have I di t 
to attempt the trip I hot . me I 
[ } 
What does he mean by satisfactory 
ind that you are happy and fairly | ! 1 ] sr 
to b ible to n you eit! in St. L ‘ ( nd t c « d 
tin think t and I] t Let 
h from you when you get I and I 
Very sincerely, your friend LEE O'N! B 
rn * MMs AND WER vo 


Yet this is White, who is so vile and infamous and all the 
other bad things that Senators t 
been found out, and this was the opinion Lee O'N¢ Browne 
had of him. Browne said he thought they ought to have “a 
real good visit coming.” Well, they got a “real g i visit” a 
ittle on, as I shall show the Senate. 





ink about him after he has 


This is a letter written after they had had tl r ood 
visit together. It is dated September 9, 1909, and White is 

w asking him for money, I think. 

; OTTAW IL! S l / 
Exhibit D, Sept. 27, 1910.] 
I ‘ id Forty-sixth Gene As ib} State i] Hous f 
Rt esentative 

Fri » ¢ \RLI Jus \ vs ‘ 
old 7 ruse 1 know ) 

‘Old pal!” This is the villain White; this is the infamous 
White: and this is the “Abraham Lincoln” Browne who is 
writing. and “old pal” White is a “true good fellow” and a 


‘gentleman ”’ according to Browne. 


This is Browne's opinion of White, whom everybody has heard 








is such a scurvy villain; but there ha no person closer to 
him than Browne—and Browne oug know about White, 
because White and Browne were friends” and “old 
pals; and because Browne is a “ marvelous tellect.” as th 
Senator from Kentucky assures us in his speech 
Browne continues: 
Your fault, old pal, is in trying to go too f You mu cut it 
out for awhile old li lid all I can to land lina 
not yet know when I MER will be able to d 
when he will do anything 
But V'H do all I can, Charlie Am pretty hard up ! 
vacation 
I will tell you about the vacation when I come to Browne 
wi | had, but have mat 1 to “ate t t H 
it i I V I m dow t 
after 1 , 
j « i 8 ft 
Marvelous Intellect Brow le 1 Infiu ms Neo wire 
W hit d bee ' lake trip together, where had mu 
nad towers nl t wis sure iit rett r dow work 
if wirds ne nr) oS 
But when a tl : t to l I l t l 
g t It t only W j tf i i 
ie pleasure of life. I alv ( i 
( | S I Wish I ld « vo 
Your friend. I O'N | . 
a I hoy you Vv ul i ft » J M - 
pal, pull through lik win. he say 





‘acter of Mr. W1 





f am reading the ch tters 
of his most intimate friend, Lee O'N¢ con 
mittee thinks, is worthy of all cred r 
from Kentucky [|Mr. PAyNter] said in bh speech the other day 
had a ‘“‘marvelous intellect 

Now, Browne, with his **‘ marve! intellect: ” Browne, v \ 
the committee would have us beli Ye 
Browne, who did what Abral u i | . 
Browne was White's closest friend, | l l so \ 
have Browne’ Ol mn f VW | - 
us go further. 

Mr. President. I wi k to insert i R this 
without reading, the other letters of Lee O'N¢« Brov 
‘old pal” White, and iter « wl I come to Mr. Browne P 





himself 


Rept ntativ 


Hion. CHarLes A. Wuiter, O'Fallon, IU 





l ‘D> CHARLI The reason I have n 
because that I did not find it possible to do as y nted 1 Ye 
know I told you in my last letter to you, \ nis t tl in re 









that that was the best I could do for you at that time. It was, and, 
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while I regret the fact, circumstances do not permit me to do what I 
would like and what you seem to think is so easy for me, I herewith 
inclose draft f $50; also your note which you sent me, and you can 
se! " e for $50 in its place. I hope that this will help you and 
only wi that I could arrange the matter to suit you 
I do not know what you are thinking of, my boy, to get yourself 
into a position of this kind I do not want to preach to you, but you 
ertainly are not very se in your generation I will tell you, Charlie, 
1 mu just inply take the situation by the neck and get down 
to hard ta and vo to work If you can not tw suits you, get 
thing else. You know that you got to do something, and when 
vi » in that position, do not be too particular about what you do. 
LORIMER is tied up so that he can not move a hand at the present 
time in the way of getting jobs When he dk zet so that he can move, 
I will do anything in my power to help you. And, as you know, there 
is no other avenue through which I can move I am awfully sorry 
that you are in your present financial condition, Charlie, but really, 
don’t you know, you have nobody to thank for it but yourself. You 
certainly could have used more judgment and foresight than you have 
under the cir« stances Now brace up, old man, and surprise you! 
self and everybody else by making good. It is in you, and all you need 
is a little nerve at » present moment. I hope and trust you will do 
( hit 1 3 ! wer at that convention at Belleville to see that 
Jim Morris land best regards to you. I will write you again 
I e very long Am working hard. 
Very sincerely, your friend, LEE O'NfSIL BROWNE. 
[Exhibit 5.] 
CHicaGco, October 24, 1909 
TARLIE Hy been trying to land something for you. I 
ea terday and had a visit with LortmMer in the afternoon for 
2 ir, He goes back to Washington in December, at which 








time he feels that he can probably place you along the lines you sug 
gested in your last letter In the meantime he is arranging to give you 
a temporary jop up here as clerk ih some one of the offices. I will get 
word down home the early part of the week, and then I'll let you know 


and will come up here and report to LORIMER’s secretary, who will take 


you out and place you See? The salary of the temporary job will 
not be very high, probably $75 per month, but it will help you through 
all right until I can land you better after awhile. If this thing does 


not suit you well enough to take it, you must wire me at Ottawa as soon 


as you get it However, in your present condition, I think you had 
best take it. I am awfully sorry, Charlie, that you are situated as you 
are; but really you are not entitled to a whole lot of sympathy; it's 
largely your own fault. You must get down to cover and learn that 
you must cut your coat according to your cloth. You know I am fond 
of you and will do anything I can, but this does not blind me to your 


faults and the fact that you are not at all consistent in your expendi 
tures. My very best regards to you, old pal, and remember that I will 
do all I can 
Your friend, LEE O'NEIL BROWNE. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I repeat that every vital point of White's 


testimony is corroborated; and, if I am wrong about that, I 
again appeal to any Senator here to point out what vital point 
in this testimony is not corroborated. You can not dispose of 
the matter upon the ground that White is a bad man. You 
acquit Browne as a good man—even a “marvelous intellect,” 
another Abraham Lincoln. Yet Browne calls White “old pal,” 
‘a true good fellow and gentleman.” 
REASONING IN A CIRCLE. 

The committee seem to think that nobody but a good man 
is going to accept bribes; they seem to be horrified that the 
men who confessed to bribery were not exemplars of purity. 
According to the committee, bribery never could be proved, 
because the moment a man confessed and was caught in the 
tangle of circumstances, they say you must disbelieve him be- 
cause he is a bad man; he is a bad man because he accepted a 
bribe, and therefore you can not believe him. 

So you perceive that convincing reasoning in a circle which 
the supporters of his election adopt to hold up this title to 
this office. I asked in my minority views what did they ex- 
pect? What kind of men did they think would accept bribes? 
These men, we are told, we must not believe because they are 
such fellows. Well, will any other kind of fellows ac- 
cept bribes? 

The American people will tolerate no such verdict. And, 
after all, while we are the jury, the American people are the 
rourt to which we must return our verdict. That position is an 
offense against common sense. It is an insult to reason. When 
Senators vote, they must vote knowing what the testimony 
shows, 

Mr. President, in the case of Holstlaw the money was traced 
to the bank where he deposited it. In the case of Beckemeyer, 
part of the money was traced to the bank in Belle Isle, soon 
after he swears he got it, where he did not live, and where he 
had to be identified. As lawyers, what do you say to that— 
the money taken and the goods found in their possession? 

What would you say if a burglar is seen coming out of a 
house at midnight, then it is later found that silver is missing, 
and then later on the silver is found in the possession of the 
man you saw coming out of the house? The Senator from Utah 
[Mr. SUTHERLAND] is a keen and learned lawyer. Can evidence 
be more complete than confession that money was taken and the 
money itself found in the possession of those who confess? 

WHITE’S BRIBE MONEY. 

Now we come to White’s money. What became of that? 

White’s character may be very low. If so, Mr. Browne's was 


base 
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one of the leprous hands that dragged it down; but whether low 
or not, White swears, as Beckemeyer swears and Holstlaw 
swears, that he got the money. What became of it? 

Well, Mr. President, his stenographer, Miss Mollie Vandeveer, 
swore as to what occurred when he came back from Chicago—] 
think it was in the middle of June—after his meeting with our 
modern “Abraham Lincoln” Browne in the Briggs House at 
Chicago. She testified that— 


About the middle of June Mr. White came to the office with a bunch 
of bills. 





White's business partner, Mr. Dennis, swears that he was in 
straitened circumstances before that time. 

Judge Hanecy, counsel for the sitting Member, said: 

May I interpose the objection that it is corroborative evidence, man 


factured or created—— 

And, by the way, I hope I will have the attention of all who 
listen to me when I come to speak of manufactured evidence in 
this case. That one thing alone would be sufficient to convict. 

Senator Burrows. The committee has passed upon that question 
overruled the objection, and we will now go on. : 

The Wrrness. About the middle of June Mr. White returned to the 
office with a bulk of bills— 

“A bulk of bills "— 


“a stack of bills” about this high 
tions, twenties, fifties, and tens. 
this gold-backed money. 

Q. Can you tell the committee about what time that was?—A. 
that must have been about the 17th or 18th of June. 
middle of June. I don’t know just exactly. 

It was about the middle of June, the 16th of June. that 
White swore he got the $850 in Chicago, in bills of those de 
nominations. Now, you who believe in a “conspiracy” that 
involves the State attorney’s office of Chicago, the State at- 
torney’s office of Sangamon County, the sheriff of Sangamon 
County, the officers of a great bank in Chicago, do you think that 


[indicating] of different denomi 
it seemed to be yellow-backed money 


Why, 
It was about th 


this “conspiracy” also involved little Mollie Vandeveer down 
at O'Fallon, I11.? If so, Mollie is a subtle child and should 
seek broader and richer fields than O’Fallon. But no. Mr. 
President. Plainly Miss Vandeveer is a good and truthful girl. 


But that is not all. It appears, Mr. President, that this man 
White was not only seen by his stenographer, Mollie Vande- 
veer, in possession of the money in “ bills of tens and twenties 
and fifties,” but it further appears that he deposited a large sum 
of money in the Grand Leader department store in St. Louis. 
KIRKPATRICK, THE DEPARTMENT-STORE 


FLOORWALKER “ CONSPIRAT) 


Mr. Kirkpatrick, the floorwalker of that department store, 
swears that he saw White deposit that money, and that on 
the envelope was marked “$800 deposited with the cashier,” 
and Kirkpatrick saw the denominations of some of the bills. 
Was Kirkpatrick, the floorwalker of the Grand Leader depart 
ment store, also in this “ conspiracy,” and did he trump up this 
story ? 

We have been told with thunderous tones that we ought not 
to believe a word White said; that it is all a great “con 
spiracy.” Ah, the difficulty of that is it is too complicated and 
its webs extend too far. Here is the money traced from Holst- 
law’s hands into the bank; from Beckemeyer’s hands into tlie 
bank; and it is seen in the possession of White by Mollie 
Vandeveer, by Kirkpatrick, and finally by Dennis. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
diana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator the date on which 
he said White accepted this money? I think the Senator stated 
that it was in June, did he not? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator is going to do me the 
favor of correcting me in case I have stated anything wrong. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am going to rest the Senator a moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is kind. Yes; about the middle ol 
June. White testified he got it June 16. I will again read from 
the testimony of Miss Vandeveer : 

About the middle of June Mr. White returned to the office with a bulk 
of bills, a stack of bills about this high [indicating] of different denom! 
nations, twenties, fifties, and tens. It seemed to be yellow-backed 
money, this gold-backed money. : 

Q. Can you tell the committee about what time that was?—A. Why, 
that must have been about the 17th or 18th of June. It was about the 
middle of June. I don’t know just exactly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This man White is the same individual 
who offered to sell this story of his to Senator LoRIMER, naming 
his price at $75,000? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, 

Mr, GALLINGER. 





In 


Not until long after this. 
Long afterwards? 

Oh, long after this. 
What year was that? 











1911. 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
was one day after, according to White’s story, that he met 
Browne in Chicago and got $850 from him and the day on 
which Browne swears he met White in Chicago and loaned him 
$50. That was in 1909, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all right. I am much obliged to 
the Senator. This transaction that three witnesses swear to— 
Kirkpatrick, in St. Louis; Mollie Vandeveer, in O'Fallon; and 
Dennis, in O’Fallon—occurred in June; but when White—this 
infamous scoundrel whom Browne called “ Dear old pal ’—tried 
to sell the story—which, by the way, White says he did not try 
to sell—to the sitting Member was months after this trans- 
action. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, Mr. President, the Senator 
will not say that White did not try to sell the story when we 
have his addressed to Senator LORIMER. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We have his letter; but he swore in his 
examination that it was not for the purpose of sale but for 
exposure. My own opinion about it is that he would have both 
sold and exposed after his experience with his “dear old pal.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think so. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
| 


It was the year 1909, in June, and it | 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. And yet the Senator thinks badly of 
White. I do not care how badly the Senator thinks of White. | 


What does he think of Mollie Vandeveer and Kirkpatrick and 
Dennis, who saw White with the money immediately after 
White swore he got it? Were they, too, in this far-reaching 
“ conspiracy ” 
nographers in O’Fallon and clerks in a St. Louis department 
store and State’s attorneys of two counties in Illinois? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
diana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Suppose he had the money and suppose 
two or three parties saw him handle the money, has the Sena- 
tor any suggestion to make as to where it came from? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is explained where it came 
White said he got it from Browne. 


In- 


from. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Where did Browne get it? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know where Browne got it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Ah, that is different. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
himself? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not quite sure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was asked yesterday—I did not say a 
word, for I make it a rule not to interrupt, although I invite 
and like interruptions—it was asked yesterday, why had not 
we traced this money to its source; 
committee do so? Why did they not ask the bank of the sit- 
ting Member to produce its books? 
said we ought to have gone to the sitting Member's bank. 

Well, if some person was bribing these people, do you sup- 


What does the Senator think about that 


pose they would have taken the money out of the sitting Mem- | 
That would have been just as stupid as are other | 


ber’s bank? 
parts of this conspiracy, if it is a “ conspiracy,” 
from Tennessee has pointed out. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the sitting Member did not have 
a bank at that time, did he? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; of course not. That bank was not in 
existence then or for months afterwards; but it was suggested 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Battery], 
why were not the books of the sitting Member’s bank produced. 
And now the Senator calls attention to the fact that the sitting 
Member's bank was not in existence at that time, which shows 
that even the Senator from Texas can make an unintentional 
mistake, although he could not overlook possibly some little 
irrelevant mistake that 
the Senator from Iowa made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think 
rected that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
to destroy testimony 
ridiculous that I am not going into it. 

I fasten this down again. 
and the money is traced. 
and the money is traced. 
the money is traced. 


as the Senator 


the Senator from Texas cor- 


Oh, no. The habit in this case of trying 


on some little absurd inconsistencies is so 


Beckemeyer swears he got the money, 
White swears he got the money, and 


“DIAMOND JOE” CLARK. 
Now we come to Clark. “Diamond Joe” let us call him. 
His name is Joe and he bought diamonds as we shall see. Also, 


he has a close friend, a saloon keeper, named Joe Diamond. 


Clark’s testimony is the most curious testimony in this case. 


XLVI——208 


i 


that embraced bank officers in Chicago and ste- | 


Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will | 
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He was one of Lee O'Neil 


He was one of the furniture rascals. 


Browne's followers. He was a police magistrate, and mark 
this—it might be important in this case—and “ interested in the 
lumber business.” I do not emphasize “lumber business;” I 
just mention it. 

He first voted for the sitting Member May 26. He had made 
up his mind, he swears, three or four days before, but “* Prudent 
Joe” told nobody that he was going to vote for the sitting Mem- 


ber, not even his adored leader, “Abraham Lincoln” Brow 

Here is the thing to which I call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire: Joe Clark was one of the men who met 
Lee O'Neil Browne in St. Louis with Beckemeyer and Link and 
Luke and Shephard. Clark swears he did not. 


Browne swears 


he did; and then said, * Well, I believe Joe says he didn’t meet 
me there. I thought he did meet me there; but if Joe says he 
didn’t why, I guess he didn’t.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. A nice bunch. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. A nice bunch. What does the Senator 
think of Browne—Browne, the man of “marvelous intellect,” 
as the Senator from Kentucky says? Well, Clark also n Wil 
son at St. Louis July 15, the date of the second distribution. 
He met Wilson with White—well, with all of the rest of them; 
what the Senator from New Hampshire calls the “ nice bunch.” 

Then, Mr. President, when it was noised about—and I have 
often wondered what my engaging friend, the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Depew], thought of that—that this thing was 


going to be exposed, what happened? Beckemeyer telephones 


Clark to meet him in Carlyle. Clark responded, ** Can not meet 


you in Carlyle, but I am going to Centralia to visit a friend 
of mine ”—Joe Diamond, a saloon keeper. The names in this 
drama read like a 10-cent novel. Beckemeyer was going to 


| Centralia to the funeral of a friend. 


upon a funereal 
friend, a saloon 


So these two disinterested patriots, one 


visit and the other upon a journey to see a 


| keeper named Joe Diamond, met on the train going to Cen- 
| tralia; and there is where it is said that Joe Clark, the police 


why did not the sub- | 


The Senator from Texas | 


you will remember, | 


the Senator from New York and one | 


Holstlaw swears he got the money, 


magistrate, the person schooled in the craft of standing pat on 
a story, was to advise him as to whether or not Beckemeyer 
should deny he was in St. Louis. 

Then Clark goes, by mere accident, to Springfield, and there, 
by mere accident—and mark this—he meets Wilson. It was the 


surprise of his life that he met Wilson. But he met Wilson 
there. 
A MERE “ ACCIDENT,” YOU SEE. 
When Wilson saw Clark, Wilson must have exclaimed ‘‘to 


what happy accident is it that we owe so unexpected a visit?” 


or else Clark must have so exclaimed. For, of course, both 
Wilson and Clark were familiar with Goldsmith. 

What do the Senators think about that? Clark says he 
talked to Wilson maybe only three minutes, and yet in that 
| three minutes he told Wilson of White and Tierney’s t to 
him, Clark. Does the Senator believe—does anybody believe 


that they spent only three minutes together with what the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota calls the “ minions” and sleuths on their 
track? 

More than this, Clark told Beckemeyer that one way he had 
of covering up the money he got from this transaction 


le 


was 


| through the fact that he was chairman of the committee to bury 

| his fellow representative, Powers; that the money whi was 

| coming to the widow was paid to Clark, and he took this voucher 

| and put it in the bank in his name and then took the cash he 
got from Browne and Wilson and paid Mrs. Powers; and that 
is the way he had of covering it up. 

Clark was there in St. Louis. He admits that. The other 
fellows got the money. The only difference in the world in the 
testimony is that Clark stubbornly denies it. He testifies that 
he never knew anything about the sitting Member ha sa 
chance to be elected until the morning of the 26th, and that 
nobody said a word to him about it. He said he saw men flit- 

| ting about, but “‘they passed Joe Clark by.” No one netified 
him; and yet so important a man was Joe Clark that wi he 
| voted for the sitting Member he swears there was more ap 
| plause at his vote than there was at : nybody 
CLARK WITH CONFESSED BRIBE TAKERS WHEN LATTER GOT THI BRIE 
MONEY. 


Suppose, Senators, you found one man coming out of a house 
he had burglarized with two other men at 1 o’clock in f1 
morning; suppose stolen property taken from that house that 
night was found in the possession of these men: 
none was found in the possession of the third man who came 
with them out of the house that had been burglarized. 

Would he be acquitted in any court in the land, especially if 
he could not explain how it was that he was with them: espe- 
cially if he admitted that he was in the house when the bur 


two suppose 
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glary occurred; especially if he had means of concealing the 
stolen goods? I do not know how anyone else may feel, but as 
for me the evidence shows that Joe Clark was about the worst 
of the “‘nice bunch,” because he was the nerviest and cleverest. 

The fact that this police magistrate in a little country town 
bought diamonds—a hundred and fifteen dollars’ worth—has 
been made light of. I sat amused at the way Senators wafted 
itaway. “ Why,” they said, “ that is not so very much—a person 
buying $115 worth of diamonds.” 

Of course, not with Senators. It would not be so strange a 
thing with us. Many here can afford to buy diamonds. Many 
here buy diamonds frequently. The Senator, no doubt, buys 
$115 worth of diamonds quite frequently. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is not pointing to me, I hope. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does not the Senator buy diamonds? 
It was said here the other day that the purchase of diamonds 
by 2 member of the Legislature of Illinois was so trivial an 
affair that nobody ought to notice it. What does the Senator 
think of a police justice in a little country town buying $115 





worth of diamonds? It is not so insignificant a thing after all. 
And he testified to—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In- 


diana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does seem to me that that might occur 
and yet not be a dishonest transaction. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It might—it just might, possibly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly it might. If it only appeared 
that Hon. Joe Clark, who was engaged in the “lumber busi- 


ness,” had bought $115 worth of diamonds in the middle of the 
legislative session—well, that would be singular, but it would 
not be convincing of any crime. 

But when we find that Joe was with the other members of 
the “nice bunch,” as the Senator from New Hampshire so well 
says. who got the other money; when it appears that he was 
the man who helped set up the alibi to which I am going to 
refer in 2 moment, it does begin to look rather conclusive. 


Mr. GALLINGER. It shows he got some diamonds. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It shows he got some diamonds, and if 
he got diamonds, he had money to get diamonds with, and if 


he could afford to buy diamonds he must have had a little 


excess of money. Men do not buy diamonds every day—not 
unless they are engaged in a lucrative business. 


[At this point Mr. Beveripce yielded the floor for the day.] 
Friday, February 24, 1911. 
“ BATHROOM ” SHEPHARD. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish now to resume at the point of 
Mr. Shephard’s testimony. Shephard was one of Lee O'Neil 
Browne's faction. He is a banker in Jerseyville, Ill, I believe. 
It is curious how many bankers there were in this legislature. 
He testified that he was approached by Browne to vote for the 
sitting Member a week before the election occurred. 

That will be found on page 318 of the record; and yet, al- 
thoursh Shephard was approached a week before the election 
occurred, he never appears to have said a word about it. Later 
on, I think on the day of the election, he was again approached 
by Browne and by Alschuler a second time. I will, lest there 
be any doubt, read that. This is the second visit. 

Hie [Browne] said, calling me by my first name, Harry—of course, 
my real name is Henry—but he says, “ Harry, aren’t you going to vote 
for Lorimer to-day?” and I said, “ No; indeed I am not.” “ My soul,” 
he said, ‘“‘are you going to throw us down that way? All of your 
friends are going to vote for LORIMER,” etc. 

Then came up the conversation concerning the post office, 
which, I believe, is admitted by everyone, and therefore requires 
no further extended comment. Shephard testified that the 
promise of influence concerning preventing two men being ap- 
pointed postmaster and assistant postmaster was “the only 
consideration for his vote.” I am not going to enlarge upon 
that. Asa strict matter of law, nobody will deny that that is 
bribery. That is bribery in law, but I am not going to enlarge 
upon it. It is not so serious, because it is not uncommon, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Do I understand the Senator from Indiana to 
declare that as a matter of law it is bribery to say that you 
will not recommend or indorse a certain man? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; that is not what was said—that he 
would use his influence to prevent their appointment. 
that as a matter of law, although I am not going to enlarge 


Senator from Indiana 


I say | 


| 
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upon it, that is as illegal a thing in elections as the promise 
that he would use his influence affirmatively. What is the 
difference? 

Mr. BAILEY. As a matter of law, I think it perfectly true 
that if Shephard had said, “If you will give me this office, or 
give my son or my brother this office,” it would have been a 
corrupt agreement. But a promise that he would not give it to 
somebody else was not. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. No—— 
Mr. BAILEY. Let me put this case to the Senator from 
Indiana. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has inadvertently stated the 
facts incorrectly. It was not that the sitting Member would not 
use his influence in favor of some one. It was that he would 
use his influence against some one. 

Mr. BAILEY. I stated that. If that was not exactly what I 
said, then I did not say what I intended to say. 

Let me ask the Senator this question: Does the Senator be 
lieve that if the name of a postmaster, which had been sent to 
the Senate under a recommendation, was afterwards withdrawn 
on the demand of a legislator and that legislator predicated that 
demand upon a threat to vote against a Senator in the legisl: 
ture, it would be corrupt to withdraw the nomination or to with 
draw the recommendation? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Corrupt on the part of the President? 

Mr. BAILEY. On the part of the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think that the decisions, although that 
is not this case by any manner of means, leave no doubt abot 
it. Certainly it would be corrupt in law. But as I have said 
I do not enlarge upon it very much. I had not heard it di 
puted heretofore that this was the law. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator understand that I say if the 
sitting Member had promised an office to a man for his vote. it 
would have been a corrupt agreement; but if he simply promised 
that some man objectionable should not have the benefit of hi 
influence, it was just such an agreement as every Senator and 
every other man engaged in politics make? But in a case where 
a Senator had recommended the appointment of a postmaster 
and where under the threat of a member of the legislature that 
recommendation was withdrawn, does the Senator think that is 
corrupt? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, although I am obliged to 
the Senator for asking my opinion, I do not think that my opin 
ion or anybody else’s on that statement would be important, be 
cause that is not this case as I understand the facts here to be. 
and I can turn to them if there is any dispute. I have them al! 
marked down here and I shall read them if the Senator says so 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘That is not this case, but the case I cite is a 
case where the record of the Senate may show is an existing 
case which I may call attention to later. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It may be an existing case, but it would 
not be pertinent unless it was this case. The practice on that 
matter is loose. I am talking about the law. I ask the Senator 
from Texas if he does not agree to this proposition: It is agreed 
that if a candidate for office secures a vote by promising to use 
his influence to get an office for that legislator or a friend or 
anybody else, and the legislator makes the getting of the office 
for him the consideration of his vote, that is corrupt. 

Take the converse of the proposition then. If the legislator 
is more deeply interested in preventing a man from holding 
office than in getting some man appointed to an office, and lv 
makes it a consideration for his vote that the man for whom lhe 
votes will use his influence to prevent that appointment, would 
not that be just as corrupt as if it were done affirmatively ‘ 
However, Mr. President, I pass that. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. OWEN. Will the Senator permit me to call attention to 
the statute of Illinois? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. OWEN. It is as follows: 

31. Whoever corruptly, directly or indirectly, gives any money or other 


bribe, present, reward, promise, contract, obligation, or security | 
the payment of any money, present, reward, or any other thing, to any 





Senator from Indiana 


judge, justice of the peace, sheriff, coroner, clerk, constable, jailo! 
attorney general, State's attorney, county attorney, member of th 
general assembly, or other officer, ministerial or judicial, or to any 


legislative, executive, or other officer of any incorporated city, town, « 

village, or any officer elected or appointed ‘by virtue of any law of this 
State, after his election or appointment, either before or after he has 
qualified, with intent to influence his act, vote, opinion, decision, or 
judgment on any matter, question, cause, or proceeding which may } 
then pending, or may by law come or be brought before him in his 


| official capacity, or to cause him to execute any of the powers in him 
vested, or to perform any duty of him required, with partiality or 
favor, or otherwise than is required by law, or in consideration that 
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such officer being authorized in the line of his duty to contract for any 
advertising, or for the furnishing of any labor or material shall directiy | 
or indirectly arrange to receive, or shall receive, or shall withhold fr 
the parties so contracted with, any portion of the contract price, whether | 
that price be fixed by law or by agreement, or in consideration that such } 
otticer hath nominated or appointed any person to any office or exe! 
cised any power in him vested, or performed any duty of him required 
with partiality or favor, or otherwise contrary to law, the person 
giving, and the officer so receiving, any money, bribe, present, reward, 
promise, contract, obligation, or security, with intent or for the purpose 
or consideration aforesaid, shall be deemed guilty of bribery, and shall 
be punished by confinement in the penitentiary for a term not less than 
one year nor more than five years. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, passing that, because while 
it may be legal bribery, if I can use such an expression—! 
mean bribery in law—the Senator from Texas accurately 
there is a good deal of that going on around. Nobody pretends 
there is not. That might not be sufficient in practice. It 
sufficient in law. In law it is bribery, and in practice it is essen 
tially immoral. Both law and public morals are clear on that. 

“ BATHROOM ” SHEPHARD WITH THE OTHERS. 

After this transaction, and after the election of the sitting 
Member, Mr. Shephard testifies that he met Browne in St. Louis | 
on the 21st of June in response to a letter from Browne ask 
ing him to come there. This was the first celebrated meeting, 
the meeting where the first distribution occurred. Shephard 
admits he was there. 

It was there that Browne paid out the $1,000 to Link and 
Beckemeyer and Luke. Link and Beckemeyer confessed; and I 
think I shall show that Luke did confess, although he had no 
opportunity of doing it before the committee. He was there 
with the rest of these men when this money was distributed. 

If Senators believe that Link got his $1,000 there, if they be 
that Beckemeyer got his $1,000 there, and it was traced 
immediately afterwards to a bank away from his town, and that 
the others got their money there, they must conclude that Shep 
hard got his money there also. Otherwise, why was Shephard 
there? 

The fantastic story that Browne gives as to why this meeting 
was called I shall demonstrate to the satisfaction of the most 
reluctant mind is so grotesque as to offend common sense. So 
Shephard was there. Shephard was with the other men who 
confessed that they got the money, and Shephard admits that 


SaVS 


is 


eve 


he was called into the “ jack-pot” bathroom by “Jack Pot” 
Wilson. Not only that, but White testifies to it. | 


of this 


appoint 


I call the attention of the Senate to the fatal defect 
testimony. Shephard admits that he met Browne by 
ment. He admits that he met Wilson and all the others; and 
the others testify that they met Wilson by appoiutment. But 
Shephard says that he met Wilson by pure accident, and that the 
renson why he was in St. Lovis on that fatal day is because he 
ran in to get some automobile packing. A banker ordinarily 
would have the chauffeur attend to buying automobile packing. 
Also Shephard visited the safety-deposit box that he owned on 
the very forenoon he himself admits having met Wilson, 

I repeat, and shall repeat again, that Shephard was seen going 
into the bathroom with Wilson. It was in this bathroom that 
the other money was distributed, and Shephard admits that he 


was called into the bathroom. I ask Senators to consider the 
excuse that Shephard gives: 

Q. Did Wilson take you into the bathroom?—A. He called me into 
t bathroom ; yes, sir. 

Later on he testifies, as all will concede—I have the pages 

arked here—that although he was called into the bathroom, 
the reason why Wilson called him into the bathroom, Shephard 


swears, was to ask him the name of a lady he saiw Shephard 
dining with two months before in Springfield. Is that credible? 


Is it possible that Wilson met Shephard down there in St. Louis 


and called him into the bathroom to ask the name of a lady he 
had seen him dining with in Springfield two months before? 

Mr. President, when Mr. Shephard gave that excuse every 
law 


yer here knows that he was trumping up an excuse, and he 
admits having been in the bathroom only because convincing 


testimony was at hand to show that he did go there. He had 
+} ; 
ti ‘ 


only missed indictment himself by not denying that he was in 
St. Louis, as the others did. 
Now, Mr. President, I do not think it is necessary to take 


much of the time of the Senate on this creature Shephard. 
LUKE AND HIS MYSTERIOUS $950. 

Mr. President, the next man involved is Representative Luke. 
Representative Luke had died before this investigation enme 
about, but it ished, and, I believe, not denied. that he, 
too, like White and Reckemeyer and Link and Clark and Shep 
hard, met Wilson on the 15th of July, and that he, like all of 
them except White. met Browne at St. Louis at the Southern 
Hotel on the occasion of the first distribution of putrid cash. 

_ The testiny has been read here nuiny 
times that I but she testifies, although 


is estab] 


ny of Luke's wife so 


Will not read it again, 
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evidentiy an unwilling witness, that at one time when he had 








away he returned home with $950, as I remember it, in 
twenty-dollar bills, or bills of unusual denomination at least. 
She says it was before he went to St. Louis, but I ask Sena- 
tors to read her testimony as to whether she knows it was be 
fore or after he had to St. t that one of a 


piece with the tracing of the money, as in the case of Becke 


been Louis, Is n 


meyer, who deposited it in a bank in a town which was not 
his home, where he had to be identified; as in the case of White, 
} and deposited it with the cashier of a department store in St. 
Louis, and exhibited it to Mr. Dennis and Miss Vandeveer; 


as in the case of Holstlaw, who deposited his money in the 
State Bank of Chicago? 


fhis man Luke was there about this time. After an unex 
plained absence from home he returned home with the unusual 
sum of $950 in bills. Luke was a member of the Browne fae 
tion. He was the man who had nominated Stringer, either in 


the caucus or in the legislature. 
fellow,” Browne 
intellect ” ought 


And he was a * jolly, sociable 
; and Browne of the “ marvelous 
to know such a man when he sees thim. 
Now, Mr. President, Mr. Murray was produced. I w 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. FRAZIER] was because 
Was present at that time and he can tell us all about it. 
ttorney, as I remember, in Luke's county, 


so testifies 


the 
he 


sh 


here, 


He was the State's : 


to whom Luke had made a statement as to where this money 
ume from, or at least about this whole transaction lle was 
produced before the committee, but was not permitted to tes- 
tify No Senator who was a member of that subcommittee 
us been able to tell us upon what legal ground the declarations 
of BReckemeyer to his schoolboy friend, Gray, to Murray, and 
to Ford were not admitted in view of the fact that they were 
declarations against interest, but we do not need it. 
In this case, however, Mr. President, I assume that the com- 
mittee must have refused to let Mr. Murray, the State’s attor- 
ney, tell what Luke told him about this transaction on the 


And yet it was directly in violation 
Here is what happened 


ground that it was hearsay. 
of the precedents in the Clark case. 


in the case of the declaration of Mr. Flinn in the Clark case 
Clark’s attorneys objected to the declaration of Flinn being 

admitted in evidence upon the ground that Flinn was dead and 

that it was hearsay testimony. The chairman ruled as follows— 


and it does not appear that any member of the committee, which 
ut that time was composed of unusually good lawyers, objected 


to this rule: the record shows that it was the unanimous view 
| ¢ f the committee, because there was no obje mn 

The CHatrMaNn. Anything Mr. Flinn sald to him. Mr. Flinn is shown 
to have changed his vote Now, the suggestion ars t t t, 
possibly, he may have been influenced to chat it That is wt we 
! in ating He is going to state what M Flinn said to him 
about methods being used to influence votes. 

‘A WEIRD RULING.” 

I was very curious, Mr. President, to know why this commit- 
tee, which is not now composed of the same Senators who com- 
posed the committee that made the Clark ruling, could possibly 
have made such a ruling, and I was even more astounded when 
I recalled what occurred in the election case from Utah, in a 
matter not of the validity of the election of the senior Senator 
[ Mr. Smoor], but of his expulsion. 

In that case members of that committee, who at that > 
served as I did upon ii, will remember that not ly hears 3 
freely admitted, if indeed it was not invited, but rumo ’ 
freely admitted, if indeed they were not i ted, and te V 
as to what a newspaper had said was admitted, if not in | 

I have all of these instzuces here, Mr. President, more than 40 
in number, where this committee, composed rgely of the same 
members who now compose t and with the same ch an, 
under the chairman’s ruling admitted hear vy. rumor i news 
paper statements. I shall not, of course, take yo time to read 
all of them, but I am goit to give you o ‘ ( 
pres ed itse on me 

It appear Mr. Pt le I do Ww t hy h. but it 
would see! hat in the « sion te oL ¢ 
Ford nd Murray to a a iration ¢ i 
inter ! the ref il to Ss \ Muri 
te fy as to Luke's statement ab s m, whe 
ti ted \\ h the ru L of this s eC col e in the t 
cas depends a 1 deal « hose ~ 1 | a 
1 weird ruling—the exclusion of Beckemeys 1] ! 
fession to others 

on give you a ruling of our committee in the Smoot e 
It impressed itself very much on me at th 1 Se 3 
who were on that committee will remem) ind it only 
one of scores. I have them marked. Thi: sn case 1} re a 
minh by the name of Critchlow was testify . that Nlormol 
bishop had a revelation from the Lord on an « ric li int 
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When cross-examination came, it did not appear even that this 
witness was testifying that the Mormon bishop told him that. 
No! But that the attorney on the losing side of the case had 
told witness Critchlow that some person had told him, the 

ttorney, that the Mormon bishop had a revelation from the 
Lord; and here is how it was summed up. I put this question 
to Mr. Critchlow at the end—and I want the Senate to pay 
ittention to it, in view of the subcommittee’s action in the 

rese|! CASE 

Ss : So tl t} ti ny unts to this: That 

l Ly a man 1id to you t mebody else said to him that 
t Dp d f the stake had a ition on t t of an electric 
| t t at tl place, that he laid it fore the council, and there 
\ rup ind so fort 

{ rCcHLow \ disruptio1 

s Bey Between t coune the peo] r somebody ? 

Mr. Critchlow tness, who was himself a lawyer, replied : 

1 t t i l » that is as close as it comes to being evidence 

No that kind testimony could be admitted in the 
Smoot se, if the declaration of the dead man, Flinn, could be 
pre | tie Clark case, what do Senators think of excluding 
the « irations of Mr. Luke in this case? The Senator from 
Te ee [Mr. FRAZIER] was present at that 1@. He is not 
her ( vr I should ask him—as I think I shall hereafter—to 
rise nnd tell the Senate what occurred in that connection. 

| Ww there lie met Browne at the time Browne dis 
tril d the money at the place Browne distributed the’ money 
to 1 thers lie met Wilson at the time Wilson distributed 
re y to the others at the same place. He came home after 
having been ab t. his wife did not know where—I want Sena 
tors to mark that—dlid not know where, with $950, $50 less 
t} e first distribution and $50 more than the last-distribu 
tior ii in S20 bills 

3 wife says that this was before he went to St. Louis, but 
she also said that it was after Luke had been away—she did 
not w whe So that if he had been away, and she did 
rot } r where, how does she know that it was not to St. 
] where he had been‘ 

o, Mr, Preside I was convinced when I read this testi 
Ln it M Luke shared the plunder. When the Senator 
from Tennes rrives I think I shall take the responsibility 

f saying that Luke stated that he had gotten it. 

So. Mr. President, we have Holstlaw, White, Link, Becke 
meyer, Shep! 1, Clark, and Luke—7 who received money from 
Browne, Wilson, and Broderick, who gave them the money. 
Tl lakes 10, but exclude Luke, Shephard, and Clark, and 
you still have 7 filthy vetes; and I trust that I will have the 
att on of any Senator who thinks that 7 are not enough to 
vitiate this election under any view of the law when I come to 
d the Se ses on that. 

But is this all of this transaction? No, Mr. President. 
Three other men testified that they were corruptly approached. 
In view of the fact that the Senator from Texas [Mr. Barry] 
the other day gave a good deal of attention to these three men, I 
shall ask the Senate to permit me for a time to beg its atten 
tion to that matter. 

Mr. President, the first is Meyers. Meyers was a banker. 


The Browne gang, 


it appears, thought bankers easy 
game. Holstlaw, 


banker; Sheppard, banker; Beckemeyer, son 
of banker, ete. But Meyers, banker, fooled them. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. For: what purpose? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. As there are only seven Senators in the 
Chamber at this time, I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator will do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum 
ing suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Senators are at luncheon, and, besides, 
I guess we will have to speak to the American people. Sen- 
ators perhaps do not want to hear the testimony, the facts, and 
the law, but to vote without them. It is no matter of mine. 
I hope the Senator will not call for a quorum. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I press the point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following 
answered to their names: 


not 


be 


Bacon Chamberlain La Follette Shively 
feveridge Clapp Martin Smith, 8S. C. 
torah Cullom Newlands Stephenson 
Bourne Curtis Nixon Sutherland 
Bradley Dillingham Oliver Swanson 
Brandegee Flint Overman Taliaferro 
Briggs Foster Owen Taylor 


Brown Frazier Page 


Thornton 


Bulkeley Gallinger Percy Warner 
Burkett Gamble Perkins Warren 
Burnham Jones Rayner Wetmore 
Surton Kean Richardson 


a | 
and willing 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Senators who have paid any attention to 
the testimony doubtless think that they have heard it all; and 
yet I call the attention of Senators now to the fact that Mrs. 
Luke said that she saw her husband in the possession of $950 
after he had been away—she did not know where, and there- 
fore, of course, if she did not know where he had been he might 
have been in St. Louis or any place else. Taking her testimony 
to be true, that this was before he went to St. Louis on the trip 
that she knew about. how does she know that he was not at 
St. Louis on the trip she says she did not know about? 

rhere was quite an animated discussion here the other day 
between the Senator from Texas and the Senator from Idaho 


about the fact that Mrs. Luke’s testimony exculpated Luke 
because she testified that this money was in his possession 


before he went to St. Louis, but she says it was after he had 
returned—I hope I will get the attention of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Paynter] to that—after he had returned from 
a trip to some placc, SHE DID NOT KNOW WHERE IT WAS. So if 
that is true he may have been at St. Louis. Anyhow, he cai 

back from that trip with this money, and he HAD BEEN 





ro ST. 

Louis Twice. She only testifies to one trip to St. Louis. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In 
diana yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. OWEN. I want to call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that Mrs. Luke, in referring to the visit to St. Louis, 


was referring to the visit in July, the last visit, where the $900 
apiece was distributed, and was not referring to his previous 
trip, and her evidence plainly shows that, as the Senator froin 
Indiana has pointed out. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That, then, establishes this beyond a 
question of a doubt, because if the St. Louis trip, to which she 
when she says it was before he went there, was the 
Wilson trip where $900 was given, then the trip that he did take 
when she did not know where he was, was the first St. Louis 
trip where he met Browne and got $1,000, and came back with 
$950 of it. We hear from the testimony of Mr. Browne that Luke 
was a very sociable fellow—Charley Luke—and he was enjoy 

in St. Louis. Appar- 
Mr. President, did the 
distinguished occupant of the Chair ever hear of a more con 
clusive tracing of the spoils of corruption? 

“APPROACHED ™ BUT 


refers 


NOT CORRUPTED. 

We come now to three witnesses whom nobody can denounce 
with reason or without it, and these are the three men who 
swear that they were corruptly approached. The first one to 
whom I wish to eall attention is Representative Meyers. 

Representative Meyers was a Democratic representative, a 
member of the Browne faction, a banker, 49 years old, a former 
county treasurer. I want to call the attention of the Senate 
particularly to Meyers’s character. Nothing has ever been said 
against him. Evidently he was a man of high repute among 
his people until, as the Senator from Wisconsin suggests, we 


got into this debate. He had been their county treasurer, a 
position of the highest trust. Evidently he served well and 


honorably in that office, because the people elected him as their 
representative in the legislature. 


Meyers swears that Browne approached him. You will find 


the record of it on page 312. I will read it: 

Q. How long have you been engaged in the banking business ?—A. 
The last time about two and one-half years. : ; 

Q. Prior to that, what business were you engaged fn?—-A. We 1 
was in the banking business and county treasurer of the county at the 


same time, about six years 


ago, 


Then he testifies to being elected to the legislature. 





Q. Mr. Meyers, who was the minority leader of the Democratic Patty 
of t) house ? \. Lee O'Neil Browne. 
©. Were you a member of the Browne minority faction?—A. I was 
* * . * * ° : 
Q. Mr. Meyers, do you recall the election on the 26th day of May, 
1909, of WrttiaM Lorimer to the United States Senate?—A. Yes, sil 
Q. Prior to the time of that vote on the 26th of May, 1909, when t! 


joint assembly were in session, did you have any cenversation with Lee 


O'Neil Browne ?—A. I had. 

Q. Where ?—A. In the house there 

Q. While the two houses were in joint session?—A. Yes, sir. , 

©. low long before the taking of the vote for United States send 
tor?——A. Fifteen or twenty minutes, I do not know just how long; just 
a short time. 

Q. Will you tell the committee who sent for you, if any one?—-A 
Well, there was a page came to me and said Mr. Browne wanted t 
see me. 

Q. Where were you when he came to you and told you Mr. Browne 


desired to see you?—A. I was at my desk. 


Q. How far removed from Mr. Browne’s desk was your desk?—-A. My 
desk was three rows back of Mr. Browne's. 

Q. Pursuant, or in response to that message, did you go to Mr. 
Browne's desk?—A. I did. 


Q. Will you tell the committee what, if any, conversation you then 
had with Mr. Browne?—A. I went down to his desk and sat down on 


a chair right beside him, and he says, “We are going to put this over 
to-day, and I would like you to go with us.” I 
do it.” 


says, “ Lee, I can’t 
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‘THE READY NECESSARY.” him to vote for the sitting Me 


Q. What else?—A. Then he says that there are some good State jobs aground and there was “ plenty of 
to 9 1 ones at READY NECESSARY. I says, “I can't help it; I i, , strange silence. ; ’ 

Q. “ The ready necessary,” that is correct, is it, that I repeat ?—A. | put this to Senators: If l 
Yes, sir jury, what motive had | ‘ 
Now I come to Senator FrRazier’s examination of this man, | man like lago, of “* mot ess 

Representative Meyers. I do not wish to be offensively compli- jury. Yet he is a repu 

mentary to the Senator from Tennessee, but I say this, that any community harged with con 
iwyer or any layman who will read this testimony will recog- 1s that comprehensible 

nize the fact that the keenest and most lawyer-like examinations If he did not commit perjury, 
in this whole book were those conducted by the Senator from did appreach him asking him to 


rennessee [Mr. Frazier]. I have seen him do the same ad- the language and with the ind 


rable work in hearings held by the Committee on Territories, to, what effect do Senators think 
witness was asked what he supposed was meant by “the testimony of Link and Beckemeye 
ly necessary.” AT MOTIVE H 
rhe Witness. I supposed he meant money; I did not know what els¢ The next man who testifies to 1 
od = aa ¢ bie was Henry Terrill. He says, on 
Q. You say that was one of the things that Lee O'Neil Browne said whom we heard fro the sitti: 
yu, “ There are plenty of State jobs’ ?—A. Yes. VO! : See 9 E ; 
Q. And “ ready necessary.” day, was “ de ered” to the sitt 


. : . ‘pei (13 ae te Toarpill 7 
Senator Frazrer takes up the examination— Griffin had told Terrill. Tv 








Senator Frazier. Did Mr. Browne make any explanation of what he ae See oa " “ nd 
e . “ We are going to put this over to-day?” A. No, sir circumstances surround 
Q. What did you understand him to mean by that; his election ?—A,. rhat is this approach 
\ “4 
; a : , , \ \ ] \I n ‘ of 
Q. And it was in that ce ection that he stated that there were State¢ 4 W — oe ¢ 1 don’t a : 
, ul plenty of “ready necessary? ”’ A. Yes, sir. from ¢ a A ‘ ‘ he n ‘ 
8 : . 4 : ’ »an ' * s ED 
Q. You declined to receive either a State job or plenty of the “ ready : ae er : aaa i 
necessary " ?—A. Yes, sir. “a es TY Ancona , ; 
‘ . * « * + * ANTN _— 
Q. You voted for Mr. Lorimer?—aA. Yes, sir. “ That was a and that was en ! 
cums : ‘ ‘ oy he « t nt that Link 
This answer was inadvertent, and Meyers later corrects it. SU) W8y, Was _ - at toa ’ 
YT 1% . ul ] } Ss I t t the rst di 
Hie did not vote for Mr. LoriMer. Luke, Clark, and Shephard ¢ wu 
° ° . e I ‘ an Tion ( es 
dge Hanecy. Were any State jobs or any “ready nec ry xa 
{ to you by anybody ?—A. JUST AS I STATED IT RIGHT H! ©. When was this 1vel n i. Fi 
Q. Well, Senator Frazier asked you if you did not refuse to 1 ive the election of Mr. Lori two night ef 
of the State jobs or any of the “ ready necessary” and voted for think it was the night previous 
Senator LORIMER Now, I want to know, did anybody ever offer you S ‘ > \ } : 
° 4 , ’ J 3 enator >Y - ¢ 1 ¢ > . nati 
a State job?—A. Only as Browne stated. : ne w Bus op te aes Wp tae exe 
(). There was not anything said in the form of a job, except that Q. Did you ask him what there we Id 1 
f | statement there as to the State job or the “ ready necessary?” (). What did 1 mean | ! ?-A. 1 meant 
A. No, sir. Ineant. | wanted to find it 
Q@. Do you 1 in thi you it te 
Mr. President, if we believe that Meyers was corruptly ap- pe purchased ?——A. No. sit 
proached by Browne, all legal authorities and common sense We were told the other day that Ter ' 


commands us to consider it a circumstance of the highest cor 
roborative importance. Those who are upholding the title to 
Ss seat in this case recognize that to be true; therefore Meyers 
is been attacked on this floor. 

e counsel for the sitting Member saw the importance of 


the rumors, he wes curious to 
What did yon k it for? 


Questions the Senator from 


bribe, when Terrill’s own testim 


mn 


said St 
ly 
vers ad 
ti 
@ 
r day 
ver by 


snow 


find out. 


Meyers’s testimony and saw that it had to be disposed of; and - aces ne ee ae) ee 
how was it disposed of? By the testimony of a page, Mce- eo yore a. 

( 1, which I ask every Senator to read before he votes. That ns ae sree - XS = ; 
page, McCann, declares he was standing by Browne's seat all {2 ee ere 
the time during the whole session and that Meyers never came — oe will read the testimony 
to Browne’s seat. That testimony bears on its face indisputable M!" Was Me last man in the we 
evidence of manufacture. 7 LB +t e sitting Member says 

“* PERJURY "’ WITHOUT A MOTIVE. a ered y ns ae Hi 


Mr. President, in view of the fact that the testimony of Whem the country knows 


rs has been challenged here—and it would not have been Of being the last man in the w 
ged here if the upholders of this title on this floor had Griflin not be the idea for 
seen that it was necessary to destroy its credibility—I 
o ask the Senate what motive Meyers, the friend and {1 


While I m on 

ower of Browne, had for committing perjury? I am goin ‘ect another thing rhe 
epeat that two or three times. correctly ; if 

if Senators think that Representative Meyers, county treas- other day that ¢ tin ve l 

rer, banker, representative of his county in the legislature, that “ Hinky Dink.” the t 


I Browne, belonging to his fellow politiciar 


J 








*y 


it, follower of Lee QO’) v ' 
committeed perjury in testifying to Browne's corruptly “ You ean have Griffi 








hing him, what was his motive for committing per y? statement of the sit -M 
len do not deliberately walk into the danger of the pen vote to me.” That is 
iary without a motive. Why did Meyers swear falsely, 1 right. 
did swear falsely? Does any Senator here believe, does Now, what 
nember of the subcommittee believe, and I put the ques- not been read or e! 
directly to everyone who is here, that Representative know wh : 
Meyers committed perjury when he says that Lee O'Neil because here is the t 
isked him to vote for the sitting Member, saying, Q. Lee O'Neil Bi 
‘here are State jobs and plenty of the ready necessary?” That is. fe he si \ 
( more I pause for a reply. \ 
will make it broader. I ask any member of the committee : 
is not a member of the subcommittee, whether any member ” — ee 
! ommittee or of this subcommittee believes that Repre ~ 
ative Meyers committed perjury when he made that state Griffin answer le 
it. I ask the opinion of the chairman of the cotmmittee, who N 
efore me, on that point. Yet we re S ed by 
[ pause again for a reply. I hav ] for the third time. “delivered” to him by “Hi 
ybody here believe that Representative Meyers com- say 1 ncholy, 
ed perjury in testifying before the subcommittee when he Thus, Mr. President 
t ifles that one Lee O'Neil Browne, bis factional leader, asked : ppear for members’ votes 
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| 
under which they were procured. Gradually, as we examine the | 
record, the cloud of confusion is vanishing that has been blown 
up in this Chamber in order to raise in Senators’ minds a doubt. 

Nobody shows any motive for Meyers perjuring himself. 
Very well. I ask the same question as to Terrill. What was 
Terrill’s motive for perjuring himself? Those who are uphold- 
ing this title, in order to get rid of the testimony of both 
Meyers and Terrill, both of whom say they were corruptly 
approached, one with an offer of a thousand dollars, and the 
other with an offer of plenty of the “ready necessary,” inti- 
mate that these two men perjured themselves. 

What was their motive? Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire tell me that, since he is so determined in this case? Why 
did Henry Terrill perjure himself and render himself liable to 
the penitentiary? What was the reason? 

So, Mr. President, it appears there was no motive for Meyers 
committing perjury. There was no motive for Terrill commit- 
ting perjury. Meyers was a Democrat; Terrill was a Republi- 
can. What was the motive for Henry Terrill committing per- 
jury? Men have motives for committing perjury. It is too 
important a matter. 

Here are three men—Meyers, Terrill, and Groves—approached 
corruptly who did not accept the bribe. Here are seven men 
approached corruptly who did accept the bribe. 

Those men who accepted the bribe are denounced as in- 
famous scoundrels, not to be believed because they -accepted 
the bribe and because they confessed to doing so; but here 
are three men who were offered the same thing and did not 
accept. Yet they, too, are denounced as scoundrels because they 
dared tell of the attempt to bribe them. Everybody scoundrels, 


according to Senators who uphold this election, except Browne, | 


Wilson, Broderick, and their kind. 

I ask again, what was their motive for perjury? 
not threatened with indictment, were they? They were not put 
under the “third degree.” Meyers, Democrat, and Terrill, Re- 
publican, both testify to corrupt approach without any motive 
for committing perjury. And now I come to Groves—poor old 
Jacob Groves—who has been treated pretty harshly in this dis- 
cussion. I will not stop to read his testimony, but I will recite 
it and ask the Senators to correct me if I am misstating it. 

ANOTHER MOTIVELESS PERJURER. 

Groves testifies that one Douglas Patterson came to his room 
in the nighttime while he was asleep and asked him to vote for 
the sitting Member the next day. Groves says— 

Hie thought if I could vote for him that probably a couple more 
would do so, and he would like to make it unanimous on the Democratic 
side for LorIMER, and he said it might be a good thing for both of us 
if I would do so. 

Groves interpreted that as a corrupt approach. Evidently 
he is an excitable old man. He appears to have that old-fash- 
ioned honesty which can not be calm when corruptly approached. 
His indignation was aroused and he resented the approach and 
raised his voice, whereupon he says Dug Patterson asked him 
to close the transom and not to talk so loud. 

Now, I will prove that Groves told the truth, in the opinion 
of the subcommittee. The subcommittee believed Groves told 
the truth, because if the subcommittee had not believed that 
Groves told the truth they would have subpenaed Dug Patter- 
son, would they not? 

But Dug Patterson was not subpenaed. Not only that, but 
the counsel for the sitting Member believed that Groves told the 
truth, because if they had believed that Groves was lying they 
would have demanded that Dug Patterson be produced. 
any escape from that conclusion? 

Here is one question by Senator Frazier and answer by 
Groves: 


They were 





Is there 


Senator Frazier. Mr. Groves, when you said to this man Patterson 
that there was not enough money in Springfield to hire you or bribe you 
to vote for LoriMER, was it at that time that he requested you not to 
talk so loud and closed the transom?—aA. Yes; about that time. 

He also testifies that Henry Terrill told him that he could 
have got a thousand dollars for voting for the sitting Member. 
The stenographer made Groves say that Terrill told him “he 
got a thousand dollars.” When Groves discovered that he went 
on the stand and said: “ No; that is not what I said. I said 
Terrill told me he could have got a thousand dollars.” 

Yet the Senator from Texas said the other day that on one day 
Groves testified Terrill said he got a thousand dollars, and the 
next day he said that Terrill told him he could have gotten a 
thousand dollars, and, the Senator from Texas asked, who can 
believe a man who swears that way? 

jut what the man swore to the second day he swore to the | 
first day. It is plain that the stenographer’s transcript left out 
the words “could have.” It is asked of us, Who can believe 
such a man? Well, the subcommittee believed it, I repeat, time | 
and again; otherwise they would have called Dug Patterson, 





What motive or motives had Jacob Groves for committing 
perjury? Here is the most astounding story, I believe, eyer 
presented in the history of any court or of any controversy 
three men deliberately perjuring themselves, according to the 
upholders of this title, without any motive for doing so. 

It passes belief, Mr. President. It is said there are plenty of 
votes here to uphold the election of the sitting Member. Well, 
when those votes are cast they will have to be cast in the face of 
that; for if you believe that Groves told the truth and Terril! 
told the truth and Meyers told the truth, all of whom had been 
approached corruptly, but none of whom did accept the proffered 
bribe, then the men told the truth also who swore they had 
been approached corruptly and did accent the proffered bribe 
and the bribe money was traced in their possession. 

“MARVELOUS INTELLECT ” BROWNE. 

Now, Mr. President, we come to the most important witness 
in this transaction, Lee O'Neil Browne, the twentieth century 
Abraham Lincoln. Before I go into Mr. Lee O'Neil Browne's 
testimony, so that we can properly understand it, I want to 
read to the Senate what evidently the subcommittee thought of 
Lee O'Neil Browne. No wonder he was a successful minority 
leader. Evidently Lee O'Neil Browne hypnotized that sub 
committee, because here is what the honorable Senator fro 
Kentucky says as to him: 

I desire to say something in reference to Lee O'Neil Browne. I saw 
him upon the witness stand, watched him closely, and endeavored to 
form a correct opinion of him. He is a man of great intellect. In fact 
he impressed me as being a man of MARVELOUS INTELLECT 

Remember, now, that we are going to examine the testimony 
not only of the leader of the minority faction but of a man of 
“marvelous intellect.” 

Everybody admits that Browne was the leader of his minerity 
faction of 30 votes. That is conceded, is it not? If Browne 
alone had been corrupted it would have been more than sutli 
cient to have vitiated this election even under the commit 
“precedents” that have been cited here and to which I shall 
come very shortly. 

For the testimony shows that Browne’s influence over his fo! 
lowers was something like that of a Scottish chieftain over his 
clan in the old days, when the burning cross was sent across 
the hills and dales of Scotland. He had the Chicago saloon 
keeper, Manny Abrahams, for the “bellwether” of his gang, 


|/and Browne testifies that Manny Abrahams voted as Browne 


wanted him to, “right or wrong, 
followed Manny Abrahams’s lead. 

So, even if Browne alone were corrupted and even if his fol 
lowers knew nothing of it, the testimony shows that more than 
7 votes would have followed him in voting for the sitting 
Member. As was established in the Caldwell case, where the op 
posing candidate was purchased to quit the field, that fact 
would be more than sufficient to vitiate the election, because 
that influence over his followers would have been enough to 
have given Mr. Caldwell his seat. I will not stop now to 
read the Caldwell case on that point, but I will stop long 
enough to read a short extract from the Payne case upon that 
point: 

If B, C, and D have promised to vote as A shall vote, if A be 


rupt, four votes are gained by the process, although B, C, and D 
innocent 


and that Browne's faction 


If there was any corruption in this case, you must admit 
that Lee O'Neil Browne was corrupted. Yet if he was, that 
one thing is sufficient to vitiate the election even under 1! 
easy and accommodating precedents that are relied upon by the 
committee. 

Mr. President, before we go into this transaction, let us sce 
how it was that Browne gave his signal. You will find that on 
page 665. This is a rich and historic page. This has given 
rise to something that will go down in our political literature on 
account of the keen analysis of the term “ bellwether” the other 
day by the sitting Member, which he mistakenly attributed to 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Root], but which was really 
originated by Lee O’Neil Browne. This is what Browne testi- 
fies to: 

Q. As minority leader, I suppose your vote would be taken as a « 
terion on strictly party questions, to those who should follow you, 4s 
to party policy in voting?—A. Well, IN THIS TRANSACTION, ] 1 f 


say the “bellwether,” so to speak, was Manny Abrahams—Emanual 
Abrahams. He is the first on the list, you will see, the first Democrat ; 
and he was a very strong and stanch adherent of MINE, AND WHETHT! 
RIGHT OR WRONG, HE RELIEVED WHAT I DID WAS RIGHT, and wheneve!l 
they saw Manny Abrahams—those that wanted to know how I was 
going to vote—saw Manny Abrahams vote one way, THAT SETTLED IT. 


Q. And he voted for Mr. Lorimer ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I suppose you had an understanding with Mr. Abrahams that he 
was going to vote for Mr. LoniMeER?—A. OH, YES; WITH ALL OF THEM 
with all of them, 

Browne states it twice, and yet the sitting Member said the 
other day that Manny Abrahams voted for him on his own 
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but Lee O'Neil Browne 
“ bellwether,” and that he 
Very well. . Now, we have 


count without any understanding; 
swears that Abrahams was Browne's 
“had an understanding with him.” 
the scene laid. 

The sitting Member in his speech last year said—lI call the 
attention of Senators who are intending to vote to sustain this 
title to this—that Browne and himself had been “intimate for 
years.” Here is what the man of “ marvelous intellect” says 

s to that, and Browne volunteers it himself. In answer to a 
question he says: 

I will suggest 

er except to set 

it is, HARDLY 
tion of the first third of the 

That is what “ Marvelous Intellect’ Browne swears to—that 
he knew him merely to see him, “ HARDLY HAD A SPEAKING AC- 
QUAINTANCE;”” and yet the sitting Member tells us with a good 

* passion—I have the speech here—that he and Browne 

d been “intimate for years,’ and that he recalled a 


to you, Mr. Austrian, that I never knew Scnato) 
him and by reputation; a mere passing acquaint 
A SPEAKING ACQUAINTANCE, prior to possibly 


Lori- 
ince ; 
the expira- 


Session. 


i Ol 


con- 


ersation which he once had with “ marvelous-intellect ” 
Browne, wherein Browne told him he believed every word in 
the Bible from cover to cover. That is the sitting Member's 


but 
reputation- 


version of the relationship; 
to sce him and by 
QUAINTANCE,” 


Browne he “knew 


HARDLY A SPEAKING 


says him 
AC- 


( / 


tOWNE IN CONSTANT WITII 

So, Mr. President, we have now the situation. Browne was 
approached, first, by Shanahan and, later, by Shurtleff to do 
all he could to get votes for the sitting Member. Then he had 
a meeting with the sitting Member. After had agreed to 
get all the votes he could for the sitting Member, Browne testi 
fies that he was in constant conference with the sitting Member. 


Q. And then you conferred with him frequently, did you not?—A 


t 
Ob 


Q. Every day? 


THE SITTING MEMBER, 


he 


A. I presum every night The conferences were 
at night mostly. Every night during the stay in Nprinefield. 
Q. Yes. And those conferences lasted some hours, didn't they? 


A 


A. Sometimes they did, and sometimes there WERE A POZEN OI 


rHEM 


AN EVENING. 
(. And you kept Senator LoriMeEr pested to your movements with 
ference to his candidacy, did you?—A. WE ALL KEPT EACH! OTHER 


POSTED, just as any other campaign committee would do. 


I ask the Senate to remember this thing when I come to a 
disenssion of the law of agency in election cases. I am not 


and I have 
sitting 
we 


ing over it again, but it fixes the agency; 
decisions here which show that in law the 
bound by the acts of his agent, just as he 
volved the title to land, only more so. 
Well, I am you whether you kept him 
movements with reference to his candidacy ?—A. I h 
©. Well, did you keep him posted?—A. We 
STED. 
By the way, the “ Marvelous Intellect” Browne might 
ised a little bit better grammar. 


read 
Member 
be if it 


is 


in- 


mld 


“ asking po ted to 
ive answered 


ALL KEPT EACH 


your 
that 

OTHER 
iui 


have 


Q. What I want to know is, did you tell Mr. Lorimer, the candidate 
for United States Senator, as to what you were doing ward further 
his candidacy 7}—A. IT presume I did. 


0 


Did you tell him from time to time who, if anyone, had pledged 

1 vote for Mr. LORIMER to you?—A. Well, now, as to whether I went 
over the list and told him specifically the ones at any one time, I ean't 
ll you. I PRESUME, HOWEVER, THAT I pip, but I did assure him: I 
did finally assure him that there icould be 30 Bre t Der rats vot 


him. 
Mr. President, the sitting 


Member on the day before yester- 
day, in an effective climax, 


declared that Browne did not de 
ver those Democratic votes, but that “they delircred Browne.” 
hat was important and effective, but, unfortunately for the 
sitting Member, here is the record. What does Browne swear? 
Browne did not think he was being “ delivered: ” he did not 
onsider himself that insignificant. Here is what Browne says: 

\. I stated to Mr. Shurtleff, and I stated Mr. 
Lo that J would not consent to having a the 
Democratic votes that I had any influence with Senator 
LORIMER unless his election was an assured thing 

How could he consent? The sitting Member says that Browne 
had nothing to do with it, that Browne ‘ delivered,” in- 
tead of delivering. 

That I would not have those 

1 I told them both that I sh 


afterwards t 
Single one of 


cast for 


IMER 
vas 


otes cast away absolutcly 1 
uld rely upon their words, 


told him 
their words 


3 men, to see to it that no roll call was started for the election of 

Mr. Lorimer for Senator until enough votes, all told, were secured. 
Q. Was your consent asked?—-A. J was consulted, or consulted my- 

self with every one of the men that did vote for him. No: I will take 

that back. Not with every one. There was, perhaps, oh, maybe 30 

or 35 per cent of them, possibly, I did not see personally at all, but 

that other members that were with me in the movement saw for me or 

k it themselves to see 


upon 


Remember this is the man who the sitting Member says was 
“ delivered,” instead of doing the delivering. 

Q. Mr. Browne, when did you start to ascertain and round up, if I 
may use the expression, these 30 Browne Democrats whom you later 


told Mr. Lorimer would vote for him?—A. Oh, a short time after Mr. 
Shurtleff broached the subject to me, a few days afterwards. 
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] evers 
| Groves, Link, White, Beckemeyer, and Holstlaw swore they > 
corruptly approached. It is of.no use 1 ting e test 
mony that all but Meyers, Terrill, and Groves ed the offer 


he is on the testimony of minority leader | O'N Brow 

The VICE PRESIDENT Does the §S from Indiana 
| yield to the Senator from Tenness 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certai t W ! 

Mr. FRAZIER. I should like to Si or’s 
tion to that part of the testimony of O'Neil Brow ! 
which he is asked for the reason whi ( d him to « ‘ 
his vote and to secure the change of the votes of his followers 


So, Mr. President, 


the election came about 


and got the bribe money. 
Mr. FRAZIER. If it will not disturb the Senator, while 





in the legislature from the Democratic nominet ‘ rer, 
to Mr. Lorimer, a Republican. In that testimony—and | ll 
the Senator's attention to this piece of e 


was asked 





Mr. OWEN. From what pra xe does the Senator 1 a 

Mr. FRAZIER. From page 656 of tl rd. Mr. Browne 
was first asked the question as to why he « nged and with 
whom he consulted. He stated that his consultation was with 
Mr. Shurtleff, the speaker Then he was asked as 1 VW } 
consulted of the leading Democrats i ) before 1 the 
minority leader of the Democrat sislature, cl ed 
and secured the change of his f rom the Denx iti 


nominee to this 





Republican. In 
Browne made this statement: 
Q. When M Shurtleff 


sition to see whether or not there 








ment by which the Democrats, or certain Dem t n the } stature, 
could be induced to vote for Mr. Lorimer, I lieve you stated, upon 
yesterday that you told him you would take the matter under advise 
ment?—A. Yes 

Q. And therevpon you did advise wit c 1 fr I cal 
friends or otherwi outside of the leg i A. Ve 

Q. Have you any objection to t ing sor with w 1 you ] d 
with respect to that matter? 


His answer is: 
A. No; I 


: advised with my partner at home y law partner, for one 
I advised with a man by the name of well, no, | did not adv wit 
him before I had decided, but I think I talked t matt or vith 
an old partner of mine, a man I was in busin with the first t i 
man by the name of Ayers. I do not now recollect t} h ] \ : 


Republican. 


Being pressed further to name some influential Democrat in 
of 


the State Illinois with whom he 3s minority leader of the 
Democratic Party in the legislature, consulted before he made 
this momentous change, by which he and his followers aban 
doned the Democratic nominee and voted for a Repub in, he 








is asked: 

©. Did you lvise with any one o ha 
reference to the course you would tal om l co g 
from a large numbet 

Q. Can you recall any ?—A. 1 can recall one f y now An 
who 1 to be a very prominent man in! try, W prou 
I nt } = 0 n. Jame Med iv. ¢ the ¢ ( t Sand (en 

©. Did you lvise with anybody else in Ch ly | tici 
tatesmen ‘7 A. I do not now recall that I « 

So, it seems that Mr. Browne made t momentous ch 
by which he and his 30 Democrat wers abandoned 
Democratic minee and voted f Mr. ] {1 fter | 
advised only with his old pariner, who w Republican, a 
with a man engaged in the sand business 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. rl Wi as 4 tw 
“marvelous intellect.” according to the nator fi IX 
who was *‘ delivered,” instead of bei I ( é 
to the sitting Member 

‘Oh, what a tan I 
When first we pract 
tHE STRANGE S LOUIS j 

Mr. President, the transaction « rred, tl ! 
came, and Mr. Browne meets t D ‘ 
them but White; and the reas did \\ t St 
Louis was because he had seen ! e 16th day 


of June 








days before he wen » St. Lou 

I ins t ry 8S who ( { Nort 
this title shall give the ul ry | ) } } 
that Browne gives for going to Nt. I s I w n 1 1 it 
but I will state it—and if I do not state it : rately I again 
ask any Senator to correct me nov 

Browne says that he went to St. Louis on the 2ist of July 
taking a long, hot, arduous trip to meet these men ho : 
the exception of Shephard and Clark, swear they got $1, 
from him there; that he went there and met them there / the 
purpose of talking over politics 

Browne says that the reason of his visit to St. Louis and th 


meeting of these men was that he intended agai 
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date for 
follow: rs, 


minority leader and that 


and that was his only 


he 


renson 


wanted to talk with his 
for going to St. Louis. 





Now, mark that. He went July 21 to St. Louis to see these 
men about a minority leadership which was more than a year 
and a half in the future, about a minority leadership in a legis 
lature to which Browne himself had not yet been clected What 
does the Senate think of that—a year and six months off? Ht 
went to see them there for that purpose, although he had seen 
all of them within less than three or four weeks 

Browne went there, he took that extraordinary journey, and 
saw them about “* polities,” although he had been constantly in 


their company for four or five months in the legislative 


He asked Beckemeyer to meet him in St. Louis 


session. 


on this impor- 


tant mission of talking politics, although he had seen Becke 
meyer at Starving Rock only a few days before Is that 
credible? Is there an intellect here that can accept that ex- 
planation? 

But that is not all, Mr. President. Broirne could not reme 
ber a word of that notable conversation. The only thing that he 


s that 


the Sei 


could remember wa be talked with Mike Lit 
hor and yet ator from Kentucky 
speech that Browne is a man of “ marvelous intellect.” 
takes this improbable trip, this stupendously foolish trip, to see 
men about a campaign that was a year and a half off, although 
he ha: seen the same men within three weeks. He made a trip 
through the dirt and the dust and the heat midsummer to 


k about pacing 
in 


assures us lis 


of 


talk “ politics” with them, and then can not remember a word 
that he said to them. 
Now I eall attention to a point which, if this were a court 


and we were arguing the report of the master in chancery, this 
“marvelous intellect’s”” testimony would be utterly discredited. 
Now, mark you, Browne made this important trip and then 
could not remember a word of the conversation. His memory 
is horribly bad or horribly convenient as to this important con- 
ference. 


‘MARVELOUS INTELLECT” BROWNE'S MARVELOUS MEMORY. 
Yet, if you will turn to page 627, you will find that Mr. 
3rowne, who could not remember one word of the conversation 
that he went 260 miles to have, can remember how late, To A 


MINUTE, @ train was during the session of the legislature, and 
that was much longer ago, as the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. CrawForp] suggests. 

This “marvelous intellect,” as the Senator from Kentucky 
calls him, who could not recall one word of the conversation 
which was exceedingly important to himself and for which he 
made the trip to St. Louis, was yet able not only to remember 
the very minute to which a train was late, but also the order in 
which the hotel guests registered. Now, I want to read that to 
the Senate: 


The WITNEss. The 24th day of May, 1909, was on Monday— 


This was about the busiest period of Browne's life, and he 
could Lave forgotten things then, if ever— 


The Witness. The 24th day of May, 1909, was on Monday. I came 
to Springfield the day before, Sunday, the 23d, and registered at the 
St. Nicholas Hotel and occupied my usual quarters. I did not see Mr. 
White during the day of May 24. The Alton train, known as the 
“ Kansas City hummer” or “ K. C. hummer,” is due in Springfield at 
11.15 at night. That is the train people interested in legislative mat- 
ters and members that come by the Alton usually come on. On the 
night of May 24 Mr. Thomas Dawson came down on that train. I met 
him in the lobby of the hotel when he came in. The train was late 


that night and, as I have discovered, did not get to Springfield until, as 
I remember, 11.41 


year and a half in the future, and yet he can not remember a 
word of his conversation down in St, Louis with these men 
whom he had called down there; and yet he had such a marvel- 
ously accurate, memory that he remembers how late the “K. C. 
hummer” was, even to the exact minute. 


I talked with Mr. Dawson some time in the lobby of the hotel, 
asking him to do something for me, which he did there in the lobby, 
speaking to a certain person there for me; all of this before he 


registered, 


See how precise Browne’s memory is now when he wants to 
remember— 


There: 
Nicholas 
did, his 
White 
before 


fter he registered and was assigned to a room at the St. 
Hotel. Mr. White did not register until after Mr. Dawson 
name appearing immediately after Mr. Dawson’s, so that Mr. 
could not have had a room that night at the St. Nicholas Hotel 
he registered, and he could not have registered before midnight. 


So we have Mr. Browne, making this trip for an important 
reason, not being able to remember a word of the conversation, 


and yet being able to remember the order in which men signed | 


their names on a hotel register and the exact minute to which 
a train was late. 
“made a sinner of his memory,” doesn’t it? 


It looks as if * Marvelous Intellect ” Browne | 


; : : | An en ¢£ 
He was the leader of the faction arranging for an election one | And then a 


Another thing, Mr. President, that Senators must take into 
consideration ; for if you will break down this point in Brow: 
testimony, if you show that it is Browne who is lying, then y 
establish everything that all the rest of them say about Broy 
and this whole affair. He called these men 
Louis about a i IS months away, and 
them together 


cainpaign 
again! 

The next incident Mr. Browne's statement of Mr. 
borrowing money from him. I want the particular atte 
the Senate to this incident, because in a moment I 
manufactured testimony to support Mr. Browne's 
Mr. Browne says that instead of giving this money to White 
in Chicago, he loaned him and locates the loan as having 
been made in the lobby of the Briggs Hotel. I merely py 
tion that at this point so that Senators may remember it when 
I come to the examination of the made-up testimony to 
port this man. 


S 


together iv st 


yet nevter 
is White 
tion of 


Shall sh 


testime 


Som 
Ped, 


POT" WILSON BROWNE'S AGENT. 


The next point. Mr. President, that shows Mr. Browne to } 
willfully and deliberately lying his statement that Wi 
was not his agent in Wiison’s trip to St. Louis, that Wilson dik 
not go for him, and that Browne himself did not intend to go 
to St. Louis the second time. 

Mr. President, that that not true is proven by the f 
that the notices signed by Wilson asking these bribe takers 1 
meet him at St. Louis July 15 were made up and sent by Ai 
Giblin. Who Mike Giblin? Secretary to Lee O'Neil 
Browne. The second point is Browne's letter to White con 
ing this very meeting. Remember, now, Browne is testifying 
that Wilson did not to St. Louis for him, and that he 
(Browne) did not intend to go to St. Louis himself the seco 
time, on July 15—the occasion of the second corrupt payment. 
Yet he writes to White as follows: 


is 


is 


wis 


» t 
£0 t. 


OTTAWA, ILL., July 16, 1909 
Hon. Cuartes A. Wuite, O'Fallon, Il. 


FrRIgEND CHARLIE: Thank you very much for your prompt recognition 


of my request in the Doyle matter. You have certainly been one of my 
good old friends since we have become acquainted. I feel sure that ’ 
frien¢ship will last just as long as you and I do. J was awfully sorry 
that | was unable to be with you yesterday forenoon in St. Louis. | 
was taken very ill in Chicago Monday night with an attack of pt 
maine poisoning and have had a pretty serious time of it. I pip 


DARE TO ATTEMPT 
and SATISFACTORY 


THE TRIP. I hope everything is all right with y 


And yet this man Browne, who wrote that letter to White 


testified that he did not intend to go to St. Louis at all and 
that Wilson did not go for and instead of Browne. 

The next thing in the case of Mr. Browne is his speech in 
the assembly before he voted for the sitting Member. From it 


I will read two extracts, the first directed to the point made by 
the sitting Member the day before yesterday that Browne di 
not “deliver” his followers, but that his followers “ delivered 
Browne.” 

I have read from the testimony of Mr. Browne. 
opinion upon that, I now read from his speech: 

Were I an individual only, and did not I stand here upon the floo: 
this side of the house as the leader, if you please, by election of t 
minority, so called, my course to-day would be easy. But when ) 
are attempting to influence or lead a number of men along a certain 
line by advice, by encouragement, if you are a man worthy of the name 
and consider and think of the welfare of your fellow human beings 4 
the same time you do of your own, then I say that you realize t 
position that I am in to-day and the responsibility that I feel at t/ 
moment in facing the condition that we are facing here. 
that look like a man who was being “delivered?” 

little later on, and I relate this circumstance i 

order to point out another dramatic thing that occurred; he 
closing his speech now and he says: 

You can not cash theories; you can not cash dreams. 

A little later Representative English took the floor and made 
a speech, and here is-what Representative English, a Deiocrat, 
said in answer to that speech of Browne: 

I do not expect to influence the election of a Senator, cried M 
English. That is not my purpose. It is up to every one of you ' 


As to his 


Ix eS 





search your conscience before you vote to-day. We have been told 
that we can state, without criticism, to our constituents, the reasons 
for the action here to-day. I want to ask you Democrats, do you 


expect to tell the whole reason? 

{Representative Abrahams: “ Yes.”’] 

if you do your people will retire you into that oblivion trhere ‘ 
rightfully belong. The history of every past amalgamation of Den 
crats and Republicans is that the Democrats were handed the hot en 
of the poker afterwards. 


‘‘yoU CAN NOT CASH DREAMS;” “ YOU CAN CASH VOTES.” 


Representative English continues: 

You can say that this talk of principles can not be cashe4, and that 

What, then, can be “ 

Nothing but votes, I take it. 
That is what Representative English, Democrat, said in an- 

swer to the speech of Representative Lee O'Neil Browne. 


dreams can not be cashed. cashed” on the fir 


of this assembly? 
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Then it appears that Mr. Browne got very angry and said to 
Mr. English, “If you will repeat that outside this chamber, 
well, one of us will never make any more statements like it.” 
But that was the end of it. 

It does not appear that Mr. Browne's honor was so wounded 
that he remembered the circumstance after the general assembly 
adjourned that day. He refrained because he was inside the 

He said, “ Just you repeat that outside; ” but when 
Browne got outside he never did a thing to English, who said, 
“You can not cash dreams, BUT YOU CAN CASH VOTES,” 

I think it is Tennyson who mentions something about “ The 
jingling of the guinea helps the hurt that honor feels.” Any- 
how, Browne’s wounded honor must have healed quickly, for 
browne didn’t do a thing to English when both did get “outside.” 

Browne denies bribery. This is the man whom the upholders 
of this title rely upon to overthrow the testimony of Meyers, 
of Link, of Beckemeyer, of White, and of all the rest. I have 
shown you that in his testimony himself he plainly commits 
‘hood, and yet Senators are appealed to to believe this tes- 
timony as against the testimony of five or six other people. 

But what do you expect? Do you expect a man of the “ mar- 
intellect’ of Browne, as the Senator from 
{Mr. PAYNTER] describes him, to admit, to confess? It would 
appear that Senators will not be satisfied unless everybody con- 
fesses. But that would not do any good, according to the Sen- 
ators who are upholding this election, because the more men 
that confess the worse they are denounced as scoundrels. 
said yesterday, are you expecting nobody to confess to receiv- 
ing bribes except saints? 

But there is one point, Mr. President, that is overlooked. I 
have searched this record carefully and I can not find where 
Browne denies that he had that belt with $30,000 in it around 
him. So far as the record goes, that statement of White's is 
uncontradicted. I may be making a mistake about that, and 
if 1 am I want some person to call my attention to it. 

Undoubtedly, if the question had been put to Browne, he 
would have denied that he had a belt with $30,000 around hin. 
He denied everything else. But it is one of those slips that 
is always made by the most cunning mind, and even by the 
most “marvelous intellects.” And here it stands. 

This is the man who swears that he did all he could to get 
all his followers to vote for the sitting Member—a Republican. 
They had not voted for a Republican before, except Wilson, 
and suddenly, in the flash of an eye, on May 26 they all plumped 
their votes for the sitting Member. 








chamber. 


false 


velous 


THE AMAZING COMPARISON OF BROWNE TO LINCOLN. 
We heard the other day that that is nothing unusual in 
Illinois. It was said that Abraham Lincoln signalized his 


entrance into public life by doing the same thing down at 
Springfield, when Lyman Trumbull was elected; and the in- 
ference was that Lincoln and Browne were practicing the same 
polities, and that therefore Democrats could excuse Lee O'Neil 
Browne—this twentieth century Abraham Lincoln—for leading 
his followers to vote for a Republican if Republicans could 
excuse Abraham Lincoln for leading his followers to vote for a 
Democrat. 

Yet what were the facts? Abraham Lincoln had been a 
member of that legislature. He had had his great debate with 
Douglas. He was the choice of the Republican members of 
that legislature for Senator. And so after considering the mat- 
ter he resigned from the legislature in order to be a candidate. 
The Democrats, by the same expedient that the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Battey] referred to the other day as having been 
practiced by the Republicans in the case of Logan, elected a 
Democrat to succeed Abraham Lincoln in the legislature. 

The other candidate was Shields, a pro-Douglas Democrat, 
and the governor was Matthewson, a pro-Douglas Democrat. 
There were five men in that legislature who were Democrats 
but they were “anti-Nebraska bill” Democrats, anti-Douglas 
Democrats. 

Douglas on his third report on his Nebraska bill had inserted 
a repeal of the Missouri Compromise. That became the great 
issue—the flaming issue before the people. It rent the Demo- 
cratic Party asunder. Abraham Lincoln had his great debate 
with Douglas upon that issue very largely. 

It was a question that moved men more profoundly than any 
other question until Sumter was fired upon; and when Shields 
was a candidate, being a Douglas man, being a “ pro-Nebraska 
bill” Democrat, being a Democrat in favor of the repeal of 


the Missouri Compromise, John M. Palmer and four other Demo- | 


crats would not vote for him because, while they were Demo- 
crats, they were as much “anti-Nebraska bill” Democrats as 
Abraham Lincoln himself was an “ anti-Nebraska bill” Whig. 

And so, suddenly, Mr. President, the Douglas supporters, 
Withdrawing Shields, advanced Gov. Matthewson, who had 


} 


Kentucky | 


As I | 





| leaves the testimony of Witness Browne, will 
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kept his views in the background, but who was known to | 
under the influence of Senator Douglas, and 
porter of the repeal of the Missouri Comprol se, 

Lyman Trumbull was a Democrat; as the Senator from Texas 


therefore a su 


says, “a bolting Democrat;” but he was a Democrat, who, like 
John M. Palmer, was an “anti-Nebraska bill” Democrat, 
anti-Douglas Democrat, who was against the repeal of the M 
souri Compromise. That was the reason why Lyman T | 
was acceptable to John M. Palmer and his other four m 


of that legislature. 


So, when it appeared to Abraham Lincoln that he could 
himself be elected; when it appeared to Abraham Lincoln that 
a Douglas Democrat—that is, a man who was in favor of ft 
repeal of the Missouri Compromise, probably would be el 
then, in order to save the great principle for which he labored 


to the end of his life, and finally for which he died, Abraham 
Lincoln told his followers to vote for Lyman Trumbull, * 
Nebraska bill” Democrat, who was 
Missouri Compromise. 


against the repeal of tl 


That was the circumstance of that transaction, one of the 
mightiest issues that ever went before the people of this o1 
other country. And yet we are told that this is an exainple, 


an illustration, of the same thing Lee O'Neil Browne did in tl 
ease before us. 
THE HISTORIC ELECTION OF JUDGE DAVID DAVIS 

What does the Senate think of it? What does the country 
think of it? I will not take time to go into the case of the 
election of Judge Davis, except to sketch it very briefly In 
that case Logan was the Republican candidate and John M. 
Palmer was the Democratic candidate. In that lezislature 


there were 15 Independents. 

Those Independents would not vote either for John M. Palmer, 
the Democratic candidate, or for John A. Logan, the Republican 
candidate. They insisted on voting for a man of their own, b 


sted 


they could not agree. The Independents in the senate i 
on voting for Gen. Anderson. The Independents in the ho 
insisted on voting for Judge David Davis. 

Judge David Davis at that time was on the be h of t 
Supreme Court of the United States. He had split off from 
the Republican Party on the issue of the impenchment of Pre 
dent Johnson. He was at that time elassed as an “ Ind 
pendent,” although he was on the Supreme Bench of the United 
States. 


Tudge 
get their 


mal Supreme Court 


And so the Independents finally came together on 
David Devis. The Democrats not being able | 
man, Palmer, found this Justice of the Natic 
from the State of Illinois, who had split off from the Republican 
Party and had become an “ Independent” perfectly acceptable. 
Mind you, the Democrats could not get a ty without the 


or 


maj 


Independents and the Independents with the Democrats made 
a majority of four. 

Those were the circumstances under which that great jur 
was transferred from the Supreme Court of the United States 
to this body. It was the beginning of the great inde} lent 
movement in American politics. It was a time when men we 
beginning to forget the passions of the war. It was a tin 


when men were looking to that period, which now | 
so splendidly, when men should not think that 


ms deve! iM 


if a man 


longs to the other party he is either a scoundrel or a trait 
That was the beginning of the amelioration of political f¢ 
ing in the United States. That is what made Judge David 
Davis Senator. Yet we are told that the election of Davis 
an illustration of what occurred in the election of the sit 
Member May 26, 1909. 
Mr. President, now we come to Wilson—* Jack Po W 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
| yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 
Mr. DAVIS. I hope the Senator from Indiana, before | 


ww to the 
has been disputed, that Browne and 
ff had suites together: that Lorimer occupied the Shur 

leff suite; and that for weeks and weeks there they conferred 


} 
sie 


ate the record, because it 


together with these men Browne and these other parties, who 
admit they were bribed. Yet Mr. LoriMer asks the Senate to 
believe that he had no connection with and no knowledge of 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If true, that is an extremely important 
point. I do not recall that. I am obliged to the Senator from 
Arkansas for calling my attention to it. It was there that the 
nightly conferences took place. 

Mr. DAVIS. For weeks; and further, Mr. President, it seems 
to me that in the speech of the Senator from Illinois [Mr 


LoRIMER]| the other day he dodged that question by saying that 
the place where he met the members was in the speaker's room 
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in the capitol building, which is entirely proper. But the com- 
plaint which has been made against the meeting of these mem- 
bers in the speaker’s room referred to the rooms in the hotel at 
night, where they met constantly at night for weeks and weeks, 
and not to the room in the capitol building. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘The speaker’s room was Shurtleff’s 
apartment at the hotel? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes; and Browne had an apartment adjoining 
it, with the door open between them, and Lorimer consulted 
with Shurtleff and these conferences continued for weeks. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is very important, and I am very 
much obliged to the Senator from Arkansas for calling attention 
to it. 


“THE JACK POT’—THE WITCHES’ CALDRON OF AMERICAN POLITICS. 


I wish to hurry on. I know I am taking too much time. I 
come to Wilson, “ Jack Pot’ Wilson, as he will evermore be 
known. 
There was nothing about a “ jack pot” 


new or novel. It seems 
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We have heard a great deal about the “jack pot.” | 


to me I remember something about it in Shakespeare's witches | 


ealdron: 
Double, double, toil and trouble; 
Fire burn and jack pot bubble. 
a * 7 * 
When shall we three 


Wilson, Broderick, Browne, the modern witches of Macbeth— 
When shall we three meet again, 
In thunder, lightning, or in rain? 
When the hurly-burly’s done, 
When the battle’s fought and won. 
That will be ere the set of sun— 

And, Mr. President, it was. “The hurly-burly was done,” 
“the battle was fought and won”’—all “ere set of sun,” on 
May 26, 1909. 

Where the place? 

Says one witch. 

Upon the heath, 

Says the other. 

There to meet with Macbeth, 

Says the third. 

And at the next boiling of that ancient “ jack pot,” where they 
put the ingredients in— 

For a spell of powerful trouble 

One of them gives the whole snap away by declaring: 

“And everyone shall share in the gains *—-the jack pot 

Quoth Heccate, “ Oh, it’s now new, you see.” 

Well, we will examine the jack pot, and the first thing is 
this, Mr. President: The Senator from Michigan, in that learned 
and illuminating report of his, says that the “jack pot” fur- 
nished a subject that did not appear to touch the case at hand; 
none of the subcommittee’s business to examine into that; and 
he had authority for that because the attorney for the sitting 
Member also says substantially in the record: I object to any 
testimony about the “ jack pot.” What has that got to do with 
the case? 

The testimony that establishes the existence of this jack pot is 
the SAME TESTIMONY BY WHICH THIS BRIBERY IS PROVED. If you 
believe the * jack pot ’—and that is conceded—then how can you 
fail to believe the distribution of this bribery money? They 
are established by the same testimony. They were distributed 
to the same persons by the same persons. In fact, if there 
were two “jack pots,” they were the very Siamese twins of cor- 
ruption so closely are they related. 

Now, the whole case of the upholders of this title, as I said 
yesterday, has been put upon this “third degree,” and yester- 
day I showed that Beckemeyer swore he was never under 
duress. I showed that Link himself had asked the officer to 
go with him, and I read to the Senate the testimony about 
that absurd, grotesque claim that these men were “ compelled 
to commit perjury,” as the majority report says; “ were driven ” 
to commit perjury by the “ third degree,” applied by the officers 
of justice. 

WILSON’'S 


“JACK POT” “THIRD DECREE.” 


Wilson was in the same predicament. Let us see what Wil- 
son’s ‘third degree’? was. Senators have said to me, although 
I could not understand why, that they are going to vote to 
uphold this title because they did not believe the testimony of 
Beckemeyer and Link and the rest of them for the reason of 
this “ third degree.” 

We destroyed the “third degree” yesterday, Mr. President, 
and I presented, I want to say to Senators who were not here 
yesterday, a telegram, in response to an inquiry from District 
Attorney Wayman—the Senators did not know this, I think— 
that Oficer Keeley, the man whom we have heard denounced 
here as the instrument of the “ third degree,” has been indicted 
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and CONVICTED by a jury in Cook County, Chicago, I1., because 
Keeley swore to the very things that Senators have told us 
here on this floor that Keeley did and said. 

What was Wilson’s experience with the “third degree?” 
Here it is, page 733. Mark you, there was the same reason in 
the case of Wilson for applying the “ third degree” that there 
was in the others. Yet here is his experience: 

You were called before the grand jury, were you not? 

By the way, Wilson had been testifying to some hearsay about 
the “third degree” on the other grafters, and it appears that 
the committee let his hearsay in, although they would not let 
in any hearsay as to Luke’s confession and Beckemeyer's decla- 
ration against interest. 


Let us see what experience you had. You were called before the 
grand jury, were you not? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. You testified? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. After you testified you waited a few minutes and then 
left the building, did you not? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. That was all the third degree you had, was it not? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

So that is Wilson. This Wilson went to St. Louis for the 
second distribution. Browne says that Wilson did not go at his 
(Browne's) request, and that Browne himself did not intend to 
go. Yet Browne writes a letter to White which shows that 
that was not true. Also, Wilson finally testifies that the notice 
that he sent to these members to meet him in St. Louis were 
sent and made out by Mike Giblin, Browne’s secretary. 

So Wilson went to St. Louis July 15 and made the distribu- 
tion. We have all gone over that testimony. But there is one 
thing. Wilson does admit that he called Shephard into the 
bathroom, where the rest of the men got their cash; but Wilson 
corroborates Shephard by saying that he called Shephard into 
the bathroom to ask about the name of the mysterious lady 
whom Shephard had dined with in Springfield two months 
before. 

But Wilson—mark you, Mr. President—did not testify until 
in December. Shephard had already testified, and here I pause 
to ask the Senate to examine this fact that appears upon the 


| record, that Broderick, Browne, and Wilson, bribe givers, could 
| not be found for some time by the sergeant at arms of the com- 


ooo 


mittee. 

I understand from a member of the subcommittee that the 
sergeant at arms searched Broderick’s house; that Browne 
strangely was absent for days; and finally Wilson could not be 
located at all when this investigation was going on. They put 
his old father on the stand, and he said he did not know whiere 
Wilson was. He had something the matter with his eyes—-Wil- 
son had—and instead of getting an oculist in Chicago he went to 
that city so celebrated for its oculists rather than for something 
else, and had his eyes treated in Milwaukee. From Wilsvn’s 
testimony we must believe that its ‘‘oculists have made Mil- 
vaukee famous.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, that is what kept poor Wilson away—cyes. 
So we learn when finally he was secured for this commit 
tee during the investigation. But it appears further from 
his own testimony that the reason he did not appear before the 
subcommittee was that he did not know that it was meeting, 
and that he was suffering from nervous prostration—* my 
nerves were shattered,” he says. 

The reason, of course, Wilson did not know it was meciing 
was because he had not read the newspapers: and the reason 
that he had not read the newspapers was of course that he 
had eye trouble which detained him in Milwaukee. 

THE NERVOUS PROSTRATION OF “ JACK POT” WILSON. 

Wilson said he had nervous prostration. I am going to read 
you some amusing testimony in a moment. George Ade and all 
the rest of our humorists, including Kin Hubbard, are lef! far 
behind as masters of humor as compared with “ Jack Pot Wil- 
son” and Judge Hanecy in the questions and answers I will read 
in a moment. Wilson said that during the time that the sergeant 
at arms was trying to find him he was going away this time 
for his nerves; he seemed to have mingled eye and nerve trouble. 
And this time, in order to cure his nerves, HE WENT TO CANADA. 

It is well known, Mr. President, that Canada is the best 
place in the world for anybody suffering from nervous prostra- 
tion. [Laughter.] So there is where “ Jack Pot Wilson” went, 
but not at all to avoid this committee. No, indeed. We are 
assured of that, because the Senator from Michigan, [ter 
Wilson had delivered this touching testimony, was careful! to 
ask him, “ You did not go away in order to avoid the sub- 
committee, did you?” “Oh, bless your soul, no,” says Wilson. 
“Certainly not.” 

Mr. President, let us read some of Mr. Wilson's testimony, 
and it is Wilson’s word and Browne's word that you are de- 
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pendent on when you vote to uphold this seat. We might as 
well have a little fun out of this transaction. Let us give 
some of Wilson’s account. Here it is. 


This is Mr. Wilson’s own statement: 


Senator Frazier. Where did you go then when you left Chicago? 
Mr. WILSON, I took the train and went to Detroit, where I stayed 
for two days. You may ask me—lI might start out in this way: I 


woe, 
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for Lee O’Neil Browne, which of course he could have written 
about just as easily, sent manufactured and fictitious letters 


, | in September, 1910, after this investigation began, to Becke 
Mr. President, it is with hesitation that I recite this tale of ! 


had been to Dr. Snyder, of Milwaukee, for a month before the primaries, 


up to the Ist of September, and during that time I would receive tele- 
phones and messages and people would come up to see me, and so 
forth, so that I virtually did not get the rest that I should have gotten 
under the treatment. 


By the way, I should remark that Wilson says his nervous 


prostration was caused by two weeks’ campaign in the primary. | 


Think of what many Senators have gone through many times, 
and what we, who have been in the harness, know of campaign- 


| Senator believe that? 


meyer, Link, and others, dated in July, 1909; that he dated 
them a year before they actually were sent in order to manu- 
facture an excuse for his being in St. Louis. 

Now, those letters are in the record. Wayman put into the 
record a letter from Wilson to Link and a letter from Wilson 
to Beckemeyer written a year after their date in order to give 
an excuse as to why Wilson met them in St. Louis. Does any 
Why were those letters faked? Why 


| were they falsified if there was nothing wrong about this trans- 


ing. Yet two weeks’ campaign before the primaries, Wilson | 


says, “* 


shattered my nerves.” 
Wilson continues: 


You know how you will be disturbed. So I was going back again to 
treated afterwards He told me to come back. But he had gone to 
urope in the meantime. He left some time in September, probably; 
think he left the 17th or 18th of September. Consequently I could 
ot go there, so I was going to go to Mount Clemens, thinking probably 
e water and everything would help me out. My nerves were all shat- 
red to pieces. I had gone through @ campaign of two weeks, and the 
rimaries were coming on over there where I had been tied up for a 
nonth, AND MY NERVES WERE WRECKED. In fact 
Senator Frazier (interposing). I am not so much interested in your 
nerves as I am in where you were. Just tell us that. 

Mr. WriLson. I met a friend of mine there, and he asked me where 
I was going I told him I was going to Mount Clemens. He said, 
“If I were you, I would not go there, because you can not get any 
rest there. There are more people there than you will meet around 
your own home in Chicago.” He said, “I am going to take a trip, 
and you can find some quiet places there. I am going on a ways, but 
you can get some place where you can rest.” 
him. The first place I stopped at was St. Thomas. 
I WENT ON THEN TO TORONTO. 


THE HEALTHFUL CLIMATE OF TORONTO, CANADA. 
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He went on then; 


Of course he would not see anybody in Toronto at all. He 
would see people every place else, but not in Toronto, Canada. 
Wilson continues: 


He went on to Montreal, and I met him then coming back, and he 
stopped at Toronto for a day. He came in Saturday night and he left 
on Monday night. I had been taking treatment with the medicines I 
had— 


In Toronto, Canada. 
My eyes and health were getting along much better—- 
In Toronto, Canada. 
In fact, I gained 12 pounds while I had been there— 
In Toronto, Canada. 


So I took a trip with | 


Judge Hanecy sees the enormous importance of the gain ac- | 
complished by this nerve-wrecked person, who did not appear | 


before the committee, and here is what he testified to: 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there anything else of this witness? 
Mr. Hangecy. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
. * * a o* = * 
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ir. Hanecy. How much did yoa weigh before you had this trouble 
with your eyes? 

Think of this before a Senate investigating committee! 

Mr. Wrtson. In the beginning I weighed 200 pounds before all this 
trouble came about. 

Mr. Hanecy. How much did you lose during the time? 

Mr. Witson. I lost 20 pounds. 

Mr. Hanecy. At what time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you think that is really material? 

Mr. Hanecy. I do not think anything was material except the ques 
tion of whether he paid any money or not, but it does throw some 
light on the question that this honorable committee seemed to think 


was quite important in the light that he had at that time—that is, the | 


ctual condition of this witness's health when this honorable committee 
sat in Chicago. 

The CuatrMAN. He stated he did not absent himself for the purpose 
of avoiding the committee. 

Mr. Hanecy. I want to show, in addition to that, that he lost 30 
; Seok GAMBLE. And in the meantime, while he was away, he 
gained 12 pounds? 

Now, Mr. President, Wilson also denies that he gave this 
money. That is all he do@s; he just denies it. He admitted 
he had been in St. Louis; he admits he met these men there: 
and what excuse does he give for making that trip down there, 
Mr. President? For the purpose of seeing them concerning a 
banquet for Lee O'Neil Browne. 

But Browne testifies he told them he (Browne) did not want 
any banquet. Yet Wilson swears that he goes to St. Louis, two 
hundred and sixty some miles, in July to see five men about a 
banquet for Lee O'Neil Browne, although Wilson had seen those 
very men not three weeks before. Is that credible? Does any- 
body believe that? : 

And, Mr. President, in a moment, when I get through with the 
manufactured testimony, I shall point out that this man Wil- 
son, who says that he went down there to see about a banquet 





| advance, in August, 1909, of everything that 


| that close friend lived in the same hotel with us, would 
| delay or neglect telling him for eight months? 


action? That is pretty serious business. I guess I had better 
put those letters in now. Remember that these letters were 
sent nearly a year after the time they were dated, 
{Exhibit 1-P, K. F. L., 10/1/10 ] 
{Letterhead Forty-sixth General Assembly, State of Illinois House of 
Representatives. ] 
CHICAGO, June 26, 1909 

Hon. M. S. LINK, Mitchell, Il. 

DEAR MIKE: Dr. Allison was speaking to me in regard to seeing some 


of the boys relative to giving Lee a banquet in his home town, Ottawa 
I expect to be in St. Louis some time in the near future in connection 
with our submerged-land committee As soon as | know just when I 
will be there, will wire you, and, if possible, would like to meet you 
there. In the meantime should you come to Chicago, advise me in 


advance and I will meet you. 
With best wishes to you, I am, 
Yours, very truly, Bos. 
CuicaGco, June 26, 1909 
Hon. i. J. C. BeckeMeEYER, Carlyle, Il. 

FRIEND BECKEMEYER: Doc. Allison was speaking to me regarding get 
ting up a banquet for Lee in his home town, Ottawa, and asked that I 
take matter up with some of the boys. I expect to go to St. Louis in 
the future in connection with our subn ged-land committee ind 
will advise you in advance as to when I will be the 
for you to meet me. 

With best wishes, I am, 

Very truly, yours, 


» and would like 


Rospert E. WILSON. 

So, then, Mr. President, it is the word of Wilson, who avoided 
the committee; the word of Wilson, who made this distribution ; 
the word of Wilson, who sent fictitious letters dated a vear 
before they were actually sent, in order to furnish an excuse, 
against the testimony of the rest of the men in this case 
against all the circumstances in the whole case. 

THE MANUFACTURED TESTIMONY. 

Now, Mr. President, we have disposed of these witnes 
and I come to what, to my mind, is nearly the most convincing 
thing in this whole matter—the manufactured testimony of 
Stermer, Zentner, and Simmons. If Senators believe that the 
testimony of these witnesses was manufactured, it was manu- 
factured for a serious purpose. 

First of all, as to Stermer, Stermer was the assistant 
manager of the House. He testifies that he knew 
Browne intimately for eight vears. He testifies that Browne 
lived at the Briggs House. That is the first thing. Fix that 
earefully in your mind. Second, that he met White in July; 
and two or three weeks after he met White, Browne, Zentner, 
and White took a trip across the lake 

This was the “musie and flowers” trip to which Browne 
refers in his letter to his ‘“‘old pal” White. They were gone 
two or three days. They got back from that trip, Zentner, 
White, and Browne, on the morning of the 19th day of August. 
And coming back from that trip with Browne, his intimate 
friend White that night, in his cups, exposed his plot against 
srowne to Stermer and Zentner, although he had only known 
Stermer and Zentner for two or three weeks and Stermer had 
known Browne for eight years aud Zentner had known Browne 
for two or three years. 

Stermer says that White told him and Zentner what he 
(White) was going to do to Browne and others, 

Now, that talk took place in August. It was pretty serious; 
it was a warning of all that followed. It was a statement in 
White intended 


sriggs 


to do. 

And yet Stermer, the assistant manager of the Briggs House, 
the intimate friend of Browne for eight years, never mentioned 
a word of plot to Browne or anybody else until April 30, 1910, 
EIGHT MONTHS AFTERWARDS. 

Is that credible? Suppose some one were to tell one of 
Senators of a plot that involved the honor.of a close friend, and 
we 
Not only that. 
Mr. President, but Stermer says that Zentner wanted to tell 
Browne and that Stermer would not let him do it. 

Now, Mr. President, that is not all. It appears that Stermer 
did not tell of this dastardly “ plot” until April 30, 1910, and 
then he told Browne for the first time. Three weeks after he 
told Browne this statement that Stermer makes as his testimony 
was written out. Stermer himself testifies to that fact : 
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STERMER’S PRECISION OF MEMORY. 

Now, then, Mr. President, this man Stermer, clearly not a 
man of great intelligence, who did not mention that conversa- 
tion with White to his dear friend Browne for eight months, 
and then had it written out, yet gives it in the first Browne 
trial in a certain peculiar form, and when he was called before 
the subcommittee and is asked to tell the story, he gives the 
same thing over again, word for word, substantially. 

Most Senators here are lawyers. Did any Senator here 
who has practiced in the courts ever see an example of manu- 
factured testimony so absolutely convincing as this? I defy 
anyone to produce from the reports or textbooks manufactured 
testimony which shows on its face as much as this that it was 
manufactured. 

And what was it manufactured for? Only for one purpose, 
and that was to discredit White’s story. The same is true of 
Zentner, who swears that he had known Browne two years 
and White only a short time. It is exactly the same thing. 


There is not, Mr. President, a circumstance in any case I 


| I have made 
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ever knew of more condemning than the testimony of Stermer | 


and Zentner. 

Before proceeding further, I desire merely to call the careful 
attention of Senators to the difference between the testimony 
of Stermer on the first trial and Stermer before the committee; 
and the same of Zentner. 

Here is Stermer’s story as told in the Browne trial.and as 
told before the subcommittee months afterwards. Remember 
that it is Stermer’s statement of White’s conversation a year 
and more before; a story which Stermer admits was “written 
out.” 

COMPARISON OF STERMER’S TESTIMONY AT THR BROWNE TRIAL IN 

AUGUST, 1910, AND BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE IN OcTORER, 1910. 

TRIAL. COMMITTEE. 

{Exhibit 1-W. K.F.L. 10/5/10.] Q. will you just repeat the con 
{From the testimony of W. H. Yersation once more?—A. He said 
Stermer, page 1411, volume 3, he was going to take a big trip in 
testimony in People v. Browne.) the fall and winter ; that first he 

, 7 ; was going home, to his home in 

in nat that time and piace and O'Wallon, “and fom’ there ‘he was 
A. White say this, or this in sub 4% 28 to New Orleans, from New 


; Orleans to Cuba, from Cuba to 
stance: That he was going to take . ave ( 


) New York City, ere he expecte 
a big trip in the fall and winter; to have a bis time aa a 
that he was going to his home at would come back home again One 
O'Fallon, then down to New Or- of ys asked him, or said to him 
leans, then to Cuba, and up to pather, that he must have a lot of 
New York; that he was going tO money to take a trip of that kind 
have a big time in New York and fe gaid that he didn’t have the 
then go back home again; and money, but he was going to get it 
then did either yourself or Zent- and he said he was going to get it 
ner say to White, “You must without working for it, too Mr 
have a lot of money to spend for Zentner asked him how he was go. 
anything like that?” Did White jing to do that. “ Well.” he says 
then say, No, that he did not “Phat Lorimer crowd and our old 
have a lot of money, but that he friend, Browne, has got to ‘come 
was going to get, and was goingto geross’ good and strong with me 
get it without working; and then when I say the word and I am go- 
did Mr. Zentner ask White how he jng to say it. too.” “Mr Sentnew 
was going to do that, and did asked him if ‘he had anything on 
White then say, “Well, that him, or them, rather. “He says 
Lorimer crowd and our old pal « No, he hadn't.” He said he got 


Browne, too, have got to come . core ; eds 

across good and hard when I say the worst of at at 3 pringtic ld, but 
= & . moe Ww 4Y that didn’t make no difference, he 
the word, and I am going to Say was a Democrat, and had voted for 
it? And then did you say to LORIMER, and he could say that he 


White, “‘Have you got anything 


a Be : nth got money for it. He said. “ Do 
on him? in’ an did he ae you think they could stand for that 
No; I ain't. got the worst of fame?” Mr. Zentner said. “ My 


it down there in Springfield, but God, 
that makes no difference. I voted that “Well.” 
for Lortmer, and I am a Demo- he said. “I am looking out for 
erat, and I can say that I got white. and _ besides.” ~ he said 
money for voting for LORIMER. “Browne wouldn’t have to pay : 
Do you suppose they could stand the bunch back of him would have 
for that game? TI guess they will to do that: it wouldn’t hurt 
cough up when I say the word to Browne.” That is about all that 
them.” And then did you say to was said at that time. on ry 
White or did Zentner say to White, Q. I will ask you to look at 
“God, you would not treat Browne what purports to be your testi 
that way, would you?” and did mony, in reply to this same ques 
White say, “I am looking out for tion? at the last trial of Lee 
White, and besides, Browne would O'Neil Browne. and ask vou 
not have to pay. That bunch be- whether or not that is correct, and 
hind him would pay that, and it j¢ jt is, I will ask you to read it 
would not hurt Browne.” Did that jnto the record. : J 
conversation, or that in substance, The Witness. Do you want all 
occur at that time and place?— of this? 4 ; ; 
A. In substance; yes. Mr. AuSTRIAN. Is that correct? 

Senator Burrows. Well, he wants 
to know if he will read it through. 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. Read it through. 
That is your testimony on this 
point, this exact conversation. Was 
that your testimony in reply to 
this same question ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Austrian. I desire to offer 
it in evidence. 

The Witness. As near as I can 
tell; there may have been one or 
two words different, as I think at 
this time. Does that make any 
difference? In substance it is the 
same. 


you wouldn't treat 


Browne 
way, would you?” 
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a comparison as to the differences in these two 


statements, and I here present to the Senate these differences, 
Senators can judge for themselves how practically verbatim 
Stermer’s story is on both occasions; and I repeat for the 


third time, for it is so important. 


This story that Stermer tells 


us Was not mentioned by him for more than eight months after 
he says he heard it; that three weeks after he did mention it 
it was “written out.” And now observe that Stermer repeats 
this “written out” story substantially word for word. The 
intellect of man does not work that way. 


TRIAL. 
going to his home at O'Fallon. 
lot of money to spend for any- 
thing like that. 
did not have a let of money. 
old pal Browne. 
good and hard. 
I guess they will cough up when 
I say the word to them. 


COM MITTEE. 

was going home to his home in 
O'Fallon. 

lot ef money to take a trip of that 
kind. 

didn’t have the money. 

old friend Browne. 

come across good and strong 


As I have remarked, precisely the same thing is true of Zent 
ner. I will print in parallel columns the same story as told by 
Zentner in the Browne trial and before the subcommittee : 


COMPARISON OP ZENTNER’S TESTIMONY AT THE Browne Tria! 
AvGuS?T, 1910, AND BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE IN OCTOBER, 1910. 


TRIAL. 
[Exhibit 1-X. KF.L. 10/5/10.] 
{From the testimony of Fred Zent- 
ner, pages 1387 and 1388, vol- 

ume 3, record im People v. 

Browne. ] 

Q. And at that time and place 
did Charles A. White say to you 
that he was going to have a big 
trip in the fall and winter; that 
he was going to his home in O’Fal- 
lon, and then to New Orleans, then 
to Cuba, and then up to New 
York; that he was going to have 
a large time in New York and then 
come home again; and did you say 
to him at that time and place in 
that conversation, “ You must have 
a lot of money to take a trip like 


COMMITTEE. 

Q. Now, will you tell this com- 
mittee exactly that conversation, 
you remember it, and as you have 
testified to it on the two Brown 
trials?—A. The entire convers 
tion ? 

Q. Yes, sir—A. We were talk 
ing about this trip that we just 
returned from, from Michigan. 
We had been over to Michigan, and 
the little experiences, numerous 
experiences that happened on this 
trip, we were relating them to Mr 
Stermer, and Mr. Browne said, or 
Mr. White said, then, he was g¢g 
ing to take a trip that fall: | 
was going to his home in O'Fallon, 
down to New Orleans, over to 


Cuba, and up to New York, w! 


that,” and did White say te you, he was going to have a good time 


‘I don’t have to have a lot of and then he was going home, and 
money, but I am going to get it one of us asked him, we said, 
and | am going to get it without «yoy must have quite a let of 
work,” and did you say to him at money to make a trip like that 
that time, “* What do you mean?” haven't you, Mr. White?” He 
And did White say to you, * Well, said. “ No; I haven't, but I a 
that Lorimer bunch and Browne going to get it, and I am soit 
have got to come across”? Did {to get it without working, too.” | 
you then say to White, “ What do asked him then, I said, “ Hoy 

you mean by that?” And did you going to do that?” W 
White say to you, “I got the worst he said, “ You know that Lori 
of it at Springfield; I voted for ¢rowd and their old pal Brow: 
Lorimer and I ama Democrat. If wil} have to ‘come across’ \ : 
I say I got money for voting for | say the word, and I am 


him I guess they will come over, to gay it, too.” 1 asked him : 
won't they?” And did you say at what he meant; I said, “ What do 
that time and place, “My God, youn mean?” “ Well,” h 1 
White! you wouldn't do that to “j] sot the worst of it down 

Browne, would you?” And did gpringfield. I am a Democrat and 


White, in response thereto, say, “I | yoted for 
am looking out for Charlie, and 
besides, Browne won't have to they stand for that kind of gar 
stand for it?" Did that conversa- | caid, “God, you wouldn't t 
tion occur at that time and place, pProwne that way?” Whit rid, 
or that conversation in sub- “No: I am looking out for Whit 
stance ?—A. Yes, sir. and besides Browne wouldn't 


Logi Mer, and I cans 
I got money for it, can’t I? Can 


to stand for it, anyway; it would 
be the bunch behind him.” \r 

that was about all the conversa 
tion. About 1 o'clock they i 
the bar—promptly at 1—and we 
went out in the lobby of the hotel 


then and left Mr. Stermer. 


You will see that, like Stermer, Zentner repeats his tile 
practically word for word. That Senators may have this more 
clearly, I read the differences in Zentner’s testimony : 
Browne trial and before the subcommittee, just as I have read 
the differences in the testimony of Stermer: 





TRIAL, COMMITTEE, 
have a big trip in the fall and take a trip that fall. 
winter. 
going to have a large time in New where he was going to have a 
York. good time, 
I don't have to have a lot of No; I haven't. 
money. 
What do you mean? How are you going to do that? 
come across. come across when I say the word, 
and I am going to say it ' 
I guess they will come over, won’t I can say I got money for it, can't 
they? I? Can they stand for that kind 


of a game? ’ 
it would be the bunch behind him. 


And here is another point. Stermer fixes the 19th day of 
August, siz months after that time. How? He says he knows 
that is the date because Zentner siz months aftcrwards kad a 
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ticket for a trip on the lake good for August 19, six months | divided between Hagan and Anderson, making it possible to 
before. I want to read that: elect Wilson. 
Q. That is the only way you know?—A. The date; yes. Total vote in thirty-ninth district (Browne's district), 00,092; 
Q. And that is what you base it on; he had a ticket to go across the | Linds, Republican, 10,687; Scanlan, Republican, 12,727; Browne, 
lake?—-A. Going over; yes. , aT 4.083: ae Romacrat. 2279: MePonald. Secialiat 
Q. And you asked him that in May of this year, 1910; is that cor- | Democrat, 14,083; Doyle, Democrat, 9,879; McDonald, Socialist, 


rect?—A. Let me see; that was in May, yes. 2,716. ; 
Q. = ~_ i = oe sir. ei a a the € o- The Browne Democrats plumped 3 votes for him instead 
Q. And you and Mr. Zentner had never discussec 1e date of this f dividing betwee ii and Dovl hi @ ted Browne. So 
conversation, from the time it happened up until after May, 1910; is | ‘ c dividing between him _ : Doyle, ™ gay esr : aa i ” Z es 
that correct ?—A. From that time up until May; yes, sir. we see what the boast of the people's “ vindication” of those 


Q. And still you are willing to testify to this committee that that | men amounts to. 
conversation, if one occurred, occurred on the 19th of August, 1909, are 


‘ r i What about the reverse of that proposition What about the 
you?—A. Yes, sir. e . aiaiale a ‘ } ‘ 
; men who were defeated? I have taken the trouble to d that 


out. 
The following senators who voted for the sitting Member 
failed to run for renomination: 


ner had a ticket for that very day. Now, that is asking too 
iuch for human intelligence to credit. 


And the reason given was that six months afterwards Zent- | 
THE CONVENIENT AND MYSTERIOUS SIMMONS. 


Republicans: Downing, Billings, McCormick; Demo ts: Jand 

. . . . | Rainey. 

But worse than that, Mr. President and Senators, is the | ! ~t a , sat an ial a ace 
manufactured testimony of Simmons. It is short, and I ask Che following representatives failed to 1 for renomina ' ‘ 
you all, before you vote, to read it. This man Simmons, it ap-| ,, — go y= Sg > Sa, Sen eee Mate. Cur 

* " : * 5 ean, MeMahon, Solitt, ork; WVemocrats »OCK r, , ‘ 
pears, Was a race-horse man at one time. That is nothing mak, Corcoran, Espey, Forst, Geshewich, Lin Luke, O'Neil, | m 


‘ 
inst him, no doubt, but consider it in connection with his | Staymates, Tippitt, White, F. J. W 
testimony. 


, : cia , Behrens and Black, Republicans, had Federal appointme 
He says he had a telephone call from the Briggs House; he | pederer and Sollitt, Republicans, ran for the senate and were 
says he does not know who from. He went in response to this | gefeated: and McLean, Republican, was elected to the senat 


telephone call to the Briggs House. He did not meet the man 
who called him. He did not see the man who he supposed | 
called him for three months afterwards. 

Now, this man Simmons swears that he never saw Browne 
or White before in his life. He just happened to be called there 
by a mysterious telephone call at that particular time. And 


Forst, Democrat, was elected to the senate; Gesgewick, Luke, 
and O’Neil were dead; and F. J. Wilson ran for alderman and 
was elected. 


fhe following senators who voted for the sitting Member ran 
and were defeated : 


yet, never having seen Browne or White before, he swears that en Senn OF PrRens Ree, Cee Ss eee 

he saw Browne and heard White ask Browne to loan him some | , ?Be following representatives who voted for the sitting Mem- 

money; he saw Browne take out a roll of bills: he saw the de ber were defeated at rage-nenh A | . 

nominations of the bills—five-dollar bills—and saw that he gavi pe ee te ee Gillespie, Shumacher; Democrats: Burns, 

White $25; he heard every word of the conversation. Seis ae li toe the sities Me 
Happening to be called there by telephone, Simmons did not rhe following representatives who voted for the sitting Mem- 


. o a as — I »}* were » »¢ é > ri il “j > 
know from whom, he arrived just at the opportune time. hat | "€T Were defeated at the primaries: 





supports Browne and disputes White. Now, this man Simmons, ae tee eee eS tal —_ - ae oo aaa 
having seen and heard all this, never mentioned it until April, | Abrahams, Allison, Joe Clark, Lantz, McCollum, Murray, O’Brien, Shep- 
1910, and then he remembered cvery detail of it. Does anybody | >#"4 
doubt that that testimony was manufactured; and if so, what Stearns was defeated at primaries, and ran independent and 
for? was beaten. 

Mr. President, there has been one peculiar note to this debate, Now, Mr. President, I do not know that that is so important. 


i 


one that I can not explain. There has been denunciation for | I mention it only because we have been told that Browne and 
the officers of justice in Cook County and in Sangamon County | Wilson and Broderick have been “ vindicated” by their con 
and every place else because they made these men confess. | stituents by reelection. It is fair to know, then, that 
There is tearful sympathy for Link and Beckemeyer and Wilson, | who were not even charged with bribes, except She 
bribe takers and bribe givers, because they were treated so 
badly by the officers of justice 

At one moment the committee melts with compassion for 
these bribe takers after they had been treated hardly by the 


these men 
phard and the 
rest, but who voted for the sitting Member, when 
were defeated by their constituents ecither at the primaries or 
at the polls. 

Now, Mr. President, that concludes the testimony, and I once 


+1 ‘ , 
Lucy rd 


officers of justice, and in the other moment they are denounced | more come to a discussion of the law. First. we have shown 
because they confessed to having taken bribes. | the money paid to Broderick and the money traced; the money 
HE POLITICAL FATE OF THOSE INVOLVED IN THIS ELECTION paid to White and the money traced; the money paid to 


Beckemeyer and the money traced; the money paid to Luke 
and the money traced; the money paid to Link was not di 

covered in his possession; the money paid to Clark was covered 
up by the Powers funeral certificate; the money paid to Shep 
hard was not found in his possession, but he visited a safety 
deposit box the very day he got it. It was said by White or 
Beckemeyer that Wilson had a $500 bill which he said he was 
instructed to give to Shephard. 


But, Mr. President, what were we told the other day? I 
want to call particular attention to this. We were first in- 
formed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hreygpurn] that these 
men have been reelected. Then we were so told by other Sen- 
ators. I could not see that it had anything to do with this 
case. But since Senators enlarge upon it, we must go into it, I 
suppose, 

Very well, I want to show you how they were reelected. 
Browne refers to it in his testimony where he says that White | IV. THE STATUTE AND THE RULINGS. 
had written to him to see that the other candidate did not} ‘The election, Mr. President, as we all know. occurred under 
employ the “plumping system.” It appears that in Illinois | the statute. I beg the Senate’s pardon for taking its time on 
under the constitution in order to insure a minority representa- | the law after the exhaustive discussion that has been had. but 
tion any voter may vote for one of three candidates or one and | still I shall attempt in a very few minutes to show that by the 
a half votes for two candidates or plump 3 votes for one candi- | committee precedents the theory that has been here advanced 
date. can not be supported. 

Now, Mr. President, I have taken the trouble to get these The statute savs: 
votes. It appears that in Browne's district Linds, Republican, , 


= The joint assembly shall then proceed to cl | 1 viva voce . 
got 10,000 and some votes; Scanlan, 12,000; that is one-half | of each member present 
each; Browne, Democrat, 14,000—that would be less than Not a secret ballot, you see 
¥,000 men voting for srowne Doyle, Democrat 9,000; Mc-| 9 person for Senator and the person who receives a majority of all the 
Donald, Socialist, 2,700. I will put into the Recorp the votes | votes of the joint assembly, a majority of all the mbers elected t 


all the candidates in the Wilson and in the Browne and in the | 2¢t# houses being present and voting, shall be declared duly elected 


Broderick districts got, so that Senators may see for themselves So we start out with the important thing, the determinu- 
What an indorsement this meant. tion of a quorum by the statute. 
fotal vote in sixth district (Wilson’s district), 77,192; Ha- Now, then, what has been the construction of that statute by 


gan, Republican, 17,407; Anderson, Republican, 13,344; Wilson, | the Senate committee in the past? It was stated that unless 
Democrat, 28,555; Hays, Prohibitionist, 10,016; Hardy, Social- | the sitting Member knows of the bribery, countenances it or 
ist, 7,870. practices it, then enough yotes must be tainted in order to 

There was no other Democratic nominee except Wilson; | destroy his honest majority. How many would be enough, Mr. 
therefore he got three votes, while the Republican votes were | President? 


































































3304 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 





Ordinarily one would think enough to destroy the majority | 
votes cast for the Senator. But the suggestion has been ad- 
vanced and supported with much argument that if you deduct 
the corrupt votes from all those cast for the winning candidate 
you must also deduct them from the whole quorum. 

First of all, Mr. President, let us see what has been the ruling | 
of the Senate upon this in the Payne case in the views signed 
by Senators Hoar and Frye. 

If six only of Mr. Payne's votes in the caucus were procured by 


bribery, the result of the election of Senator was clearly brought about 
by that means 


Now, Mr. President, that point was not dissented from by the 
comiittee in the report of the majority, and in all the separate 
views that statement of Senators Hoar and Frye was not dis- 
puted. The question, of course, never got to a vote, because 
Senators Hoar and Frye thought we ought to investigate, and 
Senator Pugh and the rest of the majority thought there was no | 
ground for an investigation. But on this statement of the law 
2s applied to that caucus there was no dissent in the com- 
mittee. I believe that will be conceded. 

Now, Mr. President, let us see what that means. This was 
the case of a caucus. There were 79 Democrats who attended 
that caucus. Of this a majority, of course, was 40. Mr. Payne 
got 46; that is, he got 6 more than a majority, and if 7 
were corrupt, says this report—6 they have got it, but that is 
a typographical error—the election was invalid. 

Yet upon the theory now advanced for the first time, if 7 were 
corrupt in the Payne case the election still was valid, because 
79 attended the caucus; 7 corrupt—deduct 7 from 79 and there 
were 72 “ honest men,” as the Senator from Texas says, in the 
caucus, of which a majority was 37. 

Now, then, Payne got 46. Deduct 7 corrupt votes from 46 
and it leaves Payne 39 “ honest men,” to use the language of the 
Senator from Texas. But 39 is a majority of 2 over 37 neces- 
sary to a choice, and 37 is a majority of 72. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not the committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, well, I say this statement of the law 
by Senator Hoar and Senator Fryer was not disputed or dis- 
sented from by any member of the committee. Yet, according 
to the theory of the Senator from Texas, Payne was elected 
anyhow. 

Now, let us take the Clark case. In the Clark case it is said 
by the committee: 


| 


He received 54 votes and there were 39 against him, leaving him an | 
apparent majority of 15. If he attained through illegal and corrupt 
practices 8 votes which would otherwise have been cast against him, he 
acas not legally elected 

It is said that the statement I have read from the Clark case 
was a statement merely of the chairman, but upon this point 
also there was no dissent. Yet, Mr. President, if the theory 
which the Senator from Texas advanced is correct, Clark 
would have been clected. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator a 
moment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply want to illustrate the Senator's | 
method of argumentation. He says there was no dissent by 
the committee in the Payne case. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. From that point. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course the committee seldoms discusses 
the views of the minority. The minority very frequently dis- 
cuss the views of the committee; but if the Senator is right in 
saying there was no dissent on the law, neither was there any 
dissent on the facts, and yet the Senator works out the facts so 
that Payne would not be elected according to Senator Hoar, and 
yet Payne, as the record shows, continued to serve his term out 
as a Senator in this body. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true; but that was because the 
Senate voted that there should be no investigation. Is not that 
true? 

Mr. BAILEY. But if the Senate was concluded and the com- 
mittee was concluded by Senator Hoar’s argument on one point, 
it must be deemed to have been concluded on the other. There 
was no more special dissent from his mathematics than there 
was from his law. If we must accept the law as he laid it down 
we must accept the facts on the same theory, because the com- 
mittee did not controvert those facts. 

I want to remind the Senator, however, who again ventures | 


the explanation that this is a mistake, that that same mistake, | 
as I observed on another occasion, is repeated in another para- 
graph of the views filed by Senator Hoar. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think myself it is probably the mistake 
of a stenographer. I have been searching for the original 
manuscript. The Senator, however, will agree that that is not | 
material, because the point is there, 


Mr. BAILEY. I think the mathematics is as bad as the law 
in that case. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Texas to the fact that the point of divergence of the committee 
in the Payne case was whether there should be any investiga- 
tion or not, Senators Hoar and Frye said there should be, 
because the facts stated by Mr. Butterworth and Mr. Little, 
taken in connection with the representations by the legislature. 
were such as to demand an investigation; but the other Sena- 
tors said that that was not the case; that it was a thing which 
occurred in caucus, and they could not go into it. On the law 
there was no disagreement. 

Pass that, Mr. President, and come down to the Clark case 
There is no mistake of language in the Clark case; and yet, 
under the theory of the Senator from Texas, Clark would hav 
been elected. Clark resigned, but he never would have re- 
signed if he had heard of the theory of the Senator from Texas, 


| because under that theory Clark was legally elected. In the 


Clark ease there were 93 votes. Of those, 47 were necessary to 
a choice under the statute. There were 54 votes for Clark: 
that is, 7 majority for Clark. The committee’s language is: 
If he obtained through illegal and corrupt practices 8 votes, which 
would otherwise have been cast against him, he was not legally elect: 
But according to the theory of the Senator from Texas he 
was legally elected, because deduct 8 corrupt votes from 3 
votes, the whole quorum of the general assembly, and it leaves 
85 “honest men,” to use the phrase of the Senator from Tex: 
Of that number, 43 is necessary to a choice under the statute. 
Now, deduct 8 corrupt votes from 54 votes cast for Mr. Clark, 
and it leaves 46 “honest men” voting for Mr. Clark. Forty 
three was a majority of the honest quorum. So, according to 
the theory of the Senator from Texas, there was a legal majority 
of 3 for Clark. The same is true in the Powell Clayton case 
So we have the Clayton case, we have the Clark case, we 
have the Payne case—all of them holding that you can not 
deduct votes from the quorum as well as from the majority of 
votes cast; all of them holding directly and specifically against 
the position that has been advanced here, I believe, for the first 
time in the history of the Senate—advanced by the supporters 
of this election. Under the Clayton case, under the Payne case, 
and under the Clark case—there are the figures; there is the 
language of the committee—if any Senator believes that seven 


| votes in the case before us were tainted this election is invalid. 


Mr. President, I want to put this illustration. Perhaps tli 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. CumMMINS] the other day put it still 
better in another form. It illustrates beyond any possibility of 
doubt that the novel theory of the Senator from Texas can not 
be sustained. 

The Senator says that if seven votes Were corrupt they must 
be deducted from the whole quorum of the general assembly, as 
well as from the votes cast for the sitting Member; which, o/ 


| course, would still elect him, as it would have elected Clar! 


and as it would have elected Payne. Suppose these seven votes 
had not been purchased or tainted; suppose that an emissary of 
the sitting Member had captured seven of these voters and 
locked them up until after the election occurred—will anybody) 
say that the election would have been valid? 

Yet, according to the theory of the Senator from Texas, it 
would be valid. They were not there; they were not a part of 
the general assembly; and they have no right to be counted, 
because they were not there. They therefore would be deducted 
from the whole amount of the general number of the votes cast 
in the general assembly, on the one hand, and from the number 
of votes cast for the sitting Member, on the other hand: and 
yet will any Senator say that if these seven voters had been 
captured, locked up, and kept away this election would lave 
been valid? Why, certainly not, Mr. President; and yet t: 
is not nearly as bad a case as where they were corrupted. 

THE THEORY OF THE UPHOLDERS OF THIS ELECTION APPLIED TO A JI 

There is still another thing. I should like to have the atten 
tion of all Senators who are lawyers upon this point as a tes! 
of the theory. I hold in my hand, Mr. President, and insert 
the Record as a part of my remarks, a list of the Siates in 
which less than a full jury of 12 can report a verdict. 

In many of the States three-fourths are enough—that is, nine; 
two-thirds in some are enough—that is, eight men out of the 
jury; in some States it is only in civil suits, while in others it 
is the same in criminal suits. 

Arizona.—Three-fourths in civil and misdemeanor cases (1891, 


| chap. 5.) 


California.—Three-fourths in civil cases. (C. C. P., 1897, sec. 618.) 

Colorado.—Three-fourths in civil cases. (Unconstitutional, 28 Colo 
129; 1899, chap. 3.) 

Idaho.—Three-fourths in civil cases. Five-sixths majority in misde 
meanors. (Const., Art. I, sec. 7; 1891, p. 165.) 

Kentucky.—Three-fourths in civil cases. (Stats., 1894, sec. 2268.) 

Louisiana.—Three-fourths in crimes not capital. ¢Const., sec. 116.) 

Montana.—Two-thirds in crimes not felonies (P. C., 2142); two 
thirds in civil actions. (C. C. P., sec. 1084.) 
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Minnesota.—Legislature may provide for verdict by five-sixths of jury | 
after six hours’ deliberation. (Const., Art. I, sec. 4.) . 

Missouri.—Three-fourths in courts of record; two-thirds in other 
courts (Civil cases, 1899, p. 381.) os 

Nevada.—Three-fourths in civil cases. (C. L., 1900, sec. 3270.) | 

Oklahoma.—In civil cases, and in criminal cases less than felonies, 
three-fourths of the whole number of jurors concurring shall have power 
to render a verdict. (Const., Art. II, sec. 19.) 

South Dakota.—Three-fourths in civil cases. (Ann. §8., 1899, sec. 
6268.) 

Texas.—In trials of civil cases, and in trials of criminal cases below 
the grade of felony in the district courts, nine members of the jury, 
concurring, may render a verdict. (Const., Art. V, sec. 13.) 

Utah.—Three-fourths in civil cases. (Const., Art. I, sec. 10.) 

Washington ren of twelve jurors may render verdict in civil cases. 
(Ballinger’s 8., sec. 5011.) , 

Wyoming.—Three-fourths in civil cases. (R. S., 1899, sec. 3651.) 

Mr. President, suppose that in a State where 9 out of 12 men 
can return a verdict it is discovered that 3 of them have 
been bribed; will any lawyer say that that verdict should be 
upheld? Yet it must be, according to this theory, and three 
bribed votes might be taken from the whole poll of the jury as 
well as from the ones that were cast and the verdict would 
stand. 

Take it in those States where two-thirds of a jury—eight— 
nay render a verdict. Suppose it were discovered that four 
had been bribed; would a verdict stand upon the ground that 
there were enough honest votes on that jury? Absurd! And 
yet is that nearly so grave a matter as the election of a Senator 
of the United States? 

KNOWLEDGE AND RESPONSIBILITY OF THE SITTING MEMBER. 

Now the question arises, did the sitting Member know? Into 
that, Mr. President, I do not intend to go. I have tried to 
handie this case with charity, and I do not intend to go into that 
except as the law goes into it; and upon that, Mr. President, 
I cite the English cases on the law of agency already read to 
the Senate. I believe that these authorities are unquestioned 


on the law of agency. They are recent authorities, not only 
on the law of agency, but on the law of agency in elections, 


and I will read some of them again: 





if vere shown that the agent of the member bribed, even without 
the authority, and contrary to the express orders, of the member, his 
seat : forfeited—-not by way of punishment to the member, but in 
ord avoid the danger that would exist if persons subordinate to 
t candidate during an election were led away, by their desire to 





‘ir superior, into illegal acts, the precise extent of which it 
ult to prove, but a single one of which, if proved, it was 


the cy of the law to hold, would have the effect of avoiding the 
proceeding. That a member was thus answerable for his agent at 
com! 1 law—his agent in the sense of conducting the election, not 
merely in the sense of being authorized to bribe—is perfectly clear. 
It was so laid down as clear by Lord Tenterden, before the act of the 
17th and 18th Vict., c. 102, s. 36. 


Now I ask the attention of the Senate to this statement of 


the law of agency— 

That section where it speaks of agents must be construed by the 
light of the common law, and must be read as including agents author 
ized in the conduct of the election or to canvass, and not merely agents 


authorized to bribe. 


Again, in the Blackburn case, the case from which I read | 


the other day: 

It was proved that on the 12th of October, that is about a month 
before the election, a circular was issued by an association in the town 
called the Conservative Association, addressed to “‘every manager, 
rlooker, and tradesman, and any other person having influence” in 
vn of Blackburn, requesting them to “secure in the municipal 
ns, as well as the parliamentary, the success” of the respond 

3 ind it went on to say, “we venture to urge upon you most 
strongly the necessity of vigorous personal effort to secure the return.” 
Mr. Justice Willes said: 

Chis circular must be taken as being the act of the respondents just 
uch as if each of them had written a letter to this effect. 








I ask the atteniion of Senators who have any doubt as to 
whether the sitting Member is held by the law, to the following: 


No matter how well the member may have conducted himself in the 
lection, no matter how clear his character may be from any imputa- 
m of corrupt practice in the matter, yet if an authorized agent of 

1 person who has been set in motion by him to conduct the elec 
canvass voters on his behalf, is, in the course of his agency 


ilty of corrupt practices, an election obtained under such circum- 


stances can not be maintained. As it has been expressed from early 
time, that no person can win and wear a prize upon whose behalf 
the contest has not been legitimately and fairly carried on. 
+ * * * o ” 
The amount of the injury done by the agent, if the injury has been 
done of the character which I have described, is immaterial. 
* * ca - ca * . 
not by way of punishment to the principal that the election 
ld void; it is not because the majority has been swayed or even 
ected by the malpractice that the election is held vold, but it is be- 
ause malpractices designated as corrupt by the common law and by 
{ legislature in the corrupt practices act are so odious and are so 
dans us that it is thought better to hold void an election where 
either such practices have generally prevailed, whether traceable to a 
member or his agents or not, or where a single instance of such cor- 


—_ practice has been distinctly traced to the member or to an agent of 
the member. 


[ defy any Senator to produce one authority which shows | 


that the sitting Member is not held and bound by the acts of 
Browne, the agent. 
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CHANGE IN REPORT * COMMITTEE. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from New York [Mr. Derew] 
referred to a report of the committee and caused me to refer to 
the first report of the committee. In so grave a matter as an 
election case it would be my duty in any event to refer to it, 
but the Senator from New York made me refer to it 

The theory is now advanced that you have got to deduct the 
corrupt vote from the total vote cast, as well as from the vote 
east for the successful candidate. Mr. President, I read the 
following paragraph from the original report of the committee, 
but which was not reported, and I call particular attention to it. 

This is from the report which the majority of this committee 
at first approved, on Saturday, December 17, 1910, and would 
have reported, but which, for some reason, was not made on 
Tuesday, December 20, 1910, when the report before us was 
authorized, which on Weduesday, December 21, was substituted 
for the first report. 

The majority for Senator Lorimer in the joint assembly of the two 
houses of the General Assembly of the State of Illinois was 14 Unless, 
therefore, 7 or more of these votes were obtained by corrupt means Mr. 
LORIMER has a good title to the seat he occupies in the Senate. 

Mr. President, that was the first report prepared by the com- 
mittee at the time we first met—Saturday, December 17. It 
appears to have been the opinion of the committee on that date 
that if 7 votes were corruptly cast the election was invalid. 
But now the committee takes a radically different position. 

Mr. President, I do not think it is even necessary for me to 
summarize the facts. We know that at least 7 votes were. 
tainted—four voters got bribes and three gave the bribes. ‘The 
law is clear in the Caldwell case, in the Payne case, and in the 
Clark case, that these 7 corrupt votes vitiate this election. 

I have discharged my duty, Mr. President, and discharged it 
without ill will. I have borne none. I have not felt the fervor 
of advocacy, but I have felt the earnestness of a judge acting 
under oath in determining this deeply solemn and destiny- 
freighted question. 

The matter of cowardice was mentioned the other day. Mr. 
President, it has not been an easy thing, it has not been a 
pleasant thing, to be compelled to take a position against the 
validity of the election of the sitting Member or any other man. 
I appeal to no man to meet this case with courage. I take it 
we all have courage equally; but if it took courage to do one 
thing more than another, it required courage to take a posi 
tion against the yalidity of an election which would unseat a 
Member of this body. 


| CONKLING IN THE CALDWELL CASI! 

Mr. Conkling made that plea in the Caldwell case. He was 

| quoted by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. B si: but I 
wondered when the Senator from Michigan closed by quoting 
the appeal of the powerful Conkling, in which Conkling begged 
his colleagues to act under the law and not abandon if, in which 
he begged them to be brave and stand agains blic clamor, 
and not yield to it—I wondered why the Senator from Michigan 
did not tell this body what position Conkling took in the Cald 


well case. 

It was perhaps the greatest speech in the life of that amazing 
intellect. I believe, with one exception, it is considered Roscoe 
Conkling’s masterpiece. It is weighty with learning, and yet it 
has the wings of an eloquence which only Roscoe Conkling 
could command, while its wit and its brightness make the read 
ing of that speech as engaging an occupation for an hour as the 
reading of poetry or a novel. 

Yet Roscoe Conkling in the Caldwell case took the position 
that the Senate could not go into the question of bribery of a 
legislature in the election of a Member of this body. Roscoe 
Conkling gave all his unusual ability and learning, all his ove 
whelming and dominant character, to try to persuade or coerce 
the Senate into holding that it was not any of our business 
whether anybody was bribed or not. 

Why did not the Senator tell what Conkling’s position was in 
that case? The older Senators will remember that from the 
time Roscoe Conkling took that position in that speech, which 

| lasted two or three days on this floor, from tl ti 
gan to sway and finally fell fro 
that the American people theretofo1 





n n he be 
the pedestal of confiden 


had in his judgment as a 


public man. That speech was the first, I believe, to destroy the 
public opinion of this Nation in Roscoe Conkling’s soundn 1 


of judgment on public questions, a thing he never could reco 
It was only fair when the Senator from Michigan quoted, in 
the end of his speech, the eloquent words of Conkling, that ’ 
should have told us that Conkling spent all of that eloquence 
and all of that learning in trying to establish the proposition 
that we had no business to go into the bribery of an election to 
| a seat in this body. 
Oh, Mr. President, Conkling appealed to us to stand by the 
law then. Allen G. Thurman, sitting, I believe, about where 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Srone] sits now, said substan- 
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tially, at least it was his vigorously stated position: Yes, 
we will appeal to the law, but we are the Senate of thg United 
States, and we have a right to go into the bribery, if any, by 
which this election was secured. Allen G. Thurman said that, 
in his opinion, the election was invalid on account of bribery. 
Conkling was opposed by Morton and Thurman, and most of the 
stronger, if less brilliant, men of his time. So Conkling’s 
theory did not prevail, and Caldwell resigned his seat. 

In the Caldwell case the Senate was again appealed to on the 
ground of Caldwell’s blameless life, of his long period of years of 
toil and honorable business dealings; but that availed nothing, 
Mr. President, with the great judges of those earlier days. 
Judgment, Mr. President! What saith Holy Writ? “Thou 
shalt not wrest judgment.” 

OUR OWN RECORD TO THE REPUBLIC AND TO OUR CHILDREN. 

We have not only a duty to perform; we have a record of our 
own to hand down, a record of our own vote—our own record to 
the Republic and to our children. 
children and our children’s children. 


It has to go down to our | 
How shall we hand down | 


with public interest, the following information, with departmental 
classifications of the same: 

First. The total number of appointments which are made by the 
President upon nomination to and confirmation by the Senate. ; 

Second. The total number of appointments which are made by the 
President, but which do not require nomination to and confirmation by 
the Senate. 

Third. The total number of officers and employees of the Government 
subject to civil-service regulations, specifying classification and number 
of postmasters. 

Fourth. The total number of officers and employees subject to removal 
by the President without action on the part of Congress. 

Fifth. Total number of officers and employees of the United States 
Government, exclusive of enlisted men and officers of the Army and 
Navy— 


I transmit herewith reports from the heads of the severa] 


| executive departments and independent bureaus of the Govern 


the record of our vote to our children and our children’s chil- | 


dren? For, Mr. President, the record is here, the testimony is 
here, the law is here, and they will last forever. 

A pretty grave business—the validity of an election. It in- 
volves the life of the Nation. It involves the perpetuity of in- 
stitutions which Senators whom I see before me went into the 
flaming rim of battle to give their lives for if necessary. 

The name of Lincoln has been used in this case. It is for- 
tunate. How would Lincoln look upon a question of this kind? 
None, I believe, had arisen up to his day. 
oped since, 
our time. 

Washington’s Birthday was day before yesterday. What do 
Washington and Lincoln mean to us? Our institutions, Mr. 
President, our free Government; which one did more than any 
other man to found, and the other did more than any other man 
to preserve. And yet our Government and our institutions are 
the things which really are at issue here. 

We forget it in times of peace, but hundreds of thousands of 
lives have been yielded up, rivers of blood have flowed in order 
to give us the opportunity to vote, to have a Senate, to have a 
Government, and to have a flag. And shall that be treated 
lightly? Shall we dispose of it upon a false and simulated sym- 
pathy? Or shall we guard elections in this country, and espe- 
cially to this body, as the very soul of American liberty? 

Mr. President, way back in the time of the prophets the pro- 
found evil of bribery was known. What says the ancient 
Scriptures: 

The congregation of hypocrites shall be desolate, and fire shall con- 
sume the tabernacles of bribery. 

And so it was. The peoples and the institutions of which 
that prophecy was uttered did die of fire, and their congrega- 
tions of hypocrisy were desolate. It was true of Rome. It 
came well-nigh being true of England, but she saved herself. 

Mr. President, the deepest students, and the most sympathetic 
with our institutions, more and more are asking the question, 
What is going to become of the American 
liberty? Is it to succeed or is it to fail? And there have 
not been wanting the ablest minds that doubted its success, 
because they have thought that the love of money and the love 
of office and finally the vice of bribery might undermine us. 

I confess that to me it has been for years a serious matter 
what our future holds for us. Let us safeguard it, Senators, 
by our votes. And when, Mr. President, in that future, American 
institutions ask of the sentinel upon their walls, “ Watchman, 
what of the night?” let us pray that that watchman shall not 


They seem to be the fruit of the commercialism of 


congregation of hypocrites is desolate and fire has consumed the 
tabernacles of bribery.” 


ment giving the information requested. 
Wm. H. Tarr. 

Tue Wuite Hovse, February 24, 1911. 

During the reading of the message, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary is reading a mes 
sage from the President of the United States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, I have not yielded the floor, but I wi 
yield while the message is being read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would not have handed 
down the message but that the Senator from Indiana had 


| sumed his seat before the Chair handed down the message. 


They have devel- | 


experiment for | 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
pardon of the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
reading. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have not been in my seat at all. 
ever, I will still hold the floor. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
message. 


The Secretary will 


How- 


CONSTITUTION OF NEW MEXICO. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow 


ing message from the President of the United States (S, D 


No. 885), which was read and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 


printed : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


The act to enable the people of New Mexico to form a consti 
tution and State government and be admitted into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States, ete., passed June 20, 


1910, provides that when the constitution, for the adoption of 


which provision is made in the act, shall have been duly ratified 
by the people of New Mexico in the manner provided in the stat 
ute, a certified copy of the same will be submitted to the President 
of the United States and to Congress for approval, and that if 
Congress and the President approve of such constitution, or if the 
President approve the same and Congress fails to disapprove 
the same during the next regular session thereof, then that 
the President shall certify said facts to the governor of New 
Mexico, who shall proceed to issue his proclamation for t 
election of State and county officers, ete. 

The constitution prepared in accordance with the act of Cor 
gress has been duly ratified by the people of New Mexico, and a 
certified copy of the same has been submitted to me and 
to the Congress for approval, in conformity with the provisions 
of the act. Inasmuch as the enabling act requires affirmati' 
action by the President, I transmit herewith a copy of the const 
tution, which, I am advised, has also been separately submitted t 
Congress, according to the provisions of the act, by the autho 
ties of New Mexico, and to which I have given my fern 


| approval. 
answer back in the words of the Hebrew prophet of old, “ The | 


No! Mr. President, let us hope and pray and vote that when the | 


question is asked, “ Watchman, what of the night?” the answer 
shall be, “‘Lo, the morn appeareth.” [Applause in the gal- 
leries. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
permitted. 


Applause in the galleries is not 


GOVERNMENT OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 
836), which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment 
and ordered to be printed: 

Tio the Senate: 

In compliance with the following resolution of the Senate of 

December 21, 1910— 


Resolved, That the President of the United States is hereby requested 
te furnish to the Senate for its use, if he does not deem it incompatible 


I recommend the approval of the same by the Congress. 
Wm. H. Tart. 
Tne Wuite Howse, February 24, 1911. 
SHERIDAN RAILWAY & LIGHT CO. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 9903) 
authorize the Sheridan Railway & Light Co. to construct and 


| operate railway, telegraph, telephone, electric power, and trolley 


lines through the Fort Mackenzie Military Reservation, and fo! 
other purposes. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate disagree to tlie 
amendment of the House and request a conference with that 
body on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, the Chair to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. WARREN, Mr. 
BULKELEY, and Mr. TALIAFERRO. 


FORT D. A. RUSSELL MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 9904) 


No; I have not sat down at all, I beg 


resume the 
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ion ' 
granting certain rights of way on the Fort D. A. Russell Mili- | 
tary Reservation at Cheyenne, Wyo., for railroad and county | 
road purposes, 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House of Kepresentatives and request a con- 
ference with that body on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses thereon, the conferees on the part of the Senate to be | 


appointed by the Chair. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. WARREN, Mr. 
BULKELEY, and Mr. TALiarerro, 

DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives returning to the Senate, in com- 
pliance with its request, the bill (8S. 10682) to authorize 
North Pennsylvania Railroad Co. and the Delaware & Bound 
Brook Railroad Co, to construct a bridge across the Delaware 
River from Lower Maketield Township, Bucks County, Pa., to 
Ewing Township, Mercer County, N. J. 


Mr. KEAN. I move that the votes by which the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, be reconsidered. 


rhe motion to reconsider wus agreed to. 
Mr. KEAN. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 

ELECTION DIRECT 

HALE. I call for the regular order, which is the unfin- 
business. 

e Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 134) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators shall be 
elected by the people of the several States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] to the joint 
resolution of the Senator from Idaho, 

Mr. KEAN. On which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 


OF SENATORS BY VOTE. 


the | 


| WARREN]. 
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I had intended to say a 
few words at the conclusion of this debate, but there seems to 
be a general desire to take a vote on the amendment and I 
will therefore withhold my remarks and permit the vote te be 
tuken, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The pending amendment, as I un- | 
derstand, is the amendment of the Senator from Utah. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
y that I am in favor of the joint resolution of the Senator 
from Idaho providing for the election of Senators by direct vote 
of the people. In aecordance with the action of the Republican 
State convention of Michigan, we are pledged to that course, 
and in good faith I propose to execute that promise so far as it 
lies in my power so to do. 

| regret exceedingly that it seems necessary to complicate the 
question in order to bring this matter before the Senate. It 
woulda have been better to have confined the resolution to the 
direct election of Senators without complicating the question 
with other constitutional safeguards of incalculable importance 
to the American people. I am very anxious, Mr. President, 
that this joint resolution shall be passed by Congress. 

I would east no yote which in any manner could be 
strued as hostile to it. But mindful of the fact that this joint 
resolution must receive the sanction of two-thirds of the Stats 
and believing that its purpose would be defeated if any other 
omplication is to be introduced into it save the one providing 
for the direct election of Senators, and for the purpose of fa- 
il 


gi 


con- 


SS 





Cilitating the disposition of this matter in a way which seems 
best calculated to finally obtain the result to which we are 
pledged, I shall vote for the amendment striking out of this 
Joint resolution every other provision save the direct election 
of Senators. We can not afford to involve this question with 
Sectional or race problems. Unrelated in any manner to the 
popular election of Senators by the people, a rider of this char- 
acter would befog the question and introduce into the contro- 
versy mnatters of the most serious concern. We must deal 
fairly with the people and scorn the temptation to defeat this 
measure by indirection. 

if the amendment should be rejected, I shall vote for the pas- 
Sage of the joint resolution presented by the Senator from | 
Idaho, even with the race rider attached; but I shall call the | 


attention of the legislature of my State to its far-reaching im- 
portance, glaring defects, and gross injustice to our country- 
men. I simply desire now to make plain the fact that I favor 


XLV I——209 


Mr. President, I simply desire to | 





the election of Senators by the people, and if I felt that n 
associates on this side of the Chamber were planning in any 
way to throttle that ultimate purpose, I would not for one 
moment identify myself with such an unworthy cause. 

Mr. President, having confidence in the patriotism and the 
honor of my associates and believing that we will be permi 
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to take a vote upon the main question rt 
shall have been disposed of, I shall vote to strip this quest 


mn 
of every subterfuge, in order that it may be submitted to the 
people as they desire, and without further delay. 


nereeing 


tio 


»} to tl 


to the 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
amendment of the Senator from Utah | Mr. Sutu: 


RLAN 


joint resolution of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau], on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to eall the roll. 

Mr. PERCY (when Mr. Money’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Mississippi |Mr. Money| is absent because 
of sickness. He is paired with the Senator from Wyoming [ Mr. 


If present, the Senator from Mississippi would vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. BACON (when Mr. Terretu’s name uled). My 
colleague [Mr. TERRELL] is necessarily detained from the Cham 


was Ci 


ber by personal illness. On this vote he is paired with the 
senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricr] if they were 
both present, my colleague would vote “ nay,” and I understand 
the Senator from Rhode Island would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Money], as stated by the junior Senator from that State, and 
I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 50, nays 37, as follows: 

YEAS—50. 
Beveridge Crawford Hale Piles 
sradley Cullom Heyburn Richardson 
srandegee Curtis Jones Root 

triges Depew Kean Scott 
Bulkeley Dick Lodge Smith, Mich. 
Burkett Dillingham Lorimer Smoot 
Surnham Dixon McCumber Stephenson 
surrows du Pont Nelson Sutherland 
surton Flint Nixon Warner 
Carter Frye Oliver Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Tage Young 
Clarke, Ark. Gamble Penrose 
Crane Guggenheim Perkins 

NAYS—37 

Bacon Cummins Ne Ig Stone 
Bailey Davis Overman Sy n 
sankhead Fletcher Ov } Tal } 
Borah Foster Paynter T: 
Bourne Frazier Pere Thornton 
Bristow Gore Rayner ‘I t 
Brown Gronna Shively Wa mn 
Chamberlain Johnston Simmons 
Clapp La Follette Smith, Ma 
Culberson Martin Smith, S.C. 

NOT VOTING 4. 
Aldrich Money Terrell Warren 

So Mr. SuTHERLAND’S amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, as I have previously steted in 
the course of this debate, I am in favor of the adoption of the 
joint resolution as it came from the committee, and if the meas 
ure were presented to the Senate in that shape I would certainly 
give it my support and my vote. As I have further stated in 
the progress of this debate, if the amendment just acted on 
should be adopted, I would not vote for the joint resolution 
and I still adhere to that determination. 

I had no anticipation that this matter was coming up this 
afternoon. I had supposed that we would proceed with the 
Lorimer matter. I was surprised, really, when that wv et 
aside and we proceeded to the consideration of this que 

I desire to have an opportunity to e some reas very 
briefly, why I do not now give this 1 sure I Ipport I 
would be very glad if I could have sor er oO rtunity to 
do so than the present, for the reason stated, that I had no 
anticipation it was coming up this afternoon 1 have some 
matters that are not now within my reach that I wish to use in 
that presentation. 

I will say to the Senate in all candor and frankness that in 
so doing, if I may have their indulgence, I will not detaim them 
at verv great length, and will in no manner attempt to 
fere with the desire of the Senate to finally pass upon the 
measure. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 


| yield to the Senator from Idaho? 


Mr. BACON. I do. 
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Mr. BOORAH 
from 


remarks, 


I desire, if I can, of course, to convenience the 
Se as to the time in which he shall make 


his 


crowde 


Georgia 
but I 
d condition of the Calendar of Business, to have a time 
fixed when we could dispose of the joint resolution. 

With that purpose in view, I ask unanimous consent that 
upon Monday next, at 2 o’clock, when this matter comes up in 
the ordinary course of business, we shall take up the joint reso- 
lution and dispose of it during that day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks 
unanimous consent that the joint resolution be taken up at 2 
o'clock on Monday, and that it be proceeded with until dis- 
posed of. Is there objection? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I understand that such an ar- 
would take a great deal of time. If we are to 


ntror 


rangement 


dispose of this and one or two other matters it can only be 
done, in my judgment, by agreeing on a time for a vote on the 


bill and amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. LODGE. 
next at 2 *¢] 
in on the constitutional 
case, and the tariff board bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Massachusetts knows that no 
such agreemeut as that last will be made, for I have told him so. 

Mr. LODGE. I was not aware that the Senator had told me so. 

Mr. BAILEY. I told the Senator when it was reported. 

Mr. LODGE. The objection, as I understand, is to the tariff 
board bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. 


Without debate. 
Without debate. I suggest that on Tuesday 


amendment, the Lorimer 


succession, 


Of course. 


Mr. LODGE. Very well, Mr. President. 

Mr. BAILEY. If we will agree to omit that—— 

Mr. LODGE. I can not omit that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I renew the request that we proceed to 
vote at 2 o’clock on Tuesday next on the joint resolution amend- 


ing the Constitution and on the resolution touching the seat of 
the junior Senator from Tllinois. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair assumes that the Sena- 
tor from Tdaho yields for this purpose. 
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bill should be coupled with the other two. I have no objection 
whatever to having as early a vote as possible on the Lorimer 
I give absolute assurance that I have no wish to unduly 
delay that vote. But I have already given notice of a purpose 
to speak to that resolution, and possibly other Senators may 
desire to speak, not at length but briefly. : 


Mr. President, I could not consent to put these two together 2 
and have perhaps the entire intervening time consumed in the “4 
discussion of the constitutional amendment. I object to the ; 

| request therefore for that reason, and I make a request for 

unanimous consent that we take the vote immediately after the S 
reading of the Journal on Tuesday upon the constitutional 4 
amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Say Monday. The Senator from Idaho has 


‘lock, without further debate, we proceed to vote, | 


Mr. BORAH. I do. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. On what day? 

Mr. BATLEY. On Tuesday was the request. 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator vary it only as to the mat- | 


ter of time, and instead of saying at 2 o’clock say Tuesday 
morning immediately after the reading of the Journal? 
gives us so much more advantage for the day. 

Mr. LODGE. I think this is a matter where we ought all of 
us to make concessions to get these votes. I proposed an agree- 
ment on all three matters, two of which I am not interested in 
getting a vote on and one of which I am interested in getting a 
vote on. I think they had better go together. 


Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Massachusetts certainly 


That | 


does not couple the questions involving a seat in this Chamber, | 


a mere legislative matter, as I understand, which we decide as 


judges, and which I understand all Senators want to have dis- | 


posed of, with an agreement with respect to a purely adminis- 
trative matter. It surprises me, I may be permitted to say, be- 
yond expression. The Senator from Massachusetts, of course, 
does not want to put himself in the attitude of preventing an 
nereement with respect to these two propositions by coupling 
with it one totally unrelated to it, to which he knows objection 
will be made. 

Mr. LODGE, So far as I am personally concerned, I desire 
to get a 
with getting a vote on any one. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is right. 

Mr. LODGE. I made the proposition, I will say frankly, be- 
cause from what had been said to me this afternoon I believed 
hat in that way we could get unanimous conserit for all. If it 

not be done, I have made my effort and I withdraw the 
reestion. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
he agreed upon. 
‘he VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks, the 
utor from Idaho consenting that the request be first put 
before his, that on Tuesday, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, without further debate, the vote shall be taken 
upon the constitutional amendment, and following that a vote 
be taken upon resolution 315 disposing of the Lorimer case. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. STONE. 
the request 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. STONE. 


If the Senator will omit the last, the rest may 


me 


[I object to the last proposition embraced in 


Objection is made. 
That is, to vote on the election of Mr. Lorimer. 


If I may be permitted, I should like to say that I do not think 
these two ought to be coupled any more than the Tariff Board 


vote on all of them, and I have no desire to interfere | 


already preferred the request for Monday. 9 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I shall have to object to ; 
Monday. It will be impossible for me to be here on that day. 

Mr. STONE. I will put it Tuesday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request 
of the Senator from Idaho. The Senator from Idaho consent 
to the Chair putting the request of the Senator from Missouri? P 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I will change the date to Tues. ; 
day, if it will suit better. I would prefer Monday, but if there 3 
is objection to it, of course, I will yield to that. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho, as the 
Chair now understands, requests that a vote upon the constitu- 
tional amendment be taken immediately after the reading of the 
Journal on Tuesday next. 

Mr. HALE. Without further debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without further debate. 

Mr. NELSON. Unless opportunity is given to the Seis 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and others who feel disposed 
heard before the vote is taken upon the joint resolution, | 
object; but if opportunity is given to the Senator from G 
and others who want to be heard, I will agree to the 
Otherwise, I will not agree to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can not 

Mr. NELSON. I will object to it in its present form. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Very good. Objection is made. 

Mr. BACON. I will state for the benefit of my friend from 
Minnesota that I have no objection to that time being fixed. ] 
have not any very extended speech to make, and I have no doubt 
I will find an opportunity between now and Tuesday to give {! 


S 


het 


tor 
» be 





reasons why I shall vote against the joint resolution in its 
present shape as amended. 
Mr. NELSON. Very well, if the Senator from Georzi: } 


no objection to the request, I withdraw my objection to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota wy 
draws his objection. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KBAN. Let it be again stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That on Tuesday, immediately »fter 
the reading of the Journal, and without further debate, 1 1 
shall be taken upon the constitutional amendment, Senate 
resolution 134. Is there objection? 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
objecting to the proposition, but as I understand it the 
resolution can not be debated at the time the vote is to be taker 

Mr. HALE. Not on that day. 

Mr. DAVIS. Not on Tuesday? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It can not be debated at that how 
At that hour debate is closed, and nothing is in order bu 
voting on the joint resolution. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is entered. 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 


Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, I make a request for u! 
mous consent for Wednesday morning. I am thinking also of 
appropriation bills and other matters, but I think that business 
can be done if the Senate will agree to my request. I ask that 
on Wednesday morning upon the reading of the Journal, wilh 


| out further debate, a vote be taken upon what is known as tl 


Lorimer case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate resolution No. 315. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. I think, Mr. President, that with that 
matter solved and out of the way, as we have already dis 
posed of the question of time upon the other contested matter, 
we will be in a condition next week to pass all of the appro 
priation bills. I should hope that all Senators will agree to 
this proposition. It gives plenty of time between now and Wednes 
day morning for any Senator who desires to debate 
question to do it. Senators understand that the unvary!ns 
courtesy of the Senate is that when a Senator desires to speak 
upon a matter that is pending no objection is made. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri has never 

Mr. STONE. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, 


this 














1911. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


33309 





Mr. STONE. After consultation with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows], as far as I am concerned, giving 


notice to that effect, if I may be permitted to submit such re- 
marks as I desire to-morrow morning after the routine business, 
I can have no objection to the request. 

Mr. HALE. There will be no objection to that, I am sure, 

Mr. STONE. I give that notice, then. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand what 
the notice was. 

Mr. STONE. I consent, as far as I am concerned, to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Maine that, by unanimous consent, 
we agree to vote on the Lorimer case upon Wednesday, with the 
anderstanding that to-morrow morning, after the routine busi- 
I may be permitted to submit such remarks as I care to 
make on that case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
Maine is that immediately upon the reading of the Journal on 
Wednesday next, without further debate, the vote be taken upon 
resolution No. 315, known the Lorimer resolution. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears—— 


ness, 


senate as 


Mr. BACON. I make no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears none, and the 
( rder — 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, wait. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that there | 


is no objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I want to be heard. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I should like to have an oppor- 
tunity to be heard in regard to this matter at 2 o’clock on Mon- 
day. Beyond that I shall not venture to interpose any objec- 
tion, nor shall I detain the Senate at any great length in regard 
to the matter at that time. 

CRAWFORD. I am not going to raise any objection ex- | 
cept to say that I want an opportunity for just a very few | 
moments before the case is submitted to the Senate, because | 
of the rather direct and personal allusions made to some re 
marks of mine. I do not want to have the matter foreclosed 
so that I may not have an opportunity. If the business 
going to be so crowded that I may not have such an oppor- 
tunity before the time suggested, I would not feel like con- 


VV 


Xt 
ail. 


is 


senting to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota object? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I object until that matter is clearly 
settled. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest then that we agree that before we 
adjourn on Wednesday a vote be taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that on Wednesday next, before adjourn- 
ment, 2 vote be taken upon Senate resolution No. 315. Is there 
obje n? 

DAVIS. I object. 

LA FOLLETTE. I object to the fixing of any time to 
yote upon the Lorimer case at this time. 

VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

LA FOLLETTE. I want to say in this connection, Mr. 
President, that I may be entirely willing to consent, so far as 
I am coneerned, to a vote being taken if it is proposed at a 
later time, but I have very sufficient reason for asking that this 
matter shall not be closed at this time. I do not care to state 
I » than that now. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. BACON. I wanted to suggest to the Senator from Okla- 
] . [Mr. Owen] that as the matter to which he wishes to 

ldress himself will not be disposed of until Wednesday, he 
may have an opportunity to speak on Tuesday. As the matter 
to which I wish to speak will be closed on Tuesday, I wish 


to ask him to let me take the time at 2 o’clock on Monday and 
transfer his notice to Tuesday. 

Mr. OWEN. I would be very glad to acquiesce in that sug- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator modifies his notice 
aces rdingly. 

Mr. BACON. With the permission of the Senate, I will | 
briefly and somewhat informally endeavor at 2 o’clock on Mon- 


day to give to the Senate the reasons why I can not vote for 
amended joint resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. 
ness 


Lue 


ment, 

Mr. BAILEY. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Texas. 

Mr. PENROSE. 
Will ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the Post 


Objection is made by the Senator 


| mittee and ask that they be printed for the use of the 


I ask unanimous consent that Order of Busi- | 
1075, known as the Sulloway pension bill, be made the un- | 
finished business to follow the vote on the constitutional amend- | 


I desire to give notice to the Senate that I | 


Office appropriation bill on Monday 1 next, after the 
routine morning business. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move that the 
to the consideration of executive 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will 
setts withhold his motion? 

Mr. LODGE. I will withhold it for a moment 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. I withhold the motion a 
from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask 
now laid before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there 
hears none. The Chair !ays before the 
resolution. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution No. 3 

Resolved, That WILLIAM LORIMER was not duly and y elected 
a seat in the Senate of the United States by the I 
State of Illinois. 

Mr. BURROWS. I now move that 
consideration of that resolution. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sen 
the consideration of the resolution 

The motion was agreed to. 


proces d 
business 


the Sel r trom assachu- 


nd yie 


that Senate resolution 


obis cTion 


Senate 


the Tfoli 


the 


ttor from Michigsn 
just read. 

RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA, 
Mr. 


ck 


BURROWS. 
the bill (H. R. 
with the Dominion 
without amendment 
nection therewith I 


the Committee on F 
6) to promote reciprocal trade 
of Canada, and for other purposes, 
and also without ree : 
also report the hearings had before 


From ince I repor 


HOOT 
mam tk 


bi 
tions 


mnmendat 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
as to printing? 

Mr. SMOOT. I 
a public document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
of the report. 

Mr. BAILEY. 


Is there objection to the 


should also like to have the report printed as 
Is there objection 


There is no report. 

Mr. SMOOT. I mean the hearings before 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator said “ report.” 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no objection to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the 
hearings will be printed asa public document (S 
as requested by the Senator from Utah. The | \ zo to the 
calendar. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I could no meur in the ae- 
tion which has been reported to the S« te, because | 
the committee was in duty bound to report this important 1 
ter back with some positive 
should pass or that it should not pass. Versonally | 
recommendation that it should 
briefly to record my reason for opposing th 
the United States and Canada. 

In the first place I believe that the best rest of our 
requires that their Government shall accord to all countri 
same privileges, and I am persuaded that by extend 
favors to some countries we shall inevitably provo 
tility of other countries. But, sir, if I did not obj 
trade agreements upon a general principle, I co 
the particular one now presented for our co 
in my judgment, it shamefully sacrifices 
American farmer to promote the interest of the 
facturer, I could justify this criticism by 
of items in each of the three schedul nD 

| the subject of this agreement, but I will not at this junctur 
occupy so much of the Senate’s time as that i 
I will content myself with two which illustrate tl 
condemn this whole arrangement. 
| The duty on‘ wheat is entirely removed, but a d 
is left. The civilized people an 
wheat, and therefore this does not help t » The duty 
cattle is repealed, but a duty i 
make living cheaper to take the 
| butchers and packers buy from the people, and still leave a d 
on the meat, which the people buy from the 

Mr. President, I am not unmindful of the fa 
ment removes the duty on print paper and \ 
importation of which the Government n 
$500,000 of annual revenue; and I have beet 
the business manager of a great newspaper that 
is worth $5,000,000 to the newspapers of this country I might 
be glad to relieve them of this burden if they were not able to 


recolInmendntion e] r ti 


not pass, 


int 
Ih 


es 


+ loft , 
S i€it O i 


duty off the cattle, which the 


inf 


this provision 


| bear it; but, sir, before I ever vote to take the tax off wood 
pulp and print paper imported by a very small and prosperous 
class, I demand that it shall be taken from the bread and meat, 
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which the industrious laborers of this Republic need to preserve | NOMINATIONS. 
their he d strength. Never, sir, will I give my consent | Pyrecutive nominations received by the Senate February 24. 1911. 
to tl enactment of a iw which relieves the few who are rich " : ; 

d le: he burdens on the millions who are poor. | resnenenctrebbenaranr sie 

{ HALE. Mr, President, coi tring 1 t heartily with Clarence 8. Hebert, of Louisiana, to be collector of ¢ 18 
what the Senator from Texas [Mr. Barrry] has said, I wish to for the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisi l, l 
say further that I should have been better co nt if the Com- place of He hry MeCall, whose term of office expired di ki 
mittee on Finance had submitted a report th a recommend: ol, 1911. 
tion which represented the real sentiment of the committee. I ASSISTANT ‘TREASURER. 
do not improperly betray any secret of tl mitt when I John A. Wogan, of Louisiana, to be assistant treasurer of the 
say that a large majority was opposed to the reciprocity agret United States at New Orleans, La., in place of Clar Ss. 
ment and to reporting it favorably ; but while that was the cle Hebert, nominated to be collector of customs for the 
sentiment of the committee, and I have no d t it is at this | of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 
moment SO much cl nee has arisen and so m cl cl se ms Unitep STATES MARSHAL. 
zs a ; 5 ty “* Treen onal ae Me *- tenascin < ce “i that a a “ Dew y ¢ 7 Dalley, of C lorado, to be Unite 1 States mers 
that objection at last it was agreed, contrary to the majority a “ Ce COMTRG. {A rengpecntment, Sie term expir! 
fecling of the committee, that the bill should be reported and | “’ ° — > 
put upon the calendar for the action of the Senate; and, Mr. PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
*resident, it is my understanding that it w take its course in INFANTRY ARM, 

rd e with the feeling and the desire of » Senate, what- Second Lieut. Charles H. Rieh, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to 

ever that may be If the Senate, as is the « with a great | first lieutenant from December 14, 1910, vice First Lieut. Wi 
otl measures that are reported and sent to the calen- | liam S. Mapes, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 
dar, does not choose to take up the measure, that is a clear Second Lieut, Paul C. Potter, Fifteenth Infantry, to | irst 
right of the Senate; and for anybody or any authority to claim | lieutenant from December 28, 1910, vice First Lieut. Sat PA, 
the power to drive the Senate to do anytl . with regard to | Price, Twenty-eighth Infantry, promoted. 
this measure would be an assumption of power unwarranted Second Lieut. Albert T. Rich, Twenty-sixth Infantry. t 
either now or at any time whatever. first lieutenant from January 19, 1911, vice First Lieut. Fred EB. 

I am willing that this bill shall be left just as the committee | Smith, Third Infantry, promoted. 
has left it—upon the calendar—to await such action or such 


nonaction as the Senate may desire. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, like the Senator from Texas 
{Mr. Baitey], I did not concur in the action of the committee. 
I believed the bill ought to have been reported to the Senate 
with a recommendation that it pass. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALe] says that a large ma- 
jority of the committee voted to report the bill without recom- 
mendation. Mr. President, the majority was not very large, 
as I view majorities, but fearing that I might trench upon the 
proprieties by stating in public the action of the committee, I 
refrain from further observations upon that head. 

Mr. President, I am for this bill, and if those opposing it 


shall consent to have it considered during this session, I will 
support it. I regard it as an act of wise and progressive states- 
manship, and it challenges my unqualified approval. Perhaps 


I ought to modify that expression. When I say “my unquali- 
tied approval,” it is not the kind of agreement that I would have 
made if I had had the making of it. I would have admitted 
flour and meat and other necessaries free, as well as wheat and 
eattle, and, as the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] 
suggests to me, I would have insisted upon the admission free 
of duty of farming implements as well. 

But, Mr. President, this bill is a step, as I view it, in the right 
direction in true economic legislation. I do not believe the pas- 
sage of it would injure the farmers of the United States, nor 
do I intend by my vote or by what I may say when this bill is 
considered to impress the farmers of the United States that a 
protective tariff is necessary for them or beneficial to their 
interests. 

I think, sir, that is all I care to say at this time. 

Mr. LODGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY and Mr. YOUNG addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield, and to whom? 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Massachusetts will per- 
mit me just a moment, I simply want to say, in reply to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Sronr] that he 
will vote for the bill if those opposed to it will permit it to 
come to a vote, that so far as I am concerned I am ready to 
vote on it the hour after the Lorimer case is disposed of, and I 
will vote on it the more readily because I know that if it hap- 
pens to pass, it will produce 2 political result in which I have 
great interest, for if it is true that this bill will reduce the cost 
of li , that reduction is going to come out of the farmers that 
live along the Canadian border, and as they have been furnish- 
ing the Republican majorities with which those States have been 
carried, I will feel a satisfaction in seeing them settle it with 
their friends. [Laughter.] 








i 
e 
' 














EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 1 hour and 10 min- 


utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and | 


(at 6 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Saturday, February 25, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


| 


Second Lieut. David P. Wood, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from January 21, 1911, vice First Lieut. Perrin 
L. Smith, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Nayy 
from the 6th day of June, 1910, to fill vacancies existing in that 
grade on that date: 

Edmund W. Strother and 

Henry ®. Parsons. 

Maj. Cyrus R. Radford, assistant quartermaster, United 
States Marine Corps, to be lieutenant colonel, assistant quarter- 
master, in the United States Marine Corps from the 11th day 
of February, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Thomas C. Prince, assistant 
quartermaster, United States Marine Corps, retired. 

POSTMASTERS., 
COLORADO. 

William L. Williams to be postmaster at Fowler, Colo., in 
place of William L. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 7, 1911. 

GEORGIA. 

William M. Griffin to be postmaster at Manchester, Ga. Office 

became presidential January 1, 1911. 


IDAHO. 
Marcus O. Funk to be postmaster at Oakley, Idaho. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 
Samuel Perrins to be postmaster at Albion, Idaho. Oflice be- 
came presidential January 1, 1911, 
ILLINOIS, 
Walter W. Bartlett to be postmaster at Highwood, I'L, in 
place of William E. Cummings, removed. 


IOWA. 
James E. Wheelock to be postmaster at Hartley, Iowa, in 
place of James E. Wheelock. Incumbent’s conmission « red 


January 31, 1911. 
KANSAS. 

Walter L. Stocking to be postmaster at Goff, Kans., in place 
of Walter L. Stocking. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb 
ruary 28, 1911. 

KENTUCKY. 

Ellsworth McEuen to be postmaster at Calhoun, Ky. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 

Thomas A. Miller to be postmaster at Pembroke, Ky., il 
place of Charles E. Mann. Incumbent’s commission expiret 
December 1, 1907. 


1 
5 
A 


LOUISIANA, 
James C. Brown to be postmaster at Jonesboro, La. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
John S. Fay to be postmaster at Marlboro, Mass., in place of 
John S. Fay. Incumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1911. 
Frederick H. Greene to be postmaster at Ashburnham, \lass., 
in place of Frederick H. Greene. Incumbent’s commission exX- 
pires March 2, 1911. 








z 
me 
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* 








1911. 


Harry D. Hunt to be postmaster at North Attleboro, Mass., 
in place of Harry D. Hunt. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 1911, 


= MICHIGAN. 


place of William H. Goodman. 


March 2, 1911. 


Incumbent’s commission expires 


MISSOURI. 


T. G. Buxton to be postmaster at Seneca, Mo., in place of Moses 
M. 


Adams, 


Schmitz to be postmaster at Chillicothe, Mo., 


in place 


* 4e Aili 
of John L. Schmitz. Incumbent’s commission expired January | 
HR 1911 
a NEBRASKA. 

Frank R. Wild to be postmaster at De Witt, Nebr., in place 


Wild. Incumbent’s commission expired January 


NEW YORK. 
at East Syracuse, N. Y., in 
Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 


John 
plac 


L. Kyne 
f John L 


to be postmaster 
Kyne. 


ruary 28, 1911 

H. D. Stebbins to be postmaster at West Winfield, N. Y., in 
place of Charles E. Morgan. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 13, 1911. 


NORTH DAKOTA 
mas Jones to be postmaster at 


mas Jones. Incumbent’'s c 


Linton, N. Dak., in place 
mmission expires March 2, 1911 
OHIO, 

Edmund F. Moore to be postmaster at Lisbon, Ohio, in place 
f kdmund F. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 21, 1911. 

Al M. Richards to be 
place of Akin M. Richards. 
March 3, 1907. 


postmaster at Hicksville, Ohio, in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 
OKLAHOMA, 
Poe B. Vandament to be postmaster at Glencoe, Okla. 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 


1’ 


Offi 


Fred Davis to be postm: rat Madras, Oreg. Office became 


presidential January 1, 1911 


| , 


LVANIA 


at Scottdale, Pa.,in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1911. 


Barnett C. Fretts to be p 
sarnett C. Fretts. 


tinaster 


Samuel F. Beoher to | postmaster at Kittanning, Pa., in 
place of Samue! F. Bool Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 25, 1 

Adelbert 1 rens to be postmaster at Conway, Pa. Office 
ecame presid il Jant 1, 1911 

SO i DAKOTA, 

Adam Royhl to be pos rat Arlington, S. Dak., in place of 
eorge Reed. Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1911 

J. Il. Smith to ostmaster at Scotland, S. Dak., in place of 
John Reich. | ibent’s commission expires March 2, 1911. 

rEXAS, 

George W. Burkitt, jr.. to be postmaster at Palestine, Tex.., 
in place of George W. Burkitt. jr. Incumbent’s commission 


21, 1911. 


1 February 


UTAH. 






Charles S. Wilkinson to be postmaster at Cedar City, Utah. 
O became presidential January 1, 1911. 
VERMONT. 
Edward W. Bisbee to be postmaster at Barre, Vt., in place of Ed 
ward W. Bisbee. Incumbent’s commission expires March 2, 1911. 


Roscoe M. Cowles to be postmaster at Albany, Vt. Office 
be e presidential January 1, 1911. 
Fred B. Hammond to be postmaster at North Troy, Vt., 


place of John L. Lewis, resigned. 

WISCONSIN. 
liam Hausmann to be postmaster at West Bend, Wis., in 
of William Hausmann. Incumbent’s commission expires 
ary 28, 1911. 


in 


W 
pla 
Febri 


Christ Legried to be postmaster at Cambridge, Wis., in place 
of Christ Legried. Incumbent’s commission expires February 


28, 1911. ; 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


POSTMASTERS. 
MASSACHUSETTS, 
Harry D. Hunt, North Attleboro. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Thomas B. Smith, Philadelphia. 


| 


Incumbent’s commission expired February 13, 1911. . : oe ae 
the present consideration of the foll 
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‘tive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 24,1911. | 


| 


3! I 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Fripay, February 

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henr: oud , 

The Journal of the proceedings of yt y was read and 
approved. 

S. HOGA) 


I ask u 


N 


HELI 

Mr. CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, 

Res. 62), which I send to the desk and ask to have! 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Speaker 


President of the Senate be, and hereby are, d ted to ¢ t! 
signatures to the bill (H. R. 25081) t I 
and that the said bill be reenrolled with the words “act 


20°’ changed to “act of February 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE—NATIONAL M’KINI BIRTHPLA 
MEMORIAL. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, ref b 
(H. R. 382907) to incorporate the National McK I 
Memorial Association will be changed from the Committee on 
the Library to the Committee on the Judi 

There was no objection, and it w so ordered 

QUESTION OF PRIVII 

Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a qui n of Y 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 

Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Speaker, in the early | the pre it 
session several measures were placed on the files of s ihe ’ 
to each of which my name was attached as th trod r ro 

the least, some of them are rather start in char er. 
rhey are numbered and entitled, respectiy I. J. R 244 
designating the 25th day f April in « 1 and ¢ y year 
‘American Day;” H. R. 27838, to const a il auto 
rhway along or near to the thirty-fifih parallel of north lati 
tude from the Atlantic to the Pa x d H. R. 27839 
the establishment 1 experimental to-coach ru ery 
ice. Mr. Speaker, I of course ay humor contained 
in these measures d if i a matt y | ) 
myself I would be inclined to view é nner in whi 
the lLiouse evidently ws mter ire or ( “ ‘ t 
title They were rod ( Nii _ \ rT knowl 

dg or consent I! a lel t ‘ l f n. | t 

newspapers of the country saw on t some 

wspapers treating them hum " ‘ " d 

hers in str { was 7 | 

to my determination to tak ) 
let them lie in the oblivion and Ss 
ath ought to be consigned, but I fe 

terest which should not be ig ‘ec! 2} ( 

‘ the opportunity to remark that e | 
which legislation is initiated t] H 
ing of bills into a b t tl Cle ! 

he easiest thing in the world for anybody to introdu 
n the shape of legislation w ’ { 1 to 
This legislation is printed Governne ( : lLlowever, I 
im not concerned about that nov | se t ry, X 
Speaker, is to arrest the attent f se for t I 

f clearing off the reflectior ne upon | all bunt } 

he House of Representatives 1 body rherefore, M 
Speaker, I move that these measur introduced, eas 

tated, without my consent, wit t knowledge, be 
attached to them as introducer my name, unauthorized 
unwarranted, be stricken from the files HH 
plause, ] 

The SPEAKER. The qu 
man from New Jersey, tl her f f f 
the House the bills H. R. 27s 3} f 
perimental auto-post-c ru! St R. 27838, to 
struct a national at highway ! r the 1 ty 
parallel of north la le, f \ » Pac oO 
and House joint re 244. d g > ( 

April in each and every y AY i] 
The question was taken, and th : ereed to 
VACANCY, BOARD OF REGENTS, SMITHSO> INSTITI ) 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask w S sent that 

the House reconsider the vote whereby S« j esolut 


145 was passed yesterday. There was a mistake in the 

resolution. It was a 
board of regents of the 
Henderson, jr., was designated 


resolution 


Smithsonian h 



















































































pe 
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law a Virginian could not be appointed to the 

in which there is now a in any event Mr. Henderson 
is a resident of the city of Washington. I therefore ask unani- 
that the vote whereby the resolution was passed 
be reco lered., 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
unanimous consent that the vote whereby Senate joint resolu- 
tion 145 was agreed to be Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the Senate 
be requested to return the joint resolution to the House so that 
it can be amended. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, we can not hear what the gen- 
tleman says. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has stated 
it, but the Clerk will read the title of the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate joint 


lass of regents 


vacancy ; 
mous consent 
ieee 
aSKS 


reconsidered. 


resolution 145, providing for the filling of a 


which will occur on March 1, of 
Smithsonian Institution of the class other than Members of Congress 

The SPEAKER. [After a pause. ] 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Senate be re- 
quested to return the joint resolution to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the Senate be requested to return the joint resolution to 
the House. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

HENRY HALTEMAN. ‘ 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 20603) 
for the relief of Henry Halteman, with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
conference report on the bill H. R. 28632, the river and harbor 
bill, and ask that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up the 
following conference report on the bill, the title of which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 28632) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order upon 
the report. 

The Clerk began reading the statement. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as 
the report and the statement have been published in the Recorp 
of this morning, on page 3366, and is before all the Members of 
the House and is probably familiar to all present, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the statement be discontinued 
and that the conference report be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman separate his request 


vacancy 


The 


Is there objection? 


1911, in the board of regents of the], - 
in the Senate amendment. 
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that the_reading of the statement be dispensed with from the 


other? 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Illinois reserved points 
of order upon the report. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the unanimous report of the conferees be adopted. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will 
Illinois on the points of order. 

Mr. MANN. 
as far as that is concerned, in reference to the agreement on 
amendment No. 10, but I do not know that I would care to 


Yes. 


hear the gentleman from 


|} day on the Private Calendar be considered 


Well, the report is subject to a point of order, 


| 


insist upon the point of order if we can have a statement in | 


reference to that provision. 
amend it, I see. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. 
power development on the Coosa River? 

Mr. MANN. The Coosa River lock and dam. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois desire any further statement than that given in the 
Record of this morning on page 3368? The amendment of the 
Senate as amended in conference comes strictly within the gen- 
eral dam act. 


The conferees have attempted to 


| PLACING PRIVATE BILLS ON 


FEBRUARY 24, 





Mr. MANN. Apparently not. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. It not only allows the act 
to be altered or amended, but if at any time, in the interest of 
navigation, it becomes necessary to remove the power works, 
then such removal shall be done at the expense of the contract- 
ing parties and not at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to agree to 
the conference report. 

The question was 
agreed to. 


taken, and the conference report was 
EXTENSION OF TIME ON DESERT-LAND ENTRIES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 10318) an- 
thorizing the Commissioner of the General Land Office to grant 
further extension of time within which to make proof on desert- 
land entries, with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 


The question was taken, and the Senate amendment was con- 
curred in, 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that pension bills on the Private Calendar in order for to-day 
be considered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr 
SULLOWAY] asks unanimous consent that business in order to 
day upon the Private Calendar be considered in the House as in 
the Committee of the Whole. 

CALENDAR FOR UNANIMOUS CONSENT, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, pending the motion of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. Suttoway], I ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the following order, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. Pending which motion, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] asks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the following order (No. 24), which the clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That after Monday, February 27, 1911, and during the bal 
ance of this session, it shall be in order to place on the Calendar for 
Unanimous Consent bills on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiyy. 
that mean claims bills? 

The SPEAKER. All bills in order on the Private Calendar 


Does 


for unanimous consent. 


Mr. PRINCE. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

So the order was agreed to. 


I have no objection. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN TENNESSEE. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw report on the bill H. R. 5196, a bill to establish 
a fish-cultural station in the County of Hickman, in the State 
of Tennessee, for the purpose of making an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wrison] 
asks unanimous consent to withdraw the report on the bill H. i 
5196, for the purpose of making an additional report. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

PENSIONS. 
The gentleman from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
asks unanimous consent that business in orde: to 
in the House as in 
the Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSTER of linois.. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 
Speaker, does that refer to pension claims alone? 

The SPEAKER. It includes all bills on the calendar, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 
those private claims. 


The SPEAKER. 
SULLOWAY] 


I object. unless it refers just to 
Did the gentleman make his request to 


| include just pensions? 


That is in regard to water- | 


Mr. SULLOWAY. I said pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Suttoway] modify his request, and ask that pension bills 
in order to-day be considered in the House as in the Committee 


| of the Whole? 


| 


Mr. SULLOWAY. I do. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 





Fi 
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MILITARY RECORDS OF CERTAIN SOLDIERS AND SATLORS. egiment, Ohio ve le 
rm ‘ . rT . > ia ’ . r month in 
Phe SPEAKER laid before the House House joint resolution -y 
No. 276, modifying certain laws relating to military records of Inf. pany 
certain soldiers and sailors, with a Senate amendment. aa 7% 
The Senate amendment was read. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur 
in the amendment of the Senate. 
The Senate amendment was concurred in. 
PENSIONS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 


DLOWAY ] is recognized 
The Clerk will report the first bill. 


AARON WAKEFIELD. 
The first business the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


10605) to amend the military record of Aaron T. Wakefield. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of War be, and he 
authorized and directed to so amend the military record 
Wakefield, late of Company |! teenth Regiment Maine 
fantry, as to indicate that he received an honorable dis 


With the committee amendment, as follows: 

Amend by striking out a fter the e ting clause 
fm lieu thereof the following 

“That in the administration of the pensien laws Aaron ‘ 
shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably dis 
charged from Company K, Fifteenth Regiment Maine Infantry Vo! 
unteers, on the 17th day of September, 15864.” 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Is that a pension bill? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it is. The questi 


‘ . 
is on ugreeing to the amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

The title was amended to read: “A bill for the relief of 
Aaron Wakefield.” 


OMNIBUS PENSION BILL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HI. R. Se re 
$2822) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain | , [and tn tee 
soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and The name of Margaret 
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. Sea te tig —— 
The Clerk read as follows: aye . che ae 4 


ot that 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i The name of Charle 
y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | Company B, Fourth Regim 
ovisions and limitations of the pension laws a pension at the rate of 
name of Patrick Oates, late captain Company A, One hundred 
id thirty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv 


name of William H. Small, late of Company F, Eleventh Regi 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
$12 per month. 
name of Wilbur M. Root, late of Company C, Fourth Regin 
onsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
r month in lieu of that he now receiving. 
; name of Siewert E. Wierman, late of Comany I’, Twenty-sever n L 
nent Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | Rhode Island \ 
» of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. yo per month in 
he name of James L. Ballinger, late of Comany C, Fifty-fourth Regi > name of Johr 
Illinois Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate unsylvania wVé lu 
24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. $24 per month in 
name of Harvey D. Parmenter, late of Company A, Fifty-fifth The name of E. 
iment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | Mi igan Voluntes 
r month in lieu of that he is now receiving. per month in lieu 
» name of Vincent H. Gaskill, late acting assistant surgeon, Unite he name of Lilbur 
s Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month i: lissouri State Militia 
ieu of that he is now receiving. $50 per month in lieu 
The name of Gabriel Duffy, late of Company E, One hundred ar _ The name of Willian 
third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- | Seventieth Regiment It liar ; 
ion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recivi at the 0 per month i 
The name of Joseph M. Lightell, late of Company H, Sixty-tif The name of John Battent 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | Ment Ohio Volunteer Infan 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. third Regiment Ohio Nati 
The name of Isaac C. Spears, late of Company BE, Thirty-third Regi- | 4t the rate of $30 per mor 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate he name of George W. « 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. } and Company BE, Thirty-eigh 
The name of John Nichols, late of Company C, Thirty-ninth Regi- | and pay him a pension at tl 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | ‘5 _ nm re¢ ing 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | The nam 
’ rhe name of George C. Stearns, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Milton Cooper, late of Companies I and B, Fourteenth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at t 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
rhe name of Elizabeth Waters. widow of Shelah Waters, | 
Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 
fhe name of John Garrett, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment Ten 
nessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per | r: 4 
month in liew of that he is now receiving. rhe name of 
rhe name of Thomas Congdon, late of Company F, Sixty-fifth | ant hirty-sixth 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ra pension at the r 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | The name of si — 
The name of Persis A. Gowen, former widow of William D. Walker, | ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav: 
late captain Company E, Seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- | rate of $24 per month in lieu of th 


fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. rhe name of Noah Smith, late « 


The name of Edward W. Currigan, late of Company H, One hundred | sour! State Militia Cavalry, and pay him 
and first Regiment, and Company B, One hundred and ninety-fifth per month in lieu of that he is now r 


1 
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The name of Jacob N. Hamburger, late of Company G, Twelfth Regi- 






























I ta d ates Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per monih in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of ‘Thomas Griffin, late of Company F, One hundred and 
sixteenth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
& <ei Lie 

rhe name of Doctor R. Hurst, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

the name of Warren M. Smith, late of Company I, One hundred and 
: y-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Joseph Crago, late of Company H, One hundred and 
sevent hth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion i % $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Caroline K. Brennan, widow of George M. Brennan, late 
surgeon First Reciment United States Volunteer 1arpshooters, and pay 
hei pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Ep! B. Wilhcit, iate of Company I, Twenty-second 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate « <!4 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel W. Manear, late of Company G, Twelfth Regi 
ment West \ inia Volunteer infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The i , Edmund Mes wer, late of Company I, Seventeenth 
Regi t West \ nia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
nt t I f ) I ith in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e uname of William T. Little, late of Company C, One hundred 

i seventy sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
p ion i rate $24 per month in iieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe nam f James S. ( late captain Company C, One hundred 

| 1 Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

j ne Wi n B. King, late of Company B, Sixty-first Regi- 
n t lilinois Volunieer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John P. McCorkle, late of Company G, Eleventh Reg!t- 
nm t Indi a Volur Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of S36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

i} of Alonzo Douthit, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment 
Indiar inteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of S30 
per mor liew of that he is now receiving. 





I 


rhe name of George Fetzer, late of Company B, 
Vennsvivania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now iving. 

The name of Joseph Bay, late of Company G, One hundred and 
twenty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 


Twelfth Regiment 































a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

fhe name of Eli Newsom, late of Company A, One hundred and 
twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Smith, late of Company H, fty-third Regin 
Kentucky Volunteer M ited Infantry, and pay him a pension 
rate $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of James A. M ‘ow, late of Company A, Thirty-second 
tegiment Ohic Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in liew of that he is now receiving 

The name « john H. Elkins, late of Company K, Forty-seventh Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Willard A. Corderman, late of Company FE, Sixth Regi 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The name of Lewis Gentry, late of Company K, Third Regiment North 
Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 





fliie name of Nettle M. Howe, widow of Charles M. Howe, late of 
Company C, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
sl now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Alice 


liowe, helpless and dependent daughter of said Charles M. Howe, the 
l nal pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And pro- 
further, That in the event of the death of Nettie M. Howe, the 
name of said Alice Howe shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 
per month from and after the date of death of said Nettie M. Howe. 
The name of Christopher O. Ghearhart, late of Company I, One hun- 
dred and forty-eighth Regiment, and Company B, Two hundred and 
eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
persion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceivit 











The name of Arietta Saxe, widow of George Saxe, late of Company B, | 


One hundred and second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

fhe name of Obediah A. Bigiey, late of Company E, Twenty-fifth 
he ent Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel EB. Rice, late of Company I, Forty-eichth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in Lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John M. Brown, late of Company A, Sixty-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hiram Gilmore, late of Company D, Fortieth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Graves, late of Company I, Fifty-seventh Regi- 














The name of Charles W. Brackett, late of Company G, Seventh Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, First Regiment Maine 
Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of £339 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of Alonzo ee late of Company D, Fortieth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and Company H, Sixth Reviwent 
Vetcran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

‘he name of Annie T. Barclay, widow of Charles J. Barclay. late 
acting ensign and rear admiral, United States Navy, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is pow re- 
celving. 

The name of William Lisle, late of Company G, Ninety-fourth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Solomon Blain, late of Company H, One hundred and 
twenty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Beniamin F. Ewan, late of Company H, Ninth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John F. Cozat, late of Company M, Eighth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of Ellen Strong, helpless and dependent child of Charles BR 
Strong, late of Company K, One hundred and sixty-fourth Regiment 
Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$i2 per month. 

The name of Melvin Seward, late of Company A, One hundred and 
thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pens 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of John W, Yetter, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment 
Pennsy!ivania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Lynch, late of Company E, Forty-seventh Regi 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Marion Fulton, late of Company F, Twenty-first Revi 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Josephus Mills, late of Company B, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

"he name of Henry Shaffer, late of Company L, Third Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Lfeavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Clark, late of Company B, Third Regiment Mary- 
land Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Lyons, late of Company E, Ninetieth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The » of Andrew F. Sewards, late of Seventh Battery Ohio Volun- 
teer Light Artill and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in li that he is now receiving. 

The nar f Wiison Tesson, late of Battery G, Third Regiment Thited 
States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward Y. White, late of Company H, One hundred and 
forty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivi: 

The name of Nancy A. Donaldson, former widow of Thomas J. Cain, 
late of Company A, Thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
widow of William Donaldson, late of Company E, Fifty-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

The name of John D. Amick, late of Company E, Fifty-fourth Regi 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Hogg, late of Company A, Forty-sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Cornelius B. Ingels, late of Independent Battery C, Penn- 
yivania Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Peters, late of Company E, Sixty-third Regiment 
Illincis Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George H. Lunt, late of Company F, Thirty-first Rezi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Stewart, late of Company F, Fifty-fifth R« 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension ai the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob Kober, late of Company I, Thirty-second Regiment, 
and Company C, Sixteenth Regiment, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of Smith Redd, late of Company I, One hundred and sev- 
enteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Howell, late of Company G, Seventy-first 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a persion at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isaac Defenbaugh, late second lieutenant Companies D 
and EB, Eighty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James B. Graham, late of Company BH, Fourth Regiment 
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| Ohio Volunteer Infantry, War with Mexico, and Company H, Fifty ninth 


ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 


$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Josiah Jordan, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he ts now receiving. 

The name of William Powley, late of Company H, First Battalion 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Charles G. Taylor, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin B. Brown, late of Company E, Thirtieth Regi- 
ment fllinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 





Regiment indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Peter Peterson, late of Company B, Fifteenth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew Nelson, late of Company F, Second Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. s 

The name of Clark Hewitt, late of Company F, First Regiment Wis- 


consin Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Beavers, late of Company B, Twenty-fifth Rezi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now 


im a pension at the rate 
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The name of James W. Kimble, late of Company E, Second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him ‘a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry C. Ketchum, late of Company E, First Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. al 

The name of Hiram B. Hawkins, late of Companies H and E, Fourth 
Reciment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of John Snyder, late of Company D, Sixty-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. — af 

The name of John R. Ryan, late of U. S. S. Allegheny and Kineo, 
United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin Malam, late of Company B, One hundred and 
forty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Margreth Drudy, dependent mother of James M. Drudy, 
late of Company E, Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Mary E. Yaple, widow of Jacob Yaple, late captain 
‘ompany C, One hundred and first Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
antry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 

that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death 
f Anna L. Yaple, helpless and dependent daughter of said Jacob 

‘aple, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: 
ind provided further, That in the event of the death of Mary E. Yaple, 
e name of said Anna L. Yaple shall be placed on the pension roll, 
ubject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the 
te of $12 per month from and after the date of death of said Mary E. 
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the name of Asahel Ward, late of Company K, and sergeant major 

Seventceenth Regiment, and first lieutenant Company A, Forty-eighth 

Leviment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
0 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
he name of Robert Kelley, late of Company B, Second Battalion 

Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles P. Ellison, late of Company D, Third Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ira B. Horner, late of Company K, Sixty-fifth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Levi M. Harris, late of Company F, Second Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elisha M. Darling, late of Company K, Fourteenth 
Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah Jane Lush, widow of William Lush, late of Com- 
pany M, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John Breiner, late of Company F, One hundred and 
forty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary BE. Gardner, former widow of Henry J. D. Minton, 
late of Company K, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan- 
try. and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of James Y. Gooch, late of Company A, Thirty-second Reg!t- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Nicholas Frankhouser, late of Company G, Eighth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James L. Johnston, late of Company E, Seventeenth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Solomon Johnson, late of Company FP, Twenty-eighth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Levi Lynch, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment, 
and Company L, Tenth Regiment, Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of William H. Straw, late of Company C, Second Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_ The name of Charles W. Colbath, late of Company B, Third Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hiram Hawk, late of Company F, Thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 pe* month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Conkle, late of Company I, One hundredth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_, the name of Elbert Sexton, late of Company G, Second Regiment 

Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Louis P. Theurer, late of Company F, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Joseph Seacrist, late of Company G, Tenth Regiment 
ennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
12 per month. 
fi The name of James Bouley, late of Company L, Twelfth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Homer W. Johnson, late of Company E, Forty-fourth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James F. Brandon, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment 
Missourt Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Jaquith, late of Company G, Twenty-first 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_ The name of John Coughlin, late lieutenant colonel Tenth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $60 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Joshua Watters, late of Comp: 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him pension at the rat f 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry C. Cutter, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay I jon at the ra 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Joseph Turner, late of Company C, One hundred and 
twenty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay hit 


iny A, Fifty-second R« 
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pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of John L. Keifer, late of Company A, One hundred and 

tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of John C. Oliver, late of Sixteenth Independent Battery 
New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the te 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Nicholas Dittmore, late of Company D, Second Regt 
ment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Haines, late of Company F, Fifth Reciment N 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, First Regiment United 
States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Hooper, late of Company G, Thirteenth Reet 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jesse W. Good, late of Company H, Sixty-sixth Regi 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John H. Downey, late of Company A, Second Reciment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert F. McDonald, late captain Company G, Twenty- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Theodore M. Davis, late of Company EH, Forty-sixth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew P. Wall, late of Twenty-fourth Independent 
Battery Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
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The name of Henry Felthoff, late of Company B, Eighty-sixth Regi 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, Eighth Regiment 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Frances Miles, widow of John Miles, late of Company B 


Thirty-third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a | n 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 
The name of John E. Agler, late of Company K, Seventy-fifth Re 


ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Wallace A. Simmons, late of Company B, One hut 1 
and twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and p 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 1 
ceiving. 








The name of Isaac Isenhart, late of Company I, Seventeenth Regi 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at tl ate f 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now recei' 

The name of Franklin Van Auken, late of Company C, Twent h 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a ; ion 


| rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 


The name of James Akin, late of Company C, First Regiment >» 








York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him pension at the rate of $24 
|} month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of John J. Thompson, late of Company A, One ! 1 
and forty-third Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 
ceiving. 

The name of John P. Roderick, late of Company F, |! it R iment 
Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at t f 
$30 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving 


The name of Sarah Hook, widow of John W. Hook, late of € 
E, Seventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and ¢ 
G, First Battalion, Fifth Regiment, Veteran Reserve Corps, 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
receiving. 

The name of John B. P. Shannon, late of Company A, | t h 
Regiment lLilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensk 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Philip B. Stoner, late of Company G, Fighty 











Regiment, and Company K, Fifty-seventh Regiment, Pennsy! Vol 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John McHugh, late of Company K, Fifth R nt Ne 


York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay hi 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now ree 





a pension at the { 





The name of Louisa Parsels, widow of Daniel E. Parsels, late « 
Company L, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantrs i 
Eighth Independent Battery, New York Volunteer Light Arti ial 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
how receiving. 

The name of Charles A. Engles, late of Company A, Purr Le n 
Marvland Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of William Bishop, late of Company F, Tenth R er 
Missourl Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Chrisler, late of Company EB, One hundred and 
forty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Seymour S. Peloubet, late of Company D, Thicity-n i 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of George W. Van Wagner, late of Company C, One hun 
dred and forty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is Ww 


receiving. 

The name of Noah Horner, late of Company A, Second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of William Jones, late of Company B, Seventeenth Regi 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in iieu of that he is now receiving. 
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rt Geot W. Doty, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment | 
New iteer Heavy Artillery, and Second Company, Second 
Rt R rye Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 

n 1 of that he is now receiving. 

I Dan Davids, late of Company C, Thirty-eighth Regi 
I i nsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

{ name of John C. Dempsey, late of Company D, First Re 
Eastern Shore Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Ele\ 

R ent Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
r of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

! nan of Milton Buchanan, late of Twenty-eighth Independent 
Battery New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The nan if Esther M. Shenick, former widow of Alvah Stevens, 
late of Company K, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name I’rederick Yahnkee, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harriet V. Tiernon, widow of John Luke Tiernon, late 
first lieutenant, Third Regiment United States Artillery, and brigadier- 
me ral, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
per inonth in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

name of Michael Cavanagh, late of Company B, Forty-ninth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rat f $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The nan f Franklin Lovell, late of Company B, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Che name of James A. Zeller, late of Companies K and A, Fifty-eighth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of 424 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

the name of John A. Meroney, late hospital steward Twelfth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of James W. Vandervoort, late assistant surgeon Sixteenth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John B. Pasley, late of Company H, One hundred and 
fiftv-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of John J. Burtsfield, late of Capt. Lehman’s company, 
One hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is n receiving. 
rhe name of George L. 
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Johnson, late of Company B, Twelfth 




















ment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name Lewis J. Cutter, late of Company B, Seventy-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Potter, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment Mis 
sourl Volunte Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

lhe name of Anna C. Foulke, widow of Oliver E. Foulke, late of 
Company E, Ninety-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
hei pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of William H. Vasbinder, late of Company K, Sixty 

ciment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the r: 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


rhe name of Jacob G. Crouse, late of Company G, Forty-ninth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 





$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
rhe name of William F. Bell, late of Company F, One hundred and 
seventy-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
rhe name of David Lucas, late of Company A, Twenty-fourth Regi 





ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month-in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jemima Johnson, former widow of William Bowser, late 
of Company A, Fifth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and 















pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Carrie E. Keepers, widow of Amos C. Keepers, late of 
Company D, Fifteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Alban H. Foster, late of Company D, First Battalion 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company BH, One hundred am 
eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay hit 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now re- 
celv £. 

The name of Isabella M. Appold, widow of Samuel A. Appold, late 
second assistant engineer, U. 8. S. Seminole and Pinola, United States 





and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
she is now receiving. 
rhe name of John Dawson, late of Company I, One hundred and ninth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Miller, late of Company D, Eighteenth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Turner, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William F. Gibson, late of Company B, Twelfth Reciment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jonathan Cooprider, late of Company K, Ejighty-fifth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Cornelia E. Combs, widow of John M. Combs, late act- 
ing assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Albert H. Rather, late of Company A, Fifty-second Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas E. Dittemore, late of Company D, One hundred 
and forty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lucy A. Carter, widow of James Carter, late of Com- 
pany C, Sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay 


th 
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The name of George K. Jones, late of Company F, Twenty-second 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John B. Hall, late of Company K, Fifty-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name fo James L. Morrison, late of Capt. John B. Kennamer’s 
company, Alabama Scouts and Guides, and pay him a pension at it] e 
rate of $12 per month. = 

The name of John L. McBeth, late of Company H, Twentieth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate ‘of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harriet L. ichols, widow of Charles H. Nichols, late 
captain Company D, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of John Woolery, late of Company C, Seventy-fourth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and One hundred and fifty seventh 
Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Stephen Virtue, late of Company H, Thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. “ 























rhe name of Fountain P. Kephart, late of Company F, Fourth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month fn lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mathew McKnight, alias Thomas McKnight, late of 


Companies K and C, Seventh Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of John C. Hagen, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$230 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew J. Hopper, late of Company H, Twenty-fifth 
tegiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John S. Wilson, late of Company H, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Riel, late of Company D, Seventeenth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in heu of that he is now receiving. 

‘he name of Joseph B. Matthews, late of U. S. S. North Carolina 
New London, and J. C. Kuhn, United States Navy, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

_The name of Peter Hadley, late of Companies A and H, First Regiment 








New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Hedges, late of Company D, One hundred and 
seventy-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Elpline, late of Company M, Second Regiment 


Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Albert R. Dick, late of Company I, Twentieth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Peter Winsor, late second lieutenant Company BE, 


Twenty-ninth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celvi . 

The name of Margaret A. Bryant, widow of Walter B. Bryant, late of 
Company E, Thirty-seventh Regiment, and Company C, Twentieth Regi- 
ment, Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of James H. Cloer, late of Company E, First Reg 
Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
pe: month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Catharine A. Carruthers, former widow of John S 
bage, late of Company K, Seventeenth Regiment United States Inf 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


















The name of Abraham Waddle, late of Company B, First Regiment 
Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, and Company M, Fourth Regiment Arkan 
sas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ’ 
The name of Emil Glaser, late of Company K, Seventh Regiment Ohio 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Seth M. Young, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment 


Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $56 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isaac R. Steele, late of Company C, Twenty-cighth Regi 
ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at Ut 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles A. Howk, alias James Nelson, late of Company I, 









Sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 
The name of Sewall R. Reeves, late of Company B, Second Regiment 


Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $. 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. , 
The name of Elias Pearson, tate of First Battery Kansas Voluntec r 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 5 : 
The name of Isadore V. Douglass, late of Company I, Twenty-first 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The name of Ellen F. Fahey, widow of Timothy 





Fahey, late of 


and pay her 


U. 8S. 8. North Carolina and Amanda, United States Navy. ; ly her 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 


receiving. med 1 
The name of Richard Allen, late of Company A, One bendres om 
thirty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re civing. 
The name of Sylvester I’. Wallace, late of Company G, One hundred 
and seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now ae eee 
The name of James M. Hay, late of Company D, Thirty-fifth Rest 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Ententry, ane pay eae at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. i 
The name of pores W. Lewis, late of Company B, Eighty-fourth Regt- 


her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now | ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
receiving. 


| 
| 





$24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving. 





1911. 


he name of William M. Hovey, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment, | 


'— 
and captain Company C, Thirteenth Regiment, West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


~ 


The name of James Hayden, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per | 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Joshua Widger, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment | 





Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 
The name of James J. Morrally, late of Company G, Second Regiment 





ew Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Martha W. Moore, widow of Jacob M. Moore, late of 
Company I, Thirteenth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of William Steadman, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Swartz, late of Company I, Forty-seventh Regi- | 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Ty 
rhe 


$ 





The name of Mary L. Kibler, widow of Richard Kibler, late of Com- | 
pany D, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. | 


rhe name of John Chamberlain, late of Company I, Twentieth Regi- 
I t Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

the name of John Jones, late of Company C, Eighty-third Regiment 
Iilin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sallie A. Palmer, widow of James H. Palmer, late second 





is 


lieutenant Company H, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 


The name of William B. Davis, late of Company H, Seventh Regiment 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Moses R. Leland, late of Company E, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Adelaide Heim, former widow of Joseph W. Lowe, late 
of Company C, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Alonzo Fox, late of Company K, First Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Katie B. Meister, widow of Albert Meister, late of 
Third Independent Battery New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay her a a at the rate of $16 per month, and $2 a month 
additional for each of the three minor children of said soldier until 
such children shall arrive at the age of 16 years, in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of William H. Griner, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eunice Ella Stockwell, widow of Charles Stockwell, late 
of Company F, First Battalion Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of William H. Brown, late of Company B, Twenty-second 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Frank, late of Company E, One hundred and fifty- 
eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Charles K. Beecher, late first lieutenant Company B, 


pension at the rate of $36 | 
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The name of Emily Reed, widow of W Reed, late of Company B, 
| Fifth Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 





pension at the rate of $12 per month and per month additional for 


each of the two minor children of said soldier until said children shall 
arrive at the age of 16 years. 

The name of Phillip Cronin, late of Company F, First Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah Quinn, widow of James Quinn, late of Company 
A, Ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Com 
pany C, Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and y 


her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in licu of t she is n 


receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Michael Quinn, 
helpless and dependent son of said James Quinn, the additional pension 
herein granted shall cease and determine: And pr¢ ed further, That 
in the event of the death of Sarah Quinn, the nam aid Mi el 
Quinn shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and 
after the date of death of said Sarah Quinn. 

The name of Leland P. Smith, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob C. Rosenberger, late of Company C, Forty-for h 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $56 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of George Housman, late of Company BE, Third Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob B. Vannatter, late of Company H, Forty-s h 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Leslie Norman, late of U. 8S. S. Dawn, United States 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

| The name of Maria Mulligan, widow of Joseph Mulligan, late of 
| Company D, First Regiment New York Volunteer Engineers, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of David Sedore, helpless and dependent child of Isaac 
Sedore, late of Company A, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infan 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The name of Abraham Metheny, late of Company F, Thirty-first Regi 
ment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 


| G, 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The name of Lydia S. Moore, widow of Seth 

Fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Arti 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
receiving. 

The name of Henry W. Wisecup, late of Company A, 
Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





oore, 


mery, 
of 


late of Company 
and pay her a 
that she 
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at the rate of 


The name of Augustus L. Dyer, late of Company E, Fourteenth Reel- 
} ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary A. Bullard, widow of David C. Bullard, late of 
Company H, One hundred and sixty-first Regiment New York Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph Fortescue, late of Company I, Seventy-third 
tegiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


Eighty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him | 


a pemten at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Martin Norton, late second lieutenant Company G, 
Twentieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and captain and assist- 
ant adjutant general, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel M. Ream, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, Seventh Regiment Veteran 
Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Milo A. Tucker, late of Company K, Twenty-third Regi- 

ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Henry C. Curtis, late second lieutenant Company K, 
Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

The name of James Taylor, late of Company B, Twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edmund Gannon, late of Company I, Fifty-second Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Robert W. Van Riper, late of Company F, One hundred 
ane eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
nur 9 


a 








receiving. 

The name of Henry T. Clark, late of Company C, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in iieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John E. Fulkerson, helpless and dependent child of 


Philip Fulkerson, late of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment Indiana 
Yaaro Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
non 1. 

The name of Lynyear Fulford, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regi 
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of James A. Burk, late of Company K, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

_ The name of Moroni N. Fuller, late of Company G, Seventy-third 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Benjamin F. Patterson, late of Company G, First Regi- | 
Militia, and pay him a pension at | 


ment Provisional Enrolled Missouri 


the rate of $24 per month in lie1 of that he is now receiving. 





pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now | 





The name of Samuel Rothwell, late of Company H, Se. h Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
n d : 


per.month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


er 



































The name of Thomas J. Elton, late of Companies A and G, Thiré 
tezgiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Joseph Waltshlager, late of Company ID, First Regimené 
Missouri State Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William T. Colbert, late of Company A, Forty-ninth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harrison Ferguson, late of Company C, Forty-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of William Hammond, late of Company B, Fifteenth Regi 
ment New. York Volunteer Cavalry, and Company B, Second Regiment 
New York Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a ‘ it 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Mary Bolling, widow of William | Bolling, alias 
Charles Davis, late of Company A, Thirty-eighth Regiment Un i 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rat 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she now receiving 

The name of Reuben Koch, late of Company I One hundred 1 
twenty-eighth Regiment Pennsylva Ve - Infant d pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of t he is now 
receiving. ° 

The name of Thomas Clark, late First Re 
Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, pension a é 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 

The name of John Walters, late of hundred 1 
third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer him pen 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lie ! receiving 

The name of Walter Scott Ingalls, t <« d of 
Walter Ingalls, late of Company ient M 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him the rate of $12 
per month. 

The name of Francis W. Burnham, late of Company G. Fifteenth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Lidda Rusmisel, former widoy f Her Judy. 1 ‘ 
Company D, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. E 

This bill is a substitute for the following House bills referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

H. R. 962. Patrick Oates. H.R. 5316. Gabriel Duffs 

H. R. 1746. William H. Small. H.R. 5722. Joseph M. Licht 
H. R. 1784. Wilbur M. Root. H. R. 6531. Isaae ¢ peg 

H. R. 1823. Siewert E. Wierman. HI. R. 7805. John Nichols 

H. R. 2808. James L. Ballinger Il. R. 8892. George C. Stearns 
H. R. 3491. Harvey D. Parmenter. H. R. 8959. Milton Cooper. 

H. R. 4587. Vincent H. Gaskill. H. R. 10072. Elizabeth Waters. 
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John Garrett 
Thomas Congdon. 
Persis A. Gowen. 
hdward W. Currigan. 
I beth B. Stussy. 
Mary J. Harwood. 
Margaret C, De Cow. 
i Spaulding. 


Harriet E. Lewis 
] nk B. Smit! 
ph E. MeCabe, 
Ilenry M. Gifford 
nuel Creech 
Homer Stevens 
William T. Miller 





Matthias J. Brower. 
Margaret Trowbridge. 
John B. Eaton. 
Margaret M. Stone. 
Chark Bieger 

kt ali Johnso! 
Amanda M. Bral 
Thomas 1 Jennison 
Ss uel Hl. Greer 

J n (1 ! 

I Lyman K g 


Iburn John n 
William Hardenbrook. 
John Battenfield 
George W. Johnson 
Thomas L. Davidson 
John Cupitt 
Isaac Bowers 
Robert Boyce. 
Milton M. De Witt. 
James M. Wilson. 
Noah Smith 


i. Jacob N. Hamburger. 


Thomas Griffin 
Doctor R. Hurst. 
Warren M. Smith. 
Joseph Crago 


aroline K. Brennan. 


( 

Ephraim B. Wilhoit 
Samuel W. Manear. 
Edmund Messenger. 
William T. Little. 

. dames §8. Case 

. William B. King 

, Joseph P. McCorkle. 
Alonzo Douthit. 
George Fetzer 

. Joseph Bay 

Eli Newsom 

Charles Smith. 
James A. Morrow. 
John H. Elkins. 


Willard A, Corderman. 


Lewis Gentry. 
Nettie M. Howe. 


Christopher C. Ghear- 


hart 
Arietta Saxe. 
Obediah A. Bigley. 
Samuel E. Rice. 
John M. Brown. 
Hiram Gilmore. 
William Graves. 
Josiah Jordan, 
William Powley. 
Charles G. Taylor. 
Benjamin B. Brown. 
Charles W. Brackett. 
Alonzo Ripley. 
Annie T. Barclay. 
William Lisle. 
Solomon Blain. 
. Benjamin F. Ewan. 
. John F. Cozat. 
Ellen Strong 
Melvin Seward. 
John W. Yetter. 
. James Lynch 
Marion Fulton. 
Josephus Mills 
Henry Shaffer 
John Clark. 
John Lyons. 
Andrew F. Sewards. 
Wilson Tesson. 
Edward Y. White 
Nancy A. Donaldson. 


. John D. Amick. 


9%. James Hogg. 


Cornelius B. Ingels. 
Charles Peters. 
George Hi. Lunt. 
William A. Stewart. 
Jacob Kober. 

. Smith Redd. 

. George W. Howell, 
Isaac Defenbaugh. 
James B. Graham. 
Peter Peterson. 
Andrew Nelson. 
Clark Hewitt. 

. Henry Beavers 

. James W. Kimble. 
Henry C. Ketchum, 


5. Hiram B. Hawkins. 
9. John Snyder. 


Malinda A. Hemstreet. 
Benjamin F. Thomp- 





2. James Y. Goor 
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John R. Ryan. 
Benjamin Malam. 
Margreth Drudy. 
Mary E. Yaple. 
Asahel Ward 
Robert Kelley 


5. Charles P. Ellison. 


Ira B. Horne: 
Levi M. Harris 
Elisha M. Darling. 
Sarah Jar ; 
John Breiner 
Mary E. Gardner. 
h 
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Nicholas Frankhouser. 
James L. Johnston. 
Solomon Johnson. 
Levi Lynch 

William H. Straw 
Charles W. Colbath. 
Hiram Hawk 

George W. Conklk 
Elbert Sexton 

Louis P. Theurer. 


Joseph Seacrist 
James Bouley 
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Nicholas Dittmore 
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George Hooper. 
Jesse W. Good 

John H. Downey. 
Robert F. McDonald. 
Theodore M. Davis. 
Andrew P. Wall. 
Henry Felthoff. 
Frances Miles 

John I. Agler 
Wallace A. Simmons. 
Isaac Iser 

Franklin Van Auken. 
James Akin 

John J. Thompson, 
John P Roderick 
Sarah Hook. 
John B. P. Shannon. 
Philip B. Stoner. 
John McHugh. 
Louisa Par 
Charles A. Engles. 
William Bishop 
Charles Chrisler. 
Seymour 8S. Peloubet. 
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Noah Horner. 
William Jones. 
George W. Doty. 
Daniel Davids. 
John C. Dempsey. 
Milton Buchanan. 
Msther M. Shenick. 
Frederick Yahnkee. 
Harriet V. Tiernon. 
Michael Cavanagh. 
Franklin Lovell, 
James A. Zeller. 
John A. Merone, 
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Anna C. Foulke 
William H. Vasbinder. 
Jacob G. Crouse, 
William F. Bell. 
David Luca 

Jemima Johnson. 
Carrie E. Keepers. 
Alban H. Foster. 
Isabella M. Appold. 
John Dawso 
William Miller. 
William Turner. 
William F. Gibson. 
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H. R. 32108. John 8. Wilson. 
H. R. 32113. George Riel. 
H. R. 32154. Joseph B. Matthews. 


. R. 32650. William H. Griner. 
. R. 32653. Eunice Ella Stockwell. 


t. 32689. Willis row 
H. R. 32156. Peter Hadley. t. 32692. yan a ee - 
H. - . George W. Hedges. . R. 32694. Charles K. Beecher, 
H. - William Elptine. . R. 32704. Martin Norton. 
: . Albert R. Dick. . R. 32705. Samuel M. Ream. 
az Peter Winsor. . R. 32734. Milo A. Tucker. 
Hl . pain 2 ere. . R. 1810. Henry C. Curtis. 
H. Catharine A. Carru- - R. 2801. James Taylor. 





a ee . 13616. Henry T. Clark. 
’ aser ’ 
Emil Glaser. t. 14789. John KE. Fulkerson. 
15335. Lynyear Fulford. 
James A. Burk. 
Moroni N. Fuller. 
Benjamin F. Patterson, 
Emily Reed. 
Philip Cronin. 
Sarah Quinn. 
. Leland P. Smith. 
. Jacob C. Rosenber 
. George Housman. 
. R. 28939. 


Seth M. Young. 

. Isaac R. Stelle. 

. Charles A. Howk, 
alias James Nelson. 

Sewall R. Reeves. 

Elias Pearson. 

Isadore V. Douglass. 

Ellen F. Fahey. 

Richard Allen. 
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Joshua Widger. Hi 
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n W. Lewis. 





Jacob B. Vannatter, 
. R. 29844. Leslie Norman. 
. R. 31329. Maria Mulligan. 
David Sedore 
Abraham Metheny, 
Lydia 8S. Moore. 
Henry W. Wisecup. 
Augustus L. Dyer. 
Mary A. Bullard. 
3. Joseph Fortescue, 
Samuel Rothwell. 
761. Thomas J. Elton. 
32. Joseph Waltshlager. 
3. William T. Colbert. 
Harrison Ferguson. 
William Hammond. 
Mary Bolling. 
Reuben Koch. 
2. ‘Thomas Clark. 
. John Walters. 
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Sallie A. Palmer. 
William B. Davis. 
Walter Scott Ingalls. 
Francis W. Burnham, 
Lidda Rusmisel. 
Moses R. Leland. 
Adelaide Heim. 
Alonzo Fox. 

. R. 32601, Katie B. Meister. 
Mr. HAMLIN rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri rise? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to announce the death of 
Henry Feltholl. I have just been informed that he died re- 
cently. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the bill by 
striking out that paragraph. That is at the bottom of page 30. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(S. 10691) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws— 

I name of Jacob Souder, late of Company K, One hundred and 
forty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
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The name of Richard H. Bartlett, late of Company G, First Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
nonth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. MeGinety, late captain Company BE, Seventh 
teg if Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $56 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jeremiah F. Blanchard, late acting ensign, United States 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
t is now receiving. 

fhe name of Hugh Haggerty, late of Company F, Forty-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. . 
The name of John Drown, late of Company A, First Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Light Artillery, and Company A, Ninth Regiment 


Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of James C. Brown, late of Company C, Sixty-ninth Regi 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Mary A. Hortshorn, widow of Dana W. Hartshorn, late 

‘on, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of 

* month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The name of John Blevins, late of Company D, Forty-ninth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 2 

The name of George B. Black, late of Company H, Sixty-sixth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is how receiving. 

The name of William Arey, late of U. 8. S. Ohio, Minnesota, and 
Alert, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harry G. Morton, late of Company FE, First Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of Hannah Lee, widow of Joseph A. Lee, late of Twenty- 
fourth Independent Battery, Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 
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The name of Charles Roth, late of Company D, Second Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Richard L. Sturges, late of Company F, One hundred 
and thirty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
p t the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


ime of James A. Morgan, late of Company K, One hundred and 
th Regiment Ohio Nationat Guard Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
t the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 








| name of George M. Roberts, late of Company A, Nineteenth 
Re nent Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
0 24 per month in lieu of that he is now r iving 

The name of David J. Bowman, late of Company K, Eighty-eighth 
he ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 


rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
rhe name of Edwin W. Haynes, late of Company A, One hundred and 


feventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The name of Mary A. Charies, widow of Francis M. Charles, late of 
Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 
The name of Harrison F. Roberts, late of Battery K, Fourth Regi 


ment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Erastus Smith, late of Company D, Seventh Regi 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 








The name of Daniel Fisher, late of Company C, Twenty-seventh Regi 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


rhe name of William George Stark, late of Company B, Second Regi- 

nt Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Warren P. Dwinnells, late of Company H, Seventh Regi 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

rhe name of Orrin C. Leonard, late of Company G, Seventh Regi 
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Albert Koch, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Moles, late of Company D, Forty-seventh Regi 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. C. Jackson, late of eer 3, Forty-seventh 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rute of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert Clark, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension st the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles A. Rowell, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John C. Neel, late of Company B, Two hundred and sixth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

1 name of Joseph Shannon, late of U. 8S. 8. Macedonia, Katahdin, 
and North Carolina, United States Navy, and Company F, Fourth Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Chandler, late of Company F, Second Regiment 
New Ilampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John C. Ward, late of Company H, First Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Jordan, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Milton Pendergast, late of Company B, Sixty-eighth 
tegiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Gorden, late of Company I, First Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Victoria M. Steele, widow of Samuel Steele, Inte chap 
lain Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now re 
ceiving. 

The name of Charles M. Renshaw, late second lieutenant Company 
H, Twenty-third Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of Silas Fish, late of Company G, First Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Valentine Lungwitz, late of Company C, Fourteenth 
Regiment Connecticut Volu r Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Catherine M. Walker, widow of John D. Walker, late 
captain Company E, Eleventh Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and 
y her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
* receiving. 

e name of Sherman McBratney, late of Company M, Tenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of James Rude, late of Company H, Twenty-second Regl- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month In Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Michael Farrington, late of Company K, Eighth Regi 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Haggerty, late of Company C, Eighteenth Regi 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Phelps, late of Company E, Second 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infant: d pay him a pension at 
of $530 per month in leu of that he is now receiving 
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The name of Robert Tarbet, late of Company B, Twenty-second Regi 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 








The name of Jasper N. Kinman, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $: 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. F 

The name of Henry Wentworth, late of Company C, Third Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, e: 

The name of William Noyes, late of Company D, Ninety-fifth Ree! 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of Warren F. Reynolds, late of Fourteenth Independ 
Battery Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at t} 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of Orin Kimball, late of Company F, Seventh Regim, 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William C. Hoffman, late of Company F, Seventy-fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph C. Kitchen, late captain and assistant quarter- 
master, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isaac M. Couch, late of Company B, Forty-fourth Regi- 
— Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Lindsey, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of Jacob Pinkett, late of Company C, Thirtieth Regimen: 
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and landsman, U. $s x 
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Wabash, St. Lawrence, and Ben Morgan, United States Navy, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


ceiving. 

The name of James B. West, late of Company H, First Regiment Dela 
ware Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, First Regiment Delaware 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John S. Smith, late of Company I, One hundred and fifth 
tegiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Adelaide A. West, former widow of Lorenzo M. Atwood 
late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and 
widow of Robert C. West, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Ve 
mont Volunteer In‘antry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The name of Aaron Welty, late of Company H, Thirty-fourth Revi 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah M. Peterson, widow of Charles G. A. Peterson, 
late first lieutenant Company D, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunt: 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of William M. Wall, late of Company B, Seventy-fourth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Frank E. Martell, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Bethana Aseltine, widow of Alanson M. Aseltine, late of 
Company F, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay h 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Lucie W. Carter, widow of Mason Carter, late capt: 
Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, and major, United St ; 
Army, retired, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in 
lien of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Charles M. Merritt, late of First Battery Wisconsin \ 
unteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $350 | 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
rhe name of George W. Carpenter, late captain Company I, and 
major, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment New York Volunt: | 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
that he is now receiving. 

The name of William P. D. Foss, late of Company C, First Battal 
Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Richard M. J. Coleman, late of Company K, One hundred 
and thirteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivi 

The name of Emma J. Blake, widow of William H. Blake, la 
Company F, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, anil 
Company D, First Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Andrew G. Scott, late of Company F, Seventy-eight) 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at th 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alphonso H. Mitchell, late of Company B, Twer 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infant and pay him a pension at the ra 
of twenty-four dollars per month in lieu of that he is now receivi! 

The name of Fannie 8. Haskell, widow of Joseph L. Haskell, | 
Companies K and C, Fourteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infan 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Shaw, late of Company G, EFightieth Ri 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of >. 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of John B. Dean, late of Company A, First Battalion } 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per mouta 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John C. Whittaker, late of Company M, Eighteenth R 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harriet W. Wilkinson, widow of Charles Wilkinson, | 
second lieutenant Company K, One hundred and second Regiment Penn- 
ylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 0! 
$25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Alonzo J. Mosher, late of Company G, Nineteenth R¢ 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

rhe name of Thomas H. Whitman, late of Company B, Ninth Res 
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ? 

The name of James Jenkins, late of Company K, Forty-third Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate ol 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Timothy Egan, late second lieutenant Company 
hirty-4fth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
vension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now re« 

rhe name of Uriah Renner, 


F, 
him a 
eiving. 
late of Company FE, Eighty-seventh Regi- 


1 
I 


ment Ohio Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Mahala Fausey, widow of William H. Fausey, late of 
Company D, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

fhe name f Mary V. Webster, widow George O. Webster, late 
major, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension 


of 
at the rate of $35 per month tn lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Alonzo Hoding, late of Company D, Thirty-third Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of William H. Rickstrew, late of Company D, Sixtieth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alice L. Walker, widow of John Walker, late of Com 


pany B, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The name of Nathan Baker, late of Company A, Twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth A. Marr, widow of James B. Marr, late of 
Company F, Second Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv- 








ing: Provided, That in the event of death of Arthur R. Marr, helpless 
and dependent child of said James B. Marr, the additional pension 
herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided further, That 
in the event of the death of Elizabeth A. Marr the name of the said 


Arthur R. Marr shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month 
from and after the date of death of said Elizabeth A. Marr. 

The name of John Conroy, late of U. S. S. North Carolina, Otsego, 
and Wyalusing, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas B. Pulsifer, late of Company D, First Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


This bill is a substitute for the following Senate bills referred 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


803. Jacob 


to 


2 


Soud . 8639. Franklin D. Morton. 


Tr 
Bart 





712. Richard H. lett. . 8674. Calvin L. Johnson. 

2: William A. McGinety. . 8745. George W. Anderson 
Jeremiah F. Blanchard. . 8784. Samuel P. Travis. 
Hugh Haggerty. . 8798. Thomas Goodwin. 
John Drown. . 8805. Hugh Price Wilson. 


James C, 
Mary A. Hartshorn. 
John Blevins. 
George LB. Black. 
William Arey. 


Brown. Susan Reppeto. 


John H. Reid. 
William R. Grumley. 
Albert Hitchcock. 
Albert S. Granger. 








4100. Harry G. Morton. arri ‘. Bovster 
4214. Hannah Lee. — —— 
4387. Eli Avery. Charles Roth : 
4488. Elmer Strickland. Richard L. Sturges 
1975. John Blue. 8938. J umes \ “Morgan 
5090. Oscar H. Ford. 8940. George M Roberts 
5091. Lemuel Dougherty. 8944. David J. Bowman. 
Asa N. Callahan. 8945. Edwin W. Haynes. 
James A. “oN hasice 





Dunlap. 
Mill r. 
Blush. 





S969. 
8972. 


Mary A. Charles. 
Harrison F. Roberts 


49. 


5349. Frederick R. 
6004, 


Samuel 














. ; S984. Erastus Sm 
6240. Joseph Lewis S989. Daniel Fish 

‘ — N. Jenks, 8993. William George Stark 

Josiah Ackerman. 9071. Warr ; Vaakemeiie. 

: a 9071. Warren P. Dwinnells. ! 

Albert Miller. . 9080. Orrin C. I eonard 

George W. McMullen. 9081. Albert Koe! 
Elijah Knapp. i? *<¢ < 


9082. 
9101. 
9169 

9171. 


Samuel 
James M. C. 
Robert Clark. 
Charles A. Rowell. 


John C. Neel. 


Adoniram Judson Morgan. Moles 
William V. Hopkins. 
Reuben Hurley. 
George F. Johnson. 
William H. White. 


Ja 
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Jairus D. Backus. © hay oe nen — 
Thomas Cooney. = asor To ." ; 
Ths Rone Don were Ss. 92 John ¢ Ward 
addeus Parr. « Daniel Border 
John Kinsey. - Sibihoes Shania 
Mathew Harris. S g227 Milton J are 
Eber. W. Fosbury. - one John G rden. | p 
John J. Robinson. < aaa a — a teen 
, » autera ‘ 382 1arles M. Renshaw 
oe S. 9407. Silas Fish. 
George W. Robinson. S. 9408. Valentine Lungwitz 
Michael Boston. S. 9459 Catherine M. Walker 
David Earhart. S. 9460 Sherman McBratney 
Chancy W. Rickerd. 8.9470. James Rude. | 
Joseph A. Durham (alias S. 9480 Michael Farrington 
senon wilosePh Anson). = S. 9502. James Haggerty. 
S. 7929. William Baird. 8.9551. George W. Phelps. 
8.7930. Samuel M. Bragg. S. Robert Tarbet. 
S. 7939. Joel P. Colvin. S. Jasper N. Kinman. 
S. 7963. Frank B. Carey. s Henry Wentworth. 
8. 8016. Thomas C. Boggess. 8. William Noyes. 
S. 8073. =r E. Havens. 8S nae, F. —_—_ 
S. 8098. James M. Owen. Ss. Orin Kimball. 
Ss 8151. Hiram eee Ss William C. Hoffman. 
S. 8152. William Murlin 8.9840. Joseph C. Kitchen. 
S. 8203. Beary H. Parmenter, S. 9844, inane * Couch. 
s. lorious Neel. S$. 9872. James Lindsey. 
S. - Lemuel Cohee. S$. 9910. Jacob Pinkett. 
S. 8279. Abraham G. Hendryx. S$. 9913. James B. West. 
S. 8370. Christopher C. Jones. 8S. 9947. John 8. Smith 
S. 8371. John Wood. S. 9952. Adelaide A. West. 
S. 8428. Ellen Hungerford. S. 9990. Aaron Welty. 
S. 8442. John F. Grayum. S$. 10051. Sarah M. Peterson. 
8. 8458. Corydon G. Ireland. S$. 10125. roo acne 
5. 8507. Myron Heffron. S. 10131. Frank E. Martell. 
5. S540. Tuliue Blessin. S. 10132. Bethana Aseltine. 
S. 8585. John Freeman. S. 10170. Lucie W. Carter. 
. 8602. Mary C. At Lee. S. 10198. Charles M. Merritt. 


- 8638. Henry R. Playford. - 10196. 


U 


George W. Carpenter. 
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S. 10202. William P. D. Foss S. 10419. James Jenkins. 

S. 10265. Richard M. J. Coleman. S. 10420. Timothy Egan. 
S.10287. Emma J. Blake S. 10426. Uriah Renn 

S. 10325. Andrew G. Scott S. 10430. Mahala Fausey 

S. 10 Alphonso H. Mitchell. S. 10445 t 

S. 10558. Fannie 8S. Haskell. S. 10481 

S. 10370. George W. Shaw. S. 10495 Ww. 
8. 1037 John B. Dean. S. 10494 

S. 10387. John C. Whittaker. S. 10495 

S$. 10591. Harriet W. Wilkinson. S. 10535 

8. 10405. Alonzo J. Mosher S. 10600 ! nr 

S$. 10406. Thomas H. Whitman S. 10625. Thomas B. Pulsifer 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move to am 


the beneficiary, Elmer Strick- 
land, being dead. 
The SPEAKER. 
ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 
The next 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
10818) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and 


dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows 
Be it 









































enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws 

The name of Jam R. Vassar, late of Company G, Fifteenth Regi 
ment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Charles L. Randall, late medical cadet, United State 
Army, and assistant surgeon, United States Volunteer nd pay him 
n pension at the rate of $ per month in lieu « | i 1OW 
receiving 

The name of Amos Stewart, late of Company F, Fourth Re nent 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at t rate « S24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The name of Armstead Fletcher, late of y Ek, First Regiment 
Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay ensi at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The name of George W. Spray, late of Company C, Thirty-ceighth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay hin pension at tl 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is rec 

The name of David C. Nigh, late of C« 7c. oO nd 
thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Vol:mteer Infantry, and i n 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is n g 

The name of Josephus Clark, late of Company G, On id 
twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and p ! 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now rece , 

The name of Charles Maxwell Waterman, late of Company B, Thirty 
fifth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and p: him a pension t 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 I 

The name of Bli F. Holland, late of Company ‘¢ nth Reei nt 
Iowan Volunteer Infantry, and pay hit pension at $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of David EK. Fisher, late of Com} ‘ z. Oy hundred and 
thirty cth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, d pay him a 
pe » at the rate of $24 per month in i | is now I 
ceiving 

The name of George F. Woods, late of Company G, Fift xth R 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay m a pe n at the 1 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now i 

rhe name of Olive C. Dodg widow o oseph O. Dod 
Company G, Twelfth R ment Maine Volun In 
a pensien at the rate of per month in of 
ceiving. 

rhe name of William Carpenter, late of Company G, N I 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a } 
of $30 per month in lieu of that 3m ! ing 

The name of Elvira |! Oe lov | ( 

Cc many K, Thirtieth Reciment V ‘ I t 
a sion at the rate of $12 per montl ; 

The name of Joseph D. Power, late of ¢ Fr. oO hundred and 
thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunts I ! pay 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in of t t nov 

rhe name of Lydia J. Taylor, widow « MM | of ¢ 
pany E, Thirty-third Regiment Ohio Volu I 1 
1 pension at the rate of $20 per month in! of tha is now ! 
ceiving. 

The name of George H. Wa e, la ( I 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Inf , l 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is n ! ng. 

The name of Richard W. Capen, late of ¢ yp iii rt 
ment, and Company H, Forty-cighth R i W ) 
fantry, and pay him a pension at t rate of $30 
that he is now elving 

The -of John I]. Trevalleec, la fc | 
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a } t rat o4 
per month in lieu of that he is now ! 

The name of Margaret H. Fl wid Wi I 
Twenty-sixth Independent Batter New Y \ 
and second lieutenant Comp v Tent I | Staiss « 
ored Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay ! I n att te 
per month ro oe 

The name of Francis M. Webb, late of Company A, 8 ar 
Indiana Volunt Cavalry, and pay him a pension the rate « S24 
per month in liew of that he now receiving ; 

The name of George F. Cooper, late of Compar L), ity-first R 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a per it the rate 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivh 

The name of Anton Zwinge, late of Company G, Ninth R t 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at t! ite of $24 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of James W. Ward, late of Company I, Thirteenth Reg 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at th 


rate of $2 now re 


4 per month in lieu of that he i 
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The name of Frank W Fifth Regi- 
ment Iowa Voluntes and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of William N. Johnson, late of Company K, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Thomas H. Morris, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of William C. Knox, late of Signal Corps, United States 
Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elijah C. Davey, late of Twelfth Battery Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert H. Johnson, late of Company I, 
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James W. Broom, late of Company F, One hundred and 
ninety-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Annie G. Long, widow of James W. Long, late captain, 
Second Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Rauch, late of Company I, Forty-ninth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
ihe rate of $24 per month in lieu cf that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alfred Anderson, late of Company M, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John H. lott, late of Company C, 


Sencebaugh, late of Company L, 
Cavalry, 





Eleventh Regi- 
pension at the rate 





Battalion United 


: .g Engineers. ¢ ay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month | _,+*” ; ; ; 
States Engineers, and pay , pe ne Pp onth | ninth Regiments Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 


Forty-second | 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Francis M. Ross, late of Company B, 
Reciment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of General L. Boso, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

‘he name of Harvey W. Hewitt, late of Company D, Seventy-fifth 
tegiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Francis M. Truax, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regtl- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry; Company E, Twenty-second Regi 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; and Companies D and BE, First 
Regiment Mississippi Marine Brigade Volunteer Infantry; and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Patrick H. Conarty, late of Company G, Third Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Patrick J. Conway, late captain Company G, Ninety- 
eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of John Richardson, late of Company E, One hundred and 
twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
receiving. 

The name of Joseph M. Alexander, late of Comphny M, Second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John E. Moon, late first lieutenant Company B, One 
hundred and fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of David Riel, late of Company G, Fifteenth 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Chesley Payne, late of Company I, Third Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Lucas, widow of Benjamin M. Lucas, late of 
Company F, Twenty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Robert Bell, late of Company D, Thirtieth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Josegh Hiler, late of Company G, Third Regiment Mis- 
souri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew Pea, late of Company E, Fifty-fifth Regiment 
Indiana ee Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
yer month. 

' The name of Oliver Yake, late of Company K, Twenty-second Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is row receiving. 

The name of Charles Nobles, late of Company F, One hundredth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Stephen E. Taylor, late of Company H, Second Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin F. Johnston, late of Company A, Fifth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 ner month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Freeborn H. Price, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles H. Lamphier, late of Company F, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Patrick O’Brien, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Malinda Wilson, widow of George Wilson, late of Capt. 
Ferris’s company, First Regiment Northeast Missouri Volunteer fn: 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


he is now 


a pension at the rate of $24 per | 


Regiment | month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


William H. Meece, late of Company D, Third Regiment | 
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The name of Fannie Ladd, widow of James A. Ladd. late captain 
Company C, Thirty-ninth Regiment Missourl Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that’ she j 
now receiving. 

The name of Edward Tippens, late of Company C, Seventy-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Kinsman Boso, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 7 

The name of William Burris, late of Company I, Fifteenth Regiment 
and Company I, Tenth Regiment, West Virginia Volunteer Infantry 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that je 
is now receiving. 

The name of Charles C. Edwards, late of Company D, Fourteenth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and general service, United 
States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ellen M. Corsa, widow of William H. Corsa, late of 
Company G, Seventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she i 
now receiving. 

The name of Alexander McDonald, late of Company RK, Sixth Regi 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isaac N. Dysard, late of Company F, Fifty-fourth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a peu 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Hills, late hospital steward, United States 
Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ira A. Kneeland, late of Company H, Tenth and Twenty 





Ss 


the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Fernando 8. Philbrick, late of Company G, Twenty-first 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ra 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Chandler Swift, late of Company F, Twenty-third Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Pleasant H. Latimer, late of Company D, Ninth Reci- 
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Bigley, late of Troop E, Third Regiment United 
States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 


| lieu of that he is now receiving. 


him a} 





The name of William H. Gosset, late of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Murray, late of Company H, Highty-fourth Reg! 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Swinburn, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Morris Thomas, late of Company C, First Battalion, and 
commissary sergeant Sixteenth Regiment, United States Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Gullien Tullion, late of Third Independent Battery Min 


nesota Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel A, Sanders, late of Company I, Fourteenth 
tegiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Winfield S. Janes, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 


The name of William H. Fields, late of Company F, First Regimen 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $21 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Solomon Peck, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $.4 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Frank J. Clark, late of Company D, Fourteenth Rez 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin Bortz, late of Company G, Forty-seventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Cyrus Wilson, late of Company G, Fifty-eighth Regi 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Perkins H. Bagiey, jr., late of Company E, First Re 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at tie 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of Alfred L. Tucker, late of Company H, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment, and first lieutenant Company C, Thirty-second Regiment, Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Francis J. Trowe, late of Company C, Second Regimen™ 
Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate « 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Melissa J. Kauffman, widow of Solomon Kaufman, 
late captain Company L, Third Regiment Indian Home Guards, Kansas 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. ; 

The name of Lewis H. Shiery, late of Company E, Thirty-first Resi 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate ol 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew Marsh, late of Company H, One hundred and 
fifty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 

The name of William W. Fraser, late of Company I, Ninety-seventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of Joseph C. Monk, late of Company D, Eighty-ninth Regi 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 

The name of Eli N. Swerdfeger, late of Company I, Thirteenth Resi- 
ment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





¥ 
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The name of David H. Frink, late of Nineteenth Independent Bat- 








tery New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. F 
Ti name of i Adams, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment 


Indiana Volunteer infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


u 
name of Be 


The njamin F. Fulton, late of Compeny B, Eighth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a peusion at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Frederick Shulley, late of Company G, Two hundred 
and ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 


pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of David Stanard, late of Company A, One hundred and 

eighty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 

pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Daniel Younker, late of Company C, Two hundred and 

third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 

at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

1e name of Benjamin Bennett, late of Companies K and F, Twelfth 


sion 





Reziment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Margaret J. Brownell, widow of David Brownell, late 


of Company G, Seventy-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 


pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of T. Price Line, late quartermaster sergeant, One hun- 
dred and ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


recelVving. 

: The name of Rose E. White, widow of Jacob O. White, late of Com- 
pany K, One hundred and ninety-third Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John Hines, late of Company D, Twenty-second Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Austin Betters, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and Battery E, First Regiment United 
States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Posey, late of Company G, 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry McBrien, late of Company D, Eighty-ninth Regi 
ment New York Volunteer Infaptry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Arthur W. Cox, Iate hospital steward, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Hl. Ranger, late of Company B, Sixteenth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Chambers, late of Company A, Sixty-first Regi 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Mary C. Galbraith, widow of William J, Galbraith, late 
first lieutenant Signal Corps, United States Army, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Wright T. Ellison, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regi- 
nent New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin T. Stevens, late of Company D, Second Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Richard Dent, late of Company A, Fiftieth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $350 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Rose, late of Company G, First Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mark Smith, late of Company H, 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
$55 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William B. Knapp, late of Company C, One hundred and 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company K, 
Second Regiment New York Velunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary P. Meade, widow of Robert L. Meade, late brigadier 
general United States Marine Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of William W. Edwards, late of Company F, Twenty 
seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Essie Pursel, helpless and dependent daughter of Thomas 
C. Pursel, late captain Company B, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Andrew Schoonmaker, late of Company H, Forty-sixth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob Mathews, late musician, band, Seventeenth Regi 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Fouts, late of Company A, Eightieth Regi 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. McAllister, late of Company B, Fourth Regi 
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of Charles H. McCarroll, late of Company L, First Regi 
ment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward J. Miller, late of Eighteenth and Twenty-fifth 
Independent Batteries New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re 
ceiving. 

,, -he name of John M. Staples, late of Company If, Fifth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu_of that he is now receiving. 

fhe name of Harry G. Bingner, late of Company FE, One hundred 
and thirty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

_ The name of Theodore Clark, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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at the rate of $20 
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The name of Michael Wiar, late of Companies G and B, I 1 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in li P that he is 1 I ‘iving 

The name of William MeGlone, f ( many D, Nir sixth R 
ment Dennsylvania Volunteer In L pay i pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of th: le is now re \ 

The name of Alexander Wilson, late of Company A, Ninety-fe th 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, an im a j m ati tl 
ate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 

The name of Calvin Puntan, late of Co , I rR ent 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay | Lat t rat $4 





month in lieu of that he is now rec 


per iving 

The name of Lucia W. Huxford, widow of William P. Huxford, late 
captain Company G, One hundred and sixty-second K ‘ New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and major, United States Army, ret 1, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of James Doyle, late of Company K, Sixty-fifth Reg nt 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receivi: 

The name of Charles O, Chapman, late of Company D, Elevent! 


Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The name of John S. Cilley, late se« 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 


him a pension at the 1 
receiving 

ond lieutenant Company 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension 








at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of James H. Thompson, late of Company FE, One |! 
dredth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Benjamin F. B. Holmes, late of Cor C, First R 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay h I ion at tl 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Ida M. Elder, widow of Alvah Elder, of Compan 


K, Thirtieth Regiment Maine Voluntee 


Infantry, and pay her a pe 
at the rate of $12 per month 








The name of Thomas Loughney, late of Company L, Seventh R 
ment, and Company A, First Regiment, Michigan Volunteer Cay \ 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that h 
is now receiving. 

The name of William U. Thayer, late of Company C, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of John Walsh, late of Company B, Third R ent Ma I 
chusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Marcellus E. MeKellup, late of Company G, Tenth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and Company C, Fifty-fourth Reg 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of George T. Kerans, late of Company H, One hundred 
and eighty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay mia 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The name of Byron Rudy, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Leech, late of Company I, Third Regimen 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Anna H. Fitch, widow of Butler Fitch, late captain 
Eighth Independent Battery New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving 

The name of Andrew J. Fogg, late first lieutenant Com; B, Third 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Otis Johnson, late of Company B, First Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 


in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The name of Joseph P. Pittman, late of Company K, Sixty-first Regi- 


ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per moath in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of Henry G. Tuttle, late of Company FE, Forty-first Regi 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The name of William Hise, late of Company C, Twenty-ninth Regi 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rai f 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James H. Morley, late of Company C, Twenty-sixth Reg 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at th 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Frank N. Jameison, late of Company G, I hth Regi 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Edward J. Moss, helpless and dependent child of Benja 
min R. Moss, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 512 per month 


This bill is a substitute for the following Senate bills referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 








S. 49. James R. Vassar. S. 5! George F. Cooper 

§. 150. Charles L. Randall. 8.5 Anton Zwinge 

S. 361. Amos Stewart. S.6 James W. Ward 

Ss. Armstead Fletcher. 8.7 Frank W. Sencebaugh. 

S. George W. Spray. S.7 William N. Johnson, 

Ss. David C. Nigh. 8.7 Thomas H. Morris 

Ss Josephus Clark. S. 73 William C. Knox, 

S. Charles Maxwell Water- S. 73$ Elijah C. Davey. 
man. S. 7439. Robert H. Johnson. 

Ss. Eli F. Holland. S. 7581. James W. Broom. 

Ss David EF. Fisher. S. 7613. Annie G. L 

s. George F. Woods. S. 7754. George W. Rauch, 

Ss Olive C. Dodge. S. 7881. Alfred Anderson. 

Ss William Carpenter. S. 7979. John H. lott. 

s. Elvira FE. Chase. S. 8012. Francis M. Ross. 

Ss. Joseph D. Power. S. 8034. General L. Boso. 

Ss. Lydia J. Taylor. S. SO7TS8. Harvey W. Hewlft. 

Ss. George H. Wallace. S$. 8079. Francis H. Truax 

Ss. Richard M. Capen, S. 8204. Patrick H. Conarty. 

Ss. John D. Trevallee. S$. 8212. Patrick J Conway. 

Ss. Margaret H. Flint. S. 8271. John Richardson, 

S$. 5347. Francis H. Webb. S. 8288. Joseph M. Alexander, 
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5. 8 1. John FE. Moon §. 9696. Benjamin Bennett 
S.&350. David Riel $. 9700. Margaret wnell, 
S we. 7 H. Meece S. 97 Pr. Pri 
S. 8874. ¢ vy Payt S$. 9704. I B. Vv 
s a 9 beth I as S. 97 J Hi 
s ! Be S. 0741 A n B 
8. 8420 Hil 9752. Thomas | 
y Pe s.% H Mel 
S. 84 Oliver Yal s 
Ss { ‘ ! Ne < S H. R 
S 4 « hen } 1 r<] é 1 
S. 8496. B min | S ; 
S. 8407. I rn Hf. } s ie 
Ss =. % es H. I Ss [a s 
S. 8597. Pat OB S ent 
S. 8675. Ms i \ s se 
8.8731. I ‘ mitl 
S. 8817. } 10060 Bb. I 
S.SSIR. K 1004 I Meac 
S. SSHE \ 1¢% { im W } ds. 
S. 8855. ¢ 10142 PI 
S. S856. } 10150. w f k« 
S' S858. A 10195. Mat 
S SR59. Isa . 10199. e 
S. 8866. Wil 10222 ster 
S$ 8889. Ira 10237. les oll. 
SAO ler TOS08. ard . 
SS97. Cl 10306 M. Stapk 
25, | 1O83B5 G. Bi 
S926. John Bigley 10340 1eodore Clark 
8975. William H. Gosset. 10360. Michael Wiar 
S977. Thon Murray 10393. William McGlone. 
9022. William Swinburn. n. 





10459. Alexander Wilsor 
10460. Calvin Buntan 
10501. Lucia W. Huxford. 
. 10504. James Doyle 

10511. Charles O. 
10515. John 8. Cil 
10587. James H. Thompson. 
10615. Benjamin F. B. Holmes 
10639. Ida M. Elder. 

10645. Thomas Loughney. 
10650. William U. Thayer. 
10652. John Walsh 

10654. Marcellus E. McKellup. 
10655. George T. Kerans. 
10656. Byron Rudy. 

10659. William A. Leech. 
10673. Anna H. Fitch. 

10674. Andrew J. Fogg. 
10689. Otis Johnson. 

10697. Joseph LP. Pittman. 
10698. Henry G. Tuttle. 
William Hise. 

James H. Morley. 

. Frank N. Jameison. 
10797. Edward J. Moss 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
10817) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 


9209. Morris Thomas. 
9210. Guilien Tullion 
Samuel A. Sanders. 
9257. Winfield S. Janes. 
9261. William H. Fields. 
9265. Solomon Peck 

9284. Frank J. Clark. 
9298. Benjamin Bortz. 
9294. Cyrus Wilson. 

9350. Perkins H. Bagley, jr. 
9414. Alfred L. Tucker. 
9444. Francis J. Trowe. 
9458. Melissa J. Kauffman. 
9545. Lewis TH. Shiery. 
9548. Andrew Marsh. 
9562. William W. Fraser. 
9564. Joseph C. Monk. 
9567. Eli N. Swerdfeger. 
9593. David H. Frink. 
9609. Eli Adams. 

9612. Benjamin F. Fulton. 
9628. Frederick Shulley. 
9631. David Stanard. 
9680. Daniel Younker. 
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soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain | 


soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws 

The name of Charles B. Flynn, late of Company K, First Regiment 
Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a 
at the rate of $10 per month. 

rhe name of George N. Holden, late of Company D, First Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Humphrey L. Carter, late of Capt. P. C. Noland’s 
Company B, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and 
Washington Territory Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Kenney, late of Company I, Ninth Regim 
States Infantry, Oregon and Washington Territory Indian w: 


pension 


United 
ind pay 








him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Duncan A. Gray, late of Thirteenth Company, Uni 
States Volunteer Signal Corps, War with Spain, and pay him a pensi 
at the rate of $15 per month. 


The name of William P. Armstrong, late of Battery H, Third Re 
nt United States Artillery, War with Spain. 

rhe name of Christopher J. Rollis, late captain Company G, 
fourth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with 


Thi¢ 
Thirty- 
Spain, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in li of that 
he is now receiving. 


Phe name of Samuel S. Householder, late of Company K, Third Regi 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, Twentieth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at 


the rate of $15 per month. 
rhe name of Jesse P. Steele, late of Capt. McRay’s company, Nauvoo 
Legion, Utah Volunteers, Utah Indian war, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of Lillian A. Wilmot, wid 
Company C, First Regiment New Ha 
and pay her a pension 








re* Volunteer Infantry, War 
he rate of $12 per month and 

, h additional on account of each of the minor children of 
the said Willie C. Wilmot until they reach the age of 16 years. 

rhe name of George E. Seneff, late of Company K, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William L. Parks, late of Capt. Benjamin Cherry's 
company, Tennessee Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 





»¢ 





, of Willie C. Wilmot, late of | 





FEBRUARY 24, 


‘he name of John A. West, late of Capt. C. Hancock's cavalry 


: 1 ! com- 
pany, Nauyoo Legion, Utah Volunteers, Utah Indian war, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Jen Rody Chauncey, late of Company H, Seventeenth 


Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$16 per month. 

_ The name of Gilford Ratliff, late of John S. Ford's company, Texas 
Volunteers, Texas and New Mexico Indian wars, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The name of Polk R. Kyle, late of James H. Callahan’s company 
Texas Volunteer Rangers, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $16 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

rhe name of John D. Smith, late of the United States Navy, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. : 


This bill is a substitute for the following Senate bills referred 
o the Committee on Pensions: 
5968. Charles B. Flynn. 
6710. George N. Hoiden. 
$616. Humphrey L. Carter. 
S833. John Kenney. 
9151. Duncan A. Gray 
SSGS. William P. Armstrong. 
100438. Christopher J. Rollis. 
10137. Samuel S. Householder. 
10285. Jesse P. Steele 


10545. Lillian A. Wilmot. 
10403. George FE. Seneff. 
10480. William L. Parks. 

. 10588. John A. West. 
10686. Jen Rody Chauncey. 
10708. Gilford Ratliff. 
10709. Polk R. Kyle. 

. 10814. John D. Smith. 
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The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

AMOS M. BARBIN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill 
(H. R. 22270) for the relief of Amos M. Barbin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 
and the laws governing the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol 
diers, or any branch thereof, Amos M. Barbin shall hereafter be heid and 
considered to have been honorably discharged from the military service 
of the United States as a sergeant of Company A, Fifth Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, on the 25th day of May, 1863: Provided, 
That no pension shall accrue prior to the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 


CHARLES T. GALLAGHER AND SAMUEL H. PROCTOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(S. 608) for the relief of Charles T. Gallagher and Samuel H. 
Proctor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 
Charles T. Gallagher and Samuel H. Proctor shall hereafter be held 
and considered to have been mustered into the military service of th« 
United States as musicians of the First Unattached Company, Massa 
chusetts Militia Infantry, on April 28, 1864, the date of their enroll 
ment: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or back pension shall accrue or 
become payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time and passed. 


JAMES M. SWEAT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(S. 7640) for the relief of James M, Sweat. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 
James M. Sweat, late of the Third United States Dragoons, Capt. John 
S. Sitgreaves’s company, War with Mexico, shall hereafter be he'd and 
considered to have been honorably discharged from the military service 
of the United States as a member of said organization on the 8ist day 
of July, 1848: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emolument shall 
accrue or be payable by virtue of this act, and that the pensionable 
status herein granted shall date from the approval of this act. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accor«ing]) 
read the third time and passed. 


DAVID JAY JENNINGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
7804) for the relief of David Jay Jennings. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, or benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, David 
Jay Jennings, who was a private in Company A, Second Regiment Con 
necticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, shall hereafter be held and con 


| sidered to have been honorably discharged from the military service of 


the United States as a member of said company and regiment on tl: 
Sth day of November, 1864. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SuLLowAy, a motion to reconsider the sev 
eral votes by which the above bills were passed was laid on the 
table. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution 
and move a suspension of the rules for its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to 
suspend the rules and agree to the following resolution, which 
will be reported by the Clerk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution the House shall 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 


Union for the consideration of H. R. 32909, entitled “A bill making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Governiu cut for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes.”’ 

That the first reading of the bill in the Committee of the Whole 
House shall be by title and not otherwise; 

Second, the consideration under the five-minute rule shall begin imme 
diately after the title shall have been read, and the following portions 


only of the bill shall be open to consideration under the five-minute | 


rule: 

(a) The appropriation to enable the President to secure information 
under section 2 of the last tariff act, page 2. 

(b) The > apo for the investigation of departmental methods, 

iges 2 and 3. 
; (c) The appropriation for raising and removing the wreck of the 
battleship Maine (p. 118). 

(¢) The appropriation for rearranging and reconstructing the Hall 
of the House of Representatives (p. 211). 

(e) The appropriation for canal fortifications (p. 229). 

(f) And any original propositions that are germane and authorized 
by law not included in said bill 


Third. That upon the conclusion of the foregoing items in Committee | 
of the Whole the committee shall rise and report the bill with all | 


amendments to the House, with the recommendation that the bill do 
pass. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands a 
second. Under the rule a second is ordered. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] is entitled to 20 minutes and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGeratp] to 20 minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I think that all Members of 
the House will recognize the fact, by merely turning to the last 
page of this bill, which is page 232, that if it is to pass the House 


in time for any consideration whatever in the other body, some | 


arrangement must be made for its consideration in some man- 
ner other than under the ordinary or regular rules of the House. 

In the first place, let me say, Mr. Speaker, that, realizing that 
there would be more or less congestion in the House during the 
closing weeks of the session, and that it would not be possible to 
pass this bill in the House under the ordinary rules, the sub- 
committee having in charge the preparation of this bill have 
devoted more time and more care to the investigation of the 
estimates and to their recommendations to the full committee 
than has ever been done by a subcommittee on the sundry civil 
bill since I have been a member of the committee. 

Ordinarily the hearings at a short session do not cover a 
great many pages; but you will observe that the hearings on 
this sundry civil bill,-including the index, which contains only 
a few pages, cover 967 pages. That is exclusive of the hear- 
ings on canal fortifications and also exclusive of the hearings 
on the canal estimates. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no time to yield just now. I will 
yield in a moment. 
sideration the items that are controverted or that in any way in- 
volve the question of politics or the adoption of new policies. 

The first item excepted is the appropriation for the investi- 


gation by the President authorized in the last paragraph with | 


respect to the cost of production at home and abroad. ‘The sec- 
ond is in respect to the appropriation of $75,000 for the investi 
gation into the departmental methods. 
additional appropriation, which is very large, very much be- 
yond what was stated would be necessary, the appropriation for 
the raising or removing of the wreck of the battleship Maine. 

Also the appropriation for the fortification of the canal, which 
involyes the inauguration of an entirely new policy, and which 
proposition ought to be considered fully and with great care by 
the House. 

The propositions mainly that are to be reported back to the 
House with a recommendation that they do pass are the public- 
building items. In respect to these items I will say to the 


House that every dollar of money estimated by the Treasury | 


Department as being possible for them to spend in the next 
fiscal year is carried in this bill and recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The same is true of the river and harbor revised estimates 
of the War Department. All that the department has esti- 
mated can be expended in the next fiscal year is recommended 
in this bill. 

The other parts of the bill to be reported back to the House 
with a favorable recommendation are the annual appropriations 
for the various departments of the Government, including the 
field service. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I see on page 109 the gentleman’s com- 
mittee has transferred the entire expense of the President’s 


| 








eral of the Army and makes the Army carry that expense 
hereafter? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I beg the gentleman's pardon, that is not the 
appropriation. It does not impose any expense on the War 


Department. It merely enables the Executive to tear down 


the old stable he has there now and k« the horses at the 
quartermaster’s stable. It does not provide for maintenance 
of the horses, but simply to keep them in the quartermaster’s 
stable. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for me to read 
the provision? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will. 

Mr. Hull of Iowa (reading): 

The Quartermaster General of the Army shall hereafter pro 
suitable accommodations for and maintenance of the ho s, 


and other vehicles of the President, etc. 


Mr. TAWNEY. That is not the purpose of that provision at 
all. It is not for the maintenance of the horses; it is the 
maintenance of the shed or the stable in which the horses 
are to be kept, and the reason for that is the fact that the stable 


| has been condemned by the veterinarians, and the War Depart- 


ment has consented because they have more space in the barn 
than the quartermaster needs; the War Department has con 
sented that the automobiles and horses of the Executive may 
be housed in that department stable. That is the only change 
authorized. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman consent to strike 
out the words “and maintenance of” ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman thinks it is necessary, yes 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman state how much time 
was devoted to this bill by the full committee, a b earrying 
$140,000,000 ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. About twice as much time as is usually 
devoted to it—three hours. 

Mr. HARRISON. Three 
$140,000,000 ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. HARRISON. And now the gentleman comes in here and 
asks us to pass this bill practically under suspension of thi 
rules, when only three hours have been devoted to it by the 
Appropriation Committee. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman misstates what I said. Thi 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations on this bi 
devoted to it more than eight weeks. 

Mr. HARRISON. But the full committee has onl 


hours to a bill 


y given it 


| three hours’ consideration. 


So that this proposition excepts for con- | 


Then the question of | 





| except 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
the subcommittee. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it is too much power put in the 
hands of a few men. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LENROOT. If this rule is adopted, no points of 
will lie against items in the bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

Mr. LENROOT. There is new legislation in the bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no original legislation in the bill 
that where appropriations have already been mad 
there are no original propositions. 

Mr. LENROOT. I noticed one on page 91, for instance, re 
lating to the Interstate Commerce Commission, changing the 
method of the election of the chairman of the commission. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I will say to the gentleman that does 


The full committee is always in touch with 


gentleman yield? 


| relate to administration, and the reason for it was this: The 


two men who had conducted the investigations or negotiations 
between railroad employees and their employers were the 
former chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission and 
the Chief of the Bureau of Labor. The chairman of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission has been promoted and is 
now chief justice of the Commerce Court. He is acquainted 
with the representatives of labor organizations and is ac- 
quainted with the questions that arise, and this change is for 
the purpose of enabling the President of the United States 
and the labor organizations to get the benefit of his experienc: 
and knowledge with respect to negotiations for the settlement 
of controversies of that kind. That is the only reason for that 
change. 

Mr. KEIFER. Do we understand that the excepted matters 
that are subject to consideration under the five-mi: 
also subject to the points of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Points of order may he 


1ute rule are 


made. They are a 


automobiles, carriages, and horses to the Quartermaster Gen- subject to the rules that apply in the Committee of the Whole 
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under the five-minute rule, subject to points of order, and sub- 


ject to amendment as well. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. When the resolution was read, 
as I understood, there was put into this category of questions 
that might be considered the items which propose to re-form 
this House of Representatives and to appropriate $360,000 for 


that purpose. 
Mr. TAWNEY. That is excepted. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I am glad of that. I do not 
want that change made. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker 


. pean he 
my time I desire to say one 


before I reserve the balance of 
other thing, and that is that the 
provision under F is for the purpose of enabling the Members 
of the House to offer in Committee of the Whole propositions 





that are germane and authorized by law, but not included in 
this bill. I will say that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
TALBOTT] came to me a moment ago and requested the oppor- 
tunity to offer an amendment to the appropriation for the im- 


migrant station at the city of Baltimore. The appropriation 
that stands in the bill is $10,000. The appropriation as recom- 
mended by the committee and which was sent to the Printing 
Office was $110,000, so that original propositions that are ger- 
mane to this bill and not included in it may be included. It is 
doubtless true that in several other cases the committee has 
omitted entirely items that Members think ought to be carried 
in this bill, and that have heretofore been carried in the bill, 
and they will have the opportunity of offering amendments of 
that character to the bill. 

Mr. OCONNELL. Will it be possible to offer an am« 
to strike out a part of an appropriation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Of these excepted items, yes. 

Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman offer that amendment 
with regard to the immigration station at Baltimore? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The gentleman from Minnesota will accept 
that amendment. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make 
an inquiry on the line of the one that has just been made; it is 
just a question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no power in the premises. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am sure the gentleman from 
Minnesota will answer the question which I propose to put. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will wait until 
[I take the floor again I will be very glad to answer his ques- 
tion. Possibly the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcrerarp] 
can answer it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
stand exactly the meaning of the proposed rule. This bill car 
ries $140,000,000 of appropriations, and under the operation of 
this resolution, if it be adopted, the House will have an oppor- 
tunity to consider items which carry $4,075,000. The other 
items, carrying $136,000,000, will be passed by the House with- 
out even being read for the information of the Members. It is 
true, as the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwnery] has said, 
that the subcommittee which had charge of this bill devoted 
perhaps more time to its consideration and preparation than 


ndment 
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Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 
for a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman from New York that I went to the committee room of 
the Committee on Appropriations to get a copy of the hearings 
upon the bill in order that I might familiarize myself with the 
contents of the bill, and they were not printed and were not 
ready. That was day before yesterday. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The uniform practice has been not to 


Will the gentleman yield 


| make the hearings public until the committee has acted upon 


the bill, and as the bill was not acted upon by the committee 
until yesterday, it would account for the inability of the 
tleman to obtain copies of the hearings until yesterday. 

Mr. BARTLETT of. Georgia. May I inquire of the gentle- 
man if it would be possible and practicable to start in with the 
discussion of this bill, and after it had been under discussio: 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
if it should develop the necessity of such a rule, we could then 
determine whether we should pass it? But we should not pass 
it before we know what is in the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. A stronger reason for my objection 
exists than that stated by the gentleman from Georgia. There 
is no disposition upon this side of the House unnecessarily to 
occupy time upon this bill. The naval appropriation bill was 
passed in two days without any attempt to waste time or delay 
it. Never in my experience in the House was the naval bill 
considered and enacted so quickly. There is no necessity for 
this bill reaching the Senate before Monday. This House can 
afford to sit late to-night, early to-morrow, late to-morrow 
evening, and, if necessary, part of Sunday and on Monday in a 
proper consideration of this bill. It did sit for two nights, or a 
greater part of them, to prevent the consideration of a bil!. 

There is no good reason why it should not spend at least an 
equal amount of time in the consideration of a bill of so much 
importance to the House and to the country, and so far as I 
am concerned, Mr. Speaker, I shall not support this resolution, 
because I would not, I repeat, assume the responsibility of ask 
ing Members of this House to yote to appropriate of the public 
revenues $136,000,000 for services that they have not had an 


gen- 


| opportunity to inquire into or exercise any judgment upon. It 


seems to me, so far as I am aware, there is no disposition t 
occupy time in general debate upon this bill, and much of it 
will be passed over without any controversy, but I believe it is 
an important matter that the House should have an oppor- 


| tunity properly to consider the various items and to determine 


Mr. Speaker, the House should under- | their action upon this bill. 


How much time have I used, Mr, 
Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 13 minutes remaining. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield five minutes to the gent! 
from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, it so happens that I have very 
little personal knowledge of the hearings or items in this bill, 
due to my absence from Washington on account of illness, | 
had I been in attendance at every hearing and had [ intimate 


emau 


| knowledge of every item of the bill, I would not want to be 


had been devoted. ever before in the history of the Congress. | 


Through the unfortunate illness of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Surertey], he was unable to be present during the 
greater part of the consideration of the bill, so that so far as 
the minority is concerned but one Member of the minority has 
had the full and complete opportunity to know everything about 
the provisions contained in the bill. 

This bill was reported to the House yesterday. It appears 
in print available for the use of Members of the House for the 
first time this morning, and before an opportunity is given to 
Members of the House to ascertain the provisions that are in 
the bill it proposed that they vote in favor of a resolution 
that will prevent the bill being read for their information, or, 
after they 
tains, in any way attempt to modify the provisions, with the 
exception of the six provisions enumerated in this resolution. 
There are some circumstances, Mr. Speaker, under which I 
should be willing to pass a bill carrying these great sums in 
such a manyer, but the situation does not exist at present which 
requires any such action on the part of this House. I shall 
not assume the responsibility of asking this House upon my 
assertion that items are proper and correct to pass 
$136,000,000 of appropriations in it, 
are not familiar and have had no opportunity to familiarize. 

It may be that if this House had had some time, ample time, to 


scrutinize this bill and to determine for itself whether the items | 


were satisfactory, if the exigencies of the case demanded it, I 
should support a motion to pass the bill under suspension of the 
rules, but no such emergency exists at present, 


have had an opportunity to ascertain what it con- | 


a bill with | 
vith which the Members | 





| jects of importance, while the discussion was ¢ 


one of five men to assume the responsibility at this time of ask 
ing the House to take our judgment and pass the bill pra 
without consideration. There is no bill that is brought be 
fore Congress that covers such a multitude of subjects or 
needs more careful scrutiny than the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. 

Its very name indicates its character. It starts with the 
reindeer in Alaska and winds up with the Samoan chiefs in the 
middle of the Pacific and misses practically nothing in bets , 
In order that the House may have some little idea of : e of 
the numerous items that are carried in this bill relating to sub 
‘ing on I hastily 
jotted down a few of the things that are covered—for it 
appropriations for Alaska, armories and arsenals, Lighthouse 
Service, the newly created Bureau of Mines, Coast ani Geo- 
detic Survey, Customs Service, Revenue-Cutter Service, Immi- 
gration Service, Bureau of Fisheries, Geological Survey, Govy- 
ernment Printing Office, internal revenue, Department of Jus- 
tice, Life-Saving Service, military posts, national hom ma- 
rine hospitals, public land. I had only time to get down that 
far. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And the Panama Canal. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Unquestionably. Part of the Panama Canal 
is exempted under the rule, but only that part relating to forti- 
fications. 

Now, this is only a quick summary of a few items, as 
stated by my colleague, here is a bill carrying $141,000,000, and 
the House is to be given an opportunity to express its judgment 
upon $4,000,000 of it—certainly a very “ generous ” proposition! 
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I do not believe, and I do not believe the history of past 
cc ‘ rl ans 
this way in order to pass it at all. Take the short sessions of 
previous Congresses and you will see that this bill has been } 
hrought in just about this time in the session. We can, by at- 
tending to our business here, cutting out useless talk, cutting 
mut general debate, and remaining in session during the day, 
to-night for several hours, to-morrow and to-morrow night for | 


several hours, and, if necessary, as stated by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Fitrzceratp], some of Sunday, we can | 


present this bill to the Senate by Monday morning in ample | 
time for consideration there. 

There is no disposition on the part of this side of the House 
to unnecessarily delay matters, but it is asking too much of the | 
House that the judgment of five men should be taken in the} 
appropriation of $141,000,000, It is true the whole Committee 
on Appropriations considered the matter, but they considered 
it to this extent, which is usual, of new legislation which was | 
in the bill and as to some of the major items, but it is im- 
le for that committee, with the work that it has, to go 
into a detailed. examination of a bill of this kind, and only the 
subcommittee can do it. 

I have not had time to count the number of instances of new 
legislation contained in this bill, but there are quite a number | 
of them, justifiable in my judgment, and yet I am not so sure 
that my judgment is always right that I am willing to ask | 
this House to accept it on matters not within the regular busi- 
ness of an appropriation bill; and yet that is the proposition 
presented by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. 
Let us turn in diligently and perform our duties here. If it so 
happens we do not get through in time the fault will not be 
ours, but let us not shirk our duties and pass the bill without 
consideration. [Applause.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison]. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will vote 
down this gag rule. Democrats are not trying to delay legisla- 
tion at the end of this session. ‘They are willing to cooperate 
with the other side of the Chamber to secure the proper and 
orderly passage of the proper bills through this House. The 
offering of this rule shows more clearly than anything else 
could do the fault of the system of investigation by the Appro- 
priations Committee of this House—I mean investigation by sub- 
committee. Only two Democrats have had any opportunity to 
investigate these appropriations. Here is a bill of 232 pages 
earrying $140,000,000. Only two Democrats have had any op- 
portunity to examine into the features of that bill. To be 
sure they are two of the best fighting Democrats in the House, 
but it is not fair to ask them to assume complete responsibility 
for their party in the premises, 

This bill is one of those that excites most controversy year 
after year. It usually takes from 10 days to two weeks to pass 
it through the House. The Committee on Appropriations in 
full committee devoted but three hours to the consideration of 
the bill. This does not reflect in any way upon the members 
of the subcommittee of the Appropriations Committee, but, at 
least, we might be given an opportunity to express a difference 
of judgment, if any there be, as to these appropriations. 

Gentlemen in this House who have been fighting for a liberali- 
zation of the rules to diffuse the powers of this assembly among 
the respective Members of the House should vote against a rule 
which places the most important function of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in the hands of five Members. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
the hearings, even, have not been printed. There is not a 
Member of this House who has had an opportunity to examine 
into this bill outside the members of this committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that all of 
the hearings have been printed in considerable number, and 
they are accessible to every Member of the House. 

Mr. HARRISON. When were they printed, may I ask? 
morning only. 

Mr. MACON. The bill itself was filed in this House only 
yesterday evening. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; as the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Macon] well says, the bilt itself was filed in this House only 
yesterday evening; and I protest against this endeavor to ram 
down the throats of the House of Representatives the most im- 
portant appropriation bill of the session and pass it under a 
suspension of the rules. I hope the House will vote it down. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, in justice to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and its members I am impelled to make 
& statement in reply to my colleague the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Harrison]. All of the minority members of the 
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Committee on Appropriations have had a full opportunity not 


es warrants the notion, that we must pass this bill in | only to know but to take part in the investigation of all of the 


bills in the Committee on Appropriations. While certain of the 
Members are specificially assigned to that work, the others are 
not excluded from it, and I am constrained to say, after an ex 
perience of six years, that to make the thorough and exhaustive 
examination and investigation required in the preparat ‘ 

these bills I have come to the conclusion that th 1 
five men designated to conduct the investigation, the heari 
as will be disclosed from an examination of hearings conducted 
where more than five men are assigned to that work, inevitably 
contain more of discussion between the investigators than th 

| Laughte 

I believe I should make this statement to correct an erroneous 
impression resulting from the statements of my colleague 

I yield, Mr. Speaker, the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Barrietr]. How much time is it, Mr 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Four minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I am not at this 
time in favor of this resolution, first, because I do not belie 
it is necessary in order to dispose of the business before th 
House and to pass this bill; nor am I willing to vote for a reso 
lution which, if adopted, will prevent the consideration and dis 
cussion of many important items in this bill. 

The gentleman from Minnesota says that in order to prevent 
an extra session it is necessary to adopt this resolution. This 
is another reason that we hear this morning why there shall 
be an extra session. We have seen in the newspapers and heard 
it stated as coming from high authority that we are to have an 
extra session in order to accomplish something else—in order 
to have considered and passed the Canadian reciprocity tariff 
bill. 

For one, while I do not want to have an extra session, I want 
to state that if we shall have an extra session, as one Democrat 
I propose to vote and insist upon voting for a general reduction 
of the tariff between all the nations of the world before we pro 
ceed to take up any special legislation with respect to the tariff 
with any particular nation of the world. [Applause.] 

I am opposed to this resolution which proposes that this bill 
shall be considered in this way, because this bill finds its way 
into the House about two days later than is usually the case 
with the sundry civil bill at a short session, and it is not neces 
sary now to adopt such a measure in order to complete the 
publie business. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. If I have time; yes. 

Mr. ADAMSON. If the President calls an extra session, will 
it not be tacitly understood that he intends to sign the tariff 
bill that we shall pass? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not think it can be under- 
stood as to just what the President will do, judging from recent 
expressions that, it is said, have come from the White House 

Now, there are many important matters in this bill. I am 
willing to stay here, and I am confident many Members of both 
sides of the House are willing to stay here and devote all the 
time that may be necessary to the consideration of this bill 
and to pass it decently and in order and not pass it in the man 
ner proposed by this resolution. Let us undertake to pass it 
in the usual way, and if we find we have not time and can not 
do so, then we can resort to drastic methods and not resort to 
them now, when, at the beginning of the consideration of this 
bill we have not had time to read the bill or consider it at all 
and when the Members have not had sufficient time to examine 
the hearings taken before the committee which reported it. Let 
us not blindly proceed to consider the most important appro 
priation bill that the Congress is called on to enact and pass a 
law appropriating one hundred and forty odd millions of dollars 
without the bill even being read or it being suggested that it 
can be amended or without the opportunity to strike out items 
which are embraced in it contrary to the rules of the House 
and which may be subject to a point of order 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Georgi 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That statement is not exactly correct. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. What statement? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘That no opportunity will be given for the 
consideration of any items in the bill or points of order 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I know what the rule is 

Mr, TAWNEY. The gentleman did not state tt, if he knows if 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It is not necessary for me to 
state what every man in the House knows, unless it is the gen 
tleman from Minnesota. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I 
said that this bill, excepting the items provided for in this reso 
lution, appropriates some $136,000,000, and that there to be 
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no opportunity to consider any part of the bill except the items 


provided for in the resolution. That is what I stated, and the 
gentleman knows I knew if, and he knows that everybody else 
who has paid any attention to the reading of the resolution 


knew it, and it was unnecessary for him to make any such un- | 


warranted suggestion as that. 

That is all I desire to say. I will not vote for this rule now. 
In order to carry on the public business, in order to avert an 
extra session, I may vote for a rule at a later time in the ses- 
sion, which may be necessary to pass this bill; but I will not 
vote for it now. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It might be profitable for us to stay here 
two or three nights to consider this bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And I judge that the opposition would be 
willing to spend two or three nights in the high patriotic en- 
deavor properly to consider a legislative measure of this impor- 
tance and to save money to the people. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think so, when they remained 
here two nights, and forced others to remain, in an effort to pre- 
vent the payment of just claims due to the creditors of the 
United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to use only four min- 
utes of my time, and I will ask the Speaker to notify me when 
that time is consumed. 

I want to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
the first 61 pages of this bill cover items authorizing appropria- 
tions for the purchase of sites and the construction of public 
buildings. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] is op- 
posed to this rule, because, as he says, it affords no opportunity 
for making points of order. I do not know whether he has 
reference to the items in this bill which are subject to points 
of order, placed there at his request, but nevertheless it is true 
that there are some items here which increase the limits of 
cost where the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
after consideration, recommends such action on the part of the 
Committee on Appropriations, because of mistakes that were 
made in previous bills. 

tut, Mr. Speaker, they talk about jamming the bill through 
the House of Representatives. Unless some such measure as 
this is agreed to, it will be jammed through the other House 
of Congress without any. consideration whatever. We know 
the character of amendments usually put on this bill in the 
other branch of Congress, and there will be no opportunity for 
consideration of such amendments at this session of Congress 
unless some such measure as this is agreed to. 

Many Members in this House will recollect the scene wit- 
nessed on the floor of this House when, a few years ago, the 
House of Representatives was held up by one Senator for the 
purpose of coercing the House into an agreement in favor of 
an appropriation that nobody denies was unjust and unneces- 
sary and unauthorized by law. 

It is for the purpose of saving some time to the House for 
the consideration of the Senate amendments, not only on this 
bill, but on other House bills, that I have offered this provision. 


And I want to call the attention of the House to the fact that | 


this is not the first time that it has been proposed to pass the 
sundry civil bill under a suspension of the rules. It has been 
done frequently without any opportunity whatever given to the 
House for the consideration of controverted matters, such as is 
proposed in this rule. 


resolution which I offered. 
items is not limited under the five-minute rule, except as the 
rules of the House limit their consideration. The public build- 
ing items, the appropriation for the Treasury Department, the 
collecting of revenues, the appropriation for the Bureau of En- 


graving and Printing, the appropriation for the Government | 


Printing Office, the appropriation for the Soldiers’ Home, the 
appropriation for the Interior Department, including the Land 
Service, the appropriation for the War Department, the appro- 
priation for the Interstate Commerce Commission are all appro- 
priations that pertain to the administrative affairs of the 
Government. There is nothing new in that, as I said before, 
except where some legislation was necessary in the administra- 
tion of the appropriation, which necessity has arisen as a result 
of the experience of the department. 

If we are going to consider this bill under the ordinary rules 


of the House, if we pass it at all, it will be too late for the House | 


to give any consideration whatever to the propositions that we 
know are now pending and ready to be placed on it when it 
reaches the other end of the Capitol. 


Every item of difference of any conse- | 
quence carried in this bill is excepted in the rule or in the | 
The time for consideration of these | 


| Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
| from Iowa [|Mr. Smriru]. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this bill must pass both 
| Houses and the conference report be agreed to in both Houses 
by a week from to-night or it can not pass at this session, because 
it takes all of Friday night to enroll the bill and have it signed 
by the President by noon of Saturday. If that be true, and this 
resolution be not adopted, it is beyond hope that this bill can 
get to the Senate to-morrow night. Unless this bill goes to the 
Senate to-morrow night it is practically impossible for the Sen- 
ate committee to consider this bill and pass the bill through the 
Senate and give any substantial time for the conferees. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not now; I will later. If this bill has 
no time for consideration in the conference committee, it will 
mean the loss of millions in all probability to the people. That 
is our uniform experience, that we must have some time to 
thrash these matters out in conference, running into 250 or 300 
amendments, if millions are not to be wasted. 

These gentlemen who have been on this subcommittee com- 
plain that the House has not had adequate time to consider 
these questions. The gentleman from New York said that his 
colleague from New York and the gentleman from Kentucky 
were two of the ablest Members on the Democratic side. I say 
that they are two of the ablest Members on either side, and 
that their fidelity can not be questioned. [Applause.] Every 
Democratic Member of the whole committee has had an oppor- 
tunity to attend these eight weeks of hearings. 

Day before yesterday the bill was in the committee room for 
the observation of every Democratic Member of the committee, 
and has been there ever since. Yesterday it was considered by 
the whole committee, and yet all these gentlemen who are talk- 
ing about gag law fail to point out one single item that needs 
consideration in this House that is not embraced in the resolu 
tion offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney}. 
Every man who votes against this resolution votes to bind and 
tie the hands of the House conferees and jeopardize millions 
of the public money, when he knows that every item in this bill 
has been carefully scrutinized by economic, prudent, able, care 
ful Democrats, who would not report in favor of the expendi 
ture of money needlessly. This resolution is therefore a resolu 
tion not only for economy of time but for economy of money. 
This resolution provides for the orderly transaction of business 
and not for a hasty and ill-considered action. It is somewhat 
amusing that gentlemen who but the other day were willing 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union from the consideration of a great tariff measure, to 
cut off every single amendment, and to put the bill upon its 
passage without reading are now shocked at a gag rule that 
takes up for specific consideration every proposition known to 
be in dispute in this bill and allows it to be fully fought out upon 
| the floor of the House, and only asks that those measures, 
those provisions that have not been criticized be passed. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does not the gentleman know that, for 
stance, items relating to the Geological Survey are always a 
matter of dispute and amendment on this floor? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I know that in this bill so comp! 

| is everything asked by the Geological Survey granted that th 
| old fight is not in the bill this year. 

| Mr. SHERLEY. Well, but sometimes the position of men is 
not determined by the department. 

| Mr. TAWNEY. If my colleague will permit me, I will say 
| the controversy heretofore has been over appropriations 
| the Technological Branch of the Geological Survey, which hi 

| now been transferred to the Bureau of Mines. 

| Mr. SHERLEY. Neither of the gentlemen means to say to 
this House that only the items contained in this rule are the 
items about which there is controversy. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I want to say right in that connection 
that I was one of those who went through this bill and cou 
scientiously picked out the items that we thought would be in 
serious dispute in this House and put them into this resolution, 
and not one of the gentlemen familiar with this bill has under 
taken to state to the committee a single matter that was in 
dispute in the committee or that he thought would be in dispute 
in the House and not excepted in this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. All time has expired. The question is on 





suspending the rules and agreeing to the resolution. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
FITZGERALD) there were—ayes 137, noes 108. 





So (two-thirds not having yoted in favor thereof) the motion 
was rejected. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve | opportunity will be given to Members of the House who will 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | have this subject under consideration in the next Congress to 
Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 32909, the sundry visit the canal for the purpose of investigating canal estimates 
civil appropriation bill. Pending that motion, I ask the gentle- | I do not wish to occupy any more time, and I ask for a reading 
man from New York if we can agree upon any time for general | of the bill. 
debate? The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No one, so far as I am aware, desires 











. * * EXECUTIVE 
any time on this side. iia ihe attain acai sacaae 
: mn NEY Tp ack ani $ eons ‘ - ° able the Presid o secure information to assist m in the 
rAW NEY. rhen T ask unanimous consent that general | gischarge of the duties imposed upon Png gee Be gf A 
debate be closed in ten minutes. titled “An act to provide revenues, eq! eee ae 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- | dustries of the United States, ans a eine 
> hat ¢ ms ‘hate fo hi é * August 5, 1909, anc 1¢ officers of the it in adm t ie 
mous consent that general debate on this bill be closed in com- 1! the customs laws. includime such tovestiest See tea ca 
mittee in 10 minutes. Is there objection? | duction of commodities, covering cost of »rication, i 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, | oaaa” gy ae _ —_ cost of — , , 
ilc secre » oo MINS “C1 * . “ |} Said act, and inciuding he employmen 1 persons mav ; 
L wi uld like to sugges st to the gentleman from Minnesota that | required’ for those purposes; and to enable him to do any and all 
I believe we can expedite the consideration of the bill by dis- things in connection therewith authorized by law. $400.000. to « 
nsing with the reading of some of the items relating ublic | tinue available until the close of the fiscal year 19153, together wit! 
tar lings nang 00 pune balance unexpended July 1 next of the appropriation made for 
ULIGINgSs. i 


purposes for the fiscal year 1911 


Mr. TAWNEY. I am going to ask unanimous consent to Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


dispense with the reading of the bill entirely. oni en a 

7 Ww ’ rder on the paragraph. 
Mr. SHERLEY. I understand that, but should we not ask The CHATRA. AN | The Chair will hear the gentleman 
unanimous consent now to dispense with the reading of some Mr. FITZGERALD. The paragraph is subject to the point of 


particular items? order because of the words contained in lines 14 and 15 
Mr. TAWNEY. We can do that in Committee of the Whole. ilee ten 7 


rhe SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection and it is so| 7° Comtinue available until the close of the fiscal year 1913 
ordered. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from This is one of the annual appropriation bills, and it provides 
Minnesota that the House resolve itself into the Committee of | the money for the support of the Government for the next fiscal 
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union for the consideration | year. Under the covering-in act any money ap 





propriated for th 

of the sundry civil appropriation bill. service of the Government for a fiscal year rema ling unex- 
The motion was agreed to. pended at the expiration of two years must be covered into the 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of | Treasury. The attempt to continue this appropriation available 


the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- | during the fiseal year 1913 is in fact to extend the appropriation 


tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill, with Mr. MANnwn in | made at this time beyond the two years fixed in the covering-in 








the chair. act. Moreover, Mr. Chairman, as this is a bill making annual 
he CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the bill. | appropriations fer the support of the Government there is no 
The Clerk read as follows: authority that I have been able to find which justifies the a 
A bill (H. R. 32909) making appropriations for the sundry civil ex- | propriation for some future period beyond the fiscal year for 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and | which the appropriation is to be made. 
for other purposes. The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York con- 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that | tend this would be in contravention of the covering-in act? 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Mr. FITZGERALD. The effect of it is 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The CHAIRMAN. In what respect, the Chair would ask? 
The Chair hears none. Mr. FITZGERALD. It extends the time within which the 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, reference has been made in | 4ppropriation will be available one year. Under the covering-in 
debate on the resolution that has just been under consideration | act an appropriation for a fiscal year is ay ible two years 
to the amount carried in this bill. The aggregate amount is | beyond the expiration of the fiscal] year 
$141.115,030.62. The total estimates, including the regular esti- Mr. TAW vo ‘Y. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a 
mates and the supplemental estimates, for appropriations under | Question the 
the sundry civil bill aggregate $155,576,633.99. The committee | Mr. F a rZGER. ALD. Yes. 
has reduced the estimates in the aggregate $14,461,503.37. The | Mr. TAWNEY. If your contention is right, then the cover 
aggregate of this bill is in excess of the current sundry civil | ing-in act would prevent permanent appropriations such as are 
law. That excess, however, consists of two items. There is | made at every session of Congress, because these permanent 
carried in this bill $16,579,725 more on account of public buil 4 proprietions are made for an indefinite period of time. 
ings than was carried in the current sundry civil act. The : Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not aware of any permanent a] 
propriations carried in this bill for the Isthmian Canal are ee propriation Ss tant are ma le at every session of Congress. Ix 
the aggregate $45,560,000, as against $37,885,000 carried in the | manent ropri ms are made, and they tinue availab 
current law. The appropriations for fortifying the canal are | under the e “xpress te rms of the covering-in act. 
$3,000,000, which makes the total of $10,705,000 carried in this Mr. TAWNEY. I meant the continuing appropriations that 
bill on account of the Panama Canal greater than the appro- | are made by Congress every session. I did not mean perma 
priations carried in the current law. nent annual appropriations. 
Now, it is not necessary, Mr. Chairman, for me to go into any Mr. FITZGERALD. We reappropriate. We have the au 


lengthy explanation of any of the items of the bill inasmuch as | thority to reappropriate, and in that way it becomes a new 
the bill will be read under the five-minute rule. Every para- | enactment. But this does one of two things—it either changes 
graph and any item can be fully explained when it is reached. the law by curtailing the time for which the appropriation was 


I want to call the attention, however, of the committee to the | made available under the covering-in act or else it extends it 
fact that the committee, as a result of a very careful investiga- | beyond the time it is made available during the covering-in ¢ 
tion of the estimates and scrutiny of the demands of the depart- | Under the covering-in act the appropriation for the fiscal y 


ments, has reduced the estimates more than $14,000,000. The 
committee also in the investigation of the estimates went to 
the Panama Canal and personally conducted hearings on the 
estimates there on the ground, as has been the custom of the 
committee for four years now, or almost ever since the begin- 
ning of the canal construction; and I hope before the adjourn- 


1912 is available for two years after the expiration of that yea! 
This purports to limit it to one year. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no. The gentleman misap] 
hends the meaning of it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I may misapprehend what 
to do, but I do not misapprehend the effect of thi 





ment of this Congress that some provision will be made to Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think the gentleman does. 
enable Members of the House whe are now members and will be} Mr. FITZGERALD. And if it does not do that, Mr. Chair 


members of the Committee on Appropriations in the next Con- | man, it does extend an appropriation made in this bill for 
gress to visit the canal and there personally examine the esti- | next fiscal year beyond the two years in which it must be 
mates for canal appropriations for the fiscal year 1913. I am | covered into the Treasury. 

convinced after several visits there for that purpose that the Mr. GOULDEN. Will my colleague yield? I would like to 
resnit is a saving to the people of the United States in the | ask him when this covering-in act takes effect, whether from 
expenditures that are going on on that zone. Two years ago, or | the date of the passage of this bill or from the time the appr 
a year ago last November, the committee visited the canal and | priation under it becomes available? 


investigated the canal estimates for expenditures for the fiscal Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Neither. 
year 1911. Asa result of that visit the estimates for the canal Mr. GOULDEN. I wanted to find out when the two years 


were reduced over $11,000,000, and I express the hope now that | began and when they would end. 


ebed0) 


Mr. SMITH 
gested by the gentleman. 


of Iowa. It does not begin at either time sug- 
FITZGERALD. The covering-in act in force 
time, and it applies to the appropriation at the time 
available 
1911, 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman will pardon an in- 
terruption, the covering-in act provides simply this: An appro- 


Mr. all the 


it becomes 
All of this appropriation is available the Ist of July, 


is 


| 
| 
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priaiion for a fiscal year can only be used for expenses or con- | 


tracts or obligations of that fiscal year. Until the passage of 
the covering-in act they could pay on contracts made within 
the fiscal year or the expenses of the fiscal year for any number 
of years in advance, The covering-in act simply provided that 
after the expiration of two years from the end of the fiscal year, 
if the appropriation was for the fiscal year, the money should be 
covered into the Treasury. That is what is known as the cov- 
ering-in act. So it is to begin from the end of the period for 
which the appropriation is made. And in this case the appro- 
priation is made for the next two years, and therefore would 
be two years from the end of the period for which the appro- 
priation was made, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is contrary to the practice of the 
Iiouse which has existed from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment and which has become as firmly fixed as one of its rules. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The words “to be available until ex- 
pended ” have appeared in nearly every appropriation and ap- 
pear probably 50 times in this bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And they continued in 
body has taken them out on points of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. You said it was contrary to the prac- 
tice of the House. 


it because no- 


Mr. FITZGERALD. It is clearly a violation of the rule. I 
call the attention of the Chair to a decision in volume 4 of 


Hinds’s Precedents, to the effect that the general appropriation 
bills, except deficiencies, provide for the next fiscal year. While 
there is no written rule of the House limiting the appropriations 
carried in the bill for the next fiscal year, the uniform practice 
of the House since the foundation of the Government has con- 
fined these appropriations to one fiscal year. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FirzGeRaALp] inform the Chair, under the covering-in act, 
if this appropriation were only made available for the next fiscal 
year, when the covering-in act would require the unexpended 
balance to be covered back into the Treasury in the general 
fund? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
mit me—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. All unexpended balances that shall have 
remained on the books of the Treasury for two years—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. For two fiscal years— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. For two fiscal years, shall be carried 
to the surplus fund and covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. 'TAWNEY. But there will be no balance in this until 
the end of the second fiscal year. The money is appropriated 
for two years. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Under the construction of the gentleman 
from Minnesota it would be possible in this bill to appropriate 
for three fiscal years, and as there would be no balance ut the 
end of any fiscal year but the third the covering-in act would 
not apply until the end of the fifth year. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the gentleman from New York or the 
gentleman from Minnesota able to inform the Chair whether 
an appropriation made for the next fiscal year under the cov- 
ering-in act would be covered into the surplus fund on July 1, 
1913, or on July 1, 1914? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It would be July 1, 1914. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It would if the appropriation was for 
one fiscal year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. July 1, 1914. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Three years from July 1 next. If this 
were an ordinary fiscal-year appropriation, the balance would 
be carried to the surplus fund and covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I submit that, from the admission of 
the gentleman, this is, in effect, an amendment of the covering- 
in act, because that act makes the appropriation available only 
for the fiscal year 1913. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is prepared to rule. The item 
in the bill makes the appropriation continue available until the 
close of the fiscal year 1913. The covering-in act referred to, 





Well, the covering-in act provides 
If the gentleman from New York will per- 
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Then certain exceptions are provided for which do not in- 
clude the item in this bill. 

It will be noted that the law only requires that “ unexpended 
balances of appropriations which shall have remained upon the 
books of the Treasury for two fiscal years” shall be carried to 
the surplus fund. That law will still operate if this item is 
enacted into law. The Chair can not see how it changes that 
law in the slightest degree. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the Chairman permit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Part of this section refers to an unexpended 
balance which may exist on July 1 next, which it is undertaken 
to reappropriate and make available until 1913. Now, if this 
section should be enacted into law, at what period of time 
would the covering-in act affect such unexpended balance of 
July 1? 

The CHAIRMAN. The item in the bill is merely a reappro- 
priation of an unexpended baiance, and it has been repeatedly 
held that the House, even over the objection of a point of order, 
could appropriate an unexpended balance as an appropriation. 
The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
words “to continue available until the close of the fiscal year 
1913,” in lines 14 and 15, and the words “ four hundred,” in 
line 15, and insert in place of “ four hundred” the words * 
hundred and fifty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers 
amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 13, strike out the words “four hundred” and insert 
“two hundred and fifty.” 

And in lines 14 and 15, strike out the words “to continue available 
until the close of the fiscal year 1913.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish the House to understand ex- 
actly what is proposed to be done at this point. This so-called 
Tariff Board appeared before the Committee on Appropriations 
in defense of its estimates, and in the hearings it was disclosed 
that the board believed it could expend $250,000 during the 
next fiscal year. At some place undisclosed and which 
chairman of this so-called board could not exactly fix, the sug 
gestion originated that the appropriation should be made avail- 
able for two fiscal years, and that $150,000 additional be appro 
priated for the fiscal year 1913. It appeared from the hearings 
that the commission is expending now at the rate of $150,000 a 
year, and hopes to be able to expend $250,000 next year, if it 
obtains the money. To me it seems to be absolutely indefensible 
for the House to attempt to forestall action in the next House 
regarding any of the branches of the public service, so as to 
provide now the funds necessary, rather than wait until the 
proper time to provide them. Congress might just as well ap- 
propriate all the money needed for the fiscal year 1915 at this 
time and relieve the next House from the necessity and trouble 
of providing the funds to conduct the Government. 

It will be interesting, however, Mr. Chairman, to ascertain 
just what this so-called tariff board is doing. The act uncer 
which the appropriation is made is to enable the President to 
secure information to assist him in the discharge of his duties. 
It would naturally be assumed that in the selection of a tariff 
board men would be selected who would be able to furnish the 
President with information to assist him in the discharge of 
his duties under the so-called maximum and minimum provi 
sions of the Payne tariff act. One of the very first things done 
by this commission, however, was to employ an expert at the 
rate of $500 a month for the purpose of making for the com 
mission a descriptive study of the iron and steel industry in 
general as related to the tariff, and from the technical point of 
view of the iron and steel man to analyze and criticise the items 
of the tariff and their classification, showing how far, if at all, 
the present classification is out of date, considered from the 


two 


an 


the 


| point of view of modern industry, and the relation of one item 


section 5 of a bill enacted in 1874 (18 Stat. L., p. 110 of pt. 3), | 


provides that— 

From and after the 1st day of July, 1874, and each year thereafter, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause all unexpended balances of 
appropriations which shall have remained upon the books of the 


Treasury for two fiscal years to be carried te the surplus fund and | 


covered into the Treasury, 


to another in the tariff. 

So that after having appropriated $250,000 to enable the 
President to employ persons to assist him in obtaining informa- 
tion regarding items in the tariff bill, the gentlemen appointed 
by the President for this purpose find it necessary to employ 
other gentlemen to make a careful study of the meaning of the 
various provisions of the tariff bill for their benefit, sO that 
they may be instructed as to the proper manner in which to 
take up the duty of obtaining information for the President. 

And if this were to be carried to its logical conclusion, and 
if this expert, being familiar with the iron and steel business 
from the standpoint of modern industry, would believe it neces- 
sary to have somebody instruct him as to the meaning and 
the reason for the classification and arrangement of the items 
in the steel schedule under the tariff from the standpoint of 
tariff makers, it would be perfectly proper to give him an 





; 
i 
; 
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assistant to instruct him, so that he might instruct the com- 
mission, so that the commission might give the President in- 
formation and enable him to make suitable recommendation to 
Congress on the tariff. 

Mr. SIMS. So that we might ignore them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Now, the commission, without having 


done any work at all which has been of any benefit to anyone | 
in connection with the revision of the tariff, has in its employ | 


66 men, with compensation aggregating $12,000 a month. 


Most of us would imagine that with such an organization | 


and such a force at the end of seven or eight months it would 
have been possible for this board or body to submit some in- 
telligent report to the Committee on Ways and Means when 
it had under consideration the so-called reciprocity agreement. 
My information is that the committee desired any information 
that was in the possession of this board, but it had none which 
it could furnish to the committee for use in its work in con- 
nection with that bill. 
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This appropriation might more properly be designated “an | 
appropriation to enable the administration to obtain, if pos- 


sible, information which would aid it in the coming national 
campaign.” 

Apparently the Executive is not at all informed upon the 
question of the tariff. The board which he selects is unable 
to make an intelligent investigation until some one writes out a 
descriptive analysis of what the items in the tariff law mean. 

After seven or eight months the commission, although it took 
up the investigation of the print-paper and wood-pulp tariffs, 
which had been exhaustively and thoroughly investigated by 
the committee presided over by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN], was unable to furnish any information whatever 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the administration should be 
satisfied with wasting half a million dollars in this way in two 
years without attempting to fasten this so-called body on the 
people for an additional year to run beyond the presidential 
campaign. The compensations fixed for the various employees 





ededed | 


Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman desire my views on the 
subject? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not desire the gentleman's views 
now. The gentleman can take his own time to express his 
views. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL rose 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield to the gentleman from New 
York for a question. , 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman think 
that $400,000 is too much for two years? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not know. The gentleman who a 
peared before the committee stated that they were now expend 
ing at the rate of about $150,000 a year. They believe that they 
could use $250,000 the next year, and that probably they would 
require $150,000 for the following year. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. When the tariff commission 
bill was up for consideration it was stated that $250,000 would 


|} not be nearly enough to pay the expenses of the board, and it 


seems to me that the committee is economical in making it 
$400,000 for two years, for this commission is doing the same 
work. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Emery testified before the com 
mittee “we are convinced that $250,000 is all we ought to ex- 
pend during the coming fiscal year.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to answer one state- 
ment made by the gentleman from New York | Mr. FirzGeravp], 
and that is the charge that this board is illegal, that it has been 
created in violation of section 9 of the sundry civil act ap- 
proved March 4, 1909. That act prohibits the expenditure of 
money on account of any commission, board, or other similar 
body not authorized by law; but this is an appropriation to 


| enable the President of the United States to make certain in 


vestigations, which investigations are authorized by law, and 


| to employ certain persons for the purpose of aiding him in the 


of this commission are far in excess of the compensation fixed | 


for any similar employment in any other department of the 
Government, The amendment which I propose simply tests the 
sincerity of the gentlemen who are advocating this item and 
will give to the commission all the money requested for the next 
fiscal year, and which will avoid the indefensibie, unusual, and 


making of these investigations. He is at liberty to call the 
people employed by him whatever he may see fit to call them. 
He may constitute them in any kind of an organization he may 
see fit or deem advisable. The creation or existence of this 
board under the general authority of the tariff act is in no sense 


|} a violation of that provision, and the gentleman from New 


unheard-of practice of attempting to circumvent the result of | 


the last election by taking from the coming Congress the power 
to determine whether any money shall be appropriated for a 
particular service. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman state whether there is 
auy precedent for such a course? 


York knows it, or he would have made a point of order against 
the paragraph on that ground. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to say to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FirzGerRaALp] that I have not the slightest hesitation in 


| expressing my views concerning this matter. As I look at it, 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I have been unable to find any similar 


situation. Some gentlemen justify it on the ground that as this 
is the policy of the administration they have a right now to 
provide the funds to enable the policy to be carried out regard 
less of whether it should be determined in the next Congress to 
have it carried out. I submit that it can hardly be defended 
on that ground; otherwise every appropriation carried in all the 
appropriation acts should be for the service not only during 
the next year, but during the following year. 

There is no excuse and no explanation except perhaps one, 
and that is that there is such gross ignorance on the part of the 
administration about matters relating to the tariff that even 
though the country will not agree with the administration when 
the next election is held, it may be of some value to complete 





the education of some gentiemen which has already been initi- 
ated by the Congress, 

Somebody else may suggest some other explanation, but when 
he President is given $250,000 to employ persons to assist 
him to obtain information to enable him to perform his duties, 
and he selects gentlemen for that purpose, and they employ at 
least two men at a compensation of $500 a month for the pur- 
pose of informing them as to the meaning of the tariff law 
about which they are to furnish information to the President, 
it seems quite apparent to me that the so-called tariff-board 
system will not work out as some gentlemen had hoped. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, I not only believe 
that the board is illegal as at present constituted, because it 
violates the antiboard council provision enacted at the instance 
of the gentleman from Minnesota, but, as has been demon- 
strated, it is wholly worthless. I see the gentleman from Con- 
necticut is honoring me with his attention. Although this tariff 
board has been at work some months on the wood-pulp and 
print-paper schedule, is it not a fact that the Committee on 
Ways and Means was unable to obtain any information from 
it of any value? 


this is the situation: The administration and one branch of 
the legislative part of the Government in the next two years 
will be politically antagonizing the other branch of the legisla 
tive part of this Government. I hold this opinion. I believe 
that it is courtesy for the Democratic House of Representatives 
to give to the officials of the Republican administration such 
facilities as are necessary for them to carry out their views in 
accordance with previous legislation; and at the same time, I 
believe it is due to the Democratic House of Representatives 
that they should have a free hand in carrying out their view 
as to certain matters concerning which legislation must be had; 
and I have suggested once or twice before on this floor that I 
thought the Democratic Ways and Means’ Committee should 
come before Congress and ask that provision be made for such 
necessary expenses. I am opposed absolutely, from start to 
finish, to the tariff propositions which I think the gentleman 
advocates, and will advocate in the next two years, and yet I 
am ready to vote to give them such facilities as will be nec 
sary to carry out their ideas, believing that the whole country 
will choose between the respective policies and decide for legis 
lation in the future, and for many years in the future, after this 
experiment has been tried, in favor of the views that I hold 

Mr. SHERLEY, Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, 

Mr. SHERLEY. What would tlie 
Democratic colleagues if they acted upon the assumption that 
he would not vote as he has just stated he would? 

Mr. HILL. I do not know. I do not know that I quite 
derstand the gentleman's question. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman says that he, as a Republi- 
can, would always be willing to help to provide the Democrats 
with the facilities to carry out their theory. 

Mr. HILL. I think your party is entitled to that 

Mr. SHERLEY, What would the gentleman think of us if, 
because we did not believe that the gentleman would do what 
he said he would do, we should undertake by legislation te 


rentleman think « { his 


| handle the matter ourselves? 


Mr. HILL. Oh, I do not look at it in that way. 
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Mr. SHERLEY. But the Republican Party is undertaking to 
do things on the assumption that we will not do them. 

Mr. HILL. I think the administration, in maintaining its | 
political views, has just as much right to consideration as the | 
Democratic Party has in antagonizing them. 

Mr. SHERLEY, Undoubtedly; but here is the proposition: 


This Republican majority in this House is doing an unprece- | 
dented thing in making an appropriation for two years, on the 
theory that the next House being Democratic would not do 
something. 


Mr. HILL. I do not look at it in that way at all. 
Mr. TAWNEY. And I will say that we are also likely to do 
another unprecedented thing 


Mr. SHERLI Oh, I would not attempt to limit his party’s 
ability in that regard. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And that is that in the general deficiency ap- 
propriation bill there will be carried an item appropriating the 
amount which the chairman of the Democratic Committee on 
Ways and Means of the next House has asked for, for the pur- 
pose of enabling that committee to conduct its investigations. 


Mr. SHERLEY. 


That is not unprecedented in any sense. 


Mr. HILI I am in favor of both propositions. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Soam I. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 


Kentucky |[Mr. SHeritey] will allow me to make one suggestion 
before he proceeds to address the committee, as I suppose he 


] 


has the privilege of closing debate, I simply want to suggest, 
Mr. Chairman, that it is worth while to contrast conduct at 
times. A year ago when this appropriation bill was before this 


House that side of the Chamber voted practically solidly not to 
allow the President to make these investigations. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has not the result justified our action 
in what has been done in that regard? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But the gentleman from Kentucky 
resents the aspersion that that side of the House would vote 
against it next year, whereas they are on record only a year 
as practically solidly voting against this appropriation. 
Now, what is the Republican attitude? The Republican attitude 
that we want this money in the hands of these men au- 
thorized by the Payne law. We concede, however, that it is a 
partisan body, but we want the people to have full informa- 
tion, and so we put in the deficiency bill this year an appro- 
priation to enable the Democratic Ways and Meaus Committee 
of the next House to obtain their side of this question. In 
other words, our attitude has been the same from the begin- 
ning, of appropriating money for a tariff board to obtain in- 
formation, which we believe will be fair and impartial and 
which you might think will be partisan, and then we vote money 
for your agency to obtain information from your standpoint. 
But when the vote came in the House a year ago you said we 
should not have the money to make the investigation through 
the President of the United States and you did vote against it. 
\ few days ago, notwithstanding the unanimous report from 
the Committee on Ways and Means in favor of a tariff board, 

gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcerarp], the prospec- 
tive chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the next 
House, headed a fight and led nearly all the Members upon 
thet side of the House to follow him against the leader of the 
Democratic side of the House, in opposing any tariff board 
at ail. 

With this vote of a year ago against the appropriation, with 
this vote the other day against the existence of a tariff board, 
we hope we are not characterized as having unkindly feelings 
to the gentleman when we assume that if he gets a chance no 
money will be appropriated for this subject when they are in 
the majority. 


ago 


is 


Mr. FITZGERALD. But—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In a moment—we are willing to give 
the money, and we have put in the deficiency bill money to 
make the investigation from their standpoint, but as long as 


you have captured only one of the two Houses of Congress 

Mr. FITZGERALD. We did not have a chance at the other 
year, 

Mr. SMITH of Towa. All right; we will give you a 
and all you want before we get through. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. We will carry the whole works before 
we are through. 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. 


las 


chance 


When you carry the whole works you 


will be in full possession of the Government, and not until then. | 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. The gentleman is going to provide money for the Demo- 
cratic Committee on Ways and Means? 
Mir. SMITH of Iowa. With pleasure. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Thirteen or fourteen thousand dollars? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. All they asked, 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the administration takes this appro- 
priation, together with that made heretofore, $650,000, does 
not the gentleman think that is really an indication of the 
difference of intelligence on the tariff question between the two 


That is what was asked? 
Yes. 


sides of the House? [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratie side. | 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will say, in my judgment, the in- 


formation obtained by the gentleman’s committee will come 
high at the price proposed. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not nearly so high in proportion as we 
pay to educate that side. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to 
the gentleman one question, because he has asked me one. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. Well, I will answer. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I want to ask the gentleman, in view 
of his denunciation of this commission, in view of his vote a 
year ago, in view of his position on the Tariff Board at the 
time the bill was up at this session of Congress, if he does 
think we have good reason to believe that as chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations he will not advocate appropria- 
tions next year for a tariff board? I would be glad to have 


ask 


that answered. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Now, the gentleman, of course, is leny- 


ing Congress and can assume anything— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not assuming anything 

Mr. FITZGERALD (continuing). Or some things I am not 
in a position to do, but let me say this: If in the next session 
the President of the United States should submit an estimate 
for an appropriation to enable him to obtain information to 
perform any part of his public duties 

Mr. 


SMITH of Towa. And you pass upon what are his 
public duties 
Mr. FITZGERALD (continuing). And suggests as to the 


advisability of an appropriation, I should not feel justified in 
withholding from him moneys to enable him to perform those 
duties, 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Never since the foundation of the 
Republic, so far as I know, has the President ever submitted 


a formal estimate to Congress, and, therefore, the gentleman 
says he would do it if something that is never done is done. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will permit me, I move that all debate on this paragraph 
be closed in 10 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say I desire 
to make some remarks on this question and want at least 10 
minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then make it 15 minutes, and the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. SHEeRLEY] and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. UnpERwoop] can have 10, and we can have five on 
this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY] moves that debate close in 15 minutes, of which time the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHeritey] shall have five and the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpbEerwoop] 10. Is there ob 
jection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I said five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Smertey] and five minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoop] and five minutes on this side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have at least 
10 minutes, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 29708. An act to constitute Birmingham, in the State of 
Alabama, a subport of entry. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 31856) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 7031) to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr, Heyrsurn, Mr. SurHertanp, and Mr, CrLarKeE of 


Arkansas as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
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(S. 5482) to authorize the city of Seattle, Wash., to purchase 
certain lands for the protection of the source of its water 
supply. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 32341) to authorize the St. Paul 
Railway Promotion Co., a corporation, to construct a bridge 
across the Mississippi River near Nininger, Minn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution (H. Con. Res. 62) : 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President 
of the Senate be, and hereby are, directed to erase their signatures to 
the bill (H. R. 25081) for the relief of Helen S. Hogan, and that the 
said bill be reenrolled with the words “act of February 26” changed 
to “act of February 25.” 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move, then, that the debate at 
o'clock, with the understanding that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama have 10 minutes and the gentleman from Kentucky have 
5, and the balance of the time be used on this side. 

Mr. HARRISON. Reserving the right to object, I would ask 
the chairman of the committee if he will not amend his request 
for unanimous consent and allow me five minutes also? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

Mr. HARRISON. I object, then. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then I move that 
this paragraph at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman will save time to allow the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves 
that all debate on this paragraph close at 2 o’clock. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HARRISON. ° Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 57. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Srer- 
LEY] is recognized. The time for debate is limited to 2 o'clock. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It is sometimes well to review recent his- 
tory, and the most recent history of the Republican Party in 
this Congress is the repudiation of this board by the passage of 
a law to create another board to supersede it and by remarks of 
the leaders on that side in most severe arraignment and con- 
demnation of the present existing board. 

During the consideration of the reciprocity treaty Republican 
after Republican declared that this board had been absolutely 
useless; that it had failed to reply to requests for information ; 
and that no information had been obtained from it; and that so 
far as they could judge its work was without value to the 
country. 

I am willing to discount somewhat what they said. I know 
they were under great stress in finding such a division in their 
party; I realize that they were having trouble to keep their 
allegiance to their President and what they believe to be their 
allegiance to their party policies. 

I have no special criticism of this board. What I resent, and 
I believe every sincere man ought to resent, is the proposition 
that there shall be contained in this bill an appropriation cov- 
ering two years, and containing more than $150,000 more than 
the commission itself says it can use during the coming year. 
Why, this House, so far as it has taken any position, has by 
the passage of the recent act creating a new commission, as- 
sumed that the present commission will not be in existence even 
a year from now, let alone two years from now. 

And yet they come in now with an appropriation that under 
takes to make available more than $150,000 more than couid be 
properly used during the current year. I agree with the posi 
tion of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hirt]. I would 
hate service in this House upon any other conditions. I believe 
the present minority, as a majority, would deal as I believe the 
present majority would deal with the minority, in good faith. 
I do not believe that this House has a right to assume, and 
speaking for myself, as only I have a right to speak, I say the 
assumption is entirely unwarranted that the next Congress will 
refuse to give to the President of the United States what facili 
he may need to carry out his constitutional duties and 
obligations. 
create, of a new board, vou yourselves have signified that you 


close 


all debate be closed on 


ties 


do not believe the present commission will be in existence even | 


a year from now, and yet you ask us to vote $400,000 for two 
years, and, taking the statements of Republican leaders on that 
Side as to the value of this board, it is $400,000 wasted money. 
I ao not believe that. I believe the board is better than it 
ermdited with being by Republicans. But if we are to accept 


is 


9 | 


the statements made on the floor, if we are to use the rule of 
the gentleman from Iowa, then we shall stand committed to the 
proposition that the present commission is worthless, and that 
any appropriation of money for it is wasted. I would gladly 
vote for $250,000 for the commission for the ensuing year, or 
for all that it can properly use or would use, but I object to 
this attempt indirectly to tie the hands of the next House. I 
say it is an insult to the patriotism of that body and is not war- 
ranted by any facts in the previous history of the Government; 
and when partisan politics runs to that extreme, ft is, indeed, a 
sad situation for the country at large. [Applause.] 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, a year ago when this 
proposition was before the House, or a proposition similar to 
this, to make a blanket appropriation for a tariff board, to be 
appointed by the President without authority of law, I voted 


against it. 
mittee brought before this House a 
board by law, I voted for it. 

Now I desire to say to the House that my reason for voting 


Some months ago, when the Ways and Means Com 
bill to establish a tariff 


| against the one proposition and voting in favor of the other 


i was that 


| my judgment this House should not 


I say that by the creation, as far as this body can | 





I was opposed to this proposition a year ago—and 
I am equally opposed to it to-day—for the fundamental reason, 
based on foundation principles, that the Constitution of the 
United States vests the power to levy taxes in the Congress of 
the United States, and that no tariff can be constitutional that 
is not levied for the purpose of raising taxes, and therefore in 
only control the raising 
of revenue, but should absolutely control the instrumentality 
by which revenue bills are written. And I do not think that 
it is proper as a governmental question for us to appropriate 
money to enable the President of the United States to employ 
persons to advise the of the United States how 
enact tariff legislation. is what this proposition 
means, 

Now, I am free to say that I believe there is no committee 
of this House that needs information in reference to the subject 
matter on which it works or upon which it desires information 
more than the Committee on Ways and Means. I do not 
tirely agree as to the wisdom of the bill that I voted for 
a few months ago. I thought it was too expensive a proposi- 
tion. Sut I voted for it because it proposed to select certain 
experts to obtain information that would be under the control 
of this House. I would like very much now to see a permanent 
board of experts under the control of this House, who would 
hold their offices year in and year out, and gather information 
for the benefit of the Committee on Ways and Means. But I 
am absolutely opposed to the proposition now before the House. 
It gives to the President the power to the facts and 
coniumunicate to Congress only such of those facts as he desires 
to communicate. You know as well as I that if you have got 
“a grand piece of legislation here that depends on the accuracy 
and integrity of the facts presented to Congress 


Congress 


That 


to 


en- 


here 


assemble 


and ] lace the 
power to control the promulgation of those facts in the hands 
of the Executive, then, to a large extent, the Executive will 
have the power to control the legislation, and therefore I do not 
think it is an act of discourtesy to the President to vote down 
this appropriation, I do not think it is a question of not carry 
ing out an Executive function, because there is not one line of 
law in the statute books of the United States that authorizes 
this appropriation. The provision that was passed on the 
tariff bill that was enacted 18 months ago provided for the 
employment of certain persons for the purpose of advising tl 
President as to whether— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman f Alab i 
has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. ¢ 
nan, to continue for five minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [Aftera pa | The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HILL. Then you would not concur with your colleague 
from Kentucky in the view that it would be improper or dis 
courteous to vote down a further ay} ition a year from 
now ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not agree with him on that 
at all. 

Mr. HILL. I understood you to say that awhile ago 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think this proposition is fundament y 
wrong. 

Mr. PICKETT. The gentleman from Kentucky did not ‘ 
that he regarded this as coming within the official duties of the 
President, but he just made an application 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr. HILL. I am heartily in favor of giving the advocates of 
both views on the pending question all the money they need 


within the next two years to carry out their ideas and then 
the country decide, 


iet 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I say that this proposition is not 
a question for the country to decide. I say that the President 
of the United States has no authority to place his views before 
this Congress in the way of shaping tariff legislation, except in 


so far as he desires to advise us in an annual message to Con- | 


£TeSS, 


whether tariff legislation is needed or not. 
But I want to say this further: The gentleman has said that 


the Committee on Appropriations have offered this side of the | 


House such appropriations as were wanted for tariff investiga- 
tions. Well, that is not literally so. Assuming that there is 
going to be no extra session of Congress, a committee on this 
side of the House is charged with the responsibility of prepar- 
ing tariff legislation. Now, we do not ask you to take away the 
clerk of the committee who holds until December, or the statis 
tician of the committee who holds until December, or 
stenographic clerk of the committee who holds until December. 

All we have asked on the deficiency bill is that between now 
and December you provide us a sufficient appropriation to let 
us have a clerk to the committee, a statistician to the com- 
mittee, and a stenographic clerk to the committee to help us in 
our work. That has nothing to do with the proposition that 
is’ before this House. Of course, if we have an extra session 
of Congress, we can organize our committee, we can vote it 
what money we want. We are not asking you to give us any 
money for independent investigation. Under the law the Re- 
publican side of this House now controls the great committees 
of the House. The Democratic Party, which is charged with 
responsibility for the legislation of this House after the 4th 
of March, has directed this side of the House to go to work 
anal prepare bills that will save the time of this House after 
December. Instead of taking the time to write those bills 
after we come here then, and keeping you in a late session next 
year, they have directed us to prepare these bills during the 
vacation, and we merely ask the Appropriations Committee to 
provide us with the clerks that you yourselves have to-day. 
And I want to say to you that if you have any criticism on that 
proposition on that side of the House, strike it out and we will 
pay the expense out of our own pocket. 

Mr. HILL. I do not believe there is a man on this side who 
criticizes it. The only criticism is to say, Why do you not ask 
for all you want? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think that 
candid with the gentleman. 

Mr. HILL. Then there is no criticism on that side, if you 
have all you want. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We went into a very thorough investi- 
gation of this tariff question 18 months ago. The witnesses 


is all 


the | 








Mr. FITZGERALD. 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the first paragraph on page 2. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the President to continue, by the employment of account- 
ants and experts from official and pervess life, to more effectively inquire 
into the methods of transacting the public business of the Government 
in the several executive departments and other Government establish 
ments, with the view of inaugurating new or changing old methods of 
transacting such public business so as to attain greater efficiency and 
economy therein, and to ascertain and recommend to Congress what 
changes in law may be necessary to carry into effect such results of 
his inquiry as can not be carried into effect by Executive action alone, 
and for each and every purpose necessary hereunder, including the em- 
ployment of personal services at Washington, D. C., or elsewhere, 
$75,000. And a report hereunder shall be submitted to Congress at the 
first regular session of the Sixty-second Congress and not later than 
December 31, 1911, which said report shall set forth the progress made, 
the results attained. and such recommendations therein as may be 
deemed advisable. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 
paragraph just read on the ground that it is unauthorized and 
a change of existing law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman from Arkansas to 
reserve his point of order. 

Mr. MACON. I will reserve the point of order if the gen- 
tleman desires to debate it, but I was trying to save time by 
making instead of reserving it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, we appropriated $100,000 
for the present fiscal year, and I was of the opinion that that 
should complete the work and that no further appropriation 
would be justified. On the explanation given before the com- 
mittee I believe that unless this money be appropriated that the 
money heretofore expended will be wasted. I believe that the 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


| result of the investigation now being made will undoubtedly 


we do want, to be | 


that appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means then | 


were impartially examined on both sides. If we should go into 
any further hearings, I do not know that we would develop 
any further light on the question now, because the testimony 
before us is only 18 months old. On that testimony, when the 
Payne tariff bill was written, a revenue tariff bill could have 
been written as well as the Payne tariff bill. We simply pro- 
pose to take that testimony and the statistics and evidence that 
were before you gentlemen when you wrote the Payne tariff 
bill, and write a tariff bill in accordance with our principles. 

Now, I do not want to ask of this Congress the expenditure 
of a dollar of public money unnecessarily, and I do not think 
we are doing so when we ask merely that we may organize the 
personnel of our committee. When we ask to organize it to- 
day instead of next December, I do not think that has anything 
in the world to do with this appropriation. I am opposed to 
this appropriation now. I was last year, and I would be next 
year, because I feel that it is fundamentally wrong. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman 
expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


has again 


Mr. Chairman, the remark of the prospec- 


tive leader of the majority in the Sixty-second Congress are a | poard provided for in the legislative bill making the same kind 


sufficient justification for the recommendation of the Commit- 


tee on Appropriations in appropriating $400,000, or the amount | 


necessary to enable the President of the United States to con- 
tinue the investigation into tariff matters during the remainder 
of his administration. I do not intend to occupy any time in 
discussing the necessity for this, because the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNpErwoop] has conclusively shown that neces- 
sity by the statement that under no circumstances would he 


now, or in the next Congress, favor an appropriation to enable | appropriation will complete the work? 


the President to make this investigation. I therefore call for 


a vote. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 


GERALD}. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
IFirzGeERALD) there were—ayes 51, noes 8&1, 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected, 


be of great benefit to the Government. This is the situation 
and what is being done. There is an entire lack of standardiza- 
tion in the requisitions, supplies, and services for the Govern- 
ment service. An attempt is being made, first, to enable every 
department and bureau of the Government to be in a position 
to state what its available balances are; secondly, to enable 
some one to ascertain from mere inspection of vouchers whether 
articles purchased have been purchased and paid for at a rea- 
sonable price; thirdly, to have some uniform system of pur 
chase and some uniform method by which all of the various 
branches of the Government will pay the same price for the 
same articles under similar conditions. 

I was convinced, although I approached the subject somewhat 
prejudiced against this appropriation, that the continuation of 
the investigation really would result in a vast improvement in 
the departmental service. I will suggest to the gentleman from 
Arkansas that, in my opinion, it will be of great advantage to 
us to have the work completed by the time the next regular 


| session of Congress convenes. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. 
pay for itself? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do. At the outset I was under the 
impression that it was ill-advised, but they have got to the 


Does the gentleman feel that it will 


| point where, unless this appropriation is made, the expenditure 





of the $100,000 already made will have been wasted. The 
groundwork established is such that valuable information and 
some economies will be effected which will be impossible unless 
this appropriation is made. 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. How much money has 


| hitherto been spent? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. $100,000. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Is there an additional 
of investigation? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The appropriation for investigating and 
effecting economies in the Treasury Department did result in a 
substantial reduction of appropriations to the service this year, 
and it was the work undertaken in that department last year 
that finally induced this side of the House to permit the appro- 
priation to be made for this year. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman believe that this 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not sure that it will. It is difficult 
to say; but I believe from information given to the committee 
that the money will be well expended and furnish the next 
Congress information that will be of great value if an attempt 
is made to thoroughly investigate the public service of the 
various departments. 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. As the gentleman {s con- 


vinced of the wisdom of providing for this board, what does he 
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think about having a different board investigating the same | thought that a point of order ought to be made against this 


question in one department? paragraph so as to stop this worthless expenditure, something 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, we would | out of which nothing has as yet come, in order thnt we may ¢ 


like to know what is going on over on the other side; we can not | rid of this one instrumentality of the Government which, in 1 

hear a word. judgment, has afforded no relief to the Government anywhere 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. It would not influence the | or in any way. 

entleman if he did. Mr. Chairman, I insist that there is no v author r this 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. appropriation; it is simply a para; F 
Mr. KENDALL. The committee is in order, but the gentle- | propriation bill which, as the Chair is w ire, does 

iman from South Carolina does not speak above a whisper. warrant a continuance of an appropriation of this kind 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, what I The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle n has ¢ 

am saying is there is a provision in this bill making an appro- | Does the gentleman insist upon the point of order? 

priation for some business men to show the executive depart Mr. MACON. I do. 

ment how to do business. I asked the gentleman from New The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the } t of ord 
rk scems to be convinced that this is a wise provision, the Clerk will read. 

f this board is provided to investigate all the departments, The Clerk read as follows: 

what he thought about having a separate board to examine into 

the Treasury Department alone. We have in the le; 









lative bill passage of this act, of offices at Washington, D. ¢ 
in appro] riation of $75,000 to pay some business men to teacl ing expenses, > r the or al of all ? 
; ; . . - ma xpenses of the nternational t < 

the Treasury Department how to do business. Now, I think {> ' 





P } | ted St 3 1G 
this one board ought to examine all of the departments, because en ' 3 b t } 1s 
if it is valuable, as the gentleman from New York seems to Cana tere poy 
think it is, the work ought to be uniform. os th: : r o 1911: Provided 

Mr. FPTZGERALD. But the persons employed under this © salari f the mem d mission on t t of t l 
authorization are not confining themselves to any particular — ; hall e fixed by the Pr ident, and ae SS See 
department, but are trying to standardize methods in all of the jnade the direction of th. pecrenees of State: tl 
departments ny ber t eof s have power to admin ths and t t 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. evidence on oath whenever deemed necessa as 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unank | ye eee he ntinah ta enmanah the attendant € witt 





ab diy mise 1} . > oO t} } } x 

mous consent that it be exten led for two minutes. ae —* zs } rc ; t = 4 : . n l : p 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? necessary by applicat to ul reuit court of t United St 
There was no objection. the « ares s z i a i ! ae Be 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I want to inquire if this [na appropriate for ‘purpose. 

board will make them buy at the same price. I have had one 


: ° % y Mir ‘hy “mal ike a wint « order aga =f 
or two instances where one dey irtment bought the same kind Mr. MACON. Ir. Chairn 3 I } . [" I cael 
of goods much cheaper than another department that paragraph, or I will reserve it 

cl leaper than anothe ‘partie a a 7 : 

iT AVN IY +) re ae Mr "NE Mr. Chairmat vill say to the gentl 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from New York . ir. rAW NEY. Mr. " | - : 
} at is ¢ , nvetainan tn, +1 es : that that is not subject to the point of orde . 
that that is cured by a provision in the sundry civil appropria Mr. MACON. The | in | i bject to tl 
. - » ‘i i : 7 : ‘ i . © langenage j ere makes it subject ft Cii¢ 
tion bill for 1909, which authorizes the creation of this pur ‘ > a , N. The language in het 
hacinge ) . Prerel . } moimnt o©r order. 
chasing board. Purchases are no longer made under » ol I F ain mean ‘ . ] 
areata le under the old Mr. TAWNEY. This is authorized by a treaty that w 

Mr. MICHAEL FE. DRISCOLL. But this is since 1909, re *PPTeved and promul 


was only last year, and one department bought very much a anternA tion _ oo : ‘ 

cheaper than another. cram os om oe SEM be oe the BD — ne 
Mr. TAWNEY. Miscellaneous supplies? the United state Ss respectil the use f bow c i! VN oere 4 t 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL, Typewriters. treaty esp ‘ially obligates the Go ment of the United Stat 


‘ 
, 
I 








Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin Of the same kind? to pay its sh: re of the joint ex] ‘ tl mi ssi ! It 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Yes, sir. . also obligates itself to secure the enactment of such legis 
Mr: TAWNSY. ‘Mr. Chairman, if the gentiomen from Arkan- | *% © S<ce™™ty to enatie the Comme ee eee 
sas is going to make the point of order against this provision I | eee ens coer ene een on tt me ee the Tnitod 
wish he would make it. In my judgment it is not subject to q | MUNI Seh oats, | nd to app y to tine une = 
point of order. 7 Stal for the p rpose of obtaining | ocess in order to ¢ 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I am entitled to a word or two | “Ze #ttendan = Coe rhe i ee : 
in reply to the gentleman from New York. I have never under. 7°” ee ee eficsciogs ob oh 
stood it was wise to send a good dollar out in search of a bad d the Un d s : Srowing ot és ~_ a 
one, and I do not believe it is wise in this instance to send by = cl oru ats Coun es, b ;, : : 
75.000 good dollars out in search of the 100,000 bad dollars, so ae 1 cteenvesnenagges Ih teegl a t = a 
far as their further usefulness to the Government is concerned. |, rT a — = ry = ee ee See a : 
which we appropriated for this purpose one year ago. Those the United States to do the things w - 
lollars are gone from the Government forever, so far as that °°“ ; 
oes, and, therefore, they are worthless things in connectio Mr. DALZELL. I desire to ask the gent = toe 
vith the Government; but these 75,000 dollars vet belong to {rSt time this has been appropriated for. 7 
the Government, and I can not see any reason why we should Mr. TAWNEY. No; the last sundry civil | rried $75,000 
nd 75,000 good dollars out in search of 100,000 lost ones for the same purpose 
Unless my information is bad, Mr. Chairman, the board that Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL, I y of tl 
has been conducting this examination was comprised of the Mr. TAWNEY. No; not specifically rl 
heads of bureaus in this city, and the result of their work has ©™ploy counsel or necessary employe: 
ever been reported to Congress officially, though the paragraph Mr. STAFFORD. Wi the gent 
arried in the bill a year ago provided that the appropriation this appropriation should be carried 
was made for the purpose of enabling the President to make » | not in the diplomatic and consular appro] 
‘commendation to Congress in regard to this matter. No offi Mr. TAWNEY. Well. tl dij 
al recommendation has ever been made, notwithstanding the | priation bill carries appropriatio Lo ( i 
expenditure of the $100,000. sular service and rvices outs 


As I said a moment ago, I am advised that the heads of the United States or outside of the ter of t United Stat 
bureaus conducted this investigation, and as a result of that it We have a number of joint comm We h how 
t t! 


was urged upon the floor of this House that each and every Commission that was created under a tr and ap] 


member of that board should have his salary increased in gq under a treaty, me two years a I tl 
certain appropriation bill that was pending before the House. jues 1 of the diversion and use of the wate the St. J l 


Therefore the House will understand that in addition to ex- River, which is a bounda ine betwe M nd 
pend 


ing the money for a commission or a board to make these Scot We have ;: o another com : ti 
investigations we are asked to increase the salaries of those and the work will be, I think, completed in t 
officials to whom we are paying salaries to discharge their ing the boundary between Canada and tl Ls 


duties—to increase their salary as a reward for that investiga- the Lakes, called the boundary commission 
tion. I can not believe that it is right to the American people Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Has this ever been | 
; , 


to pursue a policy of that kind. Feeling that way about it, I | The Hague tribunal—this question of the b 
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Mr. TAWNEY. No. I will say there are a great many im- 


portant quesiions now pending in the State Department over 
all our boundary waters between Canada and the United 
States—the Milk River proposition, which Members may be ac- 
quainted with, and the Rainy River proposition. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I will say the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill, which we passed day before yester- 
day, carried an appropriation of $100,000 for ascertaining the 
boundary line between the United States and Canada. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. MACON. Now, why should not this take in water boun- 
daries as well as land? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; that was an appropriation 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The gentleman is mistaken 
about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman may 
have further time if he wants it. I ask that he may have time 
to complete his statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. This is an entirely different 
project, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. MACON. I did not say it was not different, but I said 
it was for the purpose of determining the boundary between the 
United States and Canada. 

Mr. TAWNEY.,. A survey of the boundary has already been 
agreed upon between England and the United States, and there 
is a provision for Alaska 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. No; the gentleman is mistaken. 
That is another proposition. It is the boundary line between 
the United States and Canada. It consists of two parts—the 
western part, from Duluth west, and the other from the Great 
Lakes eastwardly to the St. John River. As I think I explained 
to the gentleman when we had under consideration the diplo- 
matic and consular bill, that work will be completed in about a 
year; that is, we hope that the present appropriation of $95,000 
will complete it. The item was carried in the diplomatic appro- 
priation bill for this work. In addition, the bill carried an item 
providing for the marking of the dividing line between the 
United States and Alaska—— 

Mr. MACON. Seventy-five thousand dollars, I believe, was 
carried for that purpose. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. At least $75,000; but I think it 
was $100,000. 

Mr. MACON, I thought it was $75,000, 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Those two things are entirely 
separate from the commission provided for in this item. 

Mr. MACON. I understand that, but I was asking the ques- 
tion, why would that not include the waters? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The gentleman was entirely 
within his right. I wanted to explain, so that there would be 
no misunderstanding. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas 
that the jurisdiction of these two commissions is entirely 
different. 

Mr. MACON, gut that is the trouble. We are getting so 
many commissions that they duplicate the work. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This commission is already authorized. It 
is in the nature of a judicial tribunal for the purpose of 
settling the questions involved or the legal rights of citizens 
of Canada or citizens of the United States in regard to the 
use of waters that bound the two countries. It has no relation 
whatever to the work of ascertaining the boundary, but it is a 
judicial investigation that this commission must make for the 
purpose of determining the rigits of citizens of the two coun- 
tries. That question is necessarily involved when you come to 
determine whether the citizens of Montana, for example, shall 
have a right to use all of the water of Milk River that flows 
from Canada into Montana and back into Canada. 

Mr. MACON. Now, if the line between the two countries, 
the United States and Canada, is ascertained, would not that 
settle this matter? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; not at all. It does not involve the 
question of the boundary. It involves the question of the 
rights of citizens of the two countries growing out of the use 
of boundary waters. It does not involve the boundary question 
at all. This question is for the ascertainment, first, of the 
facts as to the effect of the use of water by the citizens of one 
country upon the rights of the citizens of the other country. 
And after ascertaining the facts, the commission judicially de- 
termines the law governing it, the rights of the respective 
parties in the two countries; and their determination is just 
as final under the treaty referred to in this paragraph as the 








determination of the highest judicial tribunal in either country. 
There are a great many important questions growing out of the 
use of water in connection with Niagara River; also the St. 
Lawrence River, and the St. John River—controversies pbe- 
tween citizens of two countries. This does not relate at all to 
fixing the boundary or to the ascertainment of the boundary. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr, 
TAWNEY] yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman inform the committee 
upon whose recommendation this item was included in the 
sundry civil bill? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I will answer that if the gentle- 
man will permit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Macon] has expired. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I ask unanimous consent for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MACON. I did not know that I had any time. I thought 
I was using the time of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr, 
TAWNEY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Fos- 
TER] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I would like to say to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] that, as I explained the 
other day when the diplomatic and consular bill was up, this 
matter was not taken up by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
at the last session and incorporated in the annual appropriation 
bill because the bill had been reported out of the committee be- 
fore the matter came up. Thereupon the matter was taken up 
by the committee, and a separate bill was reported out, and 
placed on the calendar, involving this very proposition. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to correct a misstatement of the 
gentleman. The gentleman the other day stated, and he repeats 
it again, that this matter was not included in the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill, because it had not been re- 
ported. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Because what had not been re- 
ported? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Because it had not been reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. I wish to call his attention to 
the calendar of to-day 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The gentleman misunderstands 
me. I said we did not include it in our appropriation bill last 
year, because the annual appropriation bill was reported out 
of the committee before this matter came to our attention. 
Thereupon, and I repeat what I said before, the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs reported out a separate bill to cover it. We 
failed to get that through at the last session of Congress. Some 
weeks ago I tried to get the bill up by unanimous consent and 
failed. The calendar was so congested that there seemed to be 
grave doubt as to whether we would be able to get a hearing 
on that bill at this session of Congress, and it was for that 
reason that the friends of the proposition, who feel that it is 
the absolute duty of the Government to secure this legislation 
before adjournment on the 4th of March next, suggested that 
the legislation be carried in this bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. My attention was called to the matter—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state further that the State Depart- 
ment had sent to Congress a supplemental estimate when this 
bill was in process of preparation in committee, requesting that 
this item be carried in the bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. My attention was called to the matter 
some weeks ago, when the bill was on the Unanimous Consent 
Calendar, and I gave it some consideration at that time. I 
believe it is necessary, and I shall not object to the incorpora- 
tion of this amendment in this bill. 

Mr. MACON. Does the gentleman from Minnesota say that 
$75,000 will be sufficient to complete this work? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas 
that it is difficult to determine when this work will be com- 
pleted. The commission will be permanent in character, and it 
will have before it for consideration all questions arising out 
of the use of the boundary water by the people of Canada and 
of the United States. Of course the work of the commission 
will not cease with the expenditure of this particular appro- 
priation. There are pending at the present time in the State 
Department a great many important questions growing out of 
the use of water, questions affecting the rights of citizens in 
both countries, and the settlement of those questions is what 
the commission was created for. As soon as the work of the 
commission is completed, then of course the life of the commis- 
sion will cease. 
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Mr. MACON. I will say to the gentleman that I am not 
opposed to the prosecution of this particular work, but I think 
there should’ be some limitation placed on commissions of this 
kind. The gentleman knows that we are burdened with numer 
ous commissions of this kind now, and if they are to be pro- 
vided for in appropriation bills there is no telling to what ex- 
treme they will go. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The necessity for this commission arises 
out of the constant conflicts which occur between our citizens 
and the citizens of Canada, and the treaty was negotiated in 
order to provide a method of adjusting those differences. If 
hereafter an attempt is made to irrigate the lands on the north- 
ern border by the use of some stream coming down from 
Canada, new questions of controversy will probably arise, and 
my idea is that this is likely to establish a permanent court 
for the purpose of settling such disputes between the two 
countries. 

Mr. MACON. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas withdraws 
the point of order. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order, 
in order to obtain some information on this subject. I want 
to know how many of these commissioners there are, how much 
compensation is paid to each commissioner, how long their term 
’ service is to be, and what they have jurisdiction over. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that there are three commissioners on the part of the Unitec 

States and three on the part of Canada. They have not been 
appointed yet, because the treaty was not completed until last 
May. Their term of office is not fixed by the treaty, nor is 
their compensation fixed by the treaty. Under this provision 
the compensation to the United States commissioners will un- 
doubtedly be the same as the compensation of the Canadian 
commissioners. 

Mr. MADDEN. Then I would like to know how the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations reached the conclusion that $75,000 
v necessary. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was the estimate of the State Depart- 
ment two years ago, when we appropriated $75,000. It is again 
the estimate of the State Department as to the amount that will 
be required. 

Mr. MADDEN. Has the gentleman from Minnesota any in- 
formation in his possession, or any information that he cares 
to give to the House, showing the items that make up the 
S75. (4)? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The committee has not the information in 
detail. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is a new service, it should be re- 
membered. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it is a new service. The questions that 
this commission will have final jurisdiction over, as I said to 
the gentleman from Arkansas, are questions involving the rights 
of citizens of Canada and of the United States respecting the 
use of boundary waters, questions which include sanitation and 
the use of water for domestic purposes, and also for power pur- 
poses. Those are the three specific uses of boundary waters 
over which this commission is, by the treaty, given final and 
conclusive jurisdiction. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as there is nobody 
connected with the committee that reported the appropriation 
who knows anything at all about the reasons why the appro- 

riation of $75,000 was made— 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman suspend a moment? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; I have the floor. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me say further in reply to the gentleman 
from Illinois that in the investigation and determination of 


+7 


ot 


se questions—— 

Mr. MADDEN. Let me state what I was going to say. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to answer the gentleman’s question. 
Mr. MADDEN. I have not asked a question. 


Mr. TAWNEY. In the determination of these questions, of | 


course it will be necessary for the commission to employ engi- 
neers, There will have to be surveying for the purpose of de- 
ning various questions. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Has any part of the appro 
priation carried by the current law been expended? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. So there will be $150,000. 





ir. TAWNEY. The commission has not been appointed. 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Then why do you want to 


appropriate this $75,000? 
Mr. MADDEN. I started out to say that inasmuch as no 


gentleman on the Appropriations Committee is able to give in- | 
formation, or if he has it is willing to divulge it, which will 
enable Members of the House to act intelligently upon the ques- 
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tion of appropriating this $75,000, I mal the | it of ler 
against the paragraph. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the ¢ \ 
for a moment. 
Mr. MADDEN. No; I make the } - ord 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The g man | l as t. 
I wish he would withhold his e} I 
Mr. Chairman, I should like to be d o1 eC] 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair w hear the gentle 
the point of order. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Ch 
cuss the rule I wish to say this: The t he ge 
from Illinois [Mr. Mappren] is wh ‘air i 
the committee. There are certain Ww sel ‘ | | 
under authority of law for which nobody is : to ¢g J 
definite infermation as to the amount r¢ red r the 
| The gentleman from Illinois supported : appl 
$250,000 in this bill for the creation of fl 
about which there was less information th: l 
particular item. 
The treaty defines the duties of this commis n. It 
possible to fix the compensation of the commissioners a 
ime, because it is desired, as far as possible, to have the com 
pensation adjusted to correspond with the compensation ¢ 1e 
commissioners who will represent the Dominion of C a 
Until they organize it is impossible to ascertain the ext of 
the work that will devolve upon them or to determine when it 


will be necessary for them to meet or how many hearings it 


will be necessary for them to have, what witnesses must be 
called, or other proceedings had. With this situation cor 
ing a committee of the House, nothing other than a mere ss 


can be made regarding the amount of money that will be re 
quired. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Map 
DEN] supported the appropriation for the tariff commissi for 
the present year, and the commission will! not be able to « 1] 
over about $150,000 of the $250,000 for which the gent! 
voted. There was absolutely no information about that 
last year, not even an estimate, as there is for this. ] 
not criticize the committee for doing in this instance 
suited his purpose when it was perhaps to the benefit 
own party. This is not political. 

Mr. MADDEN. There is no politics in it with me 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. We appropriated $75.00 


last year and put it into the current law \s none of tl 

been expended, why do you appropriate $75,000 more in addition 

to the $75,000 carried over? That means a total of $15 ) 

whereas last year you estimated that $75,000 a year was a at 
| was necessary. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Not this commitice. This m 

mittee did not do any estimating. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. This committee had nothing to d th 
it until this year. It simply has followed the suggestion of the 


State Department. This is not a political service. 1] 
body to do political work, to advance the interests of any 
ical party. This is to establish a body to adjust the ric] 


the citizens of the two countries, and we are under ob 

to furnish the means by which the treaty can be carried I 
submit that an appropriation to carry on work provided 
done under a treaty is work authorized by law, and is in order 


| on an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. Does 
gentleman from Illinois insist on his point of order? 
Mr. MADDEN. I insist on the point of orde 

The CHAIRMAN. The proviso is clearly | 
| Chair therefore sustains the point of orde 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer n l 
ment the language, excluding t 

The CHAIRMAN. The ¢ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


he nr 
e pl 














For salaries and expenses, including ren ] 
passage of this act, of off at W: ngton, D. C., 1 
eling expenses, and for the one-half « all r n 1 
| joint expenses of the International Joint (: ) i 
the terms of the treaty between the United Stat nd G 
concerning the use of boundary waters |! it Ur 1 
Canada, and other purpo 1ed Janua 11 1 
| gether with the balance unexpended July 1, 1911, « 


| made for said Joint Commission for the fiscal year 1] ! 

| Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of 
| against that also. 

| “The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear th 

Illinois on the point of order. 
| 





Mr. MADDEN. It seems to me that if tl] stricke 
s legislation, this is surely legislati« | 


j ‘ 
tion between the two propositions; they are exactly alike. I 
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the one is subject to a point of order, the other is. In addition 
to the $75,000 appropriated, or proposed to be appropriated in 
the original proposition stricken out on the point of order, the 
sugeestion of the gentleman from Iowa makes $75,000 more 
available, giving $150,000, 

Mr. SHERLEY. That does not go to the question of the 
point of order, Mr. Chairman, but is on the merits of the propo- 
sition. I object to the gentleman from Illinois debating the 
merits of the proposition. 

Mr. MADDEN, The gentleman from Kentucky is technical 
about it—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman from*Kentucky is not frac- 
tious; he is observing the rules of the House. 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman from Kentucky is anxious to 
debate questions in the way he wants to, and he need not be so 
technical when other gentlemen on the floor have something to 
say about questions as they arise. I make the point of order 
against the proposition, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, speaking to the point of 
order, a treaty is as much a law of the land as a statute, and 
the treaty clearly authorizes the appropriation here, because the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa clearly limits 
the appropriation by carrying out the terms of the treaty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky if the treaty authorizes the appropriation proposed 
in this item. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The treaty authorizes the appointment of 
commissioners, three on the part of the United States and 
three on the part of the United Kingdom, and defines their 
duties. Manifestly it is in order to appropriate money for the 
cominissioners authorized by the treaty to carry out the duties 
imposed upon them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The treaty itself provides how the com- 
missioners shall meet and organize, and provides for the ap- 
pointment of engineers, clerks, and so forth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined the treaty, and 
without taking the time to read the provisions of the treaty, 
will have them inserted in the Recorp. The Chair is of the 
opinion that the provisions of the treaty authorize the expendi- 
ture proposed in the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa, and the Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

The paragraphs in the treaty are as follows: 

Art. VII. The high contracting parties agree to establish and main- 
tain an international joint commission of the United States and Can- 
ada, composed of six commissioners, three on the part of the United 
States appointed by the President thereof, and three on the part of 
the United Kingdom appointed by His Majesty on the recommendation 
of the governor in council of the Dominion of Canada. 

Arr. XII. The international joint commission shall meet and organ- 
ize at Washington promptly after the members thereof are appointed, 
and when organized the commission may fix such times and places for 
its meetings as may be necessary, subject at all times to special call 
or direction by the two Governments. Each commissioner, upon the 
first joint meeting of the commission after his appointment, shall, 
befcre proceeding with the work of the commission, make and sub- 
scribe a solemn declaration in writing that he will faithfully and 
impartially perform the duties imposed upon him under this treaty, 
and such declaration shall be entered on the records of the proceed- 
ings of the commission. 

The United States and Canadian sections of the commission may 
each appoint a secretary, and these shall act as joint secretaries of 
the commission at its joint sessions, and the commission may em- 
ploy engineers and clerical assistants from time to time as it may 
deem advisable. The salaries and personal expenses of the commis- 
sion and of the secretaries shall be paid by their respective Govern- 
ments, and all reasonable and necessary joint expenses of the com- 
mission, incurred by it, shall be paid in equal moieties by the high 
contracting parties. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Abbeville, S. C., post office: For a site and continuation of the erec- 
tion of building under present limit, $10,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in printing the bill there 
have been a number of omissions and errors. The Supervising 
Architect is now comparing the print with his original esti- 
mates, and will send a corrected list to the committee. I ask 
unanimous consent to pass over the reading of the public- 
buildings items until a later time, when the Supervising Archi- 
tect will have his list ready. I ask unanimous consent to pass 
over without reading items up to line 15, on page 61. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, reserving the 
right to object, I want to ask the gentleman a question. I 
notice that the bill carries appropriations for beginning the 
construction of a good many buildings, but it omits some. Can 
the gentleman explain why all are not included? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that there is no appropriation for 
the construction in this bill under authorizations carried in 
the public-buildings bill passed at the last session of Congress. 
The estimates, as submitted under the authorization of the bill 
of 1910, included estimates only for thesamount necessary to 
purchase the site, and where the site and building are author- 
ized 20 per cent of the authorization is estimated for in every 
case for the site. 








Mr, RUCKER of Missouri. There is nothing in this bill for 
the buildings authorized this last year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not under the act of 1910 for construc tion, 
with three exceptions. Two exceptions are in cases where the 
building authorized is located in the capital of a State—one in 
Texas and the other in Washington—and the other exception 
is at Gettysburg, Pa., which the department estimated could be 
completed before the fiftieth anniversary celebration of the 
Battle of Gettysburg. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota to pass over the items referred to 
without prejudice? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, reserving the 
right to object, I desire to ask the gentleman another question. 
Will there be any appropriations carried in another bill to be 
reported by the gentleman’s committee for buildings authorized 
in 1910? 

Mr, TAWNEY. Not at this session, because no estimate has 
been submitted, and no estimate will be submitted, and if an 
estimate were submitted and if appropriations were made, the 
money would simply lie idle until the fiscal year 1913, because 
the department has estimated for all the money that the de 
partment can expend on authorizations in the construction of 
buildings that are now authorized and for which plans and 
specifications have been or are being prepared. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Those are buildings authorized 
prior to the act of 1910? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; buildings authorized prior to the act of 
1910 will go on. The appropriations are made for them. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I was about to ask the gen 
tleman a question, but I think the gentleman from Minnesota 
has substantially answered the question I desired to ask him 
My understanding was that in cases of authorizations made in 
the last public-building bill for which this bill does not carry 
appropriations the reason is that it is esteemed impossible for 
the department to reach that work before another Congress 
convenes? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is exactly it. 

Mr. ADAMSON. And therefore no estimates were sent in? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it would be bad policy to segregate from 
the revenues of the fiscal year 1912 money on account of appro- 
priations that could not be expended until 1913. 

Mr. ADAMSON. In other words, you are appropriating in 
this bill all of the money for all the work the department 


}can do? 


Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; and we are treating every man in tli 
House who has an authorization on an equal footing, except in 


- 


the three cases that I have named, and have given the reasons 


| for the exceptions. The reason I want this unanimous consent 
le : * ¢ . . 
is that if we reach these provisions when I get the revised lists 


from the Supervising Architect, we will have to return and cor- 
rect them. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, reserving the 
right to object, is it the understanding of the chairman of the 
committee that these appropriations for public buildings cover 
all the buildings authorized by the bili of 1908? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; all the money they can expend in thie 
next fiscal year on the 1908 authorization. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Does it cover the authoriza- 
tions for buildings, the sites of which were provided in the 1908 
bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; the bill authorized in 1908. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Provided they are ready? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

General expenses of public buildings: To enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to execute and give effect to the provisions of section 6 of the 


act of May 30, 1908 (35 Stat., p. 537, pt. 1): For additional salary of 
$1,000 for the Supervising Architect of the Treasury for the fiscal 


| year 1912, and for compensation of skilled draftsmen, civil engineers, 


computers, and such other services as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may deem necessary and specially order, to be employed only in the 
office of the Supervising Architect exclusively to carry into effect public 
building legislation, including the administrative work in connection 
with the annual appropriations under the control of the Supervising 
Architect's office: Provided, That the expenditures on this account for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, shall not exceed $400,000; for 
compensation of supervising superintendents, superintendents, and 
junior superintendents of construction, inspectors of public buildings, 
and inspectors of mechanical and electrical engineering, in connection 
with the erection and inspection of work on public buildings, at rates of 
compensation to be determined by the Secretary of the Treasury, but in 
no case exceeding $8 per day, Sundays included : Provided, That the ex- 
penditures on this account for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, 
shall not exceed $240,000; for compensation of mechanical labor force. 
including carpenters, plumbers, machinists, and such other services as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may deem necessary and specially order, 
including the compensation of superintendents and assistant superin- 
tendents of repairs, engaged in work incident to repair of buildings, 
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mechanical equipment, and vaults, safes, and locks, at such rates of com 
pensation as may be determined by the Secretary of the Treasury, but 
in no case to exceed for any one person the rates current for similar 
services at the time and in the place where such services are performed : 
Provided, That the expenditures on this account for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1912, shall not exceed $80,000; for expenses of super 
intendence, including traveling expenses of building and furniture in 
spectors and other officers and employees, on duty or detailed in con 
nection with work on public buildings and the furnishing and equipment 
thereof, under orders from the Treasury Department, office rent, and 
expenses incident thereto, for superintendents, including temporary 
stenographic and other assistance incident to the preparation of reports 
and the care of public property, and so forth; for commissions to dis 
bursing agents in accordance with law for cost of advertising; for office 
supplies, including drafting materials, specially prepared paper, type 
writing machines and exchange of same, and furniture, carpets, and 
office equipment, stationery, telephone service, and such other articles 
and supplies as the Secretary of the Treasury may deem necessary 
and specially order or approve for the use of the office of the Super 
vising Architect, not including heat, light, janitor service, awnings, 
curtains, or any expenses for the general maintenance of the Treasury 
building, but including not exceeding $1,500 for books of reference, 
technical periodicals and journals, subscriptions to which may be paid 
in advance, and ulso for contingencies of every kind and character, 
including compensation and expenses of judges to select plans, care of 
sites acquired for public buildings, commissions to architects under the 
provisions of the act approved February 20, 1893, traveling expenses 
of site agents, recording deeds and other evidences of title, telephone 
service at completed public buildings for use of custodians, photographic 


instruments, chemicals, plates, and photographic materials, and such 
other minor and incidental expenses not enumerated, connected solely 
with work on public buildings and the acquisition of sites, and the 


administrative work connected with the annual appropriations under 
the Supervising Architect's office, as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
deem necessary and specially order or approve, but not including sur- 
veys, plaster models, progress photographs, test pit borings, or mill 
and shop inspections; in all, for the foregoing objects for general ex- 
penses of public buildings, $800,000, 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
upon the paragraph for the purpose of asking the chairman of 
the committee a question. On line 22, page 63, there is a pro- 
vision for an additional salary of $1,000 to the Supervising 
Architect for the fiscal year 1912. Is that authorized under 
existing law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


act, 
Mr. MACON. But not authorized by law? 
Mr. TAWNEY. It was held in order a year ago as being 


authorized. 

Mr. MACON, I think not. I think it went out on the point 
of order and, perhaps, was put in in the Senate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My recollection is that the Chair held it in 
order. I may be mistaken. 

Mr. MACON. I think just the other way. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I know the gentleman made the point 
order against it, but I think it was not sustained. 

Mr. MACON. I think it was sustained because unauthorized 
by existing law. 


of 


Mr. TAWNEY. This is the same amount as carried in the 
current appropriation act. The Supervising Architect of the 


Treasury Department has more responsibility and more work 
now than he has ever had, and he has under his jurisdiction now 
disbursements of over twenty-one millions of dollars. 


Mr. MACON. I will let it go for one year. I withdraw the 
point of order, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter all disbursements of money appropriated for the con- 
struction of public buildings under the control of the Treasury Depart- 


ment shall be made by the Treasury Department at Washington, Dis 
trict of Columbia, except in cases of public buildings located so remote 
from the seat of government as to occasion hardship by undue delay 
in making payments to contractors; in every such exceptional the 


case 


Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, require the collector | 


of customs at or nearest the place where such building is being con- 
structed to make the disbursement, as provided in section 1765 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, but in such exceptional cases no 
additional compensation shall be paid to any collector of customs for 
disbursements made hereunder; and hereafter no compensation or com- 
missions shall be allowed for the disbursement of any appropriation for 
the construction, extension, enlargement, remodeling, or repairs of any 
public building under the control of the Treasury Department. except 
to disbursing agents heretofore appointed and who have qualified by 
giving bonds. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 


order against the paragraph. 


know how it operates in regard to the payment for construction 

of public buildings. Hereafter they are to be made through 

‘ the Treasury at Washington. I understand the custom has 

1 been heretofore to appoint a local disbursing agent and to de- 

posit funds subject to the order of this agent and have him pay 
the contractor. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 

but that has been the law, and this provision will not interfere 

hfe any existing disbursing officer who has qualified and given 

ond, 
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That is carried in the current sundry civil 


If the gentleman from Minnesota | 
will give his attention to the paragraph just read, I want to | 


That is not only the custom, Mr. Chairman, | 


Now, the purpose of this is simply this: The work of 
various disbursing officers is purely nominal, for which service 
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they receive three-eighths of 1 per cent of the cost of the build- 
ing. If this provision is incorporated into the law, it saves to 
the Government of the United States $50,000. It does not in- 
convenience the contractor in the least and will result in better 
adiministration. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
Government ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It saves what the Government is now paying 
for the disbursement because the disbursement is made directly 
from the Treasury Department under this amendment. The 
checks are sent from here aud the disbursing officer here works 
on a salary, and no matter how much money he disburses he 
gets no more salary on account of the increased disbursements. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I think the explanation is satis- 
factory. All of us who have public buildings in our district are 
called upon to designate or recommend somebody to disburse 
funds in the construction of a building- 
|} Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; but hereafter we will be relieved—that 
is, those who are in the next Congress will be relieved from 
that burden. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
the three-eigl 
at any rate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And there is no work in it either. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is no work, and it is usually a 
banker who is designated, and the bank has the prestige of being 
the custodian of public funds. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But the bank has not the custody 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That used to be the practice. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The reason I made this inquiry was 
because a couple of days ago I made a recommendation of a 
| banker as disburser of public funds for a public building in one 
of the districts of Indiana outside of my own. I withdraw the 
| point of order. 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 
I would like to ask the gentleman, for I did not understand 
| what was said, the amount that would be saved. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Thirty thousand dollars a year. It 
three-eighths of 1 per cent expended on the public building. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The gentleman spoke in such a low tone that 

I did not know to what it applied. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It does not apply to any existing disbursing 
officer. 


di 


How es it anything to the 


save 





There is no money to the disburser in 
iths of 1 per cent; it is a very small compensation 





the 


is 


Mr. DOUGLAS. But is it not true now that the money for 
these buildings goes to the local bank? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The disbursing agent is required to 


deposit in a subtreasury of the United States, and he used to be 
required to put it in the local bank. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman 
is not bound to make a delay in payments? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Would not the estimate first have to come 
to the Treasury or to the customs officer? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; there will be no delay except the possi 
bility in some remote point, and there the collector of customs 
in that district adjacent to the territory in which the building 
is located can be designated as the disbursing officer, and be does 
not have to qualify; he does not have to give any bond, as his 
duties may be added to by the order of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Otherwise there will be no delay to the contractor 
at all. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 


if this 


For salaries of 290 keepers of life-saving and lifeboat statious and 
of houses of refuge, $276,800. 
Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


| amendment. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 69, at the end of line 5, insert the following 

“Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended as 
salary for the keeper at City Point Life Saving Station, Boston, Mass.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order in order to ascertain what the gentleman is driving at. 

Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this is sub- 
| ject to the point of order, and I want to call the attention of 
| this House to the fact that we have a life-saving station at City 
Point, Boston, Mass., and to a situation in connection with the 
management of the station that should be immediately cor- 
rected for the benefit of the people. It is very necessary to have 
a life-saving station at City Point, but last summer we had the 
remarkable situation of two accidents—drownings—within 100 
feet of that station, and in both instances a life was lost, be- 
In one 





sides numerous other instances of almost willful neglect. 
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instance a 
long-d 
feet of the station at about half past 11 o’clock in the daytime. 


woman, the mother of seven children, a splendid 


stance swimmer, became exhausted within a hundred 


Phe nan swimming ahead of her yelled for help, and no assist- 
ance came. A man who was rowing around came to their 
assistance and towed them to the life-saving station. The 
wok died. She did not recover consciousness. On another 
occasion a very fine lady swimmer fell overboard with her 


companion, and there were cries for help loud enough to at- 
tract the attention of the captain of a boat who was sleeping 
three times the distance away. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. During what month of the year? 

Mr. OCONNELL. One on the 5th of August and the other on 
the 10th of October. It seems very strange to me that such 
a situation as that should be permitted to continue, and in or- 
der to overcome it I have introduced this amendment. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 


Mr. O'CONNELL, Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the amendment is adopted it will 
result in the abolition of that station altogether. 

Mr. O'CONNELL. No. My amendment is simply to the 
Salary of the keeper who is in charge there. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It does not say anything about the 
present keeper at all, does it? 

Mr. O'CONNELL. The present keeper. I am not looking 


out for future or past keepers. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It seems to me the gentleman’s criti- 
cis ought to be directed toward the removal of the present 
keeper. His amendment would practically close that station 
altogether. 

Mr. O'CONNELL. I would not have the station closed, and 
it should not be closed, as it is.a very useful and necessary 
station. But what are you going to do with a situation when a 
man is put in charge of a station and he is absolutely derelict 
in his duty, as the keeper has undoubtedly been down there? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Have him removed. 

Mr. O’CONNELL. How are you going to do it? 
method better than this one I propose? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It seems to me the gentleman’s state- 
ment would cause his removal by anybody having charge of his 
removal, 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Has the gentleman ever called the at- 
tention of the officer in charge to this neglect and misconduct 
on the part of this keeper? 

Mr. O’;CONNELL. No; but there have been reports against 
it by other parties. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Has the gentleman personally ever taken it 
up with the superintendent here in Washington? 

Mr. O'CONNELL. I took it up, and he said they made an 


Or by what 


| in the water. 


investigation and they exonerated the captain because there | 


was no proof. But this fact is plain—that two people met their 
death within a hundred feet of a life-saving station maintained 
by the United States, and we are paying enormous sums of money 
to patrol the coast to guard against and prevent such occurrences, 
Here were men who evidently were sleeping in their bunks in 
a life-saving station in waters that are not very troublesome, but 
are dangerous simply. because of the amount of boating, and 
they could not hear a cry of distress within 50 feet of the sta- 
tion. Surely something is wrong when such men are continued 
in office and when men are exonerated because testimony can 
not be found. I think it is time for this House to say that that 
man shall not continue longer in that office. [Applause.] 

Mr. DOUGLAS, I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield? 

Mr. O'CONNELL. I will; yes. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I did not catch the gentleman’s reply to 
the question of the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Pornpex- 
TER], Whether he himself has ever gone to the superior officer 
of this man and made any representations as to his negligence. 
It does not do to say that complaints have been made, and all 
that, but did he himself call it to the attention of these who 
could discipline the man if he had done wrong? 

Mr. O'CONNELL. Did I personally eall it to his attention? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes. 

Mr. O'CONNELL. No; because it had been called to their 
attention And to verify it I called up Supt. Kimball this 
morning to find out what had been done about it. He said that 
nothing had been done about it. 

This letter was written last October by the brother of the 
girl who was drowned: 

Unttrep Srares Lire-Savine STatron, 
Washington, D. C. 


Deat Srrs: Francis J. Lyons, brother of Lillian Lyons, requests this 
department to look into the matter of time elapsed from time of rescue 
of Thomas McCorey, 2.25 a. m. till 5.30 a. m., on October 15, 1910. 


| was absolutely helpless and could not move a limb. 
| pletely exhausted, besides the other 


| then we started up Dorchester Bay. 





Why had not the keeper of the City Point Life-Saving Station looked 
for the body immediately after the arrival of McCorey at station. 


The girl, being an excellent swimmer, must have drifted 24 miles 
to Carson Beach, for if the girl had drowned she would have sank. 


The water front of accident is well equipped with lights and easy to see 
anyone afloat in the water, and in my estimation and many others of 
this vicinity it was a criminal case of carelessness, and a man of his 
position I should say used very poor judgment. 

Hoping to hear from you without delay, I am, 

Respectfully, yours, Francis J. LYOns. 

I asked Mr. Kimball, the superintendent, this morning if that 
letter hud been answered. He said, “ No; but we investigated 
the case and found that the girl could not be saved.” But the 
girl drifted five hours in Dorchester Bay and was an expert 
swimmer, and her male companion was rescued. In the dusk 
and darkness she was not seen, but ought to have been heard if 
the life-saving officials were properly doing their duty. A man 
on the boathouse, twice as far away, heard her cries and heard 
his cries. 

I would like, Mr. Chairman, to send to the Clerk’s desk a 
few statements concerning this incident, and several others 
equally bad, and ask to have them read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OCONNELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to be allowed to proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
upanimous consent to be allowed to proceed for five minutes 
more. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
nore. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


LIFE SAVERS REFUSED TO ASSIST—FIVE RESCUED MEN IN CRITICAL CON- 
DITION TURNED AWAY FROM UNITED STATES LIFE-SAVING STATION— 
OCTOBER 9, 1910—STORY AS TOLD BY JOHN F. STOUT, 47 OLD HARBOR 


STRELT, SOUTH BOSTON. 
Sunday afternoon, October 9, Mr. and Mrs. Walter Tighe, Mr. and 


Mrs, Benjamin Weston and three daughters, Mrs. Stout and myseif 
were out in my boat, the Beatrice III, a launch, and went around 


Squantum 

Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Chairman, if the Clerk will allow me, 
I would like to read those statements myself. I would like to 
read them in such a way that they can be understood. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sunday afternoon, October 9, Mr. and Mrs. Walter Tighe, Mr. and 


Mrs. Benjamin Weston and three daughters, Mrs. Stout, and myself 
were out in my boat, the Beatrice III, a launch, and went around 


Squantum and came up and around the east side of Thompsons Island 


While I was below I heard a noise as if it was_a splash, and Mr. Tighe 
told me to come up in a hurry. I did so, and I saw several men strug- 
gling in the water. There were five men in the water, just north of 


Wards Island and directly east of the life-saving station in Dorchester 
tay. The day was clear, and if there was a man on the lookout on the 
station I do not understand how he could have failed to see the men 
They were in danger of drowning; there is no doubt of 
that. There were two sailboats near at hand, and their two tenders 
were out trying to do what they could. 

Well, the five men were taken from the water and into my boat, and 
Two of the men were pretty far 
gone, and the women attended to them as best they could. One man 
Three were com- 
two who could not move and were 
very nearly all in. 

We started right for the life-saving station and went up alongside, 
and we sang out to the man up on the bridge, who was on watch, tell- 
ing him that we had saved five men who had capsized down below, and 
that they required immediate assistance. He turned around to some 
one clse, evidently higher in authority, and spoke to him. The second 
man, with a cap and blue suit on, asked me where the men belonged. 
I turned to the five men in my boat and asked them, but their condition 
was such that not one of them could answer very well. They could 
just whisper, and I learned that one lived in South Boston and two ot 
them in the South End, and I told this to the man on the station who 
had asked me. He then said to me, “Are you not going to land?” and 


I said that I was, but that the men in my boat required immediate 


attention, as they were in pretty bad shape. 
that you can take them ashore?” said the 
right down and could see the men in my boat. 
them on your station and attend to them?” 
question as to whether I could not take 
could, of course. 

We took the five men to the Mosquite Fleet Yacht Club, and there 
they were attended to. 


Well, do not you think 
man to me, as he looked 
I said, “ Can not you take 
and he again repeated the 
them ashore, and I said I 


SLOOP IN DISTRESS LIFE SAVERS NOTIFIED, BUT FAILED TO GO TO THEIR 
ASSISTANCE OCTOBER 2, 19h STORY AS TOLD BY JOHN F. STOUT, 47 
OLD HARBOR STREET, SOUTH BOSTON. 


On Sunday, October 2, I was down the harbor, with about 14 friends 
from the Western Union Telegraph Co., on board my boat, Beatrice I1/. 
'The wind was blowing very heavy. As we were going by Thompsons 
Island, near Spar Buoy, we saw a sloop yacht at anchor and with tie 
American flag upside down, a sign or signal of distress. I was going 
to try and get in close to the sloop but was told, and I realized, that ti 
would be hazardous, as the sea was so rough. The men said they were 
all right for awhile, but for me to go to the life-saving station and tell 
them there that they wanted assistance. 

We went to the life-saving station, and with much difficulty 
alongside. It was about 3.45 in the afternoon then, and I said to the 
man on watch, “ There is a yacht in trouble down below there, on the 
north side of Thompsons Island, and he must have assistance right 
away. You can see the flag is upside down.” He said: “ Yes; that 
will be all right.” 

Well, we then started for the Mosquito Fleet Yacht Club, and all the 
way I kept looking back at the life-saving stafon. I could see the two 
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launches in that cut-under at the stern of the station, and I could s« 

the big launch, the steam launch, near the station. I watched and 
watched all the time we were approaching the yacht club, and I stood 
on the yacht club raft and kept watching. For more than 20 minutes | 
I had my eyes on the life-saving station, and I am positive that net a | 


out from the station in that 20 minutes. Not a man stirred 
iway from the station. I am certain that no one from that life saving 
tation went to the assistance of that sloop in distress within the 2V 


boat put 


ninutes after I had notified them. 
DROWNED NEAR THE STATION—MISS LILLIAN LYONS SHOULD HAVE BEEN 
RESCUED BY LIFE-SAVERS OCTOBER 15, 1910. 
The Boston papers of Saturday evening, October 15, 1910, told the 


story of the capsizing of a tender alongside the power boat named the 
Gertrude, enrolled in the Boston Yacht Club, and which was anchored 
50 feet from the live-saving station, and the drowning of Miss Lillian 
b Lyons, of 26 P Street, South Boston, and the rescue of Thomas H. 
McCerry, of 161 O Street, South Boston, by Capt. Baker, the latter of 
a ho boat used as restaurant, ete., in Dorchester Bay. Miss Lyons 
was 28 years of age, an expert swimmer, and McCorry about the same 


se 


, aye 

¥ Stories differ as to what they were doing on the boat at night. 
McCorry told a newspaper reporter that they had been out on a short 
trip, and arriving back between 9 and 10 o'clock at night (Friday, 


October 14), the wind was too strong and the water too rough to then 
attempt to go ashore. They waited until shortly after midnight. 

From the fact that the girl's watch stopped at 
of MeCerry, it is believed that they started to board the tender to go 
ashore about 1.30, or shortly afterwards. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
expired. 

Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Chairman, I 
to allow the Clerk to finish reading those papers. 


gentleman has again 
ask unanimous consent 


I will ask 





1.48, and the story | 
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The policemen afterwards reported to their superior that they had 
rapped at the door and the windows They saw Capt. Hamilton in 
the vestibule, just on the inside, and he was talking to the people whom 
he had brought ashore and was taking names, et 

The police called to Capt. Hamilton to open the door and let them in 
He said that he had no right to open the door, and, anyway, he said, he 
had no key. ‘The policemen asked him what tr e was, and he 
answered, “ Oh, it's nothing; it’s nothin Tl patrolmen urged for 

} some explanation, and Capt. Hamilton said that he could not open the 

|} door and that there was nothing the matter. On being further 
pressed, Capt. Hamilton, talking through the door, said that it was 
nothing only that the girl had got frightened The policemen took his 
word for it and went away. 

iwenty minutes afterwards another policeman found Esther Goldstein 


at the corner and P and East Second Streets in an hysterical conditi 
| and she asked for a carriage. She was sent to her home 

As the affair developed, days afterwards, the Goldstein girl told the 
police the full story warrant was asked for and granted for the 


n, 


and a 





arrest of a man named Bruilandt on the charge of attempted rape on 
| Esther Goldstein, ete., and in the South Boston court Bruilandt was 
|} bound over to the superior court. There the case was nol-prossed 


Nothing more was done. The South Boston police sent the whole story 
to headquarters, but nothing further came. 

Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Chairman, we can dispense with the 
further reading of the others. Of course I realize that it 
difficult for me to ask the House to take my judgment on the 
facts at this time, but these incidents brought to your atten 
tion ought to make the House realize that something is going 
on there that is radically wrong. My amendment could be 
enacted now, and between to-day and the time this bill is con- 
sidered in the Senate, if the facts are not verified, the original 
langu can be restored, and the House can then agree with 


is 


age 

















, for five minutes. I shall conclude in five minutes. the Senate in conference. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts asks The secret of the matter is contained in this last paragraph 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there ob-| of a letter that I received from a very reputable citizen of 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. Boston: 

The Clerk continued reading, as follows: | Women visit the station in large numbers and are entertained aboard. 

McCorry’s story then continues: a is very frequent. Very few yachtsmen can _ found who —_ a 

Miss Lyons stepped into the tender, which was just alongside the | They see = to ja. atraie, and, again, many f f them one y pew ee o 
Gertrude, and I went below to put out the lights and to lock the cabin | ie ROSE _SEDURGW CUS OF SNS SIRCIO ANG DENG Cukersasee. sll soma 
doors. 1 heard her scream. and 1 rushed out on the deck. She was in | — save said to me = there ought to be a crew of experienced men, 
the tender, leaning to one side, inside toward the Gertrude, and holding See com 910 there have bee c nals r sig 
on to the painter, or the rope, and she was partly in the water. I] |) ele this season of 1910 there have been no | gee aoe a ten a 
suppose her weight was all on one side, thus tipping the boat. Anyway, na alls nor anything at the head-house shore with which to signal the 
1 jumped into the tender and it then upset. We were both in the water, | Sttion. 

‘I caught Miss Lyons the first thing. I put an arm about her so on . +s ' 

r o . », > , . . ‘ "(row { s , Til ?. 7“) - 
that it was under one arm, about her back, and my hand around near These comments follow such charges as the following. con 
her other arm and was holding her up and in good shape, and I struck | tained in this same letter: 
out for the Gertrude She cried out to me, as she struggled to free Either Thursday or Friday, August 4 or 5, of this vear, Mrs. Mahegan 
herself from me, ‘For God's sake, Tom, let go of me, and I'll be all | wife of a South Boston letier carrier, started on her usual swim fror 
right At first I did not let go, but when she insisted and we were | the head house to the life-saving station, of course inten V 
quite near to the ‘steps on the side of the Gertrude I let go of her, be | back again Ahead of her was a fireman named Sterns oth we 
lieving that she was all right, as she said she was, and that she would | yery heavy people. Mrs. Mahegan became exhausted within less than 
grab the steps. se : : hundred feet of the life-saving station Sterns caught her and 

“The Gertrude was not more than 50 feet from the life-saving station | her up, waving and shouting repeatedly at the man on wateh at 
and about three times as far as that from the houseboat. We yelled for | station. No notice was taken of their cries for help. Teddy Sl! 
fully 15 minutes. It seemed hours to me. She called for help, and my | formerly janitor of the Columbia Yacht Club, was out in a smal 
voice was good and I kept yelling all the time. | and he ¢ illed to Sterns to catch on to the stern end of his (Shep 

“I could see Miss Lyons at times, her head just above water, and she | joat and at the same time keep hold of Mrs. Mahegan. Sterns did 
was swimming in good shape, and I thought sure she would be all right. | and Shepheard brought them to the life-saving station. Until late that 

“ Capt. Baker, of the houseboat, rescued me. He took me out of the ternoon (from 11 a. m. to 4 p. m.) Mrs. Mahegan was kept on 
water Just as I was about to give up. He had been asleep on the hous« life-saving station, then taken home, and the next day to the city 
boat, way down in his room, and he said that our cries had awakened | tal. where she died of an internal hemorrhage , 
him. He put out in his boat and came just in time to get me. There’s one story 

_“ Capt. Baker took me to the life-saving station, and we had a hard Then, again, early in June of 1909, on a Saturday night when it w 
time trying to rouse somebody on the station. They looked after me | }!owinge and raining fiercely, two men in a small boat wer t 

' there, and then I came ashore.” Pleasure Bay while attempting to go out to a sloop Their vy 

When the affair was reported to the police of Station 12 it was stated | heard by the volunteer life-savers, who burned a Coston | t 
that Capt. Baker had a hard time of it trying to attract attention of | United States life-savers. but got no response The nte ' i 
those on the life-saving station. ; their own frail boat, and 100 feet from ore W t { 

In Station 12, when Capt. Hamilton, of the life-saving station, was | their boat ashore. bailed her out, and then ! 
asked how he could account for it that the Lyons girl and McCorry had | oyt and rescued two men who were just t ex! ted. It 
been yelling and crying out for help while they were in the water and | 509 minutes from the time they started un t! ! t 

there was not a stir or response of any kind from the station, Capt. | their quarters and attended to the two n rescued I the ié 

Itamilton answered, “I don’t know how it could be. There should have | ytes later Capt. Hamilton came ashore and want i 

n a man on watch there. i the matter. 

Che body of the Lyons girl was found on Carson Beach, the further 

end (western end) of Dorchester Bay, shortly before 7 o'clock. It was Now, gentlemen of this House, it seems to me that a ea has 

onsidered renarkable by every one, especially the yachtsmen, that she : ‘ . y nite: that ‘ ae 

ild have gone from near the life-saving station way up to the other been made out in these statement in cauis for action on ou 

end of the bay in five hours. From the story of McCorry and the fact part. 

that the girl was an expert swimmer, it is generally believed that she Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know the entleman 

} the whole or the greater part of Dorchester Bay, and then, becom : 4 ig } ' 

1 C t t c ay, ¢@ hen, b n ‘ te ‘ > rT eo ft ‘ ry valuable brat » of 
ing exhausted, gave up when near Carson Beach. nen wish to do omy meme to 8 Very VaR 
Government service, and I ask him if he will not desce1 
| conditions round about this place’ Is it a summer 1 
INTERFERED WITH POLICE—-REFUSED ADMITTANCE TO PATROLMEN AFTER A | where a large number of people go upon the v r in 
CRIME HAD BEEN COMMITTED—ABOUT AUGUST 1, 1909. ag ' / tes) 
‘ ‘= . | boats, or is it a remote point, like those at which many o 

At about 11.45 at night (Aug. 1, 1909, or thereabouts} hundreds of lif, ieee rawa are stationed? 

people at City Point, all along the Strandway, in yacht clubs and on ife-saving crews are | eee 4 ; 

the shore, heard terrific, wild screams coming from Dorchester Bay. Mr. O'CONNELL. It is probably the most crowded yachting 

As the story of the affair developed, it was that Miss Esther Gold rendezvous on the face of the earth. There are more st 1] 

stein was on a power boat with two or more men and the attemptes ; fthiy ; | 

. nate aos Are , } : “ae iS f 1 le f that me Non , 
criminal assault upon her. It was her screams that were heard Capt boats gath red w ithin ' : di mule © “gereigese 

Hickey, of the volunteer life-savers (headquarters in the headhouse), | can be found, probably, in a dozen others of the very cro 

went out In a boat with two or three others. They came upon the | spotson the whole globe. It isa very important place, and 

power boat in which the trouble had occurred. Capt. Hamilton, of the : : : : , : , . 

; ” , . ae A - me . es ‘ f { { “i 1 . ighest kind fics 
volunteer life-savers, was there ahead of Capt. Hickey and the others. | saving station, maint rined up to the highe of effi 

He had boarded the boat and, at the point of a revolver, had stopped | Should be maintained there. The greatest care should bi 

the men a commanded them to make for the shore. This they did. | cised in selecting a proper crew, and particularly in the choice 

i apt. Hamilton, Esther Goldstein, and two or three men landed at . : : : } : ‘ 

} ont , “ee V ; i } ‘er supervise and super end the tution LO 

the raft of the South Boston Yacht Club and were there for more than | °f @ 800d officer to supervise and superintend the station 


15 minutes, 
The screams 


: had been 
Stickney, 


heard by Patrolmen Scanian, Dorsey, 
of Division 12, 


who hastened to the South Boston Yacht Club 


through the windows of the door and on each side of the door. 





and 


The three policemen rapped at the door of the yacht club and peered 


man of any careless tendencies should be allowed to direct or 
| preside over that station. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Inasmuch the man 
| desires to penalize an individual and not abolish the station, I 


as gentle 
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sugeest that he insert the word “ present” before the word 
“é ke . er.” 


Mr. OCONNELL. I am willing to aecept that. Mr. Chair- 
man, let the Clerk report the modification. 

fhe Clerk read as follows: 

Insert the word “ present” before “keeper,” so that it will read: 


of the present keeper of City Point Life-Saving Station.” 

rhe’ CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts will be modified 
in the manner indicated. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
O'CONNELL) there were—ayes 35, noes 19. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, 16 Members, not a sufficient number, 
rising in support of the demand. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk. read as follows: 








REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

For expenses of the Revenue-Cutter Service: For pay llowances 
of captain commandant and officers of that rank, s¢« ptains, cap 
tains, lieutenants, engineer in chief and officers of captains 
of engineers, lieutenants of zineers, two constructors, cadets, cadet 


engineers, two contract surgeons, two civilian instructors, and pilots 
employed, and rations for pilots; for pay of warrant and petty oflicers, 











ships’ writers, bu r eamen, oilers, firemen, coal heavers, water 
tenders, steward c 5 and for rations for the ime; for 
allowance for clothi “<i men; for fuel f vessels, and out- 
fits for the same; ship chandlery and engineers’ stores for the sam¢ 


actual traveling expenses or mileage, in the discretion of the Secre 
tary of the Treasury, for officers traveling on duty under orders from 
the Treasury Department ; mmutation of quarters; for maintenance 
of vessels in the protection of the seal fisheries in Bering Sea and th 
other waters of Alaska, and the enforcement of the provisions of law 
in Alaska; for maintenance of vessels in enforcing the provisions of 
the acts relating to the anchorage of vessels in the ports of New York 
and Chicago, and in the Kennebec River, and the movements and 
anchorage of vessels in St. Marys River; for temporary leases and im- 
provement of property for revenue-cutter purposes ; not exceeding $7,000 
for the improvement of the depot for the service at Arundel Cove, 
Md.; not exceeding $150 for medals for excellence in marksmanship; 
contingent expe! including wharfage, towage, dockage, freight, ad 
vertising, surveys, labor, and all other necessary miscellaneous ex- 
penses which are not included under special heads, $2,288,000. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 72, after line 7, insert: 

“The two revenue cutters authorized by the act entitled ‘An act au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to provide two new revenue 
cutters, and for other purposes,’ approved April 21, 1910, or either of 
them, may, upon request of the Secretary of the Treasury, and at the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, be constructed in any navy 
yard on the basis of the actual cost of construction.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I make a point of order against that. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman reserve his point of order 
until I can make a statement on the merits? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the statement is not too long I will 
reserve the point of order. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, last year Congress passed a bill 
providing for the construction of two additional revenue cutters. 
This legislation was enacted as a result of the unanimous report 
of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and at 
the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury. Pur- 
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and so will not be reached this year. It is to carry out the in- 


| tentions of this bill that the amendment which I have just 


offered is submitted. 

There is very urgent need in the Revenue-Cutter Service for 
these vessels. Vessels of the Revenue-Cutter Service are 
obliged to go out on the sea in storms, meeting the conditions 
which we have on our Atlantic seaboard in all seasons and in 
all weathers. In addition to the ordinary maintenance of the 
Treasury service in the collection of customs, revenue cutters 
are called on constantly to lend their aid to vessels in distress. 
In the fiercest of our winter gales the vessels of the revenue 
service put to sea, and never a winter passes without numbers 


| of vessels owing their safety to the timely aid of these hardy 





suant to the authority given by that act, the Secretary of the | 


Treasury advertised for bids and estimates for the construction 
of these revenue cutters. No one complied with the request, and 
no bids were made. On December 20 a letter was sent from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. MacVeagh, asking that legis- 
lation be enacted which would authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to construct these two revenue cutters in the 
of the United States. From the letter I read a part: 

The Revenue-Cutter Service is very much in need of the 
cutters that have been authorized by Congress, and is seriously em 
barrassed by the fact that no proposals can be obtained for their con- 
struction. The best solution of the difficulty appears to be the construc 
tion of the vessels in a navy yard at the actual cost of labor and ma- 
terials, and with this end in view the draft of the inclosed joint resolu 
tion has been prepared. 


navy yards 


two new 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce reported 
a bill which gave to the Secretary of the Navy this authority. 
The report of that committee was unanimous, and the bill so 


craft which each winter save many human lives and preserve 
much property and many vessels from loss. 

The present vessels are, several of them, old ones and anti- 
quated in design, and new and more efficient boats should be 
provided. 

The Treasury Department has failed under the present con- 
ditions to obtain bids on the vessels, and this proposal will help 
the organization of the navy yards and also furnish the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service with these much-needed craft. I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw the point of order through the urgent 
necessity of this measure. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Would the adoption of the gentleman’s pro- 
posed amendment serve to take off the limit of cost? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if I can get an agree- 
ment to close debate on the amendment at this time I will 
withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then I will reserve the point 
of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Then I shall make the point of order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Against the amendment? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I do not want 
to defeat the construction of these revenue cutters. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There is no use in wasting any more 
time on this proposition. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have no desire to waste any 
time or defeat the construction of these revenue cutters. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay of assistant custodians and janitors: For pay of assistant cus 
todians and janitors, including all personal services for the care of al 


public buildings under control of the Treasury Department outside of 
the District of Columbia, and washing towels, sprinkling streets, and 
removing rubbish, in connection with said buildings, exclusive of marine 
hospitals, mints, branch mints, and assay offices, $2,500,000; and th: 
Secretary of the Treasury shall so apportion this sum as to prevent 
deficiency therein. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 78, line 18, after the word “herein,” insert the following: 
“Provided, That the salary of janitors shall in no case be less than $65 
per month.” 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
order to that. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the point of order 
will not be made. If it is I hope it will not be held in order, 
because it seems to me that this is the only possible way that 
we can increase the salary of janitors of public buildings. They 
are now very inadequately paid. In some cases they get $55 
per month, and yet janitors of some city high schools, court 


a 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 


| houses, and normal schools get from $75 to $90 a month. In 


many cases they not only get $75 a month, but they get quarters 
in the building. And some get light and heat. In school build 
ings they get three months’ vacation in the summer. And yet 


| here we have a system under which the janitors in public build 
| ings get as low at $50 or $55 a month. It seems to me that 


reported was placed on the Calendar for Unanimous Con- | 
sent. Unfortunately for its fate, the bill was reached on a day | 


when one of the Members here, feeling that he had a grievance, 
objected to unanimous consent on all bills which came up. 
Without regard to the merits, and with no objection to the bill, 
it was refused unanimous consent. Therefore it went off the 
Unanimous Consent Calendar and is now on the House Calendar, 


there ought to be some way to increase it. The only increase 
in this item is that made necessary by additional public build- 
ings. I have examined the hearings, and I find that there is 
nothing there to indicate that they propose to increase the 
salaries of the janitors in any instance. The whole process of 
fixing the compensation is left to somebody up in the Treasury 
Department. There is no system about it by which the pay- 
ment is equalized, and it seems to me that where the janitor 
of a publie building gives his entire time and services and has 
the responsibility of caring for and looking after Government 
property he should be paid at least $65 per month. The amend- 
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nt I have offered is simply a limitation on the appropriation. 
will check the tendency of the department—which I think 
exists—of paying some janitors much higher compensation than 
| to others simply by associating with the title of janitor 
title of fireman or messenger or something of that kind. 
here are only a few of these men, one in each of the smaller 
ns where a public building is located. In the larger cities 
the janitors do not have the responsibility, because they have a 
stodian and engineer and different officers. But in the smaller 
es the janitor has entire charge of the building and has to 
ce care of the heating plant and all that sort of thing, and it 
seems to me that this provision ought to go into the bill. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I think it is subject to 
point of order. The allowance for labor and janitor service is 
w discretionary with the Secretary of the Treasury. It is 
“1 to take from him that discretion, or at least limit it, so 
ble him to place it below the amount named. It is 
stomary, Mr. Chairman, to assign a janitor to every pub 
ic building, but to assign a laborer. 


IS not to en: 


The expense of this work alone under this item has grown up 
vith tremendous rapidity. An examination of the record will 
show that the appropriation for 1905 was a million dollars; it 

is how gone up to $2,500,000, because of the increased number of 
Government buildings; and so rapidly has this grown that 
to-day the expense for fuel and janitor service for a building in 


a small town costs more than the rent, fuel, and light of a 


rented building, and these 
iese eX] 


gentlemen who are trying to hoist 
‘nses are doing what they can to prevent the Govern- 
ment erecting public buildings in these small towns. There is 
hot a town of 5,000 pee ple in the United States where you can 
not get the store building necessary for a post office with fuel 
and lights for $1,000 a year, and yet it is insisted that if we 
build these buildings we ought to pay almost as much for jani 
tor service alone as the total cost was under the rental system. 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. I doubt if the executive depart t 
the Government would put any such interpretation on be 
cause when Congress desires to abolish an ‘office—and it is such 
a rare oceasion that it does—it employs apt language | 
does not attempt to conceal its purpose in any such fas! 


this. and the departments would conclude that thi 
is an increase of salary. If it does not provide f 
of salary, I am against the amendment, 

the payment of any salary at all. 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Otmstep). The | is read 
rule. It seems to the Chair that the manifes Irpos 
amendment is to control the discretion at pres vest 
officer who fixes the salaries of janitors by fixing tl 
amount of the salary at $65 per month. If enacted int 
would be construed naturally as requiring the paymer 
salary, which is higher than is now required by |! 
changing existing law. It is therefore in \ t , of 


vision of section 2 of Rule XXI, which say 
Nor shall any provis ngin 
general appropriation b 





n 4 - ‘ . \ iti 


l or in any amendment 





The Chair sustains the point of ord 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATI 


The committee informally rose; and the 8 ker ha 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. ¢ 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had pass 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the H 


Representatives was requested: 
S. 10849. An act to authorize the city of Shrey 


struct a bridge across Red River. 


Gentlemen are standing in the light of the people of this | 


country in trying to hoist the expense of caring for these Goy 
ernment buildings beyond all reason. A mere laborer charged 
with the care of a Government building in a small town of 
5,000 people is not employed all day. He is but a part of his 
day employed, and he is amply paid at less than that sug 
gested by the gentleman in such cases, and to put a statutory 
minimum on this salary is to vastly increase this amount and 
to insure a deficiency under this head of the appropriation and 
to make it more difficult to get buildings for small towns. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman inform the committee 
as to the minimum salary paid to these janitors? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not from memory, but I think it 
is &G0 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I think $55 for the janitor in my own town. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think the gentleman has not got a 
janitor in his own town, but a laborer. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. It is the compensation, and he comes 
under that head and is paid as such. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw the amendment which I offered 
and substitute the one which I now have written in its place. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
to withdraw his amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


P ided, That no part of this appropriation shall be paid to tl 
nitors of public buildings who receive a salary of less than $65 p 


Mr. SMITH of Towa. 
order against that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest a 
thought or two upon the point of order. There are three or 
four public buildings in the district that I have the honor to 
represent. They are not in very large towns. The probabilities 
are that the janitors in charge of them do not get $65 a month. 
I think they ought to get something, but the proposed amend- 
ment, if it is in order, must be construed, of course, to withhold 
from that class of men any pay at all. If they are to get pay 
at the rate of $65 a month, then the amendment is not in order. 
The question is how the department would construe the amend 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


lent—whether it would conclude that it was the intention of 


Congress to discharge all of the janitors throughout the country 
that are now receiving less than $65 a month, and allow the 
public buildings to go without them, or whether the department 
would construe it that Congress was in at least a lucid interval 
when it enacted this legislation and did not intend to do a thing 
like that, but intended, on the other hand, to increase the sala- 
ries of janitors to $65 a month. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think it is entirely plain that under 
this provision the postmaster must sweep out himself, just as 
he used to before he got the Government building. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. McCatr hay 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message fr 
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that 
Senate had disagreed to the amendment.of the House of Re 
resentatives to the bill (S. 9903) to authorize the Sheridan R: 
way & Light Co. to construct and operate railway. t¢ 
telephone, electric-power, and trolley lines through the | 
Mackenzie Military Reservation, and for other purposes, had 
asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing \ of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 


‘lecrapl 


WARREN, M 


BULKELEY, and Mr, TALIAFERRO as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of.the House of Representatives to the bill 


(S. 9904) granting certain rights of way on the Fort DD. .A. 
Russell Military Reservation at Cheyenne, Wyo., for railroad 
and county-road purposes, had asked a conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. WARREN, Mr. BuLKeLry, and Mr. TAtta- 
FERRO as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Suppressing counterfeiting and other crimes: 
under the authority or with the approval of t! Secretary 
Treasury in detecting, arresting, and delive { I 





the United States marshal having jurisdiction d rs and prt i 
dealers in counterfeit money and persons engaged in vunterf Z 
Treasury notes, bonds, national-bank notes, and ther securities of 
the United States and of foreign governments, as well as the rf 
the United States and of foreign government nd her felonic 
mitted against the laws of the United States relating to the | l 
bounty laws, and for no other purpose whatever, except in tl 

tion of the person of the President of the United States, $1 ( 
Provided, That no part of amount be used 

penses of any person subp@naed by the United States ts i 
any trial before a United States court or preliminary examin 

fore any United States commissioner, wl 1 expel 3] | id 
from the appropriation for Fees of witn ‘ United Stat ’ 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
offer the following amendment. 





The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendme 

The Clerk ad as follows 

Page SO, line 22, after the word “ laws, and an inv igs 

ppression of all crimes committed in the Tre iry Departm 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order: 
the amendment. 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Well, lo n i 
tleman will seriously clai that it is subject to the point of 
order. 

Mr. TAWNEY 


point of order. it 


Se riously im it is subje t te 
transferring to the Treasury Department 
jurisdiction over the investigation of crimes, which is now 


the control of the Department of Justice. 
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Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. It has not been questioned 
but what this is within the law. It simply provides that the 
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Secret Service force may be employed by the Secretary of the | 


Treasury in the investigation, detection, suppression, and pun- 


before two years ago and nobody raised the question that it 
wis subject to the point of order or that it was not within the 


law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, Mr. Chairman, as I heard the 
amendment read, it enlarges the scope of the activities of the 
Secret Service to the investigation of all crimes against the 
United States 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. No; in the Treasury Depart- 
ment; simply confined to that department. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not so understand it. 

Mr. MICHAEL E, DRISCOLL, It is only in the Treasury 
Departwent. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
again reported. 


Without objection, the amendment will be 


Phere was no objection, and the amendment was again re- 
port a 
TAWNEY. Well, Mr. Chairman, it says “all crimes com- 
mitted in the Treasury Department.” I suppose what the 


tthor of the amendment means is all crimes committed against 


FEBRUARY 24. 





law which the Treasury Department is charged with the duty 
of administering. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER,. Was that a permanent appropriation, 


| or for the fiscal year? 
ishiment of crimes in the department. That question was up | 


Mr. TAWNEY. That was permanent, but we changed it in 


| this case, increasing it to four. 


the United States over which the Treasury Department has | 


jurisdiction. 

Mr. MICHAEL E, DRISCOLL. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Treasury Department now has two 
bureaus, the Customs Bureau and the Internal-Revenue Bureau, 
where men are employed for the purpose of enforcing internal- 


revenue end customs laws, and this, of course, changes the | 


existing law governing the employment of other employees in 
the bureau. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield for 
the purpose of my suggesting that possibly the attention of my 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Micuaret E. Driscoti] if there is any 
authority of law for the investigation or suppression of crime 
committed in the Treasury Department not existing in the 
Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I do not think there is any 
provision of law for anything in this section. And if you re 
quire original statute law for it, all of it can be stricken out, 
but if the rest of it is allowed to stand, then this amendment is 
germane and is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? I want to know if this is not a provision for pay- 
ment of inspectors for investigating offenses which the Depart- 
ment of Justice may choose to investigate, but confined to the 
Treasury Department? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no. This relates exclusively to the men 
employed in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. That is what I asked. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Under the Secret Service ‘appropriations for 
the detection of alleged counterfeiting and the protection of 
the person of the President. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And the customs service? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It does not relate to the customs servic 
at all. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Then the inspectors or agents 
that the Government has sent out for the investigation of viola 


| tions of the postal service and those used by the Department of 


colleague has not been directed to the language on the top of | 


page 75, where provision is already made in this bill for the 
use of these various agents for the very purpose which my 
collengue desires. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I was going to call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that provision has already been made. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL, Then I take it the chairman 
of the committee has been enlarging the powers and usefulness 
of this force since two years ago. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I will say to the gentleman from New 
York that a year ago we provided for a detail of not to ex- 
ceed three from any one of these bureaus for service in con- 
nection with any investigation within the jurisdiction of the 


Secretary of the Treasury that he might desire to make. Now 


he has reported to the committee that, in his judgment, he | 
ought to have four instead of three, and we have increased the . ea 
| another germane but unauthorized appropriation. 


number to four instead of three, as heretofore carried. 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman, since this section provides and has provided for some 


time hack that the Secret Service men could be used only for | 


the detection and punishment of counterfeiters and the protec- 
tion of the person of the President, whether since two years 
ago any laws have been enacted by which the Secret Service 
force may be used for the protection and punishment of other 
crimes or for the violation of other laws? 

Mr. TAWNEY. None whatever, except in the cases which I 
have just mentioned, where he is at liberty to employ during 


this fiscal year not to exceed three and in the next fiscal year, | 


if this provision should pass, he will be authorized to employ 
four. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Can not he employ some of 
these for the protection and punishment of crimes against the 
customs laws? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He has four, and his authority for the em- 
ployment of as many Secret Service men outside of the Secret 
Service in his department as he may desire is unlimited. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? Did not the law providing for the Secret 
Service, in the first place, confine it to counterfeiting and of- 
fenses against bounty and to pension investigations? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is a fact. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is, subsequent legislation author- 
ized the use of the Secret Service for the personal protection of 
the President in addition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And that is as far as the law goes 
now ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Except, in the last session of Congress, we 
permitted the Secretary to employ not to exceed three men for 
the purpose of investigating any crime committed against any 


Justice are entirely different from these that you provide for? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair 
has not stopped to investigate nor to inquire whether there 


| is authority of law for the paragraph in its existing form, 


no point of order having been made against it, but, assuming 


| that a point of order would have lain against the existing 
| paragraph, nevertheless this amendment proposes a new sub- 


stantive proposition, giving authority for the investigation and 


| suppression of something for which there is not now authority 





| 


of law. The Treasury Department has many branches and di- 
visions. The investigation and suppression of crime comes un- 


| der the general authority of the Attorney General's Department. 


The same point was ruled upon June 16, 1910, the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Titson] being in the chair, and it was 
held that— 


Although an unauthorized appropriation may be permitted to remain 
in an appropriation bill, yet this does not permit an amendment adding 


The present occupant of the chair thinks that was a proper 
ruling. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
offer another amendment here for the purpose of asking another 
question. On page 80, line 21, strike out the word ‘“ other.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 80, line 21, strike out the word “ other.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of or- 
der against that. Let us see what the effect of that amendment 
will be. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The word “ other” refers—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not think we should make our 
legislation ungrammatical even to satisfy the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Micuaret E. Driscoii], and to serve what he 
may believe is a good purpose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It says “counterfeiting;” and the other 
felonies referred to there are against the pay and bounty laws 
of the United States. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Then it would seem fo me 
the idea would be expressed by leaving out the word “ other.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. That language has been carried in the ap 
propriation bills time out of mind, and I do not think we are 
justified on the floor of this House now in changing it, as it 
may result in an entirely different construction of the language 
than has heretofore been made upon it. 

Mr. MICHAEL FE. DRISCOLL. For the purpose of clearness 
it ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I do not agree with the gentleman as 
to that. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. | 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

No part of any money appropriated by this act shall be used in pay 
ment of compensation or expenses of any person detailed or transferred | 
rom the Secret Service Division of the Treasury Department, or who | 
may at any time during the fiscal year 1912 have been employed by or | 

1 said Secret Service Division. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. 
out the last word 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
strike out the last word— 

Mr. BENNET of New York. For the purpose of asking the 
gentleman from Minnesota if there has been found any difficulty 
under this limitation, with which he and I are somewhat familiar 
[laughter], in paying the three persons paid by the appropria- 
tion for suppressing counterfeiting and other crimes, and 


Chairman, I move to strike 


York moves to 


whether he thinks there will be any difficulty in paying the four | 


persons appropriated for this year; and if not, why not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
the compensation of the three 
none hereafter, I 
and I will say, 
Secret 


men detailed, and there will be 


further, that it 
Service men are called 
Treasury. Recently there was a theft in the Treasury Depart 
ment of a small amount of money, and Secret Service men were 
detailed temporarily for the purpose of detecting the person or 
persons who had committed that theft. Then, in the case of 


is very infrequently that the 


There has not been any difficulty in paying | 
may say to the gentleman from New York; | 


upon by the Secretary of the | 


the Customs Division of the Treasury Department, there was a | 


temporary detail of Secret Service men there, but there is no 
permanent necessity for their detail. There has been no difli- 
culty heretofore, and there will be none hereafter. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury raised no question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He raised no question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ilereafter the number 
pointed by the Secretary of the Treasury under section 2649 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States shall be as follows: 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, unless the gentleman in charge 
of the bill 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 

Mr. MACON. I was going to say, Mr. Chairman, that I will 
reserve a point of order on that paragraph unless the gentleman 
in charge of the bill will agree to wait until we finish reading 
line 6, on page 83, so that all points of order can be reserved 
on this language at that time 

Mr. TAWNEY. I consent to that, because it is all embodied 
in one proposition. I will waive the question of the right to 
make the noint of order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that unanimous 
consent be asked that all the paragraphs be considered as one. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, 
that all after line 11, of page 82, down to and including line 6, 
of page 83, be considered as one paragraph, involving the same 
thing. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

One supervising agent who shall supervise and direct the special 
agents of the Treasury Department and who shall receive, in addition 
to the necessary traveling expenses actually incurred by him, a com 


pensation of $4,500 per annum; 
en special agents who shall each receive, in addition to the n 
iry traveling expenses actually incurred by him, a compensation to 
fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed $12 per day; 
ren special agents who shall each receive, in addition to the nece 
ry traveling expenses actually incurred by him, a compensation to be 
fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed $10 per day: and 
Ten special agents who shall each receive, in addition to the neces 
ry traveling expenses actually incurred by him, a compensation to be 
lixed by the Secretary of the Treasury not to exceed $8 per day. 
Mr. MACON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
order upon the paragraph just read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
point of order on the paragraph. 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
that paragraph? 
Mr. MACON, Yes. 
paragraph, 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the effect of 






reserve the point of 
from Arkansas reserves 
Does he reserve it on 


The language is all considered as o1 


this pi sion 
this—and I trust I may have the attention of the committe 
vl I explain the reason for the change in the existing law 
With respect to this appropriation. At the present time ther 
are 28 special agents. Their minimum salary is $6 a day nd 
their maximum salary is $8 a day. This provision will incr 


the number from 28 to 30, and it will increase the compens 


tion of the minimum from $6 to $8, and of the maximum from 
eS to $12. 


and compensation of special agents to be ap- | 








The Members of the House are familiar with th v of 

the collector of customs at the of New York during é 
| past two years and with the result of his efforts t Li 
| Smuggling and to prevent frauds upon the stoms re ues \ 
he stated when before the committee. the « ( r would be 
practically powerless were it not for the corps of eflici S] 
cial agents that he has, whom it is necessary 

if he is to continue the administration of the law ! 
administering it in the past. For ex 


} ‘ ; 
imple he el 
committee that as the result of the work of the specia 
employed at the port of New York alone 

I may mention that since the Ist of last Ik 


That is, December, 1910: and this statement was ide Janu 
ary 21, 1911— 
they have uncovered undervaluations which have resulted in imports 
coming and paying to me, up to the time I left New York SO OOF ! 
actual cash deposited in the subtreasury. In offers of co yoni ! 
|} are now being adjusted we have in sight $50,000 to $60,000 mor 
1 will take up when I get back 

Over $600,000 collected as a result of the activity of ‘ 


special agents who are employed at the port of New York in 
aid of the collector who is charged with the duty of administer 
ing this law. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
frauds? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; that does not include the amount col 

lected on account of the sugar frauds, nor does it include an 
other very large and important case, the Duvene case, in which 
we will probably recover $2,000,000 as a result of the efforts of 
these special agents. 
He goes on in his testimony and e¢alls attention to the fact 
that some of these men who have been in the service a long 
time are invaluable. Some of them are good and well-qualitied 
lawyers, who remain in the service because of their love for it 
It requires a peculiar character of ability for this service. A 
Mr. Loeb said to us, a good detective would not make a good 
special agent and a special agent would not make a good ce 
tective. Their work involves judgment, discretion, and diplo 
macy, and it is only by giving to them the support which thi 
collector there has given to these men that they have been able 
to unearth frauds that have been committed on the 
the Government, and it is only beeause of their enthusiastic 
loyalty to the collector that he has been able to make the 
ing that he has in the matter of the enforcement of the cus 
revenue laws. 


That does not include the suga 


revenues of 


show 


Now, this compensation was fixed away back in 1878 and ! 
not been changed since that time. Let me call attention to a 
circumstance related to the committee by tl lector of 


toms of | 


New York in respect to one man who w detailed on 


the Panama hat case. He was first sent to Texas He went 
there and moved his family there at his own expense Ile was 
not there very long when the developments in the Panama hat 
case necessitated his being returned to the Port of Ne Yor} 
because of his peculiar ability in investigating mattet tl 
kind. He was therefore ordered back to the city of New You 
Again he had to move his family back at his own ey 
That man’s maximum compensation is $8 a day In t l 
ama hat case alone he placed in the Treasury re 
labor and effort, an amount that would pay the salaries 
entire force for a number of years 
In view of the fact that it requires the skill. ability, : 
nt, and diplomacy it does, and that these vl 
have 1 w in the s rvice } SeSS The ibility { ( Sir 1 
l tor to retain them: and the salari having bee fixe 
back in 1878, when conditions as to cost of 
forth were altogether different than they e w, 
is very desirous th : 1} 
¢ the number of special ents by ti 
mum of their compensatic from $6 to $s il 
from SS » S12 lay T trust t \ 
eas WwW 1] ot neict t | 
e I lered by ( 
pensatlo asked. 
M WEEKS. Are the mie t tl I 
Né York? 
Mr. TAWNEY. No; they are not, but the 
l 1 the I nv tigat I 
I e at é T { ft \ * y rl} 4 | | 
tly > ( il a4 d SCO ] ] 
k, that frauds we I 
vi f undervaluation in the \ and 
sult a great deal of money |] | | 
T sury. 
OX of Indiana. H can these frauds , 


of the port does his duty? 
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Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Indiana knows that the 
collector does not make the investigations as to undervaluations 
and that he could not personally perform that duty. He could 
not make the appraisement on the imports of merchandise. He 
must rely upon those officials that the Government furnishes 
him. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I suppose it depends on the men con- 
stituting the organized force. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But the work of the special agents in the 


it is impossible for the one to succeed without the efficient 
service and aid of the other. The undervaluation cases are 
handled by special agents after the goods are brought into the 
country. 

For example, an investigation was made of the undervalua- 
tion on the part of importers of model gowns. There have been 
great frauds perpetrated by these importers. Three of them, 
it was discovered, were guilty of undervaluation, and they were 
arrested. The newspapers announced the next morning that 
there was a general undervaluation by all importers of mede! 
gowns and that the collector intended to make a general raid 
on all of them. The very next day came into the collector's 
office voluntarily men engaged in the business and confessed 
that they had been guilty of the violation, and under the law 
came there and admitted it, and then agreed to settle on, what- 
ever basis the collector would permit them within his discretion 
under the law. 

Mr. COX of Indiana, And the gentleman said that that was 
the work of these special agents? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was the work of the special agents in the 
three cases. I might mention a great many other cases cited 
by Collector Loeb. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman indicate | 


how many agents have been at work in Philadelphia? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know; there was a Mr. Chance, who 
has served for a long time and is a very able man. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Can the gentleman tell how 
much has been recovered at the port of Philadelphia? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will read Collector Loeb’s 


testimony before the committee he will ascertain; he made a | 


statement there. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am frank to say that I had 
not heard of the incident which the gentleman refers to, and I 
wanted to know to what extent special agents were sent to the 
port of Philadelphia and the port of Boston. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the work done at the port of New York it 
is not only beneficial to the Government in the amount of reve- 
nue collected there, but when a fraud of that kind is discovered 
in New York the method of committing the fraud is also dis- 
covered, and instantly the special agents at all other ports are 
supplied with the information, and their investigations proceed 
at other ports along the lines discovered at this port. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman has indicated 
wool as being a subject for investigation at Philadelphia. I 
will say that I have not heard of any inquiry of that kind. 
My information has been that the inspection at the port of 
Philadelphia was highly creditable to that port, and I am sur- 
prised at the information which the gentleman furnishes, and I 
hope and believe that he is mistaken. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I know that a statement of that kind was 
made by Collector Loeb. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to say, further-—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want the gentleman to understand that I 
am not criticizing the collector at the port of Philadelphia or 
any officer there. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That was the inference to be 
drawn from the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not at all; I was simply speaking of the 
value of the services of these men and the benefit that they 
are to the service. 

[The time of Mr. Tawney having expired, at the request of 
Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania his time was extended five min- 
utes. ] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would like to put a question 
to the gentleman from Minnesota and ask him whether it is not 
a fact that the proper administration of the law at the custom- 
houses of the country, such as we have recently had at the port 
of New York, so much to the credit of the present collector, 
would not help increase the revenues of the country and amply 
repay all of the expenditures made for inspection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The testimony of Collector Loeb further on 
is that within the last year the result of the activity of the 


| 


| 
| 
| 





special agents in the port of New York alone has brought in 
$11,000,000 revenue collected from importers, where the mer- 
chandise imported had already passed into the market. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Now, I would like to have 
the gentleman from Minnesota explain to the House why it is 
that all the sugar imports that come from foreign countries 
and pay duty are entered at the port of New York, while the 
sugar coming from our colonial possessions, which pays no 


| duty, enters at the port of Philadelphia? 
administration of the customs office is so naturally related that | 





Mr. TAWNEY. That is a question I can not answer. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is a very interesting ques- 
tion, and I wish the gentleman would study it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no doubt the gentleman has more in- 
formation on that subject than have I. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have some information, in- 
dicating that most of the profitable business goes to the port of 
New York, while great refineries on the Delaware at Philadel- 
phia are closed. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Does this decrease the number 
of special agents in any way? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It increases the number by two. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I understand that under the program rec- 
ommended by the committee the salaries of 10 of these special 
agents would be increased $1,200 and 10 increased $600. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The increase will be from six to eight, the 
minimum, and from eight to twelve, the maximum. Now, of 
course, as a general rule the agent in charge is the man that 


| will probably receive the highest salary. That is, they have 


one agent in charge. These men are all under that agent in 
charge, and then the salaries of the others will range from eight 
to ten, and ten to twelve. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman recall any other similar 
instance where there has been such a wholesale increase of 
salaries as that provided by this bill whereby you increase in 
one year the salary from $2,400 to $3,600, making that compu- 
tation upon 300 working days in the year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I do not recall any specific instance of 
increase of salaries where the salary was fixed on that basis in 
1878, but I think that there are a great many cases where 


| salaries fixed in 1878 have been increased since that time propor- 


tionately more than we propose to increase these salaries. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I have no objection to a reasonable in- 
crease, but a jump from $2,400 to $3,600 seems to me rather 
inordinate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We must take into consideration the char- 
acter of the service rendered by these men and the benefit to 
the Government directly of efficient service, and I do think that 
if there is any one thing in which the Government of the United 
States makes a mistake it is in not paying adequate salaries 
where the service performed results in a direct benefit to the 
Treasury of the United States, 

Mr. YOUNG of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. YOUNG of New York. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in 
this connection that the men who are employed in this service 
are worth more money than they can ever get from this Con- 
gress. I believe that the men employed in this service are 
worth more than $5,000 a year, and it is the best investment 
that can possibly be made to retain men of the qualifications 
of those employed in the special customs service. As has been 
said by the gentleman from Minnesota, there has been saved 
to the Government of the United States in the last two years 
over $11,000,000, largely owing to the magnificent service of the 
men who are employed and are being paid from $6 to $10 a 
day. Those men are worth in commercial life $10,000 a year, 
and I am surprised that the service of such men can be pro- 
cured by the Government at the salaries that are now being 
paid them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention 
of Members who question the wisdom of this to the services of 
one man in this service, which resulted in turning into the 
Treasury of the United States over $3,000,000, and whose serv- 
ice in that one case covered a period of about three years. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. When did that occur? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It ended last summer and it began about 
three years before that. His name is Richard Parr, of the 
city of New York. That man was followed and every member 
of his family was followed for more than two years by detec- 
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tives of the Sugar Trust. He was shadowed wherever he went. 
He was offered $100,000 by the Sugar Trust if he would get out 
of the service—quit the service. 

And as a result of the hounding and shadowing of that man, 
Dick Parr, when he concluded that service, was practically a 
physical wreck. That is the kind of men the Government must 
have; that is the kind of integrity that is required of men in 
this service and that kind of men and that kind of integrity 
can not be obtained for a nominal sum. It was Dick Parr who 
first discovered the method by which the Sugar Trust was de- 
frauding the Government of the United States in the weighing 
of sugar at the Port of New York. I may also say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it was Dick Parr who instituted the investigation 
that has recently led to the disclosure of the frauds perpe- 
trated in the rebates paid on imported molasses, and the aggre- 


gute result of that investigation, I am told, will amount to in 
the neighborhood of $3,000,000. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. How much was Parr paid for that 
work ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He was paid at the rate of $8 a day. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Did not he get some bounty from the | 


Government for that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He got just what other men get; what under 
the seizure he was entitled to. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. But how much? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Eijighty-tive—$100,000, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I thong¢ht so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But I am talking for the men who are per- 
forming this service daily 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And if my colleague will permit me, I 
want to say there are few of these men who do work which 
enables them to make these seizures. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I was going to say it was only occasionally 
one of these men has an opportunity to make a seizure. 
the way Parr became entitled to the money under the law was 
the fact that as soon as the discovery was made in the weighing 
of the sugar he seized a cargo which was valued at something 
over $400,000, if I am not mistaken. 
sugar, and having made that seizure it entitled him the 
moiety, or payment in lieu of moiety, under the statutes of the 
United States. But notwithstanding the fact in doing that he 


to 


did not know that he would ultimately get an opportunity to | 


seize this cargo or any property, but he kept on working, kept 
on in his investigations, and during all that time he was 
hounded by the detectives of the Sugar Trust, offered bribes in 


order to get him to go out of the service, but he refused and 


continued his investigations until the end, and it was through 


his instrumentality, more than through the instrumentality of | 
the 
revenues paid into the Government and many of the perpe- 
Sugar 


any other man, that these frauds were discovered and 
trators of the frauds, 
Trust, punished. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
Is there not a criminal statute that would run against the 
parties who undertook to bribe him; and if so, was any prose 
cution brought? 

Mr. TAWNEY., 
not know—— 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
against such a case, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Iam simply stating the facts, and I hope the 


including the treasurer of the 


I know there was no prosecution, but I dk 


My recollection is the statute would lic 


Members of the House will appreciate the importance of this 


Service and not make a point of order against this provision. 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in his able an 
eloquent appeal on behalf of these per diem men has won mé 
over, so far as they are concerned, and I am not going to make 
the point of order against their increase, but—— 
Mr. COX of Indiana. 
of order, I renew it. 


Mr. MACON. I have not withdrawn it yet. I propose te 


make the point of order, however, beginning in line 11, page 82, 


commencing with the word “ hereafter,’ and on the language 
found in lines 15, 16, 17, and 18 and ending in 19 on the sam 
page. I make the point of order against that language. I with 
draw the point of order on the other. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I make the point of order, Mr. Chair 
man, to the paragraph on page 82, beginning with line 20 an 
ending in line 23 


-~ 
&*> 


Mr. FITZGERALD. It is all one paragraph. | Mr. DALZELL. I supposed the language that was put in 
Mr. COX of Indiana (continuing). And ending with the | this bill and in the previous bill was intended to cover the 
word “day,” paragraph 2, page 83. work for which that $12,000 of additionai estimate was asked. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman | At the same time, while the language was put in the bill, the 


Now, | 


He seized that cargo of | 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


If the gentleman withdraws the point 


and beginning with line 24, bottom of page 


makes the point of order on the paragraph commencing with line 
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11, page 82, down to and including line 6, on page 83. Is that 
correct? 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I understood the gentleman from At 


kansas made the point of order on the paragraph beginning with 
line 11 and ending with line 19, on page S2. 
Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I only made the point in line 11, 


| on the one word “ hereafter,” so as to read: 








The number and compensation of special agents to be appointed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury under section 2649 of tl Revised Stat 
utes of the United States shall be as follows: 
|} The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes a 
| point of order on the entire paragraph? 
| Mr. COX of Indiana. On the entire paragraph, beginnin 
with the word “ hereafter,” in line 11, and ending with the word 
* day,” on page 83, line 6. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, $1,156,100, which shall include the amount necessary f the 
medical inspection of aliens, as required by section 17 of the act 
Congress approved February 20, 1907. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 


strike out the last word. On page 42 provision is made fer an 


appropriation of $150,000 for the New York Marine Hospital 
This was passed by common consent a little while ago, to be 
| taken up later. I desire at this time to ask the chairman of 


the committee if the building which it is proposed to construct 
in New York for the marine hospital is under the direction of 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service? 

Mr. ‘TAWNEY. The construction of the building is under the 
freasury Department. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Would its management be 
| under the jurisdiction of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service, or is there a separate service? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘That a building under the jurisdiction ol 
the Treasury Department. The Public Health and Marine 


is 


Hospital Service is one of the bureaus of the Treasury De 
partment. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And the marine hospital is not 


| under the control of the Treasury Department? 
Mr. TAWNEY. In one sense; but the Supervising Architect 
is custodian. 
| Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is there not a separate marine 
hospital there, under the jurisdiction of the State of New York, 
apart from the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States? 





Mr. TAWNEY. No; there is no other officer there that has 
any control. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

American ethnology: For continuing ethnological earches among 
the American Indians and the natives of Hawaii, including the excava 
tion and preservation of archeologic remains, under the direction of the 
Smithsonian Institution, including salaries or compensation of all neces 
sary employees and the purchase of necessary books and periodicals, in 
cluding payment in advance for subscriptions, $42,000 


| Mr. STAFFORD. 
|} on that paragraph. 
Mr. DALZELL. 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 


If I understand it, this appropriation is the 


»( same as it was last year? 
| Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 
> | Mr. DALZELL. The estimate was for $54,000, or $12,000 


more for certain exploration work out West, as I understand it, 
and also certain ethnological work in Hawaii and 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. The additional amount was to defray 
the expense of the additional activities contemplated in the next 
fiscal year, and that the committee did not see fit to approve. I 
will say that the estimate was $52,000 for the fiscal year 1911, 
and they were given $42,000. The language which authorized 
the increase and scope of their activities was stricken out. We 
| have, however, included in this paragraph language which has 
| not been in any preceding paragraph, but which covers work 
| that the Smithsonian Institution has been doing. There was a 
question whether they were authorized to do this work, and we 
incorporated the language expressly authorizing the doing of 
that which they are now doing. The additional amount was 
asked for on account of certain work they wanted to do in 
Hawaii and in Samoa, and I think in one or two of the Middle 
- | States, among them the State of Indiana. My colleague on the 
1 | committee [Mr. Smitu] is more familiar with this matter than 
I am, and may be able to give the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
more accurate information on the subject than I can. 


» 


Samoa. 


’ 


» 
> 














$12,000 was not appropriated. 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


We did not put the language in, either; 


neither the language nor money was put in. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that the 
language in respect to archeology is new, but it is not. new 
work. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not new work, but new language. 


Mr, SMITH of Iowa. They proposed to extend this work to 
Samoa and to other places, and we refused to permit them to 
do so. Now, personally, I did not believe they were doing this 
work of the preservation of archeological remains, and I did 
not believe it was authorized by statute, and it was only put in 
in order to legalize in the future what they were doing under 
the present appropriation. 

Mr. DALZELL. The language was put in but the appropria- 
tion was left out? 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman is mistaken. The 
language that was thought to be put in was to extend this 
work to Samoa, and we refused to increase the work over 


anything they are doing now. But we did put in the language 
to cover what they are now doing. We refused to increase the 
appropriation for that work over what they are doing now, but 
we did put in new language simply sufficient to cover what they 
are now doing. 


Mr. DALZELL. In order to legalize what they are now 
doing? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes. I did not believe they were en- 


titled under the former language to repair archeological ruins. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, as the new language is 
simply to cover work which the institution has been engaged 
upon heretofore, I withdraw the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin with- 
draws the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Astrophysical Observatory: For maintenance of Astrophysical Ob- 


servatory, under the direction of the Smithsonian Institution, including 
salaries of assistants, the purchase of necessary books and periodicals, 
including payment in advance for subscriptions, apparatus, making 
necessary observations in high altitudes or in Mexico, repairs and 
alterations of buildings, and miscellaneous expenses, $18,000. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
on the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
a point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. STAFFORD. My purpose is to ascertain from the chair- 
man of the committee the purpose of the new language, extend- 
ing this work to Mexico. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I do not know that I can explain it, 
except to say that it is to enable the gentleman in eharge of 
the Astrophysical Observatory to conduet scientifie imvestiga- 
tions in a more authoritative or more accurate and more sci- 
entific manner than he and his assistants are able to conduct 
them now. It is on account of certain currents of air which 
they want to investigate, both in Mexico at the point contem- 
plated as well as in other parts of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will add to that, if the gentleman 
from Minnesota will permit me. As the gentleman from Wis 
eonsin knows, the Astrophysical Observatory is engaged chiefly 
in studying the sun and the sun’s rays, and it becomes desirable 
make observations at different 
tudes in erder to discover accurately what are really changes 
in the rays of the sun and what changes in the atmosphere pro- 
duce effects appearing to be changes in the rays of the sun. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Why should this favoritism be limited to 
Mexico? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They have in this eountry two stations, one 
on Mount Whitney and one on Mount Wilson, where they have 
been engaged in this work, and it is believed that by means of 
some temporary observations made on one of the mountains in 
Mexico they can make certain whether these manifestations 
are sun manifestations or whether in a measure they have been 
influenced by the air or the conditions of the earth’s atmosphere. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I assume that work of this character is 
being performed by our institutions of learning in other coun- 
tries, and— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; the gentleman is in error on that 
point. This particular work is being conducted chiefly, or I 
might say exclusively, in this institution, although other insti- 
tutions elsewhere are making 
net exactly the same. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I think Harvard University is 
some investigations outside of this country along that line. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This is an investigation of the sun and 
its rays. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. C. G. Abbott, the director of the Astro- 
physical Observatory, said to us when he appeared before us 
at the hearings conducted by our committee: 

The work we are doing has not been duplicated anywhere. 
just coming to the point of following us in carrying on such work as 


from Wisconsin reserves 


to 
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places and at different alti- | 


studies along a similar line, but 


making | 
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this is The Weather 


Bureau has established quite a number of 
pyrheliometers in the United States in the last year, and it has used 
as the standard of those instruments instruments which were furnished 
them by the Astrophysical Observatory. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman, who has for years 


been very strict in insisting that the Government shall not enter 
into the realm of private enterprises, anc shall not do the work 
of private institutions of learning, be kind enough to explain 
wherein this is a proper governmental function? If we under- 
take this outside investigation, why should we not then dupli- 
cate or parallel the work of Harvard University and other 
scientific institutions which have branch observatories in other 
countries? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They have not branches for the prose- 
cution of astrophysical study in other countries. 

Mr. STAFFORD. They have, to my knowledge, branch in- 
stitutions elsewhere than in this country for astronomical re- 
search. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This is a part of the ultimate solution 
of the question as to whether weather forecasts can be made 
far into the future. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not question but that the Government 
could investigate many subjects in the realms of science if we 
gave it authorization. I make the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man, on the words “in Mexico.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that this is a 
public work that is being carried on under the authority of law, 
and there is no limitation as to the territory in which this in- 
vestigation shall be conducted. 

1 do not think that the words 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
to cite any statute 
Mexico? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no statutory authorization other 
than the appropriation originally made, which has been con- 
tinued year after year for this service, and the work is going 
on. It is a public work in progress. They have an observatory 
here, as the Chair well knows, being one of the regents of this 
institution. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
in Mexieo. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
observations in 
hearings: 


‘in Mexico” are subject to a 


Minnesota able 
investigations in 


from 
these 


Is the gentleman 
which authorizes 


Have they one in Mexico? 
They want to take certain observations 


This is merely to enable them to take certain 
Mexico on this mountain. I read from the 


Mr. Aspnor. Mr. Chairman, I told the 
ago that I had made an expedition to 
We were unfortunate in 1909 in having only one day which was suitable 
for the observations. The remainder of the time after the apparatus 
was adjusted was either cloudy or snowy. Accordingly we repeated this 
expedition in 1910, and I was fortunate in having two weeks of cood 
weather on the summit of Mount Whitney, which is the highest moun 
tain in the United States. I carried on there complete measurements 
which were simultaneous with those carried on at Mount Wilson. W 
“have now reduced the observations made both at Mount Wilson and 
Mount Whitney, and we have found that the results obtained at Mount 
Whitney check and substantiate completely the work we were doing on 
Mount Wilson. ‘Therefore, having established a standard ; 
measurement and having shown that we get the same results, whetlh 
we make the observation at the sea level at Washington, at Mount 
Wilson (1 mile elevation), or at Mount Whitney (5 miles elevatic 
we are now able to state the value of the solar constant of radiation 
This value is of an importance equal to that of the distance of the sun 
in astronomical work, but it was unknown at the time we began this 
work within limits of two or three fold, so that statements were in the 
books ranging from 1.75 calories to 3 calories. Our work now ef this 
year has established the value of that constant within 1 per cent 


committee at the meeting a year 
the summit of Mount Whitney 


' 
scaie of 


Now, for the purpose of making this observation, to check it 
up, at a higher altitude in Mexico than can be reached in the 
United States, in order to check up the results of the investi- 
gations made en Mount Whitney and Mount Wilson, the words 
‘in Mexico” are here inserted. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the words “in Mexico” 
tation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair undertands that the gentle 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Srarrorp] makes a point of order 
against the words “in Mexico.” Is that correct? 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


are a limi- 


National Zoological Park: For continuing the construction of roads, 
walks, bridges, water supply, sewerage, and drainage; and for grading, 
planting, and otherwise improving the grounds; erecting and repairing 
buildings and inclosures; care, subsistence, purchase, and transporta 
tion of animals; including salaries or compensation of all necessary 
employees ; and general incidental expenses not otherwise provided 


| including purchase, maintenance, and driving of horses and vehicles re- 


quited for official purposes, and not exceeding $100 for the purchase of 


| necessary books and periodicals, including payment in advance for sub- 
| scriptions, $100,000; one half of which sum shall be pee from 
They are | i 


the 


revenues of the District of Columbia and the alf from the 


Treasury of the United States. 


other 
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Mr. DALZELL. I move to strike out the last word. I see 
that the total appropriation for the Zoological Park is $100,000, 
The estimates covered an item for buildings, for an aviary, and 
also for the readjustment of boundaries. Both those items were 
stricken out by the committee, were they not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
ditional land on the west and on the south. 
was for a bird cage, and the committee thought they could get 
along very well with the one they now have for another year. 

The proposition to buy this land is one that has been before 
us a number of times, and the committee were not willing to ap- 
propriate the amount that is necessary in the judgment of the 
superintendent of the park for the purchase of this land, either 
by voluntary purchase or by condemnation. 

Mr. DALZELL. That was $40,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The President of the United States. from and after the passage of this 
act, is authorized to designate from time to time any member of the 


They were. One involved the purchase of ad- | 
The other item | 
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Interstate Commerce Commission or of the Court of Commerce to exer- | 


cise the powers conferred and the duties imposed upon the chairman of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission by the provisions of the “ 
cerning carriers engaged in interstate commerce and their employees,” 
approved June 1, 1898; and the member so designated, during the period 
for which he is designated, shall have the powers now conferred by 
said act on the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point 
of order on that provision for the purpose of obtaining certain 
information about it. This is new legislation. I am not dis- 
posed to make a point of order if I can find out about it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is legislation. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Does the gentleman think it is 
necessary and proper? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I made a statement this forenoon in which 
I explained why this legislation is necessary. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I am very sorry that I did 
not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Erdman Act, so called, is mandatory as 
to who shall constitute the commission. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And the Commissioner of 
Labor. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, the gentleman knows that the former 
chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission has been 
appointed one of the justices of the Commerce Court. He can 
no longer serve in the capacity of arbitrator under the Erdman 
Act. 

Yet, in view of his long experience in that service, in view of 
his intimate and favorable acquaintance among the representa- 
tives of labor organizations and also the employers of labor, it 
was by his associate commissioner deemed of the utmost impor- 
tance that this legislation should be enacted, so that his services 
might be availed of as an arbitrator in the future, as heretofore, 
in the event the President of the United States deemed it ad- 
visable and necessary. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I realize the 
propriety and importance of having the President of the United 
States designate someone to act as chairman of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission when the chairman is absent, but I do 
not think it wise to transfer that power to the Commerce Court. 
By the way, the gentleman must amend this bill, I think, be- 
cause he calls it the Court of Commerce in this bill. I am 
familiar with the services that Mr. Knapp has rendered in these 
controversies, but he has been appointed as a member of the 
Commerce Court. I do not know whether he will be chairman 
of that court or not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I was under a misapprehension if he is not. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. At any rate, I am not willing, 
on the reasons given by the gentleman from Minnesota, to con- 
sent to this legislation, which transfers a member of the Com- 
merce Court who is not a permanent occupant of the bench of 
the Court of Commerce, because the provisions are that the 
members shall only occupy their positions for a certain length 
of time and then shall become members of the judiciary of the 

United States. I say I am not willing that that legislation 
should include judges of that court. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the gentleman misunderstood me, or 
I misstated the fact. This is to enable the President of the 
United States to avail himself of the services of the former 
chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission. Now, it 
will not only apply to Mr. Knapp as a member of the Commerce 
Court, but if he goes back as the judge of the circuit court it 
would apply. It is to enable the President to utilize the serv- 
ices of a man who has by reason of his experience obtained 


act con- | 
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a relation to the men that must be dealt with that a new man 
has not obtained. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. How is the President to obtain 
his services after his term has expired as a member of the 
Commerce Court? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will read the language 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It says that 

He may designate from time to time any member of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and of the Commerce Court 


Now, Judge Knapp at the expiration of a certain time will 
cease to be a member of the Commerce Court and « 
be designated under this law to carry out that act, because the 
acts creating the Commerce Court provide that he shall be a 
member of the Commerce Court only for a certain length of 
time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We are only dealing with the immediate 
present, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is hoped by that time that the man who 
succeeds him may have become familiar with the duties suffi 
cient to qualify him in the case. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I do not want 
to make a point of order captiously, because I never do so. I 
do not think that this legislation would be wise, and take the 
circuit judge, for that is what he is, an additional circuit judge, 
who is a member of the Commerce Court, and say that he 
can designate any member of that court for this work. The 
Interstate Commerce Commission, or the commiss 
the ones to deal with this matter, and if the gentleman will 
confine his provision to any member of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, I shall have no objections. I am willing to give 
the President authority to select any member of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission he sees fit to do. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not wish to accept the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Georgia, because that defeats the 
whole purpose. I think the gentleman from Georgia fails to 
appreciate the importance of the negotiations that are carried 
on the Erdman Act. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then the gentleman would not insist on put- 
ting an inexperienced man in the position of conducting these 
negotiations. If the gentleman will pardon me, it is only re 
cently that the services of these two men, in negotiations car 
ried on between many thousands of railroad employees and 
employers in the city of Chicago, resulted in averting what was 
soon to become one of the most serious strikes for many years, 

It was only by reason of the tact, the peculiar qualifications, 
of the men in charge of the negotiations that that strike was 
settled, and I hope the gentleman from Georgia will accept 
the judgment of the Interstate Commerce Commission itself 
as well as the President and the members of the Commerce 
Court. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the 
importance of the service rendered by a member of the Inter 
state Commerce Commission, its chairman, and of the Commis 
sioner of the Bureau of Labor. I do not, however, appreciate 
the suggestion that there is no one else whom the President can 
appoint to the Interstate Commerce Commission—no other man 
in the United States who can fill the position that Judge Knapp 
formerly occupied upon the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
I believe there are men now upon that commission—I believe 
if a vacancy occurs the President can find a man to appoint 
upon the Interstate Commerce Commission who will discharge 
the duties efficiently and satisfactorily to the parties who may 
be at controversy, although I have not a word of criticism—fat 
from it—and only words of commendation for the services ren 
dered by Judge Knapp. 

If Judge Knapp was so indispensable to the country in the 
services which he rendered as chairman of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, why did not the President keep him there 
and not appoint him to the Commerce Court? If you set an 
example of this kind, where a man is appointed to fill some 
public position, is later transferred to some other position, and 
then feel you must change the law so that he may be able to 
carry out the law that he carried out on that other particular 
tribunal, then you will have a rule of men and not a rule of 
law. I will not accept with approval the suggestion that there 
is no one else in the United States, and no one else can be 
found either now or in the near future, who can discharge the 
duties formerly discharged by that gentleman. 

Mr. ESCH. Would the gentleman find an additional objec- 
tion to this provision in this fact, that acting as arbitrator he 
might subsequently, as a member of the Commerce Court, be re- 
quired to adjudicate upon his own findings? 


in no longer 


But you are making permanent 


ioners, are 






Sed 0 





Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gen- 
tlem: f he iggestion. That was one of the reasons which 
I was going to give. He is a circuit judge, and he might at 
times | ed upon to decide the very questions which were 

t issue which he settled as arbitrator, and I do not think that 

e ought to complicate the law in that way, nor do I think 
that we ought to enact this provision into law. 

Mr. Chairman, I therefore make the point of order upon the 
words “ or Court of Commerce,” occurring in line 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to keep informed re 

1g and to enforce compliance with acts to promote the safety of 
nd tray i i lroa i n tl I nt of 

t S10 O00 
ESCH. Mr. Chairman, I notice this provision is very 
materially different from the corresponding provision in the 
sundry civil act of last year. In that act of last year there 
Was specified the various laws for which an appropriation was 
to be made. Does the gentleman believe that the addition of 


$25,000 in this item will be 


th sufficient to carry out the new laws 
enacted just before the 


last sundry civil bill became effective? 


Mr. TAWNEY. What page is that? 
Mr. ESCH. Page 91, the middle paragraph. These acts are 
the original safety appliance acts 


Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman that the reason 
we dropped all those titles was because it is unnecessary to 


carry them and keep continually reprinting them in the law 


of all the sum in the enforcement of all these safety appliance | 
laws. That is the reason we did it. 
Mr. ESCH. Does the gentleman think that the language used 


is sufficient to include the law of May 6, 1910? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; I do. 

Mr. ESCH. Does the gentleman think an appropriation of 
$25,000 is sufficient to carry out that law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. ESCH. 
tified it would 
establish a new 


accidents: 


not be 


force 


necessary, for the present at least, to 
to make investigations of important rail- 
that he thought he might detail some experts 
he now has in the office. Does the gentleman think the experts 
now employed to carry out the safety-appliance law, the stand- 
ardization act, and so forth, would have the necessary knowl- 
edge, experience, and skill to investigate an important railroad 
wreck? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I certainly do, Mr. Chairman, and I can not 
think that the gentleman from Wisconsin can doubt their ability 
to make such investigations, knowing, as we both do, the char- 
acter and the ability of the men who are employed in that in- 
vestigation of safety appliances. I am satisfied that the men 
who are qualified to make the investigation of mechanical devices 
that are now employed on trains and on engines for the safety 
of employees and the traveling public are sufficiently intelligent 


road 


and qualified to investigate and inquire into the causes of any | 


railroad accident. They are peculiarly qualified for it, in my 
judgment, because of their experience in the investigation of 
those things that are required now by law to protect the public 
and the employees from injury on account of railroad accidents. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Chairman, I do not question the competence 
of these inspectors to administer the safety appliance acts as 
to car equipment, but it does seem to me we would have to 
have a higher order of skill and knowledge in order to make 
the necessary investigation and report upon the accidents that 
would carry weight with Congress. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in reply to that I want to 
say that if the gentleman can point out any class of railroad 
employees from the president down to a brakeman, who by 
reason of his experience and his knowledge in railroading is 
better qualified than the men now employed for the inspection 
of safety appliances, I do not know who they would be unless 
it would be the chief of the motive power and machinery of 


railroads, because in average intelligence these men are equal | 
to any other class of employees who are employed by railroad | 


companies in the operation of railroads. I 
wise for us to duplicate service. I think 


do not think it is 
the commission is 


entirely right in requiring the experts that they now have em- | 


ployed in the inspection of safety appliances to make these in- 
vestigations and report on the causes of railroad accidents. I 
do not know to what branch of railroad service the commission 
could go to find men who are more fitted by reason of their 
experienge and knowledge of railroading, railroad operation, and 
railroad appliances, than the men who have been selected from 
all over the United States, from among the active railroad 
operatives, to test or investigate safety appliances. 
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Mr. ESCH. I should expect the Government to confine its 
selection in these investigations to men who are experienced in 
railroad matters, but the inspectors who now have to investi- 
gate mere car equipment, safety appliances, and so forth, are 
not paid the amount of money which would enable the Goy- 
ernment to get the best possible talent, that talent which is 
necessary to make this accident law most effective. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission to ex- 
tend the period within which any common carrier shall comply with 
the provisions of section 3 of the act entitled “An act to supplement 
‘An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon rail- 
roads by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce 
to equip their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and 








their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,’ 
‘ other safety-appliance acts, and for other purposes,” approved 
April 14, 1910, shall apply to cars actually placed in service between 





the date of the passage of said act and the Ist day of July, 1911, in 
the same manner and to the same extent that it applies to cars actually 
i ervice upon the cate of the passage of said act. 


Mr. 
order 
of it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the chairman of 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, who is 
more familiar with the provision and at whose suggestion this 
was incorporated, to explain the necessity for this legislation. 

Mr. BOUTELL took the chair. 

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, at the 


CRUMPACKER. 
against that 


Mr. Chairman, 
paragraph 


I reserve the point of 
in order to get an explanation 


dha 
Lilt 


last session of Congress 


: >| We passed a law in reference to uniformity of safety appliances 
so we made them all broad enough to authorize the expenditure | 


upon railroad cars, and so forth. That law provided the Ite 
state Commerce Commission might fix the appliances and pro- 
vide for the uniformity, and might extend the time as to 
compliance on cars that were in operation at the time of the 
passage of the act. In other words, that as to the ears which 
were in service on the date of the passage of the act the 
commission might extend the time within which those cars 
should be made to comply with the uniform regulation. 

There has been considerable work done between the railroads 
and the railroad employees in connection with an agreement 
among themselves, which was submitted to the Interstate Com 
merce Commission providing for uniform appliances. It has 
not yet been settled, and the Interstate Commerce Commission 
has issued an order fixing the appliances which shall be put 
upon cars after July 1 next. Of course, that would apply to 
cars that went into service between the date of the passage of 
the act and July 1. 

The commission has not authority under the existing law to 
extend time for fixing those cars that went into service after 
the date of the passage of the act. This was inserted at the 
request of the Interstate Commerce Commission at the request 
of the railroads and at the request of the railroad employees. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That explanation is entirely satisfac- 
tory, and I see the purpose of the paragraph, and therefore 


| withdraw the point of order. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Repairing roadways to national cemeteries: For repairs to roadways 
to national cemeteries which have been constructed by special authority 
of Congress, $12,000: Provided, That no railroad shall be permitted 
upon the right of way which may have been acquired by the United 


| States to a national cemetery, or to encroach upon any roads or walks 
constructed thereon and maintained by the United States: Provided 


further, That no part of this sum shall be used for repairing any road 
way not owned by the United States within the corporate limits of any 
city, town, or village. ‘ 

fereafter no part of any appropriation for national cemeteries or 
the repair of roadways thereto shall be expended in the maintenance of 
more than a single approach to any national cemetery. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that para- 
graph, in line 17, page 98, after the word “ owned,” by inserting 
“or controlled,” so that it will read: 

Provided further, That no part of this sum shall be used for repairing 
any roadway not owned or controlled by the United States within the 
corporate limits of any city, town, or village. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. 
CANDLER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 98, line 17, after the word “ owned,” insert “ or. controlled.” 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, to that I make a point 
of order that it changes existing law. The existing law is that 
no appropriation shall, except as otherwise authorized, be used 
in any work of improvement except upon land belonging to the 
United States, and this changes the general fundamental law of 
public improvement. 

Mr. CANDLER. Now, then, if the gentleman from Iowa will 
hear me just a moment, I take it for granted that out of the 
kindness of his heart and great generosity he will withdraw 
his point of order 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I reserve the point of order. 















































































1911. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 3.3) I 








Mr. CANDLER (continuing). In order that justice may be | the city of Corinth, I will move its adoption immediately and 


done. speak in behalf of it. [Laughter.} I do not think the Cor 
While, Mr. Chairman, I will not concede the point of order, | gress of the United States should grant money from the Fed 
I want to reason with my good friend just a moment. eral Treasury to improve the streets of the city of the gent 
In the city in which I live—Corinth, Miss.—there is a na- | man, and I think the Government ought not to take the streets 
tional cemetery, which is within the corporate limits of the city Mr. CANDLER. Does the gentleman believe that the Gov 


of Corinth. The whole roadway, which leads from the national | ernment of the United States should improve the streets 
cemetery to the center of the town, is also, of course, necessarily | belong to the United States? 


within the corporate limits of the city. When that roadway | Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not believe it should improve 
was constructed several years ago the city of Corinth deeded | many of them. 

to the United States the streets over which it passes. The part Mr. CANDLER. This Government is too great and too ¢ 

of the roadway outside of the corporate limits of the city— | erous to take streets from the city of Corinth and then refuse 
and there was a part of it outside of the corporate limits at | to the city of Corinth the right to improve them and refuse 
that time, the corporate limits having been extended since— | improve them itself, or to attempt to drive us off the streets and 
was deeded by the owner of the land, Mrs. M. A. Mitchell, | then say to us that it will permit the Government streets to 
over which the road passed at that time for the construction | to wreck and ruin without improvement. [Applause 

of this roadway. In the two deeds there was a condition placed Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I should say that the Representative 
which provided that the roadway should be kept open for pas- | of the State of Mississippi, and particularly the Representa 
sage. In view of the fact that the city was giving up certain | from the city of Corinth, are too smart to be imposed upon 
streets within the corporate limits of the city of Corinth to the | that way. 

Government and the owner of the land outside of the corporate Mr. CANDLER. The Government has made some bad trad 
limits at that time was conveying that part of the right of way | according to the judgment of the gentleman, but [ do not thn 


to the United States Government to construct a roadway to | it has made a bad trade in this instance. I think the road 
reach the national cemetery, they had a right to and did place | owned by the Government in the city of Corinth is not only 


in the deeds the above-mentioned conditions. honor to the city, but also an honor to the Government it 

At the last session of Congress I offered an amendment which | [Applause. ] 
put inte the law the words “owned by the United States.” Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of ord 
Prior to that time the provision was that no money should be The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of ordet 
used for the roadway or roads leading to the national cemeteries | Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that I may be per 
which were within corporate limits of a city or town. I be- mitted to extend by remarks in the Recorp in order to i ude 


lieved at that time that the amendment which I offered would | the deeds I have in my hand showing that the Government of 
cover the condition which existed. This condition exists not | the United States does own these streets. 

only in my own town, but also in other cities and towns in the Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have no objection, Mr. Chairman, 
United States. But the department has held, I am informed, | to the gentleman extending his remarks and putting the deeds 
that in view of the condition in these deeds providing that the | in the Recorp, provided that does not establish or imply accept 


roadway should be kept open for passage to the public, that it | 2uce on the part of the United States. | Laughter.| 
is not a fee-simple title, and that the Government does not in | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi ask 


the full sense own the road, and, therefore, they have held that | unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. | 

the part of the rosdway within the corporate limits could not | there objection? The Chair hears none. Without objection, it 

be improved under this provision. Now, then, the Government | Will be done. 

refuses to improve the road and refuses to permit the city to The deeds are as follows: 

improve it, and there we stand, up in the air, not being per- | M. A, MITCHELL—DEED TO THE UNITED STATI 

mitted to improve it ourselves and with the Government refus | In consideration of $1 and the benefits likely to acerue to me, | 
a ae ; 


( 


ing to improve it. omnes 4 - the United States of America to used as a right of-w 
: “ a = a on which to construct and maintain a macadamized or gravel road 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I always like to be gracious, and if the | the land described as follows : 


gentieman will offer an amendment ceding the right to the! + : a 

ity: 7} sheer > woiva » iy P nrda : | point where Meigs Street intersects the rp tion line on the east 

city, f will « heer fully waive the point of order. Poundary of the city of Corinth. County of ain 1, State of Mississippi, 
Mr. CANDLER. Let me, then, to meet the objection of the | to the northwest corner of the United States 


A strip of land 66 feet wide and 760 feet long, to extend from t 





ational cemetery situ 





gentleman, state further that the Legislature of the State of ane ~~ said city, said 66 feet in width to | 33 feet on the north 
fecica} i acsed ¢ act « “izing Stee it eal side and 33 feet on the south side of said line 1 from the center 
Mi sippi passed an act authorizing the city of Corinth to | o¢ yfeics Street N. 82° E. to the northwest corner of id cometers 





convey to the Government of the United States these streets | Also sufficient land on the north, west, and south sides of ‘said cel 


over which the road passes; and the city did convey them, and | tery and parallel thereto to make, added to the land already owned b 
hence I am in no position to offer the amendment whieh he | Me, United States on each of i a strip of land G feet wide 








































suggests, but I insist, as the Government owns the streets and oon oan ieee a oor eg a rt of the NES’ 1 Ay 2 TR 
’ i > & £ : conveyed being situated in and a part the NE. 4 se IS, FT. 2, RB. 7 
controls them, it should keep them in repair. E., in Alcorn County, State of Mississippi. zi 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We could very readily obtain gifts of | ao Ss 2 — os ee : a ae ae, te a 
all the streets and avenues in all the cities of the United States | way on which to construct and maintain a ma¢ ,damized « r gravel road 
if we would guarantee to pave them. They are very generous Witness my signature this the loth day of October, A. D. 1888 
about that. [Laughter.] , s ~ A B 
Mr. CANDLER. q do hot question that, but our city is not | grare or Mississippi, County of Alcorn: 
— to have the I nited States take care of all its streets. This day personally appeared before me R. P. Barnhill, clert f 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They are the streets of the gentle- | the cireuit co of Alcorn County, State of Mississippi, the within 
man’s ¢ ity. n ed M. A Mite l ell, who a knowledged that « ; e sign ed nd de ivered 
Mr. CANDLER. They are, in one sense of the word; but eo oy ona oa TI'yeal thie ith day of Octo , 1888 
they are streets which have been conveyed by the city of | R. P. BARN 
Corinth by legislative enactment to the United States. Cor of he Cirents Coart, 4 a: = 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Who authorized the Government of Sin noes oi eae ‘ 
the United States to accept them? Ld PM = € the chancery 
Mr. CANDLER. The Government accepted those streets, but | that the foregoing instrument w d fe ecord here on the 1 
refused to improve them until the legislature made this act | of October, 1588, and has been duly recorded in deed book 12, | ~ 
of cession. I have right here the deed from the city of Corinth,| ©'Y®" under my hand and I this the 10th ¢ P Mie — 
conveying the streets to the Government of the United States. | Clerk of the CI ery ¢ ¢ for A ( 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. What conceivable act of Congress, may 7 
I ask the gentleman, ever authorized the streets of his city of | S™™2 OF Misstssrpet, County of 
Corinth to be dumped on the Government of the United States? as Y - =. - Nt that ¢ : . rego . i cceeaee ; . e- _ 
[Laughter.] and perfect copy of the deed fre \. Mi United 8 
Mr. CANDLER. The Legislature of the sovereign State of | 0b Amgriea. as stow De enorde - Pad ae oe -* 
Mississippi authorized the city to convey them to the United ~ Given und r my hand and oflici T this he 2d I 
States, and the United States accepted them by taking pos- | A. D. 1911 : 
Session of them and building the road thereon. Do you want } Clerk of Chancere Court oh - x Son BOhon 
to have the United States Government act the part of “dog in etic ain - eae 
the manger” and refuse not only to improve those streets it- | CITY OF CORINTH DEED TO THE UNITED ST: AMERICA 
self, but also refuse to let us improve them? [Applause.] _By virtue of authority and power conferred upon me as the mayor 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have already told the gentleman that <a hy — } 4 — a — ee ee pl 7 She city 
if he will offer an amendment ceding the streets back again to ‘Ste of Corl ‘the 7th day of January, A. and in 


of the city of Corinth, on the 7th day of January, A. D, 1889, and in 


sper” 
»* 
Deded 2 


consideration of the benefits likely to accrue to the city of Corinth, I, 
as mayor of the city of Corinth, hereby convey and quitclaim to the 
United States of America ail the title, right, and interest of the city 
of Corinth to the following portions of streets, to wit: That portion of 


that portion of Wick Street extending east from Filmore Street to 
Penn street; thence that portion of Penn Street extending south from 
Wick Street to Meegs Street; thence that portion of Meegs Strect ex 
tending east from Penn Street to the corporation line of the city of 
Corinth, Alcorn County, Miss., to be by said United States of America 
used as a right of way on which to construct a macadamized or gravel 
road; said right of way being granted subject to any rights which have 
formerly been granted to cross any of said streets, and this deed is 
made, executed, and delivered on condition that no part of said road 
within the corporation of the city of Corinth shall be fenced, but that 
said road when constructed shall be kept open to the public and the 
public be permitted to use it as a public highway and to cross at any 
place where a street shall cross the same. 
Witness my signature the 7th day of January, A. D. 1889. 
S. M. SANDERS, 
Mayor of the City of Corinth, in Alcorn County, Miss. 


phis & Charleston Railway extending south to Wick Street: thence 


Attest: 
T. E. Henry, 
Clerk of the City of Corinth, in Alcorn County, Miss. 
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI, Alcorn County: 
Personally appeared before me, F. P. Morrison, clerk of the chancery 
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court of said county, the within-named 8S. L. Sanders, mayor, etc., of | 


the city of Corinth, who acknowledges that he signed and delivered the 


foregoing instrument on the year therein mentioned as his act and deed. | 


Given under my hand and seal this the 11th day of January, 1889. 
F. P. MORRISON, 
Chancery Clerk for Alcorn County, Miss. 


Filed for record this January 11, 1889, A. D., at 1 o'clock p. m., and 
truly recorded in deed book No. 12, page 560, this the 15th day of 
January, 1889. 

F. P. Morrison, Clerk. 


STATE OF MISSISSIPPI, Alcorn County: 


I, O. M. Hinton, clerk of the chancery court in and for said county 
and State, certify that the foregoing instrument is a full, complete, and 
perfect copy of the deed from the city of Corinth to the United States 
of America as appears of record in my office in deed book 12, pages 
560 and 561, of records of deeds of said county. 

Given under my hand and official seal this the 24 February, 1911. 

[ SEAL. ] O. M. Hinron, 

Clerk of Chancery Court, Alcorn County, Miss. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Hereafter no part of any appropriation for national cemeteries or 
the repair of roadways thereto shall be expended in the maintenance 
of more than a single approach to any national cemetery. 


Mr. THISTLEWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of | 


order against that paragraph, commencing on line 19 and includ- 
ing line 22, on page 9S. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I shall insist, con- | 


trary to the Chairman's first impression, that it is not subject 
to a point of order. I wish to be heard upon it, because I know 
the impression of the Chairman is apt to be in the gentleman’s 
favor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear first the ground for 
the point of order made by the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. 
THISTLEWOOD]. 

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. The point I make, Mr. Chairman, is 
that this is general legislation. It not only seeks to control 
this appropriation, but any appropriation that may follow. I 
will read it. It says 

Hereafter no part of any appropriation 

Mark the word “ hereafter "— 
for national cemeteries or the repair of roadways thereto shall be ex- 


pended in the maintenance of more than a single approach to 
tional cemetery. 


apy na 

Of course, it is new legislation and general legislation. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, in order that this 
point of order may be understood I deem it my duty to call the 
attention of the Chair to the fact that in the last sundry civil 
bill exactly this language was carried, except that the word 
“hereafter ”’ was not in it. That is, it read: 

No part of any appropriation for national cemeteries or the repair 
of roadways thereto shall be expended in the maintenance of 
than a single approach to any national cemetery. 

That is, no part of any appropriation heretofore or hereafter 
made. 

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. It did not have the word “ hereafter ” 
in it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But the gentleman from Illinois suec- 
ceeded in getting a ruling from the Attorney General that, not- 
withstanding this language was that no part of any appropria- 
tion for national cemeteries or the repair of roadways thereto 
shall be expended in the maintenance of more than a single 
approach to any national cemetery, yet that that was only a 
limitation upon the appropriation of that year. With all possi- 
ble respect for the Attorney General, I dissent from his opinion 
as to the proper construction of the language of last year. I 


more 








submit that if his construction is correct, that it was simply a 
limitation upon the annual appropriation, when it applied to 


| any appropriation, either heretofore or hereafter made, then, 
Filmore Street from the point from where said street crosses the Mem- | 


certainly, this language, being limited only to appropriations 
hereafter made, is also only a limitation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa inform 
the Chair, if his contention is correct and this legislation is in 
the last sundry civil appropriation act, why it is necessary to 
reenact it with the word “ hereafter” inserted? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have just explained to the Chair 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THISTLEWoop], notwith- 
standing the language was plain and unambiguous, as I think, 
succeeded in getting a ruling from the Attorney General of the 
United States, advising the Treasury Department that such 
language was only a limitation upon the annual appropriation, 
and therefore it became necessary to reenact it. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Then you want to make perma- 
nent law out of it this time? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am using more narrow language 
than before, because the words of the act of last year referred 
to appropriations heretofore and hereafter made, and now we 
only refer to hereafter. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Did you not find that the law of 
last year was no good? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; it was perfectly good, but it did 
not go as far as I thought it went. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Then I offer the same language with 
the word “ hereafter” stricken out, and that language has been 
construed by the ruling of the Attorney General to be simply 
a limitation. I understand it has been repeatedly held by the 
Chair that the construction of administrative statutes by the 
Department of Justice will be followed by the Chair, because 
that is the way the laws are being executed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 98, after line 18, insert the following: 

“No part of any appropriation for national cemeteries or the repair 
of roadways thereto shall be expended in the maintenance of more than 
a single approach to any national cemetery.” 

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. I make a point of order against that, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes a 
point of order. The Chair would ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill if he bas the exact language of the last act and the 
opinion of the Attorney General upon it? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not in possession at this time 
of the opinion of the Attorney General, but the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. THtstLeEwcop] will confess that the Attorney Gen- 
eral has so construed the law, and the gentleman from Illinois 
is very proud of that fact. 

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [linois withdraws his 
point of order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I suggest that we get the opinion 
of the Attorney General and clear up this matter. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It will not clear it up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined the opinion of 
the Attorney General, and in view of that decision will overrule 
the point of order, and ask that the opinion of the Attorney 
General be inserted in the Recorp in connection with the de- 
cision of the Chair. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The opinion of the Attorney General is as follows: 

MOUND CITY NATIONAL CEMETERY—ABANDONMENT OF ROADS LEADING 
THERETO. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
November 21, 191). 

Srr: I have considered your letter of October 10, 1910, with its 
accompanying papers, in which you ask my opinion whether Congress 
has indicated an intention to abandon two of the three roads approach- 
ing the Mound City National Cemetery, near Cairo, Ill, by the fol- 
lowing proviso of the sundry civil act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat., 723) : 

“No part of any appropriation for national cemeteries or the repair 
of roadways thereto shall be expended in the maintenance of more than 
a single approach to any national cemetery.” 

I am of opinion that this proviso does not indicate such an intention. 

Of course, the proviso is not expressly an abandonment of any roads, 
and the only question is whether it is impliedly so. 

As I view the subject, it is unnecessary to consider whether a final 
and irrevocable abandonment of a roadway would be brought about by 
an act of Congress providing generally that no appropriation should be 
used in the future for its maintenance, for in this case I think the pro- 
viso quoted is intended only to limit the use of appropriations carried 
by the particular act, thereby suspending repairing for only one year. 
If this is the true construction of the proviso, then, of course, it does 
not imply an abandonment of the road, for only an actual cessation of 
use, and that for a considerable length of time, is deemed to have such 
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an implication. (Lewiston v. Proctor, 27 IIL, 417; Washburn on Ease Under all these circumstances I do not think this clause should 
ments and Servitudes, 4th ed., 199.) In the Lewiston case the court construed as having the effect of tl whole pat yh as ori vy in 
stated the rule as follows: troduced and then eliminated 

‘A transient or partial nonuser will not suffice. * * * It is in In the context of the clause as quoted above, it will be noted that 
sisted that as this road at the point of obstruction had not been re- explicit provision is made for the completion of a protective fence along 
paired by the corporate authorities it was not regarded by them as the Mound City Road The existen f th | vision s s to me 
public highway. But all of the evidence to that point shows that from | of some weight in corrs boration of this view of the intent of Con 
the nature of the ground it was never required. This being true, the gress, for if the clause is to be const d un sandon nt of two 
law will not require a useless act. Had it been necessary, and it had | out of the three roads to thi emeter 1d if yur d rtr it had 
never been repaired, that fact, with others, would have been proper een intended to have full power to s ‘ ! t is 
for the consideration of the jury in determining whether it was regarded | should be abandoned, Congress would hardly have preset d the build 
by those having charge of the highways as a public road. Of itself that ing of this fence, because it ght be that your de; tment would decide 
fact is not sufficient to vacate a legally acquired public highway.” that that very road should be itself abandoned 

There are several reasons why I am of opinion that the proviso is All these considerations seem to me to out ich ti reumstance 
properly to be construed as applicable only to the appropriations cai that at one stage in the progress of the bill the « ise read 
ried by the act in which it appears, notwithstanding the fact that tl ‘No part of any appropriation herein for national ‘teries or the 
language of the clause, not being in terms explicitly limited, is, stand- | repair of roadways the eto all be expended in the maintenan of 
ing alone, open to the other construction : | more than a single appro 1 to any national neter 

The policy of Congress in these appropriation bills appears to have | it was in this form that the original amendment offered in t 1e a e 
been long settled against the inclusion of any general legislation. For | on May 26, 1910, was passed by the House fhe Senate struck it out, 
example, the proviso contained in the paragraph next preceding the | but in conference the House committe insisted upon it, ar 1 the 
clause under construction prohibits any railroad from encroaching upon | ference report of June 25, 1910, st ‘3 that HH D s 
any of these cemetery roads, and though, in terms, it is just as general restored How the word “ her h ed t e dropped o in » 
in its language as the clause under construction, it has been specifically | final form of the bill does not appear, t in my opinion its absen is 
reenncted by Congress year after year in every sundry civil act from | not controlling as against nut erous 0 her consideration e st d 
1895 to the present time. This annual reenactment of such clauses is I am of opinion, therefore that the proviso was not intended to be 
the common practice in these acts, and in my opinion it indicates | general legislation, and, therefore, that it should not be construed 
plainity a general policy of Congress to limit their scope to the year | indicating an intention to : ndon any of the roads in question 
covered by the act. | I feel the more assured in this conclusion , “i the , i 

The policy is also indicated by the rules of both of the Houses, the rinciple that the jurisdiction and property rights of the United 8S 3 
Senate rule (XVI, par. 3) being as follows: | should not be lessened except upon the clearest expressiot y Cong 

*No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received | I return all papers herewith ; 
to any general appropriation bill;”’ Respectfully, GEORGE W. WICKERSHAM 
and the House rule (XXI, par. 2) being as follows: The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


‘No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropria 
tion bill, or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure 
not previously authorized by law. unless in continuation of appropria 
tions for such public works and objects as are already in progress; nor 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 


shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general Mr. THISTLEWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I came to this House 
appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto.” about three years ago, and was immediately confronted with this 


Also the title of the act, “An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 3v, 
1911, and for other purposes,” tends to repel the idea that general 


| cemetery proposition. The Quartermaster’s Department seems 
determined to throw the roads back on the people. I live within 


legisiution was intended. | 5 miles of this cemetery, and I feel as if I could not go home 
_ again, oad context of roa —s clause —— “9 a same con-| and raise my head if the Congress refused to take care of 
clusior This context, including the clause itself, is as follows: | Cat eal a hac poems . niet ‘ i hs nl 

“Repairing roadways to national cemeteries: For repairs to road- | this national cemetery. You might as well go to that brick 





ways to national cemeteries which have been constructed by special au- | Monument that has been reared there and chop out the bottom 
thority of Conger $12,000: Provided, That no railroad shall be per 
mitted upon the right of way which may have been acquired by the | |. Oe aia aes ’ ia a al ; 
Unit States to a national cemetery, or to encroach upon any roads or | Cemetery. It iS an injustice to the people who live there. - 
wall onstructed thereon and maintained by the United States : Pro- | At the time the cem« tery was est iblished there were not 500 
vided further, That no part of this sum shall be used for repairing any | people living in the county. In Mound City, which is a m 
roadwa ot « 1 y the ited States within the corporate limits o . \ : ax aaa . 
oa , 3 pan my ™” vanes ns WEEE the corpes 7 | from the cemetery, there are only about 2,000 people now. Yet 
‘No part of any appropriation for national cemeteries or the repair | there have been 6,000 Union and Confederate soldiers buried 
of roadways thereto shall be expended in the maintenance of more than | there. 
a sincle approach to any national cemetery ; “es _— al I OE Real OE GN al aan ai 
‘Yor the completion of a protective fence along the roadway leading | }5 buried there. I say this Government wo ld be unjus and 
from Mounds to the national cemetery near Mound City, Pulaski | recreant to its duty if it refused to make ample provision for 





| as to refuse to take care of the road and paths that run to this 
e 


The brave Gen. Turgeon, who came here from Austria, 

















County, IL, and for the drainage of the ponds or borrow pits caused | the care of this cemetery. What is the amount at proj riated 
by construction of said re adway, 000, to be expended under the i ae wae : . etait a 4 : aie hy osha 
Guartermantes Ganeal” (26 Stat, T22.) for all the roads to the national cemeteries in the country? 

It ears, therefore, that the paragraph immediately preceding and lwelve thousand dollars. It is a mere pittance, a mere baga- 
t graph immediately following » both necessarily limited to the | telle, and I feel as if it was almost a personal attack on me. 
particular appropriation carried by statute, and it would require a Mr MICHAR > pPrRISco in the od more than one 
I xplicit statement than the clause itself contains to differentiate fr. MI HAEL BK. DRI LL. Do they need more than on¢ 
it from these surrounding provisions road to this cemetery? 

! congressional history of the legislation also leads me to the Mr. THISTLEWOOD. Yes: there are three. 

ime conclusion. On March 14, 1908, and again on December 14 \ ‘ > > Tan } | 

: ’ 29 oe ; , > ( ZL E. D SCOLIL joes the gentlemayt Wn 

190! your department called the attention of Congress to the fact Mr. MICHAEL I DRI LL. Dor the gel man want 


that there were three different approaches to this cemetery: First, | them all kept up? 
the Mound City Road; second, the Cache River Road; and third, the Mr. THISTLEWOOD. Yes: 
Mounds Junction Road; and that the latter two of these roads had been = » fate P P the onle ft} hat meteryv 
constant sources of annoyance, owing chiefly to the excessive propor- want to be Fair to all of the people that come to that cemete ry. 
tion which they absorbed out of the total annual appropriations for | We are burying people there to-day who are entitled to be 
maintaining all the cemetery ee = the Unit . States. 7 this buried here, and I think it is only “just that the Government 
connection your department requested that an item be inserted in the J aka rare P tha meteryv 4 at rem » tha : _ 
forthcoming sundry civil bill providing for the transfer of these two should take care of the cemetery and not rem ve the fl wers 
roads and restricting your department from maintaining more than until the chief mourners haye passed by. Gentlemen, do you 
on ——- to 7, eatmnee cemetery. inning 0 na oo was in- | want to tear down the monument that was erected to the valor 
d in the appropriation bill, as it first came before the ouse Com os . . . ‘ > monnments of thie co _ it onle 
mittee of the Whole, covering expressly both the recommendation for of the se men who made the m mn iments of this country, not only 
transfer of the roads, and the recommendation for restriction of the | on the Union side, but on the Confederate side? I was reading 
rep . s oe paragraph was - ee , “ ead to-day of a company of the Sixteenth Minnesota Regiment which 
or the completion of a protective fence along the roadway leading caning - wined a ‘ » be le P Cotty “or ¢ rf 
rom: Mounds to the national cemetery near Mound City, Pulaski County, was almost wiped « ut at the battl of Gettysburg, and yet n 
[ll., and for the drainage of the ponds or borrow pits caused by the | 2 man was taken prisoner and scarcely one-tenth escaped, but 
construction of said roadway, $3,000, to be expended under the Quar- 


we want them all kept up; we 


termaster General: Provided, That i liatel ft id nell stood there like a wall. This cemetery, together with its roads, 
ermaste reneral: Provided, 1at immediately after said work sha hte. a s » valor of . mantant eli een 
have been completed or said appropriation expended the Secretary of | 2T@ 4 monument to the valor f the American soldiery and 
War is authorized and directed to convey to the commissioners of | ought not to be cut down. [Applause.] 

I ula kt County, Ill., whatever right or title the United States may have | Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I trust that I have as 
to roadways and the land on which they have been constructed from | 


. 7 < > € ins ; , ni ‘ ( ‘ont. ‘rate sol ier as Cc 

said national cemetery to Mounds, formerly known as Mounds Junc- | ™U¢ h admiration for the U nion and ss an derat as dier as th 

tion, and from said cemetery to the Cache River; and if said commis- | gentleman from Illinois, although I did not, like him, have the 

Sioners fail or refuse to accept such conveyance, the United States from | privilege of serving in that great struggle. I have so much 
r 


that time abandons said roads an »y ger ai i *55* 
: e abando Sé ‘ and they shall no longer be maintained aaa ins aad am Rete eieniie all lie lees 
by the United States: And provided further, That hereafter no part of admiration for the I rst and other Minn« Sota egiments that I 
any appropriation for national cemeteries or the repair of roadways | would spend a part of the money to maintain the cemeteries 
= a be peated in the a of more than a single ap- | where they are buried. This gentleman and his predecessors 
oach to any national cemetery.” (Cong. Rec., vol. 45, pt. 7, p. 6933.) aia ieee : Oban op 2 eae I la 
A point of order was made against this paragraph ea the ground have succeeded in getting three highways to this natio ea hc 
that it was general legislation in an appropriation bill, and therefore in tery covering most of the roads in the county and relieving 
violation of the policy of the House as declared by the aforesaid rules, 


7 cod ; , » pe » from maintaining the roads, and the record shows 
and this point of order was sustained and ee - .| the people fri < ( , } h 

the bill. . ed and the paragraph went out of that this one cemetery he is talking about has consumed 40 
oan iter the proviso ye the use of appropriations was restored, | per cent of all the money appropriated for all of the roads to 
_— * Same point of order was made against it, but the poi ¥: ‘ ations -emeteries withi e limits P the Tinite 
overruled, the Chairman saying : e point was | all of the national cemeteries within the limits of the United 


ane" a clear limitation on the appropriation in this bill, and is in States. It is a question not of doing honor to the soldier 


dead, but whether he is to monopolize all of the money of all 
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the soldier dead for the few soldiers buried in the cemetery 
at Mound City. [Applause.] 


I ask that the amendment be | 


agreed to, and that he be given, like everybody else, one road | 


into the national cemetery at national expense. 

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
he knows how much money was spent on this national cemetery 
last year? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I hope there was not any spent but upon 
one road, for that was the law. 

Mr. THISTLEWOOD, Not one penny. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The record shows that 40 per cent of 
all the money appropriated for all the roads in the United 
States was spent at this cemetery. 

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. It does not make any difference what 
the hearings say. It is there as a monument to the heroes of 
the country. [Cries of * Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
THISTLEWOoD) there were—ayes 70, noes 17, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NATIONAL MILITARY PARKS. 


Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park: For continuing the 
establishment of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park; 
for the compensation and expenses of three civilian commissioners, 





maps, surveys, clerical and other assistance, including $300 for neces- | 


sary clerical labor under direction of the chairman of the commis- 
sion, office expenses, and all other necessary expenses; foundations for 
State monuments; mowing: historical tablets, iron and bronze; iron 
gun carriages; for roads and their maintenance; the purchase of small 
tracts of lands heretofore authorized by law, including $8,000 for com- 
pleting the improvement and maintenance of the road owned by the 
Government from Stevens Gap by way of Davis's Cross Roads to Craw- 
fish Springs in the park; in all, $60,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 101, at the end of line 25, insert: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to convey 
to N. C. Steele, of Chattanooga, Tenn., the north 5 feet of the lot con- 
veyed by him to the United States in 1902, situated in Hamilton 
ae. Tenn., on the payment by him of $200 as consideration there- 
or, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order until I can have some explanation of this. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will say that this was 
recommended by the War Department, but the subcommittee 
did not feel that it was important enough to put it into this 
appropriation bill. Since the hearings, however, the gentleman 
from Tennessee |Mr. Moon], who represents that district, has 
convinced us that it is a proper thing to have in this bill, and 
I will yield to him to make further explanation. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to withdraw his point of order. This is a 
very small matter to the Government, but a matter of some 
importance to Dr. Steele. He conveyed a small tract of land to 
the Government of the United States upon which to build the 
Ohio monument. His residence adjoins this piece of land. By 
mistake he conveyed a little more of his land than he ought to 
have conveyed, not leaving enough room between the Govern- 
ment land and his own land for a wagon road into his back 
yard. At this time he passes over the Government’s reservation 
in order to reach the back part of his premises. This proposi- 
tion is simply to reconvey to him a strip of land 5 feet by 150 
feet, so as to enable him to have a right of way into his prem- 
ises and avoid going over the land of the Government. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I want to know whether the 
gentleman is satisfied there is no historic marking of any kind 
in connection with the part that would be affected by the sale 
of this small strip of land. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. None whatever. I have seen 
the land and the Commissioner of the Chattanooga Military 
Park has examined it. It does not interfere with anything at 
all. It simply enables this man to have a right of way into 
his back premises, At present he goes over the grounds of 
the Government to get there. That the commission desires to 
stop, and as a matter of course could stop, if it wished to do so 
and was harsh to this gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. May I ask the gentleman whether 
there is any fence or other thing marking the Government 
boundary at that point? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. The fence there is 5 feet from Mr. 
Steele’s house, between the Government land and his premises. 
It divides it there. The Government property is open and 
uninclosed in front but it is inclosed on either side by fences 
belonging to resident owners. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Government does not own this 
fence so that it would be to the expense of moving it? 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. No; it does not own the fence at 
all and it does not interfere with any of the Government prop- 
erty. It does not diminish the size of the premises in the least. 
Dr. Steele conveyed his land to the Government for about $125: 
that is, of the amount that was paid the proportion of this 
strip to the whole would about equal that amount. He is pro- 
posing to pay back to the Government $200, the amount recom- 
mended by the War Department for that purpose. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Do I understand that this is recom- 
mended by the department and by the commissioners of th 
park? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Yes; by the War Department and 
the Commissioners of the Chattanooga and Chickamauga Na- 
tional Military Park. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, while I really think this 
is a bad way to legislate, as there are committees having juris- 
diction of these matters that ought to have them submitted to 
them, yet, with the statement of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee, I thank the gentleman from Iowa, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Gettysburg National Park: For continuing the work of establishing 
the national park at Gettysburg, Pa.; for the acquisition of lands, sur- 
veys, and ae: constructing, improving, and maintaining avenues, 
roads, and bridges thereon; making fences and gates; marking the lines 
of battle with tablets and guns, each tablet bearing a brief legend giy- 
ing historic facts, and compiled without censure and without praise; 
preserving the features of the battle field and the monuments thereon; 
providing for a suitable office for the commissioners in Gettysburg; com 
pensation of three civilian commissioners, clerical and other services, 
expenses, and labor; the purchase and preparation of tablets and gun 
carriages and placing them in position, and all other expenses incidental 
to the foregoing, $55,000. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I wish to ask if it is proposed to 
buy any more land out at the Gettysburg National Park? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Well, there is nothing contemplated 
by this item. This is a reduction of $8,000 below last year's 
ordinary expenditures. I believe there is some land in the 
vicinity of the cavalry field that it is contemplated at some 
time in the remote future to buy. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That would not come in here; that is 
an extension of the maneuvering ground. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. It is not intended to cover 
the additional purchase of land. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman asks if it is in contem- 
plation to buy any land, and I did not feel at liberty to say 
it was not contemplated, because it is in the future, but not 
at all out of this appropriation. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
here. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is the language used in all these 
items with reference to general expenses if they wanted to 
buy a little land. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Vicksburg National Military Park: For continuing the work of estat 


lishing the Vicksburg National Military Park; for the compensation of 
three civilian commissioners; for clerical and other services, labor, 
iron gun carriages, the mounting of siege guns, monuments, markers, 
and historical tablets giving historical facts, compiled without praise 
and without censure; maps, surveys; roads, bridges, restoration of 
earthworks, purchase of lands, purchase and transportation of supplies 
and materials; and other necessary expenses, $44,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, at the end of line 2, page 104: 

“ Whenever a yeceney shall occur in any national mil.tary park 
commission it shall not be filled.” 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on 
that—I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If some gentleman wishes an explana- 
tion, I am perfectly willing to make it. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. May I ask that the amend- 
ment be again reported? 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know what 
this means. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the amendment is very 
clear. These commissions are filled at present. For one of 
these parks there now is an appropriation of $27,000, and more 
than $10,000 of that sum is paid to the commissioners and 
one or two clerks. There is no excuse for continuing that 
system beyond the life of the gentleman now occupying those 
places. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 


There is a provision for it 


I understood the gentleman to state there 


was one of these parks, where, out of an appropriation of $27,000, 
they expended $10,000 for salaries of commissioners and clerks. 
Which commission is that? 
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1911. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Which commission? 
Park Commission. But at all these parks the compensation of 
the commissioners is about 20 per cent of the appropriations 
for the work, and there is no excuse for it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not think that 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I want to say, after a considerable in- 





does not go far enough. What we ought to do is to consolidate 
these commissions and not have more than five of them for all 
the parks. 
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Nobody will claim that the provision of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FirzGErRaALp] is a remedy. It will be an im- 
provement on the condition. We do not need three men where 
all the historic sites have been located, where all the plans for 
the improvement of the parks have been made. Two men or 


| one man can do the work, and then have little tm do. We will 
vestigation of this matter, I think the gentleman’s amendment | 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I agree with the gentleman; but here is 


the difficulty : At present these commissions exist, and upon them 
are certain gentlemen who have served with some distinction 
in the war. It would be impossible to consolidate the commis- 
sions at this time so as to eliminate some of these gentlemen 
from their positions. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. And one reason I think the amendment 
ought to be adopted is that I hope it will lead to a consolidation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But if we provide first that the places 
of those members, who will only leave the commissions as they 
die, should not be filled, it will be very easy later, when suffi- 


| favor of this amendment. 


economize and we will advance to a state where the enactment 
of ideal legislation is possible, and I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio {Mr. Keirer] will be able to see his way clear not to make 
the point of order. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. How much salary do these « \is- 


sioners draw? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. From $3 000 to $5,000 apiece. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I am not in 
While I did not make the point of 
order, I do not think that this is the kind of a commission that 
we should attack and abolish. There have been and are numer- 
ous commissions established and provided simply to make places 
for people, some of them Members of Congress going out, and 


| who have for some reason or other abandoned public life, pos- 


cient vacancies occur, to bring about a consolidation and the | abl 
| military parks provides the number of the commissioners and 
parks. I think the gentleman from Iowa realizes that one | ant é 
| commissioners shall be men who were participants in the battle 
i 


creation of one commission, which will have control of military 


commission could adequately and properly perform the duties 
properly devolving upon them. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. These parks are all practically finished 
now, and the Committee on Military Affairs has reported a bill 
on two occasions to consolidate them, but they have never been 


able to get it through; but it should be done by the Congress | 


not only for the better administration of the parks, but in the 
interest of economy. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It would be much easier to enact legis- 
lation consolidating the commissions when those now upon it 
have passed out, and we should provide that the places should 
not be filled. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The theory has always been that one 
representative of each of these boards would be on the new 
commission, so that each park would be represented, and that 
would make a commission not to exceed five, and make it more 
efficient, less cumbersome, and much more economical. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. How are these commissioners 
appointed, by whom, and for what term? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. They are appointed by the President. 
It is my impression that they serve until they die. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Well, I think what my col- 
league contemplates is, that when one of these gentlemen who 
is appointed usually for some service, dies, his place shall not 
be filled? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. But if these men are appointed 
for definite terms of office 

Mr. CANDLER,. They are not so appointed, but during the 
continuance of the commission, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman will pardon me, I 
will make a suggestion which I think is not occurring to the 
minds of all the Members, When these parks were created the 
great feature was to locate every historical point on the field, 
and these commissions passed upon the inscriptions on the 
monuments as to whether they were correct or not, and ap- 
proved or rejected. 

A great study of each battle field was required at that time, 
and it was desirable that there should be one Union and one 
Confederate soldier upon each commission. That time of the 
marking of the battle fields has passed away, and it is a mere 
question now of caring for and preserving them, and yet if an 
attempt should be made by act of Congress to abolish any one 
of these commissionerships each of the commissioner's friends 
would regard that as detrimental to his interests. The bill 
reported has been repeatedly defeated, or has failed to pass I 
might more properly say. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I ask to be recognized in my own right 
for one moment, Mr. Chairman. While it seems to me that this 
provision offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. F1rz- 





GERALD] will not do all that ought to be done—namely, to create | 


| deeds were performed 


a new commission in charge of all the parks, with one repre- | 
sentative on the new board from each of the old commissions— | 


it will make it, as my colleague from Iowa [Mr. Hvtr] sug- 
gested, a matter of saving to the Government until these com- 
missioners get down to one to a park, and at the same time 
it will make it much easier to establish a new principle and 
pass a right law that will provide one commission for them all. 
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sibly by being defeated at the polls. None of these parks are in 
the district I represent. Each one of these acts establishing the 


the manner of their appointment, and they provide that these 


| which the park is established to commemorate, upon either side 


of the contest. 

All of these men are old men. They are old soldiers. They 
are men who took a prominent part in that great struggle. It 
will not be long until they will all be gone. We can provide 
hereafter—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman quite fully under- 
stand that the gentleman does not propose to remove anybody? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I understand that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And that these men are to serve their 
lives out in this work? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; 
within a few days or a few months. No one can tell when they 
will pass away. And yet their places are not to be filled, and 
this work is not to go on. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The work is finished. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It is not all finished, and I do 
not believe that we ought to attack, for economy’s sake, this 
work that we have undertaken to establish and carry on, to 
perpetuate the heroism and patriotism of the men on both sides 
of that great struggle; and for one I hope it will not be stricken 
out. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I shall not occupy more than 
a moment or two of time. Something was said about the work 
being finished. Such work is never finished. These park com- 
missions have charge of the parks, and they have important 
business all the time. The several commissions that have charge 
of Antietam, and Gettysburg, and Chickamauga, and Vicksburg, 
ure always employed. Some of the work which they did origi 
nally, or some of the work which they superintended, perhaps, 
such as marking the positions where the troops were placed in 
battle, and the positions where they fought and where gallant 
—much of that work is done, and yet dis 
putes as to locations are going on continually, and the com- 
missioners often relocate those important places. The work of 
that kind that has been done has usually been done throngh 
consultation with the representatives of the military organiz: 
tions, either Confederate or Union, and that work has not been 
completely finished. This plan of undertaking to get rid of 
these commissions by piecemeal, through vacancies ocecurr by 
death or resignation, is not a good one, in my judgment. 

If the Congress of the United States at some time deter 


but some may die early 


that it is wise to have but one commission—and I think that 
time is not near at hand—then it will be time enough to 

it, but I do not think it is wise to go to work and crumble \ 
these commissions, so as to destroy their efficiency and « \ 
their potential character and their ability to keep up ‘ 


parks in proper order 

I was recently on the battle field of Waterloo, and was very 
much disappointed to see how poorly the authorities in ¢1 
had marked the different positions on that field I ina ’ 
about various places which, according to my reading, wer 
portant places and positions in the battle, and few of 
guides could tell me anything about them. But if you will go 
up here to the Antietam battlefield or to any of these other 
places, where parks are found, you will see how faithfully and 
completely the battle fields are marked. It is easy to unde1 
stand the great difference and importance of the work done, 
historically, which is of interest not alone to those who were 
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not there, but ef special interest to those who participated in 
the battles, and it is gratifying to see how well the positions 
are marked. fr. Chairman, I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio whether he does not think that at Shiloh, where we 
make an appropriation of $27,000 for continuing the work of 
establishing that park and for the compensation of three civil- 
ian commissioners, and where they have besides an overhead 
superintendent, whether the overcharges are not getting pretty 
high in the administration of that particular park? 

Mr. KEIFER. I am not particularly informed as to the ad- 
ministration of the Shiloh Park, or as to the exact figures, but 
I know that recently we have been making some purchases of 
land and restoring some of the buildings on the battlefield of 
Shiloh, and I think that battlefield has been very well marked. 
If there has been anything wrong with the administration, I 
hope that will be corrected. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is the administration of the parks 
that is wrong. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order made by the gentleman | 


from Ohio [Mr. Krrrer] is sustained. ‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For removing fence and wall around the Botanical Gatdens and such 
grading, soiling, seeding, and sodding as may be incident thereto, $2,500. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move to strike out the last word. This 
item provides for removing the fence and wall around the Bo- 
tanical Gardens. I thought that matter had been settled once, 
and that it was decided that that fence was not to be removed. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There is an express statute requiring 
it to be removed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. How long has it been in existence? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. About eight years, but the money has 
never been appropriated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Joint Committee on the Library is directed to report by bill at 
the next session of Congress for the removal of the Botanical Gardens 
and their relocation in some more suitable location on public grounds 
of the United States in the District of Columbia, and to also secure 
and report as accurate estimates as possible of the entire cost of such 
change, including both the cost of removing the buildings and other 
property which cught to be removed from the old location and the 
replacing of such of said property as may be suitable therefor in the 
new location, and also of the cost of such additional improvement as 
should be made upon the new site. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I reserve a point of order against that para- 





BARTLETT of Georgia. I make a point of order 
against it. 

Mr. HAY. TI make a point of order against it. 

Mr. ADAIR. I make a point of order against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio, the gentleman 
from Virginia, the gentleman from Georgia, and others make a 
point of order against the paragraph. Does the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Smiri] desire to be heard? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think not. The law now requires 
the Joint Committee on the Library to report this proposition, 
and they have failed to obey the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I apprehend that the law is in 
a general appropriation bill, just like this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of 
order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. tegular order! 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I intend to say what I have to say, Mr. 
Chairman, in spite of the loud and sonorous demand of the 
gentleman from Ohio that we have the regular order. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not interfere with the gentle- 
man's right to speak, but we struck out the only paragraph 
that has been read recently, and the gentleman has no right to 
go back to a previous paragraph. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Georgia be given five minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I merely want 
to say that the law called attention to by the gentleman from 
Iowan is probably a paragraph in another appropriation bill, 
and it looks to me like absolute folly for the Congress of the 
United States to undertake to instruct, at this session of Con- 
gress, what any committee of the next Congress or the next 
Congress itself shall do. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, we will agree on that, 
that nobody can control the next Congress at all, not even its 
Members. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman's side of the 
House would have been in much better condition if somebody 


had been able to control them on some subjects that came 
before the last session of this Congress. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Quartermaster General of the Army shall hereafter provide suit 
able accommodations for and maintenance of the horses, carriages, and 
other vehicles of the President and of the Executive Office in the stables 
maintained in the District of Columbia by and for the use of his depart- 
ment. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order on the paragraph. 

Mr. HAY. I make the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I understood that the 
chairman of the Military Committee would be satisfied if this 
section was amended by striking out the words “and mainte- 
nance of.” I will say that I believe the words never had the 
meaning that the gentleman thought they have. 

Mr. HAY. And also strike out the word “ hereafter.” 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I would suggest that we now have a 
law providing for the destruction of the Executive stables, and 
that if we strike out the word “ hereafter” and the words “ and 
maintenance of” it would leave a future Congress to provide 
the proper place for the Executive horses and carriages. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that inas- 
much as this is subject to a point of order I will agree to almost 
any modification that gentlemen may suggest. 

Mr. HAY. I make the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Virginia to say that if we strike out the word “ hereafter” that 
will be satisfactory to him? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I suggest to my friend from Virginia 
that if we strike out the word “hereafter” and the words “and 
maintenance of” it will simply authorize the quartermaster 
to care for the Executive horses during the next fiscal year. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Let me suggest to the gentleman from 
Virginia that it is claimed, and rightfully, I assume, that the 
present White House stable is not fit for occupancy. It was 
complained in the last administration that the animals there 
were sick, and they were taken out of this stable. The new ad- 
ministration tried to use the stable and found again that the 
animals were afflicted with disease; that the place was infected ; 
and that it was impossible, in that low ground, to make the 
stable suitable for the keeping of animals. And thereupon the 
President, I presume by virtue of his office as Commander in 
Chief of the Army, supposed he had a right to put the White 
House horses and cow in the quartermaster’s stable, and they 
are there now. I personally have very little doubt of his right 
to do so without any special act to that effect. It was not the 
intention to impose upon the Army the cost of the maintenance 
of any of these animals or automobiles. The idea of the com- 
mittee was to impose on the Quartermaster General’s Depart- 
ment the maintenance of the stable reom, not the maintenance 
of the animals themselves or of the automobiles. 

Mr. HAY. I will withdraw the point of order, with the 
understanding that the amendment will be made. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We will have to make the amendment; 
but I think the gentleman will agree that inasmuch as we have 
provided for tearing down the White House stable, and that the 
President has no place to keep the horses, we might make 
provision for keeping them in the quartermaster’s stable, where 
there is a surplus of room. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word 
in answer to my colleague. The gentleman believes that the 
President as Commander in Chief of the Army and the Navy 
has a right to have his horses kept in the Quartermaster’s 
Department. It has never been so held, and the Congress has 
always provided for the President in another bill. The law 
specifically provides for the number of horses each officer of 
the Army shall have forage and care for, and the quartermas- 
ter’s stable is to provide for the care of these horses. The law 
at no place prescribes for the horses of the President and 
Commander in Chief, and there is no law on the statute book 
except that carried in the legislative bill which provides spe- 
cifically for the White House and its needs and the necessities 
for the President in the discharge of his duties, not as Com- 
mander in Chief, but as Executive of the Nation. The Presi- 
dent should be and is always fully cared for as a proposition 
independent of the Army. 

The Army has been charged with a great many expenses that 
are not legitimately military, and to my mind this was a propo 
sition to load the Army with the care of the Executive's horses 
and vehicles, including automobiles, and had nothing whatever 
to do with Army expenses. And it not only goes that far, but 
some of the clerks have carriages and horses. There is nothing 
in the law that authorizes the purchase or maintenance of a 
single horse for the Executive of this country out of the Army 
appropriation. I am in favor of making the most ample 
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allowance for the maintenance of the Executive office, but it | 


should be done in a proper way. It has always been carried in 


the executive, legislative, and judicial bill, and that bill, now | 


in conference, makes ample provision, and I can see no reason 


for a double appropriation or for hereafter transferring this | 


item to the appropriation for the Army. 
Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the paragraph 


; : ; : 
immediately following, which provides for the ordinary care, | 


repair, and refurnishing of the Executive Mansion, and for the 
purchase and maintenance of driving horses and vehicles. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That shows that the committee had no 


idea of charging the Quartermaster’s Department with the 
maintenance of the horses and carriages. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order and 
will move to amend. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 16 strike out the word “ hereafter,” and in line 17 strike out 
the words “and maintenance of.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a few 
remarks. I am for the amendment under the circumstances, 
but I want to say that the gentlemen on the Military Committee 
have suddenly, it seems to me, grown very anxious about the 
War Department appropriation being loaded with the expenses 
of the Executive. The gentleman from Iowa doubtless knows 
that horses have in times past been bought for the White House 
stable and paid for out of the appropriation for cavalry horses 
for the Army. 

Mr. KEIFER. When was that? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Never mind when it was. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I never knew of but one case of that 
kind. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman from Iowa doubtless 
knows that additional clerical help at the White House in times 
past has been detailed from the Quartermaster General’s office 


on the theory that it was detailed to the office of the Com- | 


mander in Chief of the Army. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. When was that? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman from Iowa doubtless 
knows that employees at the White House stable have been 
detailed from the force of the Quartermaster General of the 
Army under theory that they were assigned to duty at the 
stable of the Commander in Chief of the Army. It is only when 
we have no stable for the White House vehicles and horses and 
when there is surplus room in the quartermaster’s stable of the 
Army, when it is discovered that a bad precedent will be estab- 
lished by putting them under our own roof. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Executive Mansion: For ordinary care, repair, and refurnishing of 
Executive Mansion, and for purchase, maintenance, and driving of 
horses and vehicles for official purposes, to be expended by contract or 
otherwise, as the President may determine, $35,000. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
know if it would not be well, under the circumstances, to change 
the words “ Executive Mansion” to “ White House.” In dis- 
cussing the previous paragraph, both the gentlemen from Iowa 
[Mr. Hutt and Mr. Smirny] and the gentleman from Minnesota 
{Mr. TAWNEY] used the phrase “ White House.” The station- 
ery of the President is all printed “ White House,” and the 
words “ Executive Mansion” are too formal for this country. 
I move to strike out the words “ Executive Mansion,” in lines 
21 and 22, and in lieu thereof insert the words “ White 
House.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

a line 21, strike out ‘“ Executive Mansion” and insert “ White 
ouse, 

Line 22, strike out “ Executive Mansion ” and insert “ White House.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I trust the amendment will 
not prevail. ‘‘ Executive Mansion” is the title that has been 
carried in all of the laws of the United States that are de- 
scriptive of the building occupied by the Chief Executive of the 
Nation. The Committee on Appropriations has been impor- 
tuned for years to change this title from “ Executive Mansion ” 
to “ White House,” but Congress has never seen fit to adopt that 
recommendation. The words “ White House,” of course, have 
some significance here in the city of Washington, but there are 
i great many white houses all over the United States. There 
is only one Chief Executive Mansion, and all of the appropria- 
tous carried in the sundry civil bill for expenditures on account 
of the maintenance of the home of the Chief Executive and the 
grounds surrounding that home are described in the law as for 
the Executive Mansion, and they have been so described from 








the beginning of our Government down to the present time. I 
trust the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman says “ Chief Ex- 
ecutive Mansion.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the “ Executive Mansion.” 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You will find an executive man- 
sion in every State in the Union. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; and it applies to the home of the 
chief executive of the State just as this is descriptive of the 


| home of the Chief Executive of the United States. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
thorizing its construction. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The difference is that one is the official 
title and the other is the popular, social appellation, and in 
our laws we should not put in the popular phrases and ex- 
pressions. We should keep the strict word of the law. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
tion” would have to go out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter no greater sum shall be paid any company for lighting 
any gas or electric lamp in the public grounds, or for installing or 
moving the same, than is paid by the District of Columbia for similar 
services, and no contract shall be required to be entered into for 
lighting the public grounds. Any settlement for are lighting under the 
existing contract with the Potomac Electric Power Co. effected by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall apply to the contract 
with the same company for are lights for the public grounds and high- 
way bridge. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
point of order on that. What is the exact purpose of the lan- 
guage in lines 4 and 5, page 111?— 

And no contract shall be required to be entered into for lighting 
the public grounds. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman 
from New York that is the exact provision carried in the District 
appropriation bill with reference to the contract with the 
lighting company for the lighting of the city of Washington. 
Heretofore they were required to enter into a contract for three 
years at a time. That has been found to be absolutely im- 
practicable, and they would have to enter into a contract for a 
year at a time under the general law. This is made to conform 
to the lighting of the city, which lighting is done by the same 
company that lights the grounds, and then there is another 
reason for it. The Superintendent of Public Buildings and 
Grounds contemplates within the next year attaching the lights 
in some of the grounds around the White House to the plant 
in the State, War, and Navy Department. They have suflicient 
current and capacity there to do that, and he wants the privi- 
lege and the opportunity of experimenting with it for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman thinks that pro- 
vision is in the interest of good administration and ultimate 
economy ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I withdraw the point of order, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is the term used in the law au- 


} 


Of course the “ popular appella- 


Unveiling statue of John Paul Jones: For unveiling and dedicating 
the statue of John Paul Jones and for each and every purpose connected 
therewith, including erecting and taking down r ving stands and 
putting the grounds in sightly condition, to be available until expended, 
$2,500. 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
point of order against that paragraph. Where is that statue to 
be unveiled? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The statue is to be constructed at the foot 
of Seventeenth Street. It has been authorized 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Has the gentleman any idea 
that it will be completed within the next fiscal year? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; otherwise we would not have made this 
appropriation. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I did not suppose there y 
any chance of its being completed by that time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We are informed it will be in the fiscal 
year 1912. 

Mr. GARRETT. Is that the usual 
ment matters, “to be available until 
usual expression? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. I know that is the usual amonnt. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the usual amount and that is the 
language in which all these appropriations are carried, lb ise 
you can not tell accurately the date when the unveiling will 
take place. 


rrovision in these monu- 


xpended?” Is tl the 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For subsistence, including the same objects specified under this head 
for the Central Branch, $119,852. | 


Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer an | 


amendment increasing the amount in that paragraph from 
$119,852 to $179,852, it being a typographical error. 
The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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In line 5, page 127, strike out “‘ one hundred and nineteen thousand ” | 


and insert 
** $179,852.” 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is a typographical error. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Minnesota to line 22, page 126, where it says 
“specified under its head” it should be “ this head.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. The word should be “this” instead of “its.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, on line 22, page 126, 
the word “its” will be changed to “ this.” 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For subsistence, including the same objects specified under this head 
for the Central Branch, $122,171. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, primarily to get some information from the gentle- 


“one hundred and seventy-nine thousand,” so as to read 


tell the committee whether this is made upon the recommenda- 
tion of the board of managers? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that it is. All estimates for sub- 
sistence for each home have been increased and the amount 
of the estimated increase has in every case been allowed by 
the committee. That is due to the fact they have increased 
the amount of the daily ration to all inmates, 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Was there a reason given for this? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. What was it, please? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I say that the reason is that they have in- 
creased the amount of the daily ration. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Well, because of what? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because of the cost. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. The cost of living? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The cost of living is one cause to which it 
is attributed and which was given for that increase, and also 
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Now, in addition to that, Mr. Chairman, it develops that 
Maj. Brewster, in submitting his report to this Congress, called 
the attention of this body again to the fact that the situation 


| with reference to rations had not been improved, but that the 


board had promised to make the proper recommendations to 
this Congress. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And that increase was 1.2 cents per day. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. That increase, nevertheless, amounts to 
$260,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But, as a matter of fact, the increase is 1.2 
cents per day to each inmate of the home. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. It amounts to almost $40,000 in the Day- 


| ton Home, alone, or over $100 a day. But I want to make this 


observation at this juncture, and what I have said is stated 


| for that specific purpose alone, that the Board of Managers or 





because the men as they grow old need a different kind of ration. | 
They have changed the ration in some respects so as to include | 


articles which were not heretofore included in it. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. Now, Mr. Chairman, is it not true that 
when this bill was up a year ago the statement was made upon 


| visit— 


the floor of this House, supplemented by a report from the In- | 


spector General's office of the War Department, that the daily 
ration in the homes, exclusive of service and preparation, cost 
per man 14.89 cents; that in one home it was as low as 11 
cents—less than that given to the prisoners confined in the Fed- 
eral penitentiaries at Leavenworth and Atlanta—— 

Mr. KEIFER. About the same. 

Mr. COX of Ohio (continuing). And is it not true, further- 
more, that when that contention was made a statement was 
read on this floor from the board of managers seeking to dis- 


some one connected with that organization has sought to keep 
the facts with reference to the management of these homes 
from Congress, and in the statement now made to your com- 
mittee the effort is made to impress upon the country and this 
Congress that the ration has been increased to 20 cents, when, 
as a matter of fact, it has been only increased to 16.87 cents. 
In speaking of the Army ration and other rations, it is cus- 
tomary to speak of the naked ration alone, without the cost 


| of service and preparation, and so the Board of Managers in 


: : : : oe | Seeking to impress the 20-cent ration on the mind of this Con- 
man in charge of the bill. I notice there is an increase in each | 


item for subsistence, and I would like to ask the chairman to | 


gress are evading the facts once more. 

I simply wished to make these observations for the truth 
of the history of the thing; that is all. The contention which 
I advanced a year ago the board now confirms. Incidentally 
it shows that congressional ventilation of bad administration 
serves a very wholesome purpose. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, if the gentleman is satisfied with the 
truth of history, I am satisfied. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, for National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, $4,031,252 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, page 133, between lines 14 and 15: 


“ Provided, No part of the Se for subsistence at national 
° 


ae tomes shall be expended for sleomargarine or substitutes for 
utter.” 


Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, last November I made a 





Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
on that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Last November I made a visit to the western 
branch of the National Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth. I 
spent the day out there, and in view of the discussion that 
took place in this House last year on how the men at these 
soldiers’ homes are being fed, I went particularly into the 
question of subsistence. 

I found at the Leavenworth Home the men were being well 
fed and well taken care of in every respect, but there was the 


| absolute necessity that it was apparent with those old men— 


prove the contention that the men were not getting a sufficient | 


ration? I ask the chairman whether he will confirm that state- 
ment. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I remember indistinctly the controversy be- 


tween the gentleman from Ohio and members of the committee | 


respecting the ration that is provided for, but in so far as state- 
ments were made by gentlemen on either side of the contro- 
versy, I can not verify the statement of the gentleman from 
Ohio; I know from all the indications the result of the contro- 
versy was very satisfactory last November to the gentleman 
from Ohio, but I can not be explicit and verify all of the state- 


ments or the grounds upon which gentlemen argued pro and con 
on the proposition a year ago. 


Mr. COX of Ohio. The facts are that the people in some | 


parts of the country, Ohio and other places, were rather dis- 
criminating when they approached the polls last fall, in Novem- 
ber. [Laughter.] 
Mr. TAWNEY. Not in all cases, I would say. [Laughter.] 
Mr. COX of Ohio. The gentleman from New York read into 
the Recorp a statement of Maj. Harris, if I remember cor- 


thousands of them, with an average age of perhaps from 70 to 
75, many of them 85 to 90 years—there is an absolute necessity 
of their getting more and better food. They can not subsist 
now upon the kind of food they could at one time when they 
were hale and hearty. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Do you not think good oleomargarine is 
much better than the bad butter that they get there? 

Mr. ANTHONY. We propose to give them good butter. These 
men need more butter, and they need milk, and they need eggs. 
It would be nothing more than humanity to give them those 
things. The meal that I inspected out there was good in every 
respect except the fact that oleomargarine was served at the 
table. The men told me that oleomargarine, coming on that 
table three times a day, in a very short time became absolutely 
revolting to their stomachs. I do not blame them for it, and 
I believe it would be the decent thing to do in behalf of these 
old soldiers, these brave men who went out and saved the 
Union in the dark days from 1861 to 1865, to treat them as 


| well as we would ask that we ourselves be treated in our old 


rectly, tending to show that the ration was sufficient. Now it | 
develops that Maj. Harris makes a different statement to the | 


Connnittee on Appropriations. He says that— 

The ration cost on the estimate submitted to the committee is now 
20 cents per day, which includes the cost of service, etc. 

I think the board was somewhat influenced by the agitation as to 
the feeding of the men in the homes, brought about by the reports of | 
the inspectors general that they considered the amount expended too 


small, and so after very careful consideration they fixed it at 20 cents. 


age. 

Now, there is not a man here, not even Mr. Frrzcrrarp, of 
New York, who would eat oleomargarine—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I never eat oleomargarine, or butterine, 
either. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope the House now will fully debate this 
amendment and inaugurate this reform. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman is sure that the old soldiers 
will be furnished with better butter than the oleomargarine they 
are now served with, I will withdraw my point of order. 
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Mr. ANTHONY. I am sure they will be. These soldiers’ | 
homes are inspected with the utmost rigidity, and I may add | 
for the gratification of the gentleman that even the whisky 
they use there is the best whisky that is made in the State of 
Kentucky. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHer- 
Ley] withdraws the point of order. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Before the motion is put, I ‘want to 
make a suggestion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kan- 
sas either speaks very disingenuously or without information 
about oleomargarine, He speaks as though oleomargarine were 
a deleterious food substance. Had he been in this House within 
a very few years when the pure-food bill was under considera- | 
tion, or even when we had under consideration that very inde- 
fensible bill which placed a tax of 10 cents a pound on uncolored 
oleomargarine, he would have learned that oleomargarine is a 
very much better foodstuff and is purer and less objectionable 
from every standpoint than 70 or 80 per cent of the butter that 
is sold and is consumed by those who eat butter. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
oleomargarine is served to soldiers in the Army? 

Mr, FITZGERALD. I do not know as to that. It is im- 
material whether it is or not. For myself, I may say that I 
eat neither oleomargarine nor butter. I am not prejudiced in 
favor of either foodstuff, but I know something about food- 
stuffs, and I assert now that the gentleman from Kansas, even 
though he does represent an agricultural district, would not be 
able to tell oleomargarine from butter if the oleomargarine were 
colored the same as the butter which the people sell. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, Mr. Chairman; but these old soldiers 
can tell it, and if the gentleman were to go into one of these 
soldiers’ homes he would quickly find out what they think 
about it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman’s imagination is running 
away with his judgment. The taste of these old soldiers is not 
quite so acute as are the senses of the gentleman from Kansas. 
But, assuming that he is an expert on good butter—which, con- 
sidering the surroundings of his habitat, I venture greatly to 
doubt—I am of opinion that he would not be able to tell oleo- 
margarine from butter, if neither one of them were colored, or 
if both of them were equally colored. It is preposterous to as- 
sert that any class of people who use oleomargarine would say 
that it would be revolting to them. It is simply a pretense to 
try and urge a boom in the butter market, perhaps for the 
benefit of the butter producers of Kansas. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let me teil the gentleman something about 
the use of oleomargarine in cooking, for instance. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. One moment, please. Oleomargarine, 
Mr. Chairman, is—— 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is made out of steer fat, and it absolutely 
poisons the flavor of anything that it is cooked with. 

Mr. MACON. I must dispute that statement, Mr. Chairman. 
It is made out of cottonseed oil—the purest product on the 
face of the earth. It is a purely vegetable substance. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman knew something about 
the renovated butter that he seems to be trying to have these 
old soldiers use, he would very quickly withdraw from his 
position. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Oh, all the renovated butter is sent to New 
York City. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not think this House should attempt 
to discriminate against any foodstuff that is in itself healthful 
and that is approved by all the medical profession, even in 
cluding the distinguished gentleman who sits in the House 
{Mr. Foster of Illinois]. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Except the gentleman from Illinois. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. We have already done enough to drive 
oleomargarine out of the market. 

Mr. FOSTER of Lllinois. I will say to the gentleman that I 
prefer butter, myself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, the gentleman does not know the 
difference. The gentleman imagines he prefers. butter. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Probably the gentleman is able to pay 60 
cents a pound for gilt-edge butter at the neighboring dairies, 
but he should remember that there are 60,000,000 of people in 
the country who are not able to pay that much. 
éf Mr. CRUMPACKER. I desire to say only a word on this sub- 

ect. If the managers of the Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth, 

.ans., supply the members of that home with the kind of oleo- 
argarine that the distinguished gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
\NTHONY | has described, they are getting a spurious article of 
oleomargarine. The ordinary oleomargarine is just as whole- 


' 








some and just as nutritious as butter. It is a pure-food product 
from every standpoint. 

When the oleomargarine-tax proposition was pending in this 
House Dr. Wiley, the great American food expert, said to me 
that he would rather eat oleomargarine than the average dairy 
butter that can be bought in the markets of the country, and 
that the family he was boarding with then used it on the 
table. 

I have no doubt that the uncolored oleomargarine is a littl 
bit obnoxious, because it does not look mu like butter. It is 
not in the oleo itself, but it is in the imagination, the squeam 
ishness of the appetite. We associate a certain natural color 





| with butter. My judgment is that there has never been, since 


} 


the organization of this Government, a more flagrant abuse ot 
the taxing power, in destroying one industry for the benefit of 
another, than the imposition of the 10-cent tax on oleomarga 
rine. [Applause]. 

I do not think this amendment ought to go into this bill, but 
if the veterans in the National Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth 
object to oleomargarine beeause of its color, or for any other 
reason, the managers of the home ought not to buy it and 
should supply them with butter. I believe in providing members 
of soldiers’ homes with every comfort and convenience of life, 
but the law should not further discriminate against oleomarga 
rine. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. -T will, in view of the gentleman’s con- 
nection with that legislation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In view of my connection with the oleo 
margarine law, I must challenge the statement made by the 
gentleman that that law was for the purpose of taxing one 
industry for the benefit of another industry. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Thet was its avowed purpose 

Mr. TAWNEY. The purpose was altogether different. The 
purpose was to tax fraud. That is what the tax was on, the 
fraud practiced by the oleomargarine manufacturers upon the 
consumers of butter, by selling their product for that which it 
was hot, 

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him how 
it was a fraud? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not intend toe delay the passage of this 
bill by getting into a discussion about the 1 ; 
oleomargarine and butter. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I remember the able fight the 


l erent le 
man from Minnesota made in favor of that law, and he was 
leading the insurgent forces in the House at that time. He dis 
tinguished himself as an insurgent leader, in favor of the Grout 
bill, I think it was. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is right. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I voted against it. There is no oleo 
margarine manufactured in the district that I nd 
none that I know of in the State of Indiana: but Ww some 
thing about oleomargarine and something about 





I prefer what we call creamery butter to oleomargar r 
ble use; but the ordinary dairy butter, in my judgment, is not 











as good as oleomargarine properly colored. And mest of 1] 
butter that is sold in the markets is artificially colored: | 
perhaps they use innocuous coloring ingredients, such 
natto and saffron, and two or three other ings that 

tirely harmless. 

I felt prompted to Say these few word i defe e of 
margarine, and I hope the time will soon me when the 
of 10 cents a pound will be mater y reduced, so as to 
that excellent food product within tl! © reach of the great 
of the people of the United States. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I | e been informed that 
margarine is made of cottonseed oil, a pure vegetable 
tion that would not harm anyone unless used excessively. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I agree with the tle: 1 in regard to 
oleomargarine made from tonseed « but tl oleon 
garine that is purchased fot Idier homes that I ar 
fan * with come rol ! ( wher ; 
is made from the refuse steer f 

M VACON., [ ow nothing of that brand of « i 
garit but I unders 1 tl tl leman’s amendme 
T SCS eX ule i ats 

If tl s so, then - g yr ag st a 
that wo ld be whol some fi r anyone to eat. whe le > Te was n 
old soldier or anyone else. , 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the word “ oleo” means steer 
So an imitation butter made from cottonseed oil would pass 

butterine, technically speaking stead of oleo. I beliey 
that if you could get a good butterine made from cottonseed 


oil it would be all right. 





Mr. MACON. I think the gentleman should legislate against 
butter on that theory, | nuse I have seen it unfit for a dog 
to eat, much less for a human being, but I have not seen any 
oleomargarine in that condition. I was sorry to hear the 
renticman from Minnesota suggest a moment ago that he was 

favor of the tax on oleomargarine because it was a fraud. 
1 did not think the gentleman from Minnesota would be willing 
to erate a fraud for the sake of securing a tax. 

lr. TAWNEY, If the gentleman from Arkansas will pardon 
me, it was not because I was in favor of tolerating fraud that l 


favored the tax, but for the purpose of suppressing a fraud, a 
fraud that was being perpetrated on the consumers of butier. 

Mr. MACON. If it is fraudulent, it ought to be legislated out 
of existence; no one ought to be allowed to manufacture it or 
deal in it in any way. I do not believe the gentleman from 
Minnesota was justified when he found it to be a fraud to 
attempt to tax it out of existence. My idea is that when you 
find a fraud, you should suppress it at once, and do it by the 
strong arm of the law, and not say virtually to it, “ You can 
exist in this country, Mr. Fraud, if you will only pay a certain 
license fee for So doing.” 

Why, sirs, you never saw oleomargarine that was tainted with 
tuberculosis in your life. Yet we find butter upon almost every 
table in this day and generation that is tainted with that 
dread disease. If the gentleman from Kansas will stop and 
think for a moment and properly consider the great interests of 


these old soldiers, I am sure he would try to place upon every 


table in the soldiers’ homes this pure vegetable product, one | 
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that would be wholesome and healthy to have, and not try to | 


legislate it out of existence, aud put in its stead poisonous but- 
ter that might cause them to contract a deadly disease that 
would soon send them to untimely graves. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Arkansas if he uses oleomargarine on his table. 

Mr. MACON. I have not had an opportunity for some time, 
but I would like to have a table with some of it spread on it 
right now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 
paragraph and pending amendment be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota moves that 
all debate on the pending paragraph and amendment be closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
ANTHONY) there were 14 ayes and 17 nays. 

So the amendment was lost. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, this bill contains a provision 
appropriating an additional sum of $350,000 to continue the 
work of raising the battleship Maine in Habana Harbor. Here 
tofore $300,000 have been appropriated for this purpose, and 
we are informed the money carried in this bill for the purpose 
will complete the job and comply with the mandate of Congress. 
I hope this is so, and that the work of raising the Maine will 
soon be accomplished. 

In my opinion it is a matter of congratulation among all 
patriotic people that at last the wreck of the ill-fated battle- 
ship Maine is to be raised. Thirteen years and more have come 
and gone since the Maine was blown up in the harbor of 
Habana. That catastrophe made history, wrote a large page 
in our annals, and changed the map of the world. But the 
Maine was apparently forgotten, and nothing was done by the 
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and brought home for burial with naval honors in Arlington 
Cemetery. 

Public sentiment has demanded for years that the wreck of 
the Maine be raised; that the truth of her destruction be told: 
that the derelict be removed from the channels of navigation : 
that the bodies of these brave sailors who sacrificed their lives 
on the altar of their country be recovered and decently interred 
in the national cemetery. When this additional appropriation 
is availiable e are assured by the Army engineers that the 
work will diligently proceed to a final and successful comple 
tion; and to that end I favor appropriating this additional sum 
of money and trust no more funds will be required and no 
further delay tolerated. 

Mr. Chairman, I now send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to 
have read in my time and asa part of my remarks several let- 
ters from Maj. John F. O'Rourke, the eminent engineer and i 
president of the O’Rourke Engineering Construction Co., of New 
York, which will throw some light on the subject matter acd 
show that if my suggestions had been followed in the first in 
stance the work of raising the Maine would be finished ere thi 
and for a sum much less than now seems to be required by the 
Artny engineers. 


fhe Cierk read as follows: 





O'ROURKE ENGINEERING ConstRucTion Co., 
345 Fifth Avenue, New York, July 26, 1910 
Hon. WILLIAM Svcuzer, 
115 Broadway, New York City. 

Dear Str: I had an interview yesterday at the War Department in 
Washington with the Hon. Robert Shaw Oliver, Acting Sex 
War, at which I submitted to Secretary Oliver plans showing my method 
for raising the Maine, together with a letter explaining the method in 
detail, and a proposition under which the O'Rourke Engineering 


‘retary 








| struction Co. would do the work. The following is a copy of this 


letter, which is dated July 23: 

‘I had the honor of writing you on July 5 in regard to a plan I 
have devised for the raising and docking of the Maine, and also in 
ing a letter from Hon. George W. Wickersham, Attorney General, kin 
presenting my project and myself to your consideration. 

“IT am now in a position to lay before you the manner in which 1 
company is prepared to do this work, and discuss the question of 
ranging for having the work done, should you decide to raise the ship 
at this time. 

‘The method is as follows: 

“'To construct on both sides of the ship and about 20 feet therefrom, 
two ordinary wharves on piles, sink pneumatic caissons between t! 
wharves and the ship to a depth of about 10 feet below the bottom of 
the Maine, these caissons to have cables on them every 4 feet; the ca 
bles opposite one another being of different sizes; in one case a plow 
steel cable of about 200 tons capacity, and in the other a small hauling 


| cable of perhaps 3 inch diameter. These cables are then carried down 


outside the caissons from their tops to and underneath the cutti: 
edges, the ends being coiled in the air chambers before the sinkins 
begun. A small pipe is pushed through the bettom from one air « 

ber to the other, and through this pipe the ends of the small cables a 
passed to the opposite air chamber, after which the pipe is pulled into 
that air chamber over the ends of the cables, leaving the latter lying 
exposed in the mud. The ends of the big cables opposite these little 





|} ones are then attached to the latter, which readily hauls them out 


from under the cutting edge, and under and around the Maine to the 
top of the opposite caisson 

“In this manner cables are passed underneath the ship every 4 feet 
from the top of one caisson to the top of the opposite caisson, the « 
bined strength of the cables being four times the weight of the batt! 
ship. 

“Phe air chambers are filled with sand, the wharves are carried 
over on top of the caissons, which are cut off to the proper level there 
for, and then a strong framwork Is erected with double columns every 
4 feet. This structure would be about 30 feet in height, strongly braced 


and guyed, and fitted at the tops of the posts with a casting connect 


Government in all these years to raise the wreck and bring | 


home and bury, with naval honors, in Arlington Cemetery, the 


gal 


remains of the sixty-odd brave and gallant sailors entombed in | 


that hulk in the muck and slime of the harbor of Habana. 
The records in the Navy Department show that 231 men were 


killed when the Maine was blown up; that 24 bodies were im- 


mediately recovered and buried in Key West, Fla.; that later | 


144 bodies were recovered and buried in Habana; that these 
bodies were subsequently brought home and buried in the na- 
tional cemetery at Arlington; that at least 683 bodies were never 


recovered or accounted for, and are now entombed in the wreck 
of the Maine. 


Our dereliction in this matter was in strange | 


contrast to our boasted patriotism. The work must go on, and | 
every patriotic man in America wants it finished as soon as | 


possible. 

Chere are three reasons why we should relax no effort to 
raise the wreck of the Maine. First, because the wreck is a 
menace to navigation in the harbor of Habana and must be 
removed from the channel. Secondly, the Maine must be raised 
to ascertain how she was destroyed, so that the truth shall be 
known beyond peradventure; and, thirdly and most important 
of all from a patriotic point of view, that the remains of the 
Nation’s dead now entombed in the hulk shall be recovered 


ing the posts and braces, and providing a seat with a universal joint 
for a screw jack of at least 100 tons capacity. The screws of the 
jacks end in a head like that of an eye-bar, and the clamps which grip 
the cable are finished in two similar eye-bar heads, giving a connection 
with the screws by means of a 33-inch pin, which is over 100 tons in 
strength. 

“When the framework is in place and the screw jacks are con 
nected to the cables, a strong tension is taken in the cables with the 
jacks, and then water corresponding to the weight of the Maine is 
pumped from the cofferdams of the caissons. By this means the caissons 
are prepared to receive the weight of the Maine without imposing a”) 
additional weight on the mud bottom upon which the caissons rest. I 
might say that the caissons are made sufficiently large and strong to 
still contain 50 per cent more weight of water than the ship weighs 
so that there is a margin of about 3,000 tons of water which can be 
drawn upon should occasion require. When the caissons are thus | 
pared for receiving the weight, the connection between the mud and t! 
bottom of the ship is broken by any one of several well-known methods, 
after which, by a proper manipulation of the screws, the vessel is first 
brought to an even keel and then made level fore and aft. 

“After the above work has been accomplished, the screws are gradu 
ally slacked off in pairs, fleeted down to their fullest extent, reclamped 
on the cables, after which the tension is restored and other screws ure 
fleeted downward in like manner until all the screws have been lo 
ered to their greatest extent, so that all of them are ready for a lift 
upward of about 10 feet. This part of the work is very safe and 
certain, because sufficient strength is provided to carry the Maine with 
one-half the cables and screws that are employed. The operation of 
fleeting the screws down and lifting the ship up is repeated again and 
again until the vessel is brought out of the water in the same con 
dition in wkich she sank—that is, so far as any interference with her 
during these operations is concerned. 

“A platform above water under the ship is then constructed between 
the caissons and a dry dock of ample strength and extent affords every 
facility for examination and repairs. In some respects this dock is 


superior to the ordinary lifting dock, because wherever a supporting 
cable may be in the way it can be slacked off and moved to some other 
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point, where it will perform its part in supporting the vessel just as well 
it belonged, instead of having fixed keel and bilge blocks to 

It will be noticed that in the process described there are no chances 

t 1 with any attempt to introduce something involving experiment; 
on the contrary, I have confined myself to things with which we 
have had great practical experience. The wharf building, the caisson 
nking, the passing of pipes between air chambers, the raising of the 
les underneath and around the ship, the construction of the lifting 
tructure, and the fitting and operation of the screw jacks are all 
! tions well understood, easily carried out, and independent of any 
ions of depth of mud or condition of the ship. The mud, however 

‘ , does not complicate the question or add materially to the cost, and 

d there be obstructions at any point preventing the passage of the 
tunneling to and removal of the obstruction is a simple matter. 

Damages to the ship, however great, would not prevent its being 

brought up intact because of the distribution of the weight and the 

vi , contiguity, as well as rigidity of the means employed. 
I method, however, is entirely novel, and the uses made of all 
well-known operations employed are new. 

r plan of pumping water from the cofferdams of the caissons of 
cht equivalent to that to be thereafter applied to them is a way 
lucting operations over a mud bottom possessing no dependabl 

yorting power, 1 deriving from the water pressure under the bot- 
tom support icient and reliable as solid rock. 
rhe whole plan is one of great simplicity, and though it perhaps 
\ ! hetter appreciated by an engineer than a layman, it is easily 
stood by everybody. 
x caissons alongside of large buildings supported on quick- 














iter devised and patented a method of conducting the 





‘ essed air escaping from the air chamber up alongside the caisson 
on the side opposite the building, leaving the support of the latter 
entirely undisturbed. Some of the largest buildings in New York that 
e supported over spread foundations on quicksands have had caissons 

, ’ 





provided with this high cutting edge on the distant side of the caisson sunk 
alongside them without producing any settlement whatever. It is pro- 
posed to use this device on the caissons surrounding the Maine, so that 
the mud underneath the ship would remain undisturbed until the ship 
is carried on the cables. There are numerous other improvements in 
caisson work devised by the writer that would also be employed, so that 
the work would be carried on with entire safety, certainty, and speed, 
and the results sought would be obtained without question in the same 
ier that any other great enginecring operation of the usual char- 
ter would be carried out. 
“In my letter to the Attorney General I stated that in disclosing 
is method I would expect to be protected. In dealing with your de- 
irtment I am satisfied that my rights will be as safe in your hands as 
1¢ patents now applied for had already been granted. 
It might appear at first that the appropriation made for this work 
inadequate for the purpose, but I think that it is most likely that 
much of the Government's resources could be employed in addition to 
for instance, one of the repair ships now in southern waters 
utilized for carrying the necessary plant and giving the re 
wer, while there is nothing more appropriate than that one 
regiments of the Army should man the jacks while they are 
their dead comrades out of the water. A fair idea of the power 
t ‘ nployed is given by the fact that these jacks require approxi 
mately 1,000 men. Should the Government care to thus utilize its 
present facilities and concede certain things the actual cost in cash 
wonld not be very great. 

The O'Rourke Engineering Construction Co., of which I am the 
president, would undertake this work and agree to deliver the ship in 
the dock already described within a period to be agreed upon. The 
company at the present time is fully equipped with the necessary plant, 
and has an organization of men of great experience in this character 
of work, who would be set to work as fast as the supplies required could 
be procured. We would also bear in mind that this operation would be 


watched by the whole world, and that not only the credit of the com- 














] {f the country itself was involved in the successful comple 
tion of this undertaking in a manner worthy of the occasion and in 
ord time.” “ 





fter some discussion of the matter in which I explained my plans, 
Secretary Oliver gave the plans and letter to Gen. Bixby, who will refer 











them to a board of engineers which will be shortly appointed to con 
ler the ubject 
During the interview Gen. Bixby showed me a copy of my letter to 
f the 11th instant, which I brought to your notice the fact that 
| 1a method for raising the M¢ ilong lines with which I am fa 
nd concerning the efficiency, cost, and independence of | 


nditions, there is no question, so 


i i é if desired the work of r: 
the ship and docking her for examina 


n and repairs could be begun at 





Very truly, yours, Joun F. O'Rot 


O'ROURKE ENGINEERING CONSTRUCTION Ci 
445 Fifth Avenuc, New York, August 30, 1910. 
IIon. WILLIAM SULZER, 
1145 Broadway, New York City. 
Dar Sin: I have just returned from the interview with President 
it Beverly, which was arranged through your kindness. 

The President was most cordial, and gaye me an opportunity to fully 
my plans and propositions to him and also to Mr. Meyer, Sec 
of the Navy, who happened to be calling on the President at 

me Mr. Taft gave most careful attention to the plans, which 

1 in detail the manner in which the work was to be done, and 

ll discussion of the ways and means I made him the following 
sift mm: 

the O'Rourke Engineering Construction Co. would ager ! ‘ 

in the manner shown by the plans for a cost not to exceed 

00,000 to the Government: any costs that micht be incur ‘ \ 

t to be borne by the O'Rourke Co Second, that we would 

to any form of contract which would insure to the Govern: t 

at » would only be paid f t of the work, with 


vance for profit. Third, tl nt would be asked for 


the wf 
wa 








at no 





examination and disposal, as shown by the plans 
President seemed favorably impressed by my plans and by tl 













to do the work, and invited me to n f 
rence on the 25th of next month, xpected to be tl 
few days. There was a question in n t 
1s red by the bill and the G » mak 
a ict, and told me that in the W ( i 
i n , and also obtain from the Att eral an oj hast 
! powers in the matter. 








ne had been raised out of tl water, properly docked for 


He also wired Gen. Bixby 


re} t by the 25th of Se; 
were considering the raising of th 
which they found in Habana Harbor. 

lt told him that my pres« 
to make a binding offer no 





Ww, 


nt 


ny 
tember 











information was 


se was independent either of the character of 


dition of the Maine. 


Since seeing the Preside 


part with them in their in 
Very truly, yours, 


O'ROURKE 
45 Fiftl 
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ENGINEERING C 
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City. 
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Dear Sir: I returned yesterday from Habat 
last week taking part in the borings and examin 
of Engineers is now carrying on at the wreck 


talked with a number of people who were eyewitn 
conditions surr« 
of the harbor 
the stern of the 


so that I feel familiar wit 
ship and the nature of th¢ 
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The first boring was mad 


reached hard bottom at 105 
then 350 feet of mud of pra 
it gradually grows harder, 
at 105 feet it is probably 1 
where the depth of water 
about 90 feet below the 
found in the bottom, and 
down. 


On Saturday morning, before sail 


the deck of the Governmen 
my own hands, using a 1 


feet, at which point I coul 
ing that at that depth the 
point at which I would stop my proposed caissons, it 
Tying to find that the conditions were ideal for 


propose 


It is most likely that very 
the future tests. It is quite possible that hard bottom may 
but this wor 


stances be found nearer t 
uation any as regards the 
because the governing fa 


and possessing sufficient 
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nothing but 


structure 
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expense of this 


mous, the time required would be very great, an 
would be much more of an 


itself is now. 
I have called the attenti 
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the adoption 
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was easily attained, and from the known dimer 


plans, I have been able to 
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48 feet below water. This, I 


ship was found to be sunk 
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men who work in 3 
deeper year by year. The 
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conditio 
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at 


below the surface would indicat 
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the time of 


the photographs made at 
myself last week. 
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plainly sho 


the accide 


I am going to Washington next Monday t 
irranged at Bever! I hope l p! 


him, as they correspond exactly 


terview with him last month 


Very truly, yours, 
O' Rout 


Tion. WILLIAM SULZER, 


1145 Broadicay, New York 
Dear Sir: I returned i: 


to see President Taft 
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Department, as shown in the plans, ready for inspection and for repairs 


or dismemberment as might be subsequently decided. 

I was a little disappointed at not seeing President Taft, as my un- 
derstanding with him on August 29 at Beverly was that a conference 
would be arranged between himself and the Attorney General, the Secre- 
tary of War, and the Army engineers, at which I was also to be present. 


The question of authority for making the contract would be settled in 
the meantime, and I had been looking forward to making an immediate 
arrangement to raise the ship, according to some form of contract, 
which, as I have already told you, I left entirely to the President. 

Very truly, yours, JOHN F. O'ROURKE. 


O'RoveKE ENGINEERING CONSTRUCTION Co., 
345 Fifth Avenue, New York, February 15, 1911. 


Hon. WILLIAM Suuzer, 
Hiouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Mr. Suuzer: Apropos to the Maine, the New York Herald 
of September 26, 1910, the date on which I went to Washington to see 
the President, contained an interview with me in which I called atten- 


tion to the impracticable character of the proposition to use a cofferdam 
in connection with the raising of the wreck It was such a positive 
and unmistakable warning and so publicly given that the quoting of this 
in connection with the interview with Mr. Wickersham and the fatuous 
report of the engineers of a few days later make strikingly significant 





my letter describing the Washington trip. 

The report of Gen. Bixby to the President, transmitting the report 
of the board of engineers and his, to me, preliminary estimate is just 
as silly as the plan he was indorsing, when you compare his promises 
with their performances. The work that they are doing at Habana 
now is of the simplest character, and the placing of steel sheet piling 
in such soft and comparatively uniform material is a most inexpensive 


operation when properly conductec 


1. I imagine that they have involved 
themselves in all sorts of expen 


se, keeping dredges on hand at.a price 
of perhaps several hundred dollars per day, when, if they knew their 
business, they would obtain them after they had completed their coffer- 
dam and were ready to put them into use. 





The possible interference of wreckage from the explosion or anything 
in the nature of sunken obstacles in the way of the sheet piling could 


be better removed by some grappling contrivance than by a dredge, and 
the same machinery which handles the steam hammer used for driving 
the piles could be just as useful in operating a grapple. 

I should be sorry not to see the appropriation they are looking for 
given them, because it would always be said that they failed for want 
of favorable congressional action, and if they are honest in thinking 
that they can do the work, as they are proposing to, it seems only 
fair, since the chance was accorded them, that they should be permitted 
to go on to the end. 

There is no doubt, however, that in view of your connection with 
this raising of the Maine and the position you have already taken with 
the President in the matter, that the reading of my letters and the 
claim on your part that you had procured for the President an oppor- 
tunity to have this work done under terms which did not admit of the 
loss of a dollar to the Government in the case of its failure and a 
saving of money to the Government in the case of its success, as well 
as the prompt execution of the work, should be strongly brought out. 

To-day is the thirteenth anniversary of the sinking of the Maine, and 
if I had had my way to-day would have witnessed the raising of that 
ship from out of the water. There is so little imagination or appeal 
to the national pride in the plan that has been adopted that one can 
hardly dream that men having the authority vested in that board would 
be so shortsighted and narrow-minded as to refuse to approve of a 
plan like mine of such startling novelty and absolute certainty in execu- 
tion. 

The very conditions surrounding the Maine, while piling up almost 
unsurmountable difficulties against the construction of a safe cofferdam, 
actually facilitated the ease and success of my method, and nothing is 
less reasonable or could be more insincere than the ground taken by 
the engineers that the lifting of the wreck in a flexible cradle of cables 
would so deform its present shape that one could not tell if there had 
been an external explosion. 

You might just as well claim that to take in your hand a battered 
tin can, thet its weight upon your hand would cause the indentations 
to disappear, as to claim that a ship which is as strong in proportion to 
its weight as the tin can is in proportion to its weight, would likewise 
lose its indentations and have its shape changed by reason of resting 
upon a support as flexible and distributed over the whole area of the 
ship's bottom as the palm of your hand would be beneath the tin can 
which I am using as an illustration. This talk about the forward part 
of the ship being so thoroughly destroyed is without reason, because 
eyewitnesses, and even the testimony taken by the board of naval 
officers at the time of the disaster, shows that she remained afloat too 
long after the explosion to have been in any such condition. For the 
reduction of the forward third of the ship to a semidetached mass of 
wreckage, incapable of excluding water from within, would simply mean 
that that part of the ship was a dead weight, which would have pulled 
her down head first, like a dog with a stone tied to his neck, but even 
if it were true that the forward third of the ship is in this condition 
my cradle method would have brought it up without the bending of a 
single plate or the dislocation of any of its parts from the position they 
now occupy with relation to the rest of the ship. 7 

As you may recall, my final proposition included the placing of cables 
every 2 feet apart, and the application of power independently to 
each cable, so that if it were found that any one cable was yielding to 
tension at a greater rate than its neighbors, that cable could have the 
tension applied to it reduced so as not to come up any faster than the 
others, and the strength of the cables were such that not more than 
one in every three need be strained at all, and those which were, were 
fully competent to do all the lifting required. Moreover, I put no 
limit on the number of cables that would be used, if desired; so that, 
even if they criticized my cable every 2 feet, I could put them much 
nore frequently and arrange them in any manner that circumstances 
should require. 

I do not know whether I have already informed you that I applied 
for a patent involving the principles devised for this work, but such 
was done, and the claims, in themselves most basic in nature, were 
allowed by the Patent Office without reference to any existing patent, 
publication, or known state of the art, which is perhaps the most 
striking testimony possible as to their originality, novelty, and invention. 

As regards the granting of the appropriation, I sincerely trust this 

will be done, but at the same time I think the engineers should be 


required to give in detail the manner in which the first appropriation 


has been expended, and I think you will find that what I have said 
about useless dredges retained at great cost and other forms of mis- 
management due to inexperience will be disclosed. 

Most sincerely, yours, JouHN F. O'Rourke. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


State or Territorial homes for disabled soldiers and sailors: For con- 
tinuing aid to State or Territorial homes for the support of disabled 
volunteer soldiers, in conformity with the act approved August 27, 
1888, including all classes of soldiers admissible to the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, $1,200,000: Provided, That no part of 
this appropriation shall be apportioned to any State or Territorial 
home that maintains a bar or canteen where intoxicating liquors are 
sold: Provided further, That for any sum or sums collected in any 
manner from inmates of such State or Territorial homes to be used for 
the support of said homes a like amount shall be deducted from the 
aid herein provided for, but this proviso shall not apply to any State 
or Territorial home into which the wives or widows of soldiers 
admitted and maintained. 


Mr. COX of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer an 
amendment to line 11, page 154. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


are 


On page 134, line 11, after the word “ maintained,” insert the words 
“or where oleomargarine is served.” 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 
it is not germane. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the statement was made in 
the matter of oleomargarine that no discrimination should be 
made between it and butter. It is apparent, however, that the 
gentleman from New York is seeking to make a discrimination 
between soldiers of the national military home and the sol- 
diers now in the active service. When he was asked whether 
the soldiers in the Army were served with oleomargarine, he 
said he did not know. It is perfectly fair to assume that if 
he had any information in the negative he would have stated it. 
Now, if oleomargarine has all the healthful qualities claimed 
for it by my distinguished friend from Arkansas and my co!- 
league from New York, I should like to inquire why they do 
not make a requisition on the gentleman in charge of the House 
restaurant for oleomargarine on the table in the House restau- 
rant downstairs? 

If it is not good enough for the Members of Congress to have 
served in the House restaurant, then why should it be given 
to the men who served the country in the days of darkness and 
uncertainty ? 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. The good quality of it would be better than 
the butter that they serve downstairs sometimes, 

Mr. COX of Ohio. I think that butter comes from Tennessee. 
The truth is that there is absolutely nothing too good for these 
old men in the homes. I do not want to engage in any useless 
sentimentality, but the average age of these men is over 75. 
They are sitting there waiting for the setting sun, and they are 
entitled to the most wholesome food that can be purchased for 
them by this Government. 

The kind of oleomargarine served them, with all the uncer- 
tainty as to its composition, is one of the jokes of the soldiers’ 
homes. A wit in the Dayton Home very properly called it 
“bull butter.” If it is not good enough for Members of this 
House nor for soldiers in the Army, it ought not to be served 
to the old veterans in the homes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Capitol power plant: For lighting the Capitol, Senate and Houss 
Office Buildings, and Congressional Library Building, and the grounds 
about the same, Botanic Garden, Senate stables and engine house, 
House stables, Maltby Building, and folding and storage rooms of the 
Senate; pay of superintendent of meters, at the rate of $1,600 per an- 
num, who shall inspect all gas and electric meters of the Government in 
the District of Columbia without additional compensation; for nec>s- 
sary personal and other services; and for materials and labor in co. 
nection with the maintenance and operation of the heating, lighting, 
and power plant, and substations connected therewith, to be expended 


by the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds under the 
supervision and direction of the House Office “Building Commission, 


I reserve a point of order on that that 


$90.000: Provided, That hereafter the heating, lighting, and power 
plant constructed under the terms of the act approved April °, 
1904, shall be known as the Capitol power plant; and hereafter 
all vacancies occurring in the force operating said pliant and the 
substations in connection therewith shall be filled by said superin 
tendent with the approval of said House Office Building Commis- 
s10n. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 137, lines 1 and 2 and line 9, strike out the words “ House Of- 
fice Building Commission,” where they occur, and in lieu thereof insert 


the words “commission in control of the House Office Building, ap- 
pointed under the act approved March 4, 1907.” 


The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend 
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The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman has no information that there 
The Clerk read as follows: are not potash salt deposits in the arid countries such as New 
j rt} Mexico ;: iZ7O) 
For chemical and physical researches relating to the geology of the , *+¢XICO and Arizona. 
United States, $20,000. Mr. MONDELL. Gentlemen connected with the Geologi 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- | Survey believe there are in parts of Utah, Wyoming, Nev: 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. | and elsewhere geological conditions that are favorable to the 


existence of valuable potash deposits. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 147, line 2, strike out the word “twenty ” and insert “ includ 
ing researches with a view of determining geological conditions favor- 


able to the presence of potash salts, 40.’ Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous cons 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve the point of that l —_— proceed for uve minutes. — ae 

order rhe CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment is gentleman? [After . | rhe ; hair hears — 

not subject to the point of order, I think it is clearly in order.| | Mr. MONDELL. Germany has the world by the throat 


This is the paragraph providing for chemical and physical re-| this matter of potash at this time. A short time oS 
searches relating to the geology of the United States, and I | American users of potash for fertilizers, for soap, and for t! 
propose to add $20,000 to the item, and provide that these re- | ‘Yenide treatment of ores, and other purposes, made a ee 
searches shall include such as will afford information as to the | Contracts with certain German miners of potash, but that d 
geological conditions favorable to the occurrence of potash | "©t suit the German potash trust, and they were powert 
salts. enough and influential enough to have an export duty placed on 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Wyo- | Potash, and the result is that the American users of potash are 


ming will permit, I am not opposed to the investigation which | OW P#ying a great tribute to the German trust. Pra ereanhy 
he authorizes by this amendment. What I am opposed to is | @!! the potash of the world, of which we imported 12,000,000 
authorizing two different departments of the Government to | Worth last year, comes from these deposits. .; 
make the same investigation. I endeavored to keep out of the Mr. GARRETT. Is the gentleman sure that figure is cot 
agricultural appropriation bill the sum of $12,000, which was | Te¢t—$12,000,000? 
carried for the purpose of making this investigation under the | Mr. MONDELL. I have the figures before me. In 1910 it 
jurisdiction of the Agricultural Department. It has no busi- | W@8 $12,716,000, Those were the imports for 1910 
ness there. It is not one of the functions of the Agricultural Mr. GARRETT. I had an impression it was about $8,000,000 
Department to conduct geological researches of any kind, but Mr. MONDELL, I think these figures are correct. The in 
the House did not agree with me. | crease in the use of potash is shown by the fact that in 1800 
The provision that passed the House, as I understand it, has | OUT imports were $5,750,000; in 1905, $5,922,000; and in 1910, 
been agreed to by the Senate. I think the Geological Survey | $12,716,000, as I have just stated. It has increased at the rate 


1 


given the appropriation for making this investigation. I do | 0% Germany for this mineral, and the deposits in Germany a 

} t : : . . , ¢ ora. "hs ‘ 4 ly ad uc he 
not think it is wise for us to have two departments of the Goy- | Controlled by a_ great trust that has recently advanced the 
ernment investigating the same subject. Unless the gentleman | Price very considerably. 


; ? P< a YY cent a a Ane © are denende mntirea 
is the bureau that ought to be clothed with the authority and | of about 10 or 15 per cent a year, and we are dependent entirely 


will couple with his amendment a proviso that no moneys ap- | . Mr. SIMS. The question I would like to ask the gentleman 
propriated in any other appropriation bill for this investigation | is this: Does the export duty have a tendency to reduce the 
shall be available for that purpose I would have to insist upon | Price to the German consumer or to increase the price paid by 
the point of order. The investigation is one of the most im- | People outside? 

portant ones, I think, that Congress has ever authorized any | Mr. MONDELL. It increases it outside, because the German 


bureau of the Government to make, and I do not think we ought | user of potash has a very great advantage over the potash user 
to duplicate the service in this manner. There is another thing | anywhere in the world < 


I want to call attention to, and that is that the Agricultural Mr. SIMS. In other words, he gets it lower on account of 
Department has no equipment. The Geological Survey is | the export duty? 
equipped for making this investigation, because it will require Mr. TAWNEY. The export tax does not affect the local mar 
a drilling equipment. They are not going out through the coun- | ket in Germany at all. 
try traveling over the desert and pick up these potash salts,| fr. SIMS. That is what I wanted to under "i 
but they have to conduct a series of drilling operations; and for Mr. TAWNEY. ‘There is no application whatever. 
that service the Geological Survey is now equipped and has « Mr. MONDELL. It affects them in this way: Our potash im 
great many of these drills that they have used in the explora- portations are of the crude potash, and the German manufa 
tion and investigation of land for the purpose of ascertaining | turer of potash secures the raw material very much more 
whether or not there are under the land mineral oils. If the cheaply than our manufacturers, and that gives him an 
gentleman would accept some provision of that kind that no | yantage. I think the inerease is something like 20 to 25 D 
other appropriation made in any other appropriation bill for this | cent above what we paid for potash a year ago. The result is 
purpose shall be available, I shall not insist on the point of {that fertilizers are costing much more. 
order. Mr. KEIFER. More than double. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection per- Mr. MONDELL. More than double, the gentleman tells us, 
sonally to that, but I want to remind the gentleman that when Mr. SIMS. We pay the export duty? 
the amendment was offered to the agricultural appropriation Mr. MONDELL. Yes, sir. 


bill I called attention to the fact that it was a useless appro- 
priation; that the only investigation that the Agricultural De- : cade enable. 6 ake ; ta , at 

: : : . ; Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Is it not a fact that the manu 
partment could carry on would be an investigation as to the ir. BART! : : Sa 


ibili : acturers ¢ farmers of is country who have contracts wit! 
possibility of the production of phosphate salts as a _ by- Cacturees nd farmers of oe ae - a } Sais a 
product ’ the producers of potash in Germany have had their cont 


repudiated because of this recent imposition? 
Mr. MONDELL. The German trust has been able to 


Mr. SIMS. Which does not reduce it at all. 


Why, our grandmothers developed that line of investigation 
in the old days, when they used to put wood ashes in a barrel 


and leach them out and make homemade soap, and that is as | ‘t almost impossible for them to fill their Nee ee eer 
far as that kind of an investigation can be carried to any useful they have prorated the : — aman a i = - ee se 
purpose. The only extensive potash deposits known in the | Y®Tious mines and have given the mines which were exporting 
world now are in Germany. | to the United States but a small amount 

Mr. FINLEY. I will state to the gentleman to-day I re-| Mr. TAWNEY. I would ask the genileman from Wyoming 
ceived a letter from a former constituent of mine who said that | [Mr. Monpett] to come to the practical question of whether we 
at Montague, N. Mex., there is a deposit of potash. ought to carry it in two bills. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, there may be deposits of Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I regret there is a $12,000 
potash of which we know nothing, but the commercial potash | appropriation in the agricultural bill. It can be of little 


of the world practically all comes from Germany, where it is practical use, it seems to me. But we are now on the bill that 
found in extensive deposits of the salts laid down and then | ought to carry this appropriation. There is nothing more im 
covered by an impervious layer of clay, and if potash is to be | portant before the American people to-day than an investigation 
found anywhere else in the world in any great quantity it | of potash deposits, and we are on the appropriation bill wher 
nwst be found practically under those conditions, for potash is | that expenditure can be properly provided for. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But the House has said this investigation 


a very soluble salts, and it is not found as the other salts are— | 
in open spaces, in lake beds, and the like. ' ought to be made in the Department of Agriculture. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. Was not a similar amendment 
during the nsideration of the agricultural appropriation 
Mr. MONDELL. Oh, yes; there was an appropriation of 


Mr. STAFFORD. Was not that proposed by the gentleman 
from Wyoming’ 
Mr. MONDELL. It y 
opposed it on the ground 


The gentleman from Wyoming 
it was a xpenditure of 





usele =“S ¢€ 


public money in an investigation that could lead to nothing, be- | 
cause the Agricultural Department could not make this geo 
ogical investigation. They have not the information, they have 


not the equipment, and it is not within the proper field of their 
| However, I hope they may be able to spend that 
appropriation for some useful purpose, but I doubt it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But they have the language in the 
bill. , 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, we 
bill if we adopt the amendment I offer. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I insist on the point of order. 
If the Chair holds the amendment is in order, I will move to 


I ition 
( Cratvllioll, 


will have the language in this 


he 1d. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Mann). The Chair will inquire of | 
the gentleman from Minnesota if there is any direct or specific 
authority for the item in the original paragraph? 

ir. TAWNEY. The organic law creating the Geological Sur- 

vy, b IS78, specifically authorizes the work that is in- 
cluded in the paragraph that is proposed to be amended. I am 
free to say that I think this is a part of the work of the 


Geological Survey, but if the amendment is held to be in order 
and is to be adepted, I trust that some provision may be added 
somewhere, before it becomes a law, to prevent the expenditure 
of money appropriated in other departments that have no 
jurisdiction whatever over this subject, that have heretofore 
been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Li 


LEVER] desire to be heard on the point of order? 
Mr. LEVER. I would like to have the amendment reported 
again. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will report it in a moment. 
The paragraph in the bill to which the amendment is of- 


fered is: 


For chemical and physical research 


oe a relating to the geology 
United States, $20,000. 


of the 


from 
so that the 


The gentleman Wyoming [Mr. MoNnpbELL] 


paragraph would read: 


offers an 
amendment, 


For chemical and physical researches relating to the geology of the 
United States, including researches with a view of determining geo- 


ns favorable 


ical conditi 


logi to the presence of deposits of potash salts, 
$40,000 


There seems to be, so far as the Chair is informed, no spe- 
cific authority for this paragraph in the language of the para- 
graph, at least. The paragraph provides for chemical and 
physical researches relating to the geology of the United States. 
That is a very much broader authority than is included in the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
DELL], and unaoubtedly includes the authority to make re- 
searches with a view of determining geological conditions favor- 
able to the of potash-salt And as to the 
item in the paragraph, whether it was or was not subject to a 
point of order, is now before the committee. No point of order 
having been made, the Chair is of the opinion that it is in 
order to direct special attention to something which is included 
within the scope of general language already in the bill 
Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
time of the House at this hour of the evening, b 


presence deposits. 


the fact 


ut for 





that I have given some attention to this very question. With- | 
out being able to give from memory the exact fi ‘s, I think 


I can give them substantially aright. Our dealers in potash 
have been obliged, as has been stated by the gentleman from 
Wyoming, to go to Germany to make their contracts to purchase 
potash. 

contracts for potash to be shipped from that country, 


Some months ago they went over there and made their | 
and | 


agreed to pay, I would say, $18 per ton in the crude state. | 


This price is according to my recollection now. 
these contracts in the last 
supply with a new company there that was not 
domination or control or ownership of the German authorities. 
Thereupon the German authorities succeeded in having put 
the potash of that kind for export a tax of about $23 a ton, so 
that the price that was paid, including the export tax, brought 


ug 


They 
year and for a number of years’ 


made | 
| letter 
under the | 


| order. 


, and the | 


Mr. Chairman, I would not take any of the 
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proposed | the contract price up to $41 per ton or thereabouts. Now. the 


United States has not been idle in regard to this matter. Our 
Government sent representatives to Germany to see if we could 
not get that tax taken off, as it worked unjustly against our 
people. The contractors have hitherto paid the other company, 


| according to my recollection, about $22 a ton, and there was 


| find salt brine. 


then no 


export tax. It will be seen that we have a con- 
troversy 


going on with Germany at the present time as 
to whether or not they are discriminating against the United 
States. 
Now, so much for that. This is a most important matter, 
a matter which I have taken up on my own account in the last 
few days. I have succeeded in getting a great salt company 
in the West to attempt to go through their present vein of rock 
salt and below it, with the expectation of finding potash there in 
paying quantities, as they find it in the mines of Germany. It 
is said that potash in desirable quantity lies below the forma- 
tion of rock salt in a salt region, or below the place where we 
There is found in the State of Kansas the most 


remarkable rock-salt veins in the world, and 


there is every 


| reason to believe, from my own personal knowledge and investi- 


gation and that of others, that there may be found potash there, 
There are at present in parts of Kansas rock salt veins 235 feet 
in thickness, and almost pure all the way through and below 
black sand reck. The general depth at which rock salt has 
there been struck is somewhere between 600 feet and 700 feet. 
I have no particular interest in this now, although I once had, 
but I have had influence enough with a salt company to induce 
it to undertake the discovery of potash suitable to be mined. 
I think the Government ought to do it. It is worth, as the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming has said, millions of dollars to this 
country, and it may cut off the possibility of the very trouble 
that now exists between this country and Germany, which 
would cut off the injustice that comes now to the consumers of 
potash in this country. Potash is in almost universal use in the 
United States for many purposes. 

Instead of getting potash for about $4 per ton less than for- 
merly, our importers are now obliged to pay for it nearly double 
the price they formerly paid, on account of the export tax that 
has been put on it by the German Empire. I hope the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 2, insert “and no other money ap- 
propriated in this or any other act shall be used for the objects of this 
appropriation during the fiscal year 1912.” 

Mr. LEVER. 
that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, that is a limitation upon any 
appropriation that may have been made in any other bill for 
this same service. I do not think it is subject to a point of 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 


The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota is not a limitation 
upon the appropriations carried in this bill at all, and the Chair 
therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. LEVER. I want to call the attention— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Has the Chair ruled that the amendment is 
not in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
be now closed. 

Mr. LEVER. O, Mr. Chairman, I have the floor. I do not 
think the gentleman from Minnesota can take me off the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina was 
recognized before the motion was made. 

Mr. LEVER. I want to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that when the agricultural appropriation bill was 
under consideration a few days ago an amendment was inserted 
in that bill providing for explorations and investigations for 
the purpose of locating, if possible, potash and nitrate deposits 
in the United States. An appropriatien of $12,500 for that pur 

vas provided. I read to the committee at that ti) n 
from the Chief of the Bureau of Soils, in which he made 
the statement that his bureau was well prepared to make these 
investigations, and that they can be made with the appropria- 


The Chair so held. 
Then I move that all debate on the paragraph 


pose 


on | tion provided in that amendment. 


Sinee that time I have received a letter from the Secretary 


of Agriculture, which I do not happen to have with me at this 
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time, saying that the department is well prepared to do this 
very work provided for in the amendment offered by the gentle- 


1 from Wyoming [Mr. -lonpDELL]. Now, it seems to me that 
this is too important a proposition for us to be working at cross 
purposes on it. I don’t want any juggling about it. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from South Carolina per- 
mit an interruption? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I presume you can get an admission from 
the Agricultural Department that they are qualified to run the 
Army and Navy as well as the Geological Survey. 

Mr. LEVER. I presume that admission could be obtained 
from the Interior Department as well. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is true of all of them. 

Mr. LEVER. And also the Geological Survey. Now, 
Chairman, the soil chemists of the Department of Agriculture 
assure me that they are prepared to make this investigation, 


Mr. | 


and to make it with an appropriation far less than that pro- | 


vided for in the amendment of the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. Monnet]; and I do not see any reason why we should 
duplicate this work and provide that one department shall make 


it and that another department shall make it, with the result in 


the end that neither department will make it. I am afraid of 
the situation which the amendment now under discussion will 
bring about. It offers too good an opportunity for this whole 
undertaking to be defeated. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the Agric 
to get potash salts out of the soil? 
to get them? 

Mr. LEVER. The Department of Agriculture expects to 
make the chemical investigation. Their plan is not to make 
borings for potash salts, as the Geological Survey would do. 

Mr. MONDELL. Then why does the gentleman oppose this 
amendment? 

Mr. LEVER. The proposition of the Geological Survey to 
make borings will require, in my judgment, not only $20,000 
but half a million dollars, and maybe much more; but the De- 
partment of Agriculture will make surface examinations, and 
from those surface examinations indicate to private individuals 
the fact that at certain places potash salts ought to be found, 
and let private individuals make the borings. 

Mr. MONDELL. Are there any geologists in the Agricultural 
Department? 

Mr. LEVER. Oh, I do not know; there are plenty of soil 
chemists there. Are there any soil chemists in the Geological 
Survey? 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman know of 
on earth where potash is gotten out of the soil? Potash 
deposits lie hundreds of feet deep. How can you tell any- 
thing about a potash deposit by examining the surface of the 


S 


‘ultural Department expect 
Is that where they expect 


any place 


Mr. LEVER. My information is that the top surface always 
indicates the presence of potash salts. 
Mr. MONDELL. That is very extraordinary. 
Mr. LEVER. And I understand that is the way that the 
Geological Survey finds out about the location of oil a 


as 


well, 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. They might take a witch- 
hazel stick! 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 


MARTIN] suggests that a witch-hazel stick might 
able, as well as soil analysis. 

Mr. LEVER. Oh, well! I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Agricultural appropriation bill carries this authorization to do 
this work. The Senate Committee on Agriculture have reported 


also be valu- 
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the bill with this provision in it, and I see nothing in this amend- 


ment except the purpose to take from the Agricultural Depart- 
ment some authority and transfer it to the Geological Survey, 
and perhaps develop a situation which will cause the loss of 
both appropriations. This is too important a matter to take any 
es on. I therefore appeal to my farmer friends to stand 
by the Agricultural Department, which already is practically 
assured of the authority to do this work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman 
Care a has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all 
this paragraph and amendment be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Wyoming. 
Che question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Monpett) there were 37 ayes and 36 nays. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


chan 


from 


debate on 





South | 


| 


J 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For the investigation as to the causes of - exn! 2 eed 
mining, especially in relation to tl t f ’ 





adapted to prevent accidents, the po improvement 

under which mining operations the ‘ x 
and electricity, the prevention of Le nd 

technologie investigations pertinent to t $ ) ) 


Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT, Mr. Chair: , I offer the f W 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 148, line 14, strike out the w oo y F ] t " i 
sixty,” so that it will read * $360,000 
Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr, Chairman, the amendment I | 
offered increases the appropriation for the in 
explosions and their causes from three hm ‘ 
hundred and sixty thousand dollars, being the amount esti) “l 
in the book of estimates for this work. The Buresu of 


“ 


is comparatively a new institution, and has been doing good 
work in the investigation of mine explosions, mining : 
dents, and the various purposes for which it is established. 


The work is young, but it is very necessary that the w 
should be continued and to extent enlarged. We ha 
seen in the papers to-day some very serious accidents that have 
happened in the mines at Tonopah, Nev., a class of a 
dents that so far the Bureau of Mines has not had an oppor- 
tunity to investigate; and in many ways, which it is not nec- 
essary for me to enlarge upon it is proper that this appropria- 
tion should be increased. I hope that the motion will pervail. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
California says that this service is young, and he might 1} 
added that it is very lusty. For in 1909 they expended $150,000 
for this purpose. In 1910, $150,000. Last year, 
Bureau of Mines was organized, we raised 
now the gentleman is insisting that we raise it 
is very young but growing handsomely. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, 
mittee to warrant this enormous increase. The eviden 
that the work is not yet fully organized, that it is im) 
to tell how much they need annually for this se e tit 
would be a gross waste of public money to grant the ine 
on the showing before the committee 
Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will. 
Mr. GOULDEN. What justification was there in the 
for increasing the amount $160,000 over sf year 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This was incrensed 1 the floor yo 
remember it, for this new Bureau of Mines Now, t force 
is not yet fully organi There are no sa 


Congress. They are proposing to fix some that em 


some 


ve 


when the 
it to $310.000. and 


to S560,000 lt 


there was no showing before the « 


J ield 9 


zed. 





very exorbitant and this has grown so vastly that it would be 
in my judgment a scandalous waste of pub money t 
this increase with no better showing than has be 


the committee. 
Mr. GOULDEN. 
of $150,000 a year? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not know of any results yet 
I am not blaming the bureau for that 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to state one 1 , 


Have th 


why it was not reported at $560,000, At the ne this 
priation was made at the last ses 1, Members of the 












will recollect the fact that the gentleman from M 

the floor of the House, the House acting under the ft] f 
sympathy for the miners who are destroyed and | d in 

ing accidents, incre “i the appropriation $100,000 her 
the floor. on the statement that these branch stations w 
to be extended into tl State of Mor l ind s ‘ 
States. 

Now, the fact is that instead of f lo o The \ } t 
contemplated at that time the Bureau of M has | la 
different policy of furnishing relief in ce: of : lent and ; ) 
of instructing miners and mine operators in the use of s 
appliances, They have now ca Ol ‘ I ind 
railroad companies furnish free tt . ‘ it ent 1 
all of the men who are engaged in the service. Consequent! 
the Bureau of Mines is doing a greater work to-day with 
less money than it would have been possible to have done der 
the increased appropriation if the plan had proceeded of using 
the permanent reli stations, as I believe they were i, 
throughout the various mining States. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I am very glad to hear the gentleman’ 
planation. It is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is one of the reasons why the 


priation is not necessary this year. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the chairman 
of the committee if he has information as to how much the 
b ll now owes on the cars that it has purchased. I under- 

tand that they have purchased equipment that is not all paid 
for. Is that true? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not say that it is paid for. I think it 

paid for or will be paid for out of the current appro- 
priation 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They had no right to buy it without 
paying for it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not see how they could buy it without 
paying for it, but I want to say for the Bureau of Mines that this 
equipment has been purchased at a very low cost. These cars 
they purchased from the Pullman Co. in Chicago, and have been 
equipped, and if gentlemen will take the trouble to read the 
hearings, the testimony of Mr. Holmes, the chief of the bureau, 
they will see there exactly the amount paid for the cars and 
what it cost to equip them, how they are equipped, and 
everything about it. I know that the cost is very rea- 
sonable, and I was impressed with the fact that the price 
paid by the Government for these cars was comparatively 
small. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think we are all very much 
interested in this work, and I want to be very certain that the 
committee in cutting down the estimates has not cut them so 
low as to hamper this bureau in its work. It is doing a splendid 
work, a magnificent work. I think the change from the original 
plan of permanent stations to that of cars is very helpful and 
beneficial, very advantageous. ‘These cars are purchased at low 
cost and they are equipped with rescue apparatus and are sta- 
tioned at some mining center and moved from one mining camp 
to another, and the miners and operators are instructed in the 
use of safety appliances and in the method of the prevention 
of accidents. The mine operators of my own State are very 
greatly pleased with the work, and the work of the bureau has 
led to a very considerable expenditure by the mine operators 
themselves. I think there has been very much more spent by 
the operators themselves, through the influence of this bureau, 
than the bureau has expended. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I want to ask the gentleman if he does 
not think it a strange proposition for him to say that he wanted 
to be assured that the committee had not cut this too much in 
place of saying he wanted some assurance that they needed this 
increase? 

Mr. MONDELL. I imagined that they had not asked for 
more than they needed. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Upon that assumption this bill would 
carry one hundred and fifty-five million. If we are to assume 
that in all cases anything these bureaus ask for they need, 
then, indeed, we are not going to be able to meet 
expenses. 


these 
Does not the gentleman think that there should be 
some showing that they need an increase before we give it to 
them? 

Mr. MONDELL. I have been under the impression they need 
what they asked for, and I was anxious to know if the com- 
mittee had gone into that very thoroughly and was sure the 
bureau would not be crippled. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They had an opportunity to show that 
they needed an increase and they did not do it. 

Mr. MONDELL. That is, they did not do it to the satisfac- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And all the rest of the members of the 
committee. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; 
crease, 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to emphasize the value of this work 
and the splendid way in which it is being carried on and 
the great benefit it is to the miners of the United States. 
I hope the committee has given the department all that it 
needs, 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


they do net want any more in- 


It has given more than it needs. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I just want to say 

word with reference to the Bureau of Mines. ‘This bureau, 
which has been established now about a year, has, to my mind, 
started « great work. They have purchased at a very low 
price a few cars, which have been fitted especially for the work 
of going to the mines and instructing the miners and operators 
in the work of rescuing miners when accidents ur, and the 
best way to prevent these ‘idents. 

They have established these stations in different places where 


these cars are located, and when necessary they are taken 


directly to the mine in order to help rescue those who may be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 24, 


entombed and who have met with these serious accidents. I 
observe the director of the bureau asked the committee for 
$360,000. The hearings show this. 

This bureau is established not only for the rescue of those 
who may meet with accidents in mines, but for the prevention 
of accidents. It has much to do with the saving of life and to 
prevent the crippling of men. I do not want to see any money 
thrown away or to give any department more money than is 
needed, but in this kind of work I believe they should have sufli- 
cient money to carry on the operations they have started. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I hope that 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from California [ Mr. 
ENGLEBRIGHT] will prevail. The gentleman from Iowa has said, 
and said correctly, that this bureau is a young bureau, but that 
it is a vigorous bureau. That is true. It is not yet thor- 
oughly organized according to the statement made by the di- 
rector himself. If this appropriation of $360,000 is not made, 
the bureau will be handicapped in completing its 
tion 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania per- 
mit me to interrupt him there—— 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This $310,000 appropriation has nothing 
whatever to do with the organization of the Bureau of Mines. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. No; but it has to do with the 
work conducted by that organization. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; this is an appropriation that relates to 
the investigation of the causes of mine disasters. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Exactly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And it is an appropriation from which 
the paraphernalia and equipment is purchased for the work of 
instructing men and mine operatives regarding the use of safety 
appliances. Now, I just want to add this word. The appro 
priation was made at $360,000 a year ago by an amendment of 
$100,000, offered by the gentleman from Montana, upon the 
theory that it would be necessary to equip these permanent 
relief stations. Now, since then they have abandoned the policy 
of permanent relief stations and are pursuing a policy of 
portable stations in the form of cars, and therefore do not 
need for this purpose one-half the money that was given to 
them a year ago for the establishment of permanent relief sta- 
tions. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. It is true that they have 
abandoned the idea of permanent relief stations. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And therefore need less money. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. They have substituted there 
for these cars with the equipment in these cars, and in doing 
so they have made these stations available for a larger terri- 
tory and in a quicker time after an accident had occurred than 
otherwise would have been the case. 

Sut that is only one part of the work of this bureau, the in- 
vestigation of the causes of mine disasters; and the bureau, 
from this appropriation, has been conducting experiments and 
expects to conduct experiments with the dust to be found in 
the different coal mines when it comes up in the air; with the 
gases to be found in the mines, and with the introduction of 
electrical machinery and other matters of that kind; with the 
introduction of moisture and of shale dust, and other ma 
terials that are being experimented upon. They are being 
experimented on for the purpose of preventing these mine ac 
cidents. So far as the experiment in the cars themselves is 
concerned, that equipment is very useful, and has been found 
extremely useful when an accident has occurred, in that it 
enables expert workmen to get on the ground immediately and 
enter the mine with oxygen helmets and bring relief to the 
men when the accident has occurred. But the greater value 
of the bureau is the determining of the causes of these 
mine disasters so as to prevent them, and the bureau is work 
ing along those lines. It has done some very fine work in 
that direction, and this appropriation ought to be made at 
$360,000 instead of $310,000 to enable them to continue the 
work along the line; not merely of rescuing men after accidents 
have occurred, but to determine the cause, so that these acci- 
dents can be prevented in the future. I hope the amendment 
will prevail. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. ENcLe- 
BRIGHT]. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. 


organiza- 





Division, Mr. Chairman. 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 37. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Care and custody of the insane of Alaska: For the care and custody 
of persons legally ‘adjudged insane in the District of Alaska, including 
transportation and other expenses, $50,000. 

Mr. FOSTER of Lllinois. 
the last word. 

Last year, I remember, we passed a bill in this House, which, 
I think, became a law, providing for suitable places for taking 
care of the insane in Alaska. I would like to inquire of the 
chairman of the committee if anything has been done toward 
the work of erecting those buildings and taking the proper care 
of these unfortunate people? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman has such information, 
it has not come to me. This is done under a contract with 
continental United States. They are brought down here. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Did we not pass a law last year 
with reference to the insane in Alaska? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would not like to say we did not, if 
the gentleman says we did, but I have no recollection of it. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois, I know we passed such a Dill 
through the House. 

Mr. COLE. It did not pass the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
care of under contract with the United States. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. My understanding is that the gov- 
ernor of Alaska kept them in the jail, where they could be 
taken care of by one set of guards. Has the gentleman any 
such information. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not deny anything the gentleman 
suggests, but I have no such information. 

Mr. FOSTER of Lilinois. 


to the care of the insane in Alaska? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. They are very adequately cared for 
under this appropriation in the United States, and they do not 
need the asylum in Alaska. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. What is done with them until they 
are brought to the United States? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. As soon as they find them they bring 
them to the United States. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I do not think the gentleman means 
that they are brought here immediately. They must be taken 
care of for awhile there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from [Illinois 
[Mr. Foster] has expired. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. At the time the gentleman from Illi- 


nois and some others induced the House to pass this bill to | 


provide an insane asylum or detention asylum, I think it was 


in Alaska, some very exaggerated statements were made as to | 
the conditions under which the insane were temporarily de- | 


tained there. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 
exaggerated or not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Of course, it is well known that these 
places in Alaska are not palaces, but so far as this committee 
has ever been informed— 

Mr. COLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In just a moment. 

Mr. COLE. The insane have been humanely cared for. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. They have been kept in jails in 
Alaska with the prisoners of Alaska. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
gentlemen who have been glad to obtain positions where they 





have charge of jails and live in jails, and have not found any | House was concerned —that is, 


particular fault as long as their salary was continued. A jail 
in itself is not an opprobious place, except when a person is 
compelled to live there against his will. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. That is the case with those people 
who are insane. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The insane, of 
there, but they are detained in an asylum. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. No; they are detained in a jail. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
are as good as could reasonably be expected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee? P 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr. HOUSTON. From the nature of the point that the gen- 
tleman raises, I take it that the provisions he refers to are those 


course, are detained 


These are brought back here and taken | 


I will ask the gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Frrzceraup] if he has any information in reference | 
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| providing buildings for the care of the insane in Alaska which 
| have not been completed yet. 


They are not in a position, as I 
understand, to care for them yet. The gentleman knows they 


| are not in a position to care for them. 
Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out | 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I understand that nothing has 
been done. In fact, I understand they have not tried to do any 
thing. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. This appropriation is to provide for the 
care of the insane under a contract with the State of Washing 
ton. What the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fosrrer] has been 
discussing is an appropriation of $25,000, if my recollection is 
correct, to build a small hospital or asylum where those per 
sons who are found to be insane would be incarcerated until 
the time came when they could be sent to the United States. 
While that bill passed the House, I do not believe it passed the 
Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
from Illinois have five minutes more. 
suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee asks that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] be allowed five min- 


The time of the gentleman from Illinois 


ask that the gentleman 
I want to make another 


utes more. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The gentleman’s time is extended for five 
minutes. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I understand the gentleman says that noth- 
ing has been done to further the building of this institution. 
That being the case, some provision must be made to care for 


those people in the State of Washington, as has been done 
heretofore. 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. My question is, What has been 


done with those people in Alaska, where we provided for an 
appropriation of $25,000 to put up a suitable building for them 
until they could be brought back to the States? 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman does not object to that? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. No. I understand those unfortunate 
people are still cared for in a jail, just as they have been all 
the time heretofore. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think the measure referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] and by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FirzGeraLp] is a very wise and wholesome one 
and ought to be carried out. 

Mr. COLE. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes; I shall be glad to yield to the 
gentleman 

Mr. COLE. This matter was before the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, of which the gentleman from Tennessee is a member, 
and of which also is the gentleman from Illinois a member. 
My recollection is that most of these unfortunate people in 
Alaska lost their mental faculties because they were in Alaska. 





It is a question whether that was | 


Oh, well, I have known very estimable | 


I understand that the facilities there | 


We did not think it proper to retain them there, in the same 
climate that was responsible for their mental condition, and 
therefore we thought it best to bring them back to some institu 
tion in the States. 
| My recollection is—and it is just a little dim at the present 
| time—that they are cared for in an institution in Portland, 
Oreg., which is conducted by an eminent doctor by the name of 
Coe, and my information is that it is one of the best institu 
tions of its kind in the United States. My recollection is, fur 
ther, that we were opposed at that time to the establishment of 
an insane hospital in Alaska for the reason that the climate 
there was not a proper climate for people ‘afflicted in that 
way. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We were in favor of establishing those hos 
pitals, and they were established so far action of this 
the House passed the measure 


as the 


| but the Senate—— 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I was perfectly willing 
that the gentleman from Ohio should make this statement, but 


there is nothing pending before the committee at all now. 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I asked to strike 
| out the last word, and I still have the floor on that propo 
| sition. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No. The gentleman has not got the 
floor. ‘There is nothing now pending. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I yield to my friend from New 
| York [Mr. GoULDEN]. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I want to get ahead 
' with this bill. There is nothing before the committee. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the 


gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] whether that appropria- 


| tion of $25,000 which passed the House last year became a law? 
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Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I understand it did. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I understand it did not. I understand the 
purpose of it was for a detention hospital, and the evidence 
produced before the committee of this House was cer- 
tainly sufficient to justify the erection of such a 
hospital. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is proceeding. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The time has long since been exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is mistaken. 
The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] 
extended five minutes, by unanimous consent, a few moments 
ngo. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Has not that five minutes yet expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I was sure it had expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not expire while the time of the 
gentleman from Illinios is taken with other matters. 

Mr. GOULDEN. If the gentleman will permit me just a mo- 
ment further, my impression is that that bill failed to become a 


Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular 


law; but I heartily agree that a detention hospital in the Dis- | 
trict of Alaska is necessary if the evidence produced before this 


committee was true. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 
correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I think the gentleman is entirely 


Education in Alaska: To enable the Secretary of the Interior, in his 
discretion and under his direction, to provide for the education and 
support of the Eskimos, Aleuts, Indians, and other natives of Alaska; 
for erection, repair, and rental of school buildings; for textbooks and 
industrial apparatus; for pay and necessary traveling expenses of 
gzeneral agent, assistant agent, superintendents, teachers, physicians, 
and other employees, and all other necessary miscellaneous expenses 


which are not included under the above special heads, $200,000; so much | 


of which sum as may be necessary for the purchase of supplies shall be 
immediately available: Provided, That no person employed hereunder 
as special agent or inspector, or to perform any special or unusual duty 
in connection herewith, shall receive as compensation exceeding $200 
per month, in addition to actual traveling expenses and per diem not 


designated and actual post of duty: Provided, That of the sum hereby 
appropriated not exceeding $7,000 may be expended for personal services 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, what personal 
services are here referred to, under this appropriation of $7,000, 
which may be expended for that purpose in the District of-Co- 
lumbia ? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Personal services in connection with 
matters in Alaska; for instance, the employment of teachers, and 
the like. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is all done here? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. All done here. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Yosemite National Park, Cal.: For protection and improvement of | 


the Yosemite National Park and the construction and repair of bridges, 
fences, and trails, and improvement of roads other than toll roads, 
£50,000. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 152, line 17, insert after the word “ dollars” 
immediately available.” 
Mr. STAFFORD. 

Chairman. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. I trust the chairman of the committee 
will not object to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
STarrorD] reserves a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. The object of this amendment is to 
make this money available earlier in the season. The season in 
Yosemite Park commences about the Ist of May, and the work- 
ing season runs from about that time until some time in October. 
Work on the roads and in the park can be done to much better 
ndvantage early in the year than later, and if the appropria- 
tion is not available until the Ist of July the work runs so late 
that some of it has to be carried over, and so the work is di- 
vided. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is with great pleasure that I assure 
the gentleman that if that is true this year, it was true last 
year, and they must have a lot of money left over from last 
year’s appropriation to spend this spring. 


the words “to be 


I reserve a point of order on that, Mr. 


[Mr. 


detention | 





Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Oh, they have not. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They must have, from the gentleman’s 
assurance that the money can not be spent for work between 
July and October. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. That is why we want to get the work 
started, so that it can be going on, and so that the money can 
be expended in work to be done by the first of November. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. One of two things is true. Either they 


| have plenty of money from last year’s appropriation or else the 


gentleman is mistaken in saying that it can not be spent after 


| the first of July. 


was | 








Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. 
have on hand now? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not advise the gentleman, but 
I know that one of two things is true. Either the gentleman is 
in error in saying that they can not utilize the money between 
the first of July and the closing of the season, or else they have 
money left over, because they had as much money last year as 
they have this. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
this. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. A good deal of this work will be done 
by contract, and if the whole thing is made available now, they 
can make contracts to better advantage. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has anyone in the department made the 
request that this money shall be made immediately available? 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT, No; but I have some information 
about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order, 
The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Will you advise me how much they 


They had $12,000 more last year than 


Mount Rainier National Park, Wash.: For protection and Improve- 
ment of Mount Rainier National Park, construction of bridges, fences, 
and trails, and improvement of roads, $3,000. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “dollars,” in line 8, page 154, insert “ Wind Cave 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the 


National Park, S. Dak.: For the improvement and protection of the 
exceeding $4 in lieu of subsistence, when absent on duty from his | ac : F 


Wind Cave National Park, $2,500.” 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, the Wind 
Cave National Park was created by an act of Congress in 1903 
on the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior calling 
attention to that great natural wonder and on a bill prepared 
in the Department of the Interior. The sum of $2,500 has been 
appropriated every year since for the maintenance and develop- 
ment of the cave and park. The same amount was carried in 
the estimates this year, but a clerk from the Interior Depart- 
ment seems to have been before the subcommittee on the subject 
of parks and in one sentence at the bottom of page 403 of the 
hearings testified before that committee that the Secretary of 
the Interior had recommended that the Wind Cave National Park 
and the Sullys Hill National Park, and the Platt National Park, 
of Oklahoma, should be ceded to the various States in which 
they are situated. He proceeds to give no testimony whatever 
on the Wind Cave National Park, but does give an account of a 
trip he made to Sullys Hill, in whatever State it may be situ- 
ated—I have no knowledge—and recounts his difficulty in finding 
that park, and says it has no practical utility. He then proceeds 
to a somewhat similar discussion on the Platt National Park, of 
Oklahoma. The committee appears to have dropped out all 
three of the parks without any testimony of any value upon the 
Wind Cave National Park—none whatever except what I have 
referred to. 

It certainly would be a mistake not to continue the appro- 
priation for this park. It is situated in Custer County, 





| S. Dak. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. 
National Park? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Easiest thing in the world. 
If there is any impression such as the gentleman’s question im 
plies— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. 
to get there. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It is situated 10 miles im- 
mediately north of Hot Springs, 8S. Dak. Hot Springs is on 
two great trunk lines, the Chicago & Northwesvern and the 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy. The park is reached by auto- 
mobile lines every day. Hot Springs is where the national 
sanitarium for the national home is situated and where the 
State Soldiers’ Home of South Dakota is situated. Wind Cave 


How do you get to the Wind Cave 





Not at all. I wanted to know how 


is within 40 or 45 minutes’ run over a good road by automobile. 
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It ws visited, as the returns showed, by 3,400 people last 
year 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. What are the particular natural 


make it so wonderful? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Hot air! [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The gentlemen here seem to 
have some merriment over a subject that has attracted the 
interest of sight-seers and those interested in great natural 
phenemena for many years. 

Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the late hour, I propose to call 
the attention of the committee to this curiosity. It is probably 
the | known cavern in the world. It is supposed to be 
what has been left from the extinct geyser similar to those found 
in the Yellowstone National Park. A series of chambers ex- 
tending over many miles with narrow passages between, and 
the expenditures by the Government for improvement have been 
mostly in making openings from one cavern to another. It has 
reserved 10,000 acres of the surrounding country for a park on 
the theory that the cave being so extensive it might be pene 
trated by private enterprise if the park was of a smaller area. | 
I may say before the Government took over this natural curiosity 
speculators were making large incomes by charging $1 admis- 
sion to this cavern on public land, and by taking out some of the 
most beautiful specimens and selling them. It was with a view 
of preserving its natural beauties in these large chambers and 
making it accessible to the people of the entire country that the | 
Government reserved the area as a park. 

[The time of Mr. Martin of South Dakota having expired, by 
unanimous consent he was granted five minutes more. ] 
I want the committee to clearly understand that 
criticism has come upon this park in this proceeding 


beaut 2 that 


rzest 





whatever 
has been 


because of the grouping of it with these apparently needless 
parks referred to in the bill. It is upon an entirely different 


basis, and I will call the attention of the committee to the first 
official utterance upon the subject in the record. This is in the 
statement of the Secretary of the Interior in his report of 1900: 


The attention of the department was directed to what is known as 
the Wind Cave, in South Dakota, the entrance to which is in sec. 1, T. 
6 S., R. 5 E., Black Hills meridian, about 12 miles southeast of the 
town of Custer, as being a eavern of considerable size and possessing 
wonders of such surpassing interest as that it should be set apart as 
a park or pleasuring ground for the people. An investigation of the 


cave was accordingly made by two geologists of the Geological Survey, 
and from their report, which is set forth more fully in the report of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, it appears that the cave 
is of large dimensions, of great interest and beauty, having many 
miles of galleries branching and reticulating along the joined planes 


of carbonaceous limestone, and numerous chambers with stalactitic and 
stalagmitic formations. Owing to the existence of a number of un- 


perfected entries covering lands around the mouth of the cave, it would 
not be advisable at this time to have the same set apart as a national 
park With a view, however, to future action by Congress in the 
premi , a temporary withdrawal has been made of the necessary lands 
subject to any and all valid rights acquired by virtue of existing 


entries 

_ report of the Geological 
here ibmitted : 

“The Wind Cave was visited by two of the geologists of this survey 
in 1898, who spent several hours in examining its principal points. The 
cave is of great extent, having many miles of galleries branching and 
reticulating along the joint planes of the carboniferous limestone. 
There are numerous chambers of considerable size. There are the usual 
stalactiiic and stalagmitic formations, some of very notable beauty, and 
much unique ‘ box work’ of thin intersecting veins of carbonate of lime 
projecting from the walls and ceilings. Altogether the cave is regarded 
as one of great interest and beauty. It attracts a large number of 
visitor over 1,000, it is said, in the summer of 1899. A fee of $1 is 
charged for admission to and guidance through the cave. 
appears to have been satisfactory. 

“It is the opinion of this office that the cave is of sufficient 
and importance to be reserved as a national park.” 


On June 10, 1902, the honorable Secretary of the Interior ad- 
dressed a communication to the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands of the Senate and House of Representatives, as 
fol] ° 


Survey referred to by the Secretary is 


extent 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


Washinaton. June 10. 
nor to transmit herewith a copy of a letter of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to the 
inclosures, among which is a draft of a proposed 
office on my direction, to set aside certain lands in 


1992 
oe [ have the he 
6th instant from the 
department, with its 


bill, prepared in hi 


South Dakota as a public park, to be known as Wind Cave National 
Park, which contains caverns, chambers, and natural formations of ex 


treme beauty and of most wonderful character. 

rhe letter of the commissioner sets forth the extreme desirability of 
the creation of the park and of its preservation from spoliation, and he 
has recommended therein that every effort be made to secure favorable 
iction on the bill during the present session of the Congress. 

I concur in the views of the commissioner, and recommend that the 


bill be enacted into law at the earliest possible date. 
il addressed a like communication to the chairman of the Com 
mittee on the Public Lands, Ilouse of Representatives 


Very respectfully, E. A. Hrrencock, Secretary. 


This bill became a law 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. 
for $2,500, 


in January, 19038. 
The gentleman’s amendment provides 


acres 


This service | 


| of this natur 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I simply restore the item 
that is carried every year. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Will the gentleman tell me how much 
of that is used for salaries of persons to KK fter this cave‘ 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Nine hundred dollars per 
year is used for the superintendent of the cave. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. How much for other salaries? 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. No other salaries 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. What is the balance used for 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota Phe balance 


e of the estimate 


for this year is $700 for the building of a barn for the super 
intendent’s horses and other animals. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Why doe s he hee d al horse hn a CaN 


[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. He does not keep his horse 
in the cave. 

Mr. TAYLOR of 
getting at is how much is needed to keep the 
of the place and how much for the superintendent and the 
horses and the barns, and so on. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. N e hundret I 
year is used for the superintendent's salary, and the balance 
used for the further exploration and opening up of ney yverns 
for the building and protecting of roads, and the maintenance 


Ohio. I speak seriously, 


1 do Ss pel 


of buildings on the place. There is a public stopping place at 
the mouth of the cave, a house over the entrance way, then 
there is a superintendent’s house, and some thousand or two 


under fences, and all that is maintained from year to 
year. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Do I 
receives $900, and has a 
that cave with? 

Mr. 
tion I 
tional park. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentlema 
a question? 


rintendent 
horses to run 


understand the supe 
and a barn and 
Is that the cost? 

MARTIN of South Dakota. It is the 
that is carried for the 


house 


smallest appropria 


believe maintenance of any na 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota Yes. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Does this cave produce any 
thing else but wind? [Laughter 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It produces meth 
interest to the public, that is all. I may say, Mr. Chairman 
the record as put in here from the Interior Department shows 


ng the past year 
large number of visitors in comparison 


if you con 


that 3,400 visitors registered at that place dur 
Of course that is not a r vis 


with the Yellowstone Park or the Yosemite, but still 


sider that everyone who goes there comes fi me distance 
to witness this natural curiosity, and the fact that the season 
when it is mostly visited is not to exceed six ) s of the 
year, it means 20 per ple every dav for the seaso Sundays 
included. Before the Government made it a national park its 
beauties were being despoiled nd as I say, when it b 
a national park it was by virtue of the action of the departme 
itself in transmitting to this House in June, 1902, a bill pre 
pared by the department, and askin tS passage 

Now, something ought to be done to continue thi ese 


il curiosity. No proposition has been worked 
| to cede this land to the State. If it were to be closed, i id 
be again despoiled as it 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South D 


was before. 





| kota has again expired. ‘The question is on th 
| offered by the gentleman from South Dakota. 
|} The question was taken: and the Chair announced the noes 
| appeared to have it 
| On a division (demanded by Mr. Martin of Sonth D ) 
there were—ayes 20, noes 3S. 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chai in. I eall f 
tellers. 
The CHAIRMAN. Three st ! ‘ rise Tj 
cient number, and tellers are refused 
So the amendment was rejected 
Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer t { wing amend 
ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 1 t the 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 8, on page 154, insert the following | grap!) 
‘Platt Natior Park I I ntenar nd tection P 
National Park, to xpended und the di { of the Ss 
the Interior, $5,000.” 
Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
mittee, my amendment should be adopted It is right If 
but common justice. The fate of my predecessor does not affor: 


me any flowery beds of ease or allow my hopes to 





33 40) 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 





great proportions, but the facts, tersely stated, are 
these: In 1902 the Government of the United States purchased 
640 acres of land from the Choctaws and Chickasaws, a portion 
of which was at that time covered by the beautiful city of 
Sulphur. They converted that into a national park, erected 
bridges and piped the streams, and erected bathhouses and 
beautified the springs, and beautified scenery there. The springs 
are bromide and sulphur and have great mineral properties in 
them beyond all question. It is the only park within our State. 
The land was paid for by the Government. Later on in 1904 
the Government purchased 208 acres more, paying $60 an acre 
for that, annexing it to the park. They have removed brick 
buildings and hotels and other buildings and forced men to 
abandon their homes and forced families to be ejected from the 
land condemned and ousted them in order to create this park. 
The park is very much sought after by both the Indians and 
white people of our State, and it does not cost but a very small 
amount to maintain the park. The Government has paid a 
large amount for it, and the people of the State are not able 


gentlemen, 


to maintain it and appropriate for it while the State is 
new. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. tRIS. T will. 


+ERALD. Is this a very valuable park? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; it is. I am proud of it. It means much 
to our State. The water has great mineral properties and there 
can be no doubt about it. It is naturally a beautiful spot. 
It should be appropriated for. My amendment should be 
adopted. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Can the gentleman estimate its value? 

Mr. FERRIS. We can but partially judge by what the Gov- 
ernment paid for it, for it has great mineral properties in the 
water. The acreage value is but a small part of it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What did the Government pay? 

Mr. FERRIS. The Government paid $20 an acre for the 
first 640 acres in its wild state, and for the last 208 they paid 
$60 an acre, and they removed brick buildings and one very 
large hotel I have in mind and numerous residences. They had 
to pay for them also. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman remembers last session 
the committee reported a provision donating this park to your 
State. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 


FERR 
Mr. FITZ 
FERR 


And you did not want to take it. 
And you declined to accept it. 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman speaks the entire truth about 
that. My State has been admitted for four years, and any new 
State has many hardships to undergo and has many burdens to 
bear, but for the Government to come and crowd these people 
out of their homes and take this land away from them and 
create a national park I think it is hardly well taken or gener- 
ous or liberal or even bordering on justice for the United States 
Government to come and say, while the State is new and 
struggling and trying to get a start, “ We will dump this ex- 
pense upon Oklahoma.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Was not there a solemn contract with 
the Indians at the time the park was created? 


Mr. FERRIS. Now, I was going to speak of that. I know 


the kind of provision the gentleman is referring to, but by three | 


or four distinct positive legislative enactments the United 
States Government has completely taken full jurisdiction of 
the park, which, in effect, fully repeals the provision of reces- 
sion to the State. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It always had jurisdiction of the park. 

Mr. FERRIS. And in the enabling act it is expressly stated, 
in regard to the question of jurisdiction, that no ownership 
and jurisdiction shall remain in the State. They then waived 
their right to recede this park to the State. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We do not deny we have jurisdiction 
if we want to hold it, but did not we make a treaty with the 
Indians by which we created this park, and was it not pro- 
vided in that treaty that upon the organization of the State 
government that this park should be ceded to the State? 

Mr. FERRIS. You did not make any treaty at all. You 
passed an act of Congress with a proviso on the end of it re- 
citing approximately what the gentleman says, and in three 
distinct enactments since that time you have overturned that 
and repealed it. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 

Mr. FERRIS. 


Not at all. 

And so what the gentleman says 
j {Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, 
I do not mean to be disrespectful; I do not mean to treat the 
geutleman’s statement lightly; but I hold in my hand the three 
acts which absolutely repeal the act the gentleman relies upon. 





from Iowa 
is nbsolutely of no consequence, 


| 
| 
| 
| 





Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman will pardon me. 

Mr. FERRIS. While I may have been extravagant in my 
statement about the gentleman's remarks, I feel sure I was in 
all things correct in what I stated. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have the acts, and I do not agree 
with him as to repealing the acts at all. 

Mr. FERRIS, If I had the time I could present them; I wil] 
present them later so the House can ascertain that I am 
correct. 

It is contended by the gentleman from Iowa and, in fact, the 
whole Committee on Appropriations, that the original grant 
makes a recession of the park imperative. 

I deny it, and submit to you the law on the subject that con- 
clusively shows that while the original grant makes such refer- 
ence of recession to the State upon admission into the Union, stil] 
the following acts of Congress, which I am submitting here at 
length, conclusively show complete repeal of that provision: 

LAWS AND REGULATIONS RELATING TO PLATT NATIONAL PARK, OKLA. 

[Extract from act of July 1, 1902 (32 Stat., 641, 655).] 


An act to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Tribes of Indians, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following agreement, made by the Com 
mission to the Five Civilized Tribes with the commissions representing 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of Indians on the 21st day of March, 
1902, be, and the same is hereby, ratified and confirmed, to wit: 

- * - * . + * 

64. The two tribes hereby absolutely and unqualifiedly relinquish, 
cede, and convey unto the United States a tract or tracts of land at and 
in the vicinity of the village of Sulphur, in the Chickasaw Nation, of 
not exceeding 640 acres, to be selected, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, within four months after the final ratification of 
this agreement, and to embrace all the natural springs in and about 
said village and so much of Sulphur Creek, Rock Creek, Buckhorn 
Creek, and the lands adjacent to said natural springs and creeks as 
may be deemed necessary by the Secretary of the Interior for the proper 
utilization and control of said springs and the waters of said creeks, 
which lands shall be so selected as to cause the least interference with 
the contemplated town site at that place consistent with the purposes 
for which said cession is made, and when selected the ceded lands shall 
be held, owned, and controlled by the United States absolutely and 
without any restriction, save that no part thereof shall be platted or 
disposed of for town-site purposes during the existence of the two tribal 
governments. Such other lands as may be embraced in a town site at 
that point shall be disposed of in the manner provided in the Atoka 
agreement for the disposition of town sites. Within 90 days after the 
selection of the lands so ceded there shall be deposited in the Treasury 
of the United States, to the credit of the two tribes, from the unappro- 
priated public moneys of the United States $20 per acre for each acre 
so selected, which shall be in full comeceeatis for the lands so ceded, 
and such moneys shall, upon the dissolution of the tribal governments, 
be divided per capita among the members of the tribes, freedmen ex 
cepted, as are other funds of the tribes. All improvements upon the 
lands so selected which were lawfully there at the time of the ratifica- 
tion of this agreement by Congress shall be appraised, under the direc 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, at the true value thereof at the 
time of the selection of said lands, and shall be paid for by warrants 
drawn by the Secretary of the Interior upon the Treasurer of the United 
States. Until otherwise provided by law the Secretary of the Interior 
may, under rules prescribed for that purpose, regulate and control the 
use of the water of said springs and creeks and the temporary use aad 
occupation of the lands so ceded. No person shall occupy any portion 
of the lands so ceded, or carry on any business thereon, except as pr 
vided in said rules, and until otherwise provided by Congress the laws 
of the United States relating to the introduction, possession, sale, and 
giving away of liquors or intoxicants of any kind within the Indian 
country or Indian reservations shall be applicable to the lands so ceded 
[see section 2139 U, 8. Revised Statutes, as amended by the act of July 
23, 1892 (27 Stat. L., 260), and the act of January 30, 1897 (27 Stat 
L., 506), in relation to introduction and sale of liquors in the Indian 
country. See also act of May 2, 1890 (26 Stat. L., 81, 97), and sec 
tion 8 of act of March 1, 1895 (28 Stat. L., 693)], and said lands shall 
remain within the jurisdiction of the United States court for the south 
ern district of Indian Territory: Provided, however, That nothing con 
tained in this section shall be construed or held to commit the Gov 
ernment of the United States to any expenditure of money upon said 
lands or the improvemeats thereof, except as provided herein, it being 
the intention of this provision that in the future the lands ané® improv: 
ments herein mentioned shall be conveyed by the United States to such 
territorial or State organization as may exist at the time when ich 
conveyance is made. 


[Extract from the Indian Department appropriation act of April 21, 
1904 (33 Stat., 220).] 


Sec. 18. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to withhold from sale or other disposition the irregular tract 
of land containing seventy-eight and sixty-eight one-hundredths acres, 
more or less, lying in the northwest quarter of section 2 and the north 
east quarter of section 3, township 1 south, range 3 east, and being 
within the exterior boundaries of the proposed town site of Sulphur, 
in the Chickasaw Nation, Indian Territory, and excluded from said 
town site by order of the Secretary of the Interior, of October 20, 1905, 
and also to withdraw and withhold from disposition the tract of land 
within the exterior boundaries of said proposed town site, lying south 
of and adjacent to the tract above mentioned, containing in the aggre 
gate 138 acres, more or less, and mentioned in the report of Gerard U 
Matthes, of December 27, 1903, to F. H. Newell, Chief Engineer United 
States Geological Survey, and shown upon the map accompanying said 
report by a yellow line. 

The land hereby reserved shall be paid for by the United States at 
the rate of $60 per acre and in the same manner as the land acquired 
in accordance with paragraph 64 of the act of Congress approved July 
1, 1902, entitled “An act to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 


Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other purposes,” and 
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such money as may be necessary to carry out this provision is hereby | 


appropriated, from any money in the United States Treasury not other- 


wise appropriated, and made immediately available. 

All improvements upon said land, at the passage of this act, shall 
appraised and paid for as provided in said paragraph 64 of the act 
July 1, 1902. 











ind hereby reserved shall, immediately upon payment therefor 
y United States, be and become a part of the reservation heretofore 
stablished at the said village of Sulphur, and shall be subject to all the 


n 


of 


‘ 
provisions of said section 64 of the act of July 1, 1902, respecting the 
eare, control, direction, use, and o pancy thereof, as if they had be 

included in the original segregation: Provided, That the Secretary 

the Interior is hereby authorized, in the absence of other provisions for 
the care and management thereof, to designate an officer or employee of 
] department to take charge of the land, whether acquired under said 
section 64 of the act of July 1, 1902, or under this act, and to enforce 
rules and regulations for the control and use thereof, and of the waters 
of the springs and creeks within the reservation: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to 
Per or dispose of any buildings upon the land hereby reserved and upon 
the land originally reserved, and all money received from such sales, as 
well as all money heretofore received or that may hereafter be realized 


for the use of said waters or for the use and occupancy of the land or 


the buildings thereon; through leases, permits, or otherwise, may 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior for 


ments thereon: 


be 


the 


care and management of said lands and the preservation of the improve- 


ind provided further, That if any person, firm, or cor- 


poration shall willfully violate any of the rules and regulations pre 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior relative to the use of the waters 





of said springs and creeks and the use and occupation of the lands In 
said reservation, such person, firm, corporation, or members or agents 
therof, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
shall be fined net less than $5 and not more than $100, and may be 


imprisoned for a term of not more than six months for each offense. 


Che Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to appraise, at their 


actual value at the time of such appraisement, all town lots held 


ur Springs, in the Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T., and pay for 
to such lot holders severally, or to their legal representatives, 
appraised value of such lots b 


f by 
citizens of the United States within the limits of the tract of land ceded 
to the United States by the Choctaw and Chickasiw Nations, at or near 


the 
the 


warrants drawn by the Secretary of the 


Interior upon the Treasurer of the United States; and the amount 
nec rv to pay the same is hereby appropriated from any money in 





the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 


The foregoing appraisal 


of 


lots shall be completed within three months from the passage of this act. 


[Extracts from the act of June 16, 1906 (34 Stat., 267).] 


An act to enable the people of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to 


form a constitution and State government, etc. 
SALE, ETC., OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 


See. 8. (The above provision was incorporated into the State « 


of Oklahoma, adopted July 16, 1907, as art. 1, sec. 7.) * * 
> * 


nd said convention shall provide in said constitution— 


hing, except as hereinafter provided, of intoxicating liquors within 


parts of said State now known as the Indian Territory and 


t 

\ 

Second. That the manufacture, sale, barter, giving away, or otherwise 
f 

t 

( 


t 


he 


) Indian Reservation and within any other parts of said State 
which existed as Indian reservations on the Ist day of January, 1906, 
rohibited for a period of 21 years from the date of the admission of 

| State into the Union, and thereafter until the people of said State 

| otherwise provide by amendment of said constitution and proper 


Any person, individual or corporate, who shall manu- 


facture, sell, barter, give away, or otherwise furnish any intoxicating 
iquor of any kind, including beer, ale, and wine, contrary to the pro- 
isions of this section, or who shall, within the above-described portions 
of said State, advertise for sale or solicit the purchase of any such 


i 
s 
s 
State legislation 
I 
] 
v 


liquors, or who shall ship or in any way convey such liquors from o 
parts of said State into the portions hereinbefore described, shal 
punished, on conviction thereof, by fine not less than $50 and by in 
—_ nt not less than 30 days for each offense: Provided, That 





th 











t} 
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t 
ature may provide by law for one agency under the supervision of 


cr 





said State in each incorporated town of not less than 2,000 population 


in the portions of said State hereinbefore described; and if there b 


of such liquors for medicinal purposes; and for the sale 
dustrial purposes, of alcohol which shall have been denaturize 


So nD 


e 


no 


ited town of 2,000 population in any county in said portions 


said State, such county shall be entitled to have one such agency, for 


for 


by 


process approved by the United States Commissioner of Internal 


venue; and for the sale of alcohol for scientific purposes to such 
institutions, universities, and colleges as are authorized to 

re the saine free of tax under the laws of the United States: and 
r the sale of such liquors to any apothecary who shall have executed 
an roved bond, in a sum not less than $1,000, conditioned that none 
of such liquors shall be used or disposed of for any purpose other than 
in compounding of prescriptions or other medicines, the sale of 


would not subject him to the payment of the special tax required 
or dealers by the United States, and the payment of such special 


ix I y any person within the parts of said State hereinabove defined 


‘ 
t 
provisions of this section 
sg 
v 











constitute prima facie evidence of his intention to violate the 
: No sale shall be made except upon the sworn 
Statement of the applicant in writing setting forth the purpose for 
\ the liquor is to be used, and no sale shall be made for medicinal 
pur s except sale to apothecaries as hereinabove provided unless such 
Statement shall be accompanied by a bona fide prescription signed by a 
re ir practicing physician, which prescription shall not be filled more 
than « f Each sale shall be duly registered, and the register thereof 
together with the affidavits and prescriptions pertaining thereto, shall | 
be open to inspection by any officer or citizen of said State at all times 
a uy ess hours. Any person who shall knowingly make a fals« 
atl M f the purpose aforesaid shall be deemed guilty of perjury 


fa ise which after his own personal diagnosis he shall deer 
' 


n 50 days, or by beth such fine and imprisonment: and any pe 
ted with any such agency who shall be convicted of making 


8 


! hed by imprisonment for not less than one year and one 


I } 
Upon the admission of said State into the Union these provisions shall 


be immediately enforceable in the courts of said State. 
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ysician who shall prescribe any such liquor, except for treatment 


I 
n 


uire such treatment, shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished f 


. ant Pee any 
r other disposition of liquor contrary to these provisions shall be | 
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i cl Tense by fine of not less than $200 or by imprisonment for not 
rson 

‘ 


day. 
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in his judgement the circumstances W nt, tl 
nrohibit the use of the waters of any of e sprin 
than for immediate drinking purposes at such s 
such case to be reported to the Secretary of the Int 
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will be taken up by the superintendent and d 
the Secretary of the Interior, except in cases w! 
isfactory eviden that the outfit is not the pr e 
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on written pe ion from the sup ntendent I 
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ing for purposes of mer« lise or profit 1 fi 
be prohibited by order of the superintendent in any 
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8. No person W be iitted to 1 de permane 
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upon the roads designated for such traffic by the 
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Springs Reservation or national parks, game preserves, 
vations hereafter established by law civil and 
lawfully issued by the authority of said State, and s 
be entitled to select indet \ hool lands for t! 
thirty-third, and thirty-sixt tions tl may b 
metes and bounds of the national park d pr ve 
vation or the said Sulphur S igs Ke vation n 
be hereafter defined. 

LAWS OF TERRITORY OKLAHOMA EX ED O 

Sec. 13. (The above pro n was substan 

constitution of Oklahoma, adopted July 16, 1907 S 
der the head of Schedulk * and that t 
the Territory of Oklahoma, : far as a ab i 
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of Congress app! 


the State of Oklahoma, formerly in tl Indian ! 
reservation shall be nam and hereafter called the 
Park,” in honor of Orv Hitchcock Platt, late 
Senator from the State of Connecticut and for many 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, in nition of 
services to the Indians and to the country. 
RULES AND REGULATIONS 
[Regulations of June 10, 1908.] 

Pursuant to the authority conferred by the act 
Tuly 1, 1902 (32 Stat., 656), April 21, 1904 33S 
Oklahoma statehood act of June 16, 1906 (34 Sf ‘ 
rules and regulations for government of the I 
(formerly Sulphur Sprin Reservation), in Okla 
established and made publi 

1. It is forbidden to iniure in any manner any of 
‘ral deposits, or natural tures within the park 

2. It is forbidden to or injure any timber « 
the park lands or to deface or injure any Governn 

3. No camping shall be permitted within 1,000 
or upon any land exce such Ss may be spec 

hat purpose by the superintend Fires shall not 
yy the express permission of t sup ntendent 
in s shal Ise lv dead or fallen t f 

re must be exercised at all times to avoid setting 
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$4. It is forbidden for any person to deposit gar! 
the park lands, except at places designated yr tl 
superintendent, or to contaminate any of the sprin; 
or to divert or conduct the waters of such springs o 
natural or regular course 

5. No person shall remove from any of the n 
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any of the other spri more than 5 gallons n 
any water be t en tl om for ¢ rcia 
suance of a license issued by the Secr ry of the Inter 
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driving or riding over roads or bridges at a high rate of speed is pro 
hi ! . : . ; 

11. Private notices or advertisements shall not be posted or displayed 
within the park, except such as may be necessary for the convenience 
and guidance of the public 


12. The sale of intoxicating liquors in the park is strictly forbidden. 

;. No gambling or game of chance shall be permitted within the 
limits of the park; nor shall any person use profane or obscene lan- 
guage, commit or maintain a nuisance, or be guilty of disorderly conduct 
or any act involving immorality therein. 

14. Persons who render themselves obnoxious by disorderly conduct 
or bad behavior, or who violate any of the foregoing rules, will be 
summarily removed from the park and will not be allowed to return 
without permission, in writing, from the Secretary of the Interior or 
the superintendent of the park. 

No lessee or licensee shall retain in his employ any person whose 
presence in the park shall be deemed and declared by the superin- 
tendent to be subversive of the good order and management of the 
reservation. 

15. Any person who violates any of the foregoing regulations will be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and be subjected to a fine, as provided 
by the act of April 21, 1904, of not less than $5 nor more than $100 
and may be imprisoned for a term of not more than six months for 
each offense. 






GENERAL LEGISLATION, 
[Sec. 5391, Rev. Stats., U. 8.] 
PROSECUTIONS UNDER STATE LAWS WHERE NO FEDERAL LAWS ARB 
APPLICABLE 
If any offense be committed in any place which has been or may 
hereafter be, ceded to and under the jurisdiction of the United States, 
which offense is not prohibited, or the punishment thereof is not 
specially provided for by any law of the United States, such offense 
shall be liable to and receive the same punishment as the laws of the 
State in which such place is situated, now in force, provide for the 
like offense when committed within the jurisdiction of such State; and 
no subsequent repeal of any such State law shall affect any prosecution 
for such offense in any court of the United States. 


[Act of July 7, 1898 (30 Stat., 717).] 

An act to protect the harbor defenses and fortifications constructed or 
used by the United States from malicious injury, and for other 
purposes. 

* 7 * Q * . > 
Sec. 2. That when any offense is committed in a 
over which has been retained by the United Stat 

State 


ny place, jurisdiction 
s or ceded to it by a 
, or which has been purchased with the consent of a State for the 
erection of a fort, magazine, arsenal, dockyard, or other needful building 
or structure, the punishment for which offense is not provided for by 
any law of the United States, the person committing such offense shall, 
upon conviction in a circuit or district court of the United States for the 
district in which the offense was committed, be liable te and receive the 
same punishment as the laws of the State in which such place is situ- 
ated now provide for the like offense when committed within the 
jurisdiction of such State, and the said courts are hereby vested with 
jurisdiction for such purpose; and no subsequent repeal of any such 
State law shall affect any such prosecution. 


[Act of Mar. 3, 1875 (18 Stat., 481).] 
CUTTING TIMBER ON RESERVED LANDS, DESTROYING FENCES, ETC. 

Be it enacted, etc., That if any person or persons shall knowingly and 
unlawfully cut, or shall knowingly aid, assist, or be employed in unlaw- 
fully cutting, or shall wantonly destroy or injure, or procure to be 
wantonly destroyed or injured, any timber-tree or any shade or orna- 
mental tree, or any other kind of tree, standing, growing, or being upon 
any lands of the United States, which, in pursuance of law, have been 
reserved, or which have been purchased by the United States for any 
public use, every such person or persons so offending, on conviction 
thereof before any circuit or district court of the United States, shall, 
for every such offense, pay a fine not exceeding $500, or shall be im- 
prisoned not exceeding 12 months. 

Sec. 2. That if any person or persons shall knowingly and unlawfully 
break or destroy any fence, wall, hedge, or gate inclosing any lands of 
the United States, which have, in purusance of any law, been reserved 
or purchased by the United States for any public use, every such person 
so offending, on conviction, shall, for every such offense, pay a fine not 
exceeding $: , or be imprisoned not exceeding six n ; 

Sec. 3. That if any person or persons shall knowingly and unlawfully 
break, open, or destroy any gate, fence, hedge, or wall inclosing any 

nds of the United States, reserved or purchased as aforesaid, and shall 
drive any cattle, horses, or hogs upon the lands aforesaid, for the pur 
pose of destroying the grass or trees on the said grounds, or where they 
may destroy the said grass or trees, or if any h person or persons 
shall knowingly permit his or their cattle, horses, or hogs to ente1 
through any of said inclosures upon the lands of the United States 

foresaid, where the said cattle, horses, or hogs may or can destroy 
the grass or trees or other property of the United States on the 

1 land, every such person or persons so offending, on conviction, 

pay a fine not exceeding $500, or be imprisoned not exceeding 12 
months. 

















led, That nothing in this act shall be construed to apply to | 


unsurveyed public lands and to public lands subject to preemption and 
homestead laws, or to public lands subject to an act to promote the de- 
velopment of the mining resources of the United States, approved May 
10, 1872 


[Act of June 3, 1878 (20 Stat., 89), as amended by sec. 2 of the act of 
g. 4, 1892 (27 Stat., 348).] 
t ON LANDS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
* * t PS * a = 
Sec. 4. After the passage of this act it shall be unlawful to cut, or 
cause or procure to be cut, or wantonly destroy, any timber growing on 
any lands of the United States in public-land States, or remove, or cause 
to be removed, any timber from said public lands with intent to export 
he same; and no owner, master, or consignee of any 





or dispose of t 


vessel, or owner, director, or agent of any railroad, shall knowingly 
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| transport the same, or any lumber manufactured therefrom; and any 


person violating the provisions of this section shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and, on conviction, shall be fined for every such offense a 
sum not less than $100 nor more than $1,000. 


I beg to refer you to a recent resolution by the Sulphur 
Chamber of Commerce, which states quite succinctly the present 
status of this park. This beautiful young city is deeply inter- 
ested in this park. Investments have been made on the strength 
of this Government park and the Government feigns great gen- 
erosity in tendering this park to the State. The letter follows: 


SULPHUR CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND THIRTY THOUSAND CLUB—PLATT 
NATIONAL PARK—-THD GREATEST ALL-THE-YEAR-ROUND HEALTH AND 
PLEASURE RESORT IN THE SOUTHWEST-——SULPHUR, OKLA. 


_At a mass meeting of the citizens of Sulphur, Okla., held on January 
= ee the following preamble and resolutions were unanimously 
adopted: 

Whereas the honorable Secretary of the Interior, in his last annual 
report, has stated that Platt National Park, at Sulphur, Okla., is not of 
sufficient national importance to be maintained by the Government; and 

Whereas we do not believe that this report would have been made 
had he known of the true conditions of the said park and the treaty 
by which it was acquired by the Government: Therefore be it 

Resolved first, That the park was acquired by the Government by 
treaty with the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians with the provisions 
that it be kept and maintained as a national park and reservation, for 
the free use of all the people forever, and that to abandon it now by the 


| Government would be in violation of that treaty, and the land, valuable 


as it is, would revert to the said nations, and they would dispose of 
it as other unallotted lands, thereby destroying its usefulness as a 
health and pleasure resort and a greater loss to the sick and afllicted 
who come here to be benefited. 

Resolved second, That one of the chief considerations that caused 
the people of Sulphur residing on the land taken by the park at the 
time it was segregated to give up their holdings there was that it 
should be kept by the National Government for all time as a_ health 
and pleasure resort “free for all people for all time,” and to abandon 
it now by the Government would be in violation of that agreement and 
work a great wrong on them. 

Resolved third, That the said park was named for the late Senator 
Orville H. Platt, of Connecticut, to commemorate his memory and h 
liberal ideas of conservation, and for the Government now to aban 
don it would be like destroying a monument erected to his mem 
ory and show great ingratitude for his long and useful service to his 


} country. 


Resolved fourth, That we furnish a copy of this preamble and these 
resolutions to each of the United States Senators and Members in 
Congress and urge them, on behalf of all that has been stated herein, 
and in behalf of the thousands of sick and afllicted people who visit 
this park to drink of the waters and enjoy its health-giving climate, 
to not allow Platt National Park to pass from the control and manage- 
ment of the United States Government. 

T. F. Garrorp, Chairman. 
A. P. LEVER. 

H. W. BroapBeENt. 

CHAS. F. ROGERS. 

T. E. MOLACEK. 


The hostility of the Committee on Appropriations is not 
borne out by the letters from the Interior Department for th 


| years 1909 and 1910, respectively: 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, October 21, 1909. 
Hon. Scotr FErr!s, 
House of Representatives. 

Srr: In further reply to your letter complaining of the insanitary 
conditions in Platt National Park, it will be seen from the accompany 
ing report of the superintendent of the park, to whom the matter was 
referred, that the condition complained of is principally due to th 
fact that the sewerage, etc., from the municipality of Sulphur drain 
into the reservation. The only remedy for the present condition of 
affairs is the construction of a sanitary sewer, and the work on this 
can not be inaugurated until Congress shall have made an appropriation 
therefor. The present unexpended balance of revenues for this park 
is only sufficient to provide for the administration therein, without 
making any improvements whatever until June 30, 1910. An estimate 
in the sum of $25,000 for administration in this reservation and 
the construction of a sanitary sewer system has been forwarded 
to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury for transmission to Con 


gress. 





Very respectfully, FRANK Pierce, Acting Secreta y. 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 28, 1910. 
Hon. Scorr Frrnis, 
House of Representatives. 

Str: Your letter has been received inquiring as to the appropriations 
to be made for the Platt National Park during the next fiscal year. 

In response thereto I have to state that in the estimates of appro- 
priations for the service of the Government during the year ending 
June 30, 1911, H. Doe. 177, Sixty-first Congress, second session, an esti- 
mate in the sum of $25,000 was submitted by this department for the 
protection and improvement of Platt National Park, including the con 
struction of a sewer in that reservation. 

The revenues from this reservation, which are now used in the ad- 
ministration and improvement of the park, will be exhausted by June 
30, 1910, and unless an appropriation is made by Congress for the ad- 
ministration of this park after the 1st of July the department will be 
compelled to dispense with the services of the superintendent and al 
the employees connected therewith. ; 

Very respectfully, R. A. BALLINGER, Secretary. 


I beg to call your attention to a letter from the superintendent 
of the park—Col. A. R. Greene—of 1900. This shows a condition 
that the Goyernment should have corrected long ago. It ought 
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to be corrected now, and the Government under existing law is 


morally, at least, bound to correct. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PLATT NATIONAL PARK, 
Sulphur, Okla., October 4, 1909. 
Hion. C. B. EMANUEL, 


Mayor, City of Sulphur, Okla. 
Dear Srr: I am in receipt of a letter from the honorable Secretary 
of the Interior under date of September 29, 1909, inclosing a letter 
from Hon. Scott Ferris in regard to the insanitary conditions existing 
i 


n Platt National Park by reason of the drainage of the sewage of the 
city of Sulphur into the same. The Secretary requests me to at once 
look into this matter and submit a report as to the conditions com- 
plained®of and what steps are necessary to remedy the same 
The object of this letter to you is to invite suggestions as to the 
proper remedy for the insanitary conditions prevailing, and to this end 
1 trust you will give this matter immediate and earnest attention. 


In this connection I may be permitted to quote at length from a 
letter which I addressed to the department on March 18 last, and which 
in my views covers the situation as it exists to-day: 

“Commencing at Fifth Street east and extending to Fourteenth 
Street west, including the whole semicircular sweep on the north side 
of the park, there is a dense settlement the whole drainage of which is 
emptied into Travertine and Rock Creeks through numerous ravines and 
guilies which make down from the steep hillsides of the town, This 
general condition is aggravated at certain points as follows: At the 
cor! of Wapanucka Avenue and Second Street is the Odneal Hotel, 
ch empties its sewage into Travertine Creek near a fresh-water spring 
1 which perhaps 20 f: obtain their domestic Near 

‘ner of Davis Avenue and Division Street stands the Deaf Insti 
a State institution with 200 attendants the sewage of which courses 

) a ravine through the most picturesque portion of Kast Central 
Park to Travertine Creek at a point frequented by thousands of visitors 
annu y. At the corner of Davis Avenue and First Street west, in 
the boulevard and immediately adjoining the park boundary, is an un 


milies supply 





sightiy septie tank, which is, however, but little better than a cesspool, 
and which discharges a large volume of sewage continually down the 
ravil which is the natural boundary between East Central Park and 


West Central 
Bridge, just 


above Lincoln 
is so offensive 


Creek a few rods 
this dischar 


Park, into 


completed. 


Travertine 
The odor from 





as to be an occasion of unfavorable criticism by visitors and the public 
generally. It discolors and contaminates the waiter such a degre 
that thirsty animals refuse to drink it. At the south end « Third 
Street west an artesian well, situated upon block 176, discharges its 
water through a ravine across the middle of West Centr ark into 
Rock Creek a short distance above the mouth of Travertine Creck Near 
the corner of Fifth Street west the discharge from one of the largest 


irtesian wells of the city finds its way across the boundary and enters 
Rock Creek opposite the center of block 195 A short distance west of 
the latter is a slight depression in the surface through which is dis- 
charged into Rock Creek a constant flow of sewage from the Frisco 
depot and vicinity. Rock Creek itself at the crossing of Davis Avenue 
is < iminated by sewage from the north part of town to such a de- 


to make the surface highly offensive in appearance and the water 
so i ire that domestic animals refuse to drink it. Immediately west 
and t a few rods from the bank of Rock Creek is another septic tank 


in t middle of the boulevard, the discharge from which aggravates 
the conditions in Rock Creek referred to From the latter int, fol- 
l the whole course of the park boundary, the conditions are most in- 


v and offensive. Hotels and private hotses, barns, liverv stables, 


and outbuildings of every character find their drainage across the park 
into Rock Creek ft ; 
Manifestly such a condition as IT have herein stated can not long 


exist without destroying the value of 
rest ” 

Also, in a letter to the department, under date of July 5 
referred to the necessity for the construction of a sanitary sewer 


the park as a health and pleasure 


1909, T 
in the 


park If you have any suggestions to make by which a temporary 
reli ild be obtained from the insanitary conditions existing to tide 
over until such time as money may be available for the construction of 
such a wer, I shall be glad to confer with you in regard to them 

Very respectfully, A. R. GREENE, Superintendent. 





The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard for 
just a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is the gentleman 
CA Rk] opposed to the amendment? 

Mr. CARTER. I am for the amendment. 
i SMITH of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent 
gentleman have five minutes, and that I have five 


has « xpired. 


from Oklahoma [Mr. 


that the 
minutes to 


The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
SMiru] has spoken about the solemn treaty obligation with the 


Indian. We hear a great deal about solemn treaty obligations 
in this Chamber, but it is a sentiment seldom expressed when 
any real rights of the Indian are actually at stake. This obli- 
gation may be very solemn so far as the gentleman from Iowa 
is concerned, but does not matter one whit to the Indian, and 


he knows it, and I fail to see any solemn binding obligation 
on the part of Oklahoma, when the State was not even in ex- 
stence when the treaty was made. The State of Oklahoma has 
had nothing to do with the making of that agreement, and re- 


Yr ! 
cent) 


ly its legislature has passed an act which I want to read 
to the committee. It is very short and will not take much time. 
It is as follows: 

House concurrent resolution. 
s Whereas under the provisions of an act of Congress of the United 
rd see entitled “An act to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of Indians, and for other purposes,” 
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eded ied 





approved July 1, 1902, whereby ex in lands in the Chict w Nat 
were reserved from allotment and provisions made for the payment to 
the Indian tribes therefor by the United States Government, at t 
rate of $20 per acre, and which said nd having n reserved, main 
tained, and used as a pleasure res commonly known as “ Platt N 
tional Park,”’ situated in Murray County; and 

Whereas it is expressed in said act of ¢ that it is tl inten 
tion that the lands so reserved fro: ) ~ 1 im the > 
be conveyed by the United Sta eS < \ nt I 
State organization as might exist w 1 ‘ vas 1 
and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Int r I ynst 1 said last l 
provision in said act as casting a cloud on the t of the United s : 
Government to said lands, and has 1 nn led t no 
tion be made for said lands as a plea » resort by 1 1 of t l 
on the title thereto: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senat ’ 
in), That the said State disclaim any right, title. or int t in 
lands aforementioned, the n ei lands now « lin w 
known as “ Platt National ! ’ I city i 
Murray County: And be it further 

Resolved, That the Congress of the I 1 States re ested and 
memorialized to make a suitable appropriation to ma iin, 


protect, and care for said lands for the purpose of a 
sort as it has heretofore done 


Passed the house of representatives this the 13th d fp 
1910. 
W. B. A 
ND \ 
l’a 1 the se 14th day of De 1910 
J. ELM ry { 
Pres itl p41 Ss 


Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. CARTER . 

Mr. SHERLEY. Inasmuch as the United States wants to 
get rid of it, and Oklahoma will not have it, do 
ought to appropriate any money for it? 

Mr. CARTER. Well, I will tell you about that. The Fed- 
eral Government has quite a lot of improvements in 
There are a lot of bridges and other property of that character. 
These things will all go to rack if Federal supervision is aban- 
doned. We have a new State down there. On 
State where this park lies we have no public internal improve 
ments improved roads nor 
no public school buildings; and we 
business of State building from the very 
Moreover we were handicapped by 
our property 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Yes 


vou tf! 


the s e of the 
whatever no bridges, no 
had to begin the 
foundation 


houses, 
irst 
having a large 


the Indian lands—nontaxable, so that 





State can ill afford to contract any such obligation as should be 
embraced in the development and maintenance of this |] 

Tie time will come when the ownership of this 
sought rather than evaded by this Congress. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Have you a superint lent of that 
park? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. How much do they pay h 

Mr. CARTER. Fifteen hundred dollars 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And four r ers? 

Mr. CARTER. Two rangers, I think. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. And how about horses and | . 
and buildings to house them in? 

Mr. CARTER. They have one or two houses 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. And they all live in one | 

Mr. CARTER. I don’t know. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. And what is the total expens 
keeping them all in that nice park and paying their board 

Mr. CARTER. I really could not give the gentleman 
information, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I again revert to the ‘ on t 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SuHeriey] as to why, if t 
State of Oklahoma does not want it, and the Government dor 
not want it, should the Government appropriate for a ni 
for five gentlemen and their families in a nice park down fl 

Mr. CARTER. I tried to explain that onee, and if the 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Taytor] does not unde! ! 
the fault of the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. jut I have a pretty « | } 
ing about this park proposition myself. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I very much doubt if the Ind would 
accept them if we gaye this park and the Wind Cave Park back 
to the Indians. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This park is a little over a sectior 
size. It takes five men to take care of it down there. Th 3 


the first object of the national park—to take care of these tive 


men. [Laughter.] Just above the park is the town of Su 
which has constructed a sewer system and is de ering { 
sewage into the park and into these springs, so that the second 
chief object of this great national park is to receive into its 
springs the sewage system of Sulphur. Laughter. | 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman to 


yield? 








i CHAIRMA) Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not Now, regarding these great 


national purpos laughter], on the recommendation of the 





Secretary of the Interior we refused to recommend the appro- 
] t of inore money to be expended on this park. I say 

t gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CartTer] and I say to 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin] that so far as 
[ am concerned if they want to offer amendments ceding these 


great national parks to their respective States I will make 
no point of order against them, but graciously 
| Laughter. | 
Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I regret I can not. We have a solemn 
compact with the Indians that should never be broken, with 
respect to those parks, and I hope we will keep the compact. 


so 7 
| 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
he tlet from Oklahoma [Mr. CARTER]. 


juestion was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
mendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 
Ie a 


ad as follows: 





\f iy S, on ps 154, insert: 

That t of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be required, be, 
ind ul is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of constructing a walk 
from the national military cemetery at Natchez, Miss., to the sidewalks | 
of the city of Natchez, at the present terminus of the street car line 


near the city hospital, a distance of about 3,000 feet, the said funds to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, to that amendment I 
raise the point of order that it is not in order; that this land, 
where it is proposed to put this sidewalk, does not belong to 
the Government of the United States. 

Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi. 
introduced 


a bill in accord with the sentiment of the women of 
Natchez 


That bill is left unrequited. We are here to appeal 


to the Nation’s sense of justice; the opposing sentiment of the | 


mereantile age with characteristic merit. 
In answer to the gentleman from Iowa, I may risk the 
opinion that he is in error. 


I was so advised by citizens of Natchez, and visited the Sec- 


retary of War, the Hon. Jacob M. Dickinson, who advised me a 
year ago that the funds requisite were not at hand and avail- 
able for the purpose of constructing this walk. 


or were killed during the Civil War north of Natchez. 
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accede to their | 





Mr. Chairman, one year ago I | 


There are some | 
2,000 and more soldiers of the Republic buried there who died | 


| 


This | 


3,000 feet of gap is now nothing in the world but that which | 


we might correctly term a country read. The Secretary of 
War, Mr. Dickinson, acceded as to the correctness of my solici- 
tation regarding this, at the instance of the citizens of Natchez, 
and it dees seem to me that it is not without the pale of pro- 
priety in any sense whatever. This is a well-kept ceme‘ery, 
dedicated to the sacred rest of the Nation's honored dead. I 
um here to-day only to ask that this recognition of a connection 
with a great and growing city may be had by this small sum of 


| Nome. 


FEBRUARY 24. 


ep 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point 
of order, that it is not the property of the United States, at all. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair asks the gentleman from 
Mississippi whether the property is owned by the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi. I am told that it is owned 
by the Government. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. ‘This is a highway. Where docs the 
gentleman obtain the information that enables him to say that 
the Government has title to this highway? 

Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi. I am told that the city of 
Natchez ceded the title to the Government; confirmed by the 
records of the War Department. In conclusion, I do not ,be- 
grudge any satisfaction derived by the honorable gentleman 
from Iowa, and leave to him his quarrel with the dead. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The 


| amendment is not germane to this part of the bill, and no 


definite information has been given to the Chair that the prop- 
erty where the sidewalk is proposed to be located is now the 
property of the Government. The Chair therefore sustains the 
point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For completing the power, heating, and lighting plant, remodeling 
the electric layout, and substituting electrically driven for steam-driven 
machinery, and for other purposes incident thereto, $60,000, wh 1m 
shall be paid from money in the Treasury which has acerued to the 
hospital from pensions under the act of February 20, 1905, and be 
immediately available. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word. 
I desire to take only a moment’s time. A little while ago in a 
discussion here it was doubted that we had passed a law fora 
detention hospital for the insane in Alaska. I now have before 
me the law, which was apprvved on June 25, 1910, providing 
for an appropriation for a hospital at Fairbanks and one at 
I want to state that my friend from ‘Tennessee [ Mr. 
Houston], who eoincided with me and said that the law had 
been passed, was correct. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I should like to ask the gentleman why no 
appropriation was made to carry out the law? 

Mr. FOSTER of Iinois. The appropriation has been made. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Then why has not the hospital been erected? 

Mr. FOSTER of Wlinois. That is what I am trying to find 
out from the committee. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Perhaps the chairman of the committee can 
tell us. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the construction of a suitable building for cold storage and con- 
veyer runways at the central heating plant of the Freedmen’s Hospital 


| and Howard University, to be immediately available, $7,500. 


money appropriated to give the opportunity new lacking to | 


those who love to visit this spot. 
along the Mississippi River that are more attractive to those 


There are but few places | 


who wish to while away an hour than that beautiful ceme- | 


tery, kept by the Nation, yet unapproachable during one- 


half of the time in that latitude of ours, of such humid atmos- | 


phe18, 

That gentleman to whom I refer, the Secretary of War, ap- 
prov@l this project in his oral discussion of the matter with me. 
One year ago I submitted this bill. There has been no report 
upon it. Accordingly, there is nothing left for me to do but 
to ask the consideration by the House of this bill, in order 
that the citizens of the Republic resident and visiting in that 
community may have access and opportunity for visiting this 
resting place of the Nation’s dead. The sum of money called 
for by this amendment is but $5,000. Save the mails and a 
few other incidental items, to which I might revert, there is 
but little that my people receive from the Federal Government, 
and I come as a Mississippian, as the son of a soldier of the 
Republic in one war and a soldier under another banner in 


nother war, asking that this opportunity be afforded to the | 


wemen who promise to maintain it if this walk of 3,000 feet 
connecting the city of Natchez is constructed—the largest 
eity in my district and the most important city between New 
Orleans and Memphis—that they may have opportunity 
added to their desire to visit the resting place of the soldiers 


of the Republic, I move the adoption of the amendment. 
| Applause.] 


| 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
ment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 158, line 4, strike out the word “cold” and insert the word 
* coal.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Suits # set aside conveyances of allotted lands, Five Civilized Tribes: 
For the payment of necessary expenses incident to any suits broucht at 
the request of the Secretary of the Interior in the eastern judicial dis- 
triet of Oklahoma, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney 
General, $50,000: Provided, That the sum of $10,000 of the above 
amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be expended in 
the prosecution of cases in the western judicial district of Oklahoma, 
and not to exceed $10,000 of said sum shall be available for tlie ex- 


penses of the United States on appeals to the Supreme Court of te 
United States. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I should like to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
if the proviso in this paragraph fis not a duplication of the 
second paragraph on page 163? 

Mr. TAWNEY. What proviso? , 

Mr. CARTER. In the third paragraph on page 164. 

Provided, That the sum of $10,000 of the above amount, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, may be expended in the prosecution of 
cases in the western judicial district of Oklahoma, and not to exceed 
$10,000 of said sum shall be available for the expenses of the United 
States on appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The other paragraph that I refer to begins with line 6, on 
page 165. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
That is 

For the payment of any and all expenses incurred or to be incurred 
in or about the prosecutions for crimes committed in the United States 
or the Republic of Mexico in conection with the false making or uniaw- 
ful procurement of conveyances purporting to affect title to lands in 
Oklahoma allotted to Kickapoo Indians, $20,000, at the discretion of the 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


There is no appropriation in line 6, page 163. 
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Attorney General, the provision of section 3648 of the Revised Statutes 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Those are exclusively criminal prose- 
cutions, and the others, referred to on page 164, are substantially 
all civil cases. 

Mr. CARTER. No; the others are criminal cases, too: 

Provided, That the sum of $10,000 of the above amount, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, may be expended in the prosecution of 
cases.in the western judicial district of Oklahoma, and not to exceed 
$10,000 of said sum shall be available for the expenses of the United 
States on appeals to the Supreme Court of the U nited States. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Those are civil cases. 

Mr. CARTER. No; there is nothing in the language to jus- 
tify such assumption; that appropriation has been used in the 
past for criminal prosecutions of the gentlemen who are alleged 
to have perpetrated the Kickapoo land frauds. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman know that the 
$10,000 to be used on appeals to the Supreme Court of the 
United States is for criminal prosecutions? 

Mr. CARTER. No; I am questioning the 
language after the word “Provided.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There is nothing in this paragraph 
on page 164 which indicates that it is for criminal prosecutions. 

Mr. CARTER. That is what it has been used for. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It says here in line 11: 

Suits to set aside conveyances of allotted lands. 

That is not for criminal prosecutions. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
taken. 

Mr. CARTER. 
taken. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is to be used in those suits that 
the gentleman contended were improperly brought. 

Mr. CARTER. The gentleman from New York is himself 
mistaken. That is not the case at all. This refers to matters 
in the western district of Oklahoma, and the suits the gentle 
man from New York has in mind are in the eastern district of 
Oklahoma. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken: 
miliar with both items and I have gone over them with him. 

Mr. CARTER. I will say to the gentleman that he and I 
have never had any conversation either personally or before 
his committee about the prosecution of any suits in the western 
district of Oklahoma. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
in the eastern district. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; these are known as the kicking Kicka- 
poo land-fraud suits, the 
163. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Oklahoma 
that there will be no duplication. The officials of the Depart- 
ment of Justice were before the committee, and the understand- 
ing was that in one case it was to prosecute criminal cases and 
in the other to prosecute civil cases. 

Mr. CARTER. O Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Min- 
nesota is mistaken. I am sure these two items contemplate the 
Same cases. The matter is not in my district, however, and I 
shall make no further objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the understanding that we obtained 
from the officers of the Department of Justice. I do not think 
the department would be so unfamiliar with the business as 
to come to the committee and ask for two appropriations for 
identi ically the same thing. Our understanding is that one is 
for the prosecution of criminal cases and the other for civil 

cases. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


first part of the 


I know that; the gentleman is interested 


For pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding three bailiffs and one crier 


in ¢ 1 court, except in the southern district of New York and the 
northern district of Illinois: Provided, That all persons employed un- 
de! tion 715 of the Revised Statutes shall be deemed to be in actual 





The gentleman from Oklahoma is mis- 


The gentleman from Oklahoma is not mis- | 


I am fa- | 


same thing as is referred to on page | 





REC ‘ORD—HOU! SE. 3340 


| ac not object to it. If it changes the law, I am glad of it. I 


| will give the gentleman briefly the reason of my inquiry. The 
| law as it now stands does not permit a district judge who may 

be holding court in a subdivision of his district other than his 
| residence to receive pay when he goes to hold court L hoy 


this does change the law, and that the » judges may get pay when 
they go beyond the division of their residence 


Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the ge man that the neces 
sity for this comes from the act passed by Congress, I think 
two years ago, which makes all the circuit irt judges subject 


to call to sit in cases where it is necessary to expedite busi 
ness and where they are taken out of their circuits 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; and there is one provis 
that requires three circuit judg 
Mr. TAWNEY. That is a fact. We had be e Ir co! 


mittee the case of a circuit ¢ lifornia wh 
been taken into the State of Idaho and into the State of W 
ington for the purpose of mecting the requirements of that 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I agree wit nt! 
that it is perfectly proper. But you say here “and the d 
judges also.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it appli 
a district judge is required to hold court in his district at 
place other than his home. He would then be entitled to travel 
ing expenses, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. He is not so entitled under the 
| law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He is not. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Then this changes the existir 
| law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It changes the existing law in that respect. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I want to congratulate the 
gentleman, because it is an act of justice to these judg 

Mr. ADAMSON. There is no doubt about that, and it ought 
| to have been done long ago. This matter was brought about 
in this way: Some years ago Chief Justice Fuller and th 
artist from Philadelphia, who is a noted artist, whose name I 
do not know—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Rosenthal. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was at the request of the Chief 
of the United States, for the purpose -e getting together, co 
lecting, and painting portraits of the . Justices of the Supre 
Court of the United States, that the work was initiated. ‘4 
| work has been done. The Committee on Appropriations has had 
| submitted to it photographs of the portraits that have been 
painted, and judging from the photographs of the portraits of 
the men who are now living, in the judgment of the committee, 
and also based upon the reputation of the artist, we concluded 
that this is practically the only opportunity we have of pre 
serving the portraits of the men who have served upon the 
Supreme Court of the United States. The re is no other country 
in the world that has not preserved the portraits of the justices 
of its supreme judicial tribunal. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
traits now? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘They belong to the m: 
Rosenthal, at Philadelphia—and I am sorry that t 
has not taken the trouble to look at the hearings. He wo 
see the pains taken for the purpose of getting accurate dat 
regarding the appearance of the men who have passed and g 
before the portraits were painted. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Did he have any promi 
from anybody in authority that they would be bought by tl 
Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He had no promise, so far as I know, fro1 
anybody. He had a conference with the Just! es of the §S 
preme Court, and with the late Chief Justice Fuller. We ha 
portraits of the Chief Justices of the Supreme Court, but wi 
have no portraits of any of the associate justices 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


court juds ( 


to the district judges wher 


ul 





Who owns those old por- 


in who painted the 


ne £Zeni 








attendance when they attend upon the order of the courts: Provided aah aarUer er rata “3 Sie eae : 
further, That no such person shall be employed during vac ation: of Mr. TAWNEY. Yes: ae was be re the committee and his 
re a — ses actually RS . . wae and maintenance of | testimony is in the he : 

chi tand district judges of the United States and the judges of the dis » -ER o ‘ ) tl in sav that es 
trict courts of the United States in Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto Rico Mr. ¢ OOPER f Wis aig 3 ; o > eee . oe ; 

Cor uent upon their attending court or transacting other officiaj | Were portraits of the justices from the foundation of the court 
business at any place other than their official place of residence, not to | He must have called on his imagination for the portraits, | 
= 1 $10 per day, said expenses to be paid by the marshal of th 1¢ | eaquse many of them died long before the artist was bor 


t in which said court is held or official business transact: “li upon 


the judge’s written 
United States cases, and of 
ordered by the court; 
per day, not exceeding three days for any one term of court, $250,000 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman 


out the last word, in order to ask the chairman of the co mittee 
a question: 





certifi ate; of meals and lodgings for jurors in Mr. 
illiffs in attendance upon the same, when 
and of compensation for jury commissioners, $5 | he said he had the 


, I move to strike 
Does this change the law in reference to the pay- 


ment of district judges when they are absent on official business 
away from their place of residence in their own district? I 


ee Mr 
and am somewhat 


Chairman, I ha 
a quainte¢ d with the arti 

inal photogravur rf f 
tices. Ten of the 15, as he states, have been painted 
His testimony is on page S96. 





ra 
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. Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Are they as lifelike and beauti 
ful as some of the portraits in the hall just to the south 


the Chamber? 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five 


minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Phere was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that the Government of the United States preserves 
the likenesses of cabinet officers, not only heads of departments, 


but in some cases the chiefs of bureaus. All of these portraits 
are painted at the expense of the Government, and I think it 
is only an act of justice to the Supreme Court of the United 
States and the Associate Justices of the Supreme Court of 
the United States that we should preserve the likenesses of the 
men who have served on that bench. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Has the gentleman from Minne- | 


sota seen the portraits? 
Mr. TAWNEY. We have seen photographs of the portraits. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman know any- | 


thing about the tints, whether the chiaroscuro is proper, and so 
forth? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not know what that word means. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Neither do I; but I have seen it 
in connection with paintings, 

Mr. Chairman, I will not buy a pig in a poke and pay several 
thousand dollars for it. I therefore raise the point of order. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. But it has already been 
raised. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then I make it. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman insist upon the point 
of order? 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman from Wisconsin made the point 
of order. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin has made the point of order. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will withdraw it temporarily | 


in order to say a word. 

Mr. MICHAEL BP. DRISCOLL. If you are going to insist 
upon it, what is the use of talking about it? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I think I would feel easier if I 
were to say a word, in view of the fact that I will make the 
point of order. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Has the gentleman re- 
served it? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He said that he withdrew it in order that he 
might relieve himself. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I reserve the point of order, 
and if the gentleman does not insist upon it I will. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, if I myself were 
possessed of financial means to purchase 15 portraits for $12,000, 


I would not do it without having seen the pictures. I would not | 


do that with my own money if I were possessed of that amount 
of money, and I can not vote away the money out of the United 
States Treasury to buy something which no Member of the 
House apparently has ever seen. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is the gentleman aware that he has already 
voted $9,000 for painting of pictures you have not seen? 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; I know, and that is the | 


reason I will not vote for any more. [Laughter.] 


Mr. TAWNEY. We have already authorized the reproduction | 
of these things that hang on the wall out here, called pictures | 
of past Speakers, and appropriated $9,000 for that purpose | 


without knowing anything at all about what the result would 
be, whether it would be any improvement on those we have 
already or not. 

Mr. MONDELL. Do I understand the gentleman to say he 
was opposed to these portraits because he had seen some of 
these pictures out here? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is only one completed, which is that 
of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio; probably that is the 
reason the gentleman from Wisconsin objects. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Has this same artist painted—— 


Mr. STAFFORD. He has only painted portraits of eminent | 


men. 
Mr. MACON. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin remember 


the handsome picture which was bought by Members of the | 
House of the Hon. John Sharp Williams and placed out here | 


in the hall—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. That was a good likeness, too. 

Mr. MACON. And that was a pig in a poke, and we paid $500 
for it 

Mr. CGCOPER of Wisconsin. I could not recognize it until 
Williams went out there and told me that was his picture. 
{ Laughter. ] 
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Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Is it the same man who painted 
the portrait of the chairman of our Appropriations Committee? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order. I would like to have the portraits brought down and 
exhibited. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Stonington River (Conn.) Light Station: For repair of sea wall 
about Stonington Point, Conn., $500. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 177, line 23, after the word “Stonington” strike out the 
word “* River.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to ask the chairman if he will accept an amendment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; not now. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. STEVENS of Minne- 
sota having assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
MANN, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 32909, the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


CONSTITUTION OF NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a message 
from the President, which was read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


The act to enable the people of New Mexico to form a con- 
stitution and State government and be admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States, ete., passed June 
20, 1910, provides that when the constitution, for the adoption 
of which provision is made in the act, shall have been duly 
| ratified by the people of New Mexico in the manner provided in 
the statute, a certified copy of the same shall be submitted to the 
President of the United States and to Congress for approval, 
and that if Congress and the President approve of such consti- 
| tution, or if the President approve the same and Congress fails 
to disapprove the same during the next regular session thereof, 
then that the President shall certify said facts to the governor 
of New Mexico, who shall proceed to issue his proclamation for 
the election of State and county officers, etc. 

The constitution prepared in accordance with the act of Con- 
gress has been duly ratified by the people of New Mexico, and a 
certified copy of the same has been submitted to me and also to 
| the Congress for approval, in conformity with the provisions of 
the act. Inasmuch as the enabling act requires affirmative 
action by the President, I transmit herewith a copy of the con- 
stitution, which, I am advised, has also been separately sub- 
mitted to Congress, according to the provisions of the act, by 
the authorities of New Mexico, and to which I have given my 
formal approval. 

I recommend the approval of the same by the Congress. 

Wm. H. Tart. 


THe Wuitre Hovse, February 24, 1911. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly en 
rolled bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

Ii. R. 18542. An act for the relief of Thomas C. Clark: and 

H. R. 26290. An act providing for the validation of certain 
homestead entries. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 7640. An act for the relief of James M. Sweat. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, Mr. ASHBROOK was granted leave of 
absence for five ds iys, on account of sickness of self and wife. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourns it adjourn to meet at half past 10 o'clock to-morrow. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
yause.] The Chair hears none. 
| Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 21 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet at 10.30 a. m. Sat- 
urday, February 25, 1911. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
tuken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War, submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for pay of the Army (H. Doc. No. 


1407): to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

”. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
with comment as to phraseology copies of the acts for the relief 


of EF. C. Young and Phoebe Clark, respectively (H. Doc. No. 
1408); to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
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an estimate of appropriation for salaries and expenses of agents | 


and subordinate officers of Internal Revenue (H. Doc. No. 
1409); to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- | 


erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 
Mr. WILSON of LUlinois, from the Committee on the Mer- 


chant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of | 
the House (H. R. 5196) to establish a fish-cultural station in | 
the State of Tennessee, reported the same with amendment, ac- | 


companied by a report (No. 2250); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 80273) for the relief of the city of Quincy, the towns of 
Weymouth and Hingham, and the Old Colony Street Railway 
Co., all of Massachusetts, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2251) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HOBSON, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 82127) to encourage the development of the American 
merchant marine and to promote commerce and the national 
defense, reported the same with amendment, together with the 
views of the minority, accompanied by a report (No. 2253); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 9693) to provide for 
the payment of the traveling and other expenses of the United 
States circuit and district judges when holding court at places 
other than where they reside, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2254), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 
980) making inquiry relative to action of Department of Agri- 
culture against Hydro Electric Co. of California, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2248). 
which said resolution and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 32883) for the relief of the city of Quincy, the towns of 
Weymouth and Hingham, and the Old Colony Street Railway 
Co., all of Massachusetts, reported the same with amendment, 

panied by a report (No. 2249), which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. TILSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whi ‘h was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 9529) for the re- 


¢ 


ief of Alexander Wilkie, reported the same without amendment, 


accompanied by a report (No. 2245), which said bill and report | 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9624) for the 
relief of Hansell Hatfield, of McMinn County, Tenn., reported 


deb dd 


the same with amendment, accompanied by a report ( No. 2246), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 
endar. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12814) for the 
relief of John J. Adams, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2247), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KAHN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to wl 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 32047 r th 
of Eli Helton, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2252), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 








CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills; which were 
thereupon referred, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 32918) for the relief of Henry C. Adams and 
others; Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 32915) for the relief of Timothy Donahoe; Com 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo 
rials were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 32927) to authorize the 
county of Ouachita, in the State of Arkansas, to construct a 
bridge across Ouachita River; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 32928) to authorize a 
credit in the accounts of various States with the Treasu! 
Department, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa (by request): A bill (H. R. 32929) 
concerning the Alaskan cable and telegraph system; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

iy Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 32930) for the es 
tablishment of a national sanitarium for disabled soldiers at 
Becks Hot Springs, in the State of Utah; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 329381) to au 
thorize cities and incorporated towns to purchase coal lands; t 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 32932) to prohibit persons 
engaged in the manufacture and sale of railroad cars, locomo 
tives, railroad rails, and structural! steel, or in the mining and 
sale of coal from becoming directors or other officers or « 
ployees of railroads engaged in interstate commerce; to th 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Resolution (H. Res. 995) requesting certa 
information from the Attorney General of the United States; 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARY (by request) : Resolution (H. Res. 996) prov 
ing for the investigation of the Weather Bureau of the Depart 
ment of Agriculture; to the Committee on Rules 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Memorial of the Legislature of Ore; 
concerning pensions for soldiers of Indian wars; to the ¢ 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Oregon, concernin \ 
facturing industries of the United States; to the Committee 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Oregon concer! 
sions of the veterans of the late Civil War; to the Commi 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Oregon concerning t 


| Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of O1 n concerning 
goldiers who served in the Spanish-American War; to the Col 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HANNA: A memorial of the Legislature of North Da 
kota favoring the Sulloway pension bill; to the Committe 
Invalid Pensions. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

sy Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 32933) granting an in 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Mundell; to the Committee on 


Al 


| Inyalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 32934) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph 8. Murphy; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill CH. R. 32935) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Lyghton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 32936) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura C, Hyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 32937) granting an increase | 


of pension to James A. Beard; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 32938) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Green; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 32939) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin Piper; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


sy Mr. MOXLEY: A bill (H. R. 32940) granting an increase | 


of pension to Philander H. Graves; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


$y Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 32941) for the relief of | 


Lizzie E. McCord, administratrix of Moses S. McCord, deceased ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 





By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (CH. R. 82942) for the relief of Ira | 


Haworth; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 32943) granting 


a pension to Susanna A. Laplant; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
‘By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 32944) granting 


public land to the city of Boulder, Colo., for public-park pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the House of Representatives 
of Porto Rico, for Committee on Insular Affairs and other Mem- 
bers of the House to visit Porto Rico; to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of citizens of Sandusky, Ohio, 
against a parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


America, against increase of postal rates; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Association of Military Surgeons of 
Washington, D. C., for Senate bill 6049; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Congress Grange, No. 1726, 
West Salem, Ohio, for election of Senators by popular yote; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, resolution adopted by the National Gas and Gasoline 
Engine Trades Association, opposing any increase in postage 
rates; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, telegrams, protesting against an increase of postal rates 
on magazines, received from James M. Johnston, Charles W, 
Corbett, jr., David F. Kemp, Isaac Goldmann Co., Perkins Good- 
win Co., Langer & Williams, The Century Co., the Christian 
Herald Co., and the publishers of Every Woman’s Magazine, all 
of New York City; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

$y Mr. ELLIS: Petition of W. A. Betts and 48 others of 
Astoria, Oreg., for Senate bill 5677, promoting efficiency of Life- 
Saving Service; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Catholic Benevolent Legion, 
3uffalo, N. Y.; Pictorial Review Co., Manufacturers Color & 
Printing Co., and Printing Inks, New York, against increase in 


| postage rates on second-class matter; to the Committee on the 


Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, petition of the Macmillan Co., publishers, against in- 


| crease of postal rates on second-class matter; to the Conimittee 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Illinois, against a 
parcels-post system; to the Committee on the Post Oifice and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the American Paper and Pulp Association, 
against provisions of the McCall bill admitting paper and pulp 
free of duty; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Polish National Alliance, against re- 
striction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Tacoma (Wash.) Commercial Club, for 
an appropriation of $50,000 for roads around Mount Tacoma; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the St. Louis (Mo.) Advertising Men's 
League; Rev. A. D. Traveller, Rockford, I1l.; William Wilson, 
Ottawa, Ill.; and R. V. Collins Publishing Co., of Minneapolis, 
against increase of postal rates on second-class matter; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petitions of secretary 


| of Gloucester Board of Trade, estimating that proposed admis- 
Also, petition of National Association of Merchant Tailors of | 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of International Brotherhood | 


of Paper Makers, Solon, Me., and Hartland (Me.) Grange, No. 
452, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Papers to accompany House bill 32863; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of Commercial Club of 
Sanford, Fla., favoring construction of the Mississippi to Atlan- 
tic waterway; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


sion of fish free of duty from Canada would result in the sav- 
ing of an average of 1 cent a year to the inhabitants of the 
United States in the price of foodstuffs, and protesting against 
the Canadian reciprocity treaty, also urging defeat of proposed 
fish schedule of reciprocity pact; the Crown Packing Co., fish 
business, Gloucester; the Provincetown Board of Trade; the 
Gloucester Municipal Council; E. K. Burnham Fish Co.: the 
New England Fish Exchange, of Boston; the Gloucester Business 
Men’s Association; Cape Ann National Bank, Gloucester: 
Gloucester Mackerel Co., Gloucester; Cape Ann Anchor Works, 
Gloucester; Cape Ann National Bank, Gloucester: Frank BP. 
Davis Fish Co., Gloucester; Cape Ann Savings Bank, Glouces- 
ter; John Bishop, boat builder, Gloucester; 44 fresh-fish dealers 
of T Wharf, Boston; and J, F. Snow, secretary Board of Trade, 
Gloucester, all in the State of Massachusetts, protesting the 
reciprocity treaty with Canada; to the Committee on Ways aud 


| Means. 


By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Councils Nos. 896 and 295, | 


Junior Order United American Mechanics, Putneyville, Pa.; 
Washington Camp No. 635, Patriotic Order Sons of America; 
Union No. 890, Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., urging enactment of House bill 15413; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Polish National Alliance, Chicago, TIL, 
against further restriction of immigration; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Also, petition of General Assembly of the Presbyterian | 


Church of United States of America, for State control of the 
liquor traffic; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of American Live Stock Associa- 
tion, against reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Paper to accompany the bill (H. R. 
27947) granting an increase of pension to James W. Orvis; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of business men of Granville and 
Fort Edwards, N. Y., for Senate bill 38776; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DUREY: Petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Society, of Burnt Hills, N. Y., favoring the enactment of the 
Miller-Curtis and other prohibition measures; also petition of 
the Woman’s Home Missionary Society, of Cohoes, N. Y., fayor- 
ing the same measures; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. GARRETT: Petition of the General Assembly of the 
State of Tennessee, urging the immediate enactment of House 
bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of Colliers Weekly, against in- 


| crease of postage on second-class matter; to the Committee on 


the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Geo. D. Boggs & Son, of Eliz:- 
bethtown, Pa., against a parcels-post system; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of many Italian citizens 
of Texas, favoring House bill 27270, to make October 12 a legal 
holiday, to be known as Columbus day; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Ledyard Grange, Conn., against 
the establishment of a local rural parcels-post service; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Hartford (Conn.) Court of Common Council, 
for Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Groton Grange, of Connecticut, for a full and 
complete parcels-post bill; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Washington 
Camp No. 116, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Elberon, 
N. J., against bill introduced by Delegate ANDREws, relative to 
land in New Mexico; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of citizens of Utah, for 
building of battleship New York in a Government navy yard; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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Also, petition of Bingham Labor Union, of Utah, for the en- | Grange, No, 837; Edwards Grange, No. 968; Richville Grange, 


actment of legislation restricting immigration ; to the Committee | 


on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of C. H. Carlquist, W. A. Clay, and other citi- 
zens of Utah, against increase of postal rates on second-class 
matter; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Decker Patrick Co., Shupe Williams Co., 
Syms Utah Grocer Co., and other firms in Utah, against passage 


of a parcels-post law; to the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Court of Common Council, Hart- 
ford, Conn., for reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Easton Grange, No. 149, for a full and com- 
plete parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Rippowam Grange, No. 145, of Springdale, 
Conn., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of the Seattle | 


Chamber of Commerce, for legislation making available Alaskan 
coal; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of citizens of Washington, against a parcels-post 
law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of citizens of Alcade, Normal, and 
Neua, Ky., for more restrictive immigration laws; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of Legislature of Massachusetts, 
favoring Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Washington Camps Nos. 646, 
Stovertown; 779, Hunterstown; and 7838, Stewartstown, Pa., 
Patriotic Order Sons of America; to the Committee on Immigra 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of American Paper and Pulp 
Association and Susie S. Gouer, of Leechburg, Pa., against 
increase of postage on magazines; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Stull Hill Coulter Co., Leechburg, Pa., for 
Senate bill 5899; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of J. Franklin Jameson, Alfred 
T. Mahan, and John B. McMaster, executive committee of the 
American Historical Association, for a national archives build- 
ing; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of J. V. O’Brien and 25 other resi- 
deuts, of Midland, Mich.; D. S. Ross and 48 other residents, of 
Gladwin County, Mich., for a general parcels post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Mrs. H. S. Bristol and 80 others of the 
Wolverine Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, for the Miller- 
Curtis bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. William Anderson, of Harrisville, Mich., 
against the establishment of a local rural parcels-post service ; 
to the Commitee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Board of Trade of Somerville, 
Mass., favoring Boston Navy Yard for construction of revenue 
cutters; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of E. L. Sawyer and others, 
of Almont, Mich., favoring the Miller-Curtis bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Memphis, Tenn., against Senate 
bill 404 and House joint resolution 17; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of residents of Macomb County, Mich., for a 
general parcels-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Table 
Rock, Julian, Elmwood, Havelock, and Lincoln, Nebr., against 
a parcels-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of College View and other localities, 
against Sunday legislation for the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MALBY: Petitions of Champion Paper Co., Carthage: 
Diana Paper Co., Harrisville; H. J. Bull, F. A. Parsons, and 
E. J. Pickett, of Saranac: Hon. John B. Riley, county judge of 
Clinton County; Hen. A. G. Senecal, mayor of Plattsburg: Hon. 
John M. Wever and G. F. Tuttle, of Plattsburg; Mark 'Teirney, 
sheriff of Clinton County; Wallace Turner, president Clinton 
County Agricultural Society; Messrs. Weeds, Conway & Cotter, 
Plattsburg; J. W. Hinxson, W. B. Graves, C. W. Smith, L. E. 
Gale, E. P. Gale, and W. B. Britton, of Piercefield; Joseph T. 
Weed, secretary Business Men’s Association, Ticonderoga: Gou 


verneur Dairy Board of Trade, by William T. Clark, secretary ; | 


Farmers and Grangers, of Depeyster; Farmers and Grangers, of 
Hammond; St. Lawrence County Pomona Grange; Mooers 


No. 942; Wadhams Grange; Russell Grange, No. 1087; Kendrew 
Grange; Macomb Grange, No. 768; Bombay Grange, No. 924; 
| Nicholville Grange, No. 797; Gouverneur Grange, No. 303; 
Whallonsburg Grange, No. 954; Sherman Grange, No. 1125; 
Seotch Bush Grange, No. 699; Adirondack Grange, No. 971; 
West Parishville Grange, No. 542; Burke Grange, No, 982; Har- 
riettstown Grange; Peru Grange, No. 938; Clinton Grange, No. 
1029; Malone Board of Trade; Chateaugay Beard of Trade; 
Essex County Agricultural Society; St. Lawrence County Dairy- 
men’s Board of Trade; Adirondack Grange, No. 927; Ticonde- 
roga Grange, No. 1130; Brasher Falls Grange, No. 554; and 
| Chazy Grange, No. 981, all in the State of New York, against 

House bill 32216, to promote reciprocal trade relations with 
Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Eugene A. Kem- 
per, James K. Fennell, Joseph W. Bowers, J. A. Canfield, J. HL. 
Rathburn, H. F. Williams, William J. O'Connor, John J. O’Con- 
nor, and Alfred S. Bletz, of Philadelphia, Pa., against the in- 
crease of mail rates on magazines; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, Pa., 
protesting against the enactment of the reciprocity agreement; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Belsano Council, No. 182: Francis Daniel 
Pastorius Council, No. 1; Latrobe Council, No. SO; American 
Star Council, No. 49, Order of Independent America, favoring 
enactinent of illiteracy test; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Consumers’ League of Philadelphia, for 
House bill 27068, providing for a children’s bureau; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of Legislature of Massachu- 
setts for reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

by Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: Petition of W. B. 
and others, of Eaton, Colo., for House bill 53 
on Rivers and Uarbors. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Petition of Local Union No. 1151. United 
srotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, for House 
bill 15415; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Fenton B. Beebe 
and 21 others, of Holly, Mich., against parcels-post law: 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

Also, petitions of members of Grange No. 1418, 
County; Delta Grange and 37 others, of Delia County; Joseph 
Fornan and 29 others, of Wexford County; George Schulty and 
11 others, of Ottawa County; S. J. Harvey and 27 others, of 
Iron County; E. L. Clark and 21 others, of Clinton: Peter 
Peterson and 19 others, of Mason County, all in the State of 
Michigan, for a general parcels-post system; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

Also, petition of John Britting and 11 others for a parcels- 
post bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

By Mr. STURGISS: Petition of Walls & Shaffer Co. and 
Frank T. Shaeffer, Kingwood, W. Va., against a pareels-post 
system; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

By Mr. SWASEY: Petition of Sandy River Grange and 
Mount Cutter Grange, No. 152, in the State of Maine, against 
Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of East Livermore, Me., for eight- 
hour day and for the construction of the battleship New York in 
the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Progressive Council, Farmington and Crystal 
Lake Council, Weld, Me., Junior Order United American Me 
chanics, for House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Military Order of the Loyal 
Legion of the United States Commandery of Pennsylvania, for 
change of name of United States Avenue to Hunt Avenue on the 
field of Gettysburg; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

$y Mr. TILSON: Petition of court of the common council, 
Hartford, Conn., for reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, petitions of Hoddam Neck Grange, No. 177, Easton 
Grange, Groton Grange, and Ledyard Grange, for a full and 
complete parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, in favor of additional pay for ocean-mail steamship serv- 
ice: to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of Cullasaja Council, No. 158, 
| Franklin; Rohebeth Council, Terrell; and Sandford Council, 





Lonewith 
: to the Committee 


to the 


Baraga 


| Sandford, Junior Order United American Mechanics, in the 
State of North Carolina, for House bill 15413; to the Committee 
| on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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The Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

© God, our help in ages past, our hope for years to come, we | 
rejoice that we, Thy children, though we seem but creatures of a 
day, yet share Thine eternity. Because Thou livest, we live; 


and because Thy years have no end, therefore are we without 
beginning of days or end of life. As we this day commemorate 
those who have labored with us for the common good, deepen 
in us, we beseech Thee, the assurance of Thy grace, and quicken 


in us the hope of life eternal. Grant, we implore Thee, that | 
neither life nor death may separate us from Thee, in whom we | 


live, move, and have our being. 

And so may God, our Father, who hath loved us and hath 
given us eternal comfort and good hope through grace, comfort 
our hearts and establish them in every good work and word. 
Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 

PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Seeretary of the Treasury, transmitting supple- 
mental estimates for increase in certain items for the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Service, etc. (S. Doc. No. 837), 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR PORTO RICO. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the speaker of the House of Delegates of Porto Rico, 
informing the Senate that a resolution had been adopted by 
that body inviting the appropriate committees from Congress to 
visit that island, and requesting that action on the pending 
Porto Rican government bill be suspended until conditions there 
have been investigated, which was referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 10691) granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, 
with an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 10605. An act for the relief of Aaron Wakefield ; 

H. R. 22270. An act for the relief of Amos M. Barbin; and 

H. R. 32822. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer- 
tain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

S. 608. An act for the relief of Charles T. Gallagher and 
Samuel H. Proctor ; 

S. 5482. An act to authorize the city of Seattle, Wash., to 
purchase certain lands for the protection of the source of its 
water supply; 

S. 7640. An act for the relief of James M. Sweat; 

S. 7804. An act for the relief of David Jay Jennings; 

S. 10318. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
grant further extensions of time within which to make proof 
on desert-land entries in the counties of Benton, Yakima, and 
Klickitat ; 

S$. 10817. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, 
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil 
War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers 
and sailors; 

S. 10818. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 28632. An act making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 29708. An act to constitute Birmingham, in the State of 
Alabama, a subport of entry}; 
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H. R. 32341. An act to authorize the St. Paul Railway Promo- 
tion Co., a corporation, to construct a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River near Nininger, Minn.; and 

H. J. Res. 276. Joint resolution modifying certain laws relat 
ing to the military records of certain soldiers and sailors, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by the 
Pan-Hellenie Union, of Boston, Mass., favoring the annexation 
of Crete with Greece, which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of Illi- 
nois, remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed re- 
ciprocal agreement between the United States and Canada. 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Granite 
City and Chicago, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against 
any change being made in the present law relative to the print 


| ing by the Government of bonds, checks, and securities, which 


rr 


were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the inter 
state transmission of race-gambling bets, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present a letter from Edward O. Skelton, 
publisher, of Boston, Mass., relative to the so-called Sulloway 
old-age pension bill. I ask that the letter lie on the table and 
be printed in the REcorp. 


There being no objection, the letter was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 


Boston, February 2 
To N. B. Scorr. meeruary ah, was. 

SenaToR: The pension bill known as the “Sulloway Dill,” which 
passed the House and is now under consideration by the Senate, is one 
which is not rightly understood by the publie. The curtailed references 
to it in the newspapers are misleading, inasmuch as they do not fully 
explain the slight increase in this bill over the present one under which 
pensions are distributed. The Sulloway bill does not increase the 
amount to be expended $55,000,000 yearly, as some of the Senators in 
their speeches claim. I have been informed that when the Committee 
(Senate) on Pensions were considering this bill, an expert from the 
Pension Bureau was called upon to make a statement of just what the 
increase would be the first year, and he stated that it would be less 
than $30,000,000; that it would be less each succeeding year. But 
notwithstanding this official statement, certain Senators, for reasons 
which are readily apparent, are giving unwarranted publicity to an 
erroneous figure. Now, passing by the arguments which are advanced 
against this pension bill and which have been so freely given publicity 
in the press, I fail to have observed one instance where the daily press 
gave in any detail the reasons favorable to it, and they are many. 

In his message to Congress at the beginning of the session. President 
Taft urged enactments for the benefit of the Civil War veterans, and 
up to the present time he has not uttered one word in opposition to the 
bill under consideration, notwithstanding misleading reports of im 
pending vetoes are freely circulated ; and in view of his well-known and 
often-expressed sentiments that this country can not ever do too much 
for the Civil War veterans, it is safe to assume that that bill, if it is 
ever presented to him, will receive his approval. Do these Senators 
who are so strong in their opposition ever stop to think that if it were 
not for the men and boys who 50 years ago answered the call to pro 
tect the flag, and who through four years of that deplorable fratricidal 
war, fighting over 2,000 engagements, fought for the preservation of 
the Union, that there would not to-day be a United States; that there 
would be no Congress in which they could serve; and that in all proba 
bility this country to-day would be a dependency of one or more foreign 
powers, for defeat of the North would have caused long ago European 
powers to have swooped down upon us and dismembered what was left 
of the Republic? Should not consideration be given to-day to the words 
of that most beloved of Americans, President Lincoln, who, in his sec 
ond inaugural, at its conclusion, just 40 days previous to his death, 
uttered this prayer: “ With malice toward none, with charity for all, 
with firmness in the right as God gives us to see the right, let us strive 
on to finish the work we are in, to bind up the Nation's wounds, to 
care for him who shall have borne the battle, and for his widow and 
his orphan,” ete. 

And now, 46 years after that prayer was uttered, when there are 
less than 500,000 left of the 2,750,000 who offered their very lives 
if necessary to save the Union, and when they are passing away at 
the rate of one every 10 minutes of the 24 hours, are bent with age 
and infirmities, past the time when they can earn sufficient to care 
for their families, is this Government to forget President Lincoln's 
promise to them? Is it to ignore President Taft’s request? I am fully 
sensitive to the fact that this Government has done more for the 
veterans than any nation on the globe ever did for its soldiers; that we 
have many soldiers’ homes in which thousands of the old defenders have 
a comfortable place in which to ra their remaining days. And in 
this connection there exists the sad fact that many of them were com 
pelled to go there that their pension, small as it is, might go to the dear 
wife, the companion who had these long, many years cared for him 
and his comfort, that she might have the little to keep the breath of 
life in her. And as the years go on, many, many more will come to 
the “parting of the ways,” and the dear old people separate. Is it 
right that this Nation should compel its defenders, its saviors, in their 
hour of extreme need, when they are almost to the setting of life's 

, to make this sacrifice? 
airhe old soldiers do not ask charity; they ask that justice which the 
Nation’s lawmakers have so often and loudly talked of for the veteran 
be now given to them; that President IAncoln’s promise to them be rec- 
ognized by the Government of the United States, which they made pos- 
sible of perpetuity. 


Very respectfully, Epwarp 0. SKELTON. 


Mr. SCOTT presented memorials of the Tri-State Wool 
Growers’ Association of West Virginia, remonstrating against 





Sa has iy 


rg 


2a armel: 






















Pome) Pe: 


EO 


—_—" 


ss 





1911. 


the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between 
the United States and Canada, which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented an affidavit in suppert of the bill 
(S. 6GS38S) for the relief of James Anderson, which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of Peter J. Kaufman, of Mound- 
ridge; of L. N. Lydick, of Anthony; and of W. J. Todd, of Clay 
County, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Farmers’ Institute, of 
Berryton, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called parcels- 
post bill, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Manhattan Grange, No. 748, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Riley County, Kans.; and a memorial 
of Pleasant Ridge Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Kansas, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of Meriden Grange, 
No. 151, Patrons of Husbandry, of Meriden, N. H., remonstra- 
ting against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented telegrams in the nature of memorials from 
Stevens W. Perkins, deputy, New Hampshire State Grange, of 
Exeter; F. B. Atherton, of Greenfield; Herbert L. Woodward, 
master of Wilmot Grange, of West Andover; and of Lester M. 
Hall, master of Nashua Grange, of Nashua, all in the State of 
New Hampshire, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Gilead Grange, No. 
400, Patrons of Husbandry, of Gilead, Mich.; and a petition of 
sundry citizens of Chippewa County and Plymouth, Mich., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill, which 
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Local Granges, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Olivet, Williamston, Alta, Rodney, Montague, 
Prattville, Flat Rock, Ortonville, Bronson, Morley, Williams- 
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burg, Lansing, Quincy, and Onsted, and of sundry citizens of | 


Delta Township and Wexford and Missaukee Counties, and of 
James J. Brakenberry, Charles Hahn, E. A. Hahn, Harvey Pal- 
mer, Joseph Mowry, George C. Wattles, M. R. Wattles, H. E. 
Mowrey, V. M. Mowry, John Maher, C. W. Laeffler, W. P. Lunn, 
W. H. Hauser, Mrs. William Armstrong, Charles A. Webb, and 
E. R. Cornell, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement be- 


tween the United States and Canada, which were ordered to lie | 


on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Henry George Association 
of Detroit, the Wholesalers’ and Manufacturers’ Association of 
Detroit, the Commercial Club of Kalamazoo, the Board of Com- 
merce of Detroit, the Soo Business Men’s Association of Sault 
Ste. Marie, the Board of Trade of Grand Rapids, and of sundry 
citizens of Detroit, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented petitions of the Women’s Home Missionary 
Society of the Grand River Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Detroit, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Bay City and Ashley, in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors into prohibition districts, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. KEAN presented the petitions of Albert E. Holmes and | 


Walter E. Terry, of Newark, N. J., praying for the ratification 
of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Local Grange No. 128, of 
Cape May; Franklin Grange, No. 150, of Bergen County; Loeal 
Grange No. 172, of Salem; Titusville Grange, No. 162, of Mercer 
County; Local Grange No. 98, of Allentown; Local Grange No. 
150, of Burlington County: and of Blue Anchor Grange, No. 
166, all of the Patrons of Husbandry; of W. H. White. of Rob- 
binsville; R. E. Haines, of Robbinsville: William R. Conover. 
of Manalapan; and of John T. Cox, of Whitehouse Station, all 


in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the ratifica- | 


tion of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United 
States and Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

il He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of East Orange, N. J., praying for the enact- 


ded L 


ment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transmission of 
race-gambling bets, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Master Printers’ Associa- 
tion of Elizabeth, N. J., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the printing of certain matter on stamped 
envelopes, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Batemen Manufacturing 
Co., of Greenlock; A. T. Bell, of Atlantic City; H. R. Hawk, 
of Camden; and W. A. McClurg, all in the State of New Jer- 
sey; and of Photo-Engravers’ Union No. 1, of New York City, 
N. Y., remonstrating against any change being made in the rate 
of postage on periodicals and magazines, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorials of Guy M. Betts, H. B. 
Young, Peter J. Grathwohl, William H. Rodgers, John C. Rein- 
bold, A. W. Barnes, William H. Fick, H. E. Lyon, Robert N. 
Heath, Mrs. Otto von Stein, William D. Newman, John W. 
Freeman, W. H. D. Mearns, W. H. Berehott, M. J. Brestet, 
Charles A. Linkroun, and C. P. Cafred, all of Hackensack: of 
S. K. Patterson, of Merchantville; of Local Union No. 17S5, 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Palisades Park; of 
the Federated Trades Council of Orange; and of Washington 
Camp No. 147, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Passaic, all 
in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the ratitica- 
tion of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United 
States and Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Charles Seebeck and Mark 
Robbins, of West Hoboken; of Thomas Somerville, jr., of Bay- 
onne; of A. E. Caster and John N. Vogler, of Rutherford: and 
of Dudley G. Cummings, William A. Schierloh, and Harry W. 
soehm, of Jersey City, all in the State of New Jersey, re 
monstrating against any increase being made in the rate of 
postage on periodicals and magazines, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a memorial of Chepachet Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of North Scituate, R. I., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement 
between the United States and Canada, which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented memorials of Local Grange No. 13, 
of Nashua; Meriden Grange, No. 151, of Meriden; Wilmot 
Grange, No. 309, of Wilmot, of the Patrons of Husbandry; and 
of A. O. Harrington, deputy of New Hampshire State Grange, 
of Peterboro; Orville P. Smith, general deputy of New Hamp 
shire State Grange, of Ashland; F. B. Atherton, of Greenfield; 
and Stevens W. Perkins, deputy of New Hampshire State 
Grange, of Exeter, all in the State of New Hampshire, re- 
monstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented memorials of MeGrawville Grange, 
No. 462: Rathbone Grange, No. 656; Moravia Grange, No. 1095; 
Mentz Grange, No, 1156; Webster Grange, No. 486; Upton Lake 
Grange, No. 802; Bloomingburg Grange, No. 1197; Grange No. 
1149; Beaver Falls Grange, No. 554; Lowville Grange, No. 71; 
Susquehanna Valley Grange, No. 1132; Romulus Grange, No. 
1181; Adams Grange: Great Bend Grange, No. 642; Greece 
Grange, No. 311; Elba Grange, No. 783; Voorheesville Grange, 
No. 910; East Lansing Grange, No. 792; Warsaw Grange, No, 
1088; Ethan Allen Grange, No, 961: Eureka Grange, No. 46; 
Cape Vincent Grange, No. 599; Lake View Grange, No. 970; 
Pomona Grange, of Orange County: Salem Union Grange, No. 
1100; Victor Grange, No. 322: Barre Groenge, No. 1026: Waneta 
Grange, No. 1055; Clarendon Grange, No, 1085; Bartington 
Grange, No. 1101: Westville Grange, No. 540; Canisteo Grange, 
No. 460; Pittsford Grange, No. 424; Avoca Grange, No. 176; 
Darien Grange, No. 10638; Androscoggin Local Union, No, 15, 


International Brotherhood of Papermakers, of Lisbon Falls; 
Local Union No. 269, International Brotherhood of Stationary 
Firemen, of Fort Edward: and of sundry citizens of Lisbon 
| Falls, Ticonderoga, Glen Falls, Livermore Falls, Ithaca, West 


field, Carthage, Ballston Spa, Lowville, Niagara Falls, Fort Ed 
ward, Watertown, Medina, and Rushville, all in the State of 
New York, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro 
posed reciprocal agreement between the United States and Can 
ada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented petitions of Niagara Council, Junior Order 


| United American Mechanics, of Lockport: of National Lodge, 

No. 556, International Association of Machinists, of Brooklyn; 

of Local Union No. 26, of Syracuse: and of Local Union Ni 

380, of Herkimer, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, 

| all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to further restrict immigration, which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 
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He also presented a petition of Eureka Lodge, No. 434, Inter- 


natior Association of Machinists, of New York City, N. Y., 
praying for the construction of all United States battleships in 


Government navy yards, which was referred to the Committee 


on Naval Affairs. 


Iie also presented a petition of the lodge of Good Templars 
of Orange County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the interstate transportation of intoxicating 


liq S into prohibition districts, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Washington Camp No. 111, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Asbury Park, N. J., remon- 
strating against the donation of 300,000 acres of land in the 
Territory of New Mexico to the archbishop of the Roman 
Catholic Church of Santa Fe., N. Mex., for the establishment of 


on ‘Territories. 

Mr. HALE presented memorials of Prestile Grange, No. 504: 
Local Grange of Hartland; Local Grange of Ripley ; and Eastern 
Star Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, all in the State of Maine, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which were 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. ROOT presented a petition of the Jewish Morning Jour- 
nal, of New York City, N. Y., praying that an increase be made 
in the rate of postage on periodicals and magazines, whieh was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WARREN. I present resolutions adopted by the Carbon 
County Wool Growers’ Association, of Wyoming, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement 
between the United States and Canada, which I ask may lie on 
the table and be printed in the Rrcorp, ; 

There being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to lie 
on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Whereas a treaty has been 


of these United States and of the Dominion of Canada for the purpose 
of promoting reciprocal trade relations between the two countries, and 
a bill has been introduced and passed in the House of Representatives 
of the United States confirming such treaty; and 

Whereas by the terms of the proposed treaty the import duty on live 
stock, consisting of sheep, cattle, horses, and mules, imported into the 


United States from Canada will be entirely removed, and the import | 


duty on agricultural products imported into the United States from 
Canada will also be removed, while the duty on manufactured products 
of the United States exported to Canada will not be removed by the 
Canadian Government; and fs 


Whereas the duties upon meats, the dressed products of live stock, | UNITED STATES OF 


imported from Canada into the United States, will not be removed; and 

Whereas there had heretofore been created by the Congress of the 
United States a Tariff Commission to investigate the various articles 
imported into the United States for the specific purpose of ascertaining 
the amount of duty that should be placed upon such importations by the 
Government of these United States in order to equitably protect the 


principles of protection for American industries; and 

Whereas such Tariff Commission or Board has not as yet reported 
to the Congress of the United States upon any of the articles referred 
to and covered by the proposed treaty, and to be admitted without duty 
into the United States by the terms of such treaty, so that the Con- 
gress of the United States and the people thereof are unable at this 
time to know whether or not such lowering or removal of duties will 
be detrimental to the producers in the United States; and 

Whereas the removal of the duty from live stock to be imported into 
the United States and the retention of the duty upon meat products is 
detrimental to the farmers of the entire country and to the stock 
growers of Wyoming, while being favorable to the packing industries 
of the United States; and 

Whereas the adoption of the bill ratifying and confirming said pro- 
posed treaty would mean the giving up of the Republican doctrine of 
protection and the adoption of the Democratic theory of free trade, 
and would prove to be the opening wedge for the adoption of such 
free-trade theory; and 

Whereas the Republican doctrine of reciprocity has always called for 
the admission to this country of the products of other countries not 
competing with those produced here, and the admission, free of duty, 
by such foreign government of our manufactured and other products 
of which we have a surplus, causing an equal and equitable exchange 
of products of the two countries, with a resulting promotion of the 
balance of trade in favor of this country: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the members of the Carbon County Wool Growers’ 
Association are absolutely opposed to the passage of the House bill 
ratifying and confirming the proposed reciprocity treaty between the 
United States of America and Dominion of Canada, upon the grounds 
that the same, if adopted, would be adverse to the interests of the 
American farmer and the western stock grower; would constitute a 
reversal of the Republican doctrine of protection in favor of the Demo- 
cratic theory of free trade; would be an overthrow of the Republican 
doctrine of due investigation by the Tariff Board before revision of 
duties upon any article fmported into the United States; would be the 
adoption of a principle that has heretofore been tried by this country 
through a reciprocity treaty with Canada in the year 1855, and found 
to be detrimental to the interests of the American producers; and be 
it further 

Resolved, That we do hereby petition our Representatives in Con- 
ress, Hon. Francis E. Warren, Hon. C. D. CLarK, and Hon. Frank W. 
{[ONDELL, to use every effort in their power to prevent the adoption 
and confirming of this reciprocity treaty in its present form. 

CakBon CouNTY WOOL GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
By Joun A. Domne, President. 

Attest: 

[ SEAL. ] M. W. Dates, Secretary. 

Dated at Rawlins, Wyo., this 21st day of February, A. D. 1911. 


1egotiated by the Departments of State | 





| resentative in said Congress, Hon. FRANK W. MONDELL, asking them to 


PRESERVATION OF ELK IN WYOMING. 


Mr. WARREN. I present a memorial of the Legislature of 

Wyoming, which I ask may be read. 

There being no objection, the memorial was read, as follows: 
House joint memorial No. 1. 

A joint resolution relating to the preservation of big game in the State 
of Wyoming and memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
make an adequate appropriation to aid the State of Wyoming i: 
providing winter food for and otherwise protecting the big me 
which range in the national park and in the Jackson Hole region ot 
this State alternately. 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring 
Whereas the principal remnant of the big game of the United Sta 
comprised of moose, elk, and deer, range alternately during the win 
ters in the national park and game reserve and the Jacksons Hole section 

of the State of Wyoming, south of the national park; and 
Whereas during the winters suffer greatly and perish from f 2 

in large numbers, which could be, in a great measure, prevented by ade 
quate and systematic provision for feeding and protecting them dui 





| storms and blizzards; and 


Whereas the State of Wyoming has been and is making appropria 
tions of large sums of money and using every available means within its 
power to preserve said big game; and 

Whereas the sufficient and thoroughly adequate protection of said 
big game is too expensive and burdensome to be borne alone by the 
State of Wyoming: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the Govy- 
ernment of the United States be, and is hereby, requested to cooperate 
with the State of Wyoming in feeding, protecting, and otherwise pre 
serving the big game which winters in great numbers within the con 
fines of the State of Wyoming; and the Congress of the United States is 
hereby memorialized and requested to make an adequate appropriation 
of money, to be used aiding and cooperating with the State of Wyoming 
in the laudable and desirable effort to feed, protect, and preserve from 
extinction the principal remnant of the big game of the United States 
which range during the winters principally within the territory of the 
State of Wyoming; be it further 

Resolved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be sent 
to the President of the United States, to the President of the United 
States Senate, to the Speaker of the United States House of Represent 
tives, and to the Secretary of the Interior, asking their aid in bringi 
the object of this memorial and request before Congress and in secu 
ing from same an adequate appropriation of public moneys for the noble, 
humane, and national purpose herein set forth; and be it further 

Resolved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be sent 
to the Senators from Wyoming in the Congress of the United States, 
viz, Hons. CLARENCR D. CLARK and FRANCIS E. WARREN, and our Rey 


t 





) 


use their best efforts to secure favorable action upon the request em 


| bodied herein. 





| to settled valleys and destroy haystacks and fences 


Approved February 17, 1911. 


STATE OF WYOMING, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
America, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I, Frank L. Houx, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed has been carefully compared with house 
joint memorial No. 1 and is a full, true, and correct copy of the same 
and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 


United States producers of such articles, and in accordance with the | great seal of the State of Wyothing. 


Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 21st day of February, A. D. 1911 
[SBAL. ] Frank L. Houx, Secretary of Static, 
By C. P. MACGLASHAN, Deputy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game. : 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I wish to state that the me 
morial which has just been read was passed in the closing hours 
of the session of the Wyoming Legislature, after it had appro 
priated, as it had done for some years before, money for the 
preservation of elk. Severe storms have occurred since, and I 
have in my hand a telegram from the governor of Wyoming, 
which I ask may be read. I wish to say that I shall offer an 
amendment to the agricultural appropriation bill, which I hope 
we will take up to-day. and will submit it to the Senate for its 
consent in making an appropriation to feed and remove those 
animals. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 

The telegram was read and referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, as follows: 
February 23, 7911. 


Without objection, the Secretary 


CHEYENNE, Wro 
Hon. F. B. WARREN, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 
Wyoming is spending $20,000 annually to protect elk; this herd 
largest in United States—probably 35,000. They drift with first snows 
in quest of food 
The State is trying to save several thousand from starvation. Su 
men as Easton Kendrick, game warden, and others say it is practi 
in spring and fall to move the surplus elk, which die annually fr 
starvation, to the Big Horn and other mountains where there is 
abundance of food without interfering with stock interests. The State 
has good game laws and is doing everything possible to protect the elk. 
When the elk are fat, they are in Yellowstone Park; when starving, 
they are in the settled valley. Can you and your associates get $20,000 
in an appropriation and a company of cavalry to aid in moving the 
surplus elk? This driving must be in part this spring; finish next fall 
Two hundred mounted men required. Experienced cattlemen will aid 
State has available appropriation to do its part. The herd may be 
saved, otherwise they will have to starve or be destroyed. 
JosEePH M. CarEy, Governor. 





we 


te 


os ie Sparel Ne pected aah 


peel hg EIR = 


PrP ARDY tate 



































1911. 


e 


I present a letter from Prof. Hornaday, of 

k Zoological Park, on the same subject, which I shall 

o have printed in connection with the telegram which 
1 


LODGE. 
Yor! 


ig no objection, the letter was ordered to lie 
1 to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
:K ZOO! 


OGICA 




























ONE HUNDRED AND EIGHTY-FIRST STREET AND SOUT! ARD, 
Vew York, 1 l 15, 1911 
CAI LopG! 
tates é te Washin 
Ss This apy l d : you ; 1m 
ymmittee on For Resery otection of Game 
ve been informed that t ‘ nmi Sena 
is ill 
ist been informed by a in Jacksons Hols 
I S. N. Leek, tl * 5. h in Jacksons Hol 
: next two \ k ink fed.”” I have been personally ac- 
1 with Mr. Leek for the past 13 years, and I know that he would 
Pi | for outsic Ip in behalf of the starving elk unless the 
t was very great. I am aware of the fact that the Legislature 
W iz is about to appropriate $5,000 for the purchase of hay for 
dis ed elk herds; but that will be only half sufficient to meet 
: ; of the cas 
ly point t ) 1, and to Congress, the fact that tl 
0) elk 1 the Yellow ie Park, and now wintering in Jacksons 
g, at least one-half of them, to the people of the United 
. our vested 1 in that elk ere attacked, « Na 
vernment would be k to defe Does it not now b« 
: mperative duty o National Government to contribut 
: t! to save those elk from perishing by thousands, even as o¢ 
. ( 1 in the winter of 1908 1 1909, in spite of the help that was 
afforded by the State of Wyoming? At that time $7,000 were expended 
by tl ta nd the conditions to-day are much more serious than they 
were then 
I etfully suggest that the Senate Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game at once procure the passage of 
a j t resolution, appr for immediate use by the Bu- 
re of Forestry in tl hay for the starving elk. It will 
I : easy matter for feguard the whole transaction. 





I final settlement of all questions pertaining to the permanent yn- 
ervation of the Wyoming elk herds in winter can be taken up in the 
ire: and it now seems clear that the problems involved can not be 
lved a day too soon. It is, however, 
to say, just at this moment, what should be done to place our great 
k herd on a basis that hereafter will be permanently satisfactory all 
the vear around. I think the questions involved can best be settled by 
» Biole al Survey and the Forestry Bureau, after a thorough investi- 
ion of all conditions. The need of the hour, however, is for an 
‘ceney measure that will avert an impending calamity. 
Very respectfully, yours, W. T. HoRNADAY, 

s Chairman Cammittee on Game Prote 
Legislation and Preserves. 












tive 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. 
sented by the Senator from Massachusetts, as the writer of the 
letter suggested that the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
Protection of Game should report a joint resolution in ac- 
cordance with his recommendation, I desire to say that the 
committee thought, upon consultation with the Senators from 
Wyoming, it would be much more likely to pass at this stage 
of the if the course indicated by the Senator from 
Wyoming were adopted. 

NATIONAL 

Mr. LODGE. I present a memorial from a committee of the 
executive council of the American Historical Association rela- 
tive to the coustruction of a national archives building. I move 
that the memorial be printed as a public document and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds (S. Doc. No. 
S38). 

The motion was agreed to, 


the 


session 


ARCHIVES BUILDING, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the amendment submitted by 
Mr. GALLINGER On the 22d instant, proposing to appropriate 
$65,000 toward the erection of an armory building for the 
National Guard of the District of Columbia, etc., intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it 
with an amendment and moved that it be printed and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropria 
tions, which was agreed to. 

Mr. NIXON. From the Committee on Coast Defenses I re 
port back favorably with amendments the amendment submit- 
ted by [Mr. MartTIN] on the 


apunee 


by the senior Senator from Virginia 
instant, proposing to appropriate $150,000 for the acquire 

by the Secretary of War of certain lands at Cape Henry, 
and so forth, intended to be proposed to the fortifications ay 


Committee on Appropriations. I submit a letter from the Act 
« Secretary of War in reference thereto, which I ask may a 
pany the amendment to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered, 
: Mr DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on Immigration, to 
Which was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Foster 


+} 


ie 20th instant relative to the proposed enlar 
nent, and effeetive operation of the immigrant stati 


1 
l t 





auLfZre 


report 
placing M. H. 
Ol 
port al 
from Maryland [Mr. Smirn] to it. 


Senate, 


ee 
siaera 


utterly impossible for anyone | 


In connection with the matter just pre- | 


ition bill, which I ask may be printed and referred to the 


emenft, equip- 


mat New 
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the | Orleans, La., etc., intended to be proposed 
appropriation bill, 


reported it with amend 
report (No. 1248) thereon, and moved tha 
referred to the Committee on A} 


Lt 


Mr. OWEN. I submit my \ 
ity of the Committee on Post Of 3 1 
bill 315389, the Post Office a 
item of the rate of postag ! 
ask may be printed 
rhe PRESIDENT. Wi 


r from Oklahoma will be 


Mr. GALLINGER From the Co 

favorably with an amendment tl 
Plun! 

1 the retired list with an l 


(No. 1241) 


back 


assis 


thereon. 


Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I ask 
resent consideration of the bill. 
The Secretary read the bill; and there be 


as in 
tion. 


The amendment 


Committee of the Whole, proc 


was, in line 9, to strike o 

29, 1906,” and insert “the passage of this act, 

I] 

B ‘x. I t 
S the rank of 1 
th dent. br 1 +? 1d 
th 1 the retired t of t Na 
pas wit tl ink eut 
pr l pay incident é 
the 





The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate 


| amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a thi 


the third time, and passed. 


MARINE 

Mr. OVERMAN. From the Com: 
back favorably, without ame 
authorize the establishment 
the Gulf coast of the State of Florida, and I 
(No. 1246) thereon. 

On behalf of the Senator from F!] 
ask for its present consideration. 
bill passed the Senate, except the Senat 
priation. This House bill has exactly 
except the appropriation as passed by 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary has 
print of the bill at his desk. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The chairman « 
the bill. Is it not with the papers? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. While 
unanimous for the present 
Business No. 1140. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
sary for the l 
the desk. Unless the Se 
} 


BIOLOGICAL STATION IN 


ndment, the bill 


of a marine 


[Mr 








the sam 
; 





¢ 


LOOKIN, I 


consent 


The bill 


ve the 


is not h 
correct 


North Car 


\ 


secretary to ha 


1ator from 


Chair will leave the matter on the desk until 
found the correct bill. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President 


Mr. BURKETT. for the regu 





I ask 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator fron 
for the regular order, which is equivalent to a 
OUACHITA RIVER BRIDGE, ARKANS 
Mr. MARTIN. From the Committee on ¢ 
back the bill (S. 10SS2) to authorize the ec 


Ark., 


to construct a bridge a 


(No. 1243) thereon. I ask for its 


t report 
ation. 

Mr. BURKETT I k for regulal 
i mous sent Zz mn ior the pen ri 

I MecCus k}| to proceed the 
busines 

rl VICE PRESIDENT. ‘1 regular « 
rhe | W co to the calenda 

Ht. S. ROBINSON 


Mr. OLIVER. From the Committee on ¢ 
the bill (HI. R. 


gheny County, 


18512) 


Pa. 


for the relief of 


I should like to haye wm 





FLORIDA, 


ittee on Fi 
biological 
to say that a sin 
enate. 

mittee handex 


consideration 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska has 
requested that the regular order be proceeded with, which is 





| 


egu ruient to au object on. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
I; were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous | 


CO t, the second time, and referred, as follows: 
By Mr. WARREN: 


\ bill (S. 10889) granting an increase of pension to Isabella | 


S. Snyder (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 


Pensions. 
A bill (S. 10890) for the payment of certain clai 


es to and loss of private property; to 


ms for dam- 
Committee on 








Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER: 

A bill (S. 10891) granting a pension to Cleme1 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 10892) granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher C. Showalter (with accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


tine Chapman 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BRIGGS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $45,000 for improving Absecon Inlet, N. J., etc., intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 


| order that it might be in the permanent volume. 


Mr. DIXON submitted an amendment relative to the protec- | 


tion of game in Alaska, etc., intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was ordered to be 
printed and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


commissions of pharmacists in the Navy, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 


Iie also submitted an amendment relative to the status of 


mates in the Navy, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the 
naval appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,650.05 in settlement of the claim of Rittenhouse Moore, ete.., 
intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, which was ordered to be printed and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropria 
tions. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment proposing to appro 
priate $35,000 for establishing an adequate system of lighting 
in the channel leading to Norfolk Harbor, Va., ete., intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM submitted an amendment relative to the 
settlement of the accounts of volunteer officers of the Navy 
who served in the War with Spain, etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JONES submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $12,000 for the suppression of the traffic in i 
liquors among the natives of Alaska, intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 
pl nted, 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment authorizing the At- 
torney General to institute suit against all persons and cor- 
porstions or others who may have or pretend to have any right, 
title, claim, or interest to land along any part of the Anacostia 
River or Eastern Branch, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the naval appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OWEN submitted an amendment 


ntoxicating 


etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Agricultural appro 
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry and ordered to be printed. 

fe also submitted an amendment relative to the issuance and 
publication of periodical publications, ete., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Post Office appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and 
ordered to be printed. 


NSURANCE COMPANIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr, GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
369), which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and 
hereby, directed to continue, during the Sixty-second Congress, the pri 
aration of the Code of Law for the regulation and control of insurar 
companies doing business within said District, authorized by Sen 
resolution of May 16, 1910, with all the powers conferred therein. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 870) 
which was considered by unanimous consent and agree to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney General be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in favor 
claimants in Indian depredation cases, not heretofore reported, req 
ing an appropriation by Congress. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 

Mr. BORAH. I ask that the joint resolution (S. J. Res, 134) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing that 
Senators shall be elected by the people of the several States, 
which was reported by me from the Committee on the Judiciary 
ou the 11th ultimo, be printed with the amendments omitted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

[TRIBUTE TO THE LATE SENATOR DOLLIVER. 

Mr. YOUNG. On the 18th instant, when I submitted my re- 
marks in memory of the late Senator DoLtiver, I was unal 
to procure a copy of a letter which I desired to incorporate in 
I now bay 
that letter in print, written by Gen. James S. Clarkson, who 
knew Mr. DoLuiver better than any other one living knew hin 
I ask leave to present it, not to be read, but to become a part 


| of the memorial volume when it is printed, it being necessary 
| to its completion. 
Mr. BANKHEAD submitted an amendment relative to the | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letter pre- 
sented by the Senator from Iowa will be prinfed as requested. 
Mr. YOUNG. I ask that it may be printed in the Recorp. 
There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 
MR. CLARKSON’S FAREWELL TRIBUTE TO DOLLIVER. 


From the Des Moines (lowa) Register and Leader. ] 
In a telegraphic dispatch I have already responded in part to the 


request of the Register and Leader for “an expression on the death 
Senator DoLuiver.” In that I expressed my sense of the Nation's lo 
and of my own personal grief in this untimely end of his great career 
There will be those who will think that his death, largely if not wholly 
dne to his incessant and faithful overwork in the cause of the peo; 
will have contributed even more than he could have done if living to 
the cause that he espoused so earnestly and powerfully, and this may 
true. Yet, for my part, I believe that he was plainly in the li: 
destiny to serve a still greater part in this cause than he had yet | 1 
able to do, much as he had done. He had already become the leak . 
the public thought of the Nation on the great reforms so imperativ: 
demanded in some of our leading national policies and in our bu 
systems, and to me he was becoming plainly the choice of the peop! 
the supreme leader in the final action which will put these demand: 
change and reform in the national statutes, or such reforms as w 
bring the country and its business and its people back to normal ba 
with corporations and property having all the protection that they 
serve and yet with human rights always having preeminence over pr 
erty and all material things. 

DOLLIVER’s heart was as much the embodied heart of the American 
people, the struggling and “ uncounted millions,” as he so fondly and so 
felicitously termed them, or the great masses who in their relat 
poverty have a fairer and larger life in this Republic than the sa: 
class of people have in any other country of the world, just as m 
as the heart of Lincoln was the embodied heart, not only of all t 





| struggling and suffering millions but also of all patriotic Americans 


the vears before the Civil War. sesides this almost divine sym) 
for the people at large and his desire to save the working people of t 
country from being degraded to a peasantry similar to the peasant! 
of Europe, as Lincoln desired to free the millions of human beings fro 
slavery at that time, he also spent long years of studious and incessa 
investigation into all economic questions and learned to know the just 
basis on which the readjustment in this country should and must and 
will finally be made. He was among the earliest to see the force of the 
resistless evolution which has been going on in this country particularly, 
and also all over the world in a lesser degree, and among the first to 
know that the tide could not longer be resisted. 

Instead of his views as so conspicuously announced in his spee 
of unequalled power and persuasion in the debates in the Senate on 
Payne tariff bill—the speeches which so unprejudiced an authority 
the Springfield Republican, first of all political and literary critics | 
New England, pronounced as having brought the Senate debates of t 
time to be judged as equal in merit with the debates of the days 


; | nahi eles Ma om aged ‘s See » sealous views 
proposing to appro- | Webster, Clay, Randolph, and Calhoun—being the zealous viev 
priate $50,000 to investigate and test the underflow of the | 
streams, and also the artesian waters, in western Oklahoma, | 


a new convert, I personally know them to have been in fact his own 
personal views for many years, for these views long have been fy 
own, and I often talked them over with him in the intimacy exist! 
between us, and we both agreed, over 20 years ago, that no tar! 
duty should any longer be imposed, except in such measure as wou 
protect the American laborer in the difference between American 4! 
European wages. These were not only his private views but often 

frankly expressed public views. In fact I have always felt that it was 


the plank in the Iowa Republican platform in 1895, as I remember t 
date, in the State convention held in Cedar Rapids, declaring that 
“the tariff shall never be allowed to become a shelter of monopoly. 
and which was presented by George Roberts and DOLLIVER, that put 
lowa in the lead of a rising revolt against any further high or increas 
It was this plank that ushered in what finally became 


ing tariff, 
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nally known as “the Iowa idea.” In the years since then I talked 
ntly with Mr. Dotiiver, and found him increasingly in favor of 
ig instead of i ising the tariff duties. I talked with him 
1 times during the debate on the Payne bill, when he came to 
New York hunting for the actual facts as to the important schedules 
to which he made such complete and unsparing investigation, and 
consulted with me and other customs officials in this port. He never 
topped until he got the entire truth in detail, which truth he used 
ith such terrific effect in his speeches in the Senate and with such 
eee proof as ought to have defeated the schedules that he 

‘ ‘led. 

Besides his own tireless work and overwork, which at last and not 
lowly brought to him the fatal penalty which his country now de- 
plores, in investigating for the truth, he had the service for several 
\ s, and in the last year or more the constant service, of Henry D. 
richenor, the best posted man of this time in all the intricate details 
of the tariff—the son and student of Col. George C. Tichenor, the 

eatest tariff expert this Nation has ever had and who, as a high 
official of the Treasury Department, was the expert authority and ad- 
viser of Congress in the preparation and enactment of the Wilson Dill, 
the McKinley bill, and the Dingley bill. Thus, his speeches in the 
Senate were based not only on his own long and profound study of the 
economic conditions of this country, but also on ascertained and estab- 
lished official facts gained by him with such an exhaustless and ex- 
haustive research and with such hard labor on his own part, and 
through the invaluable help of the first tariff experts, as no other 
public official had ever attempted or utilized. 

This great testimony of incontestible facts which he gave in the 
Senate served the one great purpose of convincing the great masses 
of the people—‘“ the uncounted millions,” as he termed them—but failed 
to convince the majority of the Senate, which had determined not to 
be convinced. ‘Thus did he place on the great trestle board of the 
Nation’s progress the truth, so imperiously demanding long needed re- 
form in the reduction of the tariff, and with it the plan for accom 
plishing it. This plan that he thus presented to the wisdom of the 
Nation and the conscience of Congress will surely yet be enacted into 
law: and it is more than probable that he himself would have been 
called to the Presidency as the insurance of its being done. He had not 
lived to lead in fulfilling his utterance as a prophet, but in a not dis 
tant time his prophecies will have become the statutes of the land and 
the full protection of the people. 

That Senator DoLttiver worked with Senator CcuMMINS in the final 
struegle in Washington was from the fact that Senator CUMMINS was 
ight also and not because anyone or any power than his own con 
ience led DoLitver to take what his own 20 years’ experience in 
‘ongress had shown him to be the only thing left to do. I was in sym 
hy with the most that he did, and yet, as a much older man and a 
nan of the older generation that had passed, could not share fully in 
he views of the new generation in holding so many of the old party 
eaders as having been unfaithful. For they had served in a far differ 
nt period in the evolution and upbuilding of this Nation, and had, 
n my opinion, served as faithfully the demands of their time as were 
OLLIVER and the other leaders of the new generation proceeding to 
their duties now. While I approved his general course of pro 
and appeal in the Senate, and had plainly increasing admiration 
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or him for the rare powers he was so plainly and so constantly 
owing, I advised him to vote at last for his party under protest, and 
e the responsibility on it. Yet I am free to say that in this he 
wed iself possessed of more courage and more loyalty to the 





id 


he saw it, and died prou 


ple’s interest than I did, or the courage of this newer and braver 
perhaps better era in politics. In any event he plainly met his duty 
d of his action; and the coming time is not 













unlikely to find posterity calling it not only the bravest, but the greatest 
of all his many acts in his long and brilliant and always faithful 
career 

One who has lived as long as I have and personally watched the 
cour f things in 50 years of politics can look with admiration upon 
the great of the new day and the new order without joining in 
tt too p present tendency to impugn the motiv of tt greal 





leaders who led in the great legislation in th I l 
For my part, I believe that these denunciations should cease and tl 












party be brought together to agr upon the rislation which is ft 
enact in the statutes the reforn yw so irresistably demanded by the 
publ interest and the public The party should be brought t 
gether i ad of daily being se ted more and m I do not mea 
that there should be the least ender on the . w con 
victions or y lessening of the demands for « rativel 
needed, but I do believe that 95 per cent of of tl 
coun want to find in an amicable nner i V » sett 
tl questions All that is needed is to ascertain and to enact into 
law what will be just to property and the people alike, and yet wit! 
the rights of the people always above the rights of property. In 
idgment, two such great leaders as Senator Erinuv Roor, » con 
mate in knowledge of corporation law and corporation rights, and ye 
n isof the rights of the people,and Senator Dotuiver, representing 





ly the interests and wishes of the people, conld have com 
ny time in the past two years and made a draft for thi ‘ 









r statutes which would have ] tl 
land what the people are so imper ling 1 l ntir 
to demand until their will and wish are I d rl 1 
greedy 1 per cent, or the capitalists, who constitute n r 1 pet 
( population of this country, who have h their iy too 
an oo long, will not much longer continue to d it the | ] 
det nation to readjust the Government t basis absolut t 





nterests alike 
On the personal side of \ 














; ‘ la wl la 
I of the Register and dad I will 
ture to add somethi ] too lo - 
I life readily Ip 
the tage of his I Ww » un 
d tl loving . f . a ' 
he loving care of his gy th tru 
' I oe son of a poor ) l » who 
‘new the parents know ths F ins 1 ther tl 
Which was almost divine, for both were of the t of « 1; and tl 
. knew him intim ate! cially in his early days in I 1 
7 3 | for the almost to worship His fatl 
j ares - > ter 1 } ‘cuit of the 1 ntain ad { { 
virg , carried more tha gospel of the Master to f r 
pe te W . himself a great man. and a man who was so dey nd 
s 1 nan ilmself as to be one of the greater pioneers in the vast 1d 


faithf 





work and uplift of the people of the early Republic. Much of 
power of oratory Senator DoLLIver possessed came from his 
out a inherited from his parents, with whom the Bible 

aiways the highest platform not only for human thought, but for 
juman action; and nearly every great speech he ever made was in- 







































formed and made, nearly inspired y apt and resis l D 
from its sacred pages. In a speech that he delivered on Abr Lin 
coln, on Lincoln’s birthday, before the Rey an Clu ft 

years ago, he naturally found in t aracter and r of | 

an inspiration to quote from the hi t sul B 

was to such splendid and imp ve t t t I nt 
Roosevelt, who was present, the remark to \ g va 
the greatest and most impressive sp« l eve l it 

said that the church gave Senator DoLiiver l and t 
great work on such a high plane, and also made his ew 
Tribune, of this city, calls him to-day, “an orat : ta ri in 
either of the great parties.” : 

The second stage of his life begins wl f f 
schools, he started West to earn his own living and i 
port of his father, who had been largely incapacitated t f 
leg. He stopped first in Illinois one winter to teach s L; 
and temperament and perhaps a higher power kept his great 
from being long employed within such narrow bord nd |} 
to Iowa to practice law at Fort Dodg ind to ente! to ft ’ 
career which he finally achieved ites of loy t ed 
more of fortune to the State than when they « ned to ad { 
young pioneer from Virginia. The record to be wi n now, t ! 
which will grow constantly larger as time will pas 3 t L 
great State has bestowed its greatest honors 1 t 
migrant since that time, he has in return towed s greater 
upon it in the theater of the wider field of the wh world l 
faithful and mighty measure he has added to the respect, t 
tion, and the love which the world has come to } > * the ¢ 
wealth now so great, then just rising into its | f « l 
greatness. 

I first saw Mr. DoLLiver late in the winter of 1884 at Fort Dodge, 
where I had gone to see Gov. Carpenter, the lovable man w \ one 
of the noblest and the best of lowans The governor o knew the 
Register was always watching for new stars arising in lowa l 
of DOLLIVER and said he was the making if not already the 
orator in the State, and asked me if I would not stay over ut t! 
next day and he would have a meeting called in the courthouse with a 
speech by Do.tuiver. I told him my engagements required I should | 
in Des Moines that night, and the governor started to take me t 
train in his buggy from the farm As he was driving through a 
in Fort Dodge he suddenly said, “ There’s DoLutver now and d 
up to a group of men working in the street 1d there, v king 
ditch in the street, in his bare feet, working out his poll tax 
future great Senator It was typical of tl! man, for. ile he |} 1 not 





yet come to have any income as a lawyer only of tl ends 





















he was meet his duty as a citizen by manual labor, \v h } ed 
him, and living in his little law office, with an oil stove, dol: ! 
cooking, and sending all possible money that | l earn and \ 
his father in Virginia Later in the I ye hen he wa 
into the national campaign and won such an instant’ and 
tory as an orator and won so much ra oe n J f 
tional committee, expressed to me this fear that ich t 
praise would turn the head of any young mat { told him thet 
instance in Fort Dodge and said that man W tarted in life 
a manner would always be secure against any y 
due vanity _ , 
This day in Fort Dodge Mr. Doutrry1 I in 1 
his greatness w so brimming in him even then 1 l eve 
said was immediately won by him, and there I 
two ¢ most cheri “l intimate friend ! 
throu 1¢ passi ea s n I Ie l 
I at ded tay « nd | ind 
; is own orbit tH +) 1 ( 
rer r of I 
Ap | had Sta ny 
t t t I onal l n 1884 ( ( t : I 
! r ir with tl S t lhad M ) 1 
te oral 1 of t S ' 
¢ } ; } l YT ; | ’ 
1d ! t f low l ‘ it I | 
v I hed n} it t <« I 
fut high usefu wer and 
» that I \ \ l I lw 
t! I I I f t 1 ‘ 
Stat I kindness t 
ing that I 1 go to Ne \ r tl 
itive ¢ imit i I 
I i no ; tion I l tat l 
ved n r to | ea 
which I have ften I had not 
bet n t ‘ Blais 1 cl 
for t n nal ca gested I 
m 1! i ly 
it px tiality S3 l M 
If tl t] rr I i 
witl nt } ! 
ion fy 1 unu pow S l 
reached New York while the exe i I 
had } rought t r 1 t 1 
timid fa young man among fa 
rit nd 1 too friend nspection I 
rid M Llobart (afterwa Vice ] \ 
. . or rrow I $ 
ska ik wi you y | Is 10, ) 
‘ " ' w , 
nd 1 tl t I [ 
) I | t 
; ; t | \\ + 
filled rfl ) I rt { l 
l . x t n Hi 
) l du j if 
l iif he wanted t i d t t » I i 
t tee that W l ) 
Ai ite 
had | { 
than 1 J 
tl gh ul 
Af t! I 
in a hun 1 M 
asked to { 1 
in orats 
al arriy l fi l 





tim l ] \ 
in the national service until the election. 


until 








great personal feat In American politics was in the wien’ 





i first 
speeches he made in Ohio in the campaign made that year for the State | 
¢ ion in October for the election of a State ticket. His campaign 
\ © inspiring and his persuasion so infectious that he gave new life 
to the Republican Party there, and it was admitted that he had saved 
the State from what had been expected to be a Democratic victory. | 
Mr. Blaine always held Mr. DoLutver not only in great admiration for | 
l re ability as an orator and leader, but also in much of personal | 


I 
iffection; and gradually and quickly the young wes 
atly beloved of all the principal party 


the third stage in Mr. DoLLiver’s evoli 


tern leader came to 
leaders of the Nation. } 
tion into a great career was | 


in the years when, in 1889, he was elected as a Member of the lower | 
Ilouse of Congress; his early rise to unusual power and influence in that | 
body ; his four reelections to the HouSe, and the constant increase of 


his prestige and usefulness; his large participation as a member of the 
Ways and Means Committee in the creation of the McKinley tariff law, | 
where he learned much of the information which he used in the debate | 
on tl Payne bill; and finally, after he had bec« » one of the accepted | 
leaders and greater orators of the party, his transference to the Senate, 
| 
j 
| 








he came into such close and intimate relations with Senator 


Allison, so loved and honored alike by all Iowans and all Americans, 
who accepted him as a colleague who could give as well as receive 
strength and help. He grew to have still more affection for the vener- 


able leader than he had had before, and proved a very Jonathan and a 


very pillar of strength to him in his later years, extending to such a 
defense of him in that last pathetic year of life and such a defense of | 
equally unexampled devotion and strength as no Iowa man had ever | 
before been given. DoLLIver’s campaign in Iowa for Allison’s last elec- | 


tion was such a demonstration of strength and courage as no other Iowa 











! has ever shown Himself a man of the newer generation and the 
ner ler, instead of going the safe and easy way of affiliation with his 
own generation and making sure of his future without doubt or hard 
ship, he voluntarily and idly took up the cause of a great and noble 
man, who at best was very near the end of his days, and cheerfully and 
gladiy gave him his support, and such a support and based on such 


devotion, and despite the very possible sacrifice of himself, as not one | 
man in a million would ever give even to his dearest friend. This one 
act of lofty courage and fidelity should and will in a State with hearts 
uch as the people of Iowa have, of itself make the name of DOLLIVER 


forever sacred and loved by the people who honored him so much and | 
so often, and who in loyal and grateful return honored them still more. 


The fourth stage in DOLLIvER’s life, or last, covers the closing years, 
which will now always have an historical pathos which will be insep- 
from his undying fame. It covers the two years of his greatest 
achievements, of his proudest victories in his service to the people, which 
will always be a model because Of its usefulness and purity as well as 


arable 
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for the luster of its legitimate greatness, | 


In the widening circle of his growing power he had come into the 
consecrated approval of the people of the whole Nation—a people who 
had already come to look upon him as the desirable and inevitable man 
for the supreme place in the near future. He had made his way to this 
high place purely by his own ability. He had such help alone as the 
inspiration of the devoted love and help, first of his parents, and next 

f his wife, who was so worthy of him in all his greatness and of his 
mbitions and purposes, and the loving help of his noble sisters, and all 
l others who found a new joy and pride in being admitted to his 
riendship and unchanging affection. His own sad and sudden death 
recalis to those who knew and loved the brother, too, for his many noble 
t 


jualities, the sudden death of his brother Victor. 

For Iowa it may be said—and I remember as I say it many thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of good hearts I personally know in the 
State, a State I love as I love no other—that in none of its many acts 
which it has rendered for the benefit of the world and the service of 
mankind has it honored itself more than in giving to the public service 
of the Nation and to the cause of the people a man so pure and so great 
and so useful as Senator DOLLIVER. 

In the closing years of my life, when, with everyone who is nearing 
the end of the long journey, I find a greater and yet more radiant and 
revealing light shining on the acts of all men, I discover even in the 
earlier public acts of Senator DOLLIVER more of useful contribution to 
the public good and more of lasting benefit to his fellow men for all 
time than I discovered then. They were the forerunning prophecies 
and promises of the greater things to come in his ministry and help 
sin ‘or the waiting millions whom Lincoln consecrated with the now 
sacred title of “the plain people.” And as I see now the fruitage of 
the great results of those early efforts, and review the unselfishness and 
the purity as well as the greatness of his life and his work, I find it one 
of tie proudest titles I can set down for myself that I was given to 
gain the confidence and the unchanging friendship and affections of the 
man whose name, not only in the years but in the centuries to come, 
will be quoted as that of one of the Americans most to be quoted for 
the emulation of all young men, and to the honor of a Republic which 
could develop such a man for the larger service of his own and all other 
people. Plainly, and from the first, he “ lifted his eyes unto the hills, 
from whence all strength cometh.” 

JAMES S. CLARKSON. 
AFFAIRS IN ALASKA, 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I present an article by 
taken from the Saturday Evening Post, on “*‘ What is the matter 
with Alaska?” I ask that the article be printed in the Recorp 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado asks 
for the printing of certain matter. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: | 

WHAT IS THE MATTER WITH ALASKA? 

What is the matter with Alaska? It is generally agreed that she 
is sick, but no one seems to have diagnosed her ailment. Much has 
been written to prove her invalid condition ; publishers have prescribed 
their own patent medicines; consultations have been held in Washing- 
ton—which broke up when the doctors began to pull hair and gouge 
and acuse each other of unprofessional conduct—but no one has thought 
to ask the patient herself how she feels or exactly where the pain lies. 

As a matter of fact there is nothing serious the matter with Alaska. 
The trouble lies with her self-appointed doctors. She suffers from over- 
advertising 

There is a certain industrious body of men in the theatrical profes- 
sion who have never trod the boards and who never intend to, whose 
duty it is to sit at roll-top desks and dream out advertising schemes. 
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prima donnas of diamonds, arrange milk baths for leading ladies, and 
marry chorus girls to dukes. They worship space, not truth; 10 sticks 
of type are to them more sacred than the Ten Commandments, Whethe: 
Alaska’s press agents have been unscrupulous or blindly enthusiasti: 
matters little; she has been vastly overtouted. She has been boomed 
as a land overflowing with milk and honey, a land inlaid with gold 
and with billions in coal and minerals, from which we common people 
are kept by the strong-armed, hairy-chested trusts. Certain magazines 
are, in the main, responsible for this misconception; also certain in 
dividuals who have endeavored to serve their own political ends }\ 


wholesale exaggeration. The former are in need of sensations—t! 
latter are quacks; neither have paid much attention to truth or t 
actual conditions. It is, perhaps, unchivalrous to liken anything so 


harsh and cold and tough as Alaska to a music-hall artist; yet she has 
been exploited in quite the same theatrical manner. She has seen het 
rhinestone bracelet described as a necklace of blue-white diamonds, he) 
rabbit skins changed to sable and ermine, and her voice heralded as a 
thing of surpassing richness. Yet, when it came her time to go on 
and do her turn, the stagehands began to fight and she was forced to 
wait in the wings. She knew she was a headliner, for she had read 
all the advance stuff; but the audience was interested in the rough 
and-tumble and forgot all about her. The operator in the balcon, 
turned his spotlight on the commotion; and when it was all over the 
crowd decided it was time for them to go home. The next day the 
police closed the house. 
It was a very bad opening, but she still believes she can sing if she 
gets a chance. Her press agents continue to enthuse over that diamond 
necklace, they have discovered a plot to steal her furs, they give her 
all the publicity the papers will stand—but she can not eat press 
notices; she wants work. She has enough pawn tickets now to pay 
a skating rink, but if she is not booked before long she will not have 
sufficient wardrobe left to appear in when she does get a job. 
Much has been said lately about the conditions and needs of Alaska: 
there has been also a certain amount of speculation as to who ow: 
it—the corporations or the Government. Both claimants have been 
heard; in fact, everybody has been heard except the Alaskans them 
selves, but no decision has been rendered. I claim to be a “ sour- 
dough” by temperament and experience if not now by actual residence : 
consequently I believe I know something about the country and its 
needs, just as I know something about the fellows who Hive there ar 
their wants. 
Comfortable gentlemen who have never been north of the Canadian 
border have decided that, first of all, Alaska needs a new form of goy 
ernment; but they are hung up over the question of whether it shall 
be territorial or commissional. As a matter of fact, Alaskans are so 
restless under present conditions that most of them don't care a tinke: 
hoot whether their officials are appointed from Washington or chosen 
by cutting the high ecard in the Bucket of Blood Saloon, at Fairbanks. 
so long as they get some land laws. That is what they need most 
land laws and a settlement of the coal controversy; for the latter |s 
the key to the whole situation and until it is disposed of they can n 
develop their Territory on a permanent basis. In addition to this th 
want capital and transportation, which in a way are synonymous 
Neither of these is possible, however, until definite and lasting titles 
to the land are established. : 
When De Lesseps was digging at the Panama Canal the Paris office 
at one time sent him a shipload of snow shovels. With equal judgme 
Congress has saddled Alaska with a set of hot-weather coal regulations 
that are quite as useless as were the snow shovels at Colon. The 








| are ample laws in Alaska to safeguard the life and liberty of the in 


tex Beach, | 


habitants and, on the whole, her form of government is probably as 
good as anything Congress could or would give her until she is read 
for complete territorial government—which is not yet. But her land 
laws are in bad shape. 

Alaska sends a Delegate to Congress; but why she does so nobody; 
seems quite to know, for he has no vote and is about as useful to h 
constituents as a tailfeather to a frog. Under the present inadequate 
chaotic, and conflicting land laws a large part of her development 
ceased. Unless something is done quickly she will go broke, not 
minerals, perhaps, but in men and in ambition, which are quite a 
valuable. 

; ae in starting that she has been overadvertised. I might better 
have said overguessed, for very little is known about her, up to d 
This is no attempt to minimize her resources, which are even now « 
siderable, although nothing like what some enthusiasts claim. I d 
intend, however, to show that under existing conditions she offers 
most unattractive field both for the poor man and for the rich man 
and until these conditions are improved neither men nor money wi 
flow northward. She will require more capital and more men than any 
country we know of, yet opportunities for the prospector are not n 
what they were a few years ago; and the capitalist who would inv 
there under existing restrictions would certainly need to have his head 
thumbed by a phrenologist. 

Let us begin with those resources of which we have heard so muc! 
and find out what they really are. Gold in large quantities has bx 
coming from the placer fields for 10 years, but the supply from proy 
camps is rapidly decreasing and, unless the Iditarod surpasses expecta 
tions, Alaska has certainly reached the maximum of her placer produ 
tion for an indefinite period. So far, the production of quartz has been 
confined to the coast range of mountains and almost entirely to the 
southeastern part of the country, but after 30 years of lode mining 
there are in all of Alaska, which has an area one-fifth the size of 
United States, but four—possibly five—gold-quartz mines on a dividend 
paying basis; and three of these are on Douglas Island. There 
others that produce some ore and there are many prospects, for ho; 
runs high in the Northland; but smelter checks are very rare. ; 

Copper is found in various sections of the country, but cheap pri 
for that metal have closed down all low-grade properties. There a: 
but three high-grade copper mines along the entire coast—one 
shipping considerable ore, another is shipping a little, the third is rm 
ported to be worked out and upon the verge of abandonment. 

The completion of the Copper River & Northwestern Railway ft! 
year will afford transportation for a large copper-bearing district 1 
ward the interior, a section about which much has been written ar 
more has been predicted as to richness and extent, but in which lit 
ore had been developed. The Bonanza mine, owned by the Alas 
Syndicate—meaning the Morgan-Guggenheim combination—is the o: 
one with sufficient ore in sight to ship. 

TOP-HEAVY FINANCE IN ALASKA, 

It is worthy of note here that when the Guggenheims bought t 
Bonanza it was claimed that there were from $25,000,000 to $60,000,000 
of copper ore blocked out and measured up; in consequence, this dis 
trict was heralded as the coming source of the world’s supply. As 4d 
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‘They are the ones who meet incoming steamships with brass bands, rob | velopment has progressed, however, these figures, perhaps owing to the 
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Alaska climate, have shrunk amazingly, until they now total but 
$6,000,000. The Alaska Syndicate expects to reap a profit out of the 


Lb za, over and above the mine expense, of about $5,000,000; but, 
in er to do so, it is spending $20,000,000 for a railroad to haul the 


ore after it is mined. Now, though it is true that this road will serve 
the rest of the copper belt if it ever develops into a copper belt, and 
will also serve the Bering River coal fields if they are opened up on a 
shipping basis, nevertheless its construction represents such a_top- 
heavy investment that level-headed Alaskans have been badly fright- 
‘ 
t 


ned for some time lest the “ Morgan-heims”’ get discouraged .and quit, 

s putting an end to the only railway project of consequence in the 
entire Territory and seriously retarding the development of the country 
at large. No one seems to know precisely where or how they are going 
to get back that other $15,000,000 after the Bonanza is worked out, 
and it is public gossip that, had George W. Perkins, Mr. Morgan's 
partner, gone to Alaska prior to the summer of 1909 and before so 
much money had been actually sunk in the enterprise, the syndicate 
would never have gone ahead with its $20,000,000 railroad, but would 
have closed down and waited at least for a settlement of the coal con- 
tro v. 

One thing seems to be certain from all that can be ascertained, 
na ly, that the “ Morgan-heims” are not overdelighted with their 
railroad investment as it stands to-day, regardless of all we hear to the 
contrary; realizing, as they must, that it is certain to be many years 
before any Alaska trunk railway can pay for itself. The ultimate 
fi icial suecess of such a road will even then hinge upon many con- 
tir es that no man is wise enough to forecast with any surety. 

I have no doubt that even this plain statement of fact will shift me 
from the ranks of the muckrakers and gild me with Guggenheim gold; 
but, to an observer who is familiar with the real, not the magazine, 
resources of Alaska, the actual and not the theoretical conditions, it 
\ 





seems that the Morgan-Guggenheim outfit has been very neatly and 
ery effectually promoted. No one who is posted seems to think they 
would do it all over again; and yet their investment promises to result 
in the one and only permanent improvement that Alaska will have for 
some time to come, the one and only means of transportation that will 
afford a medium for development. 

ro return to her inventory of resources—a workable deposit of 
gypsum has been opened up on Baranof Island and a marble quarry on 
Prince of Wales Island. Tin, zinc, lead, and antimony are found, but 
not in quantities to pay. 

The furs of Alaska amount to practically nothing and, broadly 
the timber is fit only for local use. The fish, however, are of 
alue and with proper husbanding will constitute a sor , 
wealth for generations. The fisheries are and have been for years 
very well developed Large areas of coal are found in all sections of 
the country, but only in the Bering River and Matanuska fields is it 
found in such location and of such grade as to make it of general 
‘ 
t 
( 

















speaking, 






f 






ercial value. Surface showings indicate large veins in both of 

lds. but no development work has been done and all estimates 
nage are wild guesses 

: ineers are agreed that the quality of the coal is such as to give 

t wide commercial use and the quantity is sufficient to justify the con 

on of railroads from tidewater, although the surface in both 

; indicates extensive faulting, which will diminish the minable 

More than 900 coal claims have been located in these two fields, 

it one has been patented and no coal whatever can be mined until 

















e of the elaims are allowed to go to patent or until Congress pro 

vides another way of getting at the matter. 
FARMERS WITHOUT A MARKET. 

l us take the one remaining resource, which Is agriculture In 
ce favored spots experimental stations have grown lovely lettuce, 
fat tatoes, crisp radishes, and other nice, toothsome vegetables, to 
f with some hay and certain grains; but in the whole length and 
l of the country, which, as we have said, is one-fifth that of the 
{ ted States, there is not one thrashing machine and not more than 
half a dozen mowing machines Alaska offers a wide diversity of soil 
and climate, to be sure; but the population is so scattered that fart 
ing does not pay, and, even if transportation is provided and a per 


nent population grows up, it is extremely doubtful if she will ever be 
able to grow more than enough for her own consumption. I have hea 
it stoutly maintained that her agricultural possibilities are equal to or 
better than those of Norway and Sweden, but no sensible Alaskan 
believes it. He would dearly love to see farming put on a paying basis, 
but he is perfectly willing that somebody else should try it. 

It seems reasonable to forecast that Alaska will never export enough 

iuce to make farming pay, but with the building of roads and the 
settiement of her mineral areas she will develop a market of her own 
and thus make agriculture profitable to a limited extent. If it were 
undertaken now on a large scale, however, the farmers would have to 
eat their own fodder; not until the country’s present needs are satis 
fied will these conditions change, 
ro summarize briefly: Her fisheries and her placer gold fields are 

ing their maximum; there are five dividend-paying gold-quartz 
mit and two established copper mines, with a third about to be 
opened up; some gypsum and marble. Add to this her coal and her 
uncertain farming possibilities, and we have a very meager total. 

It is rather a disappointing outlook in view of all we have read about 
Alaska’s untold wealth, our heritage in her precious metals and out 
pe pita share in her many hidden treasures. As a matter of cold 
Tact, the developed resources of the country are at present incapable 
of sustaining a larger population than she now possesses—some 37,000 
white people—and when the placer mines are exhausted to the point 
where the individual miner can not work his ground at a profit she will 
lose 10,000 of those 37,000. That may occur at any time, and once it 
es to pass there will cease to be many opportunities for the poor 
r sorem now it is a country essentially for large capital, well 
directed, 

Whatever the resources may be in the future, it is certain that the 
tremendous exaggeration that now prevails can do nothing for the I 
manent and lasting benefit of the country. Unless the truth is known 
and ipital is encouraged in every proper and legitimate way, we can 
look for very little advancement during this generation. 

At present the crying need is for proper and efficient land laws and 




















an nediate settlement of the coal dispute. President Taft advocates 
a ron mission government, but it will do no great good to appoint a 
body of six or a dozen men to supplant the present governor, unless 
they are given more power than he has Unless they are clothed with 
‘ rity to administer the public domain they will merely fill the place 
ul * how occupied very successfully by one man. It is hardly to be 
fone ed that Congress will ever part with its authority over the publi 
and hence it is up to that august body to get busy on a proper code 
( 


let the actual form of government take care of itself. 
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In puncturing these iridescent bubbles I do not wish to give a wrong 
impression Alaska is rich, but 1 ri , | Way s 
and it will take long years of extensiy ind ex : developme t 
get at them The poor man will continue lelve with } < and s \ 
at the gold placers, and his contribution to t t t will 1 
insignificant, but so far as reak pe snent nd ey ive y 
there are, so far, but three proved s I 1 fisheries 
lodes, and the coal fields The fi ies a 
producing about $10,000,000 a year; the es \ in 
places, as we have seen above, and show | I t 
production as the country grows; but the \ ‘ l 
tains the greatest value of all, is the on ty Y 1 
country permanence. Under present ¢ lit I ‘ 
tion of the lode deposits, but also the est: ! t ! ‘ nad 
largely upon the devel nt of this fue N ‘ 
mined until Congress or e Department of 1 i 
action. 

Before we inquire into the real comm ial \ the A } 
deposits let us first sketch a brief history of t 1 and ex in how 
they came to be tied up to the serious d é of the « ntry ro 
begin with, let us eliminate the vast deposits t ‘ tered 
the interior, the practical value of which at pre t is 
ing, and confine ourselves to the Bering R iM 
which seem to contain the best qualiti ind are for \ 
only ones possible of development rl for 1 
100 miles of a deep-water har *. the latter x 
In extent they are much larger in the aggregat nt I’ 
fields, and they contain both soft and ird it 
thracite—some of which is jual to the t f n | nsy 
Wales. It is the only coal fit for naval ind on t I 
co 

1900, Cor 38. F lizin t ‘ t 
necess y in Alaska, ]} dan act exte ! t t ntry the provi 
sions of the United States laws It was t e tl 
of this merry jest ‘ DI it rhe United Stat 1Wws ] led 
that none but subdivided, marked-out nd plotted land could be t i 
up by claimant At that.t \ l i \ 
whole of Alaska lt t I 1 in that leviled t 
has been of a piece with that ¢ ind eg ' he ne 
Was nearly as humorous, fo | vided t nly tracts of 160 acres 
could be located, and took no ( nt ti l POSS! lit ot 
to work a tract of that size in the wilder Phat wi 3 pe l 
profitable as truck gard na < lot Ss i 
Un t 3 d act d in 1904 t 0 ‘ 
boundaries f l filed, s nd 
rechase pl $10 an Was pa \ { 
sup] * d Vit W ' 
rom <U0 to [0U miles, trails were cut, ns bul Su do 
k for nothing, and I am told t t develop } 
n 160-acre tract fien cost $5,000 In e™M ! ka 
000 or more 1 it nad 4.4 0 
! In the I vel is an Ln ! | ! 
on November 1 I 1 lands i \ i 

ntry and so f is d pment ned Fi l 
ibruptl 

This is D. 1911 1 tl 1 ) I \ ’ 
Central Raily s dly ming 
ant ul stl eru ind w £ s to do s 

Let us see why the | lands wer \ I \ ding 
law « 1904, under I t of t lan is iked, a locat 
re ired to vear that | had ide 1 deal i 
eit to ll or receive 1 for hi ! i t 
inter d for ims¢ ind f I i t 
fir t nservative 1 t t I 
ini rn ’ 381 fr ) ’ 

t in a wild wi 1 
) t ning to { ~ i 
was | it 1 l I ! 
I rhe a of t ‘ I ! t 
1 ‘ ‘ i | run 4 - 1 | i 
! lds b i sO i in 
I sident Roosevelt ordered the withd f . % in n 
slaska on which “ workable coal is k 
rhat happened in Noven r, 106 

me of those dis} d ela s | t \ 
bona fide, honest loeators a ng t total t it t ! t 
and the guilty have suffered alike 

In 1908, to be sure, Congress ng t I that w 
done, passed another act designed to 1 coal t 3 fi 
sible fraud by reason of an ultima it ntion to work 1 { Mio 
acres in conjunction, and permitting t ng of O60 N 
there are some who stoutly maintain t t n this ar I rf s 
insufficient to justify the « I tut r | it and « 
the existing physical conditions; but, wl r it or W r it 

there is another proviso in the law that renders it al tely 1 
far as permanent development of t il goes 
COA IN PI ym N I 

he act provides that. should two or mor ft rT I t 

ther, she uld th re { I con I tl n I Str nt t ! 
s of coal by a joint 1 tan 
tri the title to the land s ! f t ( 
the object aimed at is commendable: I ! ‘ i 
words, it effectually rs out the 1 pital t n up t 
fields for who would put money into an A kan pro] ta 
which might be invalidated at any momer or t of e men in 
control, unknow t \l I l 
this part of tl » t t t s I ! l 
( i d pur] I, 
b tt . wit 

the t \ r y 

ha l la 1 no 1 3 ive i l 

n nded t e! t t | t t ' 
f 1 in t I ir} nd o nw hil \ v d 
foot to sup] nt Pacific « t ! 
certain authorit Alaska in t ii 1 d W 
‘ ! ry * fro It ( t 

If t ex ! Lit those of f I 1 1 
to go to patent, of if Congress will enact vS Dp 
of ct the industry is ible of supplying I 
several thousand ]| ; and, in additior t Ww tid I 
mineral development « the intry at I 

It is laughable to think of a country that is badly in n 
portation forcing a railroad to import inferior coal from ¢ , 2 oe 
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high | y : n tra over coal beds of infinitely better 
qt It I ighabl to every ne except the railroad 
P K I C th na V pay a stumpage tax of 50 cents a 
‘ 1 Tol i the t r they cut for fuel along their right of way On 
1 i nm the s bituminous coal at the edge of the river, but the 
st ‘ e to rd wood cut from the banks or import fuel oil 
! ‘ t ve! thor nd miles distant There is a little rail- 
I in the Tanana Valley that burns wood in a most wasteful man- 
I . 7 $15 ord for it plus the stumpags Part of the road- 
be laid ove extens bitumi 1 d, but if a fireman 
picked up a lum that outer hen ptarmigan there 
would be a riot that could be heard in : 
‘his winter the residents of Alaska, vhom believe that they 
own the best coal on the Pacific coast, are paying from $10 to $15 a 
: Gritis! mbia grade at Cordova and from $25 to $50 ¢ 
» coal miners who can't afford to buy coal are 
¢ the benign Government a tax of 50 cents a 
ge. It is a remarkable situation and one de- 
if for no other reason than for the sake of 


fuel more than any section of our country 
ive the right to burn her own coal. 














HONEST MINERS IN HARD LUCK. 

Sup] a real tate owner agreed to sell you a piece of land and 
entered into a contract of sale at a fixed price, and you made him a 
s tantial payment on account Then suppose you came around to 
pay the balar and take title, but he refused to carry out his agree- 
mi and insisted upon keeping the land. What would you do? If you 
considered it a good purchase you would probably try to force him to 
live up to his contract, or perhaps sue him for damages. Suppose, in 
addition, he not only refused to pass title, but also refused to return 
you the money you had given him Would that make you sore? That 


is precisely what our Government has done with the fellows who located 
the Alaska coal measures. Of course there were ce n fraudulent en- 
tries, and these sho be refused; but there are others that were made 
in good faith, and those men ought to have their land. There are honest 
miners even in Alaska, and conservation doesn’t spell highway robbery. 

It is generally understood that Alaska’s coal is of supreme com- 
mercial importarce to the whole Pacific coast, and that there is a plot 








on foot to gobble it all It is claimed that, once this coal is opened 
up, we shall see a reduction in the cost of fuel from Seattle to San 








Diego, unless the corporate interests combine to hold up the price; and 
that by exacting a substantial royalty from the coal tonnage our Gov- 
ernment will realize a fabulous sum for us fellows who sit around at 
home. This seems to be of a piece with the general exaggeration and 
misconception that prevail about Alaska resources in general. 7 

As a matter of fact, Alaska coal will have to compete with California 
oil, of which there is an abundant supply, and the cheaper grades of 
VYashington and British Columbia fuel. Unless workable deposits of 
iron ore are found easily accessible to the Pacific coast it will take 
many years to develop a market for Alaska coal. California oil is 
being delivered at the Treadwell mine in s yutheastern Alaska at a coal 
equivalent of $2.80 a ton; a 1d it is estimated that the Bering tiver 
coal will cost $2 a ton on top of the ground, leaving transportation, 
profit, and royalty still to be reckoned with. By many it is doubted 
if Alaska coal could be landed in the State of Washington at a cost low 
enough to warrant its use for steaming purposes, although the hard 
coal would doubtless find a ready market for household uses. On the 
other hand, a geological expert estimates that there is a present annual 
market for some half million tons of Alaska coal and another market 
for, say, a million tons, in which it would have at least equal chances 
with that from other fields. He Says, however, that these estimates 
are little more than guesses, and it is worthy of note that in his re- 
ports he has used exceedingly low freight rates and low fixed charges. 

To eliminate tiresome statistics, it seems that Alaska coal is avail- 
able for local consumption and will have a limited market on the Pacific 
coast provided cost of production can be made as low as it is in the 
United States; but the wild estimates of the wealth represented by 
those deposits are quite on a par with the usual method of reckoning 
profits in the poultry business. One can buy six hens and a rooster 
and then, with the aid of a pencil and pad, sure himself out to be 
the owner of 10,000 laying fowls in the course of two years. It doesn’t 
work out in practice, however, and neither does the Alaska coal. 

As a matter of fact, that fuel will need to be worked on a conserva- 
tive basis by capital that is content with a low rate of interest, and a 
market will have to be gradually built up. Our per capita share of 
that “ heritage’’ will figure out mighty small. 

This is no excuse, however, for keeping it locked away securely in 
the Interior Department, nor does it give Congress any cause for per 
mitting the continuance of the present land laws. There is one reason 
outside of Alaska's needs that should be sufficient in itself to put an 
end to the apathy regarding the matter—and that is the need of our 
Navy. Alaska has the only coal on the Pacific coast fit for naval use, 
and yet the fuel burned in our Pacific ships is hauled from West Vir- 
ginia, Pennsylvania, or Wales, around the Horn, at a cost greatly to 
exceed the cost of coal from that north country. 

It is sufficiently humiliating to a proud Nation to realize that in case 
~f war she would have to buy foreign ships to transport coal to her 
aattleships; but why rub it in by making her buy foreign coal with 
vhich to load those foreign bottoms when she has plenty of her own 
close at hand? No fleet can be permanently stationed on our Pacific 
coast without a vast extravagance for want of Alaska’s fuel. Our 
prosperity and safety demand that it be developed. 
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TEN YEARS ON THE OPERATING TABLE. 

Mr. Carnegie, Mr. TAWNEY, and others scoff at the possibility of war 
with—let us say—Japan, for instance, stating that we are amply safe- 
guarded by our isolation; and yet we are not isolated at all toward 
the West. On the contrary, we are spraddled out all over the map 
and are spending $400,000,000 to build the Panama Canal, largely for 
the purpose of increasing the efficiency of our Navy. We are fortifying 
that canal, moreover, and we are fortifying Hawaii also. Other authori- 









ties, ips, as intelligent as the ones just mentioned, are equally 
certain that we shall have war with Japan. While we are spending 


countless llions to build naval strongholds in the Pacific, why not 
develop enough coal for the Navy to burn and save sufficient money in 
the process to fortify the Alaska coaling stations? It will help to 
put us on a war footing and aid in developing a country that is badly 








in need of assistance. Alaska may some day prove the key to the 
strategic mastery of the Orient. At any rate, economy, if not patriot- 
ism, should compel us to burn her coals in our battleships’ boilers. 


Alaska’s population has grown from a few score Americans to about 
40,000; her trade, from a bare nothing to exceed what we have with 
China and its open door, or the Philippines with their millions of people 
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and their millions of cost. Traffic has grown from one steamship a 
month to about 30 on regular runs. Her gold and copper fields, despite 
the current exaggeration, compare favorably with those of our richest 
States. She has the largest per capita production of any community, 
Territory, State, or country in the world; and yet the one resource 
that will make her permanent is securely locked away by a govern 
mental policy that can in no sense be put down to anything except 
ignorance and indifference. Congress has had the patient on the table 
now for 10 years, and this is a plea to quit bickering and get the 
operation over before she dies from the ether. 

lier two prime needs are land laws and transportation. How badly 
she needs the latter is shown by the fact that the annual freight biil 
for every white man, woman, and child in the interior Is $350 Her 
present paralysis shows the need for the former. The Interior Depart- 
ment must determine the validity or invalidity of the titles to the coal 
land, and Congress must adopt some method of disposition of the public 
ands in general before the population can tmerease. Her needs are 
few, but such as they are they must be attended to or her development 
will halt; she will remain a land of scanty and unstable population. 
Once a comprehensive and efficient system of land laws is determined 
upon, Congress must then adopt some plan for securing cheap and 
uninterrupted transportation to the interior, where are the only !ands 
to which a population will attach itself. It is doubtful if any railroad 
through the coast range will be able to maintain itself for the first 10 
years without assistance—and yet the railroads must come before the 
population does. 








A WORD ABOUT THE LOBBY. 


This does not mean that governmental aid should be offered to every 
meal-ticket railroad scheme that comes up, for it is this very class of 
enterprise that is responsible for a large share of her present troubles. 
A competent board of Army engineers should do the recommending: 
and assistance should be rendered only in a way to give open and fair 
opportunity to all and secure the maximum results from a minimum 
guaranty. 

There is a_ perennial _—. of mischievous railway promoters and 
lobbyists hanging about Washington, and they are worthy of a word in 
closing. During the past five years a number have wintered there at 
the expense of their victims, trying to persvade Congress to grant rail- 
road franchises with a guaranty of interest on bonds for construction. 
These men have been and are opposed to any seheme for the development 
of transportation that does not make their own particular projects the 
subject of its legislative favor. 

Kailroads must be built; and if the Government will not build them 
she will be called upon to assist, for, once the land laws are properly 
framed and tie coal made available, it is the railroads that wi!! lend 
Alaska the secret of bloom—the magic of economic creation. Without 
them she must remain locked away in the dark of her mountain shad 
ows, her potentiality sealed in the womb of something that never was 
and never will be. 

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 10691) granting 
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent rel:tives 
ef such soldiers and sailors, which was, on page 4, to strike 
out lines 3 to 6, inclusive, 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
House amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

H. R. 10605. An act for the relief of Aaron Wakefield; and 

H. R. 22270. An act for the relief of Amos M. Barbin. 

H. R. 32822. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committce on 
Pensions. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, Executive clerk, announced that the President had, on 
February 24, 1911, approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolutions : 

S. 574. An act to authorize J. W. Vance, L. L. Allen, C. F. 
Helwig, and H. V. Worley, of Pierce City, Mo.; A. B. "urnil, 
D. H. Kemp, Sig Soloman, J. J. Davis, 8S. A. Chappell, and W. M. 
West, of Monett, Mo.; M. L. Coleman, M. T. Davis, Jared R. 
Woodfill, jr.. J. H. Jarrett, and William H. Standish, of Au- 
rora, Lawrence County, Mo.; and L. S. Meyer, F. S. Heffernan, 
Robert A. Moore, William H. Johnson, J. P. McCammon, MM. W. 
Colbaugh, and W. H. Schreiber, of Springfield, Greene County, 
Mo., to construct a dam across the James River in Stone County, 
Mo., and to divert a portion of its waters through a tunne! into 
the said river again, to create electric power; 

S. 8736. An act providing for the releasing of the claim of the 
United States Government to arpent lot No. 44, in the old city 
of Pensacola, Fla.; oe 

S. 9443. An act providing for the naturalization of the wife 
and minor children of insane aliens making homestead entries 
under the land laws of the United States; 

S. 10011. An act for establishing a light and fog-signal sta- 
tion on the San Pedro Breakwater, Cal.; 

S. 10404. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to grant a 
right of way through lands of the United States to the Buck- 
hannon & Northern Railroad Co.; 
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S. 10431. 
struct a bridge across the 
Little Rock and Argenta, 

S. 10574. An act 


An act to authorize the Argenta Railway Co. to con- 
Arkansas River between the cities of 
Ark. ; 
to amend an 


act entitled “An act providing 


for the withdrawal from public entry of lands needed for town- 
site purposes in connection with irrigation projects under the 
reclaination act of June 17, 1902, and for other purposes,” ap- 
d April 16, 1906; 


Ss, 10596, An act to authorize the 
Co. to construct a dam across the outlet of 
Kettle Falls, in St. Louis County, Minn. ; 

S. 10690. An act providing for aids to navigation along 

Livingstone Channel, Detroit River, Mich. ; 
An act to amend an act entitled “An act permitting 
t building of a dam across the Mississippi River at or near 
{ village of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn.,” approved 
February 26, 1904; 

S. 10836. An act to authorize the Minnesota River Improve- 
ment & Power Co. to construct dams across the Minnesota River; 

S. J. Res. 131. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point two Chinese subjects, to be designated hereafter by the 
Government of China; and 

S. J. Res. 140. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan certain tents for the use of the Confederate vet- 
erans’ reunion, to be held at Little Rock, Ark., in May, 1911. 
BATTLESHIPS FOR ARGENTINE REPUBLIC. 
PRESIDENT. Certain resolutions come over from 
a former day. The Chair will not lay them before the Senate 
because the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA Fo.ierre] re- 
quested the Chair not to do so yesterday, and the Senator from 
Wisconsin seems not to be present at this time. 


PEND OREILLE RIVER BRIDGE IN WASHINGTON. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, during the morning hour I 


ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 10785) to legalize a bridge across the Pend Oreille 
Stevens County, Wash. 
justify my request. 

Congress enacted a law authorizing the construction of the 
ve referred to in the bill. There was a lapse between the 
ge of the act and the approval of the plans for the bridge 
by the War Department. This bill is intended to ratify the act 
that was done pursuant to the act of Congress, but not in time. 
It will take but a moment to pass the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him. 


River Improvement 
Namakan Lake at 


Rainy 


the 


S. 10757. 





The VICE 


A statement of a word will perhaps 


asks 


Mr. BURKETT. What is the character of the bill? 
Mr. HEYBURN. It is a bridge bill. 
Mr. BURKETT. I ask that the bill may go over. The Sen- 


ator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBer] has given notice to 
the Senate of his desire to speak this morning; and as we know 
our time is somewhat limited, I ask for the regular order. I 
object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order 

RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the bill relative to the Canadian reciprocity 
agreement, for the purpose of permitting me to make some re- 
marks thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill referred to by the Senator from North Dakota, the title 
of which will be stated. 

A bill (H. R. 32216) to promote reciprocal 
relations with the Dominion of Canada, and for other pur- 


is demanded 


The SECRETARY. 
trade 
poses, 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, there was laid before this 
be for its consideration yesterday evening a bill which, in its 
ultimate results, is more important not only to the agricultural 
interests of the country, but, to my mind, as well to the manu- 
facturing industries of the country, than any that has been 
before this body since I have been a Member of it. I have tried 
to give the matter adequate consideration; I have tried to 
ascertain whether there were two sides to the question, but I 
have been unable to find anything but the evil side. I shall, 
‘refore, in the brief argument which I shall present to the 
senate, consider its immediate effect upon all of the agricultural! 
interests of the country and its resulting effect upon all our 
other great industries. 

Mr. President, several years ago, in addressing a gathering of 
farmers in my State upon the question of a protective tariff 


ae their relation and duties in reference the reto, I stated in 
substance; 


tii¢ 


Ser 
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River in | 


| years in support of a protective policy, for 














There are no people in the world to-day whose interest d 

etention of the protective tariff more t n does the interes 
farmers of the Northwest With that policy maintained in its v 
as a national principle, the agricultural horoscope shows a m 
dent field of progress and prosperity than s ever been wilt ! 
fairest dreams. We are to-day upon t threshold of con 
tofore unknown in this country Our food- ming 
increased enormously out of proportion to « food-} lucing 
In 1870 the population in this count: wa se { 
tural; to-day it is one-third agricultura In s than 40 s 
protective system has anged is country from‘a condition i 
two men were produ icing the fo for le oT 1 to « i 
where one man is producing the food for two men > t Y 
to-day reaping the benefit of the latter condition in the enhar i \ 
of your every commodity. That system has built up vast 2 i 
mighty populations to consume the farmer's products right a s 
and not from three to six thousand miles away where the 
pete with the world’s products. That system is rapidly redu 
surplus of food products, and we all know that it is the su 
depresses the price of any article. A very small surplus 
greatly depreciate, and a very little deficit will always greatly 
the value of any commodity. Hence the very best and o1 
way to enhance the value of our farm pr oe ts is to increas 
demand until we lower and finally extin sh the surplus 


Slowly and patiently you have been wi orking toward this end I 
years you have borne the greater burden of a protective | 
the conviction that the time would soon come when you sl 


| equal benefits and others should equally share in its burdet I 
years, without serious complaint, you have sold your surplus 
unprotected markets of the world, while you have purchased all 
your necessities in the highly protected markets of this cour In 
this vou have manifested a patriotism for the upbuildi: of y . 
country and the cause of your fellow laborers unknown elsew 

whole land 


Now, when you are about to reap the full direct benefit 
policy you have by your vote sustained, will you be able to m iin 
policy? I tell you frankly a great danger confronts you And 
as surely as night follows day, great injury and injustice will | ull 
you unless you are so organi: that you can defend your ow nte 


i 






est. For when our grain prod tion in this country no longer exceeds 
our consumption, and our Tarenine population for the first time in it 
history finds a market, not depressed by that everlasting surplu and 
we are about to secure the full benefit of that condition in ine ed 
values, there will then be a cry over the whol nanufacturing t 
of the East and in all the large cities for fre« { od—for an unt i 
loaf of bread—and the effectiveness of that cry will not be k ned 
the fact that it requires less expended energy on the part of the laborer 
or other purchaser to buy the loaf of bread than on the part « t 
farmer to produce the grain that enters into it 

This is no idle fear. I tell you again that the greatest opport 
that ever knocked at the farmer’ a | is knocking to-day. And k 
of that opportunity is the jailer Fate ith ha kles to bind y 
another century. You can open the door a this opportunity, wl 
emancipate you from an industrial thralldom that has existed for 
or you can by inactivity allow the gyves to be placed about your w 


And, Mr. President, knowing what was coming, I have been 
for years pleading with the farmers of the country for such an 
organization as should enable them to make their wants known 
and their voices heard in the Halls of ¢ 
industry in the country has been organized, and that they should 
be ready to meet this issue, which was sure 

And, Mr. President, we have had some result, I think, in my 
State from the addresses I have given there for the last f 
when our legislature 
this winter passed a resolution condemning the proposed reci 
procity agreement, which places all farm products on the free 
list, they emphasized the fact that our State is a protecti 


gress, aS evel 


to come. 










State and that we will stand for prot ion, not only to t 
farming interests, but to every othe r industry in the countr: 

In the direction of organization they have made some | 
ress. And wherever they have organized you have heard the 
protest against this greatest industry in the country bei 
ficed for the benefit of practically every other industry 

And, Mr. President, when the great assault was made on 


the protective policy by the whole press of the country be 
of our failure to put print paper on the free list in 1909, I did 
as much as was in my power to keep the 


from being stampeded by the violence of that assault, again and 


farmers of mv St 


again warning them that the very fil blow that would 1 
struck by reason of this crusade would be struck at their « 


interests 
Mr. President, I am now coming directly to the question, D 
we, the farmers of the country, need any protection? I have 


heard it stated here so often in discussing the question of farn 
prices that those prices were made by Liverpool—that erroneous 
proposition has been made so often that it seems that Senators 


and Representatives are themselves beginning to belie 

What is it that fixes the price of the food products of the w 

It is not Liverpool any more than it is Hamburg or New York 

or Minneapolis or any other grain center in the whole wer!4 
The world will require for the year 1911 a certain amount of 

food products; it will require for 1912 a certain additi 

amount of food products, and just so far as the world’s prov 


is equal to that demand, just to that extent will our prices be 
normal; but whenever the world’s supply is a little short of t] 
world’s demand prices go up, and when the supply is in exce 
of the world’s demand prices go down. So, it may be said, as a 


general proposition, that the price of food 


products is deter 
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mined by the world’s supply and demand, modified by the local 
conditions: and it is the loeal conditions, Mr. President, that 
most directly concern us. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. For a question. The Senator has studied 
this matter carefully. Is it not a fact that the demand for food 
products, not only in this country, but throughout the world, is 
increasing more rapidly than the supply of food products in this 
country and in the world, and that the disproportion has been 
steadily widening? 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
not be uttered——— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am asking the question. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And before I get through I am going to 
be able to demonstrate even to the satisfaction of the Senator 


No; Mr. President, a greater error could 


from Indiana that within 10 years Canada alone will be able to | 


produce more wheat along our own border line than we will 
need in the whole United States, although we should raise not 
a single bushel. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 


Dakota yield further to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. MCcCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator did not mean it 
way I know, but he did not answer the question. 
tion is not in relation to the future. 
point of the Senator’s argument, whether it is not a fact that 
the demand for foodstuffs, not only in this country but in the 
world, has been inereasing more rapidly than has the supply 
of foodstuffs in this country and the world? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No, Mr. President, the world’s supply has 
been able to meet the world’s demand. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is not the question I am asking. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And without any great increase in the 
price of any commodity. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is not the question I am asking; 
and, of course, if it is not agreeable to the Senator to answer 
I will take my seat. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is perfectly agreeable, and I shall be 
glad to elucidate the proposition in answer to any question 
that any Senator may desire to ask. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am asking for information. 


in that 


I think 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. McCUMBER,. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. With the Senator’s permission, so far 
from its being an academic question, it is a specific question 
which can be answered by statistics, and that is whether or not 
not only our wheat exports are gradually diminishing, but also 
those of Russia. Then I will ask the Senator another question, 
if the Senator will just answer that “yes” or “ no.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. Propound your other question. 
answered the first one. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not think you did, and other Sena- 





I have 


| tors think likewise, 


Mr. McCUMBER. Then they were likewise inattentive. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘Take the question of the supply of rice. 
Is it not a fact that the supply of rice is diminishing in com- 
parison*with the consumption of rice? I merely take those two 
illustrations. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; there is a greater demand, probably, 
It is becoming more of a universal diet and, of 





My ques- | 
I am asking now on this 


| duces the food for two. 


it is quite the gravest subject that confronts our own or any | 


other country. The question is whether it is not the fact that 
the demand for food products in this country and throughout 
the world has been steadily increasing faster than the supply 
of foodstuffs in this country and the world—not whether the 
world has managed to get along, but whether it is not the case 
that the pressure of consumption is constantly growing heavier 
on the sources of production? Is not that the fact? 





I will | 


state it again, so that the Senator will get it if I am unfortv- | 


nate enough not to make it clear. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is it not the fact that for years the de- 
mand for food products, not only in this country but in the 
world, has been increasing more than the supply of food prod- 
ucts in this country and in the world? 
future may bring; I do not ask whether we have gotten along 
ov whether the world has gotten along, but if that is not the 
fact? 

Mr. McCUMBER, 
but I will answer it again. So far as the world’s produet is 
concerned, no; so far as consumption in the United States as 
compared with production in the United States is concerned, 
yes, certainly. As I stated in the beginning, we have changed 
this country in 40 years from a condition in which two men 
were producing the food for one man to eat to a condition in 
which one man now is producing the food for two men to eat. 
That answers the Senator’s proposition, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
two specific questions, then? Is it not the fact that not only 
our exports of wheat are gradually falling off, but also that the 
exports of wheat from Russia, which is the next great wheat 
producer, are also steadily falling off? 

Mr. McCUMBER. ‘That is an academic question that follows 
the other. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. McCUMBER., 


tion is so much greater 


No; that is a question of fact. 


than the increase of the rural pepula- 
tion, of course a greater percentage of our products will be con- 


sumed in the United States and a less percentage of them will | 


go into the export trade. 


I do not ask what the | 


course, takes the place of some other diet. For example, the con- 
sumption of wheat per capita in the United States a few years 
ago was about eight bushels. To-day it is only about six bushels. 
The reason is that we are consumiug rice and other articles 
of that kind. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. McCUMBER. 





Is it not true that the reason 
But I intend to cover all these matters 
before I get through. I have now answered the Senator-— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
intimates that he would prefer not to further yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGDR. Very well. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can go into the details of that—— 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from North Dakota yield tc 
me for one question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator has said whereas two farmers 
produced food for ome person originally, now one farmer pro- 
What is the Senator’s opinion of that 
condition? Is it not because the profits of the farmer are less 
than the profits in other vocations, and if we reduce those profits, 
will we not reduce the production instead of increasing it? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is because the flow of population will 
always be in the direction of the greatest remuneration for a 
given amount of expended energy, and people will go to the 
city just as long as they can live better in the city than they can 
in the country. 

Mr. WARREN. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question on that? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator states as a proposition that 
the flow of population to the cities is because they get more 
wages there than they can make on the farm. Do I understand 
the Senator to say that? 

Mr. McCUMBER,. You understood the Senator to say that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. Now, I want to ask the 
Senator if it is not a fact that one cause of the drainage of 
the country population to the cities is not at all because it 


| gives a greater remuneration, but because of the greater variety 


I thought I answered the question before, | 


As long as the increase of our city popula- | 


of city life, the greater amusements of city life, the establish- 
ment of trolley systems, bringing the farmers’ boys and girls 
into town, where they have more amusements and many things 
than they think they can get on the farm? Is not that recog- 
nized as one of the great causes which is gradually draining our 
country population to the cities and not at ali because they can 
make more there? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That argument reacts on itself. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, But is it not a fact? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will give the Senator the statement and 
give him the facts. First, the earning capacity of the dwellers 
in the city is entirely out of proportion to the earning capacity 
of the inhabitants of the rural districts. Secondly, the farmer 
will be able to have practically as many of those conforts, 
beeause he is now situated generally near a city, if he has an 
earning capacity that will allow. him to have those lux 

| As I stated before, it is because of the drift of our population 
into the cities that we are draining the country, and it is be- 
cause there are greater remuneration, more comforts, 


ries. 


more 


luxuries for a given amount of expended energy im the cities. 
L want to change this condition, modify it until the earning 
| capacity of the two sections shall be about the same. 
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Now, Mr. President, I would like to go on with this dis-] we have been exporting, I think, in that time as high as 
cussion. Senators comprehend yery little about the country | 125,000,000 bushels of wheat in a single year from this country, 
that is immediately north of the United States and lying west | nevertheless our range of wheat prices throughout the Dakotas 
of the Red River of the North. There are five or six great | and Minnesota has been on an average of 10 cents a bushel 
Provinces, and any one of those Provinces would make five or better than on the Canadian side. The Great Northern Rail- 


six of the average States of this Union, and every one of them | way runs through our State for 400 miles east and west ‘he 
is fertile and every one of them is capable of producing a greater | main line is about 100 miles south of the Canadian border, and 
per-acreage crop than can be produced in the United States. every 25 to 35 miles there is a spur that runs up and across the 


I am going to call attention to only three of them. I will | Canadian line, and there are little towns on these spurs or 
take the Province of Saskatchewan, which lies right north of | feeders on each side of the boundary. One instance is that of 
the western portion of my State and of eastern Montana. It Portal and North Portal. It is all one city, with the British 
has 160,416,000 acres, and it has a tillable acreage of 86,826,240 | flag flying on the north side of the street and the American 
acres. I will ask that this table may be inserted without read- | flag on the south side of the street of the same town. 
ing itall. But I want to call attention to the salient points in it. Just before this reciprocity matter was reported to Con 

Manitoba has 27,000,000 acres of tillable land. Alberta has | gress, and having an idea of what was coming, I wrote to my 
100,000,000 acres of tillable land. I think there is considerably | friends along the border line to get the market price for wheat 
more than that, but that is a very conservative estimate. That | in every one of those towns, and I have 27 of these towns here 
means 213,826,248 acres of tillable land in those three Provy-|in a table which I have prepared which shows the difference 
inces, and the average of wheat production for 1909 was 21] in the value of wheat and barley on one side and on tlie 


bushels per acre in those Provinces. other side of the line and which will be of value in determining 
But let us suppose that all of the tillable land was cultivated | whether protection does protect our cereals. 
and the yield only 10 bushels to the acre, and I am speaking Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 
now only of these three Provinces and the tillable sections The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
thereof. If it was 10 bushels to the acre those Provinces alone | Dakota yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
would produce 2,138,000,000 bushels of wheat. I want to com- Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 
pare the size of any one of these Provinces that Senators may Mr. NELSON. I wish the Senator would read some of those 
comprehend the danger that lies at our door with any of the | figures. 
great wheat-producing States in the Union. Mr. McCUMBER. I am going to do that, Mr. President. 
Let us take Saskatchewan, with her 250,000 square miles, Mr. BEVERIDGE. Do I understand that the prices are on 


That is as large as the States of Idaho, Iowa, Illinois, and Michi- | one side of the street and the prices on the other side of the 

gan combined, all of them great agricultural States, and that! street in the same town? 

Province is capable of producing as much or more than all of Mr. McCUMBER. Absolutely. Go up to Portal, and if you 

them combined. That is only one Province. will buy wheat on the side over which the British flag flies you 
Here is Manitoba. It is larger than North Dakota. Here is| will pay 10 cents a bushel for it less than you will on our side 

Alberta, with its 253,000 square miles; larger than Minnesota, | to-day, or at least that was the case until this reciprocity 








North Dakota, and South Dakota combined. agreement came before Congress. 

I ask that this table may be printed with my remarks. I will give the Senator the figures—and Portal is one of the 
The table referred to is as follows: towns and North Portal another. But I am not only going to 
Area of Provinces and States. give him the figures now, but I intend in another table to give 
— ee ee ee ee ee aie rd — | bim the figures that will cover every Saturday evening quota 
. Number of | Number of | Number | tion for two years, so there can be no question about the fact 

Provinces and States. | acres. acres tillable| of square | that it is the rule and not the exception. 

land. miles. ; a 7 ’ - : os 

I will take December 31, 1910. Wheat in Kermit, in the United 
es — Fe ae i States, 90 cents a bushel. The nearest town in Canada is 
Soshetchowen Lhaiienkbcdidatine duleecinne’ oe on = Estevan, where the price was 76 cents a bushel. These towns 
BE icc castitdbdiidictdtenndessctbeees 188, 48 27,000,000 | 73,732 | awa 1% Non ame am tm nan + Aiffar — af ae p 
Mla Tree ess te ee 162'000°000 | 100'000/000 953'195 | 4re 15 miles apart, and there is 14 cents difference in price of 
neniaiaiecseosa teeta dl nscddegaapamaiaamam inane _.. | wheat, and the freight is exactly the same where the grain 

Tita Abed cido dans csnanaten 369,604,480 | 213,826,240 | 577,507 | goes through the United States in bond. 

. = =e | : : To. 8 . 
itt is, ” 58,353,600 Se ae 83.365 | January 10, Pembina, in the United States, wheat, 97 cents. 
Wants Wee ae ot... ..:-.-.-. ; 70.795 | In Emerson just over the line, about 4 miles apart, 82 cents— 
ee CE Cecinicriisinmreaieniien 77,650 | a difference of 15 cents. 

Eh stenintcnkiekbinadenncEnwe I Ciesiveicccinutaitnainen 77,510 Mr. BEVERIDGE Will the Senator permit » to ask bin 

SO ORR en - | 84800 4 : > 4 E ain aku. e senator perm ni O i < l 

ee ee er 56.025 | & question? 

se setindtireserinaeincnanieh intima aiaaiaien 36,256,000 | alpchseraeahtanrivclacsl | 56,650 Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly; just a question. 

Wisc ae 68,915 | Mr. BEVERIDGH. I just wish to recall the first British 
seems liicntgehida etal tinctibantimensa quotation that he gave and the second British quotation that 


397,919,000 |_ pacmenengae 621,750 | he gave. 
Mr. McCUMBER. The first was Kermit, in the United 





an a large ‘or x . . i ) 

Saskatchewat equal in sise to taste, Iowa, Illinois, and Michigan. States, and Esteven, in Canada. 

Alberta equal in size to Minnesota, North Dakota, and South Dakota. Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I mean to say—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. Again I want to call attention, by the use Mr. a Pembina, in the United States, and Emer- 
of a map, to what is regarded as the wheat-producing States | 5°, 2 “anada. 
and the wheat producing section of Canada wank of the Red|, Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, what was the Estavan quotation 
tiver of the North. This map, with its colored sections, will | f"™ Wheat and the Emerson quotation for wheat? 
give you the comparative area of the several divisions in Can-| Mr. McCUMBER. You want to cross them? All right; I 
ada and also in the United States, with their acreage and their : do that if you wish. 


possibilities for the future. Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish the two British quotations 
Mr. President, I know something about the productive ca- Mr. McCUMBER. I have given them. Do you wish me to 
pacity of that section of the country, and I know almost all | Tepeat them? 
about its size and the land that can be put under cultivation. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 
It will take you 36 long hours of riding over a fertile country Mr. McCUMBER. Let me repeat them. Kermit, the Ameri 
from Winnipeg up to Edmonton, upon the Canadian Northern | can city, wheat, 90; Estevan, the British city, 76—14 cents 
Railway. It will take you about 20 hours to ride south from | difference. On January 10 Pembina wheat was 97 and Emer 
there until you get down as far as Calgary, on the Canadian | son 82. 
Pacific, and it will take you another 30 hours to get back to Mr. BEVERIDGD. I wish to ask the Senator a question 
Winnipeg, and all of the country you will traverse is, every | there. 
acre of it, tillable land. There are little bunches of timber Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 
here and there, just enough to furnish firewood for the farmers | Mr. BEVERIDGE. He gives the two British quotations for 
who may settle that country in the near future. towns in practically the same neighborhood, in the same region. 
And all the grain that can be produced in these Provinces| Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 
will be in competition with the grain of the United States. Mr. BEVERIDGE. In the British towns one was 76 and 
And while I am speaking of Liverpool prices, let me have the | the other 8S2—a difference of 6 cents. 


‘ 
‘ 


by reason of placing our products on the free list. Let us see 
whether we will suffer or not. For the last 10 years, although | fluctuates. It may go down considerably in a few days. 


’ 


| 

| 
attention of those Senators who declare we will not suffer any Mr. McCUMBER. The price quoted in the first instance was 
| for December 31 and in the second for January 10. Wheat 













SID 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was within 10 days. 

Mr. McCUMBER. There is the same difference on this side; 
but the difference between the Canadian 
towns is about 10 cents a bushel right along. 
tind these figures correct and very interesting. 

Now, I come to Portal. Portal, December 31, 1910; wheat, 90 
cents a bushel on the American side. 
street, 75 cents a bushel; 15 cents a bushel difference. 
the town the Senator asked me about. 

Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
kota yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 

Mr. DU PONT. Does the Senator think the difference, the 
lower prices of Canada, are due to a restricted market? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Due to what? 

Mr. DU PONT. The restricted markets or a less cost of 
production ? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is due to the tariff. That is ali. The 
Canadians have to pay the duty, or, rather, the duty is divided, 
as it is on most articles, between the producer and the importer, 
and the difference in the market value ranges just about, on 
the average, half of the tariff. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does it cost more to produce a bushel of 


That is 


wheat immediately across the line than it does to produce a | 


bushel of wheat just this side of the line? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Wait a minute—outside of the value of 
the land? 
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and United States | 
The Senator will | 


North Portal, across the | 


Does the Senator from North Da- | 


1 Irie. 

Date | Kind of |Name of townin United | cor 

: grain. | States. l aanelaal. 

| | 

i isdnccdnntenisienseunienstcs SNE NIE ovine ccncancaxs $0. 90 
Pe, SEY RRs Sa 6epidckabceacedncensccucepaes OO ccccl DOMED 5. ccscdecaseas .97 
PL tibcbvudssiseastske ances nksknsesle do....| Neche - 96 | 
i rn ccs onuscvecdesasksbeesacia |...do - 90 
Se citcchasdebebateusunee meee eS 96 | 
UE MND cidk <cnccuuuaeutudbeecenctentoen 0 sss. 91 
Di ishbniniitetikicbebeiesi wekeuabend do PEORIA occcccctsoensss . 90 | 

iP Mshsses bb edamatd weckaenseubkeeenann do ND ccttcendannate 91 
cn «tena beak tac aaiibinecleiins aiaaeitaeinn do OIE Soe one nian aac toad ein al . 89 | 
SE HE SEEM swiadeckisvenvadssswsecasaens BO <ccch WEEE cncisccasense } 1.00 
DR tincendeierdtibpein ied anbegene Dic i ai ce mais BO ccc davininoweboie | 1,00 
Rs aidenunibjaie atone ape eulemeaunael OP cesckcaned | ere | 1.00 | 
scam se minis aikane ac Raine wed naasanedeuaa fl cone the EE sn n0ccneentpnee } . 96 
ree VE Eo do ....| Hansboro.............. 90 | 
ME, DL ciivsnedwsbednkedeaeunienee do RR cc ctncnsateiins 91 | 
PRD TR ROEE sncsenecccdscgecestsdseensenee do NEI dis cenit deme 92 
De kein sabia widen acemebantels a eeneaael Barley PRD vicsadanheowew . 67 

SR sskt nuda nbbiabbndus ddeesdakeewoabiene do SOOO kc cndsndcansconee . 66 
DR ichundchemeuissesinkghasenowebakeinns C0 5ccch CE BOOMs ccnwsacscxens . 66 





Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Will the Senator from North 
Dakota allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. 
year before last, when we had the tariff under discussion, in 


hearing a very eloquent speech from the Senator in regard to | 


the prosperity that comes to our country from the tariff. Last 
year I was appointed on the committee to look into the cost of 
living. 
the present, and it is no less acute. It has reached such a stage 
that the President of the United States has recommended this 
Canadian reciprocity agreement. 
the discussion of the tariff that the tariff had no direct influence 
upon the cost of living, and do I understand the Senator now 
to be claiming that the price of wheat must be raised and the 
price of flour must be raised? Then what is going to become of 
the consumer? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am going to come directly to that point 
in a very few moments, and I will answer the Senator. While 
there was no such claim made, I will show that it would add 
little if anything to the price to the ultimate consumer, but it 
would add very much to the price to the producer, because the 
price to the ultimate consumer is so many hundred per cent 
greater than the price the farmer receives for it, and the per- 
centage of duty that the farmer gets for it is so infinitesimal 
when compared with what it is retailed and sold for, that it 


would not and could not be a factor of any moment in influenc- | the removal of duties be? 


ing the cost of living. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gamste in the chair). 
Does the Senator from North Dakota yield further to the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 


I was very much interested | cents a bushel. 


That condition went on from the time we began until | 


Were we not informed during | 


FEBRUARY 25, 





Mr. McCUMBER. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
duction ? ; 

Mr. McCUMBER. At least not in the Northwest section. In 
my section of the country that you are speaking of there is 
| practically no difference in the scale of wages. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In the cost of production? 

Mr. McCUMBER. In the scale of wages. The cost of pro- 
duction depends upon the cost of your machinery and your 
horses and your cattle and the value of the land. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ah, the value of the land! 
| Mr. McCUMBER. These other things go into the cost of 
production, and on our side it costs a great deal more. 

I shall go over one or two other items. I do not want to tire 
the Senate on this. I will take St. John. On December 31, 
91 cents. Boisseran, on the other side of the line, 81 cents, and 
so I can go on through the whole table. 

But here is another cereal which will be still more seriously 
affected by this reciprocity agreement, and that is barley. 

January 10, 1911, barley in Pembina was 67 cents a bushel, 
and in Emerson, 4 miles from there, 42 cents, or 25 cents a 
bushel difference. 

Barley, January 10, 1911, in Neche was 66 cents and in Gretna 
it was 38S cents, or a difference of 28 cents. 

Mr. President, I ask to have the table inserted. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


No. 

No; I thought not. 

Very little. 

There is no difference in the cost of pro- 


Comparative prices of wheat and barley in United States and Canada. 


| | 
. . -rice i ffer- 1 . 
Name of town in Price | Differ | Tariff 




















tase per jencein Distance apart. | per 
Canada, | bushel.) price. . lbushel. 
iat nt eet | = = — ee 
NE ii sins inaction | 90.76 | 90.14 | 15 miles apart ........0..00000000] ) 
PR oi vancnuacusée | 82 | oe 5 IES Sieccdddtannedednd sees , 
inlsal tice hi ataaneied | .81 | cat OOS sincectasnvacacssanas ) 
Otte PORtal. ...cccacce | 75 | .15 | Just across line ) 
es! | 83 | .13 | 6 miles apart .......... ) 
| POMBO VOR 66. cccccovece | 81 | SEE IES cnanocceinnamnnssce ) 
Snowflake............. a | -13 | 4 miles apart .......... Sadsscaenel 25 
IG iu ion ceddindvons 81 | . ii. ee | 25 
CRORE WORE 2c cvccciccs 75 | ce: EIDE, asec ccncanncenews .25 
Colter ..... Lisanne . 85 | -15 | 15 miles apart .......... wessenswn 2 
eee | 84 | ot bP IES Nixcdncdccnscus ance 25 
DM tnatsedduascesnnd | . 86 | re aR |, ere 25 
OO” eee . 85 | se 1 Be ING cwancenceneeesecucs 25 
ae o20) 9AM | © UMMNOE AONE 20... cesccasseces 25 
RR ra 78 | FES I UEED tdicnovavsiensesisud 25 
ITED cicninncsanes .75 | Ee | DOME MIIIND x abccenacuoevecgane .25 
NL icimineponieds eo Te ere eee . 30 
eee | - 38 | -28 | 2 miles apart ...............00--- 30 
| | } | 

| Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. If I caught the Senator 
aright, he said we paid the difference of duty, and the duty 


is 25 cents a bushel. So the tariff duty would be 12 or 123 
It takes 4 or 44 bushels of wheat to produce a 
barrel of flour. The duty now is 60 cents. It costs about 60 
cents on the wheat to produce a barrel of flour to get it from 
Canada or to protect the Americans on this side, and the differ- 
ence is $1.20 a barrel extra to the consumer, and the ordinary 
family consumes 2 or 8 barrels a year. 
| Mr. McCUMBER. The dutigs are not added, necessarily, to 
| the price to the producer. I have stated that it was shared, 
in my opinion, about equally between the producer and the im- 
mediate purchaser. 

Now, I want to call attention, so as to clinch this argument, 
to a table which I have used before in the discussion of this 
matter. What is the effect of this reciprocity upon the barley 
crop of the United States? Do we need protection? If we are 
not receiving too much for our barley to-day, if we need all 
we are receiving, then we need the protection to hold it up to 
its present price. 

I want to meet the proposition of those in Indiana, Ohio, 
and other places who represent both the farming and the manu- 
facturing interests. I want to show to the Senator from In- 
diana and the Senator from Ohio just how much we have 
suffered and how much we will suffer in our barley products 
by the removal of the tariff on barley. For whose benefit will 

For the benefit of the ultimate 
| consumer? No; not by any means, Mr. President, but for the 
benefit of the American brewery interests in the United States. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If the Senator will permit me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 





Dakota yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
| Certainly. 


Mr. McCUMBER, 
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Mr. CRAWFORD. It no doubt has struck the Senator, as it 
has me, as being a very significant fact that in this schedule 
parley malt is made to bear a tariff of 40 cents a hundred 
pounds while the oats and the barley of the farmer must come 
in free. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Every manufacturing interest is looked 
after in this agreement. Here is a table upon the rates of 


duty upon barley showing the amount we imported, the value 
during the time when barley was upon an ad valorem basis of 
30 per cent, which was about 12 cents a bushel, and when it is 
upon a basis of two and one-half times that, or 30 cents a 
bushel. 

In 1895 barley was then on an ad valorem duty of 30 per 
cent, and we imported from Canada 2,074,076 bushels. We 
were importing more than two millions at that time. The im- 
portations remained about two millions until 1897, when we 
passed the Dingley law and made the rate 30 cents a bushel, 
and they immediately dropped from an importation of about 
2,000,000 bushels to 10,220 bushels. If you will look over the 
schedule of values in this table you will see that the prices of 
barley advanced as importations declined. 

So all the way through this table there is conclusive evidence, 
Mr. President, that we are receiving the benefits that are de- 
rived from a protective tariff, and the whole question is, Shall 
we surrender those benefits for the benefit of the American 
brewers of the United States? I submit the table, as follows: 


Barley. 








} | ] 
| } Average 

Pisea! | 

year 

ended Rate of duty. Quantity. Value. — - Value 

June eee. per unit 

30 } } of quan 

| | } tity. 
Bushels. Dollars. | Dollars. | Dollars. 

1894 30 cents per bushel 862,083.41) 392.078.60) 2 0.45 
1895 SEE 80 35.00 -0 44 

— (30 per cent.........| 2,074,076 851,717.90, 255,515. 41 
\ , a ee ia chictsidieaectadetids 826,017.28) 312,224.15) 93,667 .378 
We ascleased iticenceneneed 1,254,968.78, 388,259.81, 116,477 31 
seo {_...do 10,220 3,194.00 2 312 
. 130 cents per bushel 104,298 37,590.53 31,289.45 26 
Wieden itiicemiiininn 33, 487 
1900_ .do 48, 484 
1901. cae 53 .49 
1902_- i dnenodveenns 17 . 579 
WR wad do piiimadaal 17, .48 
— OE OE ee 26 501 
ici cad incdiemniniecs | 23, .487 
1906_ aaedaniilllleideata ti casita 5, 543 
cei acre ei atheism belied 3,5 559 53. 
Si inintsNistnnte dle ataicinasbieundididititnts D4 to 40.16 
ei Dias iin cathcitaiirninslves 551 54.47 





Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I have another table here 
which I promised the Senator from Indiana I would introduce, 
It gives the quotations of wheat in Winnipeg and in Minneapolis 
on the Saturday of every week, commencing with July 10, 1909, 
and ending with January 28, 1911. 

It is a most interesting table to those who want information 
upon this subject. I will call attention to a few of the items. 
Remember now, this covers several years, and remember also 
that the Winnipeg quotations are made on Fort William deliv- 
ery. Winnipeg, as I understand, has no 
vators, and the grain purchased upon the Winnipeg market 
means delivery at Fort William, while that purchased at Minne- 
apolis is delivered in Minneapolis. So we will probably have to 
deduct from the Winnipeg quotations sufficient to cover the cost 
from Winnipeg to Fort William. I may possibly be in error 
about that at the present time, but I think I am correct. 

Now, we will take Saturday, August 9, 1909. The closing 
price in Winnipeg was $1.12. That was when wheat was 
rather high. At Minneapolis it was $1.28. On the 14th of 
August, at Winnipeg it was $1.10, and in Minneapolis $1.43. 
That last quotation is not a fair average, as I think there was 
a corner upon the Minneapolis market at that time, and the 
result was that the prices were out of proportion. But let us 
follow this down. 

Coming now to 1910, on January 8 the Winnipeg price was 
$1.05; Minneapolis, $1.15%. 

The next week, Winnipeg, $1.03}; Minneapolis, $1.13. 

The next week, Winnipeg, $1.03§ ; Minneapolis, $1.143. 


So we can follow down to the very last item, January 7, 1911, | 


Winnipeg, 934 cents; Minneapolis, $1.08}. 
On the 21st, Winnipeg, 943 cents; Minneapolis, $1.042. 
On the 28th, Winnipeg, 943 cents; Minneapolis, $1.03§. 








great terminal ele- | 
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rhe table referres 


{ Winnipeg, No. 


Date 


1The day citec 


Mr. 


| ary there was 14 


there was still a ¢ 
21st it was about 
port of the effect 
hood to pass this ¢ 


McCUMBER. Now, I want to eal 
President, to a most significant fact. On the Tth day of Janu 





1 to is as follows: 
Comparatire fi 


1 Northern; Minneapoli N 1 Northern. ] 


1 ae Over or 
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1 in each ease is Saturday. 2 Holiday. 


vour attention, Mr 


cents difference in our favor. On the 14th 
lifference of 13 cents in our favor. On the 
the same. On the 28th, after we had a re 
of this reciprocity agreement and likel 
Yongress, Winnipeg went up and Minneapolis 
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went down. Winnipeg went up about 14 cents, from 93 to 
944, and Minneapolis went down from $1.08 to $1.03; so it 
made a difference of about 64 cents a bushel, resulting from 
the fact that the bill had been reported to the Congress of the 
United States, 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
Mr. McCUMBER. 


is the condition now. 


Temporary? 

No; not temporary, but permanent. That 
The difference is very little at this time. 
Mr. President, I want to bolster up this proposition and I 

want to clinch it again with indisputable argument from the 

trade reports as they are published in the Minneapolis Journal. 


I will take the Minneapolis Journal of February 11, 1911. | 


Iiere is the heading: 
May wheat declined 44 cents this week 
principal cause of severe break. 


Little in developments to favor the 
holders of wheat. 


Some slight improvement shown in the flour market. 
The price of wheat goes down and some improvement is 
shown in the flour market. 


Hon. Porter J. McCCUMBER, 


Possibility of reciprocity | 


I want Senators, if they will do me the honor, to listen to | 


two or three of these trade reports. I will take the Minneapolis 
Chamber of Commerce, February 11, 1911. 

Minneapolis Chamber of Commerce, February 11 The bottom broke 
out of the wheat market late this week and prices suffered the worst 
decline in several months. Early prices registered moderate declines, 
and this was followed by a moderate reaction. Both May and July 
closed Saturday below the dollar mark. This severe break was caused 
principally by the developments favorable to the adoption‘of reciprocity 
with Canada. 

On Monday Minneapolis May opened at $1.023@] and early Mon- 
day sold at $1.02%, the week's highest price. Following there was a 
moderate and gradual decline to 993% cents. On Wednesday and Thurs- 
day there was a moderate reaction and the near month sold up to $1.02 


late Thursday. On Friday and Saturday prices suffered the sharpest | 


break in several weeks. May sold down to 98% cents, the lowest price 
for this contract since August, 19098. The near month fluctuated in a 
range of 44 cents for the week, and the same contract in Chicago showed 


a difference of only 3§ cents. It was thought that reciprocity with | 


Canada would have a more depressing effect on the price of Minneap- 
olis wheat than Chicago, because of the geographical situation. The 
price fluctuations of this week seem to confirm this theory. 

Of course it does, because the grain that enters into the Chi- 
cago market can not get to Minneapolis; the cost of freight is 
too high. We need all of our North Dakota and Minnesota 
wheat for home consumption. We can use this year consid- 
erable of the same kind of wheat from Canada, for the purpose 
of mixing with the different grades of the softer wheat of the 
Middie and more Southern States, so as to secure high standard 
grade of flour, and that maintains the price of wheat along the 
entire border at a higher rate than it otherwise would be, were 


it not, first, for the tariff protection; secondly, for the home | 


Minnesota; some barley is produced in Indiana and consid- 
erable’ in Illinois, and I want to bring home to Senators here 
the effect of this Canadian reciprocity upon the barley market 
to-day. Until this reciprocity idea was brought forth barley 
was selling as high as a dollar a bushel in Milwaukee. Now, 
let us see what the effects of this reciprocal arrangement are. 
Here is a letter from the Cargill Commission Co., and it calls 
my attention to the condition of the barley market as reported 
by a concern in Milwaukee, the city that consumes the greatest 
amount of our product. In this letter the writer says: 


CARGILL COMMISSION Co., 
Duluth, Minn., February 9, 1911. 


Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The malting barley of the United States is raised almost 
exclusively in Wisconsin, Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, and 
lowa. These States have been encouraged to go into the raising of 
barley because the duty of 25 or 30 cents per bushel allowed them a fair 
price. When the duty was 10 cents per bushel, Ontario raised prac- 
tically all of the barley used by eastern maltsters— 


I call attention to the table which I introduced a few mo- 
ments ago, and which showed the great amount of importation 
during the period when the duty was about 10 cents. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator whether barley is used 
as an edible product for mankind, or if it is used for beer; and 
beer is 5 cents a glass. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Practically. 

When the duty was 10 cents per bushel Ontario raised practically 
all of the barley used by Eastern maltsters. Owing to the very light 
crop raised this year barley, up to the announcement of the proposed 
reciprocity treaty with Canada, advanced steadily, selling at $1 per 
bushel in Milwaukee, Chicago, and Buffalo, and 95 cents in Minneapolis 

To-day there is practically no barley market and barley is almost 
unsalable at a decline of anywhere from 12 to 20 cents per bushel. 
We ite the following letters received to-day from commission firms 
in Chicago and Milwaukee. 

And this is most interesting reading, Mr. President, to those 
farmers who were receiving a dollar a bushel in Milwaukee for 
their product, and who will receive it never again if this agree- 


| ment becomes a law. 


demand, and thirdly, the question of freight rates, and so forth, | 


which always enter into these matters. 
more, Mr, President: 

There was little in the developments of the general situation to en- 
courage holders of wheat. News was mostly all depressing in regard to 
the price of wheat. The sharp decrease in local receipts was fully offset 
by the increase in stocks and the heavy amount of wheat in store in 
local terminals. European countries are being offered wheat at prices 
that would not be profitable for Americans to export it. 


Let me read a little 


Now, I want Senators to understand that, especially those | 


Senators who claim that Liverpool fixes our prices. 

The decline of this week has put the United States nearer an export 
basis, but still further declines will be necessary to allow this country 
to enter the European market with any profit. 

What does that mean, Mr. President? Why, simply that the 
Liverpool market is way below our market, taking into consid- 
eration the freight, and so forth. The American wheat could 


Berger-Crittenden Co., Milwaukee, say: 

The market was as dull as ever with only a few cars of Wisconsin 
sold. Outside of this a few cars of Minnesota were sold, whereas all 
the other cars carried over for the last three or four days were again 
carried over to-day, maltsters and brewers still holding back. We natu- 
rally will have to await developments. 

What developments? The Canadian reciprocity agreement. 

Here is another from the Mohr-Holstein Commission Co., of 
Milwaukee. They say: 

Our market is perfectly lifeless—nothing doing. 
maltsters would make a bid on anything to-day. It certainly does not 
look at all encouraging to us. The trade here feels bearish on account 
of the pending reciprocity treaty with Canada. 


And yet speakers go through this country and assert that the 
farmers will not be at all affected. I take another report. 
This is from the Brewers’ Daily Bulletin of January 31. Re- 
member that this agreement was made public upon the 25th of 
January: 

It is very evident that the brewers are in a waiting mood and that 
purchases of malt are confined to what is absolutely necessary to 
carry on business. The uncertainty which exists in the minds of the 
trade in regard to the Canadian reciprocity treaty and the possibility 


Not any of our 


| of its ratification has created a bearish sentiment and the trade in 


not go into the Liverpool market at all prior to February 11. | 


Now, with the present prices and the Canadian reciprocity, our 
wheat price will go down until it reaches the level of the world’s 
prices. That is exactly what this dispatch signifies: 

Many of the local trade were predicting that domestic prices would 
decline until this country was on an export basis 

That is what reciprocity means to the farmers of the United 
States. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. McCUMBER. With pleasure. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to call the Senator's attention to the 
fact that the large terminal elevator companies of Minneapolis, 
who are buying and keeping wheat for profit, both in the wheat 
and in the storage, are now very anxious that this reciprocity 
bill should be postponed until another crop. The price of wheat 
has gone down so that it would entail great loss upon them if 
the bill should pass at this time, and they want it to go over 
until another crop, so that they can dispose of the wheat they 
bought at higher figures before the reciprocity agitation began. 

Mr. MceCUMBER. The Senator is correct, Mr. President. 
I want now to address myself to the representatives of Michi- 
gan, whose State produces some barley, as does Wisconsin and 


| 
| 
' 


general is disposed to await further developments before supporting 
the market with buying orders. 


These communcations are so pertinent to our barley interests 
that I am going to take time to read another: 


I feel that a grave injustice is being done the farmers and grain 
trade. Barley, from the States named, is rarely sold for feeding 
purposes and is used almost exclusively for malting. If the duty is 
removed, it will undoubtedly shut out these Northwestern Stetes from 
the eastern market and will probably reduce the price an average of 
fully 20 cents per bushel. Now, all of this will simply go into the 
hands of the brewers and as between the brewer and farmer, it seems 
to me that it would be an economic blunder and a political crime to 
favor the brewer. Barley in no sense is a food product and there can 
be no excuse for putting it on the free list, if the only objects in this 
reciprocity treaty are to cheapen the cost of living and broaden o 
trade with Canada. 

I trust, therefore, that you can at least prevail upon Congress ¢ 
omit barley from the free list. It will cause untold injury to our 
farmers and, as already stated, will benefit only the brewers. It would 
not even give cheaper beer. 

Barley is selling to-day at 49 cents in Winnipeg; top grades in 
Minneapolis and Duluth, 84 cents; Chicago and Milwaukee, 86 cents 

Yours, very truly, A. M. PRIME. 


Notice the difference. Here is a telegram that I onght to 
read, so that it may go into the Recorp, from a man who well 
knows the crop conditions and the prices. He wired me on 
February 15, as follows: 

LEWISTOWN, Mont., February 15, 1911. 


P. J. McCuMBER, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 

Please wire me here whether, in your opinion, reciprocity will pass 
the Senate or not. Twin City papers not reliable ; wheat has dropped 12 
cents or more per bushei at Minneapolis since reciprocity announced. 

J. BE. PHELAN. 
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And, Mr. President, remember that we are receiving a great 
deal less for our wheat this year than we received for the last 
two years, when we were raising a great deal more in the 
United States. Our product this year can not exceed 625,000,000 
bushels of wheat, and yet it is lower than it has been for the 
last two or three years. 

I will read another from a member of the American Society 
of Equity, and this is from Chicago: 

CuHIcaGco, ILL., February 10, 1911. 
Senator Porter J. McCumber, Washington, D. C.: 

Wheat declined 3 cents on rumor reciprocity had passed House. 

JouUN R. MAUFF. 

And it had already declined 5 or 6 cents on previous rumors. 

I will read another from the Society of Equity, in which the 
writer states: 

Wheat 5 cents, barley 13 cents, oats 3 cents lower to-day than day 
before reciprocity agreement was made public. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, I have not 
seen the figures presented by the Senator from North Dakota, 
and I inquire if he will allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dees the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. The quotations, I take it, as 
to the contraction in the market are based upon the threatened 
reciprocity with Canada. I tried to pay as strict attention to 
the Senator as I could. Do I understand that in the malt busi- 
ness it is complained that they can not put out their contracts 
for fear that this great influx of barley will tend to lower the 
price still further? 

If I caught the Senator’s argument correctly, the people on 
this side who produce wheat and are dealing in wheat are 
afraid that if this agreement goes into operation the price of 
wheat would break and there would not be a profit—a reason- 
able profit, to use the phrase used on the other side—to the pro- 
ducer. Is it not reasonable to suppose that if the price of wheat 
declines the price of flour will likewise decline, or does the Sena- 
tor contend that, though wheat declines, the manufacturers of 
that article who put it in form for the people to eat will still 
maintain their monopoly of the manufactured article? That is 
the point I want to get at. 

I just want to get this point: Will it tend to cheapen the cost 
of the food products to the great mass of the people who on one 
side do not own the farms and on the other side do not own 
the factories and are dependent upon the sweet will of their 
employers to know how much they are going to get to meet 
these exigencies? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am going to answer that proposition 
thoroughly before I get through. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I shall be very glad to hear 
the Senator. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have been pointing out, Mr. President, 
the immediate danger to and the immediate effect of this agree- 
ment upon our farm products. Now I want to go into the ques- 
tion of its effect in the future. I have given you the table and 
the map, showing the vast area of wheat and barley producing 
country in Canada, whose very nearest market would be Duluth 
and Minneapolis. 

I know that despite facts and figures we find many people in 
this country, some in my own State, who still contend that we 
not only now are not benefited, but we will not be benetited 
in the future by retaining our protective duties on food products. 
They speak without consideration. To all such let me ask this 
question: The demand over the country for reduction of tariff 
on food products is in response to the cry of the “ high cost of 
living.” Now, if our tariff on wheat, barley, rye, poultry, eggs, 
vegetables, and cattle is in any way responsible for this high 
cost of living, it must be because it raises the value or price of 
those commodities and because the farmer receives more for his 
product. If it does not raise the price, as they claim, then it 
certainly is doing no harm and need not be changed. 

We must accept one horn or the other of the situation—either 
that the tariff does raise the price and the farmer gets the bene- 
fit of it, or that the removal will not reduce the cost of living. 
That is the first branch of the proposition. 

The fact that farm products are the only ones that are placed 
on the free list is conclusive evidence that the framers of this 
reciprocity agreement conceded that our farmers were benefited 
by a tariff and the Canadians would be benefited by having that 
tariff taken off and free access given to the American market 
for all their food products. 

Mr. President, the people of this country, and especially those 
who have had to do with this reciprocity agreement, have little 


conception of the vast product of Canada which in the near | 
future will be dumped into this country, and the gross injustice | ing to the Senator until this moment, but he touches upon a 
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that will be perpetrated upon the farming portion of this coun 
try. Let me show you the danger that confronts the farmer 

I want to go back to a single one of these Provinces whose 
wonderful advancement in the production of wheat is challe: 
ing the attention of the world. Saskatchewan in 1898 raised 
4,780,000 bushels. I want Senators to comprehend the meaning 
of the figures I am about to quote. Saskatchewan in 1808, with 
only a minute portion of tillable land under cultivation, raised 
4,780,000 bushels of wheat. The same Province 11 years after- 


wards raised 90,215,000 bushels of wheat—several thousand per 


| cent of increase—with only about 12 per cent of her occupied 


land under cultivation. In 1S9S that Province raised 1,500,000 
bushels of oats; in 1909 it raised 105,500,000 bushels of oats; 
that Province raised in 1898, 182,000 bushels of barley; it raises 
in 1909, 7,750,000 bushels of barley; that Province raised in 
1898 not a single bushel of flax; it raised in 1900, 4,445,000 
bushels. 

I will ask that the details of this statement be printed in my 
remarks without further reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
permission is granted, 

The entire statement referred to is as follows: 


Growth of wheat production, Sask itche in. 


Wheat. Oats. Barley. Flax. 
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Mr. McCUMBER. Now, remember that the wheat acreage 
of Saskatchewan for the year 1909 was 4,080,000 acres. The 
total area of grain acreage for 1909 was 7,016,000 acres. This 
area, owned by 80.000 farmers, was less than 12 per cent of the 
estimated arable acreage in the Province south of parallel 55. 
Suppose it is about one-tenth and they raised 90,000,000 bushels 
of wheat in 1909, what will they raise in this section when you 
come to multiply the acreage by 10? They will then raise over 
900,000,000 bushels, 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, I should like 
to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I am interested in these 
figures, and I am trying to get the Senator's line of argument 
so as to follow him intelligently. Does he consider the prox- 
imity of these great Canadian wheat fields, with their fertility 
and the vast increase in their production, as a menace to Ameri- 
can welfare? Is that what I understand him to mean? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly, Mr. President. If I did not 
think so, I would not be here arguing this case, 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Now, do I— 

Mr. McCUMBER. I call the Senator’s attention to the map 








in my hand. He will see the red portion in Canada and he will 
see the corresponding red portion in the United States. That 
red portion represents the wheat-producing capacity of the two 
countries west of the Red River. There is more wheat land 
west of the Red River of the North in Canada than west of the 
Mississippi River in the United States, and it is all so situated 
that its product can be dumped upon our nearest 1 kets, Du 
luth and Minneapolis, and that would be the course of the trade 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Then the Si rr contends 
that it would be a terrible disaster » Ame 1 to have cheap 
bread. Is that his argument Iw d like f { Si r to 
answer that question. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, Mr. President, I am ¢& to sh e 
Senator, if he will have patience with me, tl t will n I 
any | mterial difference in the cost of a loaf of bread. 

Mr. SMITH of South Car a. I would be glad if t } 
ator would do that, for that is tl very point that I w f 
brought out. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator f North 


Dakota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. McCUMBER. With pleasure. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have been denied the privilege of listen- 
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point that interests me. I have seen it stated in high quarters 
that we need not fear any disaster to our agricultural or other 
interests because of this agreement, for the reason that Canada 
does not produce enough to make appreciable inroads on our 
markets. I want to ask the Senator if we give Canada a 
market will not Canada produce enough, has she not the soil, 
has she not cheap labor, and has she not everything that gives 
her farmers an advantage over ours? 

Mr. McCUMBER. In her eastern section she has better soil, 
for it has not been worn out as badly as ours, and cheaper 
labor; in the western section she has very much cheaper land, 
with equally good soil, and labor comparatively the same. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And plenty of land. s 

Mr. McCUMBER. And plenty of land now and for a century 
to come to furnish us all the wheat we will need for bread. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Would not that mean cheaper 


bread? Has the Republican Party in its protective ideas got to 


where it wants to tax the bread of the people? 


Mr. McCUMBER. Bread is as cheap a thing as there is in 


the market to-day. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Well, what is it made of? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is so cheap that when you go down to 
the Senate restaurant they do not charge you any more for it 
than they do for a glass of water, and the farmer can not pro- 
duce it for very much less than it is being sold for to-day. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I ask why do you then insist 
that wheat shall be protected? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator is impatient. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I am, 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can only take up one section of a propo- 
sition at a time. I will assure the Senator that I will answer 
his proposition before I get through. I am now discussing the 
immense field of wheat supply we have just across the Canadian 
border. 

Mr. President, the commissioner of agriculture of Canada, in 
his report of the 1908 crop, places the yield of that portion of 
the empire west of the Red River as 125,000,000 bushels of wheat. 
The acres under cultivation were 8,000,000. The same report 
shows 125,000,000 acres of practically the same kind of land 
already occupied awaiting only the plow to become equally pro- 
ductive. In a few years this section of the country can raise 
enough wheat to supply the demand in the United States. There 
has been an increase of about 650 per cent in eight years in the 
production of wheat in Manitoba and contiguous territory. 

Where is the nearest market for this grain? Right over the 
North Dakota and the Minnesota line in the United States. And 
the moment our prices, through the increase of home consump- 
tion, reach a stage above the world’s level of prices, that mo- 
ment the Canadian current of grain trade will be turned wholly 
into our territory, and the farmer for another century will have 
to be content to sell his product in competition with the free 
product of the world. 

Mr. President, in the year 1909 even this small percentage of 
Saskatchewan cultivated land advanced Saskatchewan to third 
place in comparison with the States of the Union and the 
Provinces of the Dominion as a producer of wheat and oats, the 
wheat crop for Saskatchewan being, according to Government 
figures, 90,215,000 bushels, and the oat crop 105,465,000 bushels. 
Minnesota, the greatest wheat-producing State, with 94,000,000 
bushels of wheat, and North Dakota with 90,700,000 bushels of 
wheat, are the only States that produced more wheat in 1909 
than did Saskatchewan; and remember that Province as a grain 
producer has come into existence during the last decade. 

The average yield in Minnesota was 16.8 bushels per acre, 
North Dakota 13.7, the United States 15.8, and Saskatchewan 
22.1 bushels per acre. Only two States in the Union produced 
in 1909 more oats than did Saskatchewan, namely, Illinois with 
159,000,000 bushels and Iowa with 116,000,000 bushels, as against 
Saskatchewan with 105,500,000 bushels. Saskatchewan also pro- 
duced in 1909 7,833,000 bushels of barley and 4,488,700 bushels 
of flax. 

Mr. President, we can scarcely comprehend the enormous 
opportunity for the development of the great Canadian north- 
west. With our immensely increasing population in the United 
States and with all that we could possibly hope for, Canada 
would be exporting grain to this country for at least 100 years 
to come, if we were to open our market for all of her products. 

Not only in Canada but in Sibera there are millions of acres 
that will in the future be producing wheat; in South America 
the grain product can be muitiplied tenfold, and the ability of 
food production in Mexico is almost beyond computation. 

I now want to return to the Senators from the Eastern and 
Southern States, and the Southeastern States, and call to their 
minds a little of the history of this country. There was a time 
when your lands in New Hampshire, in Vermont, in Connecticut, 
and in Massachusetts were worth $100 to $150 per acre. 





Then suddenly the great Illinois prairies began to be turned 
over and to produce, and that was followed by. Kansas and Iowa 
and Wisconsin and Minnesota and the two Dakotas, and in a 
very short time your farmers were entirely out of business and 
left their farm lands and went to the cities in order to earn a 
livelihood. ‘That blight which struck you about 50 years ago 
you never recovered from until within the last 10 years, when 
consumption and production so nearly equaled each other that 
the farmer saw in the future a possibility of bettering his wel- 
fare, and your lands began to rise. 

I could have bought about.160 acres of good land in the State 
of New Hampshire when I first came to the Senate 12 years ago, 
with buildings on it that you could not have duplicated for 
$3,000, with a beautiful little stream running through it, and 
with a beautiful little lake on its border, for $850. It is to-day 
worth three or four times that. Its value has increased because 
consumption and production can now look each other in the face 
and each feel that it has no great advantage over the other. 

Then, as the prairies began to be turned in Minnesota and 
North Dakota, land in the State of Ohio which had been worth 
a hundred dollars and a hundred and fifty dollars dropped down 
to $60, $50, and $40 an acre. 

What was the cause of this? You could not compete with the 
great prairies of the Northwest. Your lands began to decline 
in their fertility. In order to make a living you were compelled 
to skimp and to exhaust your land as rapidly as possible, with- 
out giving any portion of the acreage a rest. You went on in 
that way until the fertile prairies of the Northwest brought 
wheat to your doors cheaper than you could raise it yourself. 

Mr. President, with all of those conditions your farmers went 
struggling on, trying to live, hoping for the better time when 
there would be a greater demand for their products, and you 
had to wait until the population grew sufficiently to consume the 
great surplus, or a portion of it, right here at home. 

But we are reaching the time in the United States when we 
will consume about all we raise. While population will keep 
on increasing, until the ocean runs dry we will not be able to 
increase our available acreage one foot. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Right on that point—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. The farmer is getting the benefit of that. 
Remember, we can still produce in the United States all the 
wheat and cereals we need and can keep abreast of consump- 
tion for many years. North Dakota, I think, has less than 25 
per cent of her prairie sod turned over, and yet she raises, 
under normal conditions, more than 90,000,000 bushels of 
wheat, besides all her other products. Eastern Montana has 
not yet been scratched by the plow, and its lands are about the 
same as western North Dakota. Other sections of our country, 
now virgin soil, can be cultivated, and they will be cultivated, 
just as soon as farming is made as profitable as occupations in 
city life. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I want to ask a question 
right in this connection. I thought the Senator was going to 
try to explain why it was that he was so anxious to keep this 
wheat up. He said in his argument that the eastern part of 
the country went out of business because the western part 
could produce wheat, the basis of bread, cheaper than the 
eastern part of the country. Now he is making an argument 
to prove that the time has come when consumption and pro- 
duction have reached their limit and are running neck and 
neck, and therefore that in order to keep the people from get- 
ting the benefit of God’s great wheat fields of other countries 
he would put this wall around America and mulct the people 
who eat bread in order to benefit the few farmers who own the 
wheat fields. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, the great trouble with the Senavor 
from South Carolina is that he does not distinguish between 
wheat and bread. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I never did see the differ- 
ence—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
must not interrupt until he has first addressed the Chair and 
has the consent of the Senator occupying the floor to proceed. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I beg pardon. I will not be 
guilty of that again, but it seems to me—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. I make no complaint—— 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. It seems to me if the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota would come to that point, I would not 
have felt it necessary to commit that breach. 

Mr. McCUMBER, Let me call the Senator's attention again 
to what I have stated over and over again, that the little pro- 
tection which the farmer receives upon his raw products is so 
infinitesimal when compared with the retail price of the finished 

| product that it shquld hardly be taken into consideration. 

There is no more relation between a bushel of wheat and a 

| loaf of bread served down there in your restaurant than there 
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is between a Texas steer and a four-dollar order of steak down 
there. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. McCUMBER, Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I just want to ask this 
question. The Senator says the protection on the farmers’ 
wheat is so infinitesimal that it does not affect the price of 
the manufactured article. Why, then, should the western wheat 
grower, with his fertile acres and his abounding wheat, drive 
the eastern grower out of the market? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Because he can put, not bread, but wheat, 
cheaper at his door. Now, I have answered that four times. 
I have made my proposition absolutely clear. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. If the Senator will allow 
me-—-— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator further yield? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Did not the bakers of the 
country threaten, while we were in session considering the cost 
of food products, to shorten their loaves if we could not do 
something to lower the price of flour? The Senator from North 
Dakota wants to be fair in this argument. Is it not a fact 
that flour has advanced from 50 to 75 per cent? A barrel 
that could have been bought for $4 is now from $7.50 to $8, 
and bread is made out of flour. 


Mr. McCUMBER. And is it not equally a fact that while | 
wheat has gone down 10 cents a bushel since this reciprocity 


treaty was made public flour has gone up? 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I am 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from North 

Dakota further yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 





‘ , | 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. If the Senator will examine 





the market reports- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator further yield? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina, I think if the Senator will 
examine the market reports right now he will find that flour 
has declined at a greater ratio than wheat. If the Senator has 
the reports, I would be glad for him to read them. I have some. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have had the reports where it has gone 
up, but I do not think it has declined materially. I will reach 
the point in a moment. I will ask the Senator to be patient, 
because I want my argument to be logical. 


There is not a single Senator here, including my friend who | 


has just addressed me, who will have the audacity to say that 
the taking of the tariff off of any article which the farmer pro- 
duces will materially affect the cost of living. There is not a 
Senator in this Chamber who does not know that the increase 
in the cost of a raw product by reason of the tariff is such an 
insignificant percentage of the retail price of an article made 
from it that it would not, and could not, be computed as a factor 
in the retail price. 

Now, as I have shown, I think, the farmer ordinarily gets a 
protection of about half of the amount of the duty; that about 
half of it is paid by the producer on the other side of the line, 
and the farmer gets the other half of the protection. I have 
noticed in 10 years of observation that our grain is about half 
the amount of the tariff higher than on the Canadian side; and 
now I am coming right down to the proposition that was asked 
by the Senator. 

Suppose that our present tariff therefore raises the price of 
a bushel of wheat 10 cents. A bushel of wheat will make about 
seventy-five 5-cent loaves of bread, on which there would be real- 
ized by the retailer $3.75. If the 10 cents a bushel were there 
fore added to the cost of a loaf of bread, it would make a 
difference of one thirty-seventh of 1 cent per loaf. That is the 
difference it would make if it were added to it. If it were 
taken from it, it would take from it one thirty-seventh of 1 
cent on that loaf. After we have secured free trade, will a loaf 
of bread be sold for four and thirty-six thirty-sevenths of a 

ent, or will it be sold in the market at 5 cents a loaf? 

Now, here is something about Quaker Oats. A bushel of oats, 
we will say, has 74 cents protection. A bushel of oats will 
probably make the equivalent of 23 packages of Quaker Oats, 
sold at 10 cents a package, which would realize to the retailer 
©2.50. The tariff would therefore amount to about seven two 
hundred-and-thirtieths of 1 cent a package, or about one thirty- 
third of 1 cent. 

Not only this, but while the farmer would receive, say, 
about 33 cents a bushel, the retailer would receive $2.30 a 
bushel, an increase of 700 per cent, excluding the value of the 
by-products, which probably could be sold to an advantage 
which would be equivalent to another hundred per cent, or S00 
per cent higher than what the farmer receives for it. 
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I will take another article, which is the most expensive ar 
ticle of diet—meat. The agricultural experiment station's re- 
port is to the effect that the dressed weight of a beef is on an 
average of about 65 per cent of its live weight. I especially 
want to present this to the farmer Senators, who will verify 
what I am saying. This dressed beef may be divided into per 
centages, as follows: Ribs, 9 per cent; loins, 19; chucks, 27; 
plates, 13; shank, 3; rounds, 23; flanks, 3; suet, 3; total, 100 
per cent, 

I have a table here based upon the market price of these sev- 
eral kinds of meat in this city, and from it we are able to realize 
what a steer that weighs 1,200 pounds would realize at the 
market where we buy our products. The following table is 
based upon the evidence of a retailer. For some unaccountable 
reason I notice, however, that the bills which we receive give 
very much higher charges than he places in his bill. But we 
will assume his figures to be correct. 

I will introduce the table, but will call attention to some of 
its items now. For instance, here are 72 pounds of ribs. They 
“wre sold at 18 cents a pound, the loin at 23, chucks 15, plates 8, 
shank 3, rounds 15, flank 8, suet 4. 

I am a little inclined to think that some of the plates become 
loin, and once in a while the chucks will be ribs when they are 
delivered. But I will assume that he is a good, honest dealer 
and we are getting just exactly what we bargained for. The 
table is as follows: 





Ribs. Loins. Chucks. Plates. Shanks. Rounds. Flank. Suet. 


Weight..._.pounds._| 72 152 
Price per pound, ets 18 23 


216 104 24 184 24 
15 8 3 15 8 


tw 


~- 





According to this table, an 800-pound carcass will retail at 
$120.00. Add to this about $12 for hide and by-product and the 
retail price would be about $133. The farmer probably received 
from fifty to sixty dollars for this beef. The retailer's 


gross 


| profit would be about 125 per cent. 


If you would then follow the same beef, as I have on another 
occasion stated, into what would be called a first-class res 
taurant in this city, the percentage of increases would be 
enormous. 

I gave you a table, I think, about a year ago in which I showed 
that the steer that the farmer sold for about $80 would realize 
about $2,500 at your best restaurants. 

Here is another matter that I want to speak of for the benefit 
of my friend who has asked me questions about the price of our 
products. The Senator from South Carolina thinks that the 
price of bread is always dependent upon the price of the grain 
that enters into it. The price of bread is a great deal more 
dependent upon the price of the labor that goes into manufa 
turing it after the grain leaves the farmer’s hands, and the 
high-priced city labor compared with the farmer's low-priced 
labor, where he and his family work for absolutely nothing but 
their board and clothes, 


The value of farm labor that enters into the grain is almost 
nothing in comparison with the labor which is employed in 
manufacturing it, and changes it into gold after it leaves the 
farmers’ hands. 

J. R. Cahill, an investigator for the labor department of the 
Board of Trade of England, was sent over here to investigate 

> prices of food products, laborers’ wages, and so forth We 
were then shipping a great deal of wheat to England. Speaking 
to a Chicago Tribune reporter, he says: 

I can not understand how we can buy bread in England for one-t ] 
the price you pay in Chicago, when you send us our Ww it. 

That will begin to answer the Senator's question. 

You have to pay 5 cents for 14 ounces of bread, while we get a | 
weighing 64 ounces for 10 cents, made out of your n wheat 0 
t-pound loaf never cosis more than 12 cent nd u y only 10 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Norih Da 
kota yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. McCUMBER. In just a moment. 

It is not surprising the Britisher was puzzled, and the answer 
to the puzzle is that the cost of labor placed upon that wheat 
in Great Britain in converting il ito flour and baking it i ) 
bread is less than one-half of what it is in this country, and a 
much less profit is demanded by the baker. In other words, tl! 


last labor is nearer on a par with the farmer's labor. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. Presiden 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from South Carolina’? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. The Senator is getting down 
to just the point that I wanted to bring out in the beginning 

|! of my questions to him. 
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Mr. McCCUMBER. I am glad I am approaching it. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. He states that the cost of 
conversion, the high price of labor that enters into the making 
of this bread, is largely responsible for the additional cost. 


high protection to the manufacturer. If the manufacturer were 
not protected he could not pay the labor this high price. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is certainly true to a certain extent, 
but if he did not have protection he would not be able to buy 
at a much less price. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. One moment. The hour of 2 
o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 315, relative to the elec- 
tion of WiLL1AM Lorimer as a Senator from the State of Llinois. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside to enable the Senator from North Dakota to 
conclude. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from North Dakota will proceed. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I will just finish this ques- 
tion, and I think it is the last one I will ask the Senator. 

Mr. McCUMBER. ‘The Senator can ask any qu.stion he likes. 
I shall make no complaint. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I should like to state in this 
connection that I intend now to ask permission to address the 
Senate upon this subject immediately upon the conclusion of the 
remarks of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] upon Mon- 
day, but I want to state right here, for fear that I may not have 
that opportunity, that I shall attempt to bring out the fact that 
in the President’s message Mr. Taft has shown himself in this 
emergency as the greatest patriot who has occupied the White 
House in several generations by insisting that the American 
people shall have relief in spite of the fact that his party stands 
pledged that they shall not have the relief. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am afraid they will all need relief if 
this reciprocity bill passes. 

Mr. President, I wish the people of this country, including the 
Senator who has just spoken, could appreciate how little the 
tariff affects retail prices. If they could be once made to under- 
stand that, there would be an end to the cry that our tariff was 
in any way responsible for the high cost of living or the raise 
in the cost of living, and the political demagogue would be com- 
pelled to invent some new device to mislead the public. 

What is true of food products, Mr. President, is also true of 
manufactured products. I want to give a little illustration here. 
A Senator told me the other day that he bought a couple of 
little woolen stocking caps for twoofhischildren. The Senator 
is one who has had a great deal te do in the handling of wool 
and manufacturing it into cloth, and he understands what the 


raw material costs, what it costs to manufacture, and also what | »+ 3; yards, we have the cost in one man’s suit as: 


profit the manufacturer reaps. Will the Senator excuse me if I 
use the illustration? He says he paid $2.50 apiece for those 
little woolen caps. He then weighed them and began to com- 
pute, because he has a good analytical mind; and if I remember 
his figures correctly, he stated that the wool for each cost the 
manufacturer about 15 cents, and that 15 cents additional would 
be a good price for the manufacturing of each of them. That 
would make the cost about 30 cents each. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 





The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- | 


kota yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMOOT. So that the Senator will have it absolutely 
sorrect 

Mr. McCUMBER. I want it that way. 
se in error. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to call attention to the fact that the 
wool in the two caps costing retail $5 amounted to 46 cents. 

Mr. McCUMBER. In the two? 

Mr. SMOOT. In the two. The cost of making them could 
not have exceeded 15 cents apiece, which would amount to 30 
cents, making a total of 76 cents. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is correct, Mr. President, and yet—— 

Mr. SMOOT. They were sold for $5. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The golden touch of American labor was 
laid upon that wool, and it immediately advanced from the 
farmer’s and the manufacturer's price 1,000 per cent. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE. I wish to say to the Senator from Utah and to 
the Senator who is now addressing the Senate that if the wool 





My memory may 





in the two caps cost only 23 cents and the labor about the same 
amount, as I understood the Senator from North Dakota to 
say, I should like to know why those Senators made a law two 


| years ago which made that thing possible in this country. I 
This additional high-priced labor comes necessarily through | 


simply want to know who is to blame for that sort of thing. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will answer what is to blame for it. 
The law had nothing to do with the principal cause. Its our 
course of doing business, the intermediate handling of the goods, 
the many different profits to be made by many different men 
handling them. Answering the query of the Senator froin Mis- 
souri, 1 will give him another reason why we did not try to 
lower the labor cost. First, we wanted to maintain the price 
of labor in the United States. We wanted to allow the laborers 
in this country to live in the same kind of homes that they had 
been living in, we wanted them to have the same leisure, the 
same opportunity to clothe and to care for and to educate their 
children that they had been having in this country. We 
wanted them to be prosperous as they had been in this country; 
and we rather expected that if we continued that policy they 
would compliment us, the farmer element, by, at least, wishing 
us godspeed in our own prosperity. Instead of that it seemé 
that many of them are coming here and asking for the highest 
character of protection upon their products and asking that the 
farmer be relieved of any protection that he has on his own. 

That is but a partial answer. I am going to answer it more 
in detail as I reach another phase of this argument, but I can 
say generally that it is in the course of trade. It is in the vast 
number of people who have been driven from the farm into the 
city who have to make a living, and therefore have to receive 
enormous profits on the things which they sell in order to pay 
their rent, pay for the money invested in their business, and pay 
the overhead charges, and such like. 

Mr. SMOOT, And for advertising. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And the immense sums that are paid out 
for advertising their wares. That is what adds to the cost of 
living. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to give another illustration, not 
for the purpose of bringing up the old ghost of tariff reform, but 
for the purpose of showing to what a small extent the tariff 


| enters into the retail price of any article. I have here the 


analysis of the cost of all-worsted men’s winter suits from the 
raw material to the retail selling price, which I will ask to have 
printed in the Recorp. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
Analysis of cost of an all-worsted men’s winter suit from the raw mate 
rial to the retail selling price. 


Fourteen pounds grease wool in 34 yards finished cloth. 
oe EE $1.19 


eee 1. 28 
Net mill profit on 1 yard of cloth______-_~ lca tilctasclipnanaatieasts totaal 09 


This cloth is sold to the wholesale clothier for $1.28 net per yard. 
Calculating liberally for the amount of cloth required for one suit 


EON AE Be entender caembiaans $4.48 
ee 3. 62 
| Shop expense (which includes a profit) 10 per cent_____________ . 81 
Finished cost of suit to wholesale clothier__..._..__.._._______ 8.91 


This suit is sold at wholesale for $12.50, less 10 per cent for cash_ 11. 25 
And is retailed to the consumer at__--_-_~- sia iabipties a iliac takes a aD 


Recapitulation of the respective profits on a suit of men’s clothing of 
the wool dealer, the manufacturer of the cloth, the wholesale clothier, 
and the retail clothier: 


Profit. 

| Wool dealer, 14 pounds grease wool, at 14 cents per pound_____ $0. 21 
Manufacturer of the cloth, 34 yards, at 9 cents per yard_______ . 314 
Wholesale clothier $11.25, less cost $8.91__._...._............. 2, 84 
CREE TIRE Grek TD ie ii i idee 6. 75 


| 
| 


Analysis of cost of an all-worsted man’s winter suit from the raw ma- 
terial to the retail selling price. 


Thirteen pounds grease wool in 34 yards finished cloth. 


ee re ee ee $1. 19 
Seek cation aien Ge 6 SE CE Cats cect tine qpebiniint 1. 28 


Net mill profit on 1 yard of cloth 


This cloth is sold to the wholesale clothier for $1.28 net per yard. 
Calculating the average quantity of cioth required for one sult of 
ready-made clothing is 34 yards, we have the cost in one man's suit as: 


i ar I archers tine ea nents tities eialiiballgiindiats $4.16 
ae: SE, CT I os ehh naire cits erin sseacvcnentitgeglainliilell 3. 35 
Finished cost of suit to wholesale clothier_____ ne OE 7.51 
This suit is sold at wholesale Ger $9... ..............._..........- 1. 49 
At -Bp Ge GO Ge I Ci inicstin etki 15. 00 


tecapitulation of the ere profits on a suit of man’s clothing of 
the wool dealer, the manufacturer of the cloth, the wholesale clothier, 
and the retail clothier: 


Profit. 
Wool dealer, 13 pounds grease wool, at 14 cents per pound__._ $0. 194 
Manufacturer of cloth, 34 yards, at 9 cents per yard_______--- - 293 
SD Se in ccninncncteth eeinieatinimnemsiainietreen ndnttieaeeniiniieciteinnataiaginniiiel 1. 49 


EE QC cciicinteccnsarennnititailiiinsietaatiinnnstiithiuiniagininianiisingtnibicinisaniiaiperesninbieain 6. 00 





Su 


; 
$ 





Pepe 










































a, tt en 


one 









pees 4 


Soler 


% 
a 


191k. 


Estimate of an all-wool suit costing $40 to $50, showing the amount of 
wool furnished and the farmers’ protection on the same. 
Three and one-half yards cloth, at $1.25, $4.38. 


Three pounds raw wool to 1 yard cloth. 

Average price paid the farmer for wool January, 1911, was 174 cents 
per pound. 

Ten and one-half pounds wool, at 17§ cents per pound, $1.83. 

Farmers’ protection on same (11 cents per pound tariff), $1.15}. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I e¢all attention to the fact that it takes 
14 pounds of wool in the grease to make the 34 yards that are 
necessary to make the cloth. The net mill cost of that yard of 
cloth was $1.19. The net selling price of that yard of cloth 
was $1.28 or a profit of 9 cents a yard. 
This cloth sold to the wholesale clothier for $1.28 net per 
ard. Calculating liberally for the amount of cloth required 
suit at 34 yards, we have the cost in one man’s suit 
as follows: 
Three and one-half yards, at $1.28, $4.48. 
Cutting, making, and trimming, $3.62. 
Shop expenses, including 10 per cent profit, 81 
Finished cost of suit to wholesale clothier, $8.91. 
This suit is sold at wholesale for $12.50, less 10 per cent for 
eash, or $11.25, and is retailed to the consumer at $18. There- 


y 
f 


or one 


cents. 


| all other commodities respond to a certain 


| 


fore the wool dealer furnished 14 pounds of greased wool, and | 


at 14 cents profit he received 21 cents. That is the farmer’s | 
interest in it. The manufacturer of the cloth received 314 | 


72 


cents profit. The wholesale clothier received $2.34 profit, and 
the retail clothier $18, less $11.25, or $6.75 profit. 

I am not complaining that the retailer charges any 
much. If you will walk down the business streets in this city 
you will find them lined not with large stores, as a rule, but 
with little shops having only one little room just large enough 
to turn around in, commanding a rental of from $300 to $400 
a month. The products handled have to be sold high in order 
to pay those enormous rents, charges, clerk hire, advertising, 
insuring, and so forth, and still allow a fair profit. I am not 
complaining of retail charges. 

I also introduce, on the same subject, without reading, 


too | 
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what he can get. The merchant 
customers are able to pay. 
Prosperity, Mr. President, always makes high prices. The 
first wave in the increasing tide of prosperity is always ma 
fested by higher wages to labor and all 
by labor advance because of the advance in 


in Baltimore sells for what his 


commodit 


labor 





extel 
laborer is better able to buy them. 





Mr. President, we do not need Canad in order 
to secure lower prices. The values of alle re b l 
to depreciate, including farm products, because thre to 
surrender the general protective policy at q 
turn to hard times. 

Mr. President, I have here the expense account of a ree city 
Senator at one of the leading hotels in the city of New York 


He rides from the depot to the hotel, a few blocks, and he puy 

for hack hire $1.50. He can ride upon one of the trains of the 
railroads 75 miles for exactly the same price. He pays for his 
breakfast $1.25; for his lunch, $1.75; for his dinner, $2: for 
3 cigars, 75 cents; 3 tips to the waiter, $1.50; tip to the b boy 
and elevator boy, $1: and then here is another item which I 
will not mention, $4—Mumm’'s the word. | Laughter. | Ile 


pays for his room $15, making $19.75. 


Now, Mr. President, that is for only one day’s expense at a 
great hotel for this reciprocity Senator. As this Senator 
steps out and looks across the street he sees a dairy | ‘h 
sign, “Fresh buttermilk, 5 cents a glass.” The exorb nt 
price of that farmer’s beverage makes him dizzy, and he comes 
into the Senate Chamber and records his vote ainst the ex 
cessive cost of buttermilk. Had he entered the next little lunch 


place he would probably have been able to read a 
clear print, “Try our 15 cent farmer’s dinner.” 


sign in good, 


Ah, Mr. President, what a fraud is this cry that the price 
| of the farmer’s product is responsible for the higher cost® of 


two | 


other items showing the cost of producing an ordinary suit | 


ef clothes that would run from $40 to $50 tailor-made. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMOOT. 
fact that there is not a woolen mill in the United States 
that would not be perfectly willing and anxious to make con- 
tracts for every yard of their product, not only for one year 
but for a number of years, if they could but receive a profit 
of 7 cents a yard. All the profit that they could possibly re 


Senator from North 


I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the | 


ceive in a suit of clothes would be three and a half times 7 cents | 


a yard, which would be 244 cents for a suit of clothes. I might 
add that many of them would be satisfied with a profit of only 
5 cents, making 174 cents upon a suit of clothes. 

Mr. GRONNA. 

Mr. SMOOT. It fixes the blame upon the mode of distribu- 
tion in this country, the expensive mode of distribution. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have just stated that I did not consider 
that the retail merchant was getting any too much, for he has 
all the overhead charges, and the wholesaler’s profit, the com- 
mission man’s profit, the transportation, the insurance, the 


| hay 
That fixes the blame on the retail merchant. | 


storage, and the thousand and one things that have to be added, 


to pay for which he must charge the customer. 


Mr. GRONNA, If my colleague will yield to me for a mo- 
it, I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 


that less than 5 per cent of the retail merchants of the United 
States succeed in their business. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is true, Mr. President. 

Now, what fixes the price of any commodity? You say sup- 
ply and demand. Mr. President, that is not sufliciently accu- 
rate. Ability to buy is what makes the price. 
bread has very much to do with the cost of bread in the United 
States. Inability to buy bread in Great Britain reduces it to 
one-third of what it is in the United States, although they get 
the wheat from the United States that enters into it. All prices 
are based upon the financial ability of the public. If the earning 


capacity of the public is increased, everything will go up to 
meet that increase. 
Our method of doing business now admits of so little com- 


petition that it is ability to buy rather than ability to do a 
living business that establishes prices. 

[ understand that all the necessaries of life sell 25 per cent 
higher in the city of Washington than they do in the city of 
Baltimore. Why? Because the earning capacity of the people 


of Washington is so much higher than the average earning 
The merchant here sells for 


capacity of the people of Baltimore. 





Ability to buy | 


living. To bring into relief our monstrous extravagance and to 
show how infinitesimal is the farmer's share in these prices, 


I want to reduce these items in this Senator's expense account 
for a single day to their equivalent in the products of the 
farmer in my own State, at the prices the farmer has been 
generally receiving. 

Without spying, Mr. President, I 
follow this Senator from the time he the 
returns to it after a day’s sojourn at the hotel. 

As he leaves his cab he pays fare for having been driven, 
say, S or 10 blocks, 6 bushels of 
to the driver for his very moderate 
heads of cabbage. He registers at 


permnission to 
train until he 


ack 
ask 


will 


ienves 


and as a 
charge he 
the hotel, and is shown by 


oats, compliment 


tosses him 15 


the bell boy to the elevator. As he nears the tenth story he 
responds to the expectant look of the elevator lad with 3 


dozen The bell boy lingers at the and 
is rewarded for his anxiety over the comfort of the guest with 
a bushel and a half of barley. It a quarter of a ton of 

for this Senator’s breakfast |Laughter.] He gives the 
waiter 2 bushels of potatoes. His lunch is an average 
size sheep, with a bushel and a half of carrots for the waiter. 


eggs. door of his room 


takes 


noon 


In the evening he consumes 4 bushels of rye, and the waiter 

has a bushel of onions to dream on. When he settles for his 

room the landlord is the recipient of a half carload of turnips 
Mr. President, it is the grossest extravagance that mak 

high cost of living. The actual cost of the articles that 1 ce 


up our diet is but the slightest percentage of the cost of liv 


It is the service that we are receivil 
Let me illustrate: There was a tramp here in the city t! 
other morning, as I have read, who met a business man, and he 
said: “ Please, Mister, I am starving; I have not had a i 
to eat for three days; will you not give me just a nick 
With the usual activity of the Washington resident the 1 e 
was forthcoming, but as the tramp opened his l to 
it the stranger saw a quarter in his palm He said 
“ Why, you have got a quarter there already.” Oli, yes re 
plied the tramp, “but that is to tip 1 waiter Laughter. ] 
| That is the trouble, Mr. President; it is the service and 
| cost of the article i f 
Did it ever occur to you &S l t r do 
cet 4 cents out of the average mi cr umed by 
The fraud in this whole scheme is the fraud « t] 
Why is he singled out for slaughtet \\ S hat 1 
rticle that is liable to come from C da is ed on 
ist? I know of only a few things that C l¢ 
agricultural products, lumber, a little al, and probab 
d ore. We will get no machinery from ¢ 
re exporting machinery to Canada 
I do not know any place where she manu 
ch , that we would accept on this side of the line 








will the farmer sec 
his sacrifice? Will he 


ire from Can: 


‘ 
get pineapples from Labrador?  \ 
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he get oranges from Assiniboia? Will he get peaches from 
Manitoba? Will he get fence wire from Saskatchewan? Will 
he get farm machinery from Alberta? 

Lut, you say, maybe he can get lumber a little cheaper. 
out stopping now to compute the exact difference (I think there 
is about 75 cents a thousand difference), let us suppose he 
builds a house and uses 5,000 feet of lumber once in 50 years, 
at 75 cents a thousand you can estimate how much lumber profit 
he gets out of this scheme; and if you divide that profit by 50 


you will get an average of how many cents he will save in a | 


single year in his lumber bill by reason of Canadian reciprocity. 

But while he is securing a little advantage, which may amount 
to 5 or 10 cents a year, he is losing $1.50, $2, or $3 an acre every 
year. 
interests of the ultimate consumer. 


Well, what does he get out 
of this agreement? 


The Beef Trust gets the Canadian steer free, 
but the dear people still have to pay for protected meat. The 
millers have free wheat, but the people have protected flour. 
The brewer gets free barley, but he sells protected beer. The 
sheep with the wool on his back comes in free, but the farmer 
with sheep’s wool on his back gets fleeced 80 per cent. 

Will the shoe factories of British Columbia come to the 
farmers’ rescue? Will the woolen and cotton mills of Winnipeg 
furnish fabrics to clothe his family? 

Mr. President, I noticed the other day that the lower branch 
of the Legislature of Kansas voted in favor of this reciprocity 
agreement. What is the gold brick that the farmer legislator 
of that body bargained for in that resolution for reciprocity? 
You increase the purchase price of everything the farmer buys 
which under this bill would be exported to Canada by the 
well-known law that increased demand increases the cost. 
The greater the demand for wagons the less liability there is 
for a decrease in the price of those wagons. If you are to in- 
crease the output of your factories into Canada you increase 


the demand, if there is anything in it, in Canada, and therefore | 


prevent a decrease in the product itself to the American con- 
sumer, while the American farmer has to sell his products in 
competition with the cheaper products of the entire world. 

Mr. President, that is the farmers’ side of it. Now, let us 
see what the manufacturer is to get out of it. 

It is said we need this reciprocal agreement because we want 
to increase our trade with Canada; we want to import Ameri- 
can goods into Canada. It is said we do not want to gauge 
this proposition by the yardstick of commercial equality, but 


by some sort of ethical rule that shall recognize people of our | 


own blood, and to carry out this idea we give Canada every- 
thing and we receive nothing in return. 

We are like the good lady I read about once who had $12 
which she intended to expend for herself and her two daughters 
for grand opera, but on the afternoon of that day her conscience 
seemed to smite her, and so she took the $12 and gave it to a 
poor woman, who had also two daughters, that they might pur- 


chase clothes and necessaries, and she felt contented and happy | 


during the balance of the day because of her generous, thought- 
ful deed, But what was her astonishment and consternation to 
learn on the next day that this poor woman and her two 
daughters had used her $12 for three tickets to the grand opera, 
while she and her daughters had remained at home. [Laughter.] 

This is the position, Mr. President, which the United States is 
asked to occupy in this matter of Canadian reciprocity. It is 
altogether too altruistic for one who knows the injuries that 
will result from it. 

But do we need this agreement even for our manufacturers? 
Not at all. I am afraid those people who are looking for so 
much expansion in the exportation of manufactured articles 
into Canada have forgotten to inquire how much Canada im- 
ports and what proportion of her imports we already have. We 
are increasing our imports without any reciprocal agreement. 
The only benefit that will be derived will be to those who are 
now exporting into Canada and who will be relieved of the 
higher duty. Whatever they save in duty they will be able to 
add to the profit side of their ledger, but the people, the con- 
sumers, will get no benefit. 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that we will increase our ex- 
port trade to any appreciable extent. Why? Simply because 
we have practically all of the Canadian trade now. Certainly 
about all that we could hope to get. I find that the total im- 
ports received in Canada for 1909 were $376,000,000; the im- 
ports from the United States were $223,000,000; leaving a bal- 
ance of imports from other sources of $153,000,000. Canada 
therefore imports from the United States now more than 60 per 
cent of her total imports. She can not import tea and coffee 


and sugar and spices and the thousands of oriental and South | 


American products. They can not be imported from this coun- 
try, and I think that I am perfectly safe in saying and that it is 


With- | 


But my friend from South Carolina is looking after the | 


a conservative estimate that we could not increase our exports 
|} more than 10 per cent. We would then have practically all of 
| the Canadian imports, except what she would have to import 
from these oriental and South American countries. We would 
then have, say, about 70 per cent of her imports, or about 10 per 
cent more than we are exporting without any trade agreement. 
And what does Canada secure in return for this slight increase 
in our manufactured products? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Dakota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator if there is not a pretty 
interesting object lesson in our former experience with Canada 
under a reciprocity treaty? 

Mr. McCUMBER. There is a painful one. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. That treaty existed from 1854 to 1865. 
At that time we were exporting $9,000,000 worth of goods to 
‘anada, while at the end we were exporting but $15,000,000 
worth; in other words, we had increased our trade $6,000,000. 
Canada, previous to that time, was importing into this country 
$12,000,000 worth, and when the reciprocity treaty was abro- 
gated she was importing into this country $27,000,000 worth. 
So we had given Canada $15,000,000 of trade and we had re- 
ceived an increase of $6,000,000 in return. When the reciprocity 
treaty was first agreed to we were selling Canada twice as 
much as Canada was buying, and when it was renounce: 
Canada was selling us about twice and a half what we got 
from Canada. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let me predict right here that if this 
treaty goes into effect we will increase our importations into 
Canada not to exceed $15,000,000 worth, and Canada will in- 
crease hers $150,000,000 worth. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is true beyond any possible question. 

Now, what does Canada secure in return for giving us, say, 
$15,000,000 more of importations? She secures a market for 
167,000,000 bushels of wheat at the present time and for a bil- 
lion bushels in a comparatively few years; a present market 
| for 55,398,000 bushels of barley; a present market for 2,213,000 

bushels of flax; a present market for 353,466,000 bushels of 

oats; a present market for immense quantities of poultry, eggs, 
live stock, butter and cheese, hay, potatoes, and garden vege- 
tables. 

Ah, Mr. President, we are courting Canada for a $15,000,000 
addition to our manufactured exports, and Canada is asking 
us to give her in return a market for $150,000,000 of importa- 
tions of wheat alone into this country and a market for as 
much more in other agricultural products. Why do we not 
| treat Great Britain the same way if we want to really help 
the man who buys clothes, and so forth? Wesell to Great Brit- 
ain an average of over $500,000,000 worth of goods a year and 
buy back only about $200,000,000 worth a year. There is an 
opportunity for us to enter into a reciprocal agreement where 
we could get great benefit if cheaper goods are a great benefit. 
I do not admit they are a benefit when secured at the ex- 
pense of closing our own mills and pauperizing our own labor. 
I am for holding the tariff prohibition against Great Britain 
and every other country whose standard of living is below ours. 
But if we want a consistent reciprocity, we should look to our 
British trade. If we want to consider language and history and 
| blood, there is an opportunity to do so. You shudder when 
you contemplate allowing manufactured articles to come in 
free, but look complacently on a proposition to swamp the coun- 
try with all the agricultural products of Canada. 

Mr. President, as we are not to secure any appreciable benefit 
for our manufactures and as the farming public will suffer be- 
yong measure, what is the secret back of all this demand for 
reciprocity? The public press makes the sentiment; the press 
wants free print paper; and to give the press what they say 
will be worth $6,000,000 a year to them, we are to punish our 
people in an amount that would be equivalent to a loss of more 
than $150,000,000 annually. 

To a certain extent, Mr. President, the farmers of the country 
| are themselves responsible for the condition that confronts them 
at this time. In a period of temporary excitement they forgot 
the faith of their fathers and bowed to the will of the god 
of yellow journalism. In 1909 the press of the country, 
through its representatives, made a demand upon Congress— 
upon the Republican majority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means and the Finance Committee, which would be responsible 
| for tariff legislation—for free print paper. If they received 
| that concession, it mattered little what the rest of the tariff 
bill might be. If they received that concession, they would 
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| be satisfied to pursue their course, following whatever fad, 
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fancy, folly, or falsehood their management might decide upon 


to quicken public interest and increase their circulation. If 
they did not receive it, the whole tariff proposition would be 


attacked and the wrath of the press and the journals would be 


visited upon the administration and the eae 

They did not secure all that they demanded, and we all know 
the result. They made good. We secured, in my opinion, the 
best tariff bill that we could under all the conditions. It was 
not perfect; none has ever been perfect; and undoubtedly with 
proper information, which could be secured through a com- 
ission or a board, we could without unsettling business in the 

ist remedy ary defects in the law. 

While the tariff measure was under consideration it was 
ade manifest by the press that every man who should vote | 
for the final measure should be marked for slaughter, and | 
every Representative or Senator who should surrender to their | 
demands should be crowned with journalistic glory. 

A campaign was started which, for rankness, has never 
been equaled in the country. A single man was selected in the 
Senate and one in the House, blackened, horned, and winged 
like a vampire, until the public regarded him as a political 
monster. The political virtue of every man in Congress was 
measured by the number of times he happened to escape vot- 
ing the same way as these blackened individuals on any question 
or any amendment. If. he voted half of the time the same as 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance of the Senate he 
was half as bad, no matter what the proposition might be. 
The question of the right or the wrong of it was wholly im- 
material. If he never voted once the same way he was a 
patriot and pure. Courage of conviction was a sin and craven 
fear a virtue. And no explanation of a vote, no question of its 
propriety, was discussed or considered. The atmosphere was 
systematically and persistently poisoned, and when the fever 
was high argument was not demanded; it was enough to 
charge that some one voted with the “interests.” How, where, 
or in what way, or to what extent his vote affected any in- 
terest was carefully concealed. It was a wonderful opportunity 
for those who love gallery play. Men in Congress and out of 
Congress reveled in the press applause and notoriety. Natural 
conservatism lost her balance and everything in the tariff 
measure was condemned. That we needed money to run the 
Government was lost sight of, and a wave of free-tradism 
that would have destroyed every vestige of protection and left 
the Government without revenue swept over the country. 

Each section, while holding fast to the protection awarded 
its particular wares, was anxious to destroy protection on the 
products of every other section. Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
and New Jersey demanded that no duty should be levied on 
foodstuffs and condemned their Representatives because they 
had permitted a duty on them. Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, 
and the Dakotas demanded that the protection should be lifted 
from all manufactured goods and condemned any one of their 
tepresentatives who had consented to any duty upon them. 

Under these conditions men or the Middle West were de 
stroyed because they allowed protection on fabrics and thereby 
increased the cost of living. The men of the East were de 
stroyed because they allowed protection on food products and 
thereby increased the cost of living. 

Out of this turmoil a new political creed was born, and the 
hero of each locality was he who cried, “ Protection on every 
thing that we produce and free trade on everything the rest of 
the country produces.” This is the Fossism of the present day. 

I knew to what end all this madness tended. I knew that 
when the public frenzy should begin to crystallize into hostile and 
punitive legislation the farmer, whose forces were disorganized, 
would be the first victim of the very mob whose numbers he had 
helped to swell, and to whose clamorous cries he had added his 
own voice. But he, too, had been poisoned with a virus with 
which the political atmosphere had been impregnated, and in too 

any instances he, like all the others, turned against those who 
had labored for his benefit and either destroyed them or pu 
ished them with greatly diminished majorities. 

What mattered it that the Representatives of Ohio fought 
day and night to protect the sheep growers and woolgrowers of 
Ohio; to protect their dairies, their poultry, their farm and 
garden products? They were marked for destruction. What 
mattered it that the Senators from Wyoming and Montana, the 
creat cattle and sheep sections of the country, fought vali 





for months to defend the cattle and hide schedule, the wool and 
the sheep schedule? The appreciation of their efforts by their 
farmer constituencies was shown by lessened votes or Demo- 
cratic legislatures which should displac e them in the Senate. 
This was equally true of the appreciation of those who de- 
fended the barley, rye, wheat, flax, and every other farm ee 


uct. It mattered little what their Representative or Sen: ol had | 


done to care for the interest of the State he represented. It 





was on record that he had several times been caught . 
the same way as the chairman of the Committee on Finat d 
voted, and all of the magazines and all of the creat press de 
clared that that was conclusive evidence of treason. 


And upon such specious argument as this many an earnest 
and honest man who had rather be right all of the time t) be 
popular some of the time went down to song il death. 

Do Senators remember when we had before us the tariff | as 
it came over from the House of Simeaneniahivees that thr h 
the influence of the brewers the duty on barley had been re 
duced 5 cents a bushel? I had the old rate put back : in 
the Senate. Good Republicans, who had defended the it est 
of barley raisers in Indiana and Ohio, when they retur | to 
their constituencies, filled with pride for their part in defend 
ing the interest of the farmer against the brewer, had to dodge 
the beer bottles of the brewer coming at them from one dire 

| tion and the barley fork of the farmer coming at them fr e 
other direction. senefits were lost sight of. There seemed ft 
be but one impulse—destroy the party and destroy any l 
who stood for protection on any article. 

In this state of the public mind it was impossible to get a 


fair hearing. Of what avail was it to say to these farmet 
stituencies that the mob spirit which was created by the press 


would by the very same press turn its wrath against them 
Let me ask the farming population of the whole country at 
this time: What proportion of the great press and the ma es 


cle one of t] rn 





is defending your interest? Not a si 

There is an old saying that "Ww hom the gods wish to destroy 
they first make mad,” and the gods of yellow journalism first 
made mad our farming constituen cies and now are proceeding 
to complete the adage by destroying them 

Mr. President, this spirit of hostility against everything 
which was given strength and impetus by Members of this 
Congress, has now got beyond the control of those Mem! 
The fire which was fanned into a flame on this floor has become 
a conflagration, and those whose breath brought it into existence 
are now forced to fight fire. 

We need not censure the President for bringing this ti ' 
before Congress. He did not originate this reciprocal scheme 
It was the sequence of all this hostility, and has the universa 
support of the press. You farmers by your vote at the 
primaries last year and by your vote last fall said you did n 
have much use for the Representatives who defended your inte 
ests in the tariff legislation, and that meant that you did not 
care whether you were protected or not. 

And the moment your attitude was so manifested, the great 
ress of the whole country said, ** Well, take it away from them, 


quick.” And with the whole press of the country calli for 
Canadian reciprocity, and your own vote negativing your i r 
est in the matter, what was left for the President to do but to 
make the agreement and to put it up to the representati of 
the country? 

Mr. President, the farmers of my own State stood sq ely 
for the protective principle. Only a few were stampeded by 
the press attack on the tariff measure, and in the reso 
from the State legislature opposing this agreement they e 
size their belief in that doctrine, but eqi tably ipplied to a oul 
products. Is it any wonder that the President | in the uni 
versal popularity of this measure, when every magazine and 
every one of the great papers are supporting it so forceful 

Ah, Mr. President, we had a hearing here the other d d 


there appeared farmers from the State of Massachusetts who 
were worked up to a high state of excitement over this p 
who, with tears in their eyes and their ‘voices tremb 





emotion. asked the committee to save them from the « 

ity that was to befall them by reason of this reciprocity 
ment. What right had those men from the State of M 
setts to complain? What part had they played for 

this measure and in bringing it before Cong! \\ 











President, if you will go ba only four m« 

that those same farmers in the State of Mass 

and elected by an overwhelmil y 

creed was free food and Canadian reciprocity. 

- acnennc ey gaan ge and lay b 

dent for bringing forward a me: re r free dj i Car 

j \ rl Preside t 1, tha 

d brought this matter before ¢ ! : 3a 
would stay long enough t Pr self d be si 
that the great majority of the far r ele and 
element near the Canadian border ar li 
po ed agreement, notwithst l 
the cities and the press are in its favor. 

But, Mr. President, that is not all Llere he v 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae] If I have eve ls 
plaint to make against him du tl »I) kt 

‘it has been because of his unceasing toil in g 
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interests of the State that he represents, so much so that I 
sonietimes thought he forgot about the other States; but the 
farmers from that State, after having sent to the next Congress 
by their own votes a man who believes, or must believe if he 
follows the tenets of his own party, in free trade in farm prod- 
ucts, come to us to-day and complain that we are giving them 
what they voted for and they criticize the President because he 
has listened to their voice upon that subject. 

tut, Mr. President, I do not believe in retributive punish- 
ment, certainly not for the mild offense of being misled by the 
press and magazines of the country. And so I 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


take the unpopular side again and to the best of my ability | 


defend 
the press of the country. I prefer to take what I know to 
be the right course rather than the easy one, that of floating 
with the current. 

Mr. President, since the beginning of history there never Las 
been a time when the tillers of the soil have occupied a plane 
of financial or social equality with the artisan or the trader. 
Through the toiling, dreary ages, through the lagging centuries, 
patiently, heroically, has the tiller of the soil suffered the con- 
dition of serfdom. Since the day of creation upon his shoulders 
has been laid the whole burden of the world. His strong hands 
have produced the wealth that others might live in luxury. He 


the interests of the farmers of this country against | 


| that go 


has partaken only of the coarsest of the fruits which his chil- | 


dren's toil have lured from the earth. If by his great strength 
he raised himself, Atlas-like, he has raised the world 
with him. Still upon his shoulders rests its ponderous weight; 
still he feeds and clothes not only the vast army of the idlers 
of the earth, the drones of this artificial society of ours, but 
also the vaster hordes that wait upon them. I want to place 
him upon a position of equality with the dwellers of the cities if 
it is possible for me to do so. 

Answering appeals to war, he has beaten his plowshare into 
a sword, conquered, and returned again to his lowly sphere, 
cheerfully dividing his toil-earned store with him whose delicate 
hands could not be darkened with the touch of soil. 

His world has ever been a world of chance, and his life a 
continued war of defense against every form of nature’s de- 
structive agencies. The tares, the wild oats, the mustard, the 
cactus, the French weed, the thistle, infest his lands with a 
tenacity worthy of a holier cause. The demon of disease hovers 
over his stock and his poultry, and the rust and the chinch bug 
are ever alert for favorable breeding weather. The cutworm 
attacks his vegetables in the garden and the cutthroats attack 
his grain in the elevator. The wheat ring combines against his 
grain, the Beef Trust against his cattle. 

But despite all of these enemies he has, with courage invinci- 
ble, labored to reach that goal toward which the star of pro- 
tection has been guiding him—toward that new day when con- 
sumption should overtake production and he could meet every 
other industry in the country on a plane of equality. And when 


has 


the morn of that day begins to dawn and its first streaks of | 
light herald this glorious day so long foretold by the prophets 


of protection, he suddenly finds every other industry in the 
country up in arms against him, determined to bind him to his 
old, enthralled, unjust, and subservient condition for another 
century. 

Mr. President, the dome of this Capitol looks benignly down 
upon the great Center Market of the city. The same rising sun 
that gilds its towers finds the wives and daughters of farmers 
who have driven miles through the darkness with their vege- 
tables, their eggs, or butter, that they may be ready with their 
wares to greet the early shoppers; and there they stand in their 
frayed and faded ginghams, in sun or in shower, disposing of 
the fruits of their labors. Here is a little girl 14 or 16 years of 
age, wearing away her young life, while your daughters are em- 
bellishing theirs with the priceless gift of education. Here is a 
little boy remaining home during the hot, sultry days, knowing 
no recreation, producing the vegetables and fruits for mother 
and sister to sell, while yours are running their autos, their sail- 
boats, or their yachts. 

Here are the farmers in the near vicinity of the city of Wash- 








ington, knowing no vacation, summer or winter, while half the | 


population of this city is off touring Europe or fishing in the 
summer and growing fat on lean Congressmen during the win- 
ter, and begrudging this farmer’s wife the little sum of 5 cents 
for three bunches of celery. 

Mr. President, I am awakened every morning at half past 4, 
winter and summer, by the clatter of the slow and tired horse 
of the farmer that has traveled 6 miles to brag in the milk 
and have it ready to deliver for breakfast. And when I think 
of the work—the good wife getting up at 2 or 3 o’clock in the 


|an hour for his labor. 


milk ready for such early delivery—and when I think of the 
hardships of that life the greatest regret that is in my heart 
is that I do not have to pay three times as much for milk as 
I do. I could stand it and so could the rest of the world stand 
it if they would cut off a few of the luxuries of life in which 
they are indulging, because the price paid the farmer is only 
a very sMall measure of the cost of living. 

Mr. President, the foundation and the excuse for this reci- 
procity agreement is that our food may cost us less and the 


| poor laborers of the cities be benefited thereby. 
am going to | 


Let us look at this feature a moment. 

Are you to benefit the laborers of the country by injuring 
the farmer? I have given a few instances showing that upon 
the principal products of the farm—upon the principal items 
upon the laborer’s table—the protection which the 
farmer receives will not and can not add to the cost of his 
living. It will help out the middleman to some extent. 

The laborer in the great cities is not suffering because of 
the price that he pays for his food products. What he is suf.- 
fering from is the excessive and unreasonable price he must 
pay for rent or for a place to build a home. And this condition 
is due to the very thing which is accentuated by this bill by in 
creasing city profits and decreasing country profits—by sacrific 
ing the country for the benefit of the city. 

This leads me directly to another proposition, upon which I 
was questioned by the Senator from South Carolina. It leads 
directly to the consideration of another most important feature 
bearing upon the high cost of living—that of the improper and un- 
equal distribution of wealth as between city and country. I 
reiterate again that since the very beginning of history the 
tillers of the soil have always had to pay tribute to the dwellers 
of the city, until the value of city property has so enormously 
increased, out of proportion to the value of all other property, 
that it becomes a mighty burden upon both the poorer class in 
the cities and in the country; to those excessive values both the 
laborer and the farmer pay tribute. Let me illustrate: Here 
is a quarter of a block, we will say, in the city of New York, a 
little piece of God’s earth, just big enough for a modest home 
and room to walk around it. Its market price, we will say, is 
$5,000,000. The interest on the investment in the land for a 
place to do business would be, say, $300,000 a year. Some one 
must pay that $300,000. Some one must pay the rent charges 
for the structure built upon this foundation of gold. If it is 
goods that are to be sold or stored, there must be added to their 
value, or their storage above the price of handling, the $300,000 
of interest on the land alone. The public pays for this in the 
enhanced value of everything it buys. That and the higher 
price of the city labor which handles food or other products 
is why they sell from 200 to 1,000 per cent more than the raw 
product costs. 

How may this unequal distribution of wealth be remedied? 
It is not to be remedied by revolution. It ought not to be 
remedied by taxing incomes and taxing property until you tax 
them to death. There is a much better and a more statesman- 
like way of dealing with that proposition. 

Mr. President, unequal distribution of wealth comes from un- 
equal remuneration for labor employed. It is because of the 
higher prices paid for city labor over the prices paid for coun 
try labor, paid to the farmer, and greater return upon invest 
ment in the cities, that enables the accumulation of such vast 
wealth in the city, engenders the speculative spirit in purchas 
ing and holding vast tracts of land to meet the growth of tlie 
city, increasing with every incoming wave of growth or expan 
sion, and laying tribute upon the labor of the city, either di- 
rectly or indirectly, to sustain these high prices. 

I think to-day the bricklayer in the city of New York, Phila 
delphia, Chicago, or Washington will receive at least 40 cents 
His labor is certainly no more intellige 
than that of the farmer. 

It does not require as much skill, as much brains, to lay a 
brick wall, with a plumb line, a square, and a level, as it does 
to build a hay stack or a wheat stack that will shed water ani 
at the same time will not tip over, and I leave that to the Sen 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson] for corroboration. 

If we allowed 40 cents an hour for farmer’s wages, if we 
allowed as much to the farm wife as we allow to the seat 
stress or the cook, if we allowed as much to the farm boy as 
we allow for the clerk in the store, there is not a farmer 
the United States who would not find himself absolutely bank 
rupt in a single year. 

I have made an estimate of about what would be received 


| from a farm of 640 acres of land in my State in an average year, 
morning, the son going out to milk the cows te bare the fresh | 


‘with land, say, worth $50 an acre, estimating the farmer's 
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labor and that of his family at only about half the wages of 
the artisan and those engaged in the ordinary city trades. 

I am going to ask that the table be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. NELSON, Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 

Mr. NELSON. Does the Senator take into account that the 
farmers have to put in from 16 to 18 hours a day. We can not 
resort to the eight-hour law on the farm. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And that is not all, You farmers have to 
work away two-thirds of your working life before you become | 
the owners of the land in which your capital is invested. Here | 
is the cost of producing wheat on a farm in my county, 640 
acres, allowing about half as much for the farmer and his wife 
as would be allowed a bricklayer or colored cook. 

Cost of production of wheat on a farm of 640 acres in North Dakota. 
VALUE OF FARM, MACHINERY, AND HORSES. 
Cost of farm, 640 acres, at $50 per acre 


Cost of Ghrit TISUIORUE.nncccncccwnncncnwesnccoccsesco= 1, 616. 00 
Wart NOG ccccctinmennm een 2, 400. 00 
36, 016. 00 





r 


32, 000. 00 


$: 


Total investment 


Seed grain, labor 
Interest on investment at 
a 
Taxes and depreciation in value of implements 
OE DOD .cneticidisccdineminaanmannm 


Teta? CEPI oc oct ncietincnemnnddnmncenennen 
PROCEEDS. 
8,320 bushels of wheat, at 90 cents per bushel 


_ 
= 
= 
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2, 160. 96 
460. 08 





8, 452. 04 


7, 488. 00 


Loss to farmer 964. 04 


In this I make no allowance for a loss of crop. I think it 
may be estimated that, taking out partial losses and otherwise 
by hail and everything else, we can figure that about one crop 
in ten is lost to the farmer. 

The only reason that the farmer is not running behind is that 
he makes no charge in his account for interest on investment; 
that he and his family receive for their work only board and 
cheap clothes, and that he spends almost nothing except for the 
bare necessities of life. 

Another thing, Mr. President, bearing upon this investment: 
I made a careful investigation and I find that the lands in my 
State are worth on an average 25 per cent more per acre than 
those on the Canadian side in the near vicinity, and if we get 
farther from the well-settled portion, land is worth four or five 
times as much as it is on the Canadian side; and remember, also, 
in estimating our profits we must take our capital employed and 
balance it against half as much capital employed in Canada. 
We must also take into consideration the higher prices that we 
must pay for everything that we buy and balance that with the 
lower prices in Canada. 

There is not a farmer in the country that would not be run- 
ning behind if he allowed himself the wages that are allowed 
the ordinary city laborer. It is only because of his rigid econ- 
omy, denying himself every luxury and probably the majority 
of the comforts of life, that he is able to exist at all. 

But you say that he lives better than the average laborer in 
the city. Nothing is more untrue than this. That he has a 
home to sleep in, and that he will always have food to eat; that 
neither starvation nor lack of shelter can ever face him; that 
he will always have clothes to wear, whether the rest of the 
world do or not, is true. The meat of his cattle will furnish him 
food, and, if need be, the hides will clothe him. 

But he has none of the leisure, none of the hours of recrea- 
tion or amusement that the laborer has in the city. Go down 
here in the month of June and watch the laborers at work on 
your public buildings, when the hour of 4 o’clock in the after- 
noon has arrived and the sun is high in the heavens will not the 
hammers fall from the hands of the workmen with a nail half 
driven; will not the mortar dry in the already hoisted hod? 
Will the laborer not be on his way to his home before you hear 
the last chime of the stroke of 4? But the farmer, with the 
great beads of perspiration running down his sunburned cheeks, 
will have four hours of labor and two hours to do chores in 
after that before his day is completed. 

I know the laborers in the city among the lowest class live 
rather meagerly. It is not because of lack of earning capacity, 
but excessive spending capacity. It is not because of the cost 
of the farmer’s product, the necessities of life, but because of 
the cost of the unnecessaries of life. 

Here is a table, Mr. President, I will ask to insert, which will 
explain this proposition : ! 


XLVI 
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Amounts paid during the year 1909 for 


Wines, liquors, ete___- i “ _ $1, 750, 000, 000 
[Se een 7 7 2 1, 500, 000, 000 
I Sisal ga i ck armies . aol te 800, 000, 000 
a eee = a 685, OOO, OOO 
Cotton goods__-_ _ ‘ . 650, » 000 
Woolens and worsted goods 460. 000, 000 
Boots and shoes_______________ Am $25. OOO. OOO 
RE ae eae ie $35. OOO. OOO 
I i aig a a ss 205, G00, 000 


Let me analyze it. I want the Senators who claim that these 


laborers benefit and that the farmer is getting too much to 
listen to this. In the year 1909 the American people paid for 
wines and liquors and beers $1,750,000,000, and they paid for 
flour $435,000,000, or more than four times as much for liquors 
as for their bread; and yet some of the consumers complain of 


us. The brewer wants cheaper barley and wants the farmer 
to produce it for him for less compensation. 
I find also that the laborers and the rest 


of the An ean 
people ‘spent $205,000,000 for potatoes in 1909 and they spent 
$800,000,000 for tobacco, or nearly $4 for tobacco to $1 for 


potatoes. 

I find that they spent for boots and shoes only four hundred 
and thirty-five millions, and that they spent billions for the un- 
necessaries of life. I wish I also had a record of the hundreds 
of millions of dollars that are expended for theaters, football, 
baseball, horse racing, and other éxpenses for amusements that 


| we might comprehend to what extent our extravagances con- 


stitute the cost of living. 


Mr. President, let the laborer of the city practice only one- 


| quarter of the thrift, of the economy, of the farmer and he 


will never need to complain of the price of farm products 
us increase the wealth of the country and more nearly equal- 
ize the remuneration received by the dwellers of both city and 
country. We will thereby add to the comforts of the country 
and take away some of the useless extravagances of the city 
and benefit both alike. 

But you say the boys are leaving the farms. Yes; they are 
leaving the farms, and, as I stated before, they are leaving the 
farms not because the city life is more attractive, but because 
it is more valuable in every line of business. Men go from here 
to Alaska and stay there in the cold of winter for years in 
order to wealth, but for immediate 


Let 


secure not comfort or 
pleasure. It is for money. Give the farmer the money to get 
his luxuries and his comforts and he will stay home on the 
farm. That is the whole secret of the boys leaving the farm. 


And I want to keep the farmer boys on the farm. I want to 
take some of your surplus meat men that are trying to make 
a living in the cities selling 100 pounds of meat a day and put 
them back on the farm and make them good producers. For 
when you do that there will not be many meat men to 
whom you will have to pay a profit and your meat will become 
cheaper without injury to the farmer. 

Mr. President, I do not know that the farmer any more 
honest than any other man. I never have given him credit for 
that. I believe that honesty is something that is learned at the 
mother’s knee, and once instilled into the heart of a boy it will 
ever remain there. But at the same time I do believe that there 
is something in living and in performing our labors between the 
green earth and the azure skies, fanned by the breezes and 
kissed by the sunshine—something that tends to give character, 
something that tends to give broadness of vision, 
that tends to give honesty of purpose, something that tends to 
make men more patriotic, something that tends to make them 


So 


is 


Ssomethit o 


more law-abiding. And I want to say to Senators that the 
fungus of anarchy never yet had its growth in a purely agricul- 
tural section of the country. 

Mr. President, there are too many in the cities. We will 


never get them out of the city until we make farming life more 
profitable than it is to-day. 

If you will drive along one of the great avenues in this city 
for a distance of about seven blocks, passing through two or our 
beautiful circles, you will find it a street of palatial magnifi- 
cence. And if you make inquiry you will find that practically 
all of these homes are occupied not to exceed three months in 
a year. Think of the backs that have bended low to produce 
these useless monuments of extravagance and ostentatious social 
rivalry. Think of the wasted human energy that has been ex- 
pended by the many for the pleasure of the few. ‘Think of the 
thousands upon thousands who have had to be l, 
clothed, and fed while all their energies are being expended for 
that which is worse than useless. Some one pays for this. It 
is not the nonproducer. Other labor must clothe and feed the 
laborers, whose energies are thus wasted. 

I am preaching no socialistic doctrine when I declare that 
this unequal, artificial, and wasteful social status of to-day can 


Supporte 




























3404 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





mu | will not continue, that the country must and will have | 
t ' of the wealth of the Nation. There can be no grain of 
cn cr in 1 assertion to the advocates of socialism or 
pa isa. Any man who is possessed of sufficient reasoning 
} ‘fo understand the simplest mathematical problem knows 
that human advancement must ever rest upon individual in- 
chi nd that individual industry is never a matter of choice, 
! necessity, that human nature needs both the halter and 
the whip, withont both of which degeneracy must inevitably fol- 
Ve need ever before us the Goddess of Ambition, with her 
star of hope to lure us on, and ever behind us the God of Neces- 
ty, to accelerate our lagging zeal. The evils of the unequal 
and wrongful present social status are infinitesimal when com- 
pared with the degenerating evils of social 1 But this must 
be brought t, Mr. President, by increas! the value of the 
farm, bringi the wealth, there is only so much of it in exist- 


ence, bringing the energy, only so much of it can be expended, 
away from the city and developing the country until it is on an 
equi: footing with the eity. 


Let me, however, Mr. President. give one note of warning to 
th Senators who represent the great cities, with their enor- 
mous wealth, with their palatial homes, with their costly edi- 
fices, their galleries of art, their great libraries—all made pos- 
sible because of the advantage of city over country earning 


capacity. Let me say to those who represent the great manu- 
facturing industries, with their millions of dependent laborers, 
that this protective structure of America which has enabled 
them to prosper and develop during the last 40 years must 
either stand as a whole or fall as a whole. 

I warn them to remember that it is they who strike the first 
blow to undermine not a mere sectional but a national edifice; 
that it is they who have declared the war. It is they who have 
sown the winds, and it will be they who shall reap the whirl- 
wind. 

And I think it is not out of piace here to suggest to them 
that every great conflict is not determined in favor of him who 
strikes the first blow, but in favor of him who is able to strike 
the last blow. By this treaty you strike the great cereal and 
stock interests of the Northwestern States a staggering blow, 
but they will arise and return that blow with interest. 

In every great war it is not the first battle that counts. 
It was not the glorious victory of Austerlitz that settled the 
destinies of Europe; it was the tragic Battle of Waterloo. It 
was not Bull Run that determined the fate of the Confederacy; 
it was Gettysburg. It will not be the advantage gained to the 
manufacturing interest by Canadian reciprocity that will settle 
the great fundamental protection policy of the country; it will 
be the swift stroke of retributive justice that will follow. 

Heretofore I have had some doubts about the feasibility and 
even the propriety of taking up the tariff proposition schedule 
by schedule or subject by subject. When this Canadian com- 
pact becomes the law, every doubt will have vanished. By it 
we are taking up the proposition schedule by schedule. The 
first schedule is the agricultural, and against it is combined every 
other interest in the country, and every article is placed on the 
free list. But take up the tariff schedule by schedule and in 


schedule after schedule the protective idea will be crushed to | 
death by the determined votes of the representatives of the out- 


raged farming population of this country. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 10849) to authorize the city of Shreveport to 
coustruct a bridge across Red River. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

H. R. 23015. An act to protect the dignity and honor of the 
uniform of the United States; and 

H. R. 241538. An act for the relief of John Marshall. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill CH. R. 31856) making appropriations to provide for the 


expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the | 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes; asks 
a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Garpner of 
Michigan, Mr. Taytor of Ohio, and Mr. BuRLESON managers at 
the conference on part of the House. 

‘The message also announced that the House insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 10177) to authorize additional aids 
to navigation in the Lighthouse Establishment, and for other 


purposes; asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing | 


votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mann, 
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Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, and Mr. ADAMSON managers at the 

onference on part of the House. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the action of the House of Representatives on the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill. 

Fhe VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the report of the 
ommittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Hiouses on the bill (H. R. 31856) making appropriations to pro- 

| vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Co- 
lumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other 
purposes, and requesting a further conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate agree to the fur- 
ther conference asked by the House of Representatives, and that 
the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Vice President appointed 
Mr. GALLINGER, Mr, Curtis, and Mr. TILLMAN conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be announced. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution 315, submitted by Mr. 
BEVERIDGE on January 9, 1911, as follows: 

Resolved, That WILLIAM LORIMER was not duly and legally elected 
to a seat in the Senate of the United States by the Legislature of the 
State of Illinois. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I had intended to address the 
Senate to-day on this resolution and had made preparation 
with that view. The Senator from North Dakota has occupied 
several hours in the very interesting speech he has made. It 
is now more than half past 3, with a special order set for 5 
o’clock. I am not seeking to delay the consideration of this 
resolution or coming to a yote upon it; I am willing to con- 
tribute what I can to that end; but I do not care, under the 
circumstances, to address the Senate this evening. 

I would like to ask the Senator from Michigan, if no other 
Senator is ready to proceed this afternoon on this resolution, 
if he would not consent to let it go over until Monday, so that 
I might begin, by the unanimous consent of the Senate, imme 
diately after the reading of the Journal on Monday morning. 
I could then come near to the conclusion of my remarks by 2 
o'clock, so near, indeed, that I am sure I could appeal to the 
courtesy of my friend from Georgia [Mr. Bacon} for a few 
minutes after 2 o’clock, but of course not to interfere with the 
notice he has given. 

Mr. BURROWS. I could not understand the request of the 
Senator. 

Mr. STONE. My request was that the Senator from Michi- 
igan, unless some other Senator is ready to proceed now to 
occupy the remainder of the time until 5 o’clock in discussing 
the Lorimer resolution, would consent that it be laid aside 
temporarily, to be taken up Monday morning immediately after 
the reading of the Journal, that I might then conclude what I 

|; have to say, so as not to interfere with the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I simply desire to remind 
the Senate that I have given notice I would like to ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the Post Office ap- 
propriation bill Monday morning. I take it we will all have 
to inconvenience ourselves considerably during the next week 
in order to get through with the business of the Senate, and 
unless an agreement can be reached to vote on the Lorimer 
| case I think we ought to proceed with it. Others of us have 
| rights here and conveniences to be consulted. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will inquire of the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] if he is not prepared to occupy some 
time this afternoon. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I had not expected to take 
| up very much of the time of the Senate in what I have to say, 
|not more, I think, than 15 minutes. I can do that this after- 
| noon if it seems necessary, although the time occupied by me 
| will be so brief it is hardly a material element in determining 
this question. I have not been feeling very well to-day, and as 
|a matter of personal preference I would rather not take the 
| matter up, but I will do so if it seems to be necessary under 
| all the circumstances. 
| Mr. STONE. I had supposed that the Senator from Wyo- 
| ming [Mr. WARREN] was ready perhaps to proceed with the con- 
| 
i 


sideration of the Agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. Let us fix a time to vote. That will settle 
the question. 

Mr. STONE. I have no objection to that, but other Senators 
' might interpose an objection. 
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Mr. BURROWS. I presume there will be no objection to 

ing a time to vote on the matter, and that might relieve the 
situation somewhat. I therefore ask unanimous consent that a 
vote may be taken next Wednesday before adjournment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that on Wednesday next, before adjourn- 
ment. a vote be taken upon Senate resolution 315. Is there ob- 

tion? 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I recall the attention of the 
Senate and of the Senator from Michigan to the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLetrre] that 
he desired to present some views with regard to this matter, and 
that he did not feel willing to give consent at this time. Tor 
that reason I feel that in his absence I am justified in ob- 


jecting. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma ob- 


Mr. STONE. Let me inquire of the Senator from Oklahoma 
if he would object to fixing a later day in the week for taking 
the vote. 

Mr. OWEN. I was simply giving voice to the expression of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, who is not present. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the Senator object? 

Mr. OWEN. At this time I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I see no way except to proceed with 
this matter. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


» 


‘ 





Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Appropriations. to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 32866) making appropriations for 
the Diplomatic and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1912, reported it with amendments and submitted a 
report (No. 1244) thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 32865) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial 
and service, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments 
and submitted a report (No. 1245) thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I give notice that at as early a time as possible 
next week the Committee on Appropriations will cal! up these 
two bills for consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bills will be placed on the 
calendar. 

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senate to take up House bill 31596, 
the agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. OVERMAN, Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. WARREN, I ask the Senator to wait until I get the 
bill up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
request that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside? 

Mr. NELSON. I request that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. 

Mr. WARREN. I had assumed that that matter had been ar- 
ranged; but the Senator from Michigan is here and can tell us 
whether he wishes to proceed with the resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am exceedingly anxious, as I am sure the 
Senate must be, to proceed with and close this matter. May I 

k the Senator from Oklahoma whether he will consent to a 
vote on Thursday at 5 o'clock? 

Mr. OWEN. I have already advised the Senator from Michi- 

n that I was merely giving voice to the expressed wish of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, who is not here. He did not feel 

that time yesterday afternoon that he was prepared at this 
time to agree upon a fixed time for the vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. That would leave four days for debate 
next week. 

Mr. OWEN. He doubtless will be in the Chamber in a few 

nutes, and he can speak for himself. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think we had better proceed, then, with 
tue matter. 

Mr. PENROSE. Regular order! 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


resoluti 


on. Senators in favor of the resolution will say aye. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. An objection does not prevail. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to address the Senate. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Very good. The Chair recos s 
the Senator for that purpose rhe Chair did not understand 
the Senator to ask for recognilio He thought the S tor 
simply objected. The Chair, of course, recognizes the Senator to 


; Sa 
discuss the resolution. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Presiden 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator w vield to me, I move t the 
Senate adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Da- 
kota yield for that purpose? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Sout 


h TD: i 
yields to the Senator from Missouri, who moves that the Senate 
do now adjourn. [Putting the question.] rhe noes appear to 


have it. 

Mr. STONE. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘he yeas and nays were ordered and taken 

Mr. BACON. 1 will inquire if the junior Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Frye] has voted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BACON. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. OVERMAN (after having voted in the negative). I wish 
to state that I am paired with the senior Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. Pires], and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 70, as follows: 





YEAS—6 
Bristow Rayner Taliaferro laylor 
Owen Stone 
NAYS—70 
| Bailey Crane Gronna Penrose 
| Bankhead Crawford Guggenheim Perey 
eridge Culberson II erkins 
sourne Cullom Hleyburn Richardson 
Bradley Cummins Johnston Root 
Brandegee Curtis Jones Scott 
Briggs Davis Kean Shively 
Brown Depew La Follette Smith, Mich 
Bulkeley Dick Lodge Stephenson 
Burkett Dillingham McCumber Sutherland 
surnham Dixon Martin Thornton 
Burrows du Pont Money Tillman 
Burton Fletcher Nelson Warner 
Carter Flint Newlands Warren 
Chamberlain Foster Nixon Watson 
Clapp Gallinger Oliver Young 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Page 
Clarke, Ark. Gore Paynter 
NOT VOTING—15 
Aldrich Frye Simmons Swanson 
Bacon Lorimer Smith, Md lerrell 
forah Overman Smith, S. C. Wecmore 
Frazier Piles Smoot 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WARREN. Assuming that the Senator from Michigan - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. CRAWFoRD] has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator 
from Wyoming? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator is about to proceed with a 
speech, I will not make the motion I was going to make. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will yield if the Senator desires. 

Mr. WARREN. I was about to move to take 1 
tural appropriation bill, but lL am perfectly willing to defe1 
that motion if the Senator wishes to proceed 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will yield for that p 


Mr. STONE. If I can have a moment 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Dees the Se tor from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Missouri‘ 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do. 

Mr. STONE. I desire to say by way of ap vy that when I 
made the motion to adjourn I did not for the moment have in 
mind the special order for eulogies at 5 0% If I had my 
motion would have been to take a recess u o oclock instead 
of moving to adjourn. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Pre lent, I pr ot t » on 
to-day. The remarks I exper ted t make w ot be exte led. 
I had requested simply that I be given an opportunity briefly to 
speak on this matter before it is disposed of | have not been 
feeling well to-day and I would prefer not to go on now 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Presid 

Mr. CRAWFORD. But I will do it if it is necessary to be 


whipped into it now 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President - 

Mr. CRAWFORD (continuing). Instead of having an oppor- 
tunity to say a few words on Monday. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 do. 
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Mr. BURROWS. The Senator from South Dakota advised 
me some hours ago that he was not feeling well and would 
prefer not to go on to-day. In view of that and the statement 
he now makes, I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished | 
bu s be laid aside so that the Senator from Wyoming may 
ca » the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAILEY Mr. President, I want to say that, in my 
judgment, no matter of higher importance is before or can 
come before the Senate than the question which affects the 
right of a Member to his seat. We are now within one week 
of final adjournment, and while I do not think it vital that 
this question shall be disposed of to-day or Monday or even 
the next day, I do think the Senate owes it to itself and owes 


it to the country 
gress expires. 


to settle the question before the present Con 
[ can not bring myself yet to believe, in spite 
of what seems to be evidence of a purpose to filibuster against 
the that Senators who must act as judges in this 
matter desire to prevent a judgment being rendered on it; but 
unless we can have some for a vote, I shall insist 
on the regular order, if every appropriation bill fails. With 
that notice, I will not now interfere with the arrangement pro- 
posed for this particular bill. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator does not mean in any way to 
convey the idea that he believes the pressure for the considera- 
tion of the appropriation bills, which of course must be passed 
and under the practice of the Senate have precedence, in 
any way connected with a filibuster against the Lorimer matter. 


de ‘ision 


agreement 


is 


Mr. BAILEY. I do not. 

Mr. HALE. It is just the reverse. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not. Mr. President, I cheerfully acquit 
those in charge of the appropriation bills of such a purpose, 


but I have simply made what I believe to be a fair statement 
of the situation. 


Mr. STONE. Will the Senator from Texas yield to me a 
moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE. I wish to say that so far as I am concerned 
I am not engaged in any filibuster. I have said that I am 


entirely willing now to fix a day or an hour next week to vote 
upon this resolution. I have not interposed any objection to 
fixing a day to vote. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, it was not even necessary for 
the Senator from Missouri to say that, because the REcorp 
shows just exactly what he has stated—that he consented to 
any reasonable time for a vote, reserving only the right to ad- 


dress the Senate. I had no thought of including the Senator 
from Missouri in the suggestion of a filibuster, and I do not 
make that suggestion against any Senator, because I will not 
merely make a suggestion when I become satisfied that a 
filibuster is intended, but I will declare it without using soft 
words. 


[ do not now declare that Senators are now ready to indulge 
in a filibuster on this question. I confidently believe that it will 
come to a vote, and that it will be decided before the present 
Congress adjourns exactly as the majority of Senators think 
it ought to be decided. 


sut I felt it was due to those in charge of the appropriation 
bills to give them notice that I deem it just as important, or 


more important, to decide this question than to pass the appro- 


priation bills, because, notwithstanding the country may not 
agree with me in that respect, I am not sure an extraordinary 
session of Congress will be a public calamity. We have been 


ordered by the people of the United States to do certain things, 
and if they are to be done, then, in my opinion, it is well to do 
them with as little delay as possible. I am willing to come back 
to do it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas ob 
ject to laying aside the unfinished business informally? 

Mr. BATLEY I do not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to laying aside 
the unfinished business temporarily? The Chair hears no ob- 
jection and the unfinished business 

\ PENROSE. I should like to make an inquiry. Does that 
int » with its remaining the unfinished business? 

7 VICE PRESIDENT. It does not. The Chair hears no 
obj nm, and the unfinished business is temporarily laid aside. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILI 

Mr. WARREN I unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the agricultural appropriation 


bill. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the agricultural appropriation bill. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 31596) making ap- 
propriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1912, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry with amendments, 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the bill be read 
for amendment, the committee amendments to be first con 
sidered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. WARREN. I should now like to have read a statement, 
which I send to the Secretary’s desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the statement which the Senator from Wyoming sends 
to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Official estimate for fiscal year 1912_-___-_-_-_~~_- " . $16, 012, 066 
Amount carried by the Senate bill_- $16, 980, 196 
Amount carried by House bill____----~-~~- -- 16, 723, S11 


Actual increase of the Senate bill over 
Estimate for the fiscal year 1911_---_- 
House bill carried last year___- 
Senate bill carried last year.._............ A . 
Net increase in appropriation over last year_— 
This bill carries for Forestry Service. _~-- : ‘ 

(This does not include amount in Appalachian Forest 

bill, ten or eleyen million dollars.) 

Amounts carried in this bill for appropriations under the 

Hatch 
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and Adams Acts eel cakes iain an 1, 440, 000 
Amount carried in other bills for aid of agricultural col- 
leges, under Morrill Acts, for fiscal year 1912--------~- 2, 500, 000 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry was, under the head of “ Department of Agriculture,” 
on page 2, line 2, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ four 
thousand five hundred” and insert “five thousand,” so as to 
read : 

Salaries, office of the Secretary of Agriculture: Secretary of Agri 
culture, $12,000; Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, $5,000; solicitor. 
$5,000; chief clerk, $2,500, and $500 additional as custodian of 
buildings. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item for salaries in the 
office of the Secretary of Agriculture, on page 2, line 21, before 


the word “ hundred,” to strike out “four” and insert “ si» 
and on page 3, line 4, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out 
“six ” and insert “ eight,” so as to read: 


One telegraph and telephone operator, $1,600; 2 clerks, class 4; 6 
clerks, class 3; 10 clerks, class 2; 18 clerks, class 1; 8 clerks, at $1,000 
each; 5 clerks, at $900 each; 10 clerks, messengers, or laborers, at $840 
each; 16 clerks, assistant messengers, or laborers, at $720 each; 1 chief 
engineer, who shall be captain of the watch, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, ot page 4, line 12, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the office of the 
Secretary of Agriculture from $275,550 to $276,450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Weather 
reau,” on page 6, line 11, before the word “ preservation,” to 
strike out “and,” and in line 12, before the word “of,” where 
it occurs the first time, to insert “and improvement,” so as to 
make the clause read: 4 


For fuel, 


Poy 
>I 


Contingent expenses, Weather Bureau: 
other expenses for the care, preservation, and improvement of tl 
public buildings and grounds of the Weather Bureau in the city 
Washington; for stationery and blank books, furniture and repairs 
same, and freight and express charges; for subsistence, care, and pt 
hase of horses and vehicles, and repairs of harness, for official | 

; only; for advertising, dry goods, twine, mats, oils, paints, glas 
ber, hardware, ice, washing towels, and other miscellaneous supplies 
expenses not otherwise provided for in the city of Washingto 


lights, repairs, and 





and 
$25,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary continued the reading of the bill to the end 
of line 7, on page 7. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, before passing from the part of the 


bill relating to the Weather Bureau and meteorological matters, 
I wish the Senator in charge of the bill would inform the Senat 
what is the scope of the bill relating to the Weather Bureau. .\ 
Senator at my right suggests there is nothing that we can do to 
| control the weather, which is undoubtedly true, but if we have 











































xpensive bureau, whose business it is to prognosticate, it) Weatl 
e in a while to make a lucky guess as to the weather. | to 
ww that this winter the predictions of the Weather Bu som 
have been the laughingstock of everybody. With the ex 


of certain phrases about winds along certain coasts be wet! 


fresh and southerly and southeasterly and westerly and that o 








westerly, the guesses that the bureau has made have tie s« 
much all been wrong. It is not simply a matter of jok Mr 
I ely » case it there are many credulous per ert 
ke stock in the guesses of the Weather Bureau, as time 
y credule ersons read predictions and statements Ways, 
ewspapers, which are taken back the next day. Of course ° 
lerstand that when the newspapers say that such and Bure 
s going to be done to-day, and to-morrow they say | Sane 
g r to be done, th wspapers depend upon the pre 
ess of the public; that norrow the public will not 
ber what has been said to-day. But the Weather B pre 
Mr. President, ought not to be conducted on that basis. mittee 
e spending a great deal of money, and we are spending it 
service that ought to be of use—of use to many in 
sts in the country, of use to shippers and shipping, to manu 
ers, to he lifter { des al >a Ze if i things 
entel o th eneral business of th yun try Che 
\ ‘ Bureau ought t to go upon the theory when it pre 
day. and to-morrow that prediction is found to be ab 
‘ itry will forget it and forgive it. <row 
rhe fact that the Weather Bureau seems to have no actual tle oce 
if eda ‘ \ h it ean base any prediction is a very 
' tous fact I s calamitous because, as I have said, it if 
) ves real and important interests, and I wish the Sena Mr 





; tor would tell us—not that I suppose he could put into an ap- Mr 
riation bill a provision that will give any man the power 


‘ 1 guesswork—but I wish he would tell us whether his 
mittee, in considering this subject and perhaps in dealing hear w! 


the Weather Bureau, had representatives of that bureau formati 


before it: and if so, what the bureau said in reference to this Season 
dition and to the estimate that the public has gained, espe- ol 
ly this winter, of its not only apparent uselessness but and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


re 
} 
\ 
t W 
t 
i 


perhaps of its harmfulness. Will the Senator tell us what the right where 


Weather Bureau propounded to the Committee on Agriculture can prote 


s the basis of this guesswork’? may be 


Vir VARREN. Mr. President, the Weather Bureau has Went! 


erown in size, expense, and usefulness, like other branches of 0 A&I 
the Government Not many years ago it was a sort of side extend 
issue in the War Departnient, under the charge of an officer Te2v r 
of the Army: but upon representations of the shipping inter Mi 


ts of the country, the agricultural interests, and others, it was Pothuer 


enlarged and finally made of general application and carried to < 
he Department of Agriculture. I have to submit, and admit ({ ! 
without hesitation, that there must be in this service more or © 
<s guesswork or miscalculation. Cle 
While I have not had my attention called particularly to the 
libility of the service this winter, I have only to compare P' 
t with the guesses of what may be going on in the human mind al 
s to what may happen from time to time and what has hap- 
pened. From some time last summer along through November PF?s 
nd up to the present time a great many guesses have gone wild. 
I do the service the justice- 
Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senater think that the wea 
iunge its mind like folks? 
Mr. WARREN, Not as rapidly, but sometimes it gets just + " 
riable as do the people. haat 
BAILEY. You see the things that happened during the ®dd 
e to which the Senator has referred came about through a_ ' 








< evesnenanegmmremannryn tom on 
s 
=e 
- 2 
~~ = 
A. 
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R Which the weather sometimes affects. 
fr. BAILEY. Very greatly affects. = 
i WARREN. Undoubtedly when the mind is “sou’-sou’- CCUM 
mi a man has not yet had his coffee and he meets a dis : 
t ( } ‘ 
; 


le party on the street, he is not as affable as he is later 

he day when the wind has changed to south and his | } 
ts have been properly cared for. : 

Mr. BAILEY. I submit that the Senator from Maine ought * 

be entirely satisfied with that explanation. [Laughter.] 

Kk. Mr. President, I admit that that i 





on 








tion it the Se tor can give. As he says, we have : 

g ol gl going on about different things, but we do 

7 

i aon aes 
WA cuse e, but the Government pays 

sreat each session of the Senate, and a man who 

s undertake in the morning to guess wl W be done dum i 





e day 


» day will generally have another guess coming. 
Mr. HALE. But it is not part of the duty of a legislator to 
ue what is to be done during the day. He deals with things 


m hour te he —_ 


hour as they come up. But the mission of the 


t themsel 
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During the last 10 years we have n ted great improvements under 
Chief Willis L. we re’s direction. In the efficiency of the services re n 
aered to th ener publie The collection and distribution of weather 
data and forecasts have been systematized and ‘mproved until the value | 
of the information ¢ in not be estimated in money terms. In the last 
two or three years however, Congress seems to have adopted a policy 
of retrenchment jy the amount of appropriations to the Weather Burs au 
wl ; ntinued, will, in our Opinion, seriously impair the efliciency 
of tl ervice in addition to lessening its Value 

With the end in view of oby ating this serious set) ack and of increas- 
ing eflicieney in the weather s rvice we see the neces ity for further ex 
tension 1 the interests of , mmerce and agri uiture, and, thers fore, 
would appreciate y, ur vices in obtaining nex congressional ac- 
tion in securing ifficient appropriations enah} ns the bureau to con- 
tinue and further enlarge its valuable field of usef ‘SS, 

We ecially desire that you aid in having th daily reports from 
Birt gham, Ala. : Macon, ‘Ga. : Key West, } ; Savannah, Ga.: 
Augusta, Ga ; Wilt ington, N. ¢ N. ¢C and El Paso, Tex., 
telegraphed to Weather Burea 1 stati > Southern States These 
formerly appeared on the daily maps, veen discontinued, owing 
to the reduced oprations 

The extension of the agricultural area in the State of Texas ard espe- 
cially in the we fern part of that State have ere: ted a want for mx re 
data relative to the wi ither, etc., of that sect on, consequently the fol- 
lowing additional special cotton-region Stations would, in our opinion, be 
of immeasurable value to the trade, yigz San Diego, Duval County ; 
Clarendon, Donley County; Tondo. Medina County; Llano, Llano 
County: Haskell] Haskell County ; Eastland. Eastland County ; Snyder, 
Scurry County :; spur, Dickens C; unty; El Paso, El Paso County. 

Thanking you for \ ur consideration of this request, and assuring you 
of oul appreciation the reof, | am 


Yours, very truly, E. J. Gu NNY, Vice Presids nt, 


The reading of the bill was resumed, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry was, on page 7, 
insert 


line 2h, after the word 
“and improvements,” so as to make the clause read: 

For rent of offices and repairs and improvements to buildings now 
completed and located outside of the District of Columbia and care and 
preservation of gr unds, including construction of Sidewalks on publie 
Streets abutting Wy ither Bureau srounds, $97,500. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 11, before the word 
“hundred,” to Strike out “two hundred and ninety thousand 
Seven” and insert “ three hundred and fifteen thousand seven,” 
SO as to make the ¢ lause read: 


reports and me rates to be fixed by the Secretary of Agriculture 
by agreements with the companies performing the service, $315,700. 

The ame ndment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 4, to increase the 
total appropriation for general expenses of the Weather Bureau 
from $1,252,780 to 91,277,780. 

The amendment vas agreed to. 

The next fiimendment was, on page 9, line 6, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Weather Bureau 
from $1,590,950 to $1,615,950. 

The amendment Was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 12, before the word 


“ repairs,” to | 


FEBRUARY 25, 


——— 


Mr. WARREN, It is evident, since there is a Special notice 
or order of a privileged nature at 5 o'clock, that we Shal) not 
be able to complete the consideration of the bill this evening, 
Several Senators haye important matters which they wish to 
bring up and Set into conference. I therefore ask to lay the 
bill aside, and I give notice that I shall call it up at the very 
earliest possible moment next Monday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming with- 
draws the bill from present consideration, 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE, 


Mr. JONES. J desire to give notice that following the speech 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] on Monday I sha}! 
Submit some remarks on the joint resolution providing for the 
election of Senators by direct vote of the people, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
31856) making “ppropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, having met. after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments humbered 11, 20 
380, 31, 37, 38, 59, 46, 50, 59, 65, 69, 75, 78, 79, SO, 85, 84, 85, SG, 
101, 104, 107, 109, 110, rl, 112 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 123. 
129 134, 137, 140, 142, 143. 147, 150, 152, 159, 164, 165, 171, 17° 
175, 176, 181, 187, 188, 190, 191, 196, 199, 200, 202, 203, 204. 205, 
209, 213, 220. 222, 230, 23 » 232, 235, 238, 239, and 240, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8 9, 10, 12, 13. 16, 
17, 18, 19, 21. 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, J2, 33, 35, 86, 40, 41. 
42, 43, 44, 45, 47, 51, 52, 53. 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 60, 61. 62, 63, 64. 


66, 67, 68, 70. thy da We. 74, 76, 77, 82, 87, 88 91, 92, 96, 97, 9S, 


~, « 


| 99, 100, 103. 108, 119, 120, 122, 124, 195, 126, 127, 128, 130, 131. 
For telephone 1 ntals and for telegraphing, telephoning. and cabling | 


“dollars,” te insert “ five hundred,” and in line 13, before the | 


word “dollars,” to insert ~ two hundred and fifty,” so as to! 
read: 

Ss ries, B of Animal Ind stry: One chief of bureau, $5,000; 
one ¢} cler >~,000; one editor and compiler, $2,250. 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, line 12 
total apy ropriation for salarj r 
from 046,700 to 347,450. 


to increase the 
aries, Bureau of Animal Industry, 


The amendment Was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 15, to strike 
out: 

The act of August 30, 1890 is hereby ame led so to authorize 
the Secretary Of Agriculture Within his q etion, and under such 
joint regulations as ‘y Y be prescribed by the of Agriculture 
and the Secretary of the J sury, to ! t t ‘ Ssion of tiek 
infested cattle from Mexico into that part of Texas below the uthern | 
cattle-quarantine iine 


The amendment y AS agreed to 


The next am idment was, on page 15, line 23. to increase the 





total appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry from $1 654,000 to 91,654,750, 

The amendment Was agreed to. 

‘I reading of the bil] Was continued to the end of line 31, 
on 1 re 15. 

Mi i ‘N. I ask at this point to offer the amendment 


RY. On page 15. after line 21, insert the follow- 


tectine 


ting, and removal to Safety of elk in the coun- 
nS Hole and the leton lo lity, in the State of 
or aS much thereof as iInay be ne essary, 





W yomlr Z, $20.000_ 


The amendme it Was agreed to. 





135, 138, 139, 141, 144, 146, 153, 154, 158, 162, 166, 167, 168, 169, 
170, 173, 174, 177, 180, 182. 183, 184, 189. 193, 194, 197, 206, 210, 
212, 214, 215, 216. 217, 221, 223 904. 225, 226, 227, 228, 229, 233. 
234, 241, 242 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248 and 249, and agree to 
the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend. 
ment of the Senate humbered 5, and agree to the same With an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum Proposed insert 
“ $1,600”: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same wit) 
un amendment as follows: In lieu of the Sum proposed insert 
“ $117,086"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
Said amendment insert the following: “The Provisions of the 
act approved March 15, 1898, as amended by the act approved 
July 7, 1898, regulating leave of absence to employees of the 
Federal Government, are hereby made applicable to the regular 
annual employees of the government of the District of Colun 
bia, except the police and fire departments, and public-schoo! 
officers, teachers, and employees”; and the Senate agree to t! 
same, 





That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with 
in amendment as follows: In lieu of the Sum proposed insert 
$179,810 ” : and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same wit!) 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted 
Said amendment insert the following: 


“ two cataloguers, at $540 
each’ 


; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the Same with 
an amendment as follows: In liey of the sum Proposed insert 
"$40,940": ana the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 81, and agree to the Same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ $123,650 ” : and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ments of the Senate humbered 89 and 90, and agree to the same 
with amendments as follows: Transpose Said amendments and 
insert the Same on page 33 of the bill, after line 26, amended 
as follows: In line 8 of amendment humbered 89 strike out the 
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word “seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof the words “one 
ndred ’’; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ent of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an 
iment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
$65,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
nt of the Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with an 
endment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
$150,000"; and the Senate agree to the same 
Chat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 95, and agree to the same with 
iendments, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $260,000,” and on page 85 of the bill, in line 24, after the 
word “ specifications,” insert the following: 
Provided further, That whenever it shall appear to said com 
inissioners that the work now performed under contract. 
ely, Street sweeping and cleaning alleys and unimproved 
streets, can, in their Judgment, be performed under their imme- 
diate direction more advantageously to the District. then, in 
that event, said commissioners are hereby authorized to per 
forin any part or all of said work in such manner, and to em 
ploy all necessary personal services, and purchase and maintain 
ch street-cleaning apparatus, horses, harness. carts, wagons, 
ols, and equipment as may be necessary for the purpose, 
d of this appropriation the sum of $40,000 is hereby made 
immediately available,” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with 
ai amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 
“Interior Park: For the condemnation of land in the interior 
of square 534, within the limiting lines shown on approved 
plans in the oflice of the Engineer Commissioner of the District 
of Columbia, and for the development of the land so acquired 
as an interior park: Provided, That the said land shall be con- 
demned by a proceeding in rem in accordance with the pro- 
isions of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia within six months after the date of 
the passage of this act: And provided further, That of the 
unount found to be due and awarded by the jury in said con 
demnation proceedings as damages for and in respect of the | 
land to be condemned, plus the cost and expense of said pro 
ceeding, not less than one-third 
the jury as benefits, $78,000.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
; ment of the Senate numbered 105, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
§ $46,495"; and the Senate agree to the sanx 


en 


thereof shall be assessed by 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
it of the Senate numbered 106. and agree to the same with 
1 amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
913,500”; and the Senate agree to the same, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with 
; 1 amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
: 23,500"; and the Senate agree to the same, 
That the House recede from its disa: reeinent to the amend 
t of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with 
mendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed in 


n 
‘forty-six’; and the Senate 


agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to tl] 
nt of the Senate numbered 133. and 


endment as follow; 


le amend 
agree to the same with 
In lieu of the number proposed in 
sixty’; and the Senate agree to the same. 


a he 


hat the louse recede from its disagreement to the amend 


: of the Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same with 
; : amendment as follows: In lieu of the Sum proposed insert 
»340,009.50 "'; and the Senate agree to the sal 1e, 

: hat the House recede from its disagreen ent to the amend 
; t of the Senate numbered 145, and agi 


gree to the same with 
mendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
70”; and the Senate agree to the same. 


hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amen 
t of the Senate numbered 148, and 


Au 





agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
»1,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 

t of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the sar ] 

h amendment as follows: In lieu of 

$128,800”; and the Senate agree to t 

That the House recede from 
ment of the Senate numbered 


the sum proposed insert 
he sume, 
its disagreement to the amend 


iD1, and agree to the same with 
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it the House 
the Senate numbered 
Lamendment as follows: 


jmendment insert the following 


k when directed by the 
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recede fri 


nt of the Senate numbered 156. 


Senate agree to the same 
recede from i i 
numbered 157, 


as follows: 





vided, That the Commissioners of the Distri 
authorized to build said pound and 
rolled by said District 


That the 


and the Senate 
That the House receds 
|} ment of the Senate numbered 161. and 
amendment 

said amendment 


asreement 


Vv the mi Lit 


the following: 
and the Senate agree to tl 

That the House recede from its disagi 
ment of the Senate numbered 163, and 
amendment 
*; and the Senate agree to the 


| Ment of the Senate numbered 17 gree to the 


nmendment 


the House recede from its d 
the Senate 1 


"; and the Senate 


and the Senate agree to th 
the House recede f i 
of the Senate numbered 192. 
amendment 
and the Senate agree 
House recede fron 
P the Senate 1 
amendment 
words “four hu 
the words 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
ment of the Senate numbered 211, and agree to the same with | 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert | 
* $15,950"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
ment of the Senate numbered 218, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 22 of said amendment, after 
the word “ workhouse,” insert the following: “ or in the Wash- 
ington Asylum and Jail”; and the Senate agree to the same. | 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 219, and agree to the same with | 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $48,000”: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 236, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“SSO”: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 237, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$SO0”’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WASHINGTON GARDNER, 
E. L. Taytor, Jr., 
A. S. BURLESON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 





The report was agreed to. 
CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that we take up the 
calendar, under Rule VIII, and proceed to the consideration of 
bills under unanimous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah asks unan- 
imous consent that we proceed to the calendar, under Rule 
VIII, for the consideration of such bills as shall be called up 
by Senators, as the Chair understands the Senator from Utah. 
Let the Chair understand the Senator. Not that we follow the 
ealendar, but take up such bills as are called up by individual 
Senators? 

Mr. SMOOT. Such as are called up by individual Senators. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. OVERMAN. I will say to the Senator, before that is 
done, I have a report I should like to make. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will yield as soon as the request for unani- 
mous consent is agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the Chair understand first | 
whether that will be done. Then it will be very easy to pro- | 
ceed with other matters by unanimous consent. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from Utah? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present | 
consideration of 





MARINE BIOLOGICAL STATION IN FLORIDA, 

Mr. OVERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Fish- 
eries, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10430) to authorize 
the establishment of a marine biological station on the Gulf | 
coast of the State of Florida, to report it. There was a mistake 
made this morning. On behalf of the Senator from Florida I 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. I will say 
the same bill has passed the House, except that the appropria- 
tion was stricken out by the House. It passed the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill indicated by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMOOT. Let it be reported first. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary | 
of Commerce and Labor to establish a marine biological station 
on the Gulf of Mexico at a point on the coast of the State of 
Florida, to be selected by him, at a cost not to exceed $50,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOCATORS OF OIL AND GAS LANDS. 


Mr. FLINT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- | 
sideration of the bill (TT R. 32344) to protect the locators in 
good faith of oil and gas lands who shall have effected an 








actual discovery of oil or gas on the public lands of the United 
States, or their successors in interest. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. This seems to me an extremely important bill. 
I do not profess to understand it. 

Mr. FLINT. I can explain it to the Senator in a moment. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to involve the whole matter of oil 


| and gas lands. 


Mr. FLINT. The Senator from Massachusetts is entirely 
mistaken. It does not involve anything of the kind. It is 
simply to correct a decision that has been rendered in reference 
to oil lands. The bill is recommended by the department in 
that very decision, and this bill should pass. It is simply to 


| make a correction. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Gy unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, on 
page 2, line 3, to strike out “entry into possession thereof cov- 
ered by any withdrawal” and to insert “inception of develop- 
ment on or under such claim withdrawn from mineral entry,” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in no case shall patent be denied to or for 
any lands heretofore located or claimed under the mining laws of the 
United States containing petroleum, mineral oil, or gas solely because 
of any transfer or assignment thereof or of any interest or interests 
therein by the original locator or locators, or any of them, to any 
qualified persons or person, or corporation, prior to discovery of oil or 
gas therein, but if such claim is in all other respects valid and regular, 
patent therefor, not exceeding 160 acres in any one claim, shall issue to 
the holder or holders thereof, as in other cases: Provided, however, 
That such lands were not at the time of inception of development on 
or under such claim withdrawn from mineral entry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA, 


Mr. YOUNG. I wish to give notice that on Tuesday, imme- 
diately following the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen], I 
desire to submit some remarks upon the proposed reciprocity 
contract with Canada. 


CHARLES A. CASWELL. 


Mr. BURNHAM. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 26606) for the relief 
Charles A. Caswell, to report it favorably, and I submit a report 
(No. 1247) thereon. To it I call the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopcEe]. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask for the present consideration of the bil!. 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Charles A. Caswell, of Chicopee, Mass., $1,056 to compensate 
him for the accidental death of his son, Arthur O, Caswell, killed 
while in the employ of the Government on the Panama Canal. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. SMOOT and Mr. HALE addressed the Chair, 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. For the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5453) for the relief of the legal representatives of M. N. 
Swofford, deceased. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine de- 
sire to say something about the bill last passed? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

I undertook to get the floor, as did the Senator from Utah. 
I wish the Senator in charge of this matter would explain it. 
We are paying a year’s salary to the father of an employee of 
the Government at Panama. I wish the Senator would state 
what reason and what precedent there is for such a measure; 
and I wish Senators would bear in mind what it means when 
Congress starts in, because an employee of the Government an) 
where, even through the fault of the Government, is injured « 
killed, on the practice that the Government shall pay, as | 
understood this provision, a year’s salary. Mr. President, that 
opens 








Mr. LODGE. We have a general law on that subject, the 
workmen’s compensation act, which does exactly that. 
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Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would have that provision 
id. 
Mr. LODGE. What? The workmen’s compensation act? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. It was passed by this Congress, I think. 

Mr. HALE. I know—— 

Mr. SMOOT. No. 

Mr. DEPEW. I think that that compensation act does not 
reach the employees on the Panama Caual. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly it does not. It does not reach the 
employees on the Canal Zone. 

Mr. HALE. I did not understand that it did. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say it reached them. I said we had 
passed a workmen’s compensation act. But we recognized that 
principle. This applies to a man killed on the Panama Canal 
work, as I understand. 

Mr. HALE. I did not understand that the workingmen’s com- 
pensation act applied to such employees. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not understand it does, but I have not 
examined it with that in view. 

Mr. HALE. And I do not understand that by analogy it does. 

Mr. LODGE, It does by analogy. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to ask the Senator who reported the 
bill whether the amount reported is just a year’s salary, or was 
there some other amount added to it for expenses? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amount reported was $1,056. 


re 


Mr. BURNHAM. That is a year’s pay; but I may say in this | 


connection that, as I understand, the act was passed the Ist 
of May, 1908, and this man was killed June 1 of the same 
year, 
ir. HALE. I wish somebody would have read the working- 
men’s compensation act. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF M. N. SWOFFORD, DECEASED. 

Mr. BAILEY. While Senators are searching for the law, I 
ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. Rt. 5453) for the relief of the legal representatives of M. N. 
Swofford, deceased. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
the legal representatives of M. N. Swofford, deceased, the bal 
ance that now stands to the credit of the decedent for services 
from January 1 to May 31, 1861, amounting to $2,965.92, as 
mail contractor on three routes in the State of Louisiana. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES A, CASWELL, 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill CH. R. 30570) to authorize the receipt of 
certified checks drawn on national banks for duties on imports 
and internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. To dispose of the other matter, I will object to 
it, and that will carry it over. Then we can hunt up the law. 

Mr. LODGE. Do not object to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the considera 
tion of the bill, which was supposed to have been passed a 
moment ago, 

Mr. LODGE. That will require reconsideration. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no; it had not been passed. 

Mr, LODGE. It certainly had. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair had announced it from 
the desk. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the votes by 
which the bill was read the third time and passed are recousid 
ered, and the bill goes over. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: I ask that the bill (IT. mR. 
2606) for the relief of Charles A, Caswell, which was laid 

side, may be disposed of. 

here being no objection, the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I find on an examination that while the case 
(oes not technically come under the law, the technicality is so 
harrow and the equities are so broad, I do not think it is worth 
While to make further objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time. 
and passed. 


PAYMENT OF CUSTOMS AND INTERNAL-REVENUI rAXES. 


Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con 
deration of the bill (H. R, 30570) to authorize the receipt of 


certified checks drawn on national banks for duties on im- 
ports and internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the bill? 


present 
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Mr. OVERMAN. T should like to hear the bill read 

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Finance with amendments 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let the Secretary state the amendments 

The Secretary. On page 1, line 5, after the word “ national,” 
strike out “banks” and insert “and,” so as to read “ 
tional and State banks.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 6, to strike out “and tt 
companies.” 

Mr. OVERMAN, I object to the amendment. 

In many States the trust companies are doing a_ strictly 
legitimate banking business. There is one in my State, with a 
million dollars capital, the largest one we have, and it is called 
a bank and trust company. Why trust companies should 
issue these checks just as well as State or national banks, | 
can not understand. The Senate committee has recommended 
that amendment. I object to it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will state to the Senator from North C 
lina that I am perhaps responsible for the action of the ¢ 
mittee. Trust companies were not organized to conduct the bus 
ness of a commercial bank, and their very existence is due to t 
fact that the banks could not safely carry ceriain transac 

The banks do not undertake to transact the business of a 
trust company, and if they did the comptroler would call 
them to account very promptly and proper!) 

If it is not safe for a commercial bank to 
company business, then, certainly, it is not safe for a trust « 
pany to transact the business of a commercial bank 

Mr. OVERMAN. Why should not 

Mr. BAILEY. In just a moment. Let me finish, My own 
opinion is that no trust company ought to be permitted to 1 
ceive deposits payable on demand, because, in the nature of 
things, they invest their funds in enterprises and in ways which 
would result in no little embarrassment to them if they were 
called upon to meet considerable withdrawals in a short time. 

We know. as a matter of fact, that more than once in thi 
existence of these trust companies there have been fi 
disturbances due to a withdrawal of deposits from them 
which withdrawals they were not prepared to meet. That i 
the only objection I myself have to the bill, and that is the on 
objection which it seems to me is tenable 

But it does seem to me that if the banks are not permitted by 
law to go into the business of trust companies, these trust « 


panies ought not to be encouraged by the law to go into 


business of a bank. That is the whole case. It was a matte 
of doubt with me whether the Government ought to aces pt any 
thing but its own coin or its own notes. But as every citizen 
naecepts these checks, I thought the Govern ent might prudent 
do se, but I thought it ought to be confined to purely comme 
ecinl banks. For a long time the Government of the United 
States would not accept its own notes in payment of customs 
dues. Of course that was due to the fact that the interest o 
the public debt was payable in coin The collections through 
the customhouses were reserved for the payn t of the int 

on them in coin. 

We have passed that time. <All of our notes are redeemable i 
coin on demand of the holder, and obviously it is absurd 
the Government anv longer to make a d { tion woany oft 
counters, whether the custombhouses or ternal-revenue off 
between the different kinds of money which it circula 
m willing to go this step further, because I believe it w 
public convenience and entirely safe. in view of the fact that 
check certified one day will be eashed the same day or t} 

Mr. OVERMAN. A few of the leading nks in my State 
banking and trust companies, doing nothing but a ban! 
business. One is one of the largest binks we hay \\ 
should that be made an exception to, and the State b 


given the privilege? 


There is another bank there—the leading bank in the Stat 
with over a million dollars capital, doing a banking busi 
Why should it be excepted and not allowed to e these cl 
rhere are trust companies all over the country that do a banl 
ing business, and strictly a banking business, and why, under 
the amendment of the Senate committee, should they be ¢ 


k the nmendment ought to be adopted 


out? Ido not thin 
SIDENT. The question is on agreeing to t! 


The VICE PRI 
nmendment of the committee. 

Mr. OVERMAN. On that I ask for a divi 

Mr. LODGE. Unanimous consent was given for the cons 
eration of unobjected bills. 

Mr. SMOOT. This is nearly throu 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent was given 
the consideration of this bill. 
The Senate divided. 





3412 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The noes have it, and the amend- | 
ment is 


rejected. 





\ GRONNA. I submit an amendment to this bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 

offers an amendment to the bill which the Secretary will report. 
The Secrerary. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
ert: 

t ihe Secretary of the Treasury shall, at his discretion and under | 
such ations as he may prescribe, per! the receipt of certified 
( } vn on banks in payment of all public dues, direct the de 
posit same in depositary banks to the credit of the Treasurer of 





the | nited 
credit of di 


States, 


and authorize the transfer of such deposits to the 
sbursing officers in subtreasury cities as elsewhere. 





Sec. 2. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are 
hereby repealed 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator 
{Putting the question.] 
Mr. GRONNA, I 


North 
the 


Dakota to the 
noes have it. 


from 
By the sound, 


for a division. 


bill. 


ask 


The Senate divided. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The noes have it, and the amend 
ment is rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 


be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 
The title w 


as amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize 
the receipt of certified checks drawn on national and State banks 


for duties on imports and internal taxes, and for other pur- 
nones.” 
DEPOSITS IN 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 18014) to amend section 996 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by the act 
of February 19, 1897. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to amend section 996 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States as amended by the act of February 
19, 1897, so as to read as follows: 

Sec 


NATIONAL BANKS. 


. 996. No money deposited as aforesaid shall be withdrawn except 
by order of the judge or judges of said court, respectively, in term or in 
vacation, to be signed by such judge or judges, and to be entered and 
certified of record by the clerk; and every such order shall state the 
cause in or on account of which it is drawn. 

In every case in which a right to withdraw money so deposited has 


been adjudicated or is not in dispute, and such money has remained 
so deposited for a period of five years unclaimed by the person entitled 


thereto, it shall be the duty of the judge or judges of said court, respec- 


tively, to cause such money to be deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States in the name of and to the credit of the United States: 
Provided always, That any person entitled to such money may there- | 


after, on petition and notice to the United States attorney, and full 


proof of his right thereto, obtain an order of said court directing pay- | 


ment of such money to himself; and this act constitute and be 
taken and held to be a permanent appropriation of the funds needed for 
the payment of all such orders. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Since reporting the bill, which was a 
report of the Judiciary Committee, the Attorney General sug- 
gests that it be amended as indicated by a mark on the paper 
Il have sent to the Secretary’s desk. I ask that the amendment 
be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut of- 
fers an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary. Strike out all of the print 
page, beginning with the words “In every case,” 
insert: 

In every case in which the right to withdraw moncy 
been adjudicated or is not in dispute and such money 
deposited for at least five years unclaimed by the pers« 


shall 


on the second 
in line 1, and 





so deposited has 
has remained so 
entitled thereto, 










1 








it shall be the duty of the judge or judges of said court, or its suc- 
eessor, to cause such money to be deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States, in the name and to the credit of the United States: 
Provided, That any person or persons or any corporation or company 





money may, on petition to the court from which 
‘eived, or its successor, and upon notice to the United 


entitled to any «such 
the money was r¢ 


States attorney and full proof of right thereto, obtain an order of 
court directing the payment of such money to the claimant, and the 
money deposited as aforesaid shall constitute and be a permanent ap- 


propriation for payments in obedience to such orders, and this act is 
applicable to all money deposited in the Treasury of the United States 
in accordance with section 996, Revised Statutes of the United States, 
as amended February 19, 1897 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

MEMORIAL OI ERIE, 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 10792) to promote the erection of a memorial 
in conjunction with a Perry’s victory centennial celebration.on 
Put in Bay Island during the year 1913 in commemoration of the 
one hundredth anniversary of the Battle of Lake Erie and the ! 


BATTLE OF LAKE 
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Or 


we tls 


FEBRUARY 





northwestern campaign of Gen. William Henry Harrison in the 
I do not think it will give rise to any debate. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It proposes to appropriate $250,000 toward the 
erection of a memorial in commemoration of the victory of Con 
modore Oliver Hazard Perry on Lake Erie and in aid of the 
Perry’s victory centennial celebration to be held during the year 
1913 on Put in Bay Island, Lake Erie, Ohio, the same to be dis- 
bursed by the Perry’s Victory Centennial Commission. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tin 
and passed. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the preamble be stricken out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the preamb!] 
will be stricken out, 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up House bill 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from North Dakota to 
give a notice. 
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RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA, 


Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I give notice that on Tuesday, 
February 28, immediately after the Senator from Iowa [| Mr. 


Younc] has concluded his address, I shall make some observa 
tions on the proposed Canadian agreement. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LOVERING. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay before 
the Senate the resolutions of the House of Representatives o1 
the death of Hon. Wittram C. Loverina, late a Representative 
from the State of Massachusetts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

IN THE Houser OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 5, 191 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with p 
found sorrow of the death of Hon. Wittiam C. Loverina, late a Men 
ber of this House from the State of Massachusetts, which occurred in 
this city on February 4, 1910. 

Resolved, That the business of the House is now suspended that op 
portunity may be given to pay tribute to his memory. 

Resolved, ‘That as a particular mark of respect to the deceased and 
in recognition of his distinguished public service the House, at th 
conclusion of the memorial exercises of this day, shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senat: 

Resolved, That the Clerk send a copy of these resolutions to the 
family of the deceased. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the desk, and I ask for their adoption. 

The resolution (S. Res. 371) were read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate expresses its profound sorrow on account 
of the death of the Hon. WILLIAM C. LOVERING, late a Member of the 
House of Representatives from the State of Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order 
that fitting tributes may be paid his high character and distinguished 
public services. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and to the family of the deceased. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, practically all of Mr. Lover- 
1na’s long life was spent within the district which he so well 
represented for almost 14 years. His parents moved to Taunton 
in 1837, and here he made his home. His delicate health made 
it impossible for him to enter college, but he studied in private 
schools and at an early age he entered the cotton business witl 
his father, who was one of the pioneer cotton manufacturers of 
that part of the State. When the Civil War opened he was 


| prompt to offer his services, but ill health made it impossible 


for him to continue in the army. From that time on ve took 

an ever-increasing part in the management of the cotton busi- 

ness, not only in the mechanical arrangements, but in the dc 

signing of the pattern of the fabric, and it was largely to his 

skill both as a manager and a designer that the success of the 

firm was due. This thorough knowledge of all branches of the % 

cotton manufacturing was recognized later by his selection 

head of the Arkwright Club and the New England Association oi 

Cotton Manufacturers. But his experience was not confined 

merely to this industry. He had other large interests which 

brought him in touch with all sections of the country and gave 

him a clear and comprehensive understanding of the fundamental \ 

principles of banking and of the problems of foreign trade. 
His public service began in the State senate of Massachusetts 

in 1874, and it was during his term there that a bill w 

passed, the first, I believe, in any State, which attempted to y 

regulate and limit the hours of labor. Although he continued 3 

his interest in State and national politics and served as dele- 

gate to one of the national conventions, he did not enter public 

life actively again until 1896, when he was elected to the Fif 














v- 


first Congress and thereafter served continuously to the time of 
his death. 








Col 
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He was 60 years old when he entered the House, and he 
brought to his duties a large experience and a practical train- 
¢ which gave much weight to his views on banking and cur- 
reney and the drawback provisions of the tariff, subjects to 
which he had given long and careful study. Mr. LOVERING 
was not a man who through powers of oratory sought to enforce 
] views, but his work, quiet and unobtrusive though it was, 
was none the less effective, and his ability was fully recognized 

id his advice sought on these matters. 

It is with financial and customs legislation that his name is 
most associated, but he was actively interested in many other 
His district, with its long stretch of dangerous coast, 
made him familiar with the perils and hardships of the life- 
saving corps, and to him more than any other are due the laws 
\ h helped to improve the service and to raise it to the 
present high plane of efficiency. He was an early advocate of 
egislation to regulate by Federal law the hours of labor 
throughout the country, and he believed thoroughly in the power 

1 duty of the Government to prevent dealings in “ futures,” 

ets which are once again engaging the attention of Con- 


tters. 


Hie was devoted to the interests of his district, widely diver- 
s d as they are, and yet he never hesitated to pursue the 


irse which he believed to be right, even at the cost of seem- 


ing unpopularity. He was a man who thought deeply and who 
I hed his own conclusions through force of reason. In these 


f 


conclusions he differed many times from the majority of his 
party, and although himself a strong party man he never sacri- 
ficed his convictions to the will of the majority. Always kindly 
and courteous, a man of refined tastes, with a high character 
and an integrity which was never questioned, he was an example 
of the unselfish and. devoted public servant. ‘The patriotism 
which led him to the Army in the Civil War remained with him 
throughout his life and inspired all his public service. 


Mr. WETMORE. Mr. President, Mr. Loverine was born in 
Rhode Island of Massachusetts parents, who shortly afterwards 
moved to Taunton, Mass., where and at Cambridge he received 
his education, and then for two years was with his father in the 
business of cotton manufacturing. 

At the outbreak of the Civil War he became an officer in a 
Massachusetts brigade, but was obliged shortly afterwards to 
retire, owing to serious illness. From this time, and for the rest 
of his life, he was interested principally in the manufacture of 
cotton. 

In addition to his own business, he held, at different times, im- 
portant positions in a number of enterprises, as well as in chari- 
tuble and other associations. 

Before entering the Congress of the United States Mr. 
LoverinGc had service in the legislature of his State and had 
been a delegate to and presided over Republican conventions. 
Mr. LOVERING was elected to the House of Representatives of 
the United States in 1896 to the Fifty-fifth Congress from the 
twelfth Massachusetts district, and was reelected from the same 
district to the two following Congresses, and then, when the 

e was redistricted, from the fourteenth district for four 


ial terms, and thus had consecutive service for more than 


13 years. With one exception, he received at his last election 

(in 1808) the largest plurality his constituents ever gave him. 
During Mr. LOVERING’s congressional service he was an active 
1d influential member of some of its most important com 

mittees. On publie questions in general his views were liberal. 


Ile was particularly interested in matters relating to finance, 

t ion, commerce, and manufactures, on which he was well 
ified to speak with authority. 

Mr. LOVERING’s clear-cut features, expressive eyes, well-modu- 

ted voice, quiet and unobtrusive manners, coupled with a 


Slight appearance of reserve, all went to make a very attractive | 


personality. 

The large attendance at Taunton on the bleak and wintry day 
of his funeral, a little more than a year ago, gave ample evi- 
dence of the high regard in which Mr. Loverine was held in his 


S and at his home town. 

h CRANE. Mr. President, WinttAmM Croap Loverina, al- 
the nh a native of Rhode Island, passed most of his life in the 
State which honored him with membership in the National 


House of Representatives. His father was born in Massachu 
Setts, and returned to the State and took up his residence in 
faunton in 1887, when the future Member of the House of 
epresentatives whom we mourn to-day was only 2 years old. 
When Mr, Lovenine had completed his education in the Cam 
»vridge High School and the Hopkins Classical School, he en- 
tered on a business career with his father in the Whittenton 
Sillis of Taunton. He gave himself earnestly to his work, and 





eventually became the president of the company. He was 
interested in many other concerns 

His excellent and long business training and the active 
terest he always took in the affairs of his city equipped 
for taking up the problems before him when he entered 
State senate and enabled him to de with the questions 
fecting labor which arose when he w \ ember of that | 
and later when he became a Representative Congress 
was in the Army during the Civil War as quartermast: 
engineers, but owing to ill health was obliged to retire f 
the service after a brief period. Even h s rt service, | 
ever, bound him ever after to those of his com lity who 
served their country on the field, so that he was an ea 
member of the Grand Army Post of his city. His b 
experience, thorough investigation of industrial questio1 
his excellent judgment made him a valuable man on tl 


most important committees on 
and Currency and of Interstate and Foreig 


counsel was much sought. At a time of fe when most me 

after arduous business pursuits, are ready to lay aside all activ 
work, public honors came upon him, and he pursued his wor! 
here with the interest of a much younger man and the devotion 
which he had given to his own ite interests for so many 
years Ile was lova to his «¢ Stitvie Ser r the \ th 
sreat earnestness and fidelity, and he had their confidence i 
unusual cegree, 

MENVIORTAT ADD S S yr TY 1 ' N rT 

Mr. LODGI Mr. Pre I ‘ r to be e the 
Senate » re itions il Nt Keprest itives on the 
death of I! CHARLES Quincy TI Repres e 
from the State of Massachusetts 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ct the chair) rhe 
Chair lays before the S resolutio | House of ] 1 
sentatives, which will be read 

The Secretary read the resolutions follows 

IN I Kt 
Fe 

Resolred, I t S tl is sus ! 
portunity may | Z if t the ( 
QUINCY ‘TIRRELL, lat M ol th il > i St \i 
chusetts 

Resolved. That , ! k t ‘ 
deceased tnd a il 
House, t th n ol ‘ ses this day i ind 
adjourned 

Resolved, That th ( k « i] » resolutions t 
Senate 

Resolved, That the ¢ < la copy of t iti to th y 
of the deceased. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President I offer th fi l res is 
and ask for their adoption. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 372) were 1 1, lered by 1 i 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed t s follows 

] l 7 ~ x } + 
of ti ( Q) i Mi 
the H of Representatives from the St Mass tts 

R iy t t! iess of tl se I $ led } 
that t te I I ad 3 v ! listil 
. j rh t the S tor ( ni ea 
to the Hi rh ltot ! 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Presid: CHARLES QuINcy T! ’ 
memory we commemorate here to-d is born Sharon 
Mass., December 10, LS44 Hi ] re { f I 
sturdy type of the time d while their son i 
boy they moved from Si on to West fron ’ 
he was the usual normal boy, participa y the 
playmates and doing generaliy what boys of that ag 
eration did for recreation and pleasut Hie attended the 
schools and entered Dartmouth Colleg from which he ¢ 
ated in the class of 1866, le year the e of 1 
War. Aftei iduation from college firs 
as a school-teacher He was pr r \ t 
Peacl eXTt 1 j 
princi b i S e 

In d in I g he ft dl 
time 1 fi ; ving 
, + } 1 } 

Dos d « ed ‘ 
of R and ju t, and Ls 
was folk County bai 

He ng the first 1 
of hi ed to ft ‘ { 
trom MM S M \ i lI 
Natit l was 
made his hor 

Ti te 7% 
re le i $2. p! = \ { i 
for bh » Elouse in 1000 S 
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which he served, those of B: 
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Me * ifty-seventh Congr SS, and was reelected to the 
lift M1, Fifty-ninth. nd Sixtieth Congresses, his Service 
‘ LUIS ce ith on July ol, 1910. 
I fen from this record of Mr. TIRRELL’s Service that 
ey Ways deeply inte rested in public affairs, and as early 
GY, While re¢ ding in Weymouth. he Was & member of the 
board and Ontinued a member until his removal to 
\ ‘n his home town he was always foremost in any 
ment of a public hature, and for Many years he Served as 
derato f the town Ineetings. 
lle was a feader in Masonic and tempera organizations, 
and reached n time the highest Olfice in th State body of Odd 
Fellow 
In b ie Mr. Tiere; Was active in banking and in the 
iW, and was Conspicuous ¥ successful in He was a quiet, 
tal] d methodica] worker, Whether a8 a teacher, 
1 yer, he was always trusted and relied upon, and 
vuen he entered upon his service here in Washington it was 
his care nd assiduous application to his duties which made 
him of such Value to his district, his State, and the Nation. 
His mittee assignments were varied and important, but he 
uld always be counted upon to do his work thoroughly and 
With an eye single to the best interests of the Government. 
He was an upright, high-minded man, and his death was a 
( to his State and to the House of Representatives, I knew 
Mr. Trrrery first in 1881, when he was Serving as.a member of 
the State se ate, and our friendship remained unbroken until 
his death. To me his death is hot only a Public loss but a 


Personal sorrow. 
Mr. CRANE. 
CHARLFs Q. 7 
State, he 
of his ex urse 
he taught at 
aS an able 


10 years ago, 


or 
_ 


Mr. President. it was my 
‘IRRELL for many years. A native o 
nt his entire life there, with the exc¢ 
at Dartmouth College and three y 
Peacham and St. Johnsbury, Vt. 
and high-minded lawyer before he 
He took a special interes; in 
taining to the welfare of the town of Nat 
home after his marriage in 1873, and his qd 
upbuilding the community was 
popularity at home being 
a5 moderator of the 

Mr. Trrrenp W: 


and his attitude 


00d fortune to know 
f the Old Bay 
ption of the period 
ears during which 
I had known him 
came to Cor 
all questions Der- 
ick, which was his 
evotion to the work of 
recognized by his People, his 
attested by the fact that he was chosen 
town meetings year after year. 

an ardent advocate of the temperance cause, 
toward this Subject was shi wn in the Stand he 
always took in the halls of Congress Whenever that cause was 
under consideration. 

He served a year in the Massac] 
tives and two years as State senat 
dential elector. His service in the Nationa] House of Repre- 
Sentatives continued through almost five terms. In al] of his 
Publie life he was actuated by a desire not merely 
nstituents with fidelity, but at all times ft 
him to be right and in aecord With his own 
ment. He studied all public questions with 
Stand them thoroughly before taking 
ulty which made him so valuable 9 committee worker in the 
House of Re} resentatives, and his membership upon the im- 
portant Committee on the Judiciary afforded him a large field 
for the e his legal talents and knowledge. He took 
full advantage of the Opportunity thus off; red and was exceed- 
ingly helpfu) in the investigation of many important 
With which that committee was called upon to deal 
tion to his duties in Washington was especially hoteworthy dur- 
ing the last year or two of his life here, for in spite of poor 
health which came upon him he continued his attendance upon 
his committees and the House and gave his Strength to the work 
in hand. [np fact, he was never physically but the de. 
termination and strength of character whi, h he Possessed made 
it possible for hj } “ccomplish much. He Will always be 
remembered as a helpful, earnest worker, not only for his town 
and community, but for his Commonwealth and for his country, 

The un ertainty of life js brought to us to-day when we 
recall that on June 5, 1910, CHarirs @. Tiree delivered an 
address in the House of Representatives uy the life and char 
wet 


ter of William ¢. Loy February 4, 1910, and 


Spe 


Ss 


lusetts House of Representa- 
or. In 1888 he was a presi- 


CoO 


0 do what Seemed to 
Science and judg- 
a desire to under- 

It was this fac- 


con 


action. 


xyercise of 


measures 
His deyo- 


ttrone 
strong 


1 to 





home 


On 


ering, who died 


that we are how met to express our appreciation of the Service 
of Mr. Tinretr who passed away July 31 last. , ily about seven 
weeks after he } ad spoken in the historic hall at the other end 


the Cay itol « f the work of his colleague 
Mr. LODGE. 


. . 
the memory of 


Presidy nf, as a 
Mr LOVERING and Mr 


further | larl 


Trerer 


< of re spect to 
late Members of 


the House of Re fsentatives, I moya that the Senate :djourn,. 

The motion was | nanimously ager. ed to; and (at 5 o% lock and 
<-9 minutes Pp. m.) the Senate adjourned unti] Monday, February 
=, 1911, at 12 O'clock meridian, 


gress | 


to serve his | 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 25. 


Scanian 












ee sa — 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SaTurpay, F; bruary 25, 1911. 
The House met at 10.30 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N., Couden, D. p. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
DISTRICT Q] COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILr. 


Mr. GARD 


NER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker. I desire to 
mit a confe 


rence report on the bill (H. R. 31856) making y 
Priations to Provide for the expenses of the sovernment 
District of Columbia for the fiscal] year 1912, together wi 
Statement of the conferees, and that the same be py: 
under the rule. 

Mr. JOHNSON of 
Doints of order on 

The SPEAKER. 
report can be 
time, 

Mr. GARDNER of 
| notice that I wil) ca 
Sion. 


The SPEAKER. 


} 
ask 


Mr. 

port. 
ing the first of the 
r the rule or 


KK ntucky, 

the conference re 
This be 

printed unde 


Speaker, [| 


resery; 


last six q iy 
be acted upon at 


Michigan, Mr. Speaker, I desire ti 


ll up this report early at the Monday 





As the sentleman chooses, He may 
UP how if he desires. The Chair would Suggest to the 
man, as this is the first of the last six days of the Sessio 
only two of the 4ppropriation bills have been enrolled, 

| does not think it is practicable to get it out of the way? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker. I would }i 
call it up now, if it does not Seem to take any advantage , 

; Sentlemen who may have objection to the report. I would 

| that it is a fun and complete agreement. 

The SPEAKER. Which Passes on the re 
or the Senate? 

Mr. GARDNER of Mi 
Now it is for the ac 

The SPEAKER. 
disposed of. If 
portant. 

Mr. JOHNSON 
Speaker, that the |} 
for nearly 500 Members, 

The SPEAKER. The gel 
point of order, but has 
Sentleman from Mix 
port up now? 

Mr. GARDNER 
Sent to have the 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. JOHNSON 

The SPEAKER. 

_ the report. 

(For report see Senate 
1911, page 3251. ) 

The Statement of th 


port first, the Hoyse 


‘higan. The Senate has 
tion of the House, 

It is important that these bills shonj b 
it goes back to conference, jit is doubly in 


wready pass 


| it. 


of Kentucky, 
ill should 


It is equally 
not embody 


important. My 
legislative Provisio) 


itleman from 
hot stated what 
‘higan [Mr. ¢ 


Kentucky has made 
it is about. Does 4 
TARDNER] desire to call his yr 


S 


of Michigan. I do, and ask un 

Statement read in lieu of the I" 
Is there jection ? 

of Kentucky. I object. 
Objection is heard, and the Clerk wil] 


animous co, 
‘port. 


read 


proceedings of Friday, February 24, 


e House conferees is ag follows: 
STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the ¥ 
the disagreej 
the Sen; 
the goy: 
1912 


louse at the conference o 
NS votes of the two Houses on the amendmen 

te to the bill (H.R. 31856) making appropriatio; 
Thnent of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
Submit the following Written Statement in explanation 


of the effect of the action aigreed upon and recommended in 
the accompanying report as to each of the said amend 
hamely : 

On amendments Ny S. 1, 2,3,4,5,6.7 S, 9, 10, 11, 12, 12. , nd 


Inc 


) each, 


14, relating to the executive offic; 
the commissioners from $5,000 to $6.06 


the salari 
one stenogrn 


Ss 


reases 





and typewriter from $720 to 540, the purchasi £ officer § 
$2,500 to $2,750, one cl rk from $1,200 to $1,300, three 

from $600 each to $720 each, the inspector of buildings 

$2,750 to $3,000, reimburses two eleys¢, r inspectors for 

tenance of motor Cycles at $15 per mnouth each, and strike 

the proposed increase of Salary of the st; reker from ; 

$1,000. 

On amendment No. 15: Extends to ¢] > employees of t] ‘ ' 
trict other than those in the publi School system and i 
and fire dey artments the same Provisions of leave of absence a 
is provided for by law for employees of the ex, ‘utive depart 
ments. ; 

On amendments Nos. 16 and 17: Increases the Salary « the } 

} 


clerk and stenographer jn charge of the 
District Building from $1,800 to $2,000. 
On amendments Nos. 18 and 19: Provides for an additi 


€ assessor's office. 


force fi i 


care « 


| 


| Clerk at $720 in th 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 

















On amendment No. 20: Provides for extra labor in the prep- On amendme No. 82: Ins propos by 
ration of tax-sale certificates in the sum of $800, as proposed | Ss hate, requiring the A & Pv ver R L ¢ 
by the House. to remove and relocate sn all 
On amendments Nos, 21, 22, 23, and 24. relating to the au- On amendments Nos. 83, S4. and &5- & ( 
ditor’s office: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill. priations, proposed by S ‘ S2 
nd provides for an additional clerk at $1,000. walks on the east side of the Wh I s f s 
oO mendments Nos. 25 and 26: Provides for an additional walks around the Patent Offic Hi) ‘ 
enographer at $840 in the office of the corporation counsel, sidewalks around the 1 Post Offi BR 
oO mendments Nos. 27, 28, and 29: Increases the salary of On amendments Nos. 86 l 8f: A S140,000 
in the oftice of the superintendent of weights, measures, proposed by the Senate. stead >] OO 
’ arkets from $1,000 to $1,200. the House, for r Pearit yi 
2 inendments Nos. 30, 31, 32. vo, and 34, relating to the On amendment No. Ss \ ! ( > uv) I 
er commissioner’s office: Strikes out the proposed in- | the Senate, instead of $15.000 ! I] 
in the salaries of the engineer of highways and the construction and repair of s 
tendent of ‘wers from $3,000 to SO.500 e; h: inereases | On amendm« S Nos. S9 and 90 \ 1 { 
e salary of the chief clerk from $2,000 to $9? and of one | of $75,000, as py sed by the S¢ 
e] m $1,350 to $1,400 bridge across Rock Creek on t) e of Q Stre 
0 endments Nos. 35 and 36: Appropriates $2,500 for a On amendmer Nos. 91 ~ 9 1 tof { 
motor truck for the municipal archite t’s office. Appropriates $44,500. as : ! S 
O endments Nos. 37. 38. a ul 59: Strikes out the proposed | $438,000. as proposed by the Ho f SOW 
re e in the salaries of two clerks from $1.200 to $1,300 each | servic and makes the sum : ! hie for 1 
cial assessment office. motor vehicles; appropriates S65.000 l SOTO 
On amendments Nos. 40, 41, 42, and 42 relating to the office | posed by the Senat ld S60) , l by the J ! 
the superintendent of insurance: Increases the salary of the | Nain and pipe sewe and 30.000, ins $167.00 
( er from $1,500 to $1,700, the statistician from $1,500 to | posed by the Senate and $110,000 as r | by the H 
51,700, and of one clerk from 31,000 to $1,200. for suburban sewers 
O mendmenis Nos. 44 and 45: Increases the salary of an On endment No. 9 \ppropriates $260,000 l t 
ssistant computer from $825 to $900 in the surveyor’s office, | $270.000 as proposed by the Senate and $250,000 tb 
fe) imendments Nos. 46. 17, 48, and 45, relating to the Free the House for sprinkling, sweepir r, and cleaning street 
Pul Library: Strikes out the proposed increase in the Salary | On amendment N > Stril the | S10! osed by 
of the assistant librarian from $1,500 to $1,600, provides for the House, which limits ( cs nd ice o from 
me additional assistant at $720 and for one additional cata- | sidewalks in front of publie s 
loguer at $540. j On amendn No. 97 Appropria S128.600 fe 1 Stal 1 
On amendment No. 50: Appropriates $8 00, as proposed by | storer om for the street-cleaning department s pre ed | 
the Ifouse, instead of $37,500. as proposed by the Senate, for | the Senate ; 
contingent expenses of the government of the District of Co. | On amendments Nos. 9S and 99: ine ce ec, eelaty of ti 
lumbia. watchman at the bathing beach from $450 to $480, 

On amendment No. 51: Appropriates $10,000, instead of | _ On am ndments Nos 100 and 101: Makes the appr on 
$9,000, as proposed by the Senate. for postage. for playgrounds immediately vai ab e and restores to the b 
On amendments Nos. 52 and 53, relating to the coroner's the requirements, proposed by the House, that the appropriat 
office: Makes the appropriations ayailable for the “purchase | for ee OF persons cont ucted with the playgrounds be paid 

and maintenance of means of transportation ” instead of “for | Wholly out of the revenues of the District . 
livery of horses or horse hire,” and inserts the provision, pro- | . On amendment No 12 Appropriate 7 65,000, nst ud of 
posed by the Senate, relating to juries of inquest, $125,000, ae prop sed by t senate, for e establishment of 
On amendment No. 54: Appropriates $500, as proposed by the the nee aes ii 7 
Senate, for erection of historical tablets, - a ame Mime _ Nos. 103 104 Ow, and I “clogs to the ¢ ; 
Yn amendment No. 55: Limits the use of the fees of the crical Cepartmen = encreas Of: abrikes neue assistant elects 
recorder of deeds for purchase of typewriters to those of the omiitiens pp a " 1 re = wind ' ra os aes . ; — ~ ' 
year 1911 instead of the years 1911 and 1912, $13,500. in soni. 4 © ORRNEE eee ; Wiad eae aa 
On amendment No. 56: Makes available during the fiscal $13,000 as proposed bx on BSen for nd 
year 112 the appropriation of $10,000 made for the year 1910 On amendn t No. 107: Inserts 1 tet om proposed Dx 
"is Saas Tee that many be injured by are 7 | the House, instead of the one proposed by the Senate 4 aft 
han NO, Dt: LI rts the provision prop ed by the a settlement \ h the Potomae Elect » J er Co. f 4 
Senate authorizing purchases w ithout advertising for proposals heretofore rendered 
in amounts not exceeding S25. On amendm No. 108: Appropriates $85,000. as nrer 
On amendment No, 58: Appropriates $500, as proposed by the | the Senate for the preserva , 1? r of Cal J 
Senate, for purchase of apparatus for the office of the inspecto Bridge. 
of asphalts ana cements, and inserts a provision authorizing On amendment No. 109: Strike the ! l 
the establishment of a municipal asphalt plant. by the Senate. antho; Tc w f , 
On amendment No, 59: Strikes out the appropriation pro- | of the Distrie \ way. 
Posed by the Senate of $3,000 for alterations in the repair shop. oO nendme Nos. 110, 111. 1 1 115, 116. 117 
On amendment No. 60: \ppropriates $340,000, as proposed by | 148. pel: ing 4 } S 
the Senate, instead of 5180,000, as proposed by the House for | changes proposed by the S ' 
nent and permit work On amendments N 119 4) ; 
Un amendment No. 61: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by | janitor for the West I] 
Senate, for paving roadw: ys under the permit system. Senate, instead of $1.04 ! l I] 
On amendments No. 62, 63, and G64: Appropriates S79,500, as 0 : in Ni | \ 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $61 500, as proposed by the $25.060 pro} | ~ & OO 
Ho for work on streets an l avenues the House, for t l ! 
“On amendments Nos. 65, 66. a1 d 67: Strikes out the appropri- | traini 
tl Of $27,000, pr posed by the Senate, for remo ing granite On amendment No. 122. Ay ‘) 
block and repaving with as ult Seventh Street, from K Street | the Senate. inst. d of $14,550 I { 
to P Street: appropriates $14,000 for grading and improving furniture for new | 
Seventeenth Street NW., as proposed by the Senate: and makes On amendn \ IiZ3: § i 
1e propriation of $8,000. proposed by the House. available, | $9 Gao proposed | Senate ! 
«8 proposed by the Senate. fi r connecting Belmont and Fifteé enth | public-s ol s : 
Streets NW. Oo dine N 124, 125, 12 127 d 128 e 
-,-% amendments Nos, GS, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74. 75. 16, 77, 78, | new school buildings: A ro] €S $10,000 
‘Y, SO, and S81: Appropriates $123,650. instead of S77.850. as! to the Fillmore Sel l; $75,000 toward I 
Proposed by the House, and $161,600, as proposed by the Senate, | ing for colored s, ot « ling $200,000; 
for the constructi of certain county roads and public streets; | for a four-room building he vi Lb 
: ren prov ides that the appropriations in detail for such construc- | $54,000 for site and | ding in the tw A) 
‘ ‘on shall constitute one fund. for a site for a new M Street High Sch l strikes « 
E 
2 
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<0, 


FEBRUARY 





$24,000, proposed by the House, for an addition to the Dean- 


wood School. 

On amendments Nos. 129, 180, 13 132, 133, 184, 135, 136, 
137, 138, and 139, relating to the Metropolitan police: Strikes 
out the provision for an additional inspector at $1,800; in- 


creases the pay of four surgeons from $600 to $720 each; pro- 
vides for an additional lieutenant at for one additional 
sergeant at $1,250, one additional private of Class 1 at $900, 
and for allowance to one additional officer. mounted, at $260; 
provides for repairs of a motor patrol; and strikes out the pro- 
vision, proposed by the Senate, authorizing the deposit to the 
credit of the police and firemen’s relief fund the receipts from 
licenses other than liquor licenses in addition to the revenues 
now authorized by law, such sums as may be necessary from 
time to time to prevent deficiencies in said fund. 

On amendments Nos, 140, 141, 142, 148, 144, 145, 146, 147, 
148, 149, 150, 151, and 152, relating to the fire department: 
Strikes out the provision for an additional battalion chief engi- 
neer at $2,000; increases the salary of the superintendent of 
machinery from $1,800 to $2,000; strikes out the increase in 
salaries of 23 engineers and 2 marine engineers from $1,150 to 
$1,200 each; provides for an additional hostler at $600; and 
inserts the provision, proposed by the Senate, regulating leaves 
of absence to members of the fire department; strikes out the 
proposed increase from $15,000 to $16,000 for purchase of 
horses; appropriates $31,000, instead of $32,000 as proposed by 
the Senate, and $30,000 as proposed by the House for forage; 
strikes out the appropriation of $20,000, proposed by the Senate, 
for a repair and storage building; and inserts a provision 
requiring a report as to the necessity for a high-pressure fire 
service system. 

On amendments Nos, 153, 154, 155, 156, and 157, relating to 
the health department: Increases the salary of the poundmaster 
from $1,200 to $1,500; inserts the provision, proposed by the 
Senate, requiring inspectors of dairies and dairy farms to act as 
inspectors of live stock; provides for the prevention of com- 
municable diseases other than those specified in the law; in- 
creases the amount that may be expended for personal services 
from $10,000 to $15,000 out of the appropriation to prevent 
spread of contagious diseases; and appropriates $10,000 for a 
new pound. 

On amendments Nos. 158, 159, and 160, relating to the juvenile 
court: Increases the salary of the judge from $38,000 to $3,600, 
and strikes out the provision for an additional bailiff at $700. 

On amendments Nos. 161, 162, 168, 164. and 165, relating to 
the police court: Provides for a deputy financial clerk, instead 
of a deputy clerk, to be known as financial clerk, at $1,500; in- 
creases the salary of the janitor from $540 to $600; and appro- 


$1,020, 


priates $1,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $2,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, for repairs of the police-court building. 
On amendments Nos. 166, 167, 168, and 169. relating to the mu- 
nicipal court: Provides for an additional assistant clerk at $1,000, 
und increases the salary of the janitor from $480 to $600. 
On amendment No. 170: Authorizes the employment of an 


alienist at $1,000 per annum in connection w ith the expenses of | 


execution of writs of lunacy. 

On amendment No. 171: Strikes out the provision, 
by the Senate, authorizing purchases in open market. 

On amendment No. 172: Appropriates $48,000, as proposed by 
the House, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
support of convicts, 

On amendments Nos. 173 and 174: Increases the salaries of 
5 laborers from $480 to $600 each in the courthouse, 

On amendments Nos. 175, 176, 177, 178, and 179, relating to 
the Court of Appeals Building: Strikes ont the provision for a 
mechanician, at $1,200, and an additional watchman, at $600; 
provides for an additional laborer. at 5480; and appropriates 
$900, instead of $1,500, as proposed by the Senate, for miscel- 
janeous expenses of the building. 

On amendment No. 180: Appropriates $40,840, as proposed 
by the Senate, for maintenance of jail prisoners. 

On amendment No, 181: Appropriates $25,000, as proposed by 
the House, instead of $26,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
miscellaneous expenses of the supreme court of the District. 

On amendments Nos. 182 and 183: Increases the salary of 
the secretary of the Board of Charities from $3,000 to $3,500, 

On amendments Nos. 184, 185. and 186: Increases the salary 
of the superintendent of nursing at the Washington Asylum 
and jail from $720 to $840. 

On amendments Nos. 187 and 188: Appropriates $25,000, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $26,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for provisions and miscellaneous expenses for the Home 
for the Aged and Infirm. 

On amendments Nos, 189, 190, and 191 : 
proposed by the House, for } 
cost not exceeding $40,000, 


proposed 


Appropriates $500, as 
Mans for an additional building, to 
for the Reform School for Girls, 








On amendments Nos. 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198. 199, 200, 
and 201, relating to medical charities: Appropriates $34,000, in- 
stead of $35,500 as proposed by the Senate and $32,500 as pro- 
posed by the House, for the Freedmen’s Hospital; appropriates 
$11,000 as proposed by the Senate, instead of $10,000 as proposed 
by the House, for the Eastern Dispensary ; $4,000 as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $3,000 as proposed by the House, for the 
George Washington University Hospital; provides for an assist- 
ant cook at $360, increases the salary of the laundryman from 
$480 to $600, strikes out the proposed increase in the salary of 
the engineer from $720 to $900, and increases the Salary of the 
farmer from $300 to $360, in the Tuberculosis Hospital; and 
strikes out the increase in the appropriation proposed by the 
Senate, from $1,000 to $1,500, for repairs and improvements to 
buildings and grounds for that institution. 

On amendments Nos. 202, 203, 204, 205, 206, 207. 208, 209, 210, 
and 211, relating to child-caring institutions: Strikes out the 
provision for an additional placing officer at $1,000 and the in 
crease in the salary of an investigating clerk from $900 to $960 
for the Board of Children’s Guardians; increases the salary of 
two assistant caretakers from $300 to $360, and provides for a 
Stableman at $300 for the Industrial Home for Colored 
Children; strikes out the increase, from $6,000 to $7,500, for 
maintenance and from $250 to $450 for furniture and equip 
ment for the institution. 

On amendments Nos. 212 and 213: Inserts the provision, pro- 
posed by the Senate, authorizing the acceptance as a donation 
the property known as the Night Lodging House, and strikes out 
the appropriation of $5,000, proposed by the Senate, for the 
Columbia Polytechnic Institute. 

On amendment No. 214: Prohibits the use of any appropria- 
tion heretofore made as well as of appropriations contained in 
the act for 1912 for a reformatory, asylum, or workhouse in 
Virginia or Maryland within 10 miles of Mount Vernon, except 
the one at Occoquan. 

On amendments Nos. 215, 216. 217, and 218, relating to the 

workhouse at Occoquan: Appropriates $193,000, instead of 
$288,000, with $80,000, instead of $91,000, thereof immediately 
available, for maintenance and operation, and inserts the pro- 
vision, proposed by the Senate, relative to the delivery to and 
custody of male and female prisoners in the institution. 
On amendments Nos, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 226, 
227, and 228, relating to the militia: Appropriates $48,000 in- 
Stead of $49,000, as proposed by the Senate, and $47,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, for expenses of camps; $2,250, as proposed 
by the Senate, for cleaning uniforms: $1.250, as proposed by 
the House, instead of $1,500, as proposed by the Senate, for ex 
penses of target practice, and inserts provisions into the text 
of the appropriation for payment of troops, proposed by the 
Senate. 

On amendment No. 229: Appropriates $100,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, toward the improvement of the Anacostia River 
Flats. 

On amendment No. 230: Strikes out the appropriation of 
$210,000, proposed by the Senate, for the purchase of Carpenter 
(Pennsylvania Avenue) tract of land. 

On amendment No. 231: Strikes out the proposed authoriza 
tion of an appropriation of $300,000 for the acquisition of the 
land known as the Klingleford Valley. 

On amendment No. 232: Authorizing the purchase and main- 
tenance of a motor runabout for the water department. 

On amendment No. 233: Authorizes the use of $70,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $65,000, as proposed by tl! 
House, for personal services in connection with the executi 
of public works in the District of Columbia. 

On amendments Nos. 23 


-~-* 
749 «~* 


225, 


, 235, 226, 287, 238, 239, 240, 2:11. 242. 
44, 245, 246, 247, 248, and 249, relating to publie lighting: 
Authorizes rates of $15, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$14.50, as proposed by the House, for 40-candlepower incandes- 
cent lamps on overhead wires; $17.50, as proposed by the House, 
instead of $19, as proposed by the Senate, for 60-candlepower 
incandescent lamps on overhead wires; $80, instead of $S5, as 
proposed by the Senate, and $72.50, as proposed by the House, 
for 528 and 550 watt series inclosed and multiple inclosed are 
lamps; $72.50, as proposed by the House. instead of S75, as 
proposed by the Senate, for 320 watt magnetite or other are 
lamps; requires replacing of certain electric lights by April 1, 
1914, as proposed by the House, instead of 1915, as proposed 
by the Senate; fixes the limit of cost of lamp-posts and equip- 
ment at $60, as proposed by the House, instead of $50, 
posed by the Senate; authorizes a reduction of $6.60, as pro- 
posed by the House, instead of $4.40, as proposed by the Senate, 
from the price of electric arc lamps if the commissioners furnish 


as pro- 


the equipment therefor; provides that in the event the commis- 
sioners have to adopt forms of electric street lighting other 
provided for in the bill, a fair sum for the cost of 


than those 





191. 


} 
) 
I 
id 
i¢ 
i 
M 
Ine 


true 
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tenance may be allowed; prohibits public electric lighting 
the existing fire 
iakes certain necessary verbal corrections; and inserts a 
mn imposing a penalty of $25 per day for failure on the 


t 


erhead wires 


Mr 


any g 


OLINS 


SPEAKEKL. 


as 


ing the reac 


ON 


JOHNSON 
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The bill went to the Senate, and the item was inserted there 
and there went out on a point of order. But the Senator mak 


ing the point of order subsequently said: 
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Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, Il want to indorse what tl 
rentienial ft Michigan | Mr. GARDNI has iid regarding the 
plant in the city of New York. It has proven a very economica 
investment to the city I would like to ask this question: What 
has been the cost hitherto per cubic yard for laying this asphalt 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. A very low price, I think; $1.45 
per cubie yard. 


i 
Mr. GOULDEN. And now they have raised it 32 cen 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes; and no competition, with a 
eontract of half a million dollars staring you mn the face 

Mr. GOULDEN Making an re » of fully 20 per cent on 
the cost price? 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 
Mr. GOULDEN. With the probability of its going le 


unless there 1s competit 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is the ex on. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky \Ir. Speaker, wl this n 
came before the House when the District appropriation bill was 
win ‘ deration, | say that not more than four men on 
floor had ever |] re proj n before I ad of 
t h I l ! e ind the 1 Ll 
mi ee | ig ad a »W t was sought to be dor t] 
iittee of 1 ( ee \ppropl n ore ( 
al B N body ‘ e did } \ ol ee. 4 Te ody 
else did know about it I oppose the principle three men legis 
ating for this entire body without the knowledge or consent of 
the rest of the body 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigai rhe hearings before the sub 

immittee were printed, id every Member of the House h 
to them. 


Mr. MADDEN. Do I understand the gentleman from Ke 


tucky to say that this matter was not discussed when the b 
was under consideration in the | 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky) N he 11 d 
stood me if he understood any s h thing Ss that I said 
when it was brought on the floor s House nobody had 
heard anything about if except the subcommittee of the ¢ 


mittee on Appropriation 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh; up to the time it had been brought 
the House? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN But, as a matter of fact, it was very thor 
oughly discussed on the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ike ky It w not very thoroughly dis 
cussed. 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. ‘There was nobody then able to 
tell me, and I venture there is nobody able to tell me yet, the 
extent to which this property which is to be converted into this 
plant is leased. There is nobody prepared to tell me now to 
what extent the lessees of this property where this plant is to be 
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situated are to be damaged, and yet here you are called upon to 
eancel leases and contracts without any knowledge whatever as 
to the extent that parties may be injured, and nobody yet 
knows, as I said, how many people, honest workingmen in the 
District of Columbia, will be thrown out of employment in- 
stantly almost. 

Mr. MADDEN. In what way? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 

convict labor to run this establishment. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman think they will employ 
convict labor down here at this yard where it is proposed to 
erect this plant, in the center of the city? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. That is what 
Michigan said. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. That what the gentleman 
said. I object to it, not the merits of for I do 
not know anything about the merits, and neither does anybody 
else except the three members of the subcommittee; but I 
ject because I do not know anything about it, and because t 
membership does not know anything about it, and because this 
llouse heretofore refused to include it, and because the Senate 
refused to include it. I make the point of order. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will 
not make the point of order until I am given an opportunity to 
be heard. 

Mr. JOHNSON 
point of order. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, of course I realize that 
subject to a point of order, in view of the fact that the item is 
placed in the bill by the conferees, and the item not having 


By the employment proposed 


of 


the gentleman from 
is 
upon the case, 
ob 


his 


of Kentucky. Then I simply reserve the 


this is 


been in dispute; but I think it is one of the most meritori- 
ous—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Does the gentleman say that 
the item was not in dispute? 

Mr. MADDEN. I say, I admit it is subject to a point of 
order. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas (addressing Mr. Jomnson of Ken 


tucky). He is confirming your position. 

Mr. MADDEN. I think it he most meritorious 
items in the bill. The District Commissioners, in letting con- 
tracts for paving a year or more ago, were able to get bids of 
$1.45 per square yard for asphalt paving work. The last time 
they advertised for bids—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I wish to be clearly under- 
stood that I do not wish to discuss the merits of the proposi- 
tion, or to raise objection as to the merits of it. I do not know 
anything about it, but I do object to this class of legislation. 
The commissioners of this District have had ample opportunity 
to bring this bill before the proper committee of this House to 
be thrashed out and its merits gone into, and they have failed 
to do it. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am endeavoring to state the 
facts as I understand them. The commissioners were able to 
get bids at $1.45 a square yard for asphalt paving work a year 
ago, and the next time they advertised for bids they discov- 


is one of ft 


Will the gentleman yield? 


ered that the price had gone up to $1.77 or $1.78 a yard. They 
discovered upon investigation that two or three companies 
which existed in this District had consolidated. There was 


only one company from which they could get a bid. They dis- | 
covered upon investigation that if these companies continued 
to combine the price would likely go higher. They concluded, 
and I think wisely, that the way to prevent this condition of 
things was to get authority to esablish an asphalt plant in 
which they could do their own paving and repair work. There | 
is no reason why this plant should ever be constructed, but if 
the commissioners had authority to construct it, it stands there | 
as a club to prevent monopoly and excessive charges for street 
paving in this city. 

If they have not the authority, the people of the District will 


be obliged to pay a greater price for the work that is to be 
done than they would otherwise be called upon to pay. I know 


nothing at all about the condition of the leases they granted 
on the property which is sought to be used for this asphalt 
plant. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 
and that is my objection. 

Mr. MADDEN. But I presume the Commissioners of the 
District would not do an injustice to any person having q lease 
upon any part of this property and that when they give notice 
of vacation they would give such notice as would not do any 
injury to those people who would be obliged to move as a re- 
sult of the notice. I assume that the men who have leases on | 
the place have them subject to notice and that no man having a 


And neither does anybody else, 
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lease upon a place sought to be used for the construction of 


this plant took that lease with any understanding that he was 
to have an indefinite occupation of the premises. I assume he 
leased with a distinct understanding that he is to move from 
it whenever notified. Although this item is subject to the point 
of order, wise business judgment would dictate that it ought to 
remain in the bill and I do not believe that any Member of the 
House can justify opposition to it, for there is no item so well 
calculated to safeguard the Public Treasury in so far as it has 
to do with the District of Columbia as this special item to 
which the gentleman from Kentucky refers. I sincerely hope 
that before the discussion closes he will be generous enough 
to withdraw his point of order against it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is clearly within his rights in insisting upon the point of 
order, but I undertake to say that he is assuming a grave 
responsibility in making a point of order that will permit the 
District to be mulcted by representatives of the Asphalt Trust. 
It appears in the hearings before the Subcommittee on Appro 
priations, which gave this matter consideration and reported 
thereon, that the price charged by the Asphalt Trust last year 
in the city of Washington was $1.45 a square yard, and for the 
coming year, without any reason for the advance except they 
are carrying out their autocratic will, the price is to be $1.77 
a square yard. No city in the country, I venture to say, with 
the area of streets that is covered by Washington, has as much 
covered by asphalt as in this District. We are held up here 
by the question whether we should continue to be mulcted in the 
price of $1.77 or whether this District should have the same 
privilege that has been adopted by other cities—Kansas City, 
St. Louis, Detroit, and Indianapolis—where they have estab 
lished municipal plants. This is not a new proposition, I wish 
to say to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. May I ask the gentleman, Do they 
work convict labor in these municipal plants the gentleman has 
mentioned ? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, you can not bring in the question of 
convict labor in this discussion. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I have not brought it in; the gen 
tleman from Michigan brought it in. 

fr. STAFFORD. There nothing in the hearings 
shows the character of labor that will be performed. 
tion is whether the District is going to be held up by this 
exorbitant charge of $1.77 per square yard, an increase of 
nearly 20 per cent in one year without any cause whatever. 

Now, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JoHNSON] says th 
this matter has not been considered. Why, I remember di 
tinctly that this House gave consideration to the proposition for 
more than half an hour when it was was under consideration i! 
connection with the District appropriation bill. Of course, w: 
did not give it full consideration. We can not give full consid 
eration to matters of this character-—— 
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The ques 


Mr. FORNES. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. Vill the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 


to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. STAFFORD. In just a minute, 
up the entire day 

Mr. FORNES. The city of New York, under competition 
only pays $1.15 per square yard. 

Mr. MANN. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Regular order is demanded. 
order is disposition of the point 
report, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 
Speaker. 

Mr. BURLESON. 
moment or two. 
conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to sus 
pend the rules and agree to the conference report. Is a second 
demanded ? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. ° 
point of order on that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made a point of order, 
but if the rules should be suspended it will not be subject to 
the point of order. It is a motion to suspend the rules and give 
the House an opportunity to dispose of this report, the same 
as any other motion. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 


That would have taken 





The regular 
of order on the conferen 


I make the point of order, Mr. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard for a 
I move to suspend the rules and agree to the 


I demand a second. I make a 


I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] 
demands a second. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BuRLESON | 
is entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Illinois to 20 
minutes. 
Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped that I would not 
be compelled to make this motion before I was heard by the 
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House, because I am confident if the Members of this body can | 
be made to understand the pending proposition that not a single 
Representative would be found objecting to it. Undoubtedly the | 
gentieman from Kentucky is clearly within his rights, under 
the rules of the House, when he makes a point of order against 
this item, and ordinarily it would go out. aut, Mr. Speaker, 
ere has been a general misapprehension as to the purpose of 
this provision and what it is intended to accomplish. Vrior to 
st year there were two or three asphalt companies or corpora- | 
laying the streets within the District. Last year one of these | 
rporations succeeded in acquiring control of the other, and as 
result competition was destroyed. At the time the combina- 
tion took place the District of Columbia had a contract for 
{5 a square yard for laying asphalt pavements. Immediately | 
after the combination the price for laying asphalt pavements 
was advanced, and under the next contract that was made by 
ihe Commissioners of the District of Columbia the District and 
Government were compelled to pay $1.77 a square yard for lay- 
ig the same character of asphalt pavements. 


Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 
Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. He makes the assertion that in 
city of Washington, under the very nose of the law de- 
partment of the United States, a contract has been made in 
restraint of trade and competition and it has gone unnoticed. | 

Mr. BURLESON. ‘That is extraneous matter, Mr. Speaker. | 
I do not control the action of the Department of Justice, and 
neither can the gentleman from Kentucky. What the House 
wants to know now are the facts justifying the establishment 
of this asphalt plant. This advance in the of asphalt | 
avements was made. There was no legislation coming from | 
the District Committee during this session of Congress to meet 
this situation, to afford relief—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. There should have been. 

Mr. BURLESON (continuing). For reason or other, 
I do not know why, no action has been taken by the District 
Committee to relieve the District of Columbia and the Govern- 
ment from the exactions of this asphalt combination. 

Now, the question arises, when the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, dealing with this matter in the interests of economy, 
with a single purpose to save the money of this District and 
the General Government, bring a proposition before this body 
that will relieve the situation and protect the people of this 
District against the exactions of this trust, shall it be voted 
down? 

Mr. Speaker, there has been much said about the use of con- 
vict labor in this work. Everyone who knows anything about 
it knows that the only convict labor contemplated to be used 
would be at Occoquan, Va., where the convicts are engaged in 
breaking stone, and the District Commissioners, if this proposi- 
tion is retained in the bill, may utilize that stone for the pur- 
pose of laying the base for the streets, if they be driven by the 
exactions of the asphalt combine to undertake the laying of 
streets on municipal account. The District Commissioners, if 
this proposition is approved, will utilize this stone, broken, as 
I have described, for laying the base of the streets. 

Gentlemen in opposition to this provision would leave the im- 
that we would have convict labor here in the District 


cost 


some 


pression 


of Columbia engaged in laying the streets. There has never 
been a suggestion to do anything like this from any source 
whatever, 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for a question at 


this point? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to ask the question in al 
‘cause Iam opposed to the asphalt combine 
inbines and trusts, as we all are. 
tion of this item of $500 assist in bringing about the breaking 
) of this combination? 
Mr. BURLESON. The 
OOD, 


Mr, OLMSTED. 


1 sincerity, 
and to all other 


} 


item carries an appropriation of 


Go 


The item against which the gentleman from 


Kentucky [Mr. Jounson] made the point of order is an item | 


of $500, as I understand 
Mr. BURLESON. ‘There is no question but that the corpo- 
ration which seeks to do this street improving will get fair 
treatment if this provision goes in. The Engineer 
sioner of the District, who has no selfish interests to serve, 
ys this is a most important item and will insure fair treat- 
ut for the District. If we get this item through, then the 
halt trust can not hereafter seize the District by the throat 
and advance the price at its own sweet will. 
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held by those now using the land where this asphalt pl: 
to be erected. Some express the fear that injustice or w 
may be done them, but 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman vield 

Mr. BURLESON, But in every of thes ises j 
providing that the lease may be terminated on noti 
by the District Commissioners. The comn in ¢l 
this bill has been very careful to guard the rests of 
individual that may be affected by t Ss item 

Mr. CON of India Will the a d for 
tion? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly 

Mr. COX of Ine In order to break u t Ss tru 
the gentleman le e that the commissioners should 
the length of actually establishing this as plant, o1 
the idea just to hold this power « r the t 1 ordel 
able the commissione to hold dow the | ‘ f S] h 

Mr. BURLESON. I will say t anyone reads tle 
will see, if same becomes law, that it res the d 
of the District Commissioners to erect this j and if 
ean be had from this asphalt compan e price 
fixes for laying our streets. thi nun l 3 lt pl 
probably not be const ucted or es ed 3 [Ww 
get a just and fair bid for asph: pavi then the I 
Comunissioner says that under this ithor tion the I 
can be protected, that he can erec isphalt t and 
streets at a rensonable cost. ri feu li is the 
situation in a nutshell 

Ir. SIMS Will the gentleman yield for question 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS. In line with the same thing that the gent) 
has stated, is it not true that the city would so be pi 
if it owned its own garbage and incinerating plant 

Mr. BURLESON. Yes: and I hope the time will com 
we will be able to effectively deal with that situation. 

Now, gentlemen, there is nothing complicated or diff 
understand about this matter. <All that it was necessi 
know about this proposition was plainly stated by the 
man from Illinois when the bill was before the House 
consideration, and, but for the fact that the item was st! 
out by a point of order, there is no doubt in my mind that 
item would hive been retained in this bill by the vote 
overwhelming majority. Let everyone hers t upon his 
responsibility. The only question is whether this He 
going to leave this District and the Government in the 
of a combination, or whether Members of this House wil 
the best financial interest of the District and the peopl 
allowing this item to remain in the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time 

Mr. GARNER of Tex Will the gentleman eld? 

Mr. BURLESON. (Ce rtainly. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I understand the gentleman 
Michigan |Mr. GarpNek] made a motion to suspend the 
and agree to this conference report, and I understand th 
to which the gentleman from Kentucky |[Mr. JomNnson] 
is the item under the engineer commissioner, approm 
| $500 for the purchase of apparatus for the office of 1] 
spector of asphalt and cement, It seems to me the House 
to have some information why the House receded from it 
agreement to amendments increasing the sal: ; of the « 
ent employees. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I did not know the 
any issue raised on that item. I reserve the balance 
time. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I d five 
to the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. JolNson 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speal I ! ! 
the chairman of the Committee 1 the Disti of C 
that no bill contemplating this asphalt plant ! ever 
troduced into this House and that } 
come to him with one word about ski 7 S 
| its establishment. 
| The chairman of the District Committee is here on th 
now, and he says that no bill of this kind was ever | 
there, and neither was any suggestion of it ever made 
committee; but here they come, and they expect within 
| minutes to pass a bill about which this committee know 
ling. It may be that if it had come before the committ 
| had been discussed—if it had been properly brought bef 
House—it may have received a unanimous vote. We h 
opportunity to know, except from the statements made 
| gentleman from Michigan, as to whether honest labor 
| driven out from this work and supplanted by convict 
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| by building this asphalt paving plant. 


not, and I say that it is not to the measure upon its merits that 
I object, but it is against this class of legislation. I say that 
ho 1 can do himself justice here in voting to support this 
] re until he has been given full and fair opportunity to 
Kine ll about it, and for that reason I object. Two hundred 
and forty-four amendments are pending in this bill, and it is | 
how proposed to pass them all, under a suspension of the rules, 
without even reading them, and I trust the House will refuse 
to t sact business that way. I yield back the remainder of 
miy time 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky used four 
minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois I yield four minutes to the gen- | 
tleman from New York |Mr. BENNET]. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BurLeson] for 


several reasons. in the first place, this is the wrong way to legis- 


late. Here is the situation: The Senate inserted this amend- 
ment No. 58, page 27, for the purchase of apparatus for offices 
of the inspector of asphalt and cements, $500. On that amend- | 
ment, which may be proper or improper—I do not know—these 


conferees have hung an asphalt manufacturing plant. 
it is proper to construct an asphalt manufacturing 


Whether 
plant I 


do not know, and I ought not to be called upon to pass judg- | 


ment until a regular committee of this House, charged with 
the duty of ascertaining, has gone into the question. What 
is this asphalt plant going to cost? Nobody knows. The only 
limit is that the total expenditure for the building shall not 
exceed $50,000. 


Mr. OLMSTED. For the plant. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. For the plant. Nothing in 
connection with maintenance, and yet it must be maintained; 


nothing to limit the manner in which the work is to be done. I | 


do not know what the regulations of the District of Columbia 
are as to the use of convict labor, but it may be possible that 
if this House, without any information at all, adopts this 
report, you gentlemen who come back here in the extra session 
will see 
Mr. BUTLER. Extra session of what? 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Of the Sixty-second Congress— 








Or 


Ee. 


FEBRUARY 


Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, although a member of the Dis 
trict Committee this whole business was new to us until it came 
on the floor of the House. It is stated here that this is for the 
purpose of defeating the asphalt combine. I am as much 
against the asphalt combine or any other kind of a combine as 
any man in the House, but it seems to me that if it is true that 
the District of Columbia was getting asphalt pavements at $1.45 
until competition was driven out of the work and then the price 
was raised to $1.77 the combine may have been in the $1.45 as 
being an unreasonably low price. I do not know of any city in 
the country getting asphalt pavements at $1.45, and in our city 
they are getting them at $1.80, $1.85, and $1.87. Now, I do not 
think the District of Columbia, with its own plant, can put as 
phalt pavement down for $1.77, or any less, or will save a dollar 
Why should we engage 
in this undertaking at this expense? Why should this piece of 
legislation, even if it were a good piece of legislation, be slipped 
in this bill in this unparliamentary way? It is because the 
pocketbooks of the big property owners of the District of Co- 
lumbia will be affected, and for no other reason. There is a 
great deal of legislation in the interests of the people of the 
District of Columbia that ought to be passed by this Congress, 
but here is one piece of legislation that finds some way to get 
before the Congress, and it gets there by reason of the fact that 
the pocketbooks of the property owners of the District are 
affected. 

Mr. MADDEN. In what way? 

Mr. BORLAND. I can not yield in two minutes. 
tleman has had his time—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Fornes]. 

Mr. FORNES. Mr. Speaker, the statement has been made 
here that the asphalt pavements can not be laid down prop 
erly at less than $1.45 a square yard. Those who make that 


The gen 


| statement have never studied the price at which asphalt pay 


will see upon the streets of the city of Washington convicts | 


working in stripes, with a ball and chain about their legs, not 
under the direction of the District Commissioners, but under the 
direction of contractors, as we see under the worst form of con- 
tract convict labor. The gentleman says, “Oh, no!” He does 
not know and I do not know. 


| stand the real cost of putting down asphalt pavements. 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Is there any better thing to do with convicts | 


in the way of labor than to have them do municipal work of 
this sort? 


Mr. BENNET of New York. If I had more time I could go | 
into that whole question. I have only four minutes. This 
House ought not to decide whether it is right or not without a 


report of a regular committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I desire to ask my colleague 
been the policy of his State and mine? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not in the part in which I have 
the honor to live. 

Mr. PAYNE. The law is that the convicts shall labor and 
make articles for the use of municipalities, and there was a 
clause in it also for the making of roads, even. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I have never seen a convict on 
the roads, and I doubt if my colleague has. 


if that has not 


Mr. PAYNE. I have seen convicts on them 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Now, another reason, Mr. Speaker. 
When this conference report went to conference on the 15th of 


February the 
honorably as 


gentleman from Michigan, as far he could 
a conferee, promised the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Foster] that we would have a separate vote on the ques- 
tion of inereasing the salaries of the commissioners. Now, the 
proposition is made that the vote will be allowed on a motion 
to ‘ommit the conference report. I acquit the gentleman of 
knowledge of the fact that after the other House has acted, as 
it has acted in this case, and discharged its managers, a motion 
to recommit a conference report is not in order, so that on a 


vote for the motion to suspend the rules and adopt the confer- 
ence 


bill. 


as 


It is the wrong way to legislate. 
asphalt plant let the District Committee report. and let it come 
here on the floor and let us have some idea of how it is to be 
conducted, how much it is going to cost, and what it will be. I 
hope the motion will be defeated. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Borianp]. 


report we can not have a separate vote on anything in this | 
If we need a municipal | 


ment is put down in the various cities of this country. In my 
city—New York—it has been as low under competition as $1.10 
per square yard. Why the city of Washington should have 
ever been obliged to pay even $1.45 is beyond my comprehen- 
sion, and must be beyond the conception of all men who under 
It is : 
clear case, then, that a combination or trust was formed in this 
city to advance the price to $1.77 per square yard. Who pays 
the excessive profit but the taxpayers or the people of this 
country? If it is within the rule that a tax can be levied, we 
certainly have the power of legislation to prevent such an un 
just tax. I believe that the conferees have studied this matt: 

carefully, and they have based their conclusion upon this 
theory, that whenever prices are too high competition will and 
should enter, and being unable to obtain competition to regulate 
those prices, they have adopted the natural course—that is, that 
the District of Columbia will become the competitor. How can 
it in any way 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 
question ? 

Mr. FORNES. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Will the gentleman please tel! 
this House how much asphalt will cost a square yard after th 
plant down here has been built? 

Mr. FORNES. If it did not cost less the plant would not be 
built. I trust to the good sense of the commissioners, and | 
believe asphalt can be laid down in this District, or in the city 
of Washington, at profitable prices at from $1 to $1.35 pe 
square yard 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Will the gentleman plevse tell 
us why the commissioners have taken this route to establish 
this plant instead of the regular route by a bill introduced for 
that purpose? 

Mr. FORNES. It was the only route open to them, and I be 
lieve that it was the proper course, to take the only route left, 
in order to avoid this outrageous charge for the asphalt for th 
District. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORNES. Certainly. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Is my colleague from New York aware 0! 
the fact that members of the District Committee suggested 
Maj. Johnson a year ago the propriety and expediency of buyins 
a repair plant, and suggested further that he bring it to the 
attention of the District Committee, and that he paid absolutely 
no attention to it, except by bringing it to the Appropriations 
Committee and having it made part of the appropriation bill 
submitted to this House? 

Mr. FORNES. I am not aware of the fact, but I presume if 


Will the gentleman permit a 


oo 


conditions existed at that time as they do to-day the parties 
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would have taken the proper course to protect the interests of 
the District, the same as they are doing now. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it is self-evident that 
the objections to establishing this plant must come largely from 
those who are directly interested in putting down the pavements 
of this city, and therefore I believe that the conferees have 
adopted the sensible course, and the right one, to protect the 
city against an unusual monopoly, as it might be considered 
under the present circumstances. It is a purely business propo- 
sition, and we know that the business of this country is best 
maintained and the profits are most just where competition 
exists. Where competition does not exist, it is proper to say 
that robbery steps in; and I believe that the committee ought 
to be sustained, and I shall certainly give my vote to sustain it. 
| Applause. ] 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CuULLopP]. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this rule be- 
cause it inaugurates a new manner of legislation here in this 
House. It also prevents us from determining other questions 
than the one that is involved in this discussion. Under the light- 
ing contract, one of the items that was under discussion when 
this bill was before the committee, it was determined to pay 
the company $72.50 upon a contract that could not have been en- 
forced in a court and not a single dollar could have been col- 
lected on it, is here raised to $SO per light. It is a pure and 
simple gift out of the pockets of the taxpayers of this country 
of a large amount of money. The Senate, now, in this bill 
makes it $85, the original price which was agreed to be paid in 
the contract, a most unreasonable and excessive price. The 
conference committee has reduced that to $80, $20 more per light 
than is paid in any other honestly administered city of the 
same size in the United States, and $20 per light more than 
ought to be paid here in the city of Washington. Now, it is a 
gift of $20 out of the pockets of the taxpayers of the District 
of Columbia and of the United States and which ought not to 
be permitted; and if this conference report is adopted under 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BurLEson], we 
will have no opportunity to send it back to conference again 
in order to have that price properly regulated. The lighting 
company could not go into court in a suit on its contract and 
enforce it, because of its plain and palpable violation of the 
same, It here secures in this respect an undue advantage, 
and if this motion is carried the people are powerless. It at- 
tempts to gain here that which it could not secure in any other 
way. The Congress is delegated with the power to legislate 
and not a conference committee. 

If this motion carries, we can not oppose the increase of 
salaries incorporated in this report, a measure this House re- 
pudiated when the bill was before the House. 

There are many other propositions involved in this matter 
which I would like to discuss, but can not for the want of 
time. The motion pending I hope will be defeated and the bill 
returned for conference again. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes 
to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon]. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I will not undertake to discuss 
the merits of this asphalt proposition in the three minutes 
accorded to me by the gentleman. But I see by the Recorp that 
the House has receded from 131 amendments that were placed 
upon this bill by the Senate. To adopt the motion of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] to suspend the rules and adopt 
this conference report would be for this House to surrender 
consideration of 130 amendments placed upon the bill by the 
Senate. It would have no opportunity of questioning a single 
one of them. It does not understand the merits of the 150 other 
amendments, and to now adopt this motion in order to secure 
a settlement of this one question is asking too much, I think, 
at the hands of the House. If the gentleman’s motion is voted 
down, then the proposition can again come before the House 
after it has had an opportunity of considering the other 130 
Senate amendments that have not been passed upon by the 
Ilouse at all, and the asphalt question can be taken care of at 
that time. I do not think that the question of settling this 
proposition for the city of Washington is of sufficient moment 
or importance to justify the House waiving aside 130 other 
imendments, thereby saying that we will subordinate all of 

them and everything contained in them to this single propo- 
sition, 

Mr. Speaker, this asphalt evil, if it does exist, can not last 
always. There will be another Congress in session within the 
next nine months, if net sooner, and I undertake to say that 

rather than deny the House the consideration of 130 other 
amendments that it knows nothing of, in order to accept this 
one proposition and thereby say that all the disagreements be- 


tween the House and Senate upon this bill shall be bottomed 


| upon the asphalt question alone, it will be better to postpone 


the asphalt amendment until the convening of the Sixty-second 
Congress. Nobody understands that asphalt question in its 
entirety. Nobody knows what the cost of this proposed plant 
will be. Nobody knows what the cost of its maintenance will be. 
It is possible that it will cost the city of Washington more per 
square yard of asphalt than the city is now paying, if this 
proposition is adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute 
to the genileman from Illinois [Mr. Prince}. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, the question before the House is 
not a point of order, but it is a question whether the House will 
suspend the rules and vote in favor of the conference report 
and proceed to business. There are 301 Members in this House. 
I look over the directory of the State of New York and find 
this, that Mr. Fornes for two terms, from January, 1902, to 
January, 1906, was president of the Board of Aldermen of New 
York City. By virtue of the position that he held, he must of 
necessity have knowledge that ought to be convincing to this 
House. For that reason, and for the reason that he, through 
his long experience and the fact that he was at the head of a 
board that had to do with matters of the kind that we are dis- 
cussing, has intimate knowledge of this subject, his judgment 
would influence my judgment, and I will vote to suspend the 
rules and agree to this conference report and thereby pass the 
bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes 
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BarrLerr |}. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, this is not a ques- 
tion of the proper administration of municipal affairs, and if a 
Member of this House had been mayor of New York for 40 
years and knew all about all the municipal administrations of 
all the cities in the land, that fact would not induce me to vote 
for the proposition that the House is to permit three of its 
Members to enact legislation which the House and Senate have 
never had before them. That is the question, and not the value 
or the propriety or the justice of the legislation. 

Now, I am not to be frightened from my position by sugzges- 
tions that this is against the Asphalt Trust and the suggestion 
that I will vote in its favor by voting for this proposition. Such 
a suggestion as that is unworthy to be made on the floor of this 
House. Both sides of this House, when the great tariff bill was 
in conference, refused to consent to the proposition that the 
conferees should put shoes upon the free list and change tariff 
upon leather until they had requested this House to grant 
special permission by a rule or resolution to do it. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Payne] and his conferees, both in 
the House and in the Senate, did not undertake to violate their 
duty in this regard, as the gentlemen in this conference report 
have undertaken to violate theirs jn this case. I do not know 
whether this is for the benefit of this city or not; I do not know 
whether it will cheapen the price of asphalt for paving in this 
city or not; but I do know that it is in violation of all the decent 
and orderly rules of legislation, and therefore I oppose it. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute te 
the gentleman from New York |[Mr. Otcorr]. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to diseuss the 
merits of this proposition. The question of the establishment of 
an asphalt plant never came to the consideration of the mem- 
bers of the District of Columbia Committee. Some time ago 
somebody suggested that the District Committee should take 
this matter up with the commissioners, and the commissiorers 


were notified, but they never paid the slightest attention te It 
I rise to protest most strenuously and vehe tly agai this 
everlasting criticism of the District of Columbia Cor ee 
There is not a harder working committee than that in the 
House. We have come before this House with bills of gre m 
portance for the city of Washington and, in fact, for t) 
country time and time again on the days wien the 

scribe that we shall have the right of way, and we have 
steam rollered, run over, and bill after b that should t 
upon the statute books has not even had time for consider: nt, 
I will not sit quietly by and hear this constantly recurr i 
cism, even from the great Committee on Apu atic 

plause. | 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I yield th minutes to the 
centleman from New York [Mr. Youne]. 

Mr. YOUNG of New York. Mr. Speaker, I s in the e of 
the gentleman from New York, my colleague [Mr. Fo s}, 
have given considerable thought to and have had opp ties 
to study this asphalt question in a comprehensive way In 


New York we were beset by the same condi 
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front the Dist t of Columbia to-day, where when there was 
competition the asphalt was furnished at $1.45 per yard, but 
after a b 1 was formed or said to haye been formed 
the p! \ Ivan to $1.77 per yard. The remedy, 
the © eck that can be given to such trusts and combina 
tio : osition to the interests of the people is the establish- | 
men of ) asphalt plant such as the municipality proposes to | 
make this instanes In my own ease I worked industriously 
in New York in the public service to secure the establishment 
of an asphalt plant that would relieve us from the difficulties 
which now confront the District of Columbia, and the gentleman 








| 


from New York [Mr. Fornes], as the president of the board of | 
aldermen had before him this same matter. New York estab- | 
lished an asphalt plant for its protection, and as a result we | 
have had cheaper aspha and very much cheaper than we | 
could otherwise have secured. It is a good principle; it is one | 
worthy of serious consideration and adoption by this House 
as a safeguard egainst the expenditure of this money toe com 


binations in restraint of trade and economy. You have the op- 
portunity now, and I think there should be no objection on either 


side of this House to the establishment of a municipal plant 
that would hold in check such combinations. It is not neces- 
sary nor is it provided that this plant should absolutely be 
established, but it gives the opportunity to the House, Mr. 


Speaker, of putting a check upon those who would advance the 
prices to such an extent as to become burdensome, not on the 
District of Columbia, but on the people of this whole country. 
I therefore strongly favor the proposition that the experiment 


g 
The 


shall be made. limitations are all sufficient. I think it 
would be a good thing fer this House to adopt this proposi- 
tion. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSTER of [llinois. Mr. Speaker, have I two minutes 
remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has two 
minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday, in the 


consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill, this House, 
on the recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations, 
passed a paragraph whieh provided that the asphalt made in 
this city should not exceed a certain price. That is going to 
become law. Nobody has any objection to it. 

Mr. BURLESON rose. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 

Mr. BURLESON. Yes: but that price is $1.85. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. That is not the only question in 
this conference report which ought not be adopted at this time. 
These conferees have agreed to an increase in the salary of 
these commissioners which was denied before the committee of 
which it was asked. Another thing, the conferees on the part 
of the House very willingly insist that the amendment which 
was placed there by the Senate which appropriated $5,000 to 
help the blind of this city—those people who are attempting 
to support themselves by the little appropriations they get so 
that they will not be objects of charity—they willingly insist 
that the amendment shall be stricken out which was placed there 
by the Senate, but alse insist that this increase of salary shall 
be made to these commissioners. I ask you gentlemen of the 
House, are you willing wnder a suspension of the rules to pass 
this kind of a conference report this morning because you are 
told that on account of stress of time it ought to be done. Send 
this report back to these conferees with instructions to look 
out for the interests of the people of the District, and give us 
a chance to vote upon some of the items in this bill which ought 
to be voted upon by this House. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, there are involved 
in this bill 250 disagreements. For four days the conferees of 
the two Houses met and sought to harmonize the differences, 
and finally succeeded in doing so. It matter of give and 
take in a conference where there is a difference of more than 
a million dollars, as there was in this case, involved between 
the two Houses, so that when we conclude our work no party 
gets all he wants; no one is thoroughly satisfied. It is a com- 
promise, but it was the belief of the House conferees that not 
in the legislative experience of those conferees has there been 
a better and more satisfactory bill as a whole reported back to 


I have not the time to yield. 


is a 


the House than that now under consideration. 
It seems to be, with regard to salaries, that we did agree 
that the commissioners should be advanced a thousand dol- 


lars, and the conferees have ne apology to make. 
go out on a vote of the House; 
a single Member: 
if we are worth 

the commissioners 


the 


That did not 
it went out on an objection of 
und I appeal to the membership of this House. 
$7,500 a year as Members of Congress, are not 
charged with more responsibilities than is 


average Member of this House, worth $6,000? 


| streets? 


| permissive, not mandatory. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. How many could be elected in 
your district or mine, I would like to know? 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Just a question. 


Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman be kind enough to te] 


| us, as he goes along, how many items are in serious dispute? 


Is there anything here in serious dispute but the increase in 
pay of the District Commissioners? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Oh, yes; what is called th 
asphalt plant, which upon its merits it is conceded to lk 
proper, but it seems to have resolved itself into a question of 
jurisdiction between two of the important committees of th 
House. 

Personally I have no sympathy with any assault upon the 
District Committee. We have lived in harmony together a 
these years, and I sympathize with them in the unfortunate 
condition they have been in at this session, and it has not bee 
upon my vote that they have been placed in that position. Now 
with regard to there being more recessions on the part of the 
House than the Senate, let me say to the gentleman that every 
item that looked for an increase of colored school facilities i) 
this city was stricken out on the point of order. They did 1 
propose to give a dollar—simply went out on the point of order. 
Can one gentleman rise here and strike out a system like that 
The conferees believed, and believe now, that justice to the co 
ored people, justice to the children of the colored race, entitled 
them to recognition in the division of public moneys necessar 
for their education. That counts for a very 
number of recessions cn the part of the House. 
frem Illinois speaks with reference to the blind. 
of hearings in either House with regard to that. 
ago—-— 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois rose. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Wait a moment. Some years 
ago there was a proposition to do this, to give $5,000, and every 
dollar was licked up in the payment of private individuals fo; 
ndvancements that had been made and no result. Now, agair., 
with regard to the work of criminals. Does anybody think we 
are going to bring criminals here into the city to work upon onr 
We have three or four hundred men who have be2n 
idle in the jails for years down at Occoquan, there by your 
vote and direction. On the traet of land is a quarry of stone 
that can be utilized. These prisoners’ are simply to work out 
and beat that stone into a condition that will be a basis for 
this asphalt. Again, the establishment of this asphalt plant is 
It is to enable the House and tly 
to say to this trust. You shall not hold us up; 
necessary, we will establish a plant, but if you will do the faii 
thing we will let it stand and it will give you a reasonabl 
profit. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired; a 
time has expired. The question is on the motion to suspend the 
rules and agree to the conference report. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that, in the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds had voted therefor—— 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 160, noes 69. 

Mr. FOSTER of I}inois. Mr. Speaker, I eall for the yeas 
and nays. [Cries of * No?!’] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 114 
answering “ present ” 6, not voting 103, as follows: 

YEAS—160. 
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Hardwick Morrison Tou 

Hardy Moss Turnbull 
Hay O'Connell Underwood 
Heflin Olcott Watkins 
Helm Oldfield Webb 
Henry, Tex. Page Wickliffe 


Hitchcock Palmer, A. M. 


Hobson Parsons 
ANSWERING “ PRESENT "—6. 
tt Currier Lamb Pou 
n Ferris 
NOT VOTING—103. 
Driscoll, D. A. Lafean Pratt 
rus Durey Law Ransdell, La. 
ny Edwards, Ky. Legare Reid 
yk Ellerbe Lenroot Rhinock 
hfeld Englebright Lindsay Riordan 
lay Finley Loudenslager Rothermel 
Flood, Va. McCall Sabath 
Foelker McCredie Saunders 
Vv Fowler McDermott Shackleford 
. Pa Gaines McHenry Sherley 
igh Gallagher McLachlan, Cal. Sisson 
rd Gardner, N. J. McLaughlin,Mich. Small 
ler Garner, Pa. Madison Smith, Cal. 
on Gill, Md. Martin, S. Dak. Snapp 
, Fla. Gill, Mo. Maynard Southwick 
ee aa Goldfogle Millington Stevens, Minn. 
I Gregg Moon, Pa. Taylor, Ohio 
er, Pa. Havens Moore, Pa. Wallace 
ey Howard Moore, Tex. Wanger 
Huff Morehead Weeks 
ns Hughes, W. Va. Morgan, Mo. Weisse 
rer James Morgan, Okla. Wheeler 
ison Johnson, Ohio Mudd Willett 
< Jones Murdock Wood, N. J. 
y Kahn Murphy Woodyard 
son, Miss. Kinkead, N. J. Patterson 


(two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the motion 
‘ejected. 

Clerk announced the following pairs: 

the session : 

Murpock with Mr. Ruwinock. 

MOREHEAD with Mr. Pov. 

ANDRUS With Mr. RIORDAN. 

CURRIER With Mr. FIN Ley. 

il further notice: 

Densy with Mr. GALLAGHER. 

Woop of New Jersey with Mr. PATTEeRson. 
Cocks of New York with Mr. LAMB. 
ANGLEY with Mr. SABBATH. 

EAN with Mr. Grit of Missouri. 
MILLINGTON with Mr. MAYNARD. 

KAHN with Mr. LINDSAY. 

GARNER Of Pennsylvania with Mr. LEGARE. 
DureY with Mr. Kinkeap of New Jersey. 
Davis with Mr. Jones. 

DAVIDSON with Mr. Howakrp. 

CREAGER with Mr. HAVENS. 

CALDER with Mr. GoLpFOoOGLe. 

BURLEIGH with Mr. Gitt of Maryland. 
BRADLEY with Mr. ELLerpe. 

BATES with Mr. Daniet A. DRISCOLL. 
BaRcLAY with Mr. Dickson of Mississippi. 
ANTHONY with Mr. Fioop of Virginia. 
\Mes with Mr. Rem. 

Woopyarp with Mr. Bowers. 

I FELD with Mr. CARLIN. 
LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Greca. 


L, 
L, 
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Mr. GarpNer of Michigan, Mr. Taytor of Ohio, and Mr. Br 
LESON. 

PROTECTION OF THE UNIFORM. OF rit UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House from the Speaker's 
table the bill H. R. 25015, an act to protect the dignity and 
honor of the uniform of the United States, with Senate amend 
ments, 

The Senate amendmen were read. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Spe r, | move it the House « r in 
the Senate amendments. 

The Senate al ndments ere agreed t 

AIDS TO NAVIGATION, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 10177 
to authorize additional aids to igation 1 the Lighthouss 
Establishment, and for other purposes, with House amendments 
disagreed to by the Senate 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House in ( 
its amendments and agree to the feré ked f by 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the f r 

Mr. Mann, Mr. Stevens of Mi 1M AD . 

JOHN SH AI 

The SPEAKER laid before the Hi e th H. R. 241538) 
for the relief of John Marshall, with a St f ndn 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. BENNET of New Yor Mr. Sy eC! e tl ‘ 
House do concur in the 8 ite al 

The motion was agreed 

DGE ACROSS ») RIVE! 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 1 | S. 10849) 
authorize the city of Shre t, in t State I 
construct bridge across Red River, a s r b a 
| $2824, being on the House Calendal 

The bill was ordered ft thir f yr, was read t 
time, and passed 

The bill, H. R. 32824, was ordered tl 
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Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


MARTIN of South Dakota with Mr. McDerMort! 
McLAvuGuLin of Michigan with Mr. Moor 
Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. RANspELL of Lov 


Mr. Souruwick with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. SuackKLerorpb. 
Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. Suertey. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. Sisson. 

Mr. WHEELER with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. Weeks with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Mapison with Mr. WUILLETT. 

For the balance of the session: 

Mr. Hucues of West Virginia with Mr. B 

From Saturday until end of session 

Mr. Smitu of California with Mr. CRAVENs. 

From 12 m. Thursday until end of session: 

Mr. Smiru of Michigan with Mr. CLark of Florida. 
Until 2 p. m. Saturday: 

Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. McHes 
From Thursday until Saturday, inclusive 

Mr. Howe tr. of New Jersey with Mr. BURNETT. 
For this day: 

Mr. GARDNER Of New Jersey with Mr. As! OK. 


Mr. McCatt with Mr. JAMEs. 
From February 21 until February 27, in 
Mr. Morean of Oklahoma with Mr. Ferris. 


Until Monday noon: 

Mr. Law with Mr. WEISSE. 

Until Monday afternoon: 

Mr. Pratt with Mr. RoTHEeRMEL. 

On this vote: 

Mr. GAINes with Mr. CoLiier. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I renew 
of order. The point of order was pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of ordet 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
House further insist on its disagreement. 


+ 


poir t 


the 


the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Garp 
NER] has not yet lost control of the floor. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 


House insist on its disagreement to the Senate 
ask for a further conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER announced 


amendments and 


the followi: conferees : 












































WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. KNOWLAND, by 
to withdraw from the files of the 
the case of Charles R. 


report having been ma 


House, without leaving copies, 
Stevens, Fifty-fifth Congress, 
thereon. 


papers in 


no adverse de 


Mr. KRoNMILLER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave | 


to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 





papers in the case of the American Towing & Lightering Co., | 
Sixty-first Congress, no adverse report haying been made 
thereon. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
Mr. CRAVENS, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 


absence indefinitely on account of sickness. 
SUNDRY CIVIL 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
Union for the further consideration of the bill, H. R. 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (HI. 02909) making appropriation for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1912, 
the chair. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


32909, the 


into the Committee of 


> 
i. 


Mr. Chairman, I offer an 


unanimous consent, was granted leave | 


the state of the | 


and for other purposes, with Mr. MANN in | 
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amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have | 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 177, in line 


or 


25, after the word “ dollars,’ insert “ for range 
lights in Bogue Sound, N. C., $2,500.” 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 


against that. It is not germane to the provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota makes the 
point of order that it is not germane to the provision. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Oh, Mr. Chairman, these 
lights are authorized by existing law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think they authorized. If 
is in order at all on this bill, it is in connection with the ap- 
propriation for the Lighthouse Service. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
like to be heard on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment is offered to the paragraph in the sundry civil bill provid- 
ing for lighthouses, beacons, fog signals, light vessels, and other 
works under the Lighthouse Service. 
amendment is for work under the Lighthouse Service. It is for 
range lights in Bogue Sound, a sound in eastern North Carolina. 
As to the point of order that it is not authorized by existing law 
Mr. Chairman, I will say that it is authorized under the act of 
June 17, 1910. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
that it is not authorized by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from North Carolina 
send to the Chair a copy of the act referred to? 


rT 
are 


Mr. Chairman, I would 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Yes, sir. I send it up. 
The Chairman is familiar with it, because it came from the 
Chairman’s committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Minnesota de- 


sire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to know, Mr. Chairman, whether it 
is authorized by law. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
act of June 17, 1910. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina has 
furnished the Chair with a copy of the act approved June 17, 
1910, providing for additional aids to navigation in the Light- 
house Establishment, in which this item occurs: 


It was authorized by the 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to establish and provide the following addi- 
tional aids to navigation in the Lighthouse Establishment, under the 
Department of Commerce and Labor, in accordance with the respective 
limits of cost hereinafter respectively set forth, which shall in no case 
be exceeded : 

> 7 + . e * * 


Range light, Bogue Sound. N C., at a cost not to exceed $2,500. 


Inasmuch as the item is authorized by law, the Chair over- 
rules the point of order. The question is on agreeing to the 
fainendment. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
to be heard briefly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


Mr. Chairman, I would like 


Mr. Chairman, I can not find that the item 
has been estimated for by the department. I would like to 
know where it can be found. 


it | 


Of course this proposed | 


|} and authorized by Congress, ought to go in this bill and tle 
Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order | 


| permit me? 


|} mend that the bill in question be passed. 





Or 
20. 


FEBRUARY 





Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I will give the chairman of 
the committee the estimate from the department contained in 
the hearings before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. I will read it to the gentleman. In response to a 
letter from the Hon. JAMES R. MANN, chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, addressed to the 
Lighthouse Board and asking as to the necessity and cost of 
lights in this sound, the Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, Benjamin S. Cable, sent the following letter: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 10, 1910 


Drar Sir: Referring to your letter of December 14, 1909, and to the 


reply of this department of December 20, 1909, relative to the b 

(H. R. 2220) providing beacon lights in Bogue Sound, Carteret County, 
N. C., I beg to state that the Lighthouse Board is of the opinion that 
10 beacons, to consist of 3 pile structures with 8 day-post lanterns, 
| should be established to mark the dredged cut in Bogue Sound, and 
that the amount named in the bill, $2,500, will be sufficient for the 


construction of these beacons. 
I concur in the views of the Lighthouse Board, and therefore rec 


tespectfully, 
JAMES R. MANN, 

Chairman Committee on Interstate and Forciqn Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


BENJ. S. CABLE, Assistant Secretary. 


Hon. 


There is the estimate in the hearings. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is not an estimate. That is a 
stating the desirability of providing for that authorization. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. It is more than that, Mr 
Chairman, I will say to the chairman of the committee. | 
states that $2,500 is necessary for the construction of thes 
lights, and the Secretary of Commerce and Labor and the Lig! 


letter 


house Board assent to the necessity for their construction. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I do not understand that that is a forn 
estimate. It is a statement in a letter. 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, As I understand the poi 
the gentleman makes, it is that on this particular item, my 
amendment, the Department of Commerce and Labor has n 
sent the usual estimates to the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Secretary of the Treasury transmitted them to ti 
House. But if this item in my amendment is authorized by e: 
isting law, and if it has the approval of the former Light 
house Board and the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, of whi 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] is chairman, wh) 
should it not go into the bill? I will say to the chairman of t! 


committee that there are a number of items included in this 
bill which are not authorized by existing law. I do not wish 


to make a point of order against any of them, because the 
ought to be in the bill, and I do not propose to do it unde 
any circumstances, but I think this little’ item in my amend 
ment of $2,500 for range lights in this sound in North Car 
lina, recommended by the Department of Commerce and L 
bor and recommended by the Interstate Commerce Committe: 


money be appropriated for the work. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, it seems from the act of Ji 
17, 1910, that a range light on Bogue Sound, N. C., is autho 
ized, to cost not to exceed $2,500. The Department of Comme! 
and Labor, or the Lighthouse Service, has not deemed the est 
lishment of this range light of sufficient importance to es 
mate for the appropriation for that purpose. The Lighthous 
Service, 2s Members will recollect, was reorganized a year a: 
or since the light was authorized— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Oh, no; if the gentleman w 





Mr. TAWNEY. The reorganization was not effected vwnd: 





| this act until some time after the passage of the act. 
| the reorganized Lighthouse Board has not submitted any es 


mate for this range light. Let me call the attention of t! 
committee to the fact that in submitting the estimate they gro' 
them into three classes. Group No. 1 includes those that th: 
deem absolutely necessary and essential to the service, and 
group No. 2 they put those they regard as not so important, aud 
in the third group they put those that they can get along wil 
out. The gentleman’s proposition is to appropriate for a range 
light not included in either group. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
gentleman a question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 


I would like to ask t! 


Have you not put son 


items in the first group, which you say the Lighthouse Bureau 
says are very essential, which are not authorized at all by 


existing law? 


Mr. TAWNEY. We have on the testimony or recommenda 


tion of the reorganized Lighthouse Service, which is regarded i 
as more efficient than the former organization, and on the 


Bi aim. 
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testimony of members of the committee, of which the gentleman PRINCIPAL POINTS 


a member, that these were absolutely essential. mn. yoaee 3 oe - _— a Ly ; i 
ay . . . . . * . ines he engraver cuts into he steel; that ; } 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I agree to that, but I heavy and light, hold the max m amount of ink | > 
k my item being authorized by Congress ought to go into} high and light shades of tl grav t l ex 
bill pression to the product fo do this req 
in we am ‘ ; Rare skill must be exercised in W ‘ ' 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the | yas as it is commonly called in the trad ae a 
gentleman from North Carolina. | different notes the engaved lines run in every dir I tal 
rhe question was taken; and on a division (demanded by | one wis bas ye et in fact, any way t t les l 
aoa - we | AS 1e re Oo a ower press « I wW i ‘ ion 
r. LAWREY) there Nay Gn. caer 9, noes 93. which is a half circular one, and as th f i 0 Is 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. it can readily be seen that that part 


Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr. | S2me direction as that of the wiper is 








wis - - . so, while on the other hand. the printer i 
TAWNEY and Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina. late his rag in every direction, always t nd 
The committee again divided, and the tellers reported that | consequently leaving the maximum : " 
there were S3 ayes and 735 noes. On the power press, in order to permit the printer to polis 
oe : ; a it is necessary to lower the wiper very close to the plate I 
So the amendment was agreed to. of the wiper, combined with the force which Is necessary to re! 
Che Clerk read as follows: ink, wipes the plate very clean and close, and cons 
Brandywine Shoal Light Station, Del.: For rebuilding and improving | 22 impression that has no color or life and is flat in apy ul it 
present light and fog-signal station at Brandywine Shoal, Delaware also eliminates the detail of an impression, which is th hard irt 
Bay, Del., on the present or an adjacent site, $75,000. | of a note to produce; that is, the fine lines on ' 





| or a shading behind the titles. In examining counterfeit 





Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the | son can readily see that in nearly every particular the detail I 
st word. There appeared in to-day’s Recorp a number of | On a hand press, in wiping a plate, various parts of the plat iped 
; ae . rs relative “t] > use of Dower presses differently. For instance, on a portrait, the ‘ground 

ippings from newspapers relative to le use power presses always delicately engraved, is wiped very lightly .d smoot wy} 
in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. They are apparently | the coat, which is generally heavy, is wiped down so as t it a 
inspired articles to give the side of those who are in favor of | Smooth appearance. If the plate is worn, it is wiped carefu if too 
a 7 : 3 : . ied black or strong, it is wiped close rhe wiper on the power | . being 
the substitution of power presses for hand presses. 


cS : : mechanical, wipes the whole plate in the same manner without any 
Mr. TAWNEY. By whom were they inserted? regard for the different parts of the engraving cr whether the te j 





ir. FITZGERALD. They were inserted in another body. | worn or new. As the wiper on the power press wipes the plate s 
7 oe side of those x] advocate the power presses in close, it is necessary to use a great deal of pressure to bring up 
It ives the side of those who iu voca c 1e pe I SSC: | print what remains in the engraved line The pres thus used ca 
ce of the hand presses for printing Government money. So | enders the paper and lessens the life of the note, because it eaks 


it both sides may have an opportunity to present the facts, I —— ee — am the ede ~~ pate printing all the 
- . 2 ss : > Ss as ‘ Ss ni r order t« orce t wh into the 
sk to insert some material giving the reasons for retaining the | }}, “°° 9°. 48 (° Sou - oe =e Gon 


engraved 









































7 : | lines. As it is manifestly impossible to wet every sheet exact ke, 
hand presses in printing Government money in the Bureau of | the hand pressman, when he comes to a dry sheet, pulls it why 
Engraving and Printing. througe eee pees, Sat vies versa with wet sheet. 1 por ess 

e y $ ulls sheets ¢£ ce ¢ ne same rate of speec 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- | P"’* ® : maitities “ntnhdiiien, seni ‘aemaniael 
. s “CAR . . aks KE SES Ol IPR I 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there The point may be urged that the power pr ae Recent te Oh 
objection ¢ past few years. This is not a fact. The only changes made that 
URITY ¥. CHEAPNESS—SHALL THE MONEY OF THE PEOPLE BE PRINTED | the motive power has been changed from steam to tric pow ne 
fHE HIGHEST STYLE OF THE ART—THE DANGER FROM COUNTERFEIT the new name, power presses 5 oe ral minor attachments w 1 im 
SHOULD BE AVOIDED. prove the mechanical working of the press, suc 3; more gs] d and 
. hanter S4@. nace GOS. Thirticth Statutes at Large, is the following smoother running; also safety appliances, which partially prot thi 
In chapter 546, page 605, Thirtieth Statutes at Large, Is th ; © | printer and assistants from injury But there positively has n no 
" improveme j e ork executed by the pres In f a it 
Provided, That hereafter all bonds, notes, and checks shall be aaa bes Cee ae qualits : f he’ produc : :; 
printed from hand-roller presses. 3 ay ane enemas 
By the passage of that law Congress determined that the securities 7 AN BSTA ae 
of the Government should be printed in the highest style of the money- For more than 20 years the builders of the pow presse ’ en 
' ing art. It was an expression to the effect that Congress would | trying to improve them, but have not succeeded in overcoming thes 
reserve to itself the right to control this matter. obstacles, namely, the wiper, the filling-in rx and the n 10uS 
\ proposition is in contemplation to repeal the above law at this pressure. The basic principle in plate printing is to fill al er 
ion of Congress and lodge this discretion in the Secretary of the | graved lines full of ink Che power press filling ler do t do 
ry. F this, as it can only pass over the plate once, filling in only the bot n 
\\ ive in this booklet the reasons why Congress should not sur of the engraved lines Anyone who examines the plate after it ha 
this discretion to the Secretary of the Treasury, and also why | passed under the filling-in roller can very easily s { engraved lin 
t present law should remain on the statute books. through the ink, when if it were filled in pr p rly none of the lit 
INTERNATIONAL PLATE-PRINTERS’ UNION OF NORTH AMERICA would be visible. It can plainly be seen that t pre starts off wrong 
(AFFILIATED WITH AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR). in the beginning of its operation by not putting enough ink in the lines 
Sa | to produce a perfect impression The next operation of the pr ; to 
remove enough ink from the plate to allow the printer to polish it 
SECURITY V. CHEAPNESS. clean. The wiper is a wl ‘ x Oo 
RECENT DISCUSSION pounds, and it takes two m« I ve j m tl S i par 
rhiel . . 7 he nlate i ‘ ¢ { 
There has in recent months been considerable discussion in the news of i W a! a gt 7 a w th fel . as at a d 1 eC 
paper and periodical press of the relative merits of hand-press and nling : ee tae sain ae ry ‘ ae nee - . ; 
press methods of printing money. The Government now prints | P'\* und on & Guindle and nlnced ' 4’ : 
itional-bank notes, Treasury notes, bonds, checks, and other securi . 4 oo und on another P indi = Ba } . 
by the hand press method. It is proposed to repeal the law which as face of the plat . oad wines . . en * . 
vides that our sé vuritie g must be printed on hand-roller presses and On an encraved plate the lines run in every dire “ti ! ' od. of 
| machines known as power presses. great many of them in the same direction the wiper tal I 
NOT OPPOSED TO PROGRESS. consequently, are wiped out, or nearly so, on account of tl 
te printers are intelligent, skilled workmen. Their calling | t) wiper, being mechanical, can not ( 
ability of a high degree. Great care, skill, and judgment must | ment here is one more thing about the wiper on t 
ised in order to produce good work Neither as a body nor as It wipes with a great deal of force, being screwed down 
duals are they opposed to progress Whenever it shall be demon t plat This is necessary in orde r to ren t { 
1 that the product of machines can successfully and satisfactorily | printer can polish the ite, which > | » do ‘ ‘ 
plant their handicraft, they will be quick to admit it. plate is in continuous m In f ; ! . 
. Aw > : — comes to him or as lift es away Its } tion ‘ 
SATISFAC TORY AND SAFE. while, and he has to jump after it as it 7 aaa a 
They claim that the most satisfactory, because the most “secure,” | average person that it is impossible for any n to polish the 1 
work ever done has been done and is now being done by them on th clean as can the man on a ind pl 
hand-roller presses. The handling, the heating, the putting on of the | and where the man has time to judge and decid nd 
the wiping of the plate, now heavy, now light, to bring out th After the plate leaves the printer it pa nder ti 
intended by the engraver, the temperature of the hand, the tex which is covered with felt blanket As the pla nl 
f the skin, all requiring the constant exercise of forethought, | jeft in the lines on account, first, of not pr f | ind. 
ent, and fine skill (human effort entirely), are attributes that | cecond, of being wiped so close by tl 
r solely to ithe printer and can not be supplied by machin necessary in order to bring up what 1 
PLATE PRINTERS’ HANDICRAFT EVERYWHERE Conseque ntly the smpressi n ha 3 ‘- ~ = , 
rhe product of the skill of the engraver and plate printer is to | lithograp a ee te en eee aa ee ae . at 
n in every walk of life where artistic beauty and refinement 1 r Se aa not , also : 
homes of our people are hung steel engraved pictures n . revel ; ; = 
1 doctors’ offices are their diplomas, plate printed on sheepskin; Wity 
ir choice literature are seen the photogravure illustrations; tl] Another reason for the flat s is t ‘ t 
dding invitations of our sons and daughters are all plate printed: | the ink must much thinner and wea rf n t han 
ndars, letterheads of many leading business houses, are printed by in order that it will flow freely from t k f 
I 1 from finely engraved plates. The United States Government al diatelv over the filling-in roller Weak ik hav i d 
the finest printing in the production of its securiti Chi linseed oil in its composition always will produ 
3 ely necessary in order to maintain the present high artist no xatiat _ as 
' of our money, a standard which all the world acknowledges to a eee : 
Je the highest and best. An additional, and more important, reason The method of printing by han x ely d f 
for maintaining this high standard is that the maximum of safety | printing by power. In handwork t t 


ainst counterfeiting shall be guaranteed our people. “ | small gas stove, the stove being used to slightly warm the plat 
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the fr I ] hout using any for T refully 
and « cl I r ( with ink, then rolls it I face of 
t) | from four to six times, filling in all « ved > » that 
n ( ‘ He then takes his wi g gz, which is a 
p hed cheesecloth about 5 feet in length by 3 in width, 
i ) hi hand, and carefully and swift wipes the plate In 
u t ig h s careful to wipe across the lines of the plat If 
t! vi he ij using foll ed the line of ti I t ! wou wipe 
ou nk and ive an imperfect impres n iH ls anyt of 
the 1 passil the ra cross tl} plat Diff t part f the 
plat t ted the hand-p1 man in different ways If the lines 
are vy, he is likely to wij more fror them than when they are 
lig The rag folded in the printer’s hand f a springy pad, full 
of « ticity, wl precludes the wiping of the plate rh d 
pre man then efully polishes the plate evenly until the e 
shine 1 ever irticle of ink is re ed rhe p i ed 
into t press and the assi nt lays on t et t been 
dampened and brushed by her, “as it is manifest for the 
wet division to wet eve sheet ec, owil to t it tl 
bure prints hundreds of millions of Sa year i printer, if 
the t is dry, pulls the pre slowly to allow the paper to 
down to the aved line if it i too 1 t. vice versa Che power 
press, on the ot hand, pi all sheets alike, at the same speed. The 
sheet is then removed from the plate by the assistant if examined 
by anyone the difference between it and the power-press pression can 
easily be detected The hand impr ym shows life nd strength, every 
line and detail is there, the color is rich, and it is indeed a work of art. 
ALIEN COUNTERFEITERS., 

M thousands of aliens arrive in this country every year A cer 
tain | entage of them are criminals and they take readily to counter 
feitiz Then we have the criminally inclined among our own people 
who await the best opportunity to counterfeit The mere statement of 
these facts would seem to be all the argument necessary to have tl 
standard of our money so high that it will be impossible for these peopl 
to imitate it 

The point has been raised that Canada has her money printed on 
power presses. This is a fact, but Canada is an agricultural country, 
with population of approximately 7,000,000 people It has few large 
cities, and its population is widely scattered Naturally the number of 
crimi is much lower than with us Iience the question of security 
is no 0 strong as it is in our country. A comparison of their cur- 
rency ith ours shows that our notes are very much superior in en 
graving and printing. It is a significant fact that the Canadian Gov 
ernment has its notes of highest denomination printed by the hand 
press method. ‘The reason for this is obvious. 

Bankers, business men, statesmen, and others who have trave 
abroad have been struck with the artistic beauty of our money, espe 
cially when compared with that of other countries. They declare that 
in apearance, designs, engraving, and printing it is the superior of the 
money of all countries. In view of the great amount of counterfeiting 
of the currency of other countries which is known to exist, they « not 
understand why it is seriously proposed to alter or dist the present 
high artistic standard of our securities 

GOV NMENT SHOULD NOT LOWER STANDARD 

Instead of lowering the standard of our notes it should be the duty 
of the Government to try to improve it, if possible, by throwing more 
security around our circulating medium. It is proposed to place a 
multicolored tint and a watermark on the notes These changes wiil 
help, as they compel the counterfeiter to use additional labor and in- 
genuity, but they can also be counterfeited by skilled criminals. The 
most difficult barrier, however, which the counterfeiter has to overcome 


If the standard of these 
much easier. 


riioDS SHOULD BE 


is the engraving and printing. 
work of counterfeiting that 
BOTH MI 


his 


lowered, 


is 


is 


SEEN. 


In the past when Congress investigated this question, exhibits in the 
form of impressions purported to be from power presses and impres- 
sions id to be from hand presses were presented by the other side for 
compzrison. Naturally people will always strive to present as good an 
argument as possible for their side. ‘Therefore exhibits of this kind 





uuld not 


The 


sh have much weight in arriving at a conclusion. 


proper way to learn the merits of the power and the hand press 








is to visit the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and examine the work 
as it comes from the power and hand presses. Then the good and bad 
points can easily be seen, even by a layman. One of the best methods 
of proving the superiority of the hand-press method over the power 
press method is to take a plate and print an impression by the power 
ig method Then stop the press, fill in the same plate with ink 
xy hand, wipe and polish it by hand, and then print it The diferenc 
in the two impressions will be so marked that anyone can notice it 
immediately. 


It is not improbable that specimens of our money printed on the power 
presses will be shown to legislators in an endeavor to convince them ihat the 
standard of work Is as high as that produced from the hand-roller presses, 
To get a result even approximating the excellence of our notes by the pres- 
ent process the printing by the power presses must be done from newly en- 
graved plates. Such a result is impossible from a plate which has been in 
use even a week. We challenge successful contradiction of this statement, 
and stand ready to make a convincing practical demonstration to any com- 
mittee of Congress. 

The argument has been advanced that outside firms these 


use presses 




















and that the work is satisfactory. Some outside firms do use the 
rresses, such, for instance, as the American Bank Note Co., of New 
vork but no fair comparison can be made between the United States 
Government and the American Bank Note Co., as the latter is a com- 
mercial institution conducted for profit, and dividends must be paid 
to the stockholders; therefore the question of security i duty to its 
custon and the public is not so high as that which Congress ‘owes to 
the American people. 
THE PEOPLE WOULD SUFFER. 

T) ‘ tion, in our opinion, is a very important one, not only to 
the printers, but to all the men, women, and children in’ the 
Un {| States who have in their pockets paper not« For instance, if 
al n Ww earns small wage should, in receiving change while 
pay g his deb ! f terfeit note foisted on him, the loss would 
fall on him dh But the blame for this crime against him 
and vif nd s would lie with his Government if by cheap- 
enin e process of 1 ng its money it facilitated the work of coun 
terfeit In fact, all the citizens of the United States are vitally 
interested in the integrity of the work of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing and in the greatest degree of security which can be guaranteed 


the Government in its issues, such as United States currency, gold 
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and 


silver certificates, national-bank notes, bonds, checks, intern 
revenue stamps, etc. The banker, the merchant, the farmer, all cla 
of the community, have the highest right to demand that Congress s) 


provide every possible safeguard which our National Legislature in 














wisdom and experience shall be able to enact. 
SECURITY FROM SPURIOUS ISSUES. 

So long as the Government makes the money of the people it I 
to protect those securities from the taint of spurious issues. Such 
tec n is assured in the greatest degree by the excellence of Ame 
engraving and hand-roller printing. Each is necessary to the ot 
If the hand-reller process is abandoned for the power-press process ¢ 
present high standard of our engraving must be lowered. For it is a 
fact that does not admit of controversy that the power presses ¢ 
not print securities from the excellently engraved plates now prepa 
for the hand-roller presses. And it is also true that the art of | 
| ® engraving can not progress beyond the ability of hand-ro! 


rs to produce printing of equivalent excellence. 


COUNTERFEITERS’ METHODS, 


are three methods employed by counterfeiters Fi 
second, photography, or photo-engraving; and | 
of course, produces the best counterfeits. For 


Munro counterfeit note, engraved by Taylor & Red 











veral years ago was so geod that the Governn 
was obliged to call in all the notes of that denomination, and | 
banks fused to accept them for fear of taking a spurious one. T! 
note was no doubt the best counterfeit that has appeared in years I 
is a well-known fact among detectives of counterfeit money that 
of the first things examined on a counterfeit note is the printing, and 
also the process by which it was executed. Every line on the fax i 
bac is gone over by the expert, with the help of a powerful 
fying glass, and if one of the engraved lines is broken or mashed, 
if t color is off. any minute difference between the counterfeit 
ti genuine note is carefully noted and is ineorporated in a cir 
letter which is sent out all over the country as a warning. O 
the methods the experts employ in the Redemption Division of 1 
Treasury Department to detect counterfeit notes is to closely ex; ! 
the backs of all bills. As a rule counterfeiters do not pay as 1 
attention to the back of a bill as they do to the face. The high sia 
ard of engraving and printing on the back enables these experts 
easily to detect the counterfeit notes. One expert alone has caught 400 
by this method. 


$100 COUNTERFEITS. 


Last year a counterfeiter of the name of Crahan counterfeited $20,000 


worth of $100 gold notes; the faces of these notes were nearly } 
fect. but fortunately the color of the gold ink was a little off. ‘I 
enabled the secret-service officials to effect his capture and save t 
Government and the people thousands of dollars. This shows 


ever’ 


manner 


proce 


pos 


ss of printing on our notes should be executed in the 
WORK COUNTERFEITERS’ DELIGHT. 
Power-press plate printing is easier for the counterfeiter to 1 
than hand pr First, the action of the wiper on a p 
press is such that an impression is produced that has a flat, colo: 


POWER-PRESS 


duck 


appearance, approaching a lithograph; the reason for this is that « 
a scum of ink is left in the lines and the beautiful shades of li 
and dark are eliminated. The portraits and the vignettes have 1 
expression, as the details are missing. In order to print even t 


work which the power presses now produce it is necessary to en 
desig thus enabling the counterfeiter the more easily to 
vocation, 


course 


his 


ns, 


SECRET SERVICE REPORT. 


The report of the Secret Service Division of the Treasury De} 
ment shows that that division during the fiscal year ended Jun 
1910, captured $490,765.55 of counterfeit notes and coins. Of t 
am $467,221 was in foreign money, leaving a balance of $23,5 


of o1 which This one item shows conclusi 





money was spurious. 








that our money, because of its high standard, is the hardest in | 
world to imitate. 

The report further states that in contraband property captured 
100 counterfeit United States Navy Department blank checks, p! 
graphs of United States drafts, forged paymasters’ checks, and t 
checks. Thus is emphasized the wisdom of Congress in including 
word “checks” in the present law on the statute books. Ex 
state that the greatest difficulty the counterfeiter has to meet in « 
ing ! graving from a steel plate is largely due to the relief \ 
the impression has. As the power-press impression is very flat 
the hand-press impression stands clearly forth in bold relief, it 
easily be seen which is the more difficult to counterfeit. 

CHEAPNESS VERSUS SECURITY. 

The question of economy or cheapness should not prejudice judg t 

on this proposition, because it is not true economy to print « ip 


money which can easily be imitated and cause the people of ow coun 
to lose many thousands of dollars annually, The confidence of t 


citizen in the Government and its issue should never be shaken. This 
confidence has reached its highest point in the United States and it 
should forever be maintained, even if the cost of printing our mo! 

is higher than by power presses. The security that our notes afford 


high 
amount 


of 
money 


the eng 
which it is 


character 
of 


reason of the 
tenfold the 


against counterfeiting, by 
ing and printing, is worth 
alleged can be saved. 

It would seem not to need argument to carry home conviction of t 


crave danger that lies in experimenting, for the sake of cheap . 
with the securities of the people. To resort to the cheaper met! i 
proposed would, in addition to the great losses which ultimately f 
be entailed upon the people, put the Government to great additio 


expense in hunting down counterfeiters and prosecuting them. | 
POCKET NERVE OF PEOPLE, 


There is no function of our Government which intima 


more 








} } 


cerns all the people than that of making money. It is a function w 

reaches out and touches the pocket nerve of every citizen. Apparent 
the people are satisfied. If they have any complaint to voice, surely 
is not with the artistic and mechanical quality of their money. ‘1 
) 


have not been heard from, demanding that their money be more che 
change. It has not been 
What Senator or Repres« 


made. 


nade 


There is no popular demand for a 
in issue in any kind of a campaign. 


|} ative has heard from his people, his bankers, manufacturers, farme! 
small business men, wage earners, demanding that he shall vote to p 
ypardy of counterfeiting their circulating medium? 


in jee We questic.2 b 
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v r one single demand of this nature has come up from the people gate the methods used In this country, after visitin Hl the large | t 
And until there shall be such a popular demand for a change we con- | ing houses and bank-note cor inies, I ymin ed to their Gove nt 
tend that the safe policy is to permit the present law on the subject to | that the methods of condu g t Bureau Engraving and Printing 
I n on the statute books. When there shall be a change, let it be in | of this country should ioj 1 by the Chin Government when 
} nse to popular demand and after a full and free discussion in com their bureau was installed 
and in both Houses of Congress. John S. Bell, r ¢ of t Ss t Ser Div } n | 
FORMER DISCUSSION. communication to t ( 1 bx in t Vr ! I 
' try _ sia "1 rt 
here is no new subject in Congress. It has been discussed many ee te gp gy cr Pee. ‘ ' ' i 1 t a 1 
For the benefit of those who are to give it renewed considera oa rt en dot . :t — t w : 
submit herewith some pertinent excerpts from former discus eee wis ra or : 
inority of the Committee on Banking and Currency having un ’ . — , ee 
sideration H. R. 150, the second session of the Forty-third |, T! ae act VoSercee = a : ; 
‘ ess, Whose recommendations were accepted, in referring to the | “°Vvernmen uritie nted fron ind d 
B 1 of Engraving Printing, said: * From the bureau so organ. | !ts des to throw poops - . 
ized, employing the h obtaina skill and using none but the best igaimst counter! ting diess of the ¢ har 
i le materials and exacting from every employee his best effort, | 28._ This wise policy of Con + was well ex} i ‘ 
‘ ld naturally expect satisfactory results. And we are not sur- | 0M Ban! nd Currency in its 1 rt on H. R. 100, t ‘ : 
therefore at the unrivaled character of the work, nor that it the Fort rd Congress 
d hest award for bank-note e1 ving at the Vienna Expo LI thes reumstances h t dt t! 
f A lower degree of « en vould be a discreditable | Methods of printing, nu : 
As one security against counterfeiting our public obligations, | the United Stat might to a \ " roach t 
t chest style of artistic and hanical execution is very important to be absolutely secur pan r and Hy S l 
Avainst all forms of counterfe which depend for success upon imi should be more expensive t ‘ 5 wo : ) 
t n by means of manual de , this obviously is a complete de protection na ; 
‘ (p. 12). “In the bureau the plates are prepared by the best | , O8 page 2 of their report the committee t : t 
mie ods, the expense be but a secondary consideration” (p. 17). Is, Of course, ~ security . n| stl 
| Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department who, in | ‘™ulsm ae ee But : S actu 
18S thoroughly investigated this question having appear before | Of the pe that { ' re e 
jovernment officials, engravers, transferrers, plate printers, ex I ATIONAL DLA : UNION N ‘ \ 
‘vs, and other experts, r the following report to the House (AFFILIATED tA RICAN I , Ls 
hi e report 3220, Fiftieth Cor ‘ss, second session, they say, in part 
* INCREASED EXPENSE OF SECRET SERVICE [Fr the W: n (D. ¢ iH 1 Fe 19, 1911.] 
Granting that Mr. Graves’s figures are absolutely correct, and that \ D PLAT D K ‘ 
» of the steam presses effects an actual saving of 18 per cent in EFFORT » DISCREI \ N17 3—I LA x 
t é nses of his bureau, there remains the increased expense of main ARE MAKING A CLEA) Ir FOR RI I DENIAI 
t the Secret Service Division, which must be incurred so long as SENATOI MOO vA : D AN IN l IAT } 
t igations and securities of the Government can be readily and PENALTY OF THE I I ! » OUT I I NS LYTY O1 i 
ssfully imitated, an expenditure which can readily be reduced as ACI SAY NG HA N N i ) MED RS 
s the Government shall be able to make it impossible to counter Five hundred plate printes Bure I wing and Printin 
f them. And when this decree of excellence in printing our notes | g¢ g meeting in Typoxi hical J P : 1 +) 
e reached, there will be the further saving of expenses attending | that anonymous and threatening letters | elved Sey 
t prosecution of captured counterfeiters. But the committee can not | gyoor, Secretary of tl rreasury Macy \ nt Secreta \n 
that the mere question of economy in printing the obligations and | grew, and Director Ralph 
ties of the Government merits consideration in this connection. The letters were instigated by the efforts to install power press« . 
l r opinion there is but one point at issue in considering this bill, | the bureau to take the place of the han vy in oe 
it is the duty of the Government to afford the citizens the great- | ment was prepared following an animated di n It V 
est attainable security against counterfeit notes; and being satistied - went 
t this security can be obtained in a greater degree by using the hand- Petr ee vi 
press exclusively, they are unanimously of. the opinion that the “The story in a morning pa] to the effect that ar 
presses should be discarded. had been received by 8 SMOOT, S tary of t M 
For the reasons heretofore stated, the committee reports back the Veagh, Assistant Secr ry Andrew, and Dire R n i 
1 ith the following amendment: In line 4 of the first section, after | those gentlemen with dire cons neces f t r eff to inst 
t word ‘notes,’ strike out the word ‘checks’ and insert the words | presses in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing wa lore of a < 
. ernal revenue,’ and after the word ‘stamp’ strike out the words | te the members of our union in to any other clas r elt I 
‘and drafts,’ so that. the section will read: “It reflected on the charact f our urion individually a 
“*That from and after the passage of this act all Government se- | tively, and therefore concerns us keenly Phe Wi igton 
c ties, bonds, notes, and internal-revenue stamps shall be printed in | ness and private, is well acquainted with the S00 mem ( 
the highest style of the art of plate printing from hand-roller presses, | Union. They know we are law-abiding yun n \ 
and as amended the committee recommend that the bill be passed.’ ” discharge our full duty as good citize nd t d 
STEAM-PRESS WORK INFERIOR. lee toe Uae cakes ok ae a” z e 
Iion. John Sherman, when Secretary of the Treasury, appointed a “We abhor and condemn tl despicable er w! } ’ is 
‘ ttee to investigate this question. This committee made an ex and threatening letters. Those who would ilty of l 
l stive investigation, and their report is in part as follows: be made to si r the extre! nalty of the law We with t 
fter a careful, patient, and as thorough an examination as practi- | fullest confidence that the members of our n e not I in not 
( the committee have arrived at the conclusion, from the facts dis- | be cuilty of such a crime We tl ni t ta ! 
closed by the evidence in our examination of the question submitted, | weak, indeed, if its ady ites were ¢ d n t t 
that work done by the steam press does not attain as high a standard | hensible m 1 Our caus ~ ind is I ! 
it done by the hand-roller presses.” of the whole people of the United Stat It is on such a gh plane 
NOT EQUAL TO HAND PRINTING, that we have appealed open » our legislators. We have eT 
Mr. FE. O. Graves, former Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and | !@ secret We mnoOw Che Et Of Money =an ae Wwe x waere Tan 
Printing, and one of the strongest advocates of the steam press, in a | Tespect no other class of people is so well q 
statement to the Committee on Finance in 1888, states: “As to the | tire body of our CALaees ane oo ‘ 
‘ parative merits of steam printing and hand printing, it may be We know that no method of pi ' 
said that, speaking in the widest sense, steam printing is not equal | to the hand roller pro Pe ne | 
1 printing, that is to say, the steam press has not shown the necessitates the cheape of t aba vo ; ; 
cay y to print the finest grades of work, such as the black faces | Will inevitably be so 1} ae oe e , 
of notes, bonds, and drafts. This is the ‘conclusion of all of the | Counterfeiters will ha th joy the news that t d Stat 
( ttees which have looked into the subject, and it is accepted by | ernment has adopted ch er and infer mM of | 
t I agement of this bureau.” ; " money, and immense quantities of spul I 3 tain t 
Mr. Lorenzo J. Hatch, reputed to be one of the finest engravers in | jected into the volume of our cireulating I d 
the world, and who is at present employed by the Chinese Government “ What need of men eng iged in suc A ¢ se t ; 
as director of the new Chinese bureau of engraving and printing, wrote | of the ‘black handers*? We are conscious of f ee 
the following letter on the subject, page 382, Senate hearings, Com tentions, and we appeal to t s of W 
mitt n Finance: | spurn for us, as we do oursel tion it w 
EXCELLENCR AND PROTECTION. | Sagres respenente lor cucse am Gror 'p i 
Mr. FE. L. Jorpan, Washington, D. C. “ Chairman Pre Plate Print 
SI In answer to your request for my opinion of steam power Mr. Foster, whose sign: to t nt 1 l 
I * printing, I would say that steam presses such as now are in} night that the union had in d t t 
e can have no proper place in the production of Government securi- | ening letters had been s¢ 1 
ties if it is the policy of the Government to depend upon excellence of | the organization. He als e sta it tl Se 
v * for its protection. The high standard of work which the United | gyoor had been refused t ~ ils 
St S Government has demanded in the past has developed the pro- | pe os _ - 
i n of engraving, transferring, and printing bank notes to a per- | The Clerk read as follows 
I that has attracted repeated orders of millions of dollars from | Miah Maul Shoal Light Stat De B For « 
ot ountries. If the standard is lowered the profession must follow | eonstruction of the light and f cna Miah M & 
: t as surely = they rose to meet the high demand. While realizing | Delaware Bay, $30,000 
{ steam printing, if the work could be done properly, would be an | = Sa . ‘ ~~ 
{ ge e engravers, inasmuch — woul la’ sodinchan the aa Mr. KRONMILLER. Mr. Chairman I offer the f > 
‘ p a larger field for the adaptation of the art, I do not believe | amendment. 
; hines ever can do the work equally well if hand printing were | The Clerk read as follow 
‘ der the best conditions possible, and I can not but feel dis- | es ¥ oe mm’ a a9 
: ed at the growing tendency to substitute poor methods of giving | On page 178, after line 22, insert the f 
é on to so noble an art, and that the feeling of “good enough” | “Fort McHenry Channel, Md.; Range | p 125,000 
. a oe eens into a business that has earned this country a world- | Mr. KRONMILLER. Mr. Chairman. at the last session of 
Respe tfully, Lorenzo J. Warten. ; Congress there was an authorization making an expenditure of 


It 1 
expert 


ht be well to add in connection that the committee of Chinese 
Ss who were sent to this country by their Government to investi 


| $125,000 for two ran 
| more. 


r 
eC 


ge lights at Fort McHenry Channel 
The object of my amendment is to make this appropri: 
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a report, “Additional Aids to Navi- 
it d Bureau of Lighthouses,” containin; letter from 
y of the Department of Commerce and Labor. This 
etter completely covers the question that I will ask the 
sence of the House while I read a few acts from it 
he House may know what this proposition means 
DEI s COM MER¢ A I 
ty] I cr} ~ I 
Wash f 1910. 
I : Si I have the honor to acknowledge ( t of your letter 
of January 5, 1910, inclosing a copy of H. R. 163! to authorize 
! 1 sids to navigation in the Light-Hou Est ment,’’ and in 
e} to your request for the views of this de] tn t concer! the 
bill, I respectfull ask attention to the following « ct from the 
Annual Report of the Lighthou Board for 1909, | 66, V is 
herewith approved 

‘Fort McHenry Channel range, Maryland: Ba is one of the 
leading shipping ports on the Atlantic s« ird, its exports during the 
year ende June 30, 1909, amounting to $77,475,293 and its imports to 
$24,020,333 Congress has recognized its importance y providing 

liberally for the ship channels leading to its h or, and the improve 
ment of its approaches by water has resulted ir ( nnel 55 feet in 
depth throughout, from the capes to the city, and G00 et wide for the 
2 iter part of its length To render thes¢ ilities thoroughly effective 
ad te lights must be provided This has been dot for the upper 
channels, except in the case of the channel betwee Fort Carroll and 
ls I e Harbor wh as the Fort McHenry Channel Since the 
obstruction of the Lazaretto Point Light a few years ago the erection 
f lings along the river front there is no guide to the harbor. The 





lights of the Craighill Channel and tl f Lrewerton Chan 











Baltim« 
anchor there, owl 
them to the qu 


Annapoll night fr 
of a complete system 


at 
S at 


equently 
of lights 


come to 


to lead 


ng to the 











which is opposite the Fort McHenry Channel. The matter of lighting 
this channel has been agitated for a number of years, the proposition 
for range lights having been discussed even before the obscuration of 
the Ls retto Point Light. As the best means of hting it, it is 











recommended that a range be established with its front light at or near 
the intersection of the Brewerton and Fort McHenry Channels, which 
would serve also as a turning point for vessels coming into or going 
out of the harbor, and with its rear lig shoal near Rock 
Point, west side of the Patapsco River. ion of one of the 





consid it 
‘ured when most 
factories and from other 
the liability of confusion with the lichts of the city 
of the two structures which will be required is $125,000, 


structures in the 
light would be 
the numerous 


city of Baltimore is not 
likely to be obs needed by the 
The 
and the 
recommends that an made for 
purpose specified.” 

2. As the part of the river to be 
known as the Fort McHenry 
*‘on that part of the 


appropriation of that amount | 
lighted by 
Channel it is 
Craighill Channel not 


suggested that 
now lighted by 


lying between the mouth of the harbor of Baltimore at Fort McHenry 
and that portion of the channel already lighted by range lights” in | 
lines 9, 10, 11, and 12, be omitted in the bill and the words “in the | 


ibstituted therefor. 


Fort McHenry Channel” be st 
< the bill, 


3. I therefore recommend that 
be passed. 
Respectfully, Bens. S 
Hion. JAMES R. MANN, 
Chairman Committee on Interstate and Forcign Commerce 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


few lines further from the 


modified as 


ggested al 


CABLE, Assistant Secretary. 


I want to read a 
ings of 1910: 

Mr 
that 


lighthouse hear- 


STEVENS. I 
may be added 


want Col. Craighill to state in the reco 


to the report of the Lighthouse Board contained on 


page 66. That is rather complete, but is there anything additional that 
you want to say? 
Col. CRAIGHILL. These two range lights to mark the Fort Mc- 


Henry division of the Baltimore Channel This is the last part of the 


channel before you reach the city, and consequently is the one which has 
the most traffic in it. 

Mr. STEVENS. Business is greatly congested there? 

Col. CRAIGHILL. Yes. 

Mr. Sri NS. It is difficult for vessels to pass? 

Col. CRAIGHILL. A great many anchor in there, and it is very difficult 
for them to pass. The present mark which has been l r years is 
on the old Lazaretto Point. There have been inufacturing | 
plants built in front of it, so that at times it is impossi to see it, so 
that very little use can be made of it. 

Mr. STEVEN What is the estimated exper 

Col. CRAIGHILL. One hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars for 


lights. 


Mr. TAWNEY. 


two range 


Mr. Chairman, I do not know the cd 


‘ument 


from which the gentleman has read, nor could I hear him very 


‘opriate $125,000 | 


plainly, but he is offering an amendment to 


for the construction of a channel rang 


ant 
clph 


tht in Chesapeake Bay. 
I 


ange il 

It is true the department estimated for that appropriation to 
be expended in the next fiscal year; it is also true, however, 
the department has prepared no plans or specifications for | 

ihe construction of these channel range lines, nor do they have | 
v idk to-day what they will cost. This appropriation was 
timated for upon « mates made by the former engineer of 
he Lighthouse Board, but any Member of this House who has 
had a experience with the judgment and testimony of the | 
rmer engineer of the Lighthouse Board as to the Lighthouse | 


Service would have done just exactly what the members of | 
the Committee on Appropriations have done, knocked out this | 


item until the present lighthouse organization has an opportu- 
nity of i 


f making an intelliger 


it estimate, so that they will be able 





| of these lights will be. 


| fied in following 


! a incoming vessel as far as the Fort McHenry Channel, but 
there she is left without a guiding light to bring her through the fair 
way into port This is a rious deficiency and to nsiderable ex 
tent lessens the advantages accruing from the work done in the im 
provement of the waterways. Vessels bound to re arriving off 


lack 
rantine station, 


d advisable, as its 
smoke of 
sources, and there would also be 
estimated cost 
board 
the 


the proposed range is 
the sentence 
range lights, . 
|of Baltimore 


ove, 


; Chairman, 


rd anything 
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to state with some degree of accuracy what the probable cost 
For that reason the committee did not 
feel justified in coming to the House with an appropriation of 
$125,000 with no more testimony than we had, both as to the 
necessity of the light and as to the amount of money necessary 
for the purpose of constructing it. That was the reason the 
Committee on Appropriations did not recommend the amount 
estimated by the We did not think we were justi 
engineer for the Lighthouse Servi 
m which this estimate is based, b 
it had so frequently Lappened in the past, where we have 
followed his recommendations and on his estimate recommended 
appropriation, that they have discovered after obtaining the 
appropriations that there was no necessity for them and the 
money was never used. We therefore concluded we would give 
the present organization an opportunity to make a careful and 
intelligent estimate of the cost before recommending any appro- 
priation whatever. 

[ trust that the amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment was embodied 
in the bill which was introduced by Mr. Giiu of Maryland at 
this session of Congress, but which has not yet had a favorable 
report from the committee. Substantially the same matter was 
comprehended in the bill which was introduced by Mr. Git 
at the last session of Congress, and was embodied in 
nibus bill providing for additional aids to navigation. There 
fore it has been authorized by law, and as the distinguished 
occupant of the Chair has already held with regard to the 
item as to Bogue Sound, which was exactly in the same coudi- 
tion, is not subject to the point of order which was made as to 
the other item by the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. Chairman, the mere fact that Mr. Girt, 
duced this bill covering this item, is too ill in Baltimore to 
be here does not justify the remaining members of the dele- 
gation from Maryland in neglecting an opportunity to protect 
the interests of Baltimore City, one of the greatest ports in the 
United States. 5 

Mr. Chairman, the report which has been read here by my 
distinguished colleague from Maryland, representing one of the 
Baltimore districts, Mr. KroNMILLER, who has offered this 
amendment, develops the fact—a well-known fact ascertained 
and based upon investigation and proper inquiry—that the port 
has a commerce of over $100,000,000; over 
$77,000,000 of exports through that port and over $24,000,000 of 
imports. 

sut to that the channel which has been improved and 
widened and deepened by appropriations of the Congress of the 
United States at Baltimore should not be properly lighted 
simply because it would cost $120,000, does not seem to me, sir, 
to comport with proper and cautious statesmanship. Why, Mr. 
as I said before, Baltimore is one of the greatest 
ports in the United States. The gentleman objects because the 
new Lighthouse Board has found that this appropriation for 
range lights in order to light the way through the harbor and 
up to the harbor of Baltimore and up to the docks in the 
harbor of Baltimore is not necessary. What right has the dis 
tinguished chairman of the committee to say that the former 
engineer or the old lighthouse commissioner was not just as 


department. 
the forme! 


who made the estimates up: 


cause 


ah om 


who intro 


say 


| competent, just as painstaking, just as patriotic, just as honest, 


and just as diligent in maintaining proper economies in the 
performance of the duties of his office, one part of which con 
sists in making estimates and recommendations with regard to 
the light of harbors and the protection of lighthouses and the 
providing of range lights, and so forth, in matters like this 
what right has the distinguished chairman to animadvert 
against the former lighthouse commissioner and the former 
Lighthouse Board and the former lighthouse engineer, who 
were charged with this duty, and say, Mr. Chairman, that the 
recommendations of those gentlemen, under their obligations 
and as officials of the United States, should not be followed; 
and, forsooth, that the recommendations of other individuals 
who occupy exactly the same official position, charged with the 
same official responsibility, should be recognized and adopted 
by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PEARRE. I can not yield. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I just want to 
amount of the appropriation. 
PEARRE. One hundred and twenty-five thousand dol- 
is the estimate, Mr. Chairman, $100,000 of which should 
be made available at once, in order that the work may be done, 
as the whole $125,000 could not be used within the year. But 
that not alter the matter at all. Now, why ought the 
Government of the United States through its Congress go to 


the gentleman the 


ask 


tr 
r. 


lars 


does 
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| 
the enormous expense in the development of this harbor, or 
improvement of it? We have now a channel, first 30 feet deep 
and then increased to 35 feet, through the recommendations 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, by its appropria- 
tions through this House, concurred in by the Senate committee, 
in bills which had the approval of the President of the United 
States. Mr. Chairman, we now have a channel of 600 feet wide, | 
and, as this report shows, unless these range lights are con- 
structed here, a great deal of the good which has arisen to the 
commerce of the people of the United States through the im- 
provement of the harbor of Baltimore will be impaired, if not 
destroyed, unless these range lights shall be erected as recom- 
mended by the department, and therefore I submit, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear the amend- 
ment read, but.I judge from the remarks of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Pearre] that this is a project authorized, 
on a report from the Committee on Interstate and Foreigu 
Commerce, for range lights in the harbor or the channel ap- 
proaching Baltimore. 

Mr. PEARRE. The gentleman is right. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I have some knowledge of the situation 
there, Mr. Chairman, and I do not believe there in the 
United States a more meritorious project than this [applause] 
or a more necessary aid to navigation, and I believe that every 
member of that great committee to which I belong will agree 


is 


with me. I appreciate that pretenses at economy have been 
manifested by orders from the administration all down the 
line to cut down estimates and send small estimates to Con- 


gress in order that a good showing can be made, and I only 
regret that the practice has not been more frequent in the past 
and more sincere in its application. I know the great Committee 
on Appropriations of this House is just and true and faithful 
and industrious. I believe the gentleman from Minnesota and 
his associates are conscientious and are trying to do right by 
this House and by the country, but I protest against their claim- 
ing here, as a valid excuse and justification for omitting a small 
necessary thing like this, the failure of the department to 
estimate properly. The department did estimate for this prop- 
erly, but probably failed to weigh the comparative merits of all 
the things considered. This is a small matter compared with 
other matters involving millions, but which are of no more 
importance relatively than this. The commerce of the city of 
Baltimore depends largely upon the easy and safe use of this 
channel. This channel without these lights can not be easily, 
safely, and profitably used. 


Mr. TAWNEY. How long has it been used without these 
lights? 

Mr. ADAMSON. It has been used to some extent, I will say 
to the gentleman: but I am talking about effectual and efficient 
use, 

Mr. TAWNEY. How many lights are there now? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I will frankly say that, not expecting this 


to be contested, and not expecting to have to remember, I did 
not count. It has been some time since I saw them, but I have 
looked at the entire course from one end to the other; I have 
looked at the difficulties in the way of navigation, and have 
had them explained to me by sailors, and I say to the gentleman 
this item ought to be allowed if any item in any bill ought to be 
allowed, and I hope the gentleman will consider efficiency 
important in this particular instance as economy. Let 
somewhere else where it not so important and where the 
lights are not so badly needed. We authorized the expenditure 
for these lights because we knew those lights were needed. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, this is an amend- 
ment to carry out the authorization made by Congress last year 
upon the bill reported by the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce for aids to navigation. Amongst the aids to 
navigation recommended by that committee and passed by this 
House and concurred in by the Senate was the one which is now 
offered for incorporation in this bill by the amendment pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. KRoNMILLER]. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. GILL], who we all know 
is now absent on account of illness, appeared before the com- 
mittee of which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is the 
honored chairman and of which I am a member, and demon- 
strated to that committee that, clearly, there was necessity for 
this aid to navigation and that committee, following the policy 
adopted, guided by the care and scrutiny which is given to 
these projects by the chairman of the committee and the mem- 
bers following that guide, recommended the sum now offered to 
be put into this bill by this amendment. It is error to assert 


as 
uS save 


is 





appropriation for this aid to navigation, because in the estimate 
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| ever 
| justified the committee in its action. 


that the Secretary of the Treasury did not recommend this | 





submitted to the House under auhority of law by the Secretary 


of the Treasury, on page 329, we find these words: 

Works considered essential for the immediate needs of navi m and 
for the efficient equipment of the Lighthouse Service 

Fort McHenry Channel Light! : Maryland: For the establish 
ment of range lights to properly mark the Fort McHenry Chanr lead 
ing to Baltimore, Md., $125,000, as authorized by the act of June 17, 
1910, 


The Secretary of the Treasury in recommending this appro 


priation says that it is essential for the immediate needs of 
navigation, as the Fort McHenry Channel is the only channel 
from the Chesapeake Bay to Baltimore not adequately lighted 
The Lazeretto Point Light is now obscured by the erection of 


high buildings. 

Now, I have no criticism to make on the Committee on Appro 
priations for not including this in the bill, but I do not think 
they should single out this particular work, when it is said by 
the Secretary of the Treasury that the immedinte needs of the 
service require the erection of these lights. The gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. GiLt], who was very earnest and insistent 
before our committee and who presented the claims of the city 
of Baltimore for this additional aid to navigation and upon 
whose presentation the committee recommended it, has not for 
the reason I have given been able to present it, and I join with 
his colleagues from Maryland in saying to the House that the 
evidence offered before the committee was such that we deemed 
it an essential aid to navigation, and under the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury and the estimates which he 
submits and the reasons which he gives, I hope the amendment 


will be adopted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment 
will not be adopted. From the statement made by the gentle- 
inin from Maryland I had supposed that the Committee on 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce, in making this recommenda 
tion, had acted upon some professional and technical information, 
however bad it may have been demonstrated to have been. So 
little confidence was had in the recommendation of the former 
Lighthouse Board that the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce reported a bill for the complete reorganization 
of that beard and the placing of that service in control of an 


entirely different force. It seems from the statement of the 
gentleman from Georgia, however, that the gentleman from 
Maryland was mistaken. The committee did not rely upon 
professional or technical information. That information, how 


erroneous it might have been, 


have 


relied 


might nevertheless 
but it seems they 


wholly upon the statement of a very distinguished Member of 
this House who has a very excellent standing at the bar of his 
community, but, as the Members of the House are aware, has 


ho special knowledge which would justify him in posing as an 
expert upon the necessity of providing additional to 
navigation. 

I have no doubt that the gentleman is accurate in the state- 
ment that the gentleman from Maryland was very earnest in 
advocating this proposed improvement. Those of us who have 
served upon committees realize that all Members of the House 
are very much in earnest when they advocate improvements for 
the localities which they represent. 

The Lighthouse Service has been reorganized, and it is hoped 
that a great improvement in the administration of the 
will result in consequence of that reorganization. The 
mittee believed it to be desirable to permit this new service 

Mr. ADAMSON. .Will the gentleman permit 


aids 


service 


com 


an interruption? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. In just a moment. The committee be 
lieved it to be desirable to permit this new service to have an 
opportunity to make an independent investigation and dete! 
mine whether the two lights heretofore recommended would be 
adequate, and whether the estimate was proper and reasonable, 
and until that is done the committee believed that, since the 
present conditions have existed some time without any great 
detriment to the interests of navigation of the city of Ba 
more, it was the part of wisdom to permit that situation to 
continue a while longer. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, when I requested the gentle 
man to permit an interruption, he had just referred to the fact 
that the lighthouse system had been reorganized. The ge 
man from Minnesota had made the same reference—I suppos 
in explaining the omission to appropriate for this item. I want 


to ask the gentleman if in any way that reorganization could 
affect or undo any necessary authorizations for projects of this 
kind? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. It might necessarily affect them and 
result in legislation that would undo them, because the chief 
cause, Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Georgia and 
the Chairman are well aware, of the reorganization of the 
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Light) ' Service was the conviction of everybody who had 
fu1 with that service, whether from the standpoint 
‘ d res or otherwise, that the service was not of the 


{ character required by the necessities of the public | 
‘ . The gentleman from Georgia performed a distinct 
publ ervice when he was instrumental, in cooperation with | 
others, in securing the reorganization of the service and the 
elimination of the old system, which had proved so inadequate. 


Mr. ADAMSON, If the gentleman will permit me right there, | 


I was going to call attention to the fact that the same great 
committee reported both pieces of legislation, and we did not 
see any inconsistency and did not intend any inconsistency. 
We wanted a better board and a better system to carry out the 
work that had been begun. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Of course the committee would not 


have reported both bills if they had deemed them inconsistent, | 


but after the House has had opportunity to see the effect of the 
reporting of both bills, it is apparent to others who did not 
participate in that work that there was a seeming inconsistency. 
If they recommeded the reorganization of the service because 
it was incompetent, it is reasonable to assume that the recom- 
mendations based upon the report and information furnished by 
an incompetent service might perhaps have been erroneous. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman allow an 
interruption ? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In a moment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman is mistaken if 
he undertakes to convey the idea that the present lighthouse 


commission and those who are now in the service under the | 


reorganization do not think that this is a necessary work. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. One moment; I was present at the hear- 
ing, and I know what Mr. Putnam said. Not only that, but I 
saw him. I saw the witness, and I know from the way that he 
testified that it would be to the advantage of the service to have 
a further investigation made as to the desirability of the loca- 
tion and as to the additional estimate for the work. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know what his man- 
ner was, for I did not see him. All I can judge from is the 
report of his testimony, which I hold in my hand, which is 
printed and furnished by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have already called attention to the 
fact that the gentleman from Georgia based his support not 
upon any professional or technical information, but upon the 
fact that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Git] had pre- 
sented the case in such an admirable manner. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman is mistaken | 


about that. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I am not mistaken. 
Mr. ADAMSON. I went and examined the premises. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Georgia bases his | 
support of this item upon the fact that the gentleman from 


Maryland [Mr. Grit] had made such an admirable showing 
before the committee, and had been so earnest in the committee 
that he had convinced the committee; and it confirms my opinion 
that since the former lighthouse board was not reliable and 
the committee based its recommendation upon the statements 
of men who did not have professional or technical information, 
but of those who are very much interested in the proposed item, 
that the committee had perhaps in this instance given a more 
careful consideration of this item than it required. 

One other statement: The gentleman from Georgia asked why 
the committee singled out this item for elimination from the 
bill and did not eliminate other items recommended by the 
department. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman allow an 
interruption ? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The committee also put in this 
bill appropriations for a number of aids to navigation which 
were neither recommended by the Committee on Interstate and 
loreign Commerce or by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. And which would be sub- 

ct to a point of order if it were made. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But which, Mr. Chairman, have since 
been incorporated in a bill reported by the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce and passed by this House. If the 
committee that incorporated the items in an appropriation bill 
merely anticipated the action of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, it could hardly be criticized for the 
fact that perhaps it realized more quickly than that committee 
the propriety and necessity of these aids to navigation. 

Mr. TTAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
this item close in eight minutes and that the gentleman from 
Maryland have five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota. 
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Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 

inquiry. p 
| The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I desire two minutes to reply, 
and if the gentleman will give it to me I will not object. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentlemen from Georgia have had two 
arguments in favor of the proposition and I thought that was 
sufficient. I will modify my request and make it 10 minutes 
and give the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BartLetrr] two win- 
utes to reply to the gentleman from New York. 

‘he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
imous consent that all debate upon the amendment shall be 
| closed in 10 minutes, of which the gentleman from Georgia shall 
have two minutes. Is there objection? 

| There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr, Chairman, just one word. 
| The Committee on Appropriations have recommended expendi- 
| tures of three items which were.not authorized by Congress, 
but which the Secretary of Commerce and Labor considered 
desirable that early provision should be made for. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Which items are they? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will read them to you. I am 
not making this statement without knowing what I am talking 
about. Staten Island Depot, N. Y.; Livingstone Channel, 
Detroit River, aids to navigation, Detroit, Mich.; Brandywine 
Shoals Light, Del. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has not a bill since passed the House 
reported from the gentleman’s committee with those items in it? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think so; but the gentleman 
now passes items in an appropriation bill in anticipation of 
what our committee will do, and then refuses to carry out the 
| purposes which our committee last session reported and which 
Congress passed into law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No; I have not the time. 

What right have they to criticize the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, when they, in anticipation that the com- 
mittee will pass legislation, put in the appropriation bills those 
projects that are not authorized, give priority to those not 
| authorized, and refuse to include in those bills those that have 
already for a year been authorized? I have no interest in this 

matter. I am simply endeavoring to take care of an appro 
priation which was thought by the committee, by the Secretary 

of the Treasury, and by the Commissioner of Lighthouses in 
| the testimony before the committee to be necessary, and for that 
reason I have undertaken to advocate this amendment because 
I think it ought to be adopted. 

Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Chairman, the discussion on the 
pending amendment has drifted away from its real merits. | 
| am not, however, concerned with any question of conflict o! 
jurisdiction between the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in the gener: 
matter of legislation concerning lighthouses. Moreover, I hay: 
no doubt that the members of the Committee on Appropriations, 
within the limited time they can necessarily give to individua 
items in department estimates, gave the estimate for the Fort 
McHenry Channel range lights the careful consideration they 
always do to appropriations of such character. An examination 
of the hearings on the item shows the lights proposed in the 
| amendment to be greatly needed. I find from these hearings 
| that Mr. Putnam, Commissioner of Lighthouses, notwithstand 
| ing the gentleman from New York, stated that these lights were 
' to be a guide to the most important channel leading into the 
| harbor of Baltimore, and he stated they were very necessary. 
| The only instance where Mr. Putnam was not specific in Lis 
| testimony was when he referred to the precise amount of mon 
that might be expended in the construction of the lights during 
the fiscal year of 1912. He did state that there might be about 
$25,000 that would not be used during that fiscal year. ‘That 
is the only matter about which he was indefinite. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the merits of this proposi- 
tion, it does happen that I am familiar with the harbor of Balti- 
more. I come in frequent contact with the men who are en 
gaged in its navigation, and I do know that the great steamboat 
captains who traverse the waters of Chesapeake Bay and into 
the Port of Baltimore are intimately concerned about the addi- 
tional lights for the main channel of Baltimore Harbor. Th 
erection of buildings around the city of Baltimore and its har- 
bor in the last few years has tended to obscure the old lights 
There has been opened up an additional main channel way as 
| the result of recent appropriations for river and harbor im 

provements, and to-day navigation in the upper Patapsco River 

at Baltimore absolutely needs the appropriation provided for 
| by the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee in its 
| authorization of one year ago for the lights now provided in 
| the pending amendment. 
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I want also to call 
significant situation. Assuming that the Committee on Appro 
priations gave to this item all of the consideration which time 
warranted, it is a fact that a committee from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce actualy visited Baltimore 
Harbor and examined into the necessity for these lights. The 
Chairman of this Committee of the Whole at the present time 
was of that committee, and after an inspection of the locality 
they returned and included the item in the authorization bill 
of last year. I therefore earnestly hope that this amendment, 
necessary to provide aids to the navigation of the great city of 


Baltimore, and especially necessary in order that the channel | 


ways in the upper harbor of Baltimore shall have additional 


facilities for navigators, will not meet with further objection, | 


but will be adopted by a decisive vote. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
tn possession of the information that the committee had when 
it declined to recommend the appropriation for this project. 


[Applause. ] 


Members of the House are familiar with the passage of the 
bill reorganizing the Lighthouse Service. Members of the 


House know, as the Department of Commerce and Labor knows, 
that there were a great many items included and authorized in 


that bill that would not have been reported out of the Commit- | 


tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce if it had not been 
deemed necessary in order to secure the passage of the reor- 
ganization bill. The reorganization of that service was re- 
varded as of such importance that they were willing to carry in 
that bill authorizations for aids to navigation, not with any 
idea that they would be used and appropriated for in the next 
year or in the next two years, but that possibly in the future 
they might be necessary. 
Let me say, Mr. Chairman—— 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I say— 


Mr. TAWNEY. No; I dechne to yield; I have only three 
minutes. Let me say, further, every Member of this House 
knows that when the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 
Commerce reports out a bill authorizing aids to navigation 


they do not report on one bill alone, but it is generally an om- 
nibus bill, and it is for the purpose of supplying the needs of 
navigation not only for the next year but for the next 5 or 10 
years, possibly, with the idea 

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman permit a question— 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
department shall determine the time and the immediate neces- 


sity for the establishment of these aids and then ask for an | 


appropriation to make them. Now, this estimate here has been 
placed by the committee and the Department of Commerce and 
Labor in the second class. They put this item in the second 
class as not of any immediate necessity, and then, in addition 
to that, we were told when Mr. FirzGeratp asked the superin- 
tendent : 

Have you prepared estimates for the construction of these lights? 

Mr. PuTNAM. Yes, sir; general estimates have been prepared. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I know; but you made the general estimate when 
you asked for the authorization. Now you are asking for the money. 
Have you not any more specific information? 

Mr. PuTNAM. No, sir; there has been no more detailed estimates made 
for the items authorized last June. 

And before that he says that this estimate of $125,000 is based 
upon the estimate of the engineer who was the engineer under 
the old organization, which organization was so inefficient that 


the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce brought in | 


a bill here to abolish and reorganize that service, and now that 


committee is contending that because it authorized this project | 


as one of the second class, estimated for by an organization 
they have repudiated, that the Committee on Appropriations is 
not justified in refusing to appropriate the money for a project 
thus estimated for by an organization that they themselves abol- 
ish because of its inefficiency. 

Mr. COVINGTON. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question, whether as a matter of fact there are included here 
several items—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


There are several items included here for 
which a law is not yet passed authorizing them. Bills have 
been reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


Comn erce, however, authorizing them. Under the new organiza- 
tion they condemn many bills authorized in this general act 
as not having any necessity whatever for them, and have not 
asked for an appropriation. while they have also in their inves 
tigations discovered that there are projects required in aid of 
navigation that are of more importance than those that are 
included as of the first class, and they estimate upon those, 
and upon the testimony of the chief of that service we have 
recommended the appropriation. I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


L The time of the gentleman has expired— 
all time has expired. 


the attention of the House to one other | 


Mr. Chairman, I think the House ought to be 


I decline to yield—with the idea that the | 
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Mr. ADAMSON, Mr. Chairman, I 

that the gentleman may have time 
The CHAIRMAN. 


on the amendment. 
The question was taken 


3431 


consent 


ask unanimous 
to answer a question. 
All time has expired, and the question is 


1 


and the Chair 


announced the ayes 

appeared to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. TAwNey) there were—avyes 
51, noes 35. , ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. Tellers, Mr. Chairman, 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers [Mr. Tawney 
and Mr. KRoNMILLER] reported that there were—ayes 60, 
| noes 41. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 






Depot for the second lighthou For establishing a light 
house depot on the site belon far Department on the south 
or southwesterly end of Castle and, Boston Harbor, Mass., authority 
is hereby granted for the transfer of the site to the Department of 


Commerce and Labor, and the authority to establish a lighthous 
on Governors Island, in Boston Harbor, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, Lighthouse Service: For 
and of clerks and other authorized 
| offices and depots of the Lighth 

employed in the office of the Bur 
| $465,960. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
lowing amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


» dk pot 


salaries of 17 lighthouse inspectors 
permanent employees in the district 
e Service, exclusive of those regularly 
‘au of Lighthouses, Washington, D. C 






Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 


Amend, on page 182, line 3, after ‘‘ Columbia,” by inserting: 

“Provided, That the salary of the lighthouse inspectors shall not ex 
ceed $5,600 for one inspector in the third district, and shall not exceed 
$3,000 each for the other inspectors: And provided further, That the 
total of the salaries of the 17 inspectors shall not exceed $46,800.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr, Chairman, under the act 
reorganizing the Lighthouse Service and to establish the Bureau 
of Lighthouses there were provided inspectors for 19 districts, 
3 of which were to be served by members of the Army and Navy. 
| This amendment does not increase the amount appropriated for 
the salary on account of inspectors for the Lighthouse Service. 
It is not proposed to increase it, 
ment will require time to secure 
and the whole authorized amount not likely to be required 
for the first year. The act of June 17, 1910, reorganizing the 
Lighthouse Service, limited the salaries of lighthouse inspectors 
to $2,400, except in the Third Lighthouse District, where the 
salary of $2,600 was authorized. 

In order to successfully carry out the plan of reorganization, 
it is believed the salary of $2,400 is inadequate in many of the 
districts. The effect of the proposed amendment would be to 
increase the average salary in the other districts to $2,700, and 
| to permit the salaries to be graded from $2,400 to $3,000, ac 
cording to the responsibility involved in the work of the dis 
tricts, but not to increase the amount appropriated for salaries. 


because the proposed amend 
competent men for these posts, 


is 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? I think he 
inadvertently made a misstatement. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will yield, of course. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The effect of this is to increase sala 
ries? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I said the effect was not to 
increase the amount appropriated for salaries. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the gentleman made the state 


ment that it would increase the salaries. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentlema 
me, because I read it from the paper. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wanted it accurate in the Recorp any 
way. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I 
tleman misunderstood me. 

Now, the aggregate difference in salaries between the. provi- 
sion in the bill and those in the proposed amendment is $4 800. 
But this amendment limits, if you will read it, the amount in the 
second proviso, in that the total of the salaries of 17 inspectors 
shall not exceed $46,800, which is the amount appropriated under 
this bill for salaries. The purpose of this amendment is solely in- 
tended, if possible, to give to the Commissioner of Lighthouses 
and Deputy Commissioner of Lighthouses the right to grade 
‘these salaries—some of them $2,400. 


n misunderstood 


was ‘urate, but the gen 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BarRT- | 
LETT] permit me to interrupt him? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How are these men appointed? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. They are appointed by the Com- 
missioner of Lighthouses. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Under civil-service rules? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think so, though I am not cer- 
tain. But I do not know as I would undertake to say that. 
None of them have been appointed yet. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are civilian officers. 

Mir. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir; civilian officers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And I do not think they are under the classi- 
fied service. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think not. Now, I eall at- 
tention to the testimony of Mr. Putnam, the Commissioner of 
Lighthouses, in which he said this: 

I should call your attention also to the fact that there is a slight in- | 
crease in the salaries over the amount named in the act reorganizing 
the service, which provided that one inspector might be paid $5,600 and 
the other inspectors $2,400 a year. We believe it is too small an amount 
for many of the districts There are six districts in which the annual 
expenditures exceed $400,000 in the district, and we think that a man 
to take charge of such a district and be the right kind of a technical 
man should receive a somewhat higher pay. We are asking that limit 
on the salary be $3,000 instead of $2,400 The inspectors should be 
men of high character and qualifications, including technical knowledge 
as to engineering and nautical affairs, and should have business ability. 

In the organization of the Lighthouse Service a number of 
the superintendents of construction and of the masters of light- | 
house tenders are paid $2,400 a year. If the salary of the 
lighthouse inspector—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent for three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. If the salary of the lighthouse 
inspector is restricted to $2,400, then an inspector would receive 
no higher compensation than the several of the employees under 
him, although he is charged with wider responsibility. The 
pay and allowances of Army and Navy officers assigned to light- | 
house duty in the same district, under the former organization, 
and assuming that the former devoted one-third of their time 
to this work, was about $90,000. If we do not provide for this, 
the President can still, under the act of 1910, have the Army 
and Navy officers act as inspectors, and that service costs the 
Government $90,000. The salaries of the Army and Navy ofti- 
cers who discharge the duties of inspectors—— 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will my colleague yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has this matter been presented to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce at this session? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No, sir; it has not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It has been presented to the Committee 
on Appropriations, but that committee did not, in view of the 
fact that this appropriation—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman is taking up my | 
time. I will give him time in just a moment. It did, in fact, | 
come before the Committee on Appropriations, and as I have just | 
read, the statement of the Lighthouse Board before the com- 
mittee shows that some of the lighthouse districts are so much 
more important and involve so much greater responsibility and 
expenditure of funds than others that it is not desirable that 
the inspectors of the districts should all receive the same salary. 
Ve recognized that fact, and in the New York district we pro- 
vided that instead of the inspector having $2,400 salary he 
should receive $3,600. 

The inspectors probably will be required to act as disbursing 
officers and give bonds, and will be put to the expense of obtain 
ing bonds. The amount of funds handled in some of the dis- 
tricts will be very large. During the past year the disburse 
ments in the various districts ranged from about $1,200,000 to 
$72,000. Under the reorganization the inspector is in immedi- 
ute charge of the entire work of the district, a responsibility 
formerly divided between two officers. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I know that this amendment is subject 
to a point of order, but nevertheless I have presented it in the 
hope that it will be accepted because it will benefit the service. 
I am satisfied it will benefit the Bureau of Lighthouses, and 
after consulting with the men who are in charge of this work 

nd who are efficient and familiar with their duties, men who 
have had long experience in the service, I earnestly urge the 
adoption of this amendment. 

I have no purpose in view except the good of the public sery- 
ice, because I live in an inland district where there is not a 
Government lighthouse anywhere within 200 miles of it, and I 
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am not actuated by any motive except a desire to promote the 
efficiency of the service of this important bureau of the Govern- 
ment which we have recently established and reorganized. 
Because I am familiar with the history of its reorganization, 


| because I took part in the legislation that reorganized the Light- 


house Service and established the Bureau of Lighthouses, and 
because I was on the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce and on the conference committee between the two Houses, 
whose action finally resulted in the establishment of this Bureau 
of Lighthouses, I have become deeply interested in its success; 
and I believe that the amendment which I have offered, based 


| upon the facts which I have given as to why it should be 


adopted, furnished me by those who know, will aid in promoting 
that desirable object. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I present this 
amendment. I hope the gentleman will not make a point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota wish 
to discuss the point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I wish just to speak for a moment con- 
cerning this amendment. The amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Georgia was submitted to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, with the estimates for service. The committee took 
into consideration the argument made in favor of this proposi- 
tion, but we realized that the Committee on Interstate and 
l‘oreign Commerce, in a law passed less than a year ago, had 
fixed these salaries at $2,400, with a salary to one inspector 
of $3,600, and, knowing the thoroughness with which the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce does its work, we 
did not feel justified in recommending to the House a change 
in its conclusions as to the salaries which these men ought to 
receive, 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another reason why I can not, 
after listening to the gentleman and thinking the matter over, 
accept the amendment, and that is the fact that inside of a 
very years all these inspectors—16 of them, or 17 of them—will 
be receiving the maximum salary. 

It is true that they tried to grade the salaries, but the 


| services of these men are almost identical. The Committee on 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce recognized the fact that 
their responsibility was practically equal, and therefore gave 
them a uniform salary, and for that reason I think the law, 
as the committee reported it and as Congress adopted it, ought 


| to remain at least more than a year, or until the new organiza- 
| tion had an opportunity to determine the necessity for changes 


in existing salaries. I therefore make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cape Vincent (N. Y.) Station: Superintendent, $1,500; skilled 
laborer, $720; machinist, $960; 2 firemen, at $720 each; 


2 laborers, 


| at $600 each; in all, $5,820. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 193, after line 5, insert a new paragraph: 

“Wyoming Station, for land and buildings.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, to that I make a point of 
order. 

Mr. MONDELL. I hope the gentleman will reserve the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota re 
serve his point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. As I understand, this is to purchase the land 
and erect the buildings. 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not authorized by law. 

Mr. MONDELL, It will be if it is put in this bill. [Laugh 
ter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to get along with the bill as fast as 
possible. Can the gentleman get along with two minutes? 

Mr. MONDELL. Two or three minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve my point of order 
for three minutes, 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, Wyoming is the crown of 
the continent. She has in her hundred thousand square miles 
of mountain and plain more beautiful trout streams than any 
like area on the face of the earth. Amid her mighty mountain 
masses arise the crystal springs which form the headwaters of 
every important stream in the United States west of the Alle 
chenies. From her great central ranges flow north, south, east, 
and west beautiful, purling, crystal, dashing, emerald, moun- 
tain streams whose waters finally mingle with the mighty bil- 
lows of both the Atlantic and the Pacific. [Applause.] So 
favored are conditions in Wyoming to the growth of trout that 
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in that magnificent Commonwealth they climb 10,000 feet above | Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ket 
he ws of either ocean. and at this magnificent height, | tucky called attention to the fact that he had a bill for a State 
neal 2 miles above the ocean level, they cross the continental | hatchery that had been reported four times. The bill for the 


divide 2nd pass from the waters of the Atlantic into the waters | Wyoming hatchery had been reported about eight times and has 


f the Pacific. [| Applause. ] passed the Senate, if I recollect correctly, six or seven times. 
Now. Mr. Chairman, it is not in accordance with sound public | This amendment will prohibit the use of re than twenty-live 
licy that these magnificent game trout should not be under | thousand in money for a hatchery in Wyoming, and there is 

Federal control and supervision in these days of conservation. | such great public necessity for such a hatchery in Wy “ 

Her 2 magnificent food product. the finest brain food in the | that the commissioner might feel disposed to e me i 

worle, and millions of it not under Federal control, not being | that, except for that limitation. 
served, not being properly. cared for, and I only propose an Mr. STAFFORD. Is this the same proposition the ¢ ‘ i 

appropriation which means a dollar a mile for each mile of | propounded a short time ago in such eloquent language 

tr ook in Wyoming i hope .the amendment will be Mr. MONDELL. This prohibits the commissioe fy 

idopted. more than $25,000 for this hatchery. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the pe Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The law prohibits them from spe 
eloquence of my friend from Wyoming, I must insist on | any of it as it is now. 

the point of order Mr. MONDELL. And we are strengthening that prohibition 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming con- | by providing that he can not use more than $25,000, even though 

Ce «¢ point of order? he might think $50,000 was necessary. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Wyoming, with creat Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If it means anything it means that he 
rear oncedes the point of order. is authorized to spend $25,000, and it is subject to a point of 

The Clerk read as follows: order. 

Box n (Mont.) Station: Superintendent, $1,500; fish culturist, Mr. MONDELL. It simply prohibits the commissioner from 

OOM) ; borers, at S600 each: in all, $3,600 


spending more than $25,000. 
mend The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of ord 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. SHERLEY Mr. Chairman, I offer the following a 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In $170,700 
l establishment of a fish-cultural station in Kentucky, including 
ise of site, construction of buildings and ponds, and equip Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
ment, >=v,000. out the last word for the purpose of asking the gentleman in 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of | charge of the bill a question. This is in connection with Ellis 
order on that. Island. While the committee has appropriated the items that 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to rival | have just been read, I note that Commissioner Williams further 
the eloquence of the distinguished gentleman that recently | asks for a ferry steamer at 
spoke, but instead of eloquence I shall try to give a few facts | struction of new buildings 
to justify the creation of this hatchery. heating apparatus in kitchen, and so forth. 

There is an area of 300,000 square miles of which Kentucky Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, he asks for enough. 

he center where there is no fish hatchery, and into which Mr. BENNEY of New York. Which were not given him 
the Federal Fish Commission is shipping annually large quanti Mr. SMITH of fowa. That is true 
ties of spawn at considerable cost in the distribution. The ter Mr. BENNET of New York 
ritory itself is peculiarly adapted to the propagation of fish. 


mall 





0, and to complete the « 


S365,000, some pipe tunne 


Inasmuch as the head tax 
produces an annual surplus of something in the nature of 
‘ticularly the black bass, which is very difficult to pro} $1,000,000 

te in hatcheries ordinarily, and for which there is great Mr. SMITH of 
demand over the country. Three times there has been reported Mr. 


Iowa. When? 


; : BENNET of New York. Every year. 
to t House by the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no. The gentleman is in erm 


Fisheries a bill for the establishment of a fish hatchery in the Part of the time—most of the time. 
State of Kentucky. There has passed at this Congress, through Mr. BENNET of New York. Well, I do not remembe1 


I hy 
the Seuate, a bill for that purpose appropriating the sum of | year when it did not produce a surplus. 
money named in the amendment, and that bill has now been re Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do. 


rted by the House committee and is on the House Calendar. Mr. 
The lateness of the year, coupled with my absence from 
Washington, has made it impossible to hope to get this bill 
acted upon through the usual channels. Therefore I appeal to 
my friend from Illinois to withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I observe by the | were , xpended under appropriations, and then they changed that, 
calendar that there are 21 bills now here to establish fish Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They applied for a deficiency one year, 
hatcheries, and in view of this fact I shall insist upon the point | .y4 that is the reason the appropriation was refused. 
of order : Mr. BENNET of New York. But 1 understand the 

Mr SHERLEY. I would like to know the ground of the for ereating the deficiency was the charging up to the sums 
point of order which were appropriated and which had not yet been spe 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. It is not authorized by law. for instance, in the Galveston matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order 

The C] 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Since the gentleman is reflecting so 
lerk read as follows: 
Alaska Fisheries Service: For protecting the seal fisheries of Alaska, 


FITZGERALD. That is why we repealed it 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman will find they 
changed their method of bookkeeping in the department. They 
used to charge against this appropriation in the same year the 


sums which were appropriated in full and the funds which 


i 
i 


renaso 


seriously upon the administration of this, he will perhaps 
the f hi f food. fuel 1 clothi i ot! understand why we are not willing to do all they asl 

ig the furnishing of food, fuel, and clothing and other necessities . RENNET of New York That ic BMS 7 aid 

o the natives of the Pribilof Islands, Alaska, transportation of Mr. BENNET of New York. That is the re: hey w 

















to and from the islands, expenses of travel of agents and o r | not allowed 
ey ( ira « ai ens °° oO saccels ; “ly in c ws 2 7? _ . 
purcha » hire, and maintenance f vessels, including c1 Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is one reason, but the reason, 
and for all other expenses necessary to carry out the prov i - — : a di ole al ; 
ms of the act of April 21, 1910, entitled “An act to protect the seal ar as this vessel is concerned, is that they have got one 
nH of Alaska, and for other purposes; and for the protection of | They have got all they need, except they think tl ht »> have 
Y is rie o ask? cl ing trav ire r bos . } : a ; . ] { ‘ , } , 
1 fisheries of Alaska, im luding travel, hire of at » « a reserve. Of course. if we have to dupli e evervthing in the 
temporary labor, and all other necessary expenses cont ; ; aie <3 ' ‘ : 
her h,”” $100,000, to be immediately available Government service, and are constantly asked to do it, we ; 
| { ‘ . ; , ho : ) ”) i , nee eNDYE! ss of he Government Every 
M MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- | ®°t | ssibly — the expense - ty - Semen ees 
mv hich I send to the desk and ask to have read | branch of the Government wants a dup ite set of everyt 
‘ ‘ wm « at ( « ‘ . . 
“wie re S reserve in case of an emergency. 
Clerk read as follows , . a . aa 1 
: * as Mr. BENNET of New York. I wi say to the gentleman I 
04, after line 24, That not more than $25,000 of th : : » + } : , : cad : 
it for the Bureau of Fisheries shall be used for land and | am not making this speech for the purpose of getting it in the 
station in Wyoming.” RECORD 


COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, on that I make the Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I understand. 
point of order. Mr. BENNET of New York. Now, as to the new building and 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of | the extension of the main island on the northert f 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It was the judgment of the commit 

Mr. MONDELI Oh, I doubt if the amendment is subject to | after hearings, that the chief desire for th ! ] 
the point of order | to balance the architecture of the island. 
Mi SMITH of towa. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman ques Mr. BENNET of New York. That does not ap 
tions it, I shall make it to please him. [Laughter.] | hearings, 





orcs 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It 


we know about uation Phere 


apnears 


from the hearings and what 
is no need of the building. 


the sit 


Mr. BENNET of New York. There have been pretty serious 
tatements made to the effect that there is no room now for 
detention, and a very prominent Member of this House, whom 
I can see without turning my head very far, sent me a letter 
not long ago from a man in his city, who was a man of very 


high standing and a member of 
city, protesting in the 
N York City man 

crowding that 


to offer 


the common council of that 
vehement terms—and he is not a 
in the interest of humanity against the 
going on at Ellis Island. I am not going 
amendment, be bow to the better aggregate 
judgment of the members of the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I thank the gentleman for not saying 
the separate better judgment. 


Ost 


is now 


an canse | 


Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman realizes the difficulty 
one has to get anything from the committee. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will not be here next year, 
but I do hope the Members who remain here will not pass this 


over on any idea that it is for the 
architectural features of that island. 

Mr. AUSTIN. May I suggest to the gentleman, in regard to 
the relief of the crowded condition at Ellis Island, that we get 
through legislation which will restrict the undesirables 
coming into this country. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will leave that answer to my 
colleague, who will be here next year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There are no undesirables coming 
Ellis Island; if there were, they would be deported. 

Mr. AUSTIN. ‘There is no accounting for some people's taste. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IMMIGRATION 


purpose of balancing the 


some 


into 


SERVICE, 

Expenses of regulating immigration: For all expenses of the enforce- 
ment of the laws regulating the immigration of aliens into the United 
States, including the contract-labor laws; for the costs of the reports of 


decisions of the Federal courts, and digests thereof, for the use of the 
Commissioner General of Immigration; for salaries and expenses of all 
oflicers, clerks, and employees appointed to enforce said laws; for the 
enforcement of the provisions of the act of February 20, 1907, entitled 
“An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States” 
and acts amendatory thereof; for expenses of necessary ipplies, alter 
ations, and repairs, and for all other expenses authorized by said act; 
also for preventing the unlawful entry of Chinese into the United States, 
by the appointment of suitable officers to enforce the laws in relation 
thereto, and the expenses of returning to China all Chinese persons 
found to be unlawfully in the United States, including the cost of 
imprisonment and actual expense of conveyance of Chinese persons to 


the 






frontier or seaboard for deportation, and for the refunding of head 
tux upon presentation of evidence showing conclusively that collection 
was made through crror of Government officers; all to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, $2,525,000 : 
Provided, That from and after July 1, 1911, all moneys paid into the 
Treasury to reimburse the Immigration Service for expenses of detained 
aliens paid from the appropriation for expenses of regulating immigra- 


tion, shall be credited to the appropriation for the 
ing immigration for the fiscal year in which the 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 
ject to the paragraph. 
in the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman 
when he understands will not insist upon his point of order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is why I reserved the point of or- 
der, in order to ascertain the purpose. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The steamship lines are required by 
law to pay all the expenses of detention of these aliens who 
are not permitted to enter, and we find it necessary to put there 


expenses of regulat- 
expenses were incurred. 
reserve the right to ob- 
I believe the proviso is a new provision 


people frequently in hospitals and the like for care pending 
their deportation. 

These hospitals and other institutions in which we have 
placed them refuse to look to the steampship companies, but 


require us to pay them for the service they are called on to 
do. We, in turn, receive that money from the steamship com- 


panies, but, having paid it out of the appropriation, in the ab- 
sence of a provision of this kind, the money would be covered 
into the miscellaneous receipts of the Treasury, and the immi- 
m branch would lose that much of the appropriation for 
the expenditure of the service. Unless this provision is car- 


ried, we must largely increase the appropriation, and it is in 
order to keep this 


appropriation down as much as possible that 

this provision is inserted. If we increase the appropriation, it 
reases, at their discretion, the expenditure of money in the 
Immigration Service. Now, all this amounts to is this, that 
if they take a certain amount of money from this appropriation 


and pay the hospitals and then present the bills to the steam- 
ship companies and get the money, they can put it back into 
the appropriation and use it again, whereas if they are not 
nllowed to 
appropriation, 
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do that we must have that much additional annua) | paragraph is through, if amended. 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. As a part of this expense that is borne by 
the steamship companies, they bear that themselves direct, but, 
as to that which is borne by the Government, that part has to 
be made a claim against the steamship companies, and under 
the existing law is turned into the Treasury. And this is to 
obviate that necessity by using appropriations for that pur- 
pose? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
service, 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
of order. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 
out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I notice the committee has struck from this 
paragraph this language: 


Of appropriating a larger sum for that 
I withdraw the reservation of the point 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


Provided, That not to exceed $50,000 of said sum may be expended 
provided in section 24 of the act of February 20, 1907, entitied “An 
act to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States.” 

I also note that that is on the recommendation, I assume, of 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. The committee, I pre 
sume, took his judgment—that with that proviso it would be 
well to continue to administer the contract-labor law the same 
way as he has, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He was exceedingly anxious to avoid 
these subdivisions, because the same men enforce, in a measure, 
the contract-labor law and other provisions, and it is practical|y 
impossible to keep the expense separate and divide the men’s 
salaries up as between this limited amount and the balance of 
the appropriation. If a man is employed a part of the time 
under the contract-labor law and part of the time in genera 
work, it is practically impossible to arrange what should be a 
fair division of his salary. And the Secretary is anxious to 
avoid these subdivisions of appropriations as much as possible. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. My personal judgment is, if he 
assumes to employ men as he has in the past, and it was the 
desire of Congress he should, by putting them on the rolls and 
bluebooks, where their names can be ascertained by the steam 
ship companies, he will find difficulty with the Comptroller of 
the Treasury. But as he is the man who is administering the 
law the responsibility, I presume, is his. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It was his desire that this be done. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submit 
remarks on the subject on page 133 of the bill, and I ask unani 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


some 


Miscellaneous expenses, Division of Naturalization: For compen 
tion, to be fixed by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, of examiners 
interpreters, clerks, and stenographers, for the purpose of carrying 
the work of the Division of Naturalization, Bureau of Immigration and 
Naturalization, provided for by the act of Congress approved June 
1906, entitled “An act to establish a Bureau of Immigration a) 
Naturalization and to provide for a uniform rule for the naturalizati 
of aliens throughout the United States,” and for their actual necessary 
traveling expenses while absent from their official stations, including 
street-car fares on official business at official stations, subject to such 
rules and regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor mu:y 
prescribe ; and for the actual necessary traveling expenses of the offic 
and employees of the Division of Naturalization in Washington w! 
absent on official duty outside of the District of Columbia; for tei 
grams, verifications to legal papers, telephone service in offices outside of 
the District of Columbia: not to exceed $3,600 for rent of offices out 
side of the District of Columbia where suitable quarters can not be ¢ 
tained in public buildings; and for the purpose of carrying into effe 
that part of section 13 of the act of June 29, 1906 (34 Stat., p. S06 
which provides: “And in case the clerk of any court coliects 
ex s of the sum of $6,000 in any one year, the Secretary of Commer 
and Labor may allow to such clerk from the money which the Uni'ed 
States shall receive additional compensation for the employment of a1 
ditional clerical assistance, but for no other purpose, if in the opiniot 
of the said Secretary the business of such warrants such allow 
ance: Provided, That the total compensation for the additional clerical 
assistants authorized by that portion of the said section quoted abev 
to be employed by the clerks of courts shall in no case exceed one-halt 
of the gross amount of fees collected by such clerks in naturalization 
cases during the fiscal year immediately preceding, and that the ex 
penditures from this appropriation shall be in the manner and under 


vere 


fees 


clerk 


such regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may pr 7 
scribe, $175,000, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point ol 
order on the paragraph, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I am about to offer 


some amendments to the paragraph, and I suggest, by agre 
ment, the amendments be offered and the section perfected, wit) 
the right reserved to make a point of order at that time. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. That is satisfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Siti] : 
asks unanimous consent that this paragraph may be subject to 


mae 


| amendment, with the reservation of points of order after the 


Is there objection? 








1911. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the words “ that part of,” at the first portion of line 8, page 208; 





[Mr. Suir] 


| 


to insert after the word “ ninety-six,” on same page, line 19, | 
“os amended by the act approved June 25, 1910,” and to strike 


out the balance of the paragraph down to and including the 
word “ preceding,” in line 32 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 208, line 8, strike out the words “that part of,” after “ ninety- | 

in line 10, and insert amended by the act approved June 25, 
1910; strike out after “ ninety-six”’ the remainder of line 10 and all 
down to and including the word “ preceding,” in line 23, 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


RIX ‘as 
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Mr. Chairman, the text in the bill, in | 


my judgment, should be adopted without modification, but it is | 


undoubtedly subject to a point of order. 
tleman reserved a point of order on the section, but I have been | 
notified by other gentlemen that they intend to make a point of 
order against the section in its present form. I am usually very 
much inclined to yield on reasonable amendments if I am about 
to lose on a point of order, and in order, as I think, to avoid 
this being subjected to a point of order, I offer those amend- 
ments. 
Mr, COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I 
e any disposition to press the point of order, but 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Other gentlemen have conveyed intima- 
tions to me that they will press it—— 


ha 





Mr. COX of Indiana. My object in reserving the point of 
order was to elicit information. The information I desire to 
elicit is, What compensation would be paid to these additional 
clerks? They are to get one-half of the gross receipts paid into 
the clerks’ offices as their salaries. How much would that 
amount to? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It varies vastly, as the gentleman will 


understand, in the different State courts, 


Mr. COX of Indiana. What would it be in the larger places? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In the largest places it might amount 


to $7,000 or $8,000 a year, I concede that it can be stricken out 
a point of order, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would like to inquire of the 
geitteman from Iowa whether the word “that” should not 
come out on line 23? 
SMITH of Iowa. 
lemen who are “negotiating” to make a point of order, Mr. 
‘hairman. I have taken the amendment as they offered it. 
think not; however, I think it ought to stay in. 


Ol 


Mr. 


t 
( 
I 


Not only has the gen- } 


That is not the proposition of the gen- | 


Mr. SMITH of Towa. 


This has been done 


Oh, no. 


Mr. MACON, 1 ask the gentleman if there is any 

| of law for it? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the ge n fi Arkansas means 
in addition to their other compensation, I will say yes. The 
law requires this work to be done by the « ks of 1 Hlouse 
and Senate Committees on Appropriat . respectively This 
law appropriates $4,000 for this work, and requires that t] 
work shall be done by the clerks of the Ay pI Com 

| mittees. 

Mr. MACON. When you designate somebody to do a ] 
ticular work who is already in the service, and pay t so 
body for doing the particular work, then you increase | 
pensation, do you not? Why can not these clerks do this wo 
without extra compensation? They have nothing else to do 
the time they do this work. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If you strike this out virt y 
reduces the appropriation for the salaries regularly paid to the 
clerks to the Committees on Appropriations of the lou ind 
Senate. 

Mr. MACON. There are so many ways of getting around the 
law, many ways of twisting the law around in one dire 1 
and then in another, so as to increase compensation that it is 
hard to keep up with the many increases that are made upon 
appropriation bills. I withdraw the point of order 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

For refrigerating apparatus for t] H e wing t ‘ tol and 
House Office Building, and for each and ery pur] ine 1 there- 
with, including the cooling of t 1ir supplied to tl i of ft I ise, 
completion of the ice-water plant at tl be ori Luilding, for 
labor, materials, and personal services, $56,100, to be immediately 
available, and together with the two f : s to be expended 
under the direction and supervy n of the comn ion in « trol of 
| the House Office Building appointed under the act approved March 4, 
1907. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. . Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order. Is this item based on existing law? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Measurably on existing law. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What does the gentleman mean by) 


saying “ measurably?” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I mean that the existing law 
for the House Office Building, and one of the decent and neces 
sary things to do would be to furnish drinking water there. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. tut the law authorizing the House 
Office Building does not provide for a cold-storage plant, 
does it? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This is for ice water to be consumed 
by the occupants of the House Office Building, or a pla to 
chill the water in connection with the House Ollice Building, 
and it also includes a part of the remodeling of this Chamber, 


provides 


nit 


The CHAIRMAN, - The question is on agreeing to the amend- | which is now authorized by law. I think that explains my 
ment. former answer as to “ measurably.” 

The amendment was agreed to, Mr. COX of Indiana. The language in the paragraph under 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands the point of order | consideration is “including the air supplied to the Hall of the 
is withdrawn. The Clerk will read. House.” This appropriation is not devoted to that one thing? 

The Clerk read as follows: Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is not. It is very-largely, and I 

UNDER LEGISLATIVE. emphasize the word “very,” to provide tlemen with suil 

Stateme nt of appropriations : For preparation, under the direction able drinking water In the House Office Building. . 
of the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Repre- Mr. COX of Indiana. It is contemplated to use a part ol 
pos . . , dy. —— phewms ee a <e this appropriation for that purpose. 
reduced, indefinite SEERRnAEGRE. Suk auatiente qatuetieeds tension } Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes ; and for chi 1S this t 7 Phat 
with a chronological history of the regular appropriation bills passed | is a very moderate part of it. It is to produce the e, and it 
during the third session of the Sixty-first Congress, as required by the | jg q mere step from the ice to cool the water for the 400 ro 

a pproved October 19, 1888, $4,000, to be paid to the persons desig- | , : “a a ie . Si eel : 
nated by the chairmen of said committees to do said work. soe House Office Building. It is not to the rooms them 

selves, 

Mr. MICHAEL BE. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a Mr. COX of Indiana. Has the gentleman's com! ii e taken 
a = order against the paragraph. : y into consideration whether or not there can be any economy i 

agi s { ag he . ‘ ) ry gre ecole i 1 ) 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I think it is new legislation, | gon of the lee. | 
i. meee i a, ek Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. So far as I have | 1 
tase te aan eoteieaittion a a eile cadmas n the con- | have not been able to have aby ice o1 N r il ! 1 

Mr. MICHAEL E DRISCOLI t do not ‘fee why the men ~ ee — a i t 
who are doing the work now cal not simply mal » up the state- Me. SHEE < ae 3 a aes 
ment required The olin _ ce py — - D ‘ : ate- | why we want to provide for it. . 

c . ks of the committees know all about Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. We ha waited a long time 
the subject, expecting to be provided with if, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Well, Mr. Chairman, it is well under- | Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But the gentleman will not be pr 
Stood that this is additional compensation to the clerks of the | yided with it now if this appropriation does not go through. 
two committees, respectively, of the House and Senate. It is Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I may not be here long enough 
compensation well earned, and it has been allowed for a long |} to get it now. 
time. It is not new at all. The work is specially required by | Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman w get it m year 
law to be done. | if this appropriation goes through. : 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. I Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of 
want to ask the gentleman if this is not an increase of their order against it on the ground that it is new legislation. 

i 


compensation without authority of law? 


XLV I——217 


Mr. FITZGERALD. No; it is not legislation. 










3436 


Mr. COX of Indiana. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. What part of it is not authorized by 


It is not authorized by existing law. 


CY 


LISTING aw ¢ 
Mr, COX of Indiana. The entire paragraph. 


Mr, SMITH of Iowa 





BS ‘i 
The remodeling of the Hall of the 
House is authorized by express statute. 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. And appropri 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; there is an 
to provide the money. 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois 
Mr. SMITIIL of Iowa. 
for the two buildings. 


ated for. 
appropriation in here 
Why was not this put in with it? 
Because we are going to use one plant 

The arranging and remodeling of this 
room is expressly authorized by law, and I trust it will in- 
clude a ventilating system, and this is merely a ventilating sys- 
tem. I trust the gentleman from Indiana will not make the 
point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Iam not sure that it is subject to a point 
of order. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I must make the point 
of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In the House Office Building there is a 
crinking-water apparatus as a part of the equipment of the 
building, and this is a proper device for the purpose of cooling 
the water to be furnished through that apparatus. Alterations 
and changes in the House have been authorized, and any device 
in connection with the conduct of the business of the House is 
a part of the work in progress and is in order on an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Has the gentleman the statute on 
which you propose to base this appropriation—the organic law 
itself, if there be any? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. We do not need an organic law, because 
both buildings are in existence. It is a continuation of a work 
in progress. Repairs to a building are always in order. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman does not regard the 
items contemplated in this paragraph as being repairs to 
buildings? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
object to? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
that. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I do not know whether I can or not, 
but I will unless there is a statute cited here to base it upon. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman from Indiana per- 
mit me to suggest that, as he well knows, I have no further 
interest in the condition of the House Office Building. But it 
is the universal complaint that one can not obtain a decent 
drink of water in that great building. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; most of us buy it for 
ourselves. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It seems to me that we ought not to 
economize by cutting off the drinking water from Members of 
Congress. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I think it is rather late. [Laughter.] 
I have occupied the House Office Building, and I never heard 
any objection to the water over there. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman has not been on the 
commission to hear the complaints. 

Mr. COX of Indiana, I have no complaint to make. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Some gentlemen never have any use for 
crinking water. |[|Laughter.] 

ir. SMITH of Iowa. I have frequently tried the water in 
the Office Building, and I found it not very pleasant to the taste. 

CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
\ has expired, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Which part of it dees the gentleman 


I object to the whole of it. 
The gentleman can not successfully do 


f the House Office Building, 
$3,500, to be immediately 





MACON. Mr. Chairman, it looks to me as though that 
might as well go out on a point of order. I reserve the point 
of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the situation in refer- 
ence to that is very simple. The area ways are very deep over 
there. One boy fell down and was nearly killed and was in the 
hospital for weeks. 

Mr. MACON If there is any danger about it, 
draw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of 
order. 


I will with- 


Vir 


FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
that paragraph, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
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Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. But there is nothing to reserve the point 
of order on. The gentleman from New York offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 210, at the end of line 14, insert: “‘ Together with the follow- 
ing sums to be expended under the direction and supervision of the 
commission in control of the House Office Building appointed under 
the act approved March 4, 1907.” 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve the 
point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I will explain the pur- 
pose of the amendment to the gentleman. There are two com- 
missions. One was a commission to have control of the con- 
struction of the building and the other a commission in charge 
of the building. The construction of the building has practically 
been completed. The commission is ready to make its final 
report. It consists of the Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa 
[|Mr. Sir], and Mr. Richardson, of Tennessee. Mr. Richard- 
son is not a Member of the House. The gentleman from Iowa 
intends to resign from the commission, and it is to make cer- 
tain that only Members of the House shall have control of the 
expenditure of the money. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is not this also one of the purposes 
of the gentleman’s amendment, to get the benefit of the pro- 
visions contained in the preceding paragraph, which was 
stricken out on a point of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all. The gentleman will under- 
stand there were three items here providing appropriatious in 
connection with the House Office Building. In the first a pro- 
vision was inserted so that there would be no misunderstanding 
under what control the appropriations would be. That item 
has gone out of the bill. Now I offer the language to the item 
which has remained in the bill, and it will only cover whatever 
items remain in it. It is not in the bill at all now. We want 
to make it clear and unquestionable that somebody will h 
authority over the expenditures. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





To provide suitable transportation for freight and other purposes I 
the subway leading from the Capitol to the House Office Building and 
in the subbasement corridors of the House Office Building, and f« l 
and every purpose connected therewith, including temporary ope: 
$18,237.20. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve the point of 
order. I will make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Arkansas on the point of order. 

Mr. MACON. It is legislation upon an appropriation b 
This provides for suitable transportation for freight and otly 
purposes. I suppose “other purposes” means automobiles to 
take Members from here to the House Office Building in t] 
subway, and that being the case, I am opposed to it. It might 
mean the building of a street car in the subway. So far as ear- 
rying freight over is concerned, they seem to have facilities for 
doing that now, for I have seen them rolling it over there tim: 
after time since the subway was constructed. It is legisiatio! 
upon an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair, and the Chair hopes 
he is not in any way biased about it, that to provide for suit- 
able transportation for freight and other purposes in the s 
way is like providing for any other of the ordinary th ne 
about a building which are necessary—the same as providi 
for a carpet or repairs in the Hall of the House. The Ch 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the foil 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 20, page 210, insert: 

“Provided, That no part of such appropriation shall be used 
pure hase, rent, or operation of automobiles for the convyeyan 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of ft! 
amendment is to prevent the use of any part of the appropri® 
tion for the establishment of a line of automobiles in 
subway between the Capitol and the House Office Building for 
the transportation of Members of the House and their clerks 
employees, and so forth, back and forth between the Houst 
Office Building and the Capitol. 


Mr. MICHAEL FE. DRISCOLL. Does it say that? 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. It does not, but it covers it. The 
attempt was made, I remember, when the sundry civil bill was 


ee ae el 





Me RAERYS cba te 


tn te, 





(S11. 


up last year to provide for a line of automobiles between the 
| se Office Building and the Capitol. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield for a 
suggestion? I suggest that the gentleman amend his amendmeut 

t it will read “automobiles or mules.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; I do not think this Congress ought 
to make the amendment so broad and comprehensive as to pre 
§ what mode of transportation may be established in the 
l Congress. 

Mir. KENNEDY of Ohio. They will have mules then. 

Mir CRUMPACKER. But. in all seriousness, I do not believe 


1 


that the commission or the managers of the House Office 


Building ought to establish a line of automobiles between the 
( tol and the House Office Building for the accommodation 
‘ \iembers. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Why not? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Because Members can walk back and 
f between the Capitol and that building. We might as well 
provide automobiles to convey Members from the Capitol to 
t homes or hotels. It would be better and more convenient 
| would save the Members carfare at the expense of the 
( ment. Occasionally, if a Member should not be able to 
( here without artificial means of transportation, we would 
have every right to provide for bringing him here; but to estab- 
line of automobiles for the convenience of Members gen- 
( vy in going back and forth between the Capitol and the 
I! e Office Building, to my mind, is objectionable, and there- 
fore 1 propose this amendment. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Of course, Members can walk if they want 
t vway, and many would probably prefer to walk; but there 
1umber of committee rooms over there and Members are 
required to be there for the purpose of transacting their busi- 
ness and in attendance upon committees; and while they are 
over there the bell rings and they are required to be here to 
vote, and it takes in the neighborhood of 5 or 10 minutes’ time 
to walk over here. I believe it would expedite the public busi 
Vir. CRUMPACKER. That would accentuate the embarrass 
! we are laboring under year after year regarding the 
abs e of a quorum. It does not make any difference how a 
Member gets here, after a call of the House has been ordered, 


which occupies from 30 to 50 minutes’ time. There is no Member 
who can not get here before the call is concluded. He has an 
hundance of time; but the idea of appropriating out of the 


pu money for automobiles to convey Members of the House 

these few yards between the Capitol and the House Office 

I g¢ I think is going a little beyond the limit of propriety. 
Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit me a suggestion? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER.,. I will. 

Mr. GARRETT. The suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio 


is t practicable, because when the call comes every one over 
thi sin a hurry, and you could not have an automobile big 
enough to carry the Members. 


A Memper. They might have a line of them. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Nobody has contemplated or dreamed 
of the idea of automobiles I was going to say for the purpose 


of enlightening the gentleman. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. If nobody has dreamed of starting 
aut obiles, this amendment will not disturb anybody, and it 
IS a feguard against the purchase of automobiles for the pur 


poses which TI have described 
ir. BURKE of South Dakota. Would the gentleman have 
clevators in publie buildings? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Of course I would have elevators in 
public buildings. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. There men have to go up 
two or three flights of stairs, and according to the gentleman's 
idea we ought not to appropriate a lot of money to mal 
] e to help people up and down. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Elevators and chimneys and venti- 

dows and doors have come to be ne essary parts 
dings generally, but where is there outside of the 
pital, in any State capital or elsewhere, provision 
to haul by automobiles the members of the State senate and 
house of representatives to and from their hotels or an office 
building? None. 
BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, the State of 
Dakota owns and operates a railroad between the Stat 
and the city where the capitol is located. 
CRUMPACKER. Then I suppose the gentleman from 
Dakota hopes this amendment will not go through. while 
entleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiru] tells us there is no 





of | thlie bu 
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> 

t 

Ppropability of it; that it is not contemplated to establish auto 
mot 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa I did not tell the gentleman what was 
to be done, but if the gentleman will listen, I will be L tot 
him what is in contemplation. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman will have opportunity 


when the sand runs out at the end of the five-minute “ hour 
glass” that belongs to me. Then t] entleman will have a 
turn at the wheel of oratory, and he « e 1 fully 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. After the gentleman has spent five 


minutes in fighting a man of straw. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER.,. It is harm s, then. It ult 
innocuous; but L want the amendment in the | \ tter of 
safety. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I think 
to the House to state just what is contemplated. 1 
put what are commonly called automobiles into this pass 
way, but to run cars upon a track with a single rail, nu 
ears, Which will be supported in an upright position by that 
which will take the place of an ordinary trolley. They w 
operated by electric power, and they will complete the circuit 
around the lower halls of the Office Building. The gentleman 
knows that after you enter t 
and very long blocks at t 
ner, and I think his office is in that portion of the building. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, As far as it is possible to get away 
from the Capitol, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. So that the distance from the Capitol 
to offices in the southeast corner would be in the n hborhood 


he Office Building it is two blocks, 


hat, to the offices at the southeast « 


of three blocks or more. Frequently the delay in men getting 
here from the House Building on the eall of the Hlouse or on 


calling the yeas and nays compels the reading clerks to call the 
1 


roll slowly, in order to assemble the necessary majority here, 
and delay takes place in the House itself. It is proposed to 


s i 

have these lite electric cars, furnished with power from the 
existing plant, going to and from the Ojifice Building and coi 
pleting the circuit of the corridors in the basement. It y SO 
expedite the business of the House as to more than Compens 


for the expense. It is due to the older Members of this HLlouse 


and they are found in every House. But we are not going to put 
in any automobiles in the ordinary acceptation of that teri 
not gasoline wagons, as the gentleman facetiously sald as le 


rose—but we are proposing to put in these cars, 


Now, whether the gentleman's prohibition of investi t in 
| automobiles will interfere with the construction of the 1 
road to which I have referred is gravely doubtful. Not knov : 
what was proposed, and the gentleman assuming that the) 
would be automobiles, as they are in the Senate, therefore he 
so drew his amendment. It only fair to 1 to tell | 
is not proposed to put anything in there in the nature of i 
automobile. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the ge ( waq 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certail 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will he inform me as to the prop 
legislative language that will ce ibe the th . they pro] 
to put in? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. IT ean not. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know how to frame an end 
ment to cover that new railway system, but I do believe 
unless it runs on a rubber rail, with a rubber—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is a steel rail. : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. With a steel rail it will make s1 
noise and din thet nobody can walk in the subway whe 

unning without risk of losing his hearing. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have told the true plan in order t! 
the gentleman might know what is doing and the House 


know what is doing 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I think it is only ] 
to make another statement in connection with the st 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SmMitrH 

When the rooms were distributed in the House Office Build 
ing the gentleman now occupying the chair made ft! ' 
to the House that means of transportation would be fur | 
between the House and the Office Building, and upon that st 
ment a number of the committees which had rooms in the ¢ 
tol voluntarily agreed to go to the House Office Building. 

There are a number of Members somewhat along in ve 

» men, unfortunately, who are suffering from physical d 

abilities. and it is a considerable inconvenience and at t 
creat injustice to compel them to make the trip from ths 
ther part of the House Office Building to the Capitol on 
‘mel icy when their presence is required here. The Su 
tendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds h: submi ' 


tentative plan which will provide some method of conve 
not only from the Capitol to the House Oftice Build 
around the building on the lower floor; and if at any t 
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Mr. ¢ e one should devise a sy n by which the 
| sl e cain ¢ of the re d be eliminated 
‘ ) e | i mecha il syste it would 
be that s I 1 should be provided 
t I Office Building to the Capitol more 
( tha 1 be « by Members walking. Fortunately 
I iff d in way that prevents me from walking 
1 fro b 1 the He Office Building and the Capit 
I hope t t I sh: it have an office in the House Office 
| ! tl ext ( ess, but one in the Capitol. 
I t loes take considerable ti! r men walking 
\V my office is located in the Office Building 
to 1 i l ans were drawn and successfully carried 
‘ fol n of asystem by which the Members could be 
Ce eyed q ,itw d be very desirable to di [recall that 
at tl e the Hl © Building was first occupied it was 
through the understanding that some such system would be in- 
st: 1 that 1 Members of the House were induced to give 
up their oflices in the C tol Building and go over there to the 
House Oflice Building. The original plans should be carried 
out as a matter of c enience and necessity 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois, The gentleman does not mean that 
t] should be machines over there like that one that was tried 
year or two ago, by which the proceedings of the House would 
be commu ited automatically to all of the rooms in the House 
Office Building, so that Members would know what is going on 
in the House? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no. It has been suggested, though, 
and seriously considered, that there can be devised some me- 
chanical apparatus by which Members could vote from their 


places in the House without wasting 30 minutes or 
in calling the roll. I have no doubt, if this House continues to 
enl: from time to time, that some such method as that will 
be found imperative if the public business is to be transacted, 
and knowing the conditions under which many Members of the 
House labor and knowing the great injustice, and in some in 
stances the pain, occasioned by the trip over and back, I believe 
this system should be installed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I move 
amend the amendment by striking out the whole paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, It the para- 
graph. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Then I wish to speak to that 
question. I not think there is any need whatever for this 
appropriation. The only for it that sort of a 
monorail vehicle will be placed in the tunnel for the accommo- 
dation of Members of the House in going to and coming from 
the House Office Building and this Chamber. 

Now, I am getting to be along in years myself, 
the average Member of this House, and I certainly do not need 
any sort of a vehicle to bring me here or take me back, and I 
do not expect I shall need it for several years to come. It 
better for every Member here, because the mortality has been 
great and is now great, to take a little exercise, physical exercise, 
and if a Member will not take it in any other way it is better 
that it should be forced upon him. It would be beneficial for the 
Members if they were obliged to walk back and forth from the 
northwest to this Capitol every day. Every Member would feel 


45 minutes 


rge 


to 


is first necessary to perfect 


do 


excuse is some 


older than 


is 


the better for it. It is better for the Members to walk above 
ground and get the fresh air than to ride or to walk in the 
subway. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is not a question of what is best for 


the Members, but it is a question of what is best for the ad- 
ministration and conduct of business in the House. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. What is best for the Mem- 
bers here best for the conduct of the House, because unless 
the Members have good health and have good vitality they 
will not be able to do good business. Besides, we ought not 


here, in the closing days of this term, grab this little amount 
for our own luxury and accommodation. It looks as though we 
were determined to get all the luxuries and comforts for our- 
selves when other employees of the Government do not get the 
same consideration. 

Besides, the roll is called twice on every roll call for 
and nays. By the time you reach the md roll 
man, even if he is a cripple and has to come 


the yeas 
eall every 


on crutches, 


Sec 


over 


can get here from the House Office Building. So what is 
saved? There are always a few absentees, and therefore the 
roll will always have to be called a second til nd by the 
time the first roll is called every man can be here to answer 
on the second call, and therefore I say that the whole para 
graph should be eliminated. This appropriation is not rela 
tively large, but by striking it out we show our good faith and 


our disposition not 
than ary. 


impose on the taxpayers a heavier burden 


is neces 
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Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. 


Chairma 





n, this is essentially a S 
ness proposition, and I am astonished to see any Me 
House oppose the recommendation of the bill. You 1 
well advocate a plan to eliminate all of the ele, rs in the 
ic buildings, and in the hotels, on the theory at our | 
would be better if we were obliged to climb the stai 
gentleman from New York refers to the time tl is cor 


in the first and second roll calls. 
expeditiously from the Office Building there would be 
Memb from the first roll call. Hence 
call would consume less time, and on the whole the roll 
be called more expeditiously. There are many occasion 
a man who is located, or engaged at a remote point of th 
Building, does not care to consume the time invelved in vy 
to and fro through the subway. He wishes to come 
turn in the least possible time, so as to get back to his we 
as a man on the first floor of one of these public buildir 
not care to walk to the third or fourth, or fifth floor, as t 
may be. He goes up by the elevator. The provision of 1 
simply makes us, who are the servants of the public, m« 
cient, by enabling us to get to and from our work with 1 
possible expenditure of time. 
Mr. CULLOP. Does not the gentleman think that a 
of this kind would result in having more roll calls and 
ing attendance here? 
Mr. SAUNDERS. How in the world, Mr. Chairman, 
tleman can work out such a result from the scheme pro} 
can not see. We have a system like the proposed in oj. 
in the subway leading from the Senate Chamber to the + 
Office Building. It works perfectly, works satisfactori 
the movement of property, and the transportation of th: 
tors, and of the public. There has never been any ¢1 
of that system on the part of any living soul that I am aw f ' 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Has not our method of 
ing to and fro through the subway worked well? , 
Mr. SAUNDERS. There is no compulsion in this matter. the 
gentleman from New York can walk if he pleases. We \ 


If we could come ovei 


rs absent the s 





over 


compel him to ride. He can take all the exercise he \ 
[Laughter. ] 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I want to make the 1 of 


the gentlemen walk for their health. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I do not want to be compelled to 
when it is to the prejudice of the public service. The ear 
be used by the officials—and the public—as well as by the Me 
bers. By far the larger use will be by others than Members 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 
paragraph be closed in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota moves t] 
all debate close in five minutes. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. put, Mr. Chairman, 
to offer an amendment to the whole paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the n Ld. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota a question. There might be no objection 
this matter if it is a practicable proposition. One or two cars 
such as they have at the Senate end, would not answer for th 
purposes for which this is designed. One or two cars with tl 
same capacity as those that they have at the Senate end would 
not be sufficient. In a busy time when several committees are 
sitting in the House Office Building there may be 50 men over 
there, and in addition to committees others in their office 
gaged in necessary work. ‘The bells will ring and there 
be a rush for these cars, and they will quickly be overcrowded. 
May I ask the gentleman if he can tell us whether these cars 
would be large enough to give reasonable accommodation ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman that the plan 
the Superintendent of the Capitol has in mind—the system otf 
rail transportation—will reasonably accommodate all of the 
Members of the House in the House Office Building within a 
reasonable time. If it requires three cars or four cars, that 
number which is required will be in there. It will be 
regular belt line, and Members who are occupying offices in the 
farthermost parts of the House Office Building will have access 
to that belt line as it comes around. They will be able to come 
over to the Capitol Building, and it will be operated in a sort 
of continuous round—something on the order of a moving side- 


I w 


ise 


walk. Members will get on and come over as fast as they can, f 

and they wil! be able to get away as quickly as they can. . 

{ Laughter. ] * 
Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman has no doubt that it will : 

be a thoroughly practicable proposition? : 
Mr. TAWNEY. The cars which the superintendent has in 

contemplation will accommodate from 12 to 14 Members. and } 


they will have as many of these cars as the necessities of the 
service require. 








1911. 





Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
tleman a question. Is it contemplated that these cars will 
be perpetually in motion? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; 
ssion. 


“Mir. RUCKER 


not at night, when the House is not 


of Missouri. I mean when Congress is in ses- 


Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; when it is in session. 
\ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Then they will begin at 12 o'clock 
1 run until the House adjourns. 
TAWNEY. They will probably begin before the House 
That is a matter of detail which will be worked out as 
necessity of the service demands. 
RUCKER of Missouri. Does the gentleman believe that 
‘ ‘acilitate and make more certain the attendance of Mem- 
l 
TAWNEY. I do. 
‘ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Would it not tend to cause con- 
f 1 and induce everybody to wait for a ear rather than walk 
fi the Office Building, and hence cause greater delay in 
St ng attendance? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, they would not have to wait. 
M RUCKER of Missouri. Another question—— 
Mr. TAWNEY. Any man can walk over if he wants to. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I am fully in sympathy with the 
reitieman from New York, who believes that walking is bene- 
fi to the Members. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say this: The necessity for some 
means of transportation, I think, must be recognized by every 
Member of the House who attends sessions of the Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of the Union when we are cousid 
ering appropriation bills. It is seldom that we have more than 
100 men on the floor of this House, and between the two sides 
of the House those 100 men are very often greatly dispropor- 


tionate. 

Now, when we have a vote by tellers, it is impossible for 
Members of the House to get over here to vote by tellers. Of 
course it is impossible for them to get here in time to vote on 
a rising vote, and tellers are frequently demanded merely for 
the purpose of affording Members in the Oflice Building an 
opportunity to get here. If we had some system of transporta 
tion that would enable them to come here in a shorter time 
than five to eight minutes, they could come here and participate 
in the votes in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentle 
man another question. Within the last few days I have been 
elsewhere than in this Chamber, and I have heard a suggestion 
of no quorum made when it was stated that only seven or eight 
Members were present, and I have seen Members summoned to 
their place of duty, and when they answered to the roll call they 
would immediately leave again. Now, if we had railroad 
facilities running all the way around the building, would it not 
tend to cultivate a habit here that exists in some other place, 
namely, that of Members coming in, answering to their names 
or walking between tellers, and then immediately going out to 
take a ride on this new-fangled train contemplated by the pro- 
vision under consideration? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The case the gentleman cites is not parallel. 
The case he has in mind is where a gentleman was speaking 
and the men entitled to seats on the floor do not care to listen 
to him. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I grant that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And as soon as they went into the Chamber 
and answered to their names they went into the cloakroom 
again and enjoyed their cigars. I am talking about the trans- 
action of the public business; I am not talking about enter 
tainments or speeches. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Oh, yes, I understand; but gen- 
tlemen who want to participate in the transaction of public 
business know when the House convenes and they will remain 
here unless you and the other gentlemen who are supporting 
a item make it so easy for them to leave as to invite them 
Oo Guo SO 


Mr. TAWNEY. Unfortunately, if they do know when the 
House convenes and is conducting public business, yet they are 
not here, 


Mi RUCKER of Missouri. They might not come if you 
give them an opportunity to ride. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Of course, it is entirely within the control 
oF the House, and if it should transpire that this should keep 


Members away from the floor, they could tear up the railroad 
tra at any time. 

Mr RUCKER of Missouri. I for one am not willing 
advertise that the membership of the House is so decrepit that 
we can not walk to the Office Building and back to the Capitol 
in the discharge of duty. 


to 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agree 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 





Mr. MICHAEL FE. DRISCOLL. Mr. Cha in, I move ) 
strike out the whole paragraph 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentler r fre New \ Te) ' 
amendment, which the Clerk will repo 

The Clerk read as follows 

Reginning at line 15, pa 210 } 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on 
ment. 

The question was taken; and on a divis ed M 
MicHaArEL E. Driscoi.) there were yes 31 ( 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL L ck ! 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman f ‘ \ rd ‘ 
tellers. As many as are in favor of ord { $y 
and stand until counted. [After counting Fourt i 
men: not a sufficient number, and tellers are refused 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ou e 
word. I notice that this paragraph endeavors to pet 
the present commission controlling the House Off | 
and it adds to that commission Mr. CHAMP CLARK. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken; it is not 
the House Office Building Commission 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes; I think so 

Mr. FITZGERALD NO: minder the uw prov ding the 
teration of this Chamber another commission was appointed 


A MemBper. Who were they? 








Mr. FITZGERALD. It consists of the Speaker, the gentle 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatri], the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN], the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. How 
AnD], and that commission had authority to make a cont! 

I wish the gentleman to have these facts, and then he can ; 

on with his statement. The commission have authority to make 
a contract for the alteration of this Hall Before attempting to 
enter into any contract the commission reported to the Com 
mittee on Appropriations that it preferred that the House 
should have an opportunity to pass upon this question, and that 
if the alterations were to be made they felt that the gentle 


ted as Speaker in the 


man who has already practically been sele 


next House should be in a position to have something to do with 
the work. It is not, however, the House Office Commission 
Mr. CLAYTON. Well, I thank the gentleman for that ex 


correct In Stating 


entirely Republi 


planation, and I desire to ask now if I am 
that the personnel of this commission will be 
ean, except Mr. CHAMP CLARK 


Mr. FITZGERALD. It continues Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. CLAYTON. But Mr. Howarp is not a Member elect to 
the next House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is true, but unless he should re 


sign, under some previous rulings he would continue to be a 
member of that commission, 

Mr. CARLIN. But Mr. Howarp would not want to continu 
he is not drawing any salary—and that would leave 
only one Democratie representative on the commission. 

Mr. McCALL. This ‘ovided before it 


was known the gentleman from Georgia would not be a Memb 


us with 


commission was pl for 








of the next House, and I think everybody will » with 1 
that no more competent gentleman could be se 1 for tl 
work. He was a member of the commission h had a 
thority under the statute, which I think | gentl 1 fi 
Alabama assisted in having passed, to make a cont fi 
work. Now, the gentleman from Georgia is perfectly wi 
to retire. It seems to me that as he has been with the 
mission up to the present time it would ass very 
and it would be very advantageous to the House to hay 
continue in the position, and he was willing to do that. But 
also seemed to me the next Speaker of the Ho | ad 
added to the commission. I will say to the gentleman f1 
Alabama that I shall be very willing to ha ny other Member 
added here that his side of the House desires, so that with 
gentleman from Georgia that side will ha t least three Met 
bers. I would say that the | is have been practically 
fected in regard to this work, and I sl | dis not to | 
the gentleman from Georgia be a nh ibe f the con s 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to as 
the contract been let 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor 
and I desire to have some small part in the colloquy [Lau 
ter.] I may say, Mr. Chairman, in reply to the st 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, that I quite « ! 
desire which he has expressed to have the Hou 


of the services and the experience of Mr. Howarp of G 
but I think, Mr. Chairman, it is not fair to a Democratic House 
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to have a commission that is going to provide for the expendi- 
ture of such a sum—I believe $350,000 is the amount it is going 


to cost—with only one Democratic Member on that commission. 
It hardly scems fair, and I suggest to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachus s that while he is adding Mr. CLarK, and while he 
wants to retain Mr. Howarp, why not add, say, two other 
Democrats to it? 


Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I should be very glad, and I 
suppose it is in order now to move to add other Members to 
the commission—to make the motion at the proper time for two 
gentlemen to be added from that side of the House. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And I would be quite content. 

Mr. McCALL. The gentleman from Alabama had some part 
in this work two years ago, and he or some gentleman, like the 
gentleman from Kentucky or the gentleman from New York, of 
the Committee on Appropriations—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope the gentleman will make some such 
suggestion at the proper time. But I would prefer that the 
gentleman permit me in that connection to say that I think it 
would be better for him to add some Member from the Appro- 
priations Committee, somebody else rather than the “ gentleman 
from Alabama.” I am not seeking any more work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the entire 
paragraph. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. 
the paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. McCALL. I will move to add the names of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FirzGeraLp] and the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ After the word “ CLARK,” in line 16, page 211, insert: “ Representa- 
tive Joun J, FITZGERALD and Representative SwaGar SHERLEY.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the paragraph, lines 9 to 17, both inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, before that is 
voted on I want to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCau] a question, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Then, I will ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] a question. I would like to know 
whether or not he knows that the contracts for the changes here 
have been already made? 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood the gentleman from Massachu- 
Seits answered that question a moment ago and to say that 
they had not. 

Mr. McCALL. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
on this subject. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Ketrer] to allow me to ask him one question. 

Mr. KEIFER. If it is not to be taken out of my time. 

Mr. ADAMSON. As an expert, you having been Speaker of 
this House, I want to ask if it is not possible to avoid that 
change and that expense by the Speaker’s requiring each Mem 
ber to remain at his desk while he is in the Hous 
serve order? 

Mr. KEIFER. That needs no expert to answer. If every 
gentleman would remain in his seat and preserve order, we 
would always have order, and we could be well heard any 
where in this Hall. 

Mr. ADAMSON. That is not the question, if the gentleman 
will pardon me. I asked if it is not possible for the Speaker to 
compel them so that we can have the benefit of the Hall to do 
business? 

Mr. KEIFER. 


as it is of gen 


Chairman, is it in order for us to perfect 


KEIFER] 


They have not. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I will say but very little 


*, and to pre- 


I do not believe this body of men, composed 
tlemen desirous, as they are, of always preserv- 
ing their good behavior, can be kept in that situation by any 
Speaker in the world. 

Mr. ADAMSON. ‘Then you have lost my yote. I was going 
to vote with you. ; 

Mr. KEIFER. You will have to vote on other grounds. I 
have high respect for you, but I think sometime or other you 
would violate the rule you would like the Speaker to enforce, 
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notwithstanding the Speaker might try to have you obey a good 
rule. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I might suggest that the gentleman asi 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarK]. 

Mr. KEIFER. I did not care to get into this colloquy. I 


| have seen efforts made by different Speakers to keep this Hal! 
| in good order, and I think gentlemen believe they are doing 


their duty sometimes even when they talk too loud and keep 
out of their seats and get down in front of the desk. At times 
they can be required to keep their seats, but they will not keep 
them constantly. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that the proposition to 


| change this Hall, which has grown sacred in its use for so 





many years, is going to be a successful one. I understand per 
fectly that it is a box with halls around it, and no sunlight 
directly coming into it except that which is strained in through 
the colored glass over us, and we hardly ever get any pure air 
here except that which is pumped in by some process or other; 
and yet I understand that when the new plan is carried out we 
are to have that same condition, only a little exaggerated from 
what it is now. 

This Hall is not an easy one for persons to be heard in. Un 
less the Members keep the order that my friend would like to 
have, it is not an easy one. But the proposition to change it 
and to alter it is not one that commends itself, I think, to any- 
body who has given any attention to it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield for a 


| question? 


Mr. KEIFER. An enlargement of the Hall will not help the 
accousties of the Hall. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I agree with the gentleman, and 
I- want to ask but one question. I want to ask him if he does 
not think we ought to be rather reluctant now, in the present 


| condition of the Treasury, to spend $350,000 for our own con- 


venience and simply to beautify and improve this Chamber, 
where for a number of years we have assembled satisfactorily, 
and to which we are all anxious to come back? [Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, IT would like to have five min- 
utes. I did not have the last minute. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his time five minutes. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 


Mr. KEIFER. I thank the House. We have heard a great 


| deal about spending the people's money, and the gentleman may 


be right in his opinion that this experiment of undertaking to 
make a better Hall and provide better conveniences here by the 
expenditure right now of $350,000 just as the Democratic ma 


| jority—pretended, at least—is coming into power, and to make 


all these improvements for their convenience in the Hall, is an 
experiment of doubtful propriety. It may be that that is a 
good argument against making the change. I was recently 10 


| the hall of the popular legislative body in Brussels, Belgium. 


It is differently constructed from this one. It is not so large, 


| and it has not so great a floor space as this, and the desks are 


| legele 
LACK, 


much smaller and have many conveniences which our desks 
I think if our desks here were modeled on those we would 
not have so much room here for trash and truck about us that 
are always in our way, but we would have room enough to write 
letters if we wanted to, and to keep some papers convenient!) 
near us for examination and for use in case we made speeches 

I was particular in looking at the models of desks in that 
legislative chamber and their arrangement, and with thore ar- 
rangements, if they were installed here and these cumbersom? 
cesks taken out, I am sure we can provide for that monstous 
Liouse that is to meet here, not in the Sixty-second Congress but 
in the Sixty-third Congress, and that the 433 or more Members 
of it can well be provided for and have as much comfort and 
convenience, at least, as we have here now. 

So I make my motion, although I am not interested personally 
in the result of it. I make the motien to strike out the clause, 


| not that I am objecting at all to the names of the persons who 


are to have charge of this matter of altering or changing this 
Hall, in case it is to be changed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment, 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, just a moment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
recognized. 


Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I always listen to the gentle- 


man from Ohio with great respect, but I think that he is wrong 
in this instance. The House of Representatives in the last 
Congress, after the question had been discussed, voted to au- 
This Chamber is by far 


thorize this change without a division, 





oe 





the iargest chamber that any legislative body in the world has, 
and » reason, it seems to me, why this House of Representa 


tir is not regarded outside of it as the greatest legislative 
body in the world is because it is trying to do business in the 


creitest legislative chamber of the world. The floor area of 
tl {louse is rearly three times that of the British House of 
(" ons. If we want to see ourselves as others see us, we 
have only to look at the estimates made of this House by 
writers of authority who have looked upon it from the gal- 
We all know that the case is an exceptional one when 
we go to the gallery with a friend and that friend is able to 
hear anything that is being said in debate. 
‘This hall has been written about by writers of authority. The 
ling one, perhaps, is Mr. James Bryce, now the ambassador 
f Great Britain in this country, and he says: 
more than thrice as large as the English House of Commons, 
with a floor about equal in area to that of Westminster Hall, 139 feet 
] 93 feet wide and 36 feet high. * * * The proportions are 
d that it is not till you observe how small a man looks at the 
end, and how faint ordinary voices sound, that you realize its 
, ~ x * 


When you enter, your first impression is of noise and turmoil, a noise 

hat of short, sharp waves in a Highland loch fretting under a 

against a rocky shore. The raising and dropping of desk lids, 

itching of pens, the clapping of hands to call the pages—keen 

l oys who race along the gangways—the pattering of many feet, 

the hum of talking on the floor and in the galleries, make up a din over 

‘ the Speaker with the sharp taps of his hammer, or the orators 

shrill throats, find it hard to make themselves audible. I 

l eard American voices sound so harsh or disagreeable as they do 

her Nor is it only the noise that gives the impression of disorder. 

0 three or four members are on their feet at once, each shouting to 

{ the Speaker's attention. * * * Less favorable conditions for 

y can not be imagined, and one is not surprised to be told that 

‘ was more animated and practical in the much smaller room 
V the House formerly cccupied. 


And then we have the same thing from a high American au- 
i y, President Woodrow Wilson, now governor of New Jer- 
sey, in which he expresses himself very emphatically in criti- 
cism of the House of Representatives, the great popular body 
of the American people, attempting to transact its business in 


hall of such enormous size as this. 

Only recently in one of the magazines Prof. Goldwin Smith, 
who before his death came to be the first man of letters of the 
British Empire and who was a warm friend of our country and 
our institutions, gave an estimate of this House as seen from 


the gallery, and it comported closely with that given by Mr. 
Bryce and Mr. Wilson. Now, Mr. Chairman, this House has not 
attracted the attention that it should have received, not because 

s Members have lacked in ability, because the greatest men 
who ever served in the Senate have also served in the House of 
Representatives. Henry Clay made some of his greatest 
speeches in yonder Hall; Daniel Webster was also an orna- 
ment of the House, and John Quincy Adams, as we all know, 

le almost his greatest record as a representative of the 
people. We have had very many great men here who were 
never in the Senate. We have had Presidents like Lincoln, Gar- 
field, and MeKinley, and we have had other eminent statesmen, 
orators, like Henry Winter Davis, Thomas B. Reed, and Speaker 
Crisp who were not in the other House. 

but it is admitted, I believe, by those who have studied the 
Ilouse of Representatives that debate in this body does not 
have the practical effect and the influence that it had when the 
Hfouse was in a smaller chamber. 

In the revised plans that have been prepared with very great 
care the commission has not been hasty in reaching a decision. 
We do remedy the defect spoken of by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Kerrer]; we carry the House through to the outer air on 
the south side of the Chamber. We reduce the floor area of 
the Hall by over 2,200 feet, and we reduce its cubical contents 
by about 140,000 cubie feet, so that in contents it is but little 
larger than the Senate Chamber. I believe that the one thing 
that is indispensable to give this House the place that belongs 
to it under our Constitution, te secure its efficiency and to put 
it W here historians will recognize its merit, is to adopt the pend- 
Ing proposition and make the appropriation that has already 
been authorized by law. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I can not help speaking a 
word on this matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentle- 
Mian a moment? I ask unanimous consent that all debate on 
the paragraph and the motion of the gentleman be closed in 10 
Ininutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that all debate be closed in 10 minutes. Is there objection ? 

Mr. NYE. I object. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
the paragraph and all amendments thereto close in five minutes. 

_The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey 
yield for that purpose? 
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Mr. PARKER. I yield for that purpose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The 





ques nis on ( 1 O ie gen 
tleman from Kentucky, tha debate on the paragraph and 
all amendments thereto close in five minutes 

The question was taken, and the mot creed to. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I int t f th sa 
practical matter. We may all agree, and do all agree, that we 
would rather speak in a smaller hall \ can be tried. <A 
partition on either side of the Speaker's desk from 1 th to 
south, with galleries east and west, would give large roo 





under the galleries for the gathering of Members on either side, 





Democratic and Republican. 

I can not agree that it is well to carry this hall clear ba 
to the windows of the south wall. That will not help vent 
tion. The windows are there now, which would vent e if 
people would let them be open. They are now in a lobby, and 
if in the Hall of Congress there would be still more objection 
to our opening any of those windows. I can not agree that 
ventilation is now impossible. Air is like a rope—more easily 
pulled than pushed. We have been following the pian of push 
ing in hot air and letting it out at the top. The hot air that 
comes in goes up in a column to the top and leaves the foul 
air here. 

Mr. CLAYTON, Does not tl gentleman think that we gen 
erate a great deal of hot air. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, that is not to be taken out of 


my time. 

Mr. McCALL. We ventilate both above and below. 

Mr. PARKER. We do not draw the air from where it is 
fouled, at the height of a man’s head, so as t ear the hall of 


that foul stratum of air. Mr. Chairman, a single fireplace fixed 
in the wall up to the height of S feet from t ground would 
give more ventilation than anything that we have here 


I want to say besides that that room in t 
lutely essential. We go around this House from one side to 
the other by passing through that lobby. Take it away and you 
will find you have absolutely lost any power of going from 
side of the House to the other without going out in another 
direction. It is our best room for consultation. That is so i 
the Senate Chamber, where it is the marble room. It 
sary here. 

I maintain we ought not to try to make such great cha 
It is easy to put benches in the center of this Hall and a par 


he rear is abso 
oOhe 


is heces 


tition on either side, giving to each party in the House plenty 
of room for a lobby and reading room, with books, facilitie: 
for writing, lockers for each Member's papers, opportunity for 
consultation, and giving aid to the House for independent 
tion, which does not exist now. This is the best plan. If we 
insist on separate desks, we could roof that room, make a ga! 
lery incline, with desks enough for the Members in those ¢ 
leries, leaving a pit in which the speaking could be done. There 
are plenty of ways to accommodate the House, but t 
ticular plan is not complete. It takes away the desks and do 
not provide adjoining reoms where writing can be done And 


it is premature. The act providing for 450 Members is not 5 

a law, and it is not likely to pass, from the looks of things at 
present, at least at this session. This new plan leaves t 

Cherokee Strip and puts part of the House so far on each sid 
that they are really behind the Speaker. It perpetuates t! 
folly of binding each Member to one seat instead of lea 

him free to sit where it may be convenient as business 

ceeds. It is an incomplete plan. The matter can properly 
put over until further consideration is given to alterna 
plans. 


I therefore favor the amendment of the gentleman fr 
Ohio that this paragraph should be struck out of the bill 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on I 
ment to strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken; and on a diyision (demanded by M 
Keirer) there were—ayes 44, noes 65. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


agreeing tot 


Printing Investigation Commission The : ority vested in tl 
Printing Investigation Commi m to exami: nto the ger ! 
f the public printing and binding of Congr and the various exe 
departments, as now existing under authority of an act making app 
priations to supply deficiencies, approved Mat 4, 1909, is hereby 
tinued during the term of the Sixty-second Congress; and the i 
commission shall consist of three Senators who are members 
Joint Committee on Printing and three Mem of the ll se elected 
to the Sixty-second Congress, to be appointed the Speaker, and 
sum of $10,000 is here! ropriated, to ntinue available until J 


1912, for the expenses of said Printin r Investig ti 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 

ment, which I send to the desk and 
The Clerk read as follows: 


n Commissior 
following amend 


isk to have read 


After the word “ appropriated,’ in line 6, on page 212, insert “to 
be immediately available and.” 
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The CHAIRMAN. 





The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 212, line 5, insert after “ Speaker” “and to serve until the 


convening of the Sixty-second Congress.” 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the effect of that amend- 
ment is simply to cover over the recess. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE—PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 
Office of the Public Printer: Public Printer, $5,500; purchasing agent, 
$3,600; attorney, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,500; accountant, : 





>; as- 





sistant purchasing agent, $2,500; cashier and paymaster, 00; clerk 
in charge of the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD at the Capitol, $2,500; assist- 
ant accountant, $2,250; chief timekeeper, $2,000; 1 clerk, $2,000; pay- 


ing teller, $2,000; telegrapher and clerk, $1,800; 
11 clerks of class three; 6 clerks of class two; 
clerks, at $1,000 each; 4 clerks, at $900 each; 


10 clerks of class four ; 
6 clerks of class one; 9 
6 clerks, at $840 each; 


12 clerks, at $720 each; paymaster’s guard, $1,000; chief doorkeeper, 
$1,200; doorkeeper, $1,200; 6 assistant doorkeepers, at $1,000 each; 2 
messengers, at $840 each; chief delivery man, $1,200; 5 delivery men, 
at $050 each; tenephone switchboard operator, $720; 3 assistant tele 
phone switchboard operators, at $600 each; 5 messenger boys, at $450 
each; in all, $133,780, 

Office of the Deputy Public Printer: Deputy Public Printer, $4,500; 
inspector of paper and material, as provided for in section 20 of an 
act to provide for the public printing and binding, approved January 
12, 1895, $2,000; 2 clerks of class one; 1 clerk, $900; 1 chemist, 
$1,600; 1 messenger, $840; 1 messenger boy, $420; in all, $12,660. 

Watch force: Captain of the watch, $1,200; 2 lieutenants of the 
watch, at $900 each; and 64 day and night watchmen, at $720 each; 
in all, $49,080. 


Holidays: To enable the Public Printer to comply with the provisions 
of the law granting holidays and the Executive order granting half 


holidays with pay to the employees of the Government Printing Office, 
$180,000, 


Leaves of absence: 


To enable the Public Printer to comply with the 
provisions of the law granting 30 days’ annual leave to the employees 
of the Government Printing Office, $340,000. 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
on the words “chief clerk, $2,500,” 
Mr. MACON, 

paragraph. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
souri insists upon t 


reserve the point of order 
line 15, page 212. 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 


Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Mis- 
he point of order we will have to reinsert the 
language of the present law which makes this man private sec- 
retary to the Public Printer. We intended give him some- 
thing to do by making him chief clerk instead of private secre- 
tary to the head of the organization. 

Mr. MURPHY. If the gentleman will put in the salary fixed 
by law, I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The salary is not changed at all. 

Mr. MURPHY. The salary is $2,250 by law, and you have 
made it $2,500 only for the year in the last appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We give him the salary we are giving him 
now. 

Mr. MURPHY. But the law fixes the salary at $2,250. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no law fixing the salary, except in 
the current appropriation law he appears as secretary to the 
Public Printer, $2,500; and the committee thought, and the Pub- 
lic Printer recommended, that it had better be changed so that 
he might be assigned to duty as chief clerk, instead of serving 
as secretary to a single officer. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, 
to ask the gentleman if this stands as it if it 
the office of the Deputy Public Printer? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In no way. The duties of the Deputy Pub- 
lic Printer are defined by law. There is not a single duty that 
the Deputy Public Printer performs to-day that he will not be 
required and have an opportunity of performing after this pro- 
vision becomes a law. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. 
error as to that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I know there is an attorney in the Govern- 
ment office who thinks that the effect of this appropriation in 
the appropriation bill will be to change the law with respect to 
the duties of the Deputy Public Printer as defined by law. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. In section 36 of the general 
printing law of 1895 the chief clerk therein designated is the 
man to act as Public Printer in case of death, resignation, and 
so forth. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But a subsequent law changed 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. That is the law of May 27, 
1908, but is it not a fact now that if you change the title of 
secretary back to chief clerk, it will have the effect of wip- 
ing out the functions of the Deputy Public Printer? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It will have no effect whatever, except to 
enable the Public Printer to impose upon this officer the perform- 


to 


I would like 
would affect 


is 


I think the gentleman is in 
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ance of duties that he can not now perform as private secretary, 
That is the only effect. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I think you will relieve the 
Deputy Public Printer of any duties at all, except what the Pub 
lic Printer may assign to him. As the law stands it looks as if 
you re-create the office of chief clerk, which was prior to the act 
of 1908, and practically wipe out the office of Deputy Public 
Printer. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We do not affect the office or duties of the 
Deputy Public Printer by this change, and it is not contemplated 
by anyone, either the Public Printer or any member of the com- 
mittee who recommends this change. This is simply for the 
purpose of enabling the Public Printer to assign to this man 
duties which he otherwise could not do. 

Mr. MURPHY. Will the same man who is now private sec- 
retary be the chief clerk? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Do I understand the chief clerk takes 
the place of the Deputy Public Printer? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
Public Printer in here? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the following paragraph. 
graph provides for the Deputy Public Printer. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
the chairman in charge of the bill a question. 
now authorizing this attorney at $3,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Nothing except the existing or current a) 
propriation act. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
that. 

Mr. MURPHY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mi: 
nesota one other question. Will the gentleman who is secretary 
now to the Public Printer be made chief clerk? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘That I can not answer. I have no contr 
over the personnel of the office. I do not think the Public 
Printer contemplates changing the personnel in his office at «|! 
under this provision. Of course he could do it anyhow, if he 
wanted to. 

Mr. MURPHY. The private secretary is now under the civil 
service. Would this chief clerk be under the civil service’ 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman is misinformed. The privat 
secretary is not under the civil service. 

Mr. MURPHY. Yes; I beg the gentleman's pardon, but Mr. 
Roosevelt covered him into the civil service. He is a Mis- 
sourian, and we have been looking after him. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The rules of the Civil Service Commission 
expressly authorize the appointment of private secretaries by 
the head of any bureau or head of department or other Go. 
ernment establishment. But the chief clerk has to be appointed 
under the civil-service rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mini 
sota [Mr. TAWNEyY] has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, if the point of order is insisted upon, 
Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I want to make a point of order, Mr. 
Chairman, on line 14, page 12, “ attorney, $3,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes a 
point of order against the language, “ attorney, $3,000.” 

The Chair will ask the gentleman from Minnesota whether 
there is any authorization for this? 


Where do you provide for the Deputy 
The next para- 


to ask 
Is there any law 


I want to make a point of order on 


Mr. TAWNEY. There is no statutory authorization, except 
in the appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of orde”. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I reserved a point of order on 


the paragraph for the purpose of including this attorney. He 
has gone out now on the point of order, and I withdraw the 
point of order on the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the public printing, for the public binding, and for paper 
the public printing and binding, including the cost of printing the 
bates and proceedings of Congress in the CoNGressIONAL Recorp, and 
for lithographing, mapping, and engraving for both Houses of Con- 
gress, the Supreme Court of the United States, the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, the Library of Congress, 
the Smithsonian Institution, the Interstate Commerce Commission, the 
International Bureau of American Republics, the Executive Office, and 
the departments; for salaries, compensation, or wages, of all necessary 
employees additional to those herein specifically appropriated for, includ- 
ing the compensation of the foreman of binding and the foreman of print- 
ing; rents, fuel, gas, electric current, gas and electric fixtures, and ice; 
bicycles, horses, wagons and harness, electrical vehicles, and the care, driv- 
ing, and subsistence of the same, to be used only for official paspen. in- 
cluding the purchase, maintenance, and driving of horses and vehicles for 


for 


de- 


official use of the officers of the Government Printing Office when in writ- 
ing ordered by the Public Printer; freight, expressage, telegraph and 
telephone service; furniture, typewriters, and carpets; traveling ex- 
penses, stationery, postage, and advertising; directories, technical books, 
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and books of reference, not exceeding $500: adding and numbering 
machines, time stamps, and other machines of similar character; ma- 
chinery (not exceeding $100,000); equipment, and for repairs to 
machinery, implements, and buildings, and for minor alterations to 
buildings; construction of roof over vacant walled space west of the 
H Street Annex to the Government Printing Office; necessary equip- 
ment, maintenance, and supplies for the emergency room for the use 
of all employees in the Government Printing Office who may be taken 
suddenly ill or receive injury while on duty; other necessary con 
tingent and miscellaneous items authorized by the Public Printer; and 
for all the necessary materials and equipment needed in the prosecution 
and delivery of the work, $4,581,230. 

Mr. COX of Indiana, 
order on the paragraph. ; 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order upon 
the two words “electrical vehicles,’ in line 9, page 215. It 
seems to be new. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I understand that is one of the 
means of equipment of this establishment. 

Mr. MACON. I understand it fs, and so would automobiles 
be, and so would a street car be, or anything else that the gen- 
tleman might appropriate for in this paragraph. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then your point is you would not have it 
equipped at all? 
Mr. MACON. 

kind. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
wagons, 

Mr. MACON. Oh, you might appropriate for an automobile 
for the Speaker or an automobile for each Member of the House 
on an appropriation bill if bills of that kind can carry an appro- 
priation for electrical vehicles for the Public Printer. 

Mr. KEIFER. This is an automobile such as we have been 
providing for you in the future. 

Mr. MACON, I fought against that, sir; 
out on a point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the gentleman referring to electrical 
vehicles at the Printing Office? 

Mr. MACON. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Public Printer explained to the com- 
mittee that by utilizing the space he has there and by roofing 
it over and substituting motor-propelled vehicles for horses and 
wagons he could make a very substantial reduction in the cost 
of transportation in the office. 

Mr. MACON. I am advised it would cost $75,000 to $100,000 
to make the changes provided for in this paragraph. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken. The Public 
Printer can utilize the vacant space by roofing it over and using 
it as a stable. 

Mr. MACON. The electrical vehicles can be used for any pur- 
pose for the Public Printer to ride in in this city, Maryland, or 
Virginia, or wherever else he sees fit to go. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is not the purpose of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MACON. You ought to show what the purpose is. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have no desire to furnish the Public 
Printer with an automobile—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Firzceratp] if he can inform the Chair 
whether the Public Printing Office now has means of transpor- 
tation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Public Printer has horses and 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 


Oh, yes; but I am against an equipment of that 


That is as much equipment as bicycles and 


and tried to get it 
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wagons for the purpose of transporting materials to be util- | 


ized by the Public Printer in the conduct of his oftice. 
certain whether he has one electrical vehicle or not. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. It is rot carried in the language of 
the last bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not certain about it. I am not 
certain whether the Public Printer has any motor vehicles or 
not. I will ask the chairman of the committee if he has. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; they have none. The purpose is to sub- 
stitute the motor vehicles; that is, to replace the hauling vehi- 
cles with electrical trucks, and by adopting this provision the 
Public Printer will be able to abolish or abandon the stable 
entirely and save all the expense incident to the maintenance of 
the stable for the horses that they are now using fer the trans- 
portation of freight, and utilize another building for the me- 
chanical equipment necessary to maintain the automobile. The 
saving to the Government is $12,000 a year in rent. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Under the language in the bill here, 
“electrical vehicles,” it will be possible, will it not, to abso- 
lutely supplant the present means of transportation and substi- 
tute therefor electrical vehicles? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the purpose of it. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then I shall object to it. 


What is the 
present equipment worth? 


I am not 
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Mr. TAWNEY. A saving of approximately $12,000 a year 
will result. We asked the Public Printer: 
Mr. SmitH. Where will the saving con , 


Mr. DONNELLY. First, in the item of rent. We are now paying $2,400 
a year for a stable 

Mr. SmirH. Do you propose to substitute all « trical vehicles? 

Mr. DONNELLY. Yes, sir; here is d@ statement xhibit r x 
pense of operating the stable at the present s $31,11 S per 
annum. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. How much is that? 
Mr. TAWNEY. $31,000. Then he proceeds: 


The cost of operation, maintenance, and repals 


i \ 
would amount to $21,917.50 
Mr. Matsy. What does the $31,000 represent? 
Mr. DoNNELLY. It is made up of these item Wages of f{ \ a 
stablemen, $10,113.59; wages of drivers, $12,666.21 
Mr. MaLsy (interposing). Does it present the | 


for instance? 
Mr. DONNELLY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SmiruH. How much would it cost. in addition to the $8,000 


equip the Government Printing Office with tl t \ 
lieu of the others? 
Mr. DONNELLY. It will cost $50,000 
Mr. MALBy. Could you get more service out of the electrical \ ‘ 
Mr. DONNELLY. Much more service and more efticient rv oO 
stable is, for a heavy truck team, about 10 minutes from the G 
ment Printing Office, going and coming rhis 100 yards from our 


shipping and receiving platforms, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. What is the present outfit worth—the 
horses, harness, and so forth? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me read a little further: 


Mr. SmivH. What size electrical vehicles are you expecting to 
trucks? 

Mr. DONNELLY. One 4-ton truck, three 3-ton trucks, three 1-ton 
trucks, 2 mail wagons, and 3 light electrical vehicles for delivery and 
conveyance purposes 

Mr. SmitH. What do you say as to w her you would {imme 
have to raise the salary of the chauffeurs above the salary of the di s 
whether or not a higher-priced man is not necessary to operate an 


electrical vehicle than to drive a team in Washington? 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for two minutes more 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I ask that the gentleman niay 
accorded five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that 
the gentleman from Minnesota may have five 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


minutes 
The Chair hears none. 
Publie Printer an 


Mr. TAWNEY. To that question the 
swered: 

No, sir: we would instruct the p ent fori drivers t 
the machines. 

Now, anyone familiar with the operation of electri 
vehicles knows that it requires less skill to operate an ¢ 
motor vehicle than it does to operate a gusoline or power 


motor, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. If the Public Printer shall substitute 
the electrical vehicles for the horses and wagons that he now 
has, has he any information as to what the present value of 
the horses and wagons is which would be dispensed with by 
the use of electrical vehicles? 


Mr. TAWNEY. I have not, Mr. Chairman, except by ip 


ference, from the amount that is expended annually on tl 
purchase ef horses. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Let me ask the gentleman this q' 


tion: If it be the purpose to dispense with the horses and 
wagons—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes: to substitute electric vehicles ent 
for horses and wagons. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. If the gentleman wil! wait until T put 
the question to him, I would be glad. If it is the purpose to 
dispense with the horses and wagons and substitute ele 
vehicles, then what was the necessity of carrying in thi 
the old vehicles, horses, wagons, harness, and so forth? In 
other words, if we are going to dispense with the old « 


] | 


i 


ment and use the electric vehicles alone, wl did the ge 
man carry the other equipment along in the bill? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the Pub I ‘ 1 not 


change from one kind of transportation to another in an j 
stant, or in a day ora month. It can not be done instantly. It 
will have to be done gradually. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. This appropriation does not become 
effective until July next? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not until July 1. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The change in the building « id not 
be made until that time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Public Printer can then prepare for the 
change. The expenditure, however, for horses and wagous \ 
not be made. The expenditure for electrical apnarati 
vehicles will be made after the 1st of July. But provision must 
be made for the maintenance of the horses until the substitution 
is made. 
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r. COX of Indiana. 
y elect. motors for the superintendent to ride around in, 
‘AWNEY. It is not. The Public Printer himself states 
the number of machines that he intends to purchase with this 
vopriation and the character of them, and there are none of 
for his own ial use. 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
point of order? 
MACON, Yes: 
CHAIRMAN 
from Minnesota 

Mr. MACON I desire to have a 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
Chair desires to inquire of the 
whether the Public Printing Offic 
transportation, 


Mr. TAWNEY. The means 


any? 

them 
The 

on ti 
Nit 
The 


persol 


from Arkansas insist 


I insist on the point of order. 
The Chair will inquire of the gentleman 
word in repl 
to have a word. The 
gentleman from Minnesota 
» now maints any system of 


V. 


desires 
iins 


of transportation is authorized. 
The law estab] ¢ the Gov Printing Office clothes the 
Government Printer, the head of the department, with the au- 
thority to do the public printing and necessarily includes the 
authority for the equipment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asked the gentleman whether, 
asan of fact, the Government Printing Office is now main- 
taining a system of transportation. 


ishil ernment 


mtter 


Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, certainly; I did not understand the 
il quiry of the Chair. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, a few years ago the President 
of the United States was not furnished with automobiles, and 


when it was desired to change his transportation by horses and 
to automobiles it was necessary to provide for them 
in an orderly way and not upon an appropriation bill. 

In this particular instance, they have a system of transpor- 
tation in connection with the Public Printing Bureau, but it is 
with horses, wagons, and so forth, and they still provide in this 
paragraph for the continuation of the wagons, and 
harness for transportation facilities. In addition to that, they 
bring in new matter and try to authorize an entirely new sys- 
tem of transportation, to wit, that of electrical machines. So 
that under this paragraph, if it held to be in order, the 
Publie Printer can provide himself with an electrie carriage or 


1, la 
Venicies 


horses, 


is 


any other kind of an electrical vehicle that he saw fit to use, 
and in doing so would be given a privilege that is in direct vio- 


lation of the rules of this House when it prohibits new matter 
being carried upon an appropriation bill. I do not think it will 
do to say that because some department in the city of Washing- 
ton is now furnished with horses and carriages—the Secretary 
of War, for instance, or the Secretary of the Navy, who are 
provided with horses and carriages—that upon an appropriation 
bill it could be provided that that character of transportation 
could be dispensed with, and a $20,000 automobile substituted 
therefor. It is my contention that this is new matter on this 
appropriation bill and not authorized under existing law. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The Public 
Printing Office is maintained in accordance with law, and in 
the course of its business, as the Chair understands it, is re- 
quired constantly to transport paper and other supplies and 
printed matter from one part of the city to another and to and 
from the Printing Office and to the various departments. The 
gentleman from Arkansas is quite correct in stating that in an 


Under this language it is broad enough | 


appropriation )ill it would not be in order to provide automobile | 


transportation for some official of the Government without au- 
thority of law, but in this case there exists the authority and 
the necessity for providing transportation for the Publie Print- 
ing Office in order that it may conduct the business for which 
it is organized. 

The bill and the law carries other forms of transportation— 
bicycles, horses, wagons, and so forth, to be used only for official 
purposes. This paragraph includes the additional form of 
transportation by electrical vehicles. The Chair thinks the 
Government Printing Office, under the law, is entitled to trans- 
port its products and the articles from which it manufactures 
its products. And it seems to the Chair that the item is en- 
tirely different from those items where it is sought to provide 
for a particular kind of transportation for a particular official 
for his personal or official use. The Chair therefore overrules 
the point of order, 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 16, line 6, after the word “ dollars,” insert: 

“ Provided, That from and after the passage of this act the 
sation of pressmen employed in the Government Printing Office 
at the rate of not less than 55 cents per hour.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
order. 


amend- 


compen- 
shall be 


Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve the point of 





Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to call the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that the associated printing 
trades in great cities like Chicago are paying men from 60 to 
65 and 70 cents an hour, and the Government of the United 
States is paying only 50 cents an hour. I think the United 
States can pay 55 cents an hour without jeopardizing the rights 
of the people. These men are all experienced men, men trained 
in the art of printing, and 55 cents an hour is as little as is paid 
in any of the trades throughout the country. This certainly 
is not an exorbitant sum, and I hope the amendment will 
prevail. 

Mr. FORNES. Are the printers in the private printing offices 
throughout the country given work the year round as in the 
Public Printing Office? 

Mr. MADDEN. Of course there is no certainty about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota in- 
sist upon the point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I shall insist on the point of order, but I 
want to say, in reply to the gentleman from Illinois, that I 
do not do so simply because this is a change of existing law, 
but because the men who are employed in the Government 
Printing Office enjoy privileges and receive compensation that 


men employed in the regular commercial printing offices do 
not receive. Tor example, these men receive 30 days’ leave of 
absence, with pay. They receive pay for all of the holidays; 


and if members of the committee will take the trouble to read 
the paragraph on page 214 of the bill, they will find there is 
$180,000 appropriated for compensation on account of holidays. 
Then, we also carry an appropriation for leaves of absence 
that aggregate $340,000. All of that is distributed among the 
employees of the Government Printing Office, which the em 
ployees in commercial establishments do not receive. I make 
the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I submit herewith, to be 
printed in the Recorp for the information of the House, the 
second conference report on the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial appropriation bill and the statement accompanying it: 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 


AND JUDICIAL 


SECOND CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(IL R. 29360) “making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes,” having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 30, 
31, 32, 33, 200, 201, and 218. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ments of the Senate numbered 85, 86, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 
108, 109, 202, and 205 and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ $90,000’; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 


Amendment 


7 


numbered 42: That the House recede from its 


| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $100,000”; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from it: 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “$7,500”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ $71,820”; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

On amendments numbered 99, 100, 101, and 102 the committee 
of conference have been unable to agree. 

FE. H. GiLcert, 

JOSEPH V. GRAFF, 

L. F. LIvINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

I’. E. WARREN, 

E. J. BURKETT, 

Murpny J. Foster, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
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STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 293860) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year 1912, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon 
by the conference committee and submitted in the accompanying 
report as to each of said amendments, as follows: 

On amendments Nos. 30, 31, 32, and 838: Strikes out the pro- 
posed increase in the salaries of the official reporters and 
stenographers to committees of the House. 

On amendments Nos. 41 and 42: Appropriates $90,000, in- 
stead of $100,000, as proposed by the Senate, and $75,000, as 
proposed by the House, for the increase of the Library of 
Congress. 

On amendments Nos. 44 and 45: Appropriates $7,500, instead 
of $10,000, as proposed by the Senate and $6,000, as proposed 
by the House, for the salary of the Secretary to the President. 

On amendments Nos. 85 and 86: Appropriates $6,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, instead of $5,500, as proposed by the House, 
for the salary of the Director of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing. 

On amendments Nos. 108, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, and 109, 
relating to certain assay offices: Appropriates for those at 
Helena, Mont., New York, N. Y., and Salt Lake City, Utah, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments No. 200 and 201: Strikes out the appropria- 
tion of $5,000, as proposed by the Senate, for an additional 
assistant secretary of Commerce and Labor. 

On amendment No. 202: Extends the investigation of trade 
relations abroad by the Department of Commerce and Labor to 
the United States and the insular possessions. 

On amendment No. 205: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $8,000, as proposed by the House, for 
collating and publishing tariffs of foreign countries. 

On amendment No. 218: Restores the appropriation of $25,000, 
proposed by the House, for completing the testing machine at 
Pittsburg. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on 
amendments Nos, 99, 100, 101, and 102, relating to the assay 
office at Charlotte, N. C. 








FREDK. H. GILuett, 

JosEPH V. GRAFF, 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILE. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For printing and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and 
debates, $1,861,850. And printing and binding for Congress chargeable 


to this appropriation, when recommended to be done by the Committee | 


on Printing of either House, shall be so recommended in a _ report 
containing an approximate estimate of the cost thereof, together with a 
statement from the Publie Printer of estimated approximate cost of 
work previously ordered by Congress, within the fiscal year for which 
this appropriation is made. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 216, after line 24, insert as a new paragraph: 

“In case any Senator, Representative, or Delegate shall fail to pay 
the cost of printing extracts from the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD or other 
documents ordered by him to be printed in accordance with section 3% 
of the act approved January 12, 1895 (28 Stat. L., p. 606), the Public 


Printer shall certify the amount due to the Sergeant at Arms of the | 


Ilouse or the financial clerk of the Senate, as the case may be, and the 
Sergeant at Arms or the financial clerk shall deduct from any salary 
due to said delinquents the said amount or as much thereot as the 
lary due may cover, and pay the amount so obtained to the Public 
l'rinter to be applied by him to the satisfaction of the indebtedness.” 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I do not know anything 
about this, and I would like to hear something about it. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I would say to the gentleman 
that there is a similar provision applying to the stationery room, 
directing the Sergeant at Arms to retain out of the pay of 
Members and Delegates any balance that may be due to the sta- 
tionery clerk. This is extending the law so as to give the 
Public Printer the benefit of the same provision in case Members 
should order the printing of speeches and other printing done 
and neglect to pay for it. It is putting the Public Printer on 
the same basis with the stationery clerk, under the rule. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, A question or two, Mr. Chairman. I 
sume that the Public Printer required payment in advance 
jor all orders for speeches printed or extracts from the Con- 
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| 

| GRESSIONAL Recorp. Now, I understand that in some instances 
he has granted a little leniency in time of payment, but if this 
amendment shall be made, will it not open up a general credit 
system to Members of the House? 


Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I do not think so 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. W it not be regarded as the opening 
up of accounts to Members to be certified r to the Serg 
at Arms for payment? 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. It only ay es to delin 
quents. The gentleman will find the word “ delinquents” is in 


the amendment. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think the amendment is all richt t 
the Public Printer will continue to insist upon payment | 
vance, but of course occasionally a Member may not have his 
check book in his pocket, who would be granted time to ma! 
payment later, and who might go away and forget it, and the 
ought to be a way of reaching such a case, 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I regret to say to the gen- 
tleman there is necessity and occasion for this amendment 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Necessity and occasion—does the 
tleman mean, and I will not press him further, that the 
debts of this kind existing? 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I do. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Then, so far as I am concerned, the 
man who owes them can make the point of order, 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me this proposed 
amendment is a reflection upon the membership of the House, 
but as I am going out and as the gentleman has declared there 
is necessity for the adoption of the amendment, I withdraw tie 
peint of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


e are 


OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT OF DOCUMENTS 


} For superintendent of documents, $5,500; assistant superintendent of 
documents, $2,500: 1 clerk of class 4; 4 clerks of class 3; 4 clerks of 
class 2: 8 clerks of class 1; 8 clerks, at $1,000 each; 6 clerks, at S900 
each: 11 clerks, at $720 each; 1 cataloguer in charge, $1,800: 2 cata 
loguers, at $1,500 each; 3 cataloguers, at $1,200 each; 1 cataloguer. 
$1,100; 7 cataloguers, at $1,000 each; 5 cataloguers, at $900 each; 
cashier, $1,600; 1 librarian, $1,500; shipper in charge, $1,200; stock 
keeper, $1,100; 3 stock keepers, at $1,000 each; 5 stock keepers, at 
$900 each; 2 stock keepers, at $720 each; 2 assistant messengers, at 


$720 each; 3 mailers, at $840 each; janitress, $626; 2 folders, at 








11 laborers, at $626 each; 5 messenger boys, at $420 each 
}in all, $100,384. 
|} Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I am going to have another try 
|} at a point of order. I make the point of order on the increas 
of salary to be found on page 222, in line 5, ** $8,500.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman to 
make the point of order to the words “ five hundred?” 

Mr. MACON. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by substitut 
ing * $38,000” - 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not require any amendment. The 
gentleman simply moves to strike out the words “ five hundred.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 





FORTIFICATIONS, ISTHMIAN CANAL 


For construction of seacoast batteries on the Canal Zone, $2,000,000 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairmen, I ask unanimous consent to 
pass 


Mr. KEIFER. One moment, Mr. Chairman; I reserve the 
point of order 


Mr. TAWNEY. But the paragraph has not been read 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio reserves the 
point of order on the paragraph. 














Mr. TAWNE\ Mr. Chairman, I want to ask unani ‘ 
consent to pass these two paragraphs and read the rema ; 
of the bill, beginning with section 2. That will complete | 
bill, then, with the exception of fortifications and the us for 
public buildings. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minne sks unan 
imous consent to pass over the paragraph, lines 13 to 18, page 
299 Js there objection? [After a pause]. The Chair he 
none 

‘j he Clerk read is fi i ws 

Sex >. All funds ce ted by the government of the Canal Z 

rentals of pu lands and building in the Canal Zor ‘ 

es anama and Colon, and from the zor postal service, and 

irt fe and fines, and collected or raised by taxation in w 

nder the laws of the overnment of the Canal Z are 
ppropriated until and including June 30, s f I 
ues derived from the postal service to the n enan ( t 
remaining revenues, including any balances unex). d 
vears, after setting aside a miscell ous and contir f ! 
exceeding $10,000, to the maintenance of the p i 1001 sys 
‘zone; to the construction and maintenance of public improv 3 





: to the maintenance of the administrative districts; to 
» of Canal Zone charity patients in the hospitals of the 
Commission, and to the maintenance of administrative 





ithout the 


1 duplication of items under this paragraph 
itted to Congress 
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road Co., why is it necessary that there should be kept in New 
York expensive offices and expensive officers of that railroad 
company—general counsel, headquarters, and all that sort of 
thing? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina that while the Government owns the stock, the Govern- 
ment is operating the railroad and a steamship line under the 
charter given to it from the State of New York. That its 
official residence. 

The official residence of the Panama Railroad Co. is in New 
and it must have offices there in order to transact its 
business, because, while it owns the Fanama Railroad, that 





is 


| runs from Colon to Panama, it also owns a line of steamboats 


| that ply between New York and Colon. 


shall be su after the close of the fiscal year 1912. 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I want to ask the gentleman a question bearing on sec- 
tion 2. It says, “ Hereafter the Panama Railroad Co. shall | 
carry no insurance to cover marine or fire losses.” What is | 
the purpose of that, may I ask? | 
Mr. TAWNEY. The purpose of that is to save to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States about $40,000 a year in the pre- 
miums paid to the insurance companies for marine and fire | 
insurance in the past. The reason for it—of course the gentle- 
man from Tennessee knows that the Government carries no | 


insurance on its property, or, rather, it carries its own insurance. 
The Government of the United States owns all 
Panama Railroad Co. 
and belongs to the Government, and the premiums we paid 
prior to incorporating this into law averaged about $40,000 a 
year. Now, the gentleman will remember, I think it was about 
three years ago when this provision was first inserted, and it 
was then provided that the Panama Canal Commission, in case 


the stock of the | 
It is virtually a Government institution | 


Mr. NORRIS. 
boats? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. NORRIS. 


That is, the railroad compiny owns the steam- 


The railroad company. 
And they must maintain th» corporation the 


| Same as any other corporation? 


of loss, was authorized to loan to the Panama Railroad Co. an 
amount sufficient to enable the company—or to pay to the | 
Panama Railroad Company an amount sufficient to reimhurse it 
for the loss—so that the railroad company, that furnishes and | 


maintains a commissary on the Canal Zone, would have money 


with which to buy new supplies to meet those which were de- | 


stroyed by fire. 

But since that time the earnings of the Panama Canal Rail- 
road have increased and the credit of the Panama Railway Co. 
is such now that, in case of loss of that kind, it could borrow 
from the banks where necessary to meet any emergency that 
might arise. And for that reason the commission has recom- 
mended that the change be made as we provided here in sec- 
tion 2, 

Mr. GARRETT. I understand perfectly well the good policy 
of the Government in not carrying its own insurance. I have 
to confess that I am not very familiar with marine insurance, 
however, and I was just wondering—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is insurance on the vessels alone. 

Mr. GARRETT. That is what I was going to inquire. 
on the vessels alone or on the cargo? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is on the vessels. The Government of the 
United States is in no way responsible for the loss of the cargo. 
Of course, in these cases, nearly all of it is our own cargo. 


Is it 


Mr. GARRETT. Yes; I understand that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the loss is of the vessels, of course the 
Government will stand that loss. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask a question concerning 


that same paragraph. I notice it provides that no further pay- 
ment of principal or interest be made. Have there been losses? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That relates to another matter. I will say 
that two years ago last summer there was a loss, and it was 
made good by a provision to make it good to the railroad com- 
pany. It was something like $60,000 or $70,000. The language 
I think which the gentleman from Nebraska is inquiring about 
relates to notes that were given at the beginning of this project. 

Mr. SMITH of fowa. And since 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, the Panama Railroad Co. is relocated, 
or will be relocated, at the end of the next fiscal year, and this 
is done for the purpose of relieving the Treasury Department 
from the necessity of this bookkeeping transaction, because 
that is all it was. At the beginning of this project we did not 
own all of the stock of the Panama Railroad Co. There were 
outstanding shares, and all money that was appropriated for 
the reconstruction of the railroad was loaned the Panama 
Railroad Co., since which time we have obtained possession of 
every share of the stock, and of course it is a debt we all owe 
now to ourselves, and it is merely to obviate the necessity of 
taking money out of one pocket and putting it into another. 


to 


Mr. GARRETT. Of course I take it that in acquiring the 
stock there was a full settlement with the stockholders as to 
the interest and the notes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Of course, the original stockholders were 
fully compensated. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from South Caro- 


lina [Mr. JoHNSoN]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I understood the gen- 
tleman to say that the Government owned every share of stock 
in the Panama Railroad Co. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. If it be true that the 
Government owns every share of stock in the Panama Rail- 


Mr. TAWNEY. They must maintain their corporate status 
in New York the same as any other corporation, and they must 
have their office and transact their business there. They can 
not do otherwise. If they did not maintain a corporate organi- 
zation there they would lose their charter, and we would have 
to operate the whole thing with purely departmenta\ efficers at 
the seat of government or some place else. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I thought the iailroad 
was operated by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The railroad is not operated by the Secve‘ary 
of War. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Did not the Secretary of 
War, not very many months ago, make a contract with a com: 
pany that runs boats from San Francisco? 

Mr. TAWNEY. As an officer of the Panama Railroad Co.; 
yes. He an officer of the Panama Railroad Co., and the 
chairman of the Isthmian Canal Commission is the president 
of the railroad. The Secretary of War is one of the directors 
of the company, and I suppose he has general charge of the 
business policy, possibly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Then I want to ask the 
gentleman another question in that connection. Is it true that 
he made a contract with a steamship company on the Pacific 
side, giving them perhaps twice as much of the tonnage as was 
hitherto allowed? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Allowed to whom? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. To the company owning 
and operating steamships carrying freight from San Francisco 
to New York. 

Is it not true that he or his subordinates, whoever they were, 
during the past year entered into a contract with that com 
pany, giving them something like twice the proportion of charges 
that they hitherto received? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not answer the question positively. I 
would say it is not true on general principles, but I have no 
information upon the subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 
lack of being true? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. 
some kind was made. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The newspapers reported 
the fact that there was a tremendous difference in the business 
given to that steamship line, giving them a freight charge much 
larger and a larger proportion of the freight than they had 
hitherto received. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know whether it was the result of 
a contract or not, but whatever was the cause, the steamboats 
of the Panama Railroad Co. plying between Colon and New 
York are carrying anywhere from twice to three times the 
amount of freight from the Pacific coast now that they were 
carrying a year ago. I do not know what the cause of it is, but 
I understand that is a fact. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I do not know how a 
privately owned steamship line could have all the freight to 
haul. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to any increase 
in the postal rates on second-class mail matter. The amend 
ment proposed to be put on the Post Office appropriation Dill 
in the Senate to do so is a tax on intelligence and an imposi- 
tion on the reading people of our country. I trust it will be 
signally defeated in the Senate when the matter comes to a 
vote. In this connection I now send to the Clerk’s desk and 


is 


Then how much does it 


I know that a contract of 


ask to have read in my time, as a part of my remarks, a splen- 
| did letter written by our former colleague, the Hon. William 
R. Hearst, to his friend Col. John Temple Graves, which was 
published yesterday in the Washington Port, and elucidates 
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the whole question in an able way and a commendable manne! 

l e every taxpayer in the country will read this patriot 
r of Mi learst, and then write to his Member of ¢ 

er hat he thinks of the iniquity to increas : ; 

l $0 l m l el 
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Mr. GARRETT. I think IT understand. 





Mr. TAWNEY. The head of the commissary department 
a n there urged this very strongly, for two reasons: One is 
the amount of time lost in advertising and the annoyance in 
‘ plying with all of the rules and regulations that are im- 
poset upon outside companies doing business with the Govern- 
i t; the other was the requirement of a bond. 

ow, for example, when he, at the head of the commissary 
d ment, makes an offer or accepts a bid of the Marine Corps 
f bs nee, he must make a bid for a period of six months. 
Hie bids higher at the time, for the purpose of covering any 
jr le increase in the price of articles of subsistence that may 
occur during the six months or a year, and it is costing the Ma- 
I Corps and Navy Department more for articles of sub- 
sistence than it would if simply furnished by the Navy Depart- 
ment and paid for in the ordinary way of doing business be- 
tween the various bureaus of the department. 

Mr. GARRETT. This is to do away with a system which 
ha een rendered archaic by virtue of the Government becom- 
i the sole owner of the Panama Railroad? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is right; the word “archaic” is ex 

right Mr. Chairman, this completes the reading of the 
b with the exception of two items—the fortification of the 
I ma Canal and the public-building items, which cover the 
first GO pages of this bill. The Supervising Architect has gone 


} 


over all of the publie-building items of the bill, has corrected all 
the typographical and other 

to the immigrant station at Baltimore, where the bill carries 
only $10,000 while the committee recommended $110,000. I do 
not know whether the Members of the House care to remain 
here to-night for the purpose of reading or having read these 61 
pages of public-building items. I think they have all had time 


errors, including the one in respect 


to carefully examine them. Every Member who has any appro 
priation in that bill seems to be satisfied with the action of the 
committee. I have heard no complaints thus far against the 
recommendations of the committee. 

Members of the House understand that the committee has 
trented them absolutely on the square; there has been no favor- 


itisia shown, except in the three instances I referred to yes- 
terday—one in Texas and the other in Washington where 
the buildings are located at the capital of the State, the only 
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two that are so located, and the other at Gettysburg, where it is | 


desired to complete the building in time for the celebration of 
the fiftieth anniversary of that battle. 

I was going to ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that 
we consider as read, beginning at page 5, line 19, down to and 
including page 61, line 15. That includes all of the public-build 
ing items and nothing but public-building items. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to ask the gentleman a question. On page 26, provision for 
Greenwood, Miss., post office, it says, “for site 
of present building, $30,000.” 
public-buildings bill is $60,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The other $30,000 has been appropriated. If 
the gentleman will look at the document furnished by the Super- 





and completion 


The amount authorized by the 


vising Architect he will find there all the appropriations under 
existing authorizations up to the present time, and the reason 
that there is only $380,000 carried in this bill for that item is 
that you have had the other $30,000, 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, there is a similar ¢: 
the matter in which I am interested. That is for Union City, 
Tenn. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is for the continuation. 
of cost is S50.000, 


Mr. GARRETT. Yes: I understand the situation. 
I 


\ TAWNEY\ will yield to the gentleman from Penn- 
sv! ania. 

Mir. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, there is an 1 on page 13 
of the bill 

r tol, Pa., 7 t ? For site and contint nm of ling under 
l ent li nit, $40,000 


the Secretary of the Treasury acquired the site in 1909, but 
no work has been done upon it. Since the alignment of the 


Philadelphia & Trenton Railroad through Bristol, being a part 
of the great Pennsylvania line to New York, has been shifted, 
so that the present post-office site, which was adjacent to the 


railroad station, will be half a mile from the new station, it is 
desired that the Secretary of the Treasury should at his discre- 
tion have the authority to exchange that site for a suitable site 
nearer the new station, and for such an amount of cash as might 
represent the difference in value, if any, between the two sites; 
and if he receives cash that amount shall be appropriated, to- 
gether with the appropriation carried in the bill. The proposi- 
tion is entirely on the side of the Government. It is favored by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, who has written a letter to the 


honorable chairman of the committee, and I ask unanimous con- 
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sent that the amendment which I send to the desk may be 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will repo: 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 7, on page 13, strike out the perlod and insert 
] and the following: 





ovided, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here! 
authorized and empowered, in his discretion, in lieu of erecting the s 
post-office building upon the site at the south corner of Pond 

Mulberry Streets, to exchange said site for (a) a suitable site in 

vicinity of the railroad station about to be established in the neigh! 
hood of Prospect Street, Beaver Dam Road, and Jefferson Avenue, 
the said borough of Bristol, on the new alignment in said borough of ft} 
Vhiladelphia & Trenton Railroad, and (b) the payment by the own 
or owners of such new site to said Secretary of such amount in « 

as may equal the fair difference in value, if any, between such sit 
In the event of such exchange, the Secretary of the Treasury is a 
thorized and directed to erect the post-office building upon the site 
acquired, and to execute a quit-claim deed to the person or pers 

conveying such new site to the United States, conveying all rights, title, 
claim, and interest of the United States in and to said site at t) 
south corner of Pond and Mulberry Streets. And in the 
the Secretary of the Treasury receiving a payment in such 

hange, the amount thereof in addition to the foregoing sum 
$40,000 is hereby appropriated toward the erection of said post-ofl 
uliding, 


1 








event 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the nec 
sity for this legislation grows out of the fact that the statior 
in close proximity to which the site was purchased and the 
building located has been moved by the railroad company 
half a mile from the present site of the railroad station. And 
I find from the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
recommends this change, and the amendment which has be: 
offered does not increase the limit of cost so that there could 
be no greater expenditure by reason of the change. Unless th 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, which has juri 
diction of this legislation, objects, I will not interpose any ob 
jection to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Vem 
sylvania. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I will say that I submitted 
this to the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and he said he had no objection to it at all, that lh 
thought it was in the public interest, and that the amendment 
should be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman from Minnesota, a 
the Chair understands, asks unanimous consent that that por 
tion of the bill, beginning with iine 18, on page 4, and ending 
with line 15, on page 61, which was heretofore passed without 
prejudice, shall now be considered as having been read, subik 
to the amendment to be offered by the gentleman from I 
sylvania. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; and also three minor amendn 
which are made necessary by reason of corrections sent to t 
committee by the Supervising Architect. For example—! 
read so that there will be no misunderstanding—on page 46, 

1, strike out the word “ Michigan” and insert the word “* M 
nesota.” It was printed “Anoka, Mich.,” instead of ‘Al 
Minn.” 


Then on page 8, in line 22, before the word “ ten,” 
words “one hundred and,” so that it would read 
That is the Baltimore immigrant station. 

On page 380, line 4, strike out the words “and courthots 
They have inadvertently inserted those words in 
with the Huntington, Ind., post office, when there 
thorization for anything other than a post oftice. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will again state 
for unanimous consent of the gentleman from Mit 
that portion of the bill beginning with line 18, page 4, and 
ending with line 15, page 61, heretofore passed without }1 
udice, shall now be considered as read, and the amend 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which has | 
read to the committee, and the amendments just read by 
gentleman from Minnesota, be considered as agreed to 
there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent tl 
the Clerk may be permitted to correct all totals in the bill n 
necessary by the amendments, to correspond with the ame 
amounts, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in respect to the Pana: 

Canal fortification item, which is now left, I ask unanimous con 
sent that one hour be allowed the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. ; 
Smitu] and one hour the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIrer 
with the right to yield to Members for and against the propos 
tion such time as they may desire. I will say that this doe 


insert 


*$110,0 


conne 

is no 
the requ 
] 


nesota, 


Seema 


not preclude the possibility of further debate at the expira 
tion of the two hours. I do not want Members to think that 
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will cut off any opportunity for debate under the five-minute Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the time consumed in t 
rule cussion and determinatic of the question of order is 1 oO 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman I hope it | come out of the two hours allotted to the ge 


does not provide that we shall continue debate for two hours The CHAIRMAN. The C! ; derstan hat fl 
if we do not want to. hours’ debate is to be consumed befor tion of 
Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is understood that the debate need | determined. The point of order hi r ved 
not continue for two hours unless there is demand for it. question can remain in abeyance u l the close debat Is 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And that the vote shall be taken when- | there objection? [After a pause.| The Chai Curs nol 
ever the debate is closed. Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 0 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes: the vote should be taken when debate | ratified what is known as the Clayton-Bulwer treaty be 
loses, either under this arrangement or, if debate is continued | Great Britain and the United States with refer { 
under the five-minute rule, the vote is to be taken at the con struction of an ] 
clusion of debate under the five-minute rule. Of course, debate | manifest it was rl her nati ld 
under the five-minute rule is under the control of the committee, | construct this great canal. With the lapse of years we desired 





and the committee can close debate at any time. This subject | to build this canal by ourselves and entered t 1egot 
s one that involves the establishment of an entirely new policy, | With Great Britain for the ogath or modification ¢ 
and it is one of the most important questions that Congress has | Clayton-Bulwer treaty of 1850 That tr 1 express tern 


considered at this session. For that reason I make this request. | forbade the fortification of the canal therein con plated, and 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, while I am not a member | when the new treaty, known as the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, w 
of the Committee on Appropriations and while I very rarely | negotiated it contained an equally positive prohibition ¢ 
endeavor to break in on debate on a matter coming from any | fortification of the new canal. That treaty cont ed a prov 
other committee but my own, yet I have worked on this canal | sion by which the United States and Great Britain jo 
matter for about 14 years, and I hope some time before this | adopted certain rules for the neutralization of the new cana 
debate closes I can get a few minutes, and contained a further provision that the other vations of the 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the gentleman from Georgia will be | world would be invited to adhere to the stipulations of 
given opportunity. tralization. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Dees the gentleman from Minnesota When that treaty came bef 
have any idea now.as to how long he would care to have debate | it was amended, not by striking out the pro ibitien of fortifi 


run? cation, but by inserting a provision that the United States might 
Mr. TAWNEY. I think anywhere between now and 9 o'clock defend the eanal, and by striking out the prov on that the 
Mr. FITZGERALD. That probably will accomplish it. nations of the world should be invited to adhere to the pro 
Mr. TAWNEY. Anywhere between now and 9 o'clock. visions for its neutralization It has been la freq itl 
Mr. FITZGERALD. General debate suggested that this canal could be defended and otected by 


Mr. TAWNEY. Two hours for general debate and then | treaties with the nations of the earth, 





under the five-minute rule, and Members have opportunity to | trality I want to call your particular attention to the fact 
extend their remarks if they desire to do so. t was the American people and not the British people that in 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Otmstrep). The gentleman from Min- | stituted negotiations for the first Hay-Pau f treaty, tha 
nesota asks unanimous consent that that portion of the bill it contained such a guaranty from England, and providing for 
Mr. CLAYTON, Mr. Chairman, I would like to know what | inviting the nations of the earth to adhere to tl ‘ ira 1 of 
the limitation is as to debate. neutralization; and it was t] senate of t \ ted State ha 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state it so that the gen struck out the provisions for inviting the nations of the world 


tleman will understand. The gentleman from Minnesota asks | to adhere to the neutralization prov is that treaty 
nnanimous consent that that portion of the bill beginning with When this treaty as amended by the S » was transmitted 
ine 13, on page 229, and ending with line 18, on the same page, to the British Government t refused ’ } tre 


elating to fortifications of the Isthmian Canal, heretofore | thus amended, and did it for several 1 , pr ne! 


r I 

passed without prejudice, shall now be considered, and debate in | which was the fact that we had stricke e pro 
the nature of general debate may proceed for two hor 

I 


I rs. one | invite the other nations of the earth to adhere aia te 


1our to be controlled by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiru] | with refere to ‘ eutl iti f this car And ¢ ! 
! 

















and the other by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer], and | Britain took the position that she ud not afford to be bound 
neither to be required to oceupy all the time [applause], and at | by a contract to respect the canal and eut y alone of a 
the expiration of that time debate under the five-minute rule the great ions of t earth; that if we were u ing to i 
shall be as usual. vite the other nations to adhere she w be und to s 

Mr. TAWNEY, Shall proceed under the rules of the House. tLis canal, and no be erent with wl by 

The CHAIRMAN. Not to be affected by this unanimous con- | would be so bound 

[ Is there objection? ; ii sti ] it se 3 » Tye sy \ ted SS 

Mr. UNDERWOOD Mr. Chairman, reserving the right en W ther it ed 1 I 
object, I understand some gentlemen on this side of the Hot | i Ltie ( ( \ ‘ W hie ‘ (Let 
on both sides of the proposition, probably, want to speak. Ni on ‘ Lbs dl He ! 
if you exhaust the two hours of general debate, of course, de fe dr pon own st We re 
der a strict interpretation of the rule, there are but two five 1 the treat Hat we W e590 
minute speeches on a side. ow a provision to remain that \ 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama | the earth to adhere » these it el tLe 

re is no disposition on my part, or on the part of any man | an attitude would we be in if appl for a treaty to ¢ 

is opposed to this proposition, to take advantage of the | to build this « , we caused it 

ie. Opportunity is to be given, at least until 9 o'clock. and | to a provision that we would invite l ol e 
hat is only tentative, for full discussion of this proposition. adhere, and thereby lost tl reaty eC red 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand the gentleman from | t! with a \ Ut et 
Minnesota, there will be full opportunity under the five-minute | tl hich we st this trea 
rule hen these cot ! 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; under the five-minute rule. ‘This is | invite the nations « 
done in order to preset is matter fully from the standpoint | place for a new U ty that col 
of both sides of the House. various part 0 old Hay-P 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection. treaty was made, and I now read tum 

Mr. TAWNEY. And the minority members of the committe Lord Lansdowne, w! rw : eB 
before I made this request, had agreed to the division of tl ‘ bassador here, with reference the new, ol d, I 
time between the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from Pau fote treaty. H 
Ohio as representing the two opposing sides on this question. W ndment 1 ng to t 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. L have no objection to the gentlemen o1 provid : c t! 7< f . nse I ed 
the two sides having this tion of ru 7, pl ling that tion 


he ‘ 1g time for general debate. The only | commanding the canal « d nt a [ 
thing i wanted to have understood was that there would be | latter part of the rule 1 — , = 
ample opportunity under the five-minute rule for gentlemer 
this side of the House. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
mittee, of course. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 


nen on It was no longer necessary to expl 

of defense on the part of the United Stat wil j ¥ 
That will be accorded to members of the com- | stricken from the Clayton-Bulwer treaty and tl t Hi 
} Pauncefote treaty the provision that the canal should not | 
| fortified. . 
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CONGRE! 


or more than 50 yea we had been bound 


this « |, bound by solemn treaty obligation ; 
both parties considering the question, we 


rs not to fortify 
and now, with 


struck from this new 


treity the provision against fortification. And yet gentlemen 
would have us believe that this alteration, to which attention 
was called on both sides of the Atlantic, meant nothing what- 


Cver 


and we still had no right to fortify the canal. 
I again read from the memorandum of Lord Lansdowne: 


In form the 


new draft differs from the convention of 1900, under 
which the high contracting parties, after agreeing that the canal might 
be constructed by the United States, undertook to adopt certain rules 
as the basis upon which the canal! should be neutralized. In the new 
draft the United States intimate their readiness “to adopt” somewhat 
similar rules as the basis of the neutralization of the canal. It would 
appear to follow that the whole responsibility for upholding these 
rule and thereby maintaining the neutrality of the canal, would 
henceforward be assumed by the Government of the United States. 
rhe change of form is an important one; but in view of the fact 
that the whole cost of the construction of the canal is to be borne by 
that Government, which is also to be charged with such measures as 
may be necessary to protect it against lawlessness and disorder, His 
Majesty’s Government are not likely to object to it. 
This new treaty not only struck out the provision against 


fortification and struck out the provision that we would invite 
the nations of the earth to adhere to rules for the neutraliza- 
tion of this canal, but it went further, and the United States 
alone adopted certain rules for the neutralization of this canal 
in place of the United States and Great Britain, in the 
former treaty. Having refused the treaty in which England 
joined in the neutralization in part by reason of its inviting 
other nations to share in the defense of the canal with us, it 
is now suggested that we go back to England and tell her that 
with vacillating mind we rejected it then, but that we would 
be glad to have it now, and would be glad to have her give 
us the treaty now that we then refused to accept. [Laughter.] 


as 


Now, nothing can be more important in construing the last 
treaty than the memorandum of the American Secretary of 


State, sent to the Senate when it was considering that treaty, 
and explanatory of it as it was understood on the American 
side at that time. I have here that memorandum, and I want to 
call the attention of the members of this committee to some of 
the matters contained in Secretary Hay’s memorandum on that 
subject. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. Was that memorandum submitted to Great 
Britain? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That memorandum was not sub- 


mitted to the British Government, but it will be discovered on 
reading Lord Lansdowne’s memorandum and this memorandum 


that both understood it alike. 
Mr. NORRIS. I submit that the memorandum submitted by 
our Secretary of State and not submitted to the other party 


should not be considered as final. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


the res gestae while this treaty was being considered in the | 
Senate. The great “Secretary of State who had been making 


it one of the great works of his life to negotiate this treaty 
sends to the American Senate his impressions of it, 
and opinions concerning it. 
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I am only considering it as part of | 


| the 


his views 
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warlike acts it pleased in and near the canal, which would be clearly 
i 


onsistent with its intended neutral character and would depriy 
the commerce and navies of the world of the free use of it. 

It was insisted that by means of the amendment the obligation of 
Great Britain to respect the neutrality of the canal under all circum 
stances would remain in force, while that of the United States, on 
the other hand, would be essentially modified, and that this would 
result in a one-sided agreement, by which Great Britain would be 
debarred from any warlike act in or near the canal, while the United 
States could resort to any such acts, even in time of peace, which ji 


might deem necessary to secure its own safety. 


Moreover, it was insisted that by this amendment, in connection 
with the third amendment, which excluded other powers from beco: 
ing parties to the contract, Great Britain would be placed at a gr 
disadvantage as compared with all other powers, inasmuch as she alone, 
with all her vast interests in the commerce of the world, would be 
bound under all circumstances to respect the neutrality of the canal, 
while the United States, even in time of peace, would have a tre 


right to interfere with the canal on the plea of necessity for its own 
safety, and all other powers not being bound by the treaty could at their 
pleasure disregard its provisions. 


AS TO THE AMENDMENT STRIKING OUT THE ARTICLE IN THE TREATY AS 
SUBMITTED TO THE SENATH WHICH PROVIDED FOR AN INVITATION Tu 
THE OTHER POWERS TO COME IN AND ADHERE TO IT. 


This was emphatically objected to, because if acquiesced in by Gre 
Britain she would be bound by w hat, Lord Lansdowne described as t! 
“stringent rules of neutral conduct” prescribed by the treaty, whiel 
would not be equally binding upon the other powers, and it was urged 
that the adhesion of other powers to the treaty as parties would fu 
nish an additional security for the neutrality of the canal. 

In the hope of reconciling the conflicting views thus presented ly 
tween the former treaty as amended by the Senate and the objections 
thereto of the British Government, the treaty now submited for t! 
consideration of the Senate was drafted. 

The substantial differences from the former treaty are as follows: 


First. In the new draft of treaty the provision superseding t! 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty as a whole, instead of being parenthetically 
inserted, as by the former Senate amendment, was made the subject o! 


an independent article and presented as the first article of the treaty 
It was thus submitted to the consideration of the British Government 
in connection with the other substantial provisions of the treaty which 
declared the neutrality of the canal for the use of all nations on terms 
of entire equality. 

Second. By a change in the first line of Article III, instead of the 
United States and Great Britain jointly adopting as the basis of the 
neutralization of the canal the rules of neutrality prescribed for its us 
as was provided by the former treaty, the United States now alon 
adopts them. 

This was regarded as a very radical and important change and one 


, which would go far toward a reconciliation of the conflicting views 


of the two Governments. 
It relieves Great Britain of all responsibility and obligation to enforce 

neutrality of the canal, which by the former treaty had been im 
posed upon or assumed by her jointly with the United States, and tl! 
meets the main stress of the objection which seemed to underlie or } 
interwoven with her other objections to the former Senate amendments 
The United States alone, as the sole owner of the canal, as a pure! 
American enterprise, adopts and prescribes the rules by which the us 
of the canal shall be regulated, and assumes the entire responsibility 
and burden of enforcing, without the assistance of Great Britain or o! 
any other nation, its absolute neutrality. 

It was also believed that this change would be in harmony with t! 
national wish that this great interoceanic waterway should not on 
be constructed and owned, but exclusively controlled and managed, 
the United States, 

Third. The next important change from the former treaty consis 


in the omission of the words “in time of war as in time of peace” from 
clause 1 of Article III. 
Mr. KEIFER. That is in the treaty. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
nection. 


Not in that part or in the same « 


Mr. KEIFER. It was better arranged. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It does not mean the same thing. 
Mr. KEIFER. It meant exactly what it said. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Let us see what John Hay said: 


No longer insisting upon the language of the Davis amendment 


| which had in terms reserved to the United States express permis 


Mr. CLAYTON. Your contention is that the position you | 
take now in regard to this is in line with the memorandum? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is the memorandum both of | 
Lord Lansdowne and Secretary Hay. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I agree with you. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Do you have to go to 
other papers to ascertain the meaning? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think not; but gentlemen have con- 


tended that 

AS TO THE 
NEUTRAL 
ITS OWN 
ORDER, COVERED 
AMENDMENT. 


His Majesty’s Government criticized the vagueness of the language 


in some way 
RIGHT OF THB 


it forbids fortifications. 
UNITED STATES, NOTWITHSTANDING 
RULES ADOPTED BY THBP TREATY, TO DEFEND ITSELF 
FORCES, AND TO SECURE THB MAINTENANCE OF 
BY WHAT WAS GENERALLY KNOWN AS THE 


THE 
BY 
PUBLIC 
DAVIS 


employed in the amendment, and the absence of all security as to the 
manner in which its ends might at some future time be interpreted; 
but thought that, however precisely it might be worded, it would be 
impossible to determine what might be the effect if one clause per- 
mitting defensive measures and another clause (which has now been 
omitted) prohibiting fortification of the canal were allowed to stand 
side by side in the same convention. 


Great Britain thought that there ought not to be a provision 
there that we might defend the canal as an amendment to the 
treaty which forbade its fortifications, and that matter was 
settled in the second treaty by striking out the prohibition of 
fortification. 


This ame ndment was 


strenuously objected to by Great Britain as 
involving a distinct departure from the principle of neutrality which 
had theretofore found acceptance by both Governments, inasmuch as 
it would, construed by Lord Lansdowne, permit the United States 
in time peace as well as in time of war to resort to whatever 


as 


of 


to disregard the rules of neutrality prescribed, when necessary to secure 
its own defense, which the Senate had apparently deemed 
because the provision in Rule I, that the canal should be 
open “in time of war as in time of peace” to the vessels of 
tions—it was considered that the omission of the words 
war as in time of peace” would dispense with the necessity cf th: 
amendment referred to, and that war between the contracting partie 
or between the United States and any other power, would have t! 
ordinary effect of war upon treaties when not specially otherwise pr 
vided, and would remit both parties to their original and natural rig 

of self-defense and give to the United States the clear right to close 
the canal against the other belligerent, and to protect it and defe1 
itself by whatever means might be necessary. 


necessal 
free and 
all na 
“in time of 


We struck those words from this treaty that we might insure 
that this treaty would not be binding in time of war as well as 
in time of peace. For it is fundamental that treaties not made 
in contemplation of war terminate upon war arising between the 
parties to the treaty. But a treaty made in contemplation of 
war remains in force in war as in peace, and so we struck out 
from this provision in the old treaty the words “in time of 
war as in time of peace” that this treaty might end with war 
so far as this feature was concerned and give us the right to 
defend the canal against all mankind. 


Fourth. In conformity with the Senate’s emphatic rejection of Article 
III of the former treaty, which provided that the high contracting par 
ties would, immediately upon the exchange of ratifications, bring it to 
no such pro- 


a 


the notice of other powers and invite them to adhere to it, 
vision was inserted in the draft of the new treaty. 
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Because the Americans and not the British have rejected the 
theory of international neutrality it was omitted from this 
treaty. We had lost the other treaty because England wanted 
that and we refused it. 


It was believed that the declaration that the canal should be free 
nd open to all nations on terms of entire equality (now that Great 
tritain was relieved of all responsibility and obligation to enforce and 
| its neutrality) would practically meet the force of the objection 
h had been made by Lord Lansdowne to the Senate's excision of the 
rticle inviting the other powers to come in, viz, that Great Britain 
vas placed thereby in a worse position than other nations in case of 
ir with the United States. 
Fifth. The next change from the former treaty is the omission of the 
provision in clause 7 of Article III, which prohibited the fortification of 
the canal, and the transfer to clause 2 of the remaining provision of 
( 
t 
l 
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7, that the United States shall be at liberty to maintain such 
nilitary police along the canal as may be necessary to protect it against 
awlessness and disorder. 

Now, it is true, as suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
Keirer], that this treaty does contain the same language about 
“in time of war as in time of peace” in another connection, and 
I am going to discuss its meaning in that connection in dis- 
cussing some of the provisions of this treaty. I have here the 
final Hay-Pauncefote treaty as ratified. 

The first provision I desire to call attention to is that the 
canal shall be free and open to the vessels of commerce and 
war of all the nations “ observing these rules.” Now, if any na- 
tion attempts to violate the neutrality of this canal it is no longer 
entitled to the use of this canal. The canal is free and open 
to the ships of all nations that observe these rules, and not 
others, and there is not a thing in this treaty to prevent our 
excluding by force from the use of this canal any nation that 
does not observe these rules. I hope that every Member will 
be deeply impressed with the meaning of this phrase, “ open to 
the vessels of commerce and war of all nations observing these 
rules; ” not making a treaty to observe them; not making a 
trenty guaranteeing the neutrality of the canal, but every na- 
tion of this earth shall be entitled to the privileges of the 
canal so long, and only so long, as it observes the rules. 

“The canal shall never be blockaded.” In our strength and 
our courage and our pride we said we would not invite the 
nations of the earth to maintain the neutrality of this canal, 
but that the United States would itself adopt these rules, 
ainong them that this canal shall never be blockaded. 

liow are you going to prevent a blockade if you have not got 
any guns? The smallest naval power on earth can blockade this 
canal unless we have there in some form the instrumentalities 
of war to break the blockade. We did not specify how we would 
guarantee that this canal should not be blockaded, whether by 
Ships of war or land defenses, but our solemn faith is plighted 
to the proposition that we will always protect this canal against 
blockade. 

The provisions of this article shall apply to waters adjacent to the 
canal within 3 marine miles of either end. Vessels of war of a bellig- 


erent shall not remain in such waters longer than 24 hours at any one 
time, except in case of distress. 


mn 


This treaty provided that, though we are not in a strict sense 
Sovereigns there, this treaty shall cover the usual 3 marine 
miles from shore, and that that shall be deemed a part of the 
canal that we are solemnly pledged that we will protect against 
blockade. I propose to insist upon the fortification of this canal, 
first, because when we struck from the treaty with Great 
Britain the provision to ask the nations of the earth to guar- 
antee, and thereby forced her to renounce her guarantee of 
neutrality, we declared a great national policy, that, as we 


owned the canal, we would ourselves defend it against all 
comers, 
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less will we allow it to be blockaded as against our own « 
merce and our own Navy 

We will have spent $400,000,000 chiefly for the purpose of 
creasing the power of the American Navy, and yet an uttet 
insignificant force at one end of this \ in absolutely 

| clude our passing through the « and u y it f 
purposes for which we spent $400,000,000 unless we n def 1 
the ends of the canal and keep this enemy at a d ’ 
our fleet can form after it has passed through the « ‘ | 
we take all the pains to get a treaty exe is I pre ' ' 
of fortification; shall we proudly re liate ad 
other nations and proclaim our purpose of having U \ 
our own strength and then break our lemn pled { 
world that nobody shall be permitted to blockade t! v 
ocean highway? Others may defend the fortificatio 
canal upen what grounds they please. Some may asset 
we would be justified, even in violation of the trent) i 
of emergency in defending ourselves as best we could. IT am 
not here to defend any proposition so shocking to pub inl 
to private morals. I am here to insist that we have the right 
to fortify the canal; that it is more than a right—we h: con 
tracted to preserve its neutrality and to ] . me { 
blockade, and this makes it a solemn duty of this people to 
fortify the entrance of this canal as securely as any of the ports 
in the world. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the bal e 
of my time 

Mr. NYE. Will the gentleman permit one ques 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Most certainly. 

Mr. NYE. Assuming it-is wise to fortify, is it essential to 
pass this appropriation at this time? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is, and I take pleasure in explaining 
why. We have upon the canal the greatest organization that 
ever existed for the installation of concrete work. The emplace 
ments of these fortifications will cost more than $4,000,000, and 
it is essential, as the work upon the locks draws to a close, that 


I shall defend the fortification of this canal, because when we 


struck from the treaties of 50 years the provisions against 
fortification it was the plain understanding of both parties that 
we had the right to fortify. I shall defend the fortification of 
this canal, because the solemn faith of the Republic is pledged 
that we will protect this canal against blockade, and I shall 
insist that fortifications are essential to protect the canal 
against blockade, even by an inferior power. I shall insist 
that this canal shall be fortified, because it is the property of 
the Republic, and we have got the right to defend it against 
the whole world. [Applause.] 

Now, if the United States wants to utilize this canal in time 
of war, to consolidate its fleet upon either coast, a single battle- 
ship stationed at the far end of the canal could prevent the pas- 
sage of a gigantic fleet through the canal. 

It is essential that those who do not observe the provisions 
for the neutralization of the canal shall be kept at such a dis- 
tance that the American fleet can sail through and form and 
not be attacked one vessel at a time as it comes through this 
canal. We said we would not allow it to be blockaded. Much 
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this great force shall not be scattered, but shall proceed with 
its splendid present organization to do this work much more 
cheaply, as it can be done by it, than by any other force. It 
will be a waste of money, a waste probably of millions if this 
be delayed for a single year, and I think that proposition would 
alone be sufticient, but it has been my experience in the work 
of eight years upon the Fortifications Committee that no great 
fortification is completed inside of two to three years from the 
time of the making of the appropriation, and seldom in so short 
a time as that. This canal will now be done before these forti 
fications will be completed. If we ought to have them at all, we 
certainly ought to have them when the canal is finished, and for 
their protection against destruction we need fortifications even 
before the canal is finished. Now, unless there are some other 
questions desired to be asked, I will reserve the balance of my 
time. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa has 20 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the magnitude of the question 
aud the whole scope of the debate is so great that it is im- 
possible to undertake to cover the ground in an hour, and I 
am not at liberty to use that hour myself. I will take but a 
few minutes in my opening remarks on this subject. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been a great effort in this country— 
and my friend from Iowa [Mr. Smiri] has fallen into the same 
line of discussion—to convince people that neutralization of a 
piece of property, like a canal, that is to be used for public pu 
poses by all the world, is capable of being or may be fortified, 
notwithstanding it is by treaty and otherwise guaranteed that 


it shall be neutralized. And great efforts are being made to 
make black seem white. Neutralization and fortification and its 
consequent blockade can not go together. In all international 


treaties neutralization means the exclusion of everything con 
nected with war. Neutralization excludes everything, and my 
friend argues that unless you forbid something to be done by 
express provision in a neutralization treaty you may neutralize 
and at the same time vote war measures all along the line, how 
ever much they may conflict with neutralization and other ex- 
pressly forbidden things. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is on the theory that we will have 
peace if we have to fight for it. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is where another trouble of the gentle- 
man comes in. There never was any occasion in the wor!d for 


neutralization in peace. Neutralization is for war and for war 
conditions. Sut the gentleman argues that you may blockade 


the canal by seacoast defenses, although the treaties all ey 
pressly say it is never to be done. That is the argument, that 


is the testimony, that the first thing that is proposed to be done, 
as reported by the Fortification Board, is to put seacoast de- 








fenses at either end of this canal to blockade it. The gentleman 
. ny nation could blockade it from without. <A blockade 
neve! es that way, but you do not need that, Any little | 
roving ship of any kind that floats the sea, even if you have got 
housand battleships on the canal, can still blockade it from | 
he commerce of the world. 
[ am not going to go into the discussion now at length. The | 

t 1 


an reads largely from a communication which he says | 
was prepared by John Hay and sent to the United States Senate. 
Ile is misled about that. John Hay never prepared it, and it | 
was a matter of remark that he did not do it. The document | 
which he reads from was not prepared by him, but by somebody, 
possibly by a clerk, in the State Department that wanted to 
make an argument that way, and it was disregarded by the 
Senate. The treaty speaks for itself, and Hay negotiated and | 
indorsed it, including all its neutralization. When the Senate | 


ame to deal with the treaty, the Senators, by action of their | 
own, declared that the treaty neutralized the canal and forbade 
fortification. I am speaking of the treaty of November 18, 1901. 
But there was a man about the administration of this Govern- | 
ment at the time the treaty was made and at the time it was | 
sent to the Senate for ratification who was supposed to have 
known something about it, who passed some judgment on it, 

1] he had something to say with reference to it. This is a | 
part of what he declared: 

The treaty of November 18, 1901, was prepared to preserve the 
general principle of neutralization embodied as the settled policy of 
the | nited States Government in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty more than 
w~V years beLore, 

That is what he declared constituted the November 18, 1901, 
Ilay-Pauncefote treaty. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Who said that? 

Mr. KEIFER. The man who said that was Theodore Roose- | 
velt, President of the United States, when he submitted it to | 
the Senate and asked them to ratify it. They took him at his 
word. Some of them said, “ No; we do not want that. Al- 
though it has been the settled policy of this Government since 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty of 1850, we want the right to fortify 
the canal.” There were six of them, as I recollect, who desired 
to retain a right to fortify and blockade the canal. They made | 
motion after motion and offered amendment after amendment | 
to amend that treaty so as to give such right, and they were 
always voted down, Then the treaty was ratified with the 
understanding that it subjected the canal to neutralization, non- 
fortification, and nonblockade. 

I have not time to read the proceedings in the Senate, but 
I will put them in my remarks. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] 
for 10 minutes. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, as we have such a fine au- 
dience, I regret that I have not two or three hours at my com- 
mand. This audience makes up in quality as much as it loses | 
in numbers. [Applause.] The fixing of a limit for general de- 
bate is a signal for a hegira of the Members to escape long, dry 
speeches and return to vote at a time fixed; but some of my 
ussociates, learning that I was to speak at this time, have been 
kind enough to remain, I hope some of my absent brethren, 
who may vote wrong, will, when they read my speech, not con- 
sider me immodest to suggest that they might have avoided 
error by remaining and keeping their minds open to information 
on this subject. [Applause.] 

I am glad on this occasion to be able to compliment both the 
distinguished leaders of this debate that in a measure they are 
both right. I can honestly take the time from the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] and he can properly yield me time, be- 
cause I am going to vote for his motion to strike out this sec 
tion. I could not accept time from the gentleman from Towa 
[Mr. Smiru], though while I agree with most of his proposi- 
tions when the time comes to make them applicab Iam going 
to vote against him now. It is something remarkable that I 


| 
| 











hould be able to agree with either of the gentlemen. Our 
schools of political thought are so different, because of environ 


ment, education, and party alignment, that when I find myself 
in accord with either I am reminded of those old ridiculous lines 
of Goldsmith’s about 


His conduct sti 


ill right, with his argument wrong, 
n was tipsy, the chariot drove home 


The canal should be fortified, as contended by the gentleman 
from [owa, but not now. It should also be neutralized, as in 
sisted by the gentleman from Ohio, but by us alone, unaided by 
other nations 

Now, as to whether or not to fortify the Panama Canal de 
pends upon the angle of vision from which you view the subject. 
If you regard this Government as a commercial machine, mak- 
ing a canal for the benefit of either American commercial ad- 
venturers as a method of ship subsidy or as a free gift to the 
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world in perpetual gratuity, you can talk about it as the gen- 
tleman from Ohio does. But if you take a correct view of 
it, as is taken by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smirug], 
after we build this canal as a constitutional war and navy 
measure, the only warrant we ever had to build it, you can 
very readily reach the right conclusion and agree with me 
that the strip across the Isthumus of Panama ought to be 
used primarily for military and naval purposes. We have 
constructed it for those purposes, and we should so use it as 
to accelerate the passage of our own ships to and fro across 
the Isthmus and we should use it aS a necessary and use- 
ful military and naval base. We could make an attractive 


| and beautiful healthy park out of it there in the Tropics, while 


utilizing it for military and naval stores, for armament and 
equipment that would make us invincible and invulnerable upon 


| either ocean in time of war. 


And in periods of peace—and we hope they will be either fre- 
quent or lengthy—in times of peace and prosperity we should 
invite commerce, and we should make the tolls low enough not 
only to compete with the route around the Horn and the route 
through the Suez Canal, but also to enable us to compete with 
the transcontinental railroads, which so long obstructed and 
prevented the construction of that canal, 

And I may say right here, as I said in the Vifty-fifth Con- 
gress, that these corporate influences operating against the con- 
struction of the canal were so powerful that if the Representa 


| tives who believe in the construction of the canal, as I do, had 


not been willing to vote for it solely as a military and nayal 
measure the canal proposition would never have been com 
menced and no dirt would be flying at Panama. But we took 
a constitutional view of it, and we proceeded to pass that act 
in spite of the opposition of the corporations, and I hold to all 
the views to which I then held, not only that we have the right 
to make it an instrument of strength and power both for offens« 
and defense for the United States, but I go further and xgree 
with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Krirer] that it ought to be 
absolutely neutral. But I do not agree with him that we ought 
to go cringing and fauning and begging all the nations of the 
earth to come here and help us violate and repudiate the Mon- 
roe doctrine to help us in our administration of our rights and 
duties on the Western Continent by agreeing with us how to 
manage our affairs. [Applause.] 

I propose, as I proposed in the beginning, Mr. Chairman, that 
by the might and power of the United States we should say to 
all the earth, as we promised England, that we will not only 
police this canal strip, we will not only protect it against ever 
being blockaded, but we will see that all the nations who ob 
serve the rules of this canal management shall pass through 
the canal on absolutely equal and fair terms, and we wil! at- 
tend to the job ourselves. No other nation is invited to inter 
fere or take a hand in any respect. 

All these questions of our right and duty to fortify and neu- 
tralize the canal on our own account and by our own power 
were thrashed out during the Fifty-fifth, Fifty-sixth, and [ifty 
seventh Congresses. The Clayton-Bulwer treaty contemp!ated 
a purely commercial canal, which Congress had no authority 
to construct. That treaty forbade a military canal, the only 
kind we were warranted to construct. I took the position that 
if we could not amend the Clayton-Bulwer treaty so as to con 
form to our purposes, we ought to denounce it to a final end and 
go on with our plans; but I assert the belief that by proper 
effort we could amend it. We tried and succeeded. We are 
now building a canal according to our own ideas and consti 
tutional authority. In due time we will finish it. Then we 
will devote the canal and canal strip to the use of our Army 
and Navy, incidentally inviting commerce to pass through and 
deriving some financial return therefrom. We should fortify 
at both ends of the canal, placing all around both Panam: and 


Limon Bays and in the islands within Panama Bay the ios 
powerful batteries in the world, invineible and invulnerable. 
secured and protected in the best manner known to the art of! 


war. We should meunt guns with sufficient range, accuracy, 
and carrying capacity to command and clear the offing for miles 
out to sea, so that under their protection our Navy, emerging 
from either end of the canal, may be able to form in battle 
array before proceeding to take care of itself and destroy 
hostile fleet. 

The only standing order, always observed by our Navy, is 
understood to be “ Either destroy or capture all the enemy’s 
ships.” If as predicted by some apprehensive gentlemen, air- 
ships becoming dangerous, threaten to fly over the fortifica- 
tions and thereby annul their usefulness, some Yankee will 
soon invent a gun that will find their range and bring them 
down. Other nations can not object to our fortification plans. 
Certainly England can not until she dismantles Gibraltar and 
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all her fortified positions off our eastern coast, stretching in 
long line from Labador to the southern seas. 
off our coast are not aimed at us nobody knows their purpose, 
vet we do not whine and complain of threatened and immediate 
hostility. Neither can any other nation complain that we 
fortify, making a military reservation of the strip in order to 
protect our property and protect all shipping, military and 
commercial, which we invite to pass through the canal, just as 
we are entitled to security in passing through Suez, whether 
protected by immediate physical power or by the. imputed 
power and presiige which is known to exist, resting ultimately 
und fundamentally upon the power and prestige of British arms. 

But, Mr. Chairman, every boy, I suppose, as soon as he 
begins to think about it, expects to get married some day, but 
he does not want to do that until he is grown and has learned 
how to get married. [Laughter.] 
house as soon as he builds it but he does not move in until it 
is ready. In every one of the last two or three Congresses I 
hive had to resist premature efforts of gentlemen to legislate 
finally for the canal and the canal strip. I have always said, 
“Let us wait and build the canal first. Let us not allow any 
excitement or anything elise to get us out of the track of pro- 
ceeding to the work and finishing the canal.” 

When we have the canal ready to open for our own use, pri- 
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If those guns | 


He expects to occupy his | 


marily, and secondarily for the use of the commerce of the | 


world; when we know that we are going to be there perma- 
nently, and know what we are going to have there, and know 


how we are going to use it, and just what we can do and what is | 


necessary to do, then let us provide permanent legislation for 
the operation of the canal and for the management and govern- 
ment of whatever the United States sees proper to encourage 
and use and keep on that canal strip. [Applause.] And let 
it all be done on our own motion and neutralized by our own 
invitation and power. If we should pursue any other course 
we would sacrifice our ascendency on this continent and justly 
lose the respect of the world. [Applause.] But this legislation 
at this time is premature. The end of material things is not 
coming with the death of this Congress. There will undoubtedly 
be other Congresses, and several of them, before the canal is 
finished. Some of us fear we will have an opportunity to begin 
legislation before we want it. It is not a very long time even 
to next December, even if a Republican President can refrain 
from the extraordinary act of calling together a Democratic 
Congress without promising to sign the bills that pass. If he 
should be illogical enough to convene a Democratic Congress 
prematurely, under the delusion that they will champion his 
measures, gratuitously, rashly, and ridiculously, or if he should 
be insincere enough to call a Democratic House together in extra 
session, without intending in good faith to approve the mens- 
ures which he knows it is their duty to pass, and which he 
knows the people instructed that Congress to pass, we will wel- 
come the call. 

The people will hold him and his party responsible for his 
peculiar conduct. Unless he intends to approve the reform legis- 
lation the people have determined upon, he can depend upon 
it that his pet measures will receive the last and least atten- 
tion. Nobody need become excited or get in a hurry about 
fortification or any other legislation about the regulation of the 
canal or the canal strip. Our business is now, and will be for 
several years to come, to try to finish that canal, and it requires 
an effort on our part to divest the subject of irrelevant ques- 
tions and premature suggestion and action. There are no per- 
ceptible war clouds on the horizon. The people of no nations 
are lying awake of nights meditating assaults on us. Occa- 

tilly we hear an excitable lecture or speech, or read sen- 
Sitional articles in newspaper and magazines, but no reason 
yet appears to precipitate permanent legislation for the strip 
or tor 
advance of its probable opening. When Culebra quits sliding, 
when that volcanic débris assumes its natural slope as does all 
dirt of whatever character, when the locks are finished and 
tried out and the dams are pronounced secure beyond perad- 
venture, when we know what we are doing and are willing to 
risk our own battleships and invite the commerce of the world, 
we will surely have foreseen it long enough to have begun and 
completed preparations, not only for the protection of the canal 
and canal strip, but also for the permanent regulation and 
operation and government thereof. It is, however, entirely un- 
lecessary to become bysterical and begin to hurry now about 
perinanent legislation. If fortifications presented the only prop- 
osition at this time I might have afforded to refrain from these 
remarks, but in other bills and other places we have seen that 
efforts are being made to anticipate by present legislation every- 
thing that can ever become necessary to be done in connection 
with the canal under favorable circumstances and with verifica- | 


r the fortification and management of the canal years in | 
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tion of the hope of the most optimistic. Plans have been made 
and are being carried forward now to push all these m s 
through before this Congress dies a week from to-day, as if 
there were never to be another Congress, and may the good 
Lord vouchsafe to us that there may never be another Repul 
lican Congress. This is all premature. 1 ive heard | the 
arguments in favor of it and all the re 3 ire 
based. Accepting the assertions made in the pr ‘ eo 
them appear plausible at first glance, but on ex m and 
reflection the plausibility disappears. ‘There is no souid 1 i 
to justify such legislation at this time. [Applause.] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr, Chairman, I yieid to the gen 
Virginia [Mr. SAUNDERS]. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Chairman there are two inquiries 


volved in the proposition to fortify the Panama Canal: 

First:—Is it competent for the United States to erect 
fortifications, under the stipulations of existing t1 : 

Second :—Conceding the right, should this right be exe “1 
to the exclusion of any other policy? 

A treaty of neutralization, concluded between this country, 
and the great powers of the world, would be in harmony with 
the spirit and policy that directed all the negotiations which 
preceded the formal beginning of that mighty work at Panama, 
which is destined to change the trade relations, and [ might 
almost say, the destinies of the world. Such a treaty would 
protect the canal in the most effective manner, without burden 
or expense to this country, withont any impingement upon our 
national interests, and without deregation of our national dig- 
nity, and self-respect. It is a recent discovery of the jingo 
spirit, that national honor and self-respect, are involved in the 
construction of great military works, and the mainte 
costly military force on the Isthmus The Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty of 1850, expressly provides, that the contracting parties 
shall guarantee the neutrality of a canal through Central Amer 
ica, and that neither * will ever erect, or maintain, any fortifica 
tions commanding the canal, or the vicinity thereof.” 

In the course of the debate it has been suggested, that in some 
mysterious way, the Monroe doctrine is involved in the fortifica 
tion of the canal by this Government, and that any effort to 
neutralize it through a treaty with the European, and other 
countries, would be a violation of this doctrine. ‘This attitude 
merely iliustrates the straits to which the advocates of fortifica- 
tion are driven, to provide arguments in support of their posi 


anee of a 


tion. The Monroe doctrine was to the front in a far more 
acute form, during the long period preceding the Civil War, 
than it has been at any time in the last 40 years. Yet the 
statesmen and Presidents of that time, never apprehended that 
the maintenance of this doctrine was inconsistent with the 
neutralization of an interoceaniec canal through international 
agreement. In 1826 President Adams declared in his instrue- 
tions to the American representatives to a Panama congress, 
that if an interoceanic canal should be executed so as to admit 
of the passage of sea vessels from ocean to ocean, the benefits 


but should be extended to all parts of the globe upon the pay 

ment of a just compensation, er reasonable tolls. In 1835 the 
Senate of the United States adopted a resolution requesting 
President Jackson to undertake negotiations with the Govern 
ments of Central America, and New Granada (now Colombia), 
to effectually protect by appropriate treaties, such individuals, 
or companies, as might desire to establish communication be 

tween the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, by the construction of a 
ship canal across the Isthmus, and to insure, forever, by the 
stipulations of these treaties, the free and equal right to navi 

gate such canal, to all nations, on the payment of reasonable 
tolls. A like resolution was adopted in 1839, by the Hlouse of 


of it ought not to be exclusively appropriated to any one nation, 
p 
{ 


Re presentatives, which concluded as follows: “ For the purpose 
of ascertaining the practicability of effecting a communication 
between the Atlantic, and Pacific Oceans, by the construction 
of an isthmian canal, and of securing forever, by suitable treaty 
stipulations, the free and equal rights of navigating such canal, 


to all nations.” ; 

In 1846, the United States negotiated a treaty with New 
Granada, (now Colombia) by which the former power guaran 
teed the perfect neutrality of the Isthmus “ with the view that 
the free transit from the one, to the other sea, shall not be inte1 
rupted or embarrassed, at any future time.” 

It may be objected that the parties to these negotiations are 
all nations of the Western Hemisphere. True, but go with 
a step further. A little later, to be precise, in December 184 
an effort was made on the part of President Taylor, through 
his Secretary of State, to induce England to effect a treaty with 
Colombia, then New Granada, by which the former would 
guarantee the neutrality of the Isthmus. At the same time, the 
American minister to Colombia was directed to urge upon that 








country, the wisdom of making such a treaty with Great 
B i So far 

powers in the neutralization of the canal, would be an infrac- 
tion of the Monroe doctrine, President Buchanan welcomed the 
co-operation of these powers. The following extract is taken 
from the President’s reply to a communication from Great 
sritain, suggesting a treaty between Great Britain, France, and 
the United States, to secure the freedom and neutralization of 
the transit route over the Isthmus of Panama: 

The President fully appreciates the importance of that route, to the 
commercial nations of the world, and the great intage that must 
result from its entire security, both in pea und in war, but -he does 

ive that any new uaranty is necessary for this purpose, on 
of the United States. By the treaty concluded with New 
on the 12th, of December 1846, to which your lordship has 





referred, this anteed the neutrality of the Isthmus, and 





Government zg 


also the rights of sovereignty, and property over it, of New Granada. 

A similar measure on the part of England and France, would give 
additional security to the transit, and would be regarded favorably, 
therefore, by this Government But any participation by the United 
States, in such a measure, is rendered unnecessary, by the arrangements 
already referred to The President hopes that by general consent of | 
the maritime powers, the interoceanic lines, with the harbors of im- 
mediate approach, may be secured beyond interruption, to the great 
purpose for which they were established. 

This invitation to England and Trance, to supplement by 


independent action, the undertaking into which this Govern- 
ment had entered to neutralize any interoceanic line of trans- 
portation, followed the Clayton-Bulwer treaty of 1850, which was 
ratified by the Senate on March 22, of that year. It may be 
almost said, that this treaty was the outcome of President 
Taylor’s message of December 1849, in which he insisted that 
an isthmian canal should be constructed under the common 
protection of all nations, for the equal benefit of all. But 
whether it is true that this message was the parent of the 
negotiations that culminated in the treaty, it is none the less 
true, that this treaty was in harmony with the established atti- 
tude of this country, that any canal across the Isthmus, should 
be effectually neutralized, and open to the ships of all coun- 
tries. There was no war-breathing jingo of that day, to oppose 
the co-operation of Great Britain in guaranteeing the neutrali 
zation of the canal, on the ground that such co-operation would 
be an interference with the Monroe doctrine. At least if such 
a jingo existed, he did not make his protest effectual. 

President Pierce, in his message of 1854 actually insisted 
that an effort should be made to make the “doctrine of neu- 
tralization a principle of international law, by means of special 
conventions between the several powers of Europe, and 
America.” 

The Clayton-Bulwer treaty is too elaborate a document for 
reproduction in its entirety, but a few pregnant citations will 
be afforded. In Article I, it is declared, among other things, 
that :—‘‘ The Governments of the United States, and Great Brit- 
ain, hereby declare, that neither the one, or the other, will 
ever obtain, or maintain for itself, any exclusive control over 


said ship canal, agreeing that neither will ever erect, or 
maintain any fortifications commanding the same, or in the 


vicinity thereof.” Later, it is declared in Article V, that the 
signatory powers “will protect the completed canal from in- 
terruption, seizure, or unjust confiscation, and guarantee its 
neutrality, that the said canal may be forever free and 
open.” The parties to this guaranty were amply able to make 
it good, and a canal constructed under the protection of this 
treaty would have been neutralized fcrever and a day, without 
a fort, or a garrison along its route, or any increase of the 
national burdens of the contracting parties. sy the express 
provisions of the treaty, the canal was to be open on like terms 
to the citizens, and subjects, of every other State. The gentle- 
men who oppose neutralization by the powers, on the ground 
that it is in conflict with the Monroe doctrine, will find little 
support for this view, in the attitude expressed in Article VIII, 
of the foregoing treaty. Without reservation, the contracting 
parties engage, in that article, to invite every other State, with 
which either, or both, have friendly intercourse, to enter into 
stipulations with them, similar to those which they have 
entered into with each other, and in Article VIII it is provided 
that the canal shall be open on like terms, to the citizens, and 
subjects, of every other State. 

The Monroe doctrine is difficult of exact definition, but cer- 
tainly it has never been hitherto invoked, to prohibit the powers 
of the world from participating in a great scheme of peace, 
through the effective neutralization of an international high- 
way. We impeach the wisdom and foresight of our forefathers, 
if not their patriotism, by the suggestion that the Monroe doc- 
trine forbids any effort to neutralize the canal by international 
convention. It is passing strange that in the voluminous corre- 
spondence, public documents, and official communications, relat- 
ing to this subject, no trace is found of any lurking belief, on 
the part of anyone concerned with forwarding this great project, 


so 
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that the cooperation of foreign countries with this Government, 


from holding that participation of the European | to preserve the canal from every form of hostile interruption, 
|} WaS an impingement upon a principle so fundamental, and re- 


spected, as the Monroe doctrine. Such a suggestion is not we 


The Monroe doctrine was neither assailed, nor weakened, 


| when the Clayton-Bulwer treaty stipulated the neutrality of the 


| flict. 





canal. The Monroe doctrine is a principle of peace. So is the 
principle of neutralization. They are in harmony, not in con- 
Why not welcome every aid that will tend to keep in- 
violate from the profaning hands of hostile attack, the mighty 
work which we will hold, in its completed form, as a trusiee for 
the world? If the world is to participate on equal terms in the 
benefits of this enterprise, why may not the nations of the world 


;} act in concert to preserve its integrity, and thus relieve this 


country from a burden, which we may be able to carry, but 


| Which we would willingly put aside, if-such action may be taken 


without prejudice to material interests, loss of national power, 
or standing in international councils? The former attitude of 
this country, and the facts of the case, alike repel the contention, 
that the principles of the Monroe doctrine forbid the neutraliza- 
tion of the Panama Canal, through international compact. 

The United States could neither build, nor acquire supreme 
control of this canal, under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. Hene 
when it was decided that this enterprise should take a national! 
form, it was necessary to negotiate another convention. ‘This 
was done under the auspices of President McKinley, and 
known as the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. This treaty specially 
provides for neutralization, adopting in substance the rules of 
neutralization found in the rules of 1888, relating to the Suez 
Canal, and declaring that the canal shall be free and open, 
time of war, as in peace, to the vessels of commerce, and of war, 
of all nations, on terms of entire equality. In one of the later 
provisions, it is provided that, “no fortifications shall ever b 
erected, commanding the canal, or the adjacent waters.” Th 
treaty was ratified by this country in 1900, a little over 10 
years ago, when our jingoes had not learned, that mighty forti 
fications, and a great army at Panama, were vital to the d 
fense of this country. If it is suggested, that this provisi 
against fortifications, escaped the attention of the Senate, such 
a suggestion is repelled by the facts of record. An amendment 
to strike out this clause was offered in the Senate, and rejected 
by a large majority. The Hay-Pauncefote treaty of 1900 was 
approved by the Senate, but rejected by Great Britain. A rr 
jection on our part might have been properly related to the 
clause against fortifications. But the action of Great Britain 
can not be explained on this ground. In 1901, a subsequent Hay 
*auncefote treaty was negotiated under the direction of Presi- 
dent Roosevelt, and approved both by this country, and [eng 
land. If the right to fortify the canal is claimed under thie 
latter treaty, that claim should be supported by a clear and 
explicit declaration. No ambiguous reference would be sufli 
cient to support a claim which the United States had been wil! 
ing to forego in its entirety, within the previous year. For t! 


| purposes of intelligent discussion, the text of the present treaty, 


omitting the formal preliminaries, and conclusion, is herewith 
reproduced : 
ARTICLE I. The high contracting parties agree that the present trea 
shall supersede the aforementioned convention of the 19th April, 185 
Art. II. It is agreed that the canal may be constructed under 


| auspices of the Government of the United States, either. directly at 
| own cost or by gift or loan of money to individuals or corporations, « 


through subscription to, or purchase of, stock or shares, and that, su 
ject to the provisions of the present treaty, the said Governmen( 
have, and enjoy, all the rights incident to such construction, as w« 
as exclusive right of providing for the regulation, and management of 
the canal. 

Arr. ITI. The United States adopts as the basis of neutralization of 
such ship canal, the following rules, substantially as embodied in t) 
convention of Constantinople, signed the 28th October, 1888, for t) 
free navigation of the Suez Canal—that is to say: 

1. The canal shall be free and open to the vessels of commerce, and 
of war, of all nations observing these rules, on terms of entire equality 
so that there shall be no discrimination against any such nation, or its 
citizens or subjects, in respect to the conditions, or charges of trafli 
or otherwise. Such conditions, and charges of traffic, shall be just and 
equitable. 

MD. The canal shall never be blockaded, nor shall any right of war | 
exercised nor any act of hostility be committed within it. The United 
States, however, shall be at liberty to maintain such military polic 
along the canal as may be necessary to protect it against lawlessn: 
and disorder. 

3. Vessels of war of a belligerent shall not revictual nor take any 
stores in the canal except so far as may be strictly necessary, and th 
transit of such vessels through the canal shall be effected with the leas 
possible delay, in accordance with the regulations in force, and wit 
only such intermission as may result from the necessities of the servi 
Prizes shall be in all respects subject to the same rules as vessels 
war of the belligerents. 

4. No belligerent shall embark or disembark troops, munitions of w 
or warlike materials in the canal, except in case of accidental hindrance 
of the transit, and in such case the transit shall be resumed with all 
possible dispatch. 

5. The provisions of this article shall apply to waters adjacent to the 
eanal, within 3 marine miles of either end. Vessels of war of a bellig 
at any 


erent shall not remain in such waters longer than 24 hours 
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one time, except in case of distress, and in such case shall depart as 
soon as possible; but a vessel of war of one belligerent shall not depart 
within 24 hours from the departure of a vessel of war of the other 
velligere 

ae ae when establishments, buildings, and all works necessary to 
the construction, maintenance, and operation of the canal shall be 
deemed to be part thereof, for the purposes of this treaty, and in time 
of war, as in time of peace, shall enjoy complete immunity from attack 
or injury by belligerents and from acts calculated to impair their use 
fulness as part of the canal. 

Ant. IV. It is agreed that no change of territorial sovereignty or of 
the international relations of the country or countries traversed by the 
before-mentioned canal shall affect the general principle of neutraliza- 
tion or the obligation of the high contracting parties under the present 
treaty. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is not the gentleman aware of the fact that 
when New Granada undertook to sound some of the European 
powers as to the guaranteeing of the neutrality of the proposed 
canal, that America said to her then that she would consider 
such intervention on the part of foreign powers as an unfriendly 
act? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. On the contrary the Government of the 
United States through its minister to Colombia directed the 
Government of Colombia to take up with Great Britain and 
negotiate with her, a treaty by which the latter country 
should guarantee the neutrality of the then contemplated canal. 
Those are the facts of history. Now I wish to say another 
thing in this connection. It is asserted that we should not call 
in the aid of the world to neutralize this canal. Who then 
shall neutralize it? The Government of the United States? 
In all history did a country ever undertake to say that it should 
be neutral, and its property neutralized? Neutralization, as a 
matter of necessity, contemplates the cooperation of others, and 
when we declared in the Hay treaty in favor of the great prin- 
ciple of neutralization, and that is the one thing that is thrust 
to the front in that treaty, we announced a principle, and as- 
sumed an attitude, which committed us to invite the cooperation 
of others to make effective the neutralization of the canal. A 
few days since President Taft announced that it is the exclusive 
duty of the United States to preserve the neutrality of the 
canal. 

I would like to ask one question, and perhaps the gentleman 
from Kentucky, who has just risen, can answer it, in connection 
with the question he proposes to ask. My question is this: 
Where do we find in the Hay treaty, and I now have it before 
me, any clause which says that it shall be the sole duty of the 
United States to neutralize the Panama Canal. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Without reading the treaty, I can not 
answer the gentleman categorically. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I invite any gentleman on this floor to 
point out the clause of that treaty which says it shall be the 
duty of the United States singly, and alone, to neutralize the 
Panama Canal. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is the gentleman aware that President Ar- 
thur, in a message to Congress, September 6, 1881, declared 

This Government learned that Colombia had proposed to European 
powers to join in the guaranty of the neutrality of the proposed Panama 
Canal, a guaranty which would be in direct contravention of our obli 
gation as the sole guarantors 

And so forth—— 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I am well aware of that. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And then goes on to state that his prede- 
cessor—— 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I am perfectiy well aware of tha 

Mr. SHERLEY. But the gentleman denied it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. No, I did not. The Monroe doctrine was 
more to the front before the Civil War, as a burning question 
so to say, that it has been since that time, and yet during Presi- 
dent Taylor’s administration the minister of this country to 
Granada was directed by the President to urge upon that 
country the propriety of negotiating a treaty with England by 
which the latter was to neutralize the canal in aid of the neu- 
tralization of the United States Government. 

Mr. GARRETT. When was that? if I may ask the gentleman. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I will give the gentleman the date in a 
few moments. There is no question that this was done. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Does the gentleman differen- 
tiate that statement, from the statement of the gentleman from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. No. I do not. Both statements are true, 
and recite the actual occurrences. They present two opposing 
attitudes. President Taylor’s attitude represented the attitude 
of our country when, as I have said, the Monroe doctrine was 
far more to the front in public discussion than it is to-day. 
Now, I wish to call the attention of this House to another 
proposition. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman explain why Article III 
of the treaty adopted says that “the United States adopts, as 


| 


———— 
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a basis of the neutralization of such ship canal, the following 
rules,” whereas the treaty that was not ratified had it that 
the high contracting parties were to adopt. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The language used merely emphasizes i 
extent to which this country was willing to go in adopting t) 
principle of neutralization. As England was a party to 
Suez pact, it was not necessary to say that she was consenfi 
to an application of the Suez rules to Panama. It is splittin 
hairs, it seems to me, to undertake to say that the provisir 
cited shall be construed in such a way as to announce tl 
the obligations of the high contracting parties under sect 
does not include an obligation of Great Britain to guarantee « 
its part the neutrality of the canal. 

Mr. CLINE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes. 

Mr. CLINE. If the right to fortify is conceded, I want 
ask the gentleman if that does not carry with it the right to 
blockade the canal, and consequently is a violation of the 
treaty. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly. If the right to fortify is « 
ceded, then by the exercise of that right the United Stat 
ean establish that very blockade which the treaty forbids. 

If we have the right of blockade, if we have the right to 
maintain armies, if we have the right to establish bristling 
fortifications on the canal, without any authority to that effect 
afforded by the terms of the treaty, why was it necessary fou 
the treaty to give this country in explicit terms the authority 
to maintain military police to protect the canal against lawless 
ness. This inferior right would be included, as a matter of 
course, in the other and larger power, 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERLEY. He must bear in mind that the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty made certain obligations on both England and 
America, and expressly denied to America certain rights that 
ordinarily she would possess, 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I understand that. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, in order that there may be no doubt 
as to her abusing those rights when it adopted the terms of 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, setting out the powers that be- 
longed—— 

Mr. SAUNDERS. If all that is true, I would like to make 
this comment: This treaty does not require England to do any- 
thing save to be bound by the obligations which she incurred as 
a high contracting party. What were, and are these obligations, 
if the duty of guaranteeing neutrality at Panama, is not one of 
them? Our rights and duties are determined by this treaty. 
We should live up to them, like an individual to his contract. 

Mr. CLINE. The President of the United States in his 
speech in New York on the night of the 21st of January did not 
rest the right to fortify on our sovereignty. He said we secured 
that right out of a nullification of the Bulwer treaty and the 
Spooner Act of 1902. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Let me refer to the Spooner Act. That 
was an act of this Government, and by no principle of interpre 
tation with which I am acquainted, can the act of one party to 
a contract, be held to be the interpretation of the instrument, 
in the sense that it has ascertained the rights, and presented 
the views of both. Never has that been ascertained to be true. 
So that when you suggest the Spooner Act as an interpretation 
of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty I ask you by virtue of wha 
authority was the Spooner Act passed? We must look to the 
treaty itself, to determine our rights, and the authority of the 
Government to pass the Spooner Act. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does he not think it strange that so 
many gentlemen upon this floor now voted for the Spooner Act, 
which expressly provided that the President is authorized to 
euter into such contract as may be deemed necessary for the 
proper excavation, construction, and completion of the defense 
of such canal? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. No. Just as I will not be surprised to see 
the fortification of the canal ordered, though it is in violation 
of the terms of this treaty. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If that act was in violation of that treaty 

Mr. SAUNDERS. How in the name of high heaven can the 
individual act of one contracting party, supersede the obligation 
of a joint instrument? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I can simply answer you by saying that this 
Government has on several occasions terminated a treaty by 
act of Congress, and the Supreme Court has recognized the 
validity of such action. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I recognize, of course, that if the United 
States Government wishes to break a treaty, there is nothing 
that restrains her except force, but surely no one will ad- 
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vance the argument that because we have the force to do that 
which is wrong, that therefore the force with which a thing is 
done, makes the act right. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not agree with the gentleman’s as- 
sumption that it is a violation of the treaty, but if it was it 
would supersede the treaty. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. You are suggesting that this act indicated 
that we proposed to terminate that treaty. 

Mr. SHERLEY. No; I have not suggested it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. What is your suggestion, then? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I simply said that, taking your assumption, 
the effect of it was to abrogate the treaty. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. On the contrary, I simply said it might 
indicate our purpose to abrogate it. It was passed without 
regard to the binding effect of the treaty, but it could never 
abrogate it, unless the United States clearly indicated that it 
did not intend to be bound by the terms of its own solemn 
compact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield more time to the gentleman. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I wish to say in conclusion, that I shall vote 
to oppose the fortification of the canal, because I believe that it | 
is contrary to our treaty stipulations. I shall oppose and vote 
against the fortification of the canal, because in the contem- 
plation of the gentlemen who know the war game, gentlemen 
like Admiral Evans and the distinguished gentleman from Ohio 
who has spoken on this subject, and many others, the effect of 
these fortifications will be to weaken, and not strengthen, our 
line of defense. 

I shall vote against the proposition to fortify the Panama 
Canal, because if after our professions of peace, we really 
favor peace, the mightiest contribution that we could make to 
the peace of the world, will be the neutralization of this great 
international highway. 

The most casual examination of this treaty, will reveal that 
it does not contemplate that the canal shall be an exclusive 
possession of the United States, in time of war. The chief 
purpose of this pact, was not to change the attitude of the 
contracting parties, toward the great principles of neutraliza- 
tion, and universal use, but to enable the Government of the 
United States to construct an isthmian canal, if desired, at its 
own cost, and to afford this country, subject to the provisions, 
and limitations of the treaty, the exclusive right of “ providing 
for the regulation, and management of the same.” It is ex- 
pressly provided that the canal shall be free and open to the 
vessels of commerce, and of war, of all nations observing these 
rules, on terms of entire equality. It is further provided that 
the canal shall never be blockaded. Mighty fortresses erected 
by this country, commanding and controlling the approaches | 
and use of the canal, will constitute a blockade, whenever they 
are utilized to exclude the ships of another nation in time of | 
war. The chief argument of the gentlemen who insist upon 
fortifying this highway is, that we will need it in time of war, | 
for the transfer of our war vessels from one ocean, to another. | 

tut suppose our antagonists desire to use it for the same pur- 
pose ¢ 


Will it be competent for this Nation to exclude them, | 
under authority of this treaty, and if it does exclude them by | 
its forts, and military garrisons, will not such act be that block- | 
ade which is forbidden by Article I1? 

If it was not intended that the canal should be used by Great 
Britain, in the event of war with this country, and such a war 
is as likely as any that is suggested, what does the treaty mean 
when it declares that the canal shall be free and open to the | 


vessels of war, of all nations observing the rules of neutraliza- | 
tion, that the same shall never be blockaded, nor any right of 
war, or act of hostility, exercised within it, and that vessels of 
war of a belligerent shall not revictual, or take any stores in | 
the canal, except so far as may be strictly necessary? These 
rights would be enjoyed by the nations of the world, whether or 
not they became parties to this international agreement designed 
to preserve and secure them. Thus they possess the present | 
right of free use of the canal, without any obligation to preserve | 
the property. The United States is not a party to the Suez pact, | 
but during the War with Spain, we were informed that the use 

of that canal was open to us, in the event we desired to send our | 
warships to the Orient by that route. But if the nations of the 
world will enjoy the right to use the Isthmian Canal, why not 
emphasize the value of that right, by inviting their cooperation 
to preserve the integrity of the same in perpetuity? Surely no 
one will seriously contend, that the right to build frowning for- 
tresses, and maintain great armies on the route of the canal, 
will be found in the section which provides that the United 
States shall be at liberty to maintain such military police, along 
the canal, as may be necessary to protect it against lawlessness, 
and disorder? ‘These words convey an obvious meaning, and 
refer to the ordinary conditions likely to exist on a work of 
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| tracting parties. 


| parties, under the present treaty.” 


| exclusively guaranteed by the United States? 


| less, and largely superfluous. 


this character, in a country subject to periodic disorders. No 
ohne would include a standing army, or fortifications of such 
extensive character that the prime cost will run into the mil- 
lions, under the head of military police. It will be noted that 
the language of the act is most specific and emphatic, when a 
sweeping right is intended to be conveyed. 

Article II, provides that the United States “ shall have, and 
enjoy all the rights incident to such construction, as well as the 
exclusive right of providing for the regulation, and manage- 
ment of the canal.” This confers a right, as it should be con- 
ferred, clearly and unambiguously. If it was intended that this 
treaty should confer upon this Government, the right hereto- 
fore expressly denied, namely, to erect and maintain fortifica- 
tions commanding the canal, and the waters adjacent thereto, 
we would expect to find this authority granted in explicit and 
unambiguous terms, and not lying perdu in a clause authoriz- 
ing the use of military police to preserve the canal against 
lawlessness, and disorder. These are not apt words to describe 
a state of war, or to convey authority to prepare against the 
same, by the construction of vast forts, and the establishment 
and maintenance of a strong army, on the route of the canal. 
President Taft in a recent address on this subject, declares 
that the Hay treaty shows, not only that the canal was to be 
built, owned, and operated by the United States, but that the 
neutrality of the canal should be maintained by the United 
States, and that nothing in the treaty would prevent the United 
States from fortifying the canal, or closing the same, to the 
shipping of the enemy. In sole support of this proposition he 
cites, not the treaty itself, but the Spooner Act of 1902, direct- 
ing the President to build the canal, and make proper defenses, 
But this act was our own, and not a joint act. Hence it can 
not be considered an authoritative interpretation of a treaty, 
which, of necessity is a joint instrument. Again, the President 
insists that the right to fortify the canal, and close it to the 
shipping of an enemy, must have been insisted upon by the 
Senate. But the Senate did nothing of the sort. On the con- 
trary that body ratified a measure, in the first instance, which 
expressly excluded the United States from the exercise of this 
right, and by an overwhelming majority, voted down an amend- 
ment designed to strike out the provision forbidding fortifica- 
tions. 

The President is further in error, in suggesting that under the 
treaty with England, it is this country which guarantees the 
neutrality of the canal, thus excluding, even England, the other 
high contracting party, from participation in the guaranty. 
Article IV, clearly imposes this obligation upon both con- 
If this is not intended, what does this article 
mean, when it provides that “no change of territorial sover- 
eignty, or of the international relations of the country, or 
countries traversed by the canal, shall affect the general prin- 
ciple of neutralization, or the obligation of the high contracting 
In what portion of the 
instrument do we find the provision, either in terms, or by 
necessary implication, that the neutrality of the canal shall be 
The treaty con- 


| fers only one exclusive right upon this country, the right to 


provide for the regulation, and management of the canal. What 
are the obligations imposed upon the high contracting parties 
to this convention, if the obligation to preserve the neutrality 
of the canal, is not one of them? Evidently, Article IV con- 
templates that there will be certain obligations of a joint 


| character imposed by the treaty, else its language is meaning- 


Among these obligations, what- 
ever they may be, what obligation is so obvious and paramount, 
as the obligation to preserve the neutrality of the highway 
proposed, in order that its benefits may be secured, not oaly to 
the contracting parties, but to the other nations which are 
included within its terms? Our rights upon the Isthmus are 
treaty rights, measured and determined, by those treaties. 
Under what view of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty will this Gov- 
ernment undertake to exclude the vessels of Great Britain, in 


| time of war with that country, and at the same time keep its 


faith, and carry out our undertaking, that the canal shall be 
free at all times, to the vessels of war, of all nations, and that 
the same shall never be blockaded, nor any right of war, or act 
of hostility, be committed within it? 

The exclusion of the war vessels of Great Britain from the 
free use of the canal in time of war, will in itself constitute the 
very blockade against which we have undertaken to provide, 
and which we have guaranteed shall not occur. Garrisons and 
armies in the zone, intended to make this blockade effective, 
will merely serve to emphasize our breach of faith, and the 
worthlessness of our guaranty. Our national honor is touched 
in this suggestion. It is no longer a question of what the terms 
of the compact should be. We are concerned merely with the 


ascertainment of the provisions of the existing compact, and 
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with the maintenance of good faith, in our relations to the | 
other contracting party. 

The President asserts further, that he would be “ glad to | 
have all the powers come in, and consent to the neutrality of | 
the canal, as a treaty obligation,” but expresses the fear that | 
even then, a possible injury might be done to the canal by | 
some irresponsible belligerent. Such a fear is most remote. If 
the great powers of the world unite to protect the canal, and | 
add their sanction to the joint undertaking of this country, and | 
Great Britain, there is no responsible, much less irresponsible 
belligerent, who would dare to commit one act of mischief along 
the entire course of the canal, and thus challenge the irre- 
sistible combination committed to its protection. Such a course 
on the part of any responsible nation is unthinkable. This 
Government will be able to deal with irresponsible persons 
under the police power which is fully accorded to it, by the Hay- 
Pauncefote treaty. Some opponents of neutralization insist that 
there is no analogy in the neutralization of the Suez Canal, 
resting this contention on the ground that the land through 
which the Suez Canal runs, is not within the jurisdiction of 
England, or of any of the five great powers. 

But this objection does not go to the principle of neutraliza- 
tion, which is always secured by treaty compacts, and mutual 
agreements. The Suez Canal was neutralized with the consent 
of the power which exercises jurisdiction over the territory 
through which it runs. Conceding that we possess titular soy- 
ereignty over the zone, and are fully competent to enforce our 
authority, and preserve our property, these facts would give a 
flattering character to our invitation to the powers to unite 
with us in neutralizing the canal. Such an invitation would 
be an earnest of our desire for universal peace, and evince our 
readiness to work to that end, in disregard of the suggestions 
of a false pride, that we carry a great burden alone, merely 
because the enterprise is on our territory. This fact presents 
no hindrance to the enactment of a sufficient treaty of neutrali- 
zation. The suggestion of ownership, is merely intended to 
quicken a feeling of vanity on our part, and is fully as 
mischievous as the contention that our right to erect fortifica- 
tions at Panama, is upon the same footing as our right to for- 
tify the harbor of New York, or Pearl Harbor in the Hawaiian 
Islands. If the latter contention be true, the question may well 
be asked: Why was it necessary to negotiate a further treaty 
with Great Britain, before proceeding with the enterprise? If 
the zone is our soil in the same sense as Hawaii, then any 
treaty stipulations with any European country, preliminary to 
the construction of a canal, were a superfluity. But the analogy 
of New York, or Pearl Harbor, does not hold good. Our rights 
at Panama, so far as they relate to the canal, as well as our 
obligations, are largely treaty rights, and the terms of the 
treaties must determine the extent, and character of these 
rights. Not only is there no loss of national dignity, in an 
invitation to the nations to join with us in a compelling treaty 
of neutralization, but this action on our part would give incom- 
parable impetus to the movement for universal peace. Such a 
treaty would surround the gigantic work at Panama, with the 
benefits of a world-compelling sanction. 

Think of such a consummation, secured without money, and 
without price. Extend to the great powers an invitation to aid 
us in this practical fashion, to secure the canal against the 
possibilities of harm, and immediately there will ensue a uni- 
versal realization, that after all, the blessings of peace, which 
are now sought through the costly way of military preparations, 
may be secured by the preferable way of mutual compuct, 
thus avoiding not only war, but war’s alarms. It is the dispo- 
sition to stand on national dignity, when that dignity is not 
involved; it is the willingness to hearken to the suggestions of a 
false pride, which hinders the progress of universal peace. On 
all hands it is admitted that international cooperation will 
afford a permanent and effective neutralization of the canal, 
but pride whispers in our ear that we should reject neutraliza- 
tion without cost, in favor of a policy that will afford less posi- 
tive and definite results, though involving the expenditure of 
millions that could be utilized in far more helpful enterprises 
of national progress and uplift. Away with this costly and 
burdensome alternative, product of a diseased vanity. Sink 
deener than ever plummet sounded the suggestion that we will 
lose dignity, prestige, or standing, by neutralizing the canal 
through the friendly cooperation of the other powers. As 
well contend that no friendly compact of practical neutraliza- 
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| acter and climatic conditions of the country of the 


tion should have been arranged with Great Britain, for the | 
Great Lakes, but that we ought to protect our side of the line | 


against hostile incursions, by bristling fortifications at every 
lake port, and frowning fortresses crowning every eminence on 
the long frontier between Canada and this country. I am 
unable to perceive that the Hay treaty affords this country the 


authority necessary to construct fortifications at the terminals, ' 
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and along the course of the canal, and thereby arrange to make 


| effectual a blockade which, in terms, the treaty forbids. 


But conceding that we possess this right, a wise policy indi- 
cates that it should be waived in favor of neutralization. Un 
less we abrogate the Hay treaty, and repudiate the terms upon 
which the compact was secured, this country enjoys no exclusive 
right to the use of the canal, even in time of war. I freely agree 
that the United States is financially able to establish, and main- 
Our resources are practically inexhaustible, but this fact fur- 
nishes no reason why we should enter upon a scheme of fantastic 
and useless expenditures. Men who know the war game, men 
like Admiral Evans, and Gen. Ketrer, and many others, are 
agreed that fortifications at Panama will weaken our line of 
defense. Unless the garrisons are maintained on a war footing, 
they will be captured before relief arrives, in the event of an 
unexpected declaration of war. If they are continuously main 
tained on such a footing, the prime cost of the fortifications, 
added to this cost of maintenance, may well give us pause. It is 
the opinion of competent military men that the physical char 
zone, are 
such that terminal fortifications will defend the canal to little 
purpose against expeditionary forces landed in time of war and 
operating from the adjacent territory. The ends of the canal 
are well out in either ocean, so that a hostile fleet lying beyond 
the range of the forts, could attack our fleet as it emerged from 
the canal, and before it could form in line of battle. Hence in 
the result, it is our fleet that will protect the canal, and hinder 
the landing of expeditionary forces. Two ex-Secretaries of this 
Government, have declared against this scheme of fortification. 
Ex-Secretary of State Olney challenges the assertion, that the 
Hay treaty confers upon this country the right to fortify the 
canal, and propounds the trenchant inquiry: If the United States 
meant to secure in the Hay treaty, and Great Britain intended 
to concede, the absolute ownership, and control of the canal, 
with the consequent right to fortify the same, what was the 
occasion, or the reason, for this country to ask, and Great 
Britain to concede, the right to police the canal? True. The 
right to fortify and blockade, would include the lesser right to 
police the zone against lawlessness and disorder. 

In a real sense, the United States is a trustee of this interna- 
tional highway, under the treaty stipulations. Hence the sig- 
nificance of the provision that it shall have the police author 
ity necessary to protect the canal, and its works, against spo 
radic lawlessness. This authority properly 
ownership and control as are provided for in the treaty. But 
the larger duty to afford complete protection against i 
attack, is a joint obligation, lodged.in the two contracting par- 
ties. Ex-Secretary of the Navy, John D. Long, holds that a naval 
force at either end of the canal, with a moderate garrison on 
shore, will be ample force to protect the canal against irrespon- 
sible depredators. In his opinion, extensive fortifications are 
unnecessary. But I will not undertake to discuss the military 
and strategic features of the proposition to establish formidable 
batteries, and maintain an extensive army at Panama. Fortu 
nately this phase, as all other phases, for that matter, of this 
situation has been exhaustively discussed by the Member from 
Ohio, Gen. Ketrrer, who brings the knowledge of a soldier, with 
the prescience of a statesman, to the elucidation of this problem. 
The admirable speech which he has printed in the Recorp, is a 
mine of information for all who seek light on this subject, and 
it will remain a monumental contribution to the debate on this 
great question. The arguments on military grounds, which he 
advances against the proposition to fortify the canal, are of so 
cogent and convincing a character, that I reproduce them in full 
in this connection : 

Zarring all questions of the policy of neutralization of the Panama 
Canal, in the interest of and for the promotion of commerce, and un 
versal peace among the nations and putting e all treaty 
to neutralize it, or the Canal Zone, and regarding the canal o 
its value in time of war to which the United States is a party, and I 
strategic reasons alone, I believe that it is easy of demonstration that 
the United States should have its neutrality guaranteed by an int 
tional treaty, similar in terms and character to the Suez Canal treaty 
1888—now in effect, embodied in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty 

If this Government was at war with a great maritime nation pos- 
sessed of a superior army and navy, and otherwise strong enough to 
wage successfully an offensive war distant from its own shores, it 
would be a fearful misfortune to our country to have to maintain an 
army on the line of the Panama Canal and a navy in the waters of 


attaches to such 


hostile 





both oceans at its ends sufficiently strong to protect it from seizure 
and destruction. ; 
If such a belligerent nation had a navy or fleet which we could whip 


on the sea with our Navy, we could find it in either ocean and destr 
it. If it had one with which our Navy could not cope, then the e1 
could soon blockade the canal and starve out and capture wh 
army and navy, unless very large, we were unfortunate enough to ! 
in the fortifications and at the terminals of the canal Such a ] 
ligerent, with such a fleet, could soon, if necessary, pa around 
Horn or through the—neutralized—Straits of Magellan, as did Ca} 
Clark with the Oregon during the Iate War with Spain » 1898 
and the more, in such case, of our Army and war vessels we 













d to protect the Panama Canal the weaker we would be for of- 
sive or defensive work at more important places. If we should be 





é row a weak naval power, a fortified canal would be of no 
I ‘ rategic importance to us; and so if at war with a superior 
naval power the canal would not only be of no strategic importance, 
but a positive source of weakness to us. 

If open, neutralized, never blockaded, and not fortified, as guaranteed 


by existing treaties, and the ships of war of a nation with which we 


were at war could pass through the canal unmolested, they would 


not do so until a base for coal, ammunition, and other absolutely neces- 
sary supplies were first established. Such a base would be impossible 
io nd on the Atlantic or Pacific shores. 


unless near enough to its home base to keep up quick, certain, and 
regular communication by transports, would need no adverse fleet to 
destroy it Such a fleet thus situated would be even worse off than 


an army on land campaigning without a base of supplies for food, 
fo and ammunition in a country where they could not be found. 
Imagine Cervera’s Spanish fleet leaving Spain in 1898 for America 
without a friend!y harbor in which to take refuge and receive coal and 
other supplies We heard much of Admiral Schley’s troubles about not 
blockading Cervera’s fleet for want of suitable or ample coal barges from 
which to coal the American Fleet. 

Before our splendid Atlantic Fleet—16 ships—could start—1907— 
around the world we had to arrange for coal at foreign ports, and we 
expended for coal alone used on its voyage $2,984,900.41, at an extra 
cost of $1,619,843.52, the total expense of the entire voyage being 
$13,460,512 

The most serious objection to fortifying the Panama Canal, aside 
from the impracticability of it, is the fact that, in peace as well as war, 
the United States would have to keep an army and navy of substantial 
size and strength on the line and in the waters at the termini of the 
canal to defend it from attack should war suddenly break out. The 
example may be cited of Japan—February, 1904—seizing the harbors 
at Port Arthur and Chemulpo and capturing or destroying all the 
Russian vessels at Chemulpo, and capturing, destroying, or closely 
blockading Russia’s warships and her best army, 25,000 effectives, then 
stationed at Port Arthur. Had these places been neutralized, or even 
abandoned, the Russian war vessels then in the Orient could have been 
in combined fleet at Viadivostok, or other place of comparative safety, 
from whence it could have operated effectively. As it was, the Rus- 
sian naval power in the East was substantially destroyed or rendered 
inefficient the opening day of the war. And the subsequent attempt to 
hold and protect Port Arthur by Stoessel’s Russian Army was equally 
unfortunate and fatal to success. The Russian strategists and critics, 
with those of other countries concurring, will never cease to attribute 
Russia’s defeat to the mistake of trying to hold Port Arthur. They 
believe that if Stoessel’s army could have been in concentration with 
the other Russian forces at the Yalu the Japanese never could have 
crossed it, and that the war would speedily have come to an end with- 
out the humiliation of Russia; that there would have been no destruc- 
tion—1905—of the Russian fleet under Rojestvensky in the Japan Sea. 

The sequel shows the supreme folly of the Russian’s persistence, with 
one of its best armies and a remnant of its warships, in trying to hold 
Port Arthur until its other armies were beaten on several fields, and 
then finally losing Port Arthur and Stoessel’s army with it in time for 
the Japanese army (Noga’s) that captured it to join and take part in 
the final overthrow of the Russian main army at Mukden. And Rus- 
sia’s divided navy was annihilated as a natural consequence of such 
bad strategy. 

In case our country should be at war our Army and Navy, to be 
effective, should be in concentration for offensive or defensive purposes 
against the enemy wherever he could be found—not engaged protecting 
a piece of property, however valuable. 

Circumstances might possibly arise when, without fortifications, our 
Navy might be called on to protect the canal at the entrances or in the 
open sea, but then it would have the aid and cooperation of the powers 
which join in guaranteeing its neutralization. 

With a large Army and Navy the canal might, at great peril else- 
where to the United States when engaged in war, be protected by the 
United States alone, but during such time no commerce could pass 
through it and no revenue would be derived from it, as a single warship 
of the enemy on either ocean could capture or prevent the entry or 
safe exit of any ships laden with commerce. Only batteries on high 
places near the entrances could blockade or defend the canal from in- 
jury by belligerent battleships. Possibly, only they could be erected and 
made available on one or more of the islands owned by the United States 
near its Pacific entrance. Battleships to protect the entrance would 
have to lay a good distance at sea, otherwise, at an inside-made har- 
bor, from whence they could only move out one at a time, they could be 
shut in by an outside inferior fleet, aided, if_ necessary, by batteries 
on islands or the mainland not owned by the United States. Fortifica- 
tions could be erected by an enemy on such islands or the mainland 
to command the channel entrances of the canal. 

Indeed, the 5 miles limit of the Canal Zone on either side of the 





























canal is, in this day of guns capable of accurately throwing shot 9 or 
more miles, far from being protective of it from batteries located on 
foreign territory. The Gatun, Pedro Miguel, and Miraflores locks could 





easily be put out of commission by guns located on heights not in the 
Canal Zone should the business of fortifying be entered upon. Panama, 
neither by its own-——1903—nor by the New Granada treaty, is expressly 
forbidden to fortify on the line or adjacent shores of the coteal and 
judging by the past and present disturbed Central American conditions 
there is always danger of Panama becoming or being under the sover- 
eignty of a country unfriendly to the United States 

All these dangers will be overcome by international neutralization 
and by the United States abiding strictly by the treaties. Authorized 
police regulations will amply protect the canal from the lawless and 
preserve order, and grim batteries on the shores at the entrances to it 
and at intervals along its line, with the most modern guns and armed 
men within them, will not dispense with such policing. 

No ship would enter the canal to destroy it, even of a nation with 
which the United States was at war. Its own safety would be of first 
importance, and a nation would not desire to bring down upon it the 
guaranteeing powers while already engaged in war. 

if a ship of any description entered the canal, pretending to acquiesce 
in its neutralization, but to do mischief, a thing hardly conceivable, it 
would not be entitled to protection if its purpose was discovered. For- 
tifications, however great, would not prevent a secret attempt by a ship 
or lawless band to injure the canal. 

It has been suggested that a ship flying a flag of some country with 
ont right might enter the canal to dynamite its locks. This would mean 
its own destruction, and fortifications would be no protection against 
such, or like, deception. Again, I repeat, that only a ship of some 


fine 
A war fleet on the ocean without an established base of supplies, | 
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nation has rights to be respected, and neutralization does not secure any 
rights save to those acting peaceably and in good faith. Guns need not 
be placed to fire on ships in the canal or in its locks. 

All such dangers are, however, provided against, as the treaties ex 
pressly authorize the United States to “ maintain such military force 
along the canal as may be necessary to protect it against the lawless.” 


Fortifications, batteries of great guns, at the entrances and on ¢! 


the 
line of the canal will be wholly useless for any purpose of its defense 
except to blockade it. Battleships will never enter it to attack or 
destroy it. They would be helpless there, unable to maneuver. They 


could not reach or injure the dams forming the lakes, and the destru 
tion of the lakes or locks would be their own destruction. They will 
only enter to pass peaceably through the canal. So of all belligerent 
vessels. Fortifications can therefore only be of use to blockade 1) 
canal and could be otherwise of no practical use. Neutralization ex 
tends 3 marine miles beyond the canal ends, consequently a hy 
fleet could not come within that limit without violating the treaties 

Admiral George Dewey, who is possessed of great knowledge and 
much experience, whose great success at Manila, May 1, 1898, resulted 
practically in overtbrowing and destroying the Spanish fleet the fi 
day of the Spanish War, when asked to approve the proposed fortiti 
cations and armament on the Panama Canal, is reported to have said 

“ Fortifications? Why, of course not. As I understand it the canal 
is to be and should be a neutral commercial pathway between the two 
great oceans. To fortify it would simply result in making it a battle 
ground in case of war. Fortifications would be enormously expens 
and ought not to be erected.” 

This summary of Admiral Dewey states well the extreme danger in 
time of war of having to employ forces in distant parts to protect 
property. ‘The scattered fleets of Spain, when war came in 1S9s, 
afforded another striking example of bad strategy. 

The fact that Spain tried to defend the far-off Philippines resulted 
in the same prompt discomfiture that befell Russia at the opening ot 
the war with Japan. 

Unless large forces, both Army and Navy, were constantly maintained 
on and adjacent to the Panama Canal, however fortified, a similar dis 
aster would, if war came, most likely befall the United States. 

To thus maintain an army and navy would be at great annual cost 
of treasure and of life. It would require the material increase of both 
our Army and Navy, now generally regarded as too small. 

The report of the Panama fortification board, January 4, 1911, unless 
carefully examined, might be misleading as to the necessary cost of 
fortifications, though not as to their purpose. Their principal purpose 
is clearly stated to be the blockade of the canal against all comers; 
they are, in large part, described as *“‘ seacoast defenses for the termini 
of the canal * * * seacoast fortifications.”” The report also recom 
mends naval stations and their equipment, including dry docks, search 


| lights, fire control, and so forth, at the termini, and whatever el: 


incident thereto. 

It may be said that such war preparations do not mean blockade only 
as necessity arises; that there might be neutralization still. Their 
erection will be an act of war forbidden by all treaties, and they mean 
blockade of the canal, likewise forbidden, in war or peace, by th 
treaties. 

The preliminary initial estimate in the board's report, as originally 
made, was $19,546,843, but it is eut for the present, under instructions, 
to $12,475,328, not including anything for “ the cost of construction foi 
naval purposes ”’ nor for the Navy, the necessary “naval establish 
ments,” nor for the naval equipment, emplacements, armament, and 
forces to occupy them recommended by the board. Important points at 
both termini deemed necessary by the board for sufficient fortifications 
are also excluded from the present estimate, and only 12 companies 
of Coast Artillery, 4 regiments of Infantry, 1 battalion of Field Artil 
lery, and 1 squadron of Cavalry—ordinarily, as now recruited, about 
5,000 effective men: no naval forces—are estimated for as “an army 
garrison to be maintained on the Canal Zone in time of peace.” This 
would be an average of about 100 men to the mile—not a respectable 
police force. Stoessel was shut up and finally captured in 1905 by 
Japan at Port Arthur with an army garrison strongly fortified, stu 
tioned in time of peace, of 25,000 men. To fortify and garrison a zone 
thus feebly 50 miles in length would only invite prompt capture by 
enemy if war broke out. 

If the canal is to be fortified and blockaded, it should be done with 
such ample works, armament and garrisons, naval stations and forces, 
and vessels of war as would defy the greatest naval power. There dare 
not be fortifications with garrisons and naval stations and navy only 
sufficient in time of peace. 

If the United States assumes, as to the canal, an attitude of war, tt 
must always there keep on a war footing, otherwise it would be seized 
before the defenses could be enlarged or reenforced. This would only 
be modern experience. Wars break out suddenly now, differing from 
earlier times. If fortifications, naval stations, and so forth, are to } 
established on the canal they should be adequate and kept ready at all 
times for strong war. 

An estimate to cover the original cost for ample fortifications, arma 
ment, garrisons, permanent camps and barracks, naval stations, dry 
docks, searchlights and fire control, marines, purchase of sites, slips to 
be constantly at the stations, and so forth, of $100,000,000 will prove 
far too low; likewise, an estimate for their annual maintenance, includ 
ing sanitation, of $10,000,000 is too low. 

In my estimates I include nothing in the way of military and naval 
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omitted from them the cost of positions outside of the Canal Zone on 
the mainland and islands, which the board seem to regard as importan 

There seems to be a well-grounded belief among our high mi ur 
officers that the fortifications on our main, or continental coasts, and 
our small Regular Army and Navy are far from adequate for our pri 
tection in the event of war, and that many millions of dollars should 
be promptly spent to put our country in only scant preparedness for 
war. If this is true, then it alone furnishes a most important reason 
why we should not fortify the Panama Canal if it can otherwise be 
protected. 

Our continental coast line, excluding bays and inlets and the Alaskan 
coast, is above 32,000 miles in length, one and a third times the ci: 


; cumference of the earth at the Equator, 


An army constantly kept on the Isthmus would be subject to the 
ravages of disease common to it, unless the sanitation now maintain 
thereon at an annual cost aside from administration of about $2,000,000 
was kept up. But for such sanitation the canal would not be 





uilt, as 





the Chagres River-Isthmus region is naturally the most deadly one from 
disease, yellow fever and the like, in all the world, as its history for 
above 400 years proves. It is not proposed to maintain such general 
sanitation beyond the time of its completion. 

Our Army and Navy, to meet the new and additional requirements re 
sulting from the United States having constantly to protect the Panama 
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Canal, would have to be increased from their present inadequate strength 


at least 25 per cent before there would be any 
in case of a sudden outbreak of war. 
on October 15, 1910, was 4,310 officers and 67,459 enlisted men. The 
cost of creating such increases and the necessary additional cost of 
maintaining continuously a considerable number of soldiers, sailors, 
and marines on the canal and its adjacent waters would be compara- 
tively very great, as all their wants would have to be supplied from 
long distances; in time of war convoyed to them. 

‘This country should hesitate long before taking upon it such an addi 
tional and oppressive burden at a time when there is little or no room 
to doubt that existing international treaties completely guarantee the 
I 
t 


well-grounded security 
The strength of the Regular Army 








utralization of the canal, and also when a more general international 
, easily negotiated, will effectually and perpetually protect it in a 

te of neutralization without special expense to the United States 
and by which it will forever, irrespective of the events of war, have its 
title thereto guaranteed, with all the revenues receivable therefrom 

rhe foregoing are only some of the principal reasons why, for 
strategic purposes in time of war to which the United States is a 
party, it should on every consideration of interest rejoice over the 
neutralization of the Panama Canal. 


The 





tendency of this age is toward the neutralization of 
waterways and of countries, in the interest of peace. The 
Black Sea, a large portion of the Danube, the Bosphorus, the 
Dardanelles, the Straits of Magellan, Switzerland, Belgium, Nor- 
wiy, the Rio Grande, and many other rivers, all have been 
neutralized by effective treaties. For over 75 years, the Rush- 
Bagot arrangement has been in operation, neutralizing, to all 
intent, the Great Lakes and the St. Lawrence River. 

The neutralization of our great waterway through interna- 
tionunl agreement, will be a majestic contribution to the cause 
of universal peace. There is but one country that can take the 
initiative in this matter. That country is the United States. 
This is the day of our opportunity, if we would go forward as 
peacemakers. Prudence, sound policy, and material interest 
nlike counsel us to extend an invitation to the powers of the 
world, to participate in a conference to neutralize the canal. 
Such a step will be the inevitable beginning of universal 
neutralization, a consummation most devoutly to be wished. 
The construction of the Panama Canal is the crowning achieve- 
ment of an age of material wonders. Wonderful indeed have 
been the triumphs of the Anglo-Saxon people over the physical 
world. 

We have tunneled the heart of darkness, we have traveled the upper air, 
lor who shall write in the book of man, this thing thou shalt not dare? 
So we of the race of dominance, lords of hand, and of brain, 


liave wielded the staff of Moses, and cloven the land in twain. 
The races of men will mingle, when the seas of the earth are wed, 
The ships of a hundred nations, the path of the sun will thread, 
And the golden galleys of commerce, borne by the winds of fate, 
Will cast their magnificent anchors, hard by the Golden Gate. 


[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, it is a curious fact that in 
all the discussions relative to the fortification of the Panama 
Canal—a subject that has been acute not only in the minds of 
the American people, but of the world for the past few months 
no voices have been raised, save those of Americans, to deny the 
power of this country to fortify and protect the Panama Canal. 

Is it not a very curious fact, if the position of these gentlemen 
be correct, that England should remain silent now for eight 
years after an express declaration on the part of America that 
we propese to fortify the canal? Is it not a curious fact that 
in the year 1908 the treaty made with Panama, by which we 
acquired the sovereignty which enables us to build the canal, 
carried expressly a provision stating that we had the right to 
fortify the canal? 

If that was in contravention of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, 
then was the time for England to declare her opposition and to 
let this country know that in her opinion she would consider 
in attempt at fortification on our part a violation of the treaty. 

sut nothing has occurred on the part of the other contracting 

Arty to indicate that she considers that we are violating her 
When we passed the Spooner Act no protest came from 
and to declare that that act was in contravention of the 
reaiy; and yet if it be true that the treaty denied the power 
o fortify, the fact that that act expressly instructed the Presi- 
dent not only to build but to make provision for the defense of 
I canal made it a violation of that treaty. 

But, gentlemen, how absurd in the light of the history that 
Surrounds the building of the great American canal this conten- 
We entered into a treaty in 1850 with England, 
layton-Bulwer treaty, and I state that that treaty 
ad more to do with the delaying of the building of the Panama 
Canal than any other single thing. Shortly after it w 
into American statesmen realized, because of the geographical 
condition of this country and the development of the great West 
OF America, that we could not afford to have a canal across the 
Isthmus which was not an American canal, controlled by Ameri 
cans, policed by Americans, and, if need be, defended by Ameri- 


Cans, 


ii mnust seem! 


t 
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And so it was that negotiations were begun and contin: 
for years to get away from the binding effect of that treaty, anc 
Mr. Blaine, in one of his papers to the British Government 
called attention to the various reasons why this country coulk 
not rest content to leave that treaty in existence without lil 
of time; that conditions had so changed as to 1 { 


’ ; ) 
mike If essentia 


mm. 


that America should be free to build and defend her own canal. 
And when, after years of such negotiation, a treaty was sub- 


mitted by President Roosevelt that left sor 


question, it was rejected by the Senate of the United States, 


and another treaty was found to be necessary, and as a 
we have the treaty of November, 1901. 


Is it not a curious fact that in that treaty not only is the first 
article a repeal of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, but the statement 
that the contracting parties shall be the guarantors of the neu 
trality of the canal that was in the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty 
is omitted, and it is provided that the United States itself shail 


guarantee that neutrality? 

Mr. KEIFER. 
I am 
at all. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will 
that it relates to the adoption of the neutralization 
for under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It does relate to the 
neutralization, but this .fact is to be borne in mind 
treaty prior to that in dealing with the same subject of the ado] 
tion of rules of neutralization declared that 
ing parties adopted, and so forth. 
unusual language that 


If there was meant 


perfectly certain there is no such clause in the t1 


The gentleman should not be so sure about 


rend it, he will t 
proy ij 


to be no difference, if the same idea wa 


adoption of a basis o 


Will the gentleman please indi ite that clause? 


f 


) 


the high contract 
Why, then, in this treaty the 
the United States adopts, and so forth? 


that the 


S 


to be conveyed, why bring into the matter a question of doubt? 


Why change the usual language in diplomatic 
bring in an unusual term? 

Mr. KEIFER. It was in the preamble. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not know what the gentleman mean 
but what I have stated I hope is plain to the committee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take the very bri 
time allotted to me in a statement as to our right to fortify. 


S 


agreements and 


f 


To my mind, no man can approach that question with an open 


mind and read all of the treaties relating to it and 
any other conclusion, particularly in view of the 


nations that might have a right to protest. I say again that 


is curious that some of us here should be the only ones to find 


a violation of treaty obligations. 

But assuming that we have the right to 
somewhat briefly the 
I shall never willingly consent to the proposition 
spent $400,000,000 to create this canal joini 
canal that was built largely 


fortify. I 
discuss reasous 
ig the two ¢ 


Ceuns 


because of what we believed wi 


a military necessity, for it remains yet to be determined whether 
we have been justified in this vast expenditure of 


economically 
money—I say I 
amount of money 
our enemy 

Such a proposition seems to me almost idiotic. Neutr: 
ity when we are at war, for that is what you have to co 
two 


shall 
to leave that canal open in a time of war 


never agree after having expended th: 


selves. 
presents one of 
closed to both the 
during the war. In either event we give cur enemy everyt! 
and get nothing. It has been repeatedly stated that the justiti 


tion of the canal was that it made our fleet twice as effectiy 


come to 


silence of the 


want to 
why we should fortify 
that, having 


\ 


l 


} 


S 


t 


upon the same conditions as we could use it our 


that it enabled it if in the Atlantic to go through into the I: 


cific, and if in the Pacifie to go through into the Atlantic: al 
yet, if this canal is to be neutralized in the sense 
gentlemen mean it, in case of war 


hh Wil 


happened to be on the Pacific, we could not use th inal, o1 
we could use it Germany could use it also. If we had wat 

Japan and our fleet was in the Atlantic, the me thing wo 
be true. In other words, we destroy the material advant 


we should have from building the canal 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield for an 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I assume that the gentleman is familiar w 
the debates, espe iallvy in the Senate, where the m 
bated at great length as to whether we 
coustruction of the canal. Has the gentleman been abie to fi 
or can he point to but one sentence in that debate, uttered 
Senator Hanna, to the effect that we would authorize or | 
pose to authorize the canal as a military asset or for m 
purposes? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am not familiar enough with the deb 
to tell the gentleman. Even assuming that the gentle 

1 statement is correct, it would not necessarily determine at 


tter was 


should authorize 


with Germany and our tle 


wider, 
propositions: Kither the canal must be 


United States and its enemy, or open to both 
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thing. Why, if we had to determine what laws meant by what 
is said on this floor as to what they mean, Lord have mercy 
upon us and the administration of justice! ‘There are enough 





Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CLINE]. 
Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat surprised at the 


opinions given every day on every bill that comes up here to | statement of the gentleman from Kentucky, whom I have al- 


substantiate any contention. 

But I go back to the proposition as to what is our duty as a 
Nation looking forward to the events of the future. Neutrality 
is a beautiful dream, but neutrality has never yet stayed the 
hand of a nation that felt its national life imperiled. I would 
like to see possible the Utopian dream of these gentlemen when 
men shall cease to go to war, and when everything shall be de- 
cided in a great international court of justice, but that day is 
far, very far away. We are told of the neutrality of the Suez 
Canal. Prior to the adoption of the convention of 1888 did 
England observe the neutrality of the Suez Canal when she 
went to war? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. By no means. She seized part of the canal 
and made it the base of her operations. That was her concep- 
tion of neutrality when she felt the necessity of the moment. 
Not only that, but she has never yet agreed in so many terms, 
and within recent years has through a high official denied, that 
she had fully given her consent and was bound by the terms 
of the Suez agreement. 

i say to you another thing—that if she did, the conditions 
are in no sense similar to those in America. The Suez is her 
route to India and to Australia, yet the route around the Cape 
of Good Hope is not much greater than it is through the canal. 
The Panama Canal is our route to the Pacific, but it is infi- 
nitely shorter than the route around South America. Not only 
is that true, but England has always depended for her su- 
premacy on the navy—on the fact that she maintains a navy 
equal to the strength of any two other nations. She looks to 
that to protect her rights and she looks to Gibraltar and to the 
fortifications that she has put right at the mouth, so to speak, 
of the Suez to enable her to maintain her position. But let us 
take up another contingency. Suppose Suez was captured or 
taken by an enemy of England. It would in no sense imperil her 
safety, but if Panama falls into the hands of an enemy of 
America the situation is entirely different. The cases are in 
no sense parallel. But we hear much of the neutralization of 
certain countries. Men speak of Switzerland, and yet Switzer- 
land maintains an army of extreme effectiveness in order to 
make certain that neutrality. They talk of the neutrality of 
Belgium, and yet when the Franco-Prussian War came on it 
was the marching of the Belgian soldiers along the frontier 
that preserved her neutrality to her. I am not willing to leave 
what I believe to be practically a coastline of America to the 
uncertainties of the observance of treaty obligations, even 
though all the nations of the earth enter into them. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. KEIFER. I wanted to know the date of the time the 
gentleman says England seized the Suez Canal. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I can find it in a moment, but the gentle- 
man can hardly expect me to go through papers now. I will 
give it to him personally in a few moments. Let me suggest 
another thought to the members of this committee. .What hap- 
pens in the case of the violation of neutrality? Who is to do 
the punishing? Where the great international force that 
shall guarantee the observance of international agreements? 
Suppose we have a war with a foreign country, do you suppose 
all the other nations of the earth are going to be on our side? 
No; the moral support of a number of them will be with our 
opponents. Do you suppose that in case of violation of neu- 
trality by our opponent that those whose sympathies or whose 
interests lie with our opponent are going to come in and punish? 
Gentlemen should remember that the Panama Canal is Ameri- 
can property, a natural place for an enemy to seek to seize, 


is 


rays regarded as absolutely correct when he discusses a 
proposition. -I am surprised at the statement that he makes 
that this canal was constructed primarily as a military basis 
of operations. Why, Mr. Chairman, for more than 75 years 
every message that was sent to Congress by the Presidents of 
the United States dealt with this question purely upon a com- 
mercial basis. The gentleman talks about this canal being a 
matter of strategic importance as a military point and was 
chiefly built for that purpose. I want to call his attention and 
the attention of this committee to the fact that after we had 
the War with Spain, after we had sent the Oregon around the 
Horn in 1898, two years after that, President McKinley sent a 
message to Congress, and with it a treaty, asking that this canal, 
when built, should not be fortified, should never be blockaded, 
but should be open in time of war and in time of peace to all 


| nations and to all flags. 


and he can well risk the uncertain and future punishment of | 


neutrals whose interests are not involved for the great advan- 
tage he would have in striking almost a deathblow at his 
enemy. If we want to make certain the neutrality of this 
Isthmus we must do it.by our own power, by our own force. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. SAUNDERS. 
about 10 seconds? 
Mr. KEIFER 

Mr. SAUNDERS. My friend from Tennessee asked a ques- 
tion, and I desire now to give him the information in order to 
have it go in the Recorp. In December, 1849, the President in- 
structed Mr. Foote, then our minister to New Granada, to urge 
upon that Government to take measures to negotiate a treaty 
with Great Britain to secure a guaranty of neutrality for the 
Isthmus of Panama. 


Will the gentleman from Ohio give me 


Certainly. 


Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, President 
Roosevelt, subsequent to the recommendation of President Mc 
Kinley when sending the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty to the 
Senate, made the same recommendation. 

Mr. CLINE. He did the same thing, Mr. Chairman, and I 
catl attention to the message of President Roosevelt in 1904, in 
which he reiterated the same proposition. Talk about the 
neutrality of the Suez Canal! Why, Mr. Chairman, the Suez 
Canal has always been on a basis of absolute neutrality; and 
in 1887, when Russia intimated that she would blockade that 
canal, which never has been blockaded and has always been 
open to the trade of every nation on the globe, England sub- 
mitted to Russia that she would consider any attempt to 
blockade it as an interference with her interests in India, and as 
a result of that the six great nations of Europe met at Constanti- 
nople in 1888 and signed an agreement whereby they were to 
maintain the canal absolutely on the basis of neutrality-—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLINE. No; I can not yield. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Has England ever signed that agreement? 
Mr. CLINE. I can not yield. Absolutely on a basis of 


neutrality. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to an- 
other proposition, viz, that we never have negotiated a treaty 
with South America and never negotiated a treaty with Eng- 
land or with any other power with reference to a_ trans- 
continental route over the Isthmus, but what we urged as the 
very basis of that treaty the absolute neutrality of the canal. 
Now, I want to call attention to another fact which seems to 
me to be important. When the treaty of 1901 was before the 
Senate it contained, which were afterwards adopted, these pro- 
visions: 

The canal shall be free and open to the vessels of commerce; 
that it never should be blockaded; that vessels of war of bellig 
erents shall not revictual nor take any stores in the canal ex 
cept so far as may be strictly necessary; that no belligerents 
shall embark or disembark troops; that the provisions of this 
article shall apply to waters adjacent to the canal, within 5 
marine miles of either end. It contains all the elements of neu 
trality. Now it happened at that time Mr. Cutrerson of Texas 
offered this resolution: 

It is agreed, however, that none of the immediately foregoing condi 
tions and stipulations in sections Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of this article 
shall apply to measures which the United States may find it necessary to 
take for securing by its own forces the defense of the United States and 
the maintenance of public order. 

What did the Senate of the United States do with that prupo 
sition? It voted it down by a vote of 44 to 26. Does that look 
as though they wanted to constitute the canal a strategic point 
in times of war and fortify it? Another proposition that was 
made there was made by Mr. TILLMAN, that we should strike out 
the provision for the neutrality of that canal based upon the 
provisions of the Constantinople agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CrLine] has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Tirrman offered a proposition that we 
should strike out the very basis of this neutralization that was 
found in the Constantinople agreement. And the Senate of the 
United States refused by a vote of 65 to 15 to do that. Then 
come back and tell me that we reserved in that treaty the right 
to fortify? Why did not the United States say so in the treaty 
if it proposed to reserve the right to fortify? ‘That is the propo- 
sition. Why did it not do so in that treaty? I call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that the Congress of the 
United States in adopting that treaty knew that the agreement 
was that England had conceded to us the right simply to protect 
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the canal against lawlessness and disorder by policing it: and 
not to fortify. 

And another fact, England refused to ratify that treaty, and 
the correspondence is here, until the United States should make 
as the basis of it the provisions for neutrality as embodied in 
the Constantinople convention. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I may extend 
my remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Is the Constantinople conven- 
tion the one that dealt with the Suez Canal? 

Mr. CLINE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KEIFER. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

The CHAIRMAN, Eighteen minutes, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, before he left the floor I asked 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiru] if it was satisfactory to | 
him if at 7 o’clock, inasmuch as it was due to the Members who 
have remained here and have not yet had an opportunity to get 
anything to eat, to take a recess until 8 o'clock. Members have | 
gone away with the idea and understanding, which was, in fact, 
made upon the floor of the House, that this debate would con- 





tinue until half past 7 o’clock, and that the debate under the | 


five-minute rule would not commence until then. So it would 
not be fair for us to go on and conclude the consideration of 
this matter now. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Some of 
hours now, expecting to vote. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I suggest we take a recess until 8 o'clock. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I object to that. I have stayed 
here all the time without knowing anything about that arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, reserving the 
right to object to the unanimous consent reserved by the gentle- 
man, I would like to know if there are any gentlemen who de- 
sire to be heard further? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiru] has 
consumed all of his time except 5 minutes, and he said there 
was no demand for it, and the gentleman from Ohio 
KEIFER] has consumed al) of his time except 18 minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
in the event that he might want to close the debate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that he reserved that for himself. 
Let us take a recess, say, until 7 o'clock and 30 minutes, then. 
I have not had anything to eat since breakfast. At the sugges- 
tion of gentlemen around me, I move that we take a 
until 7.40 p. m. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentle- 
man that the committee will have to rise before taking a recess. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I then move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BENNEt 
York having assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
MANN, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under 
consideration the sundry civil appropriation bill and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
recess until 7.40 p. m. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, what is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is 
the House may bring before it. 


us have stayed here for two 


recess 


the House take a 


anything 


Mr. HINSHAW. I am iu favor, Mr. Speaker, of the regular 
order. I want the House to go ahead and read this bill. Some 
of us have stayed here two hours, now, expecting this vote, 


and I am not going to stay here for it until the time mentioned, 
and I think some others are of the same opinion, if you are 
going to take a 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from 
Mr. HinsHaw] demands the regular order, which is equivalent 
to an objection. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. BUTLER. 


recess, 


What is the regular order? 

To go back into committee. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 

itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 32909, 


4? 


the sundry civil appropriation bill. 





| 

The motion was agreed to. 
\ccordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bil! H. R. 32909, the sundry civil appropriation | 
bill, with Mr. MANN in the chair. 


Mr. SIMS. 
be carried on before empty desks. If we are going to stay 


here and debate, I do not see why the Members should not be | 
here. 


Mr. Chairman, this is too important a debate to 


[ Mr. 


I think he reserved the five minutes himself, 


of New 


Nebraska | 


Mr. SHERLEY. 


Mr. SIMS. 


ho quorum. 
CHAIRMAN 
are present—not a quorum. 
proceeded to 


The 


The Clerk 
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(after 


counting). 


the roll, 


Members failed to answer to their names: 


Adair 
Aiken 
Alexander, Mo. 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Ames 
Anderson 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Rarchfeld 
Barclay 
jarnard 
surnhart 
Bartholadt 
Bartlett, Ga, 
Bates 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Boehne 
Boutell 

Row ‘rs 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Burke, Pa. 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Burleson 
Byrd 

Byrns 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Campbell 
Capron 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Clark. Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Cline 
Cocks, N. Y¥. 
Cole 
Cooper, Pa, 
Coudrey 
Covington 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 
Creager 
Crow 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Davis 
Dawson 
Denby 
Denver 
Dickinson 


Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 

Dodds 
Douglas 
Draper 
Driscoll, D. A, 
Dupre 

Tru 

Dwight 


Edwards, Ky 


Under the rule the 
York having 


state of the Union, 


taken the 


Ellerbe 
Ellis 
Livins 
Inglebright 
2stopinal 
‘assett 
‘erris 

‘ish 

‘ocht 
“oelker 
‘ordney 
‘oss 
“oster, Vt. 
Fowle1 
Fuller 
Gaines 
Gallagher 


eee 


Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 


Gardner, N. J. 
Garner, Pa, 
Gill, Md. 
Gill, Mo. 
Gillespie 
Gillett 

Glass 

Coebel 
CGoldfogle 


Gordon 





Griest 
(;uernsey 
Ilamer 
Hamilton 
liammond 


James 


Johnson, Ohio 
Tones 

J vce 

Kahn 

Keliher 
Kennedy, low: 


Kinkead, N. J 


imphrey, Was! 


committee 


chair 


Knap} 
Knowland 
Korbly 
Kijiestermann 
Lafean 
Langley 
Latta 
Law 
Lawrence 
Legare 

Lever 

Lindsay 
Lively 
Livingston 
Lliovd 
Longworth 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
Lundin 
MeCall 
McCreary 
MeCredie 
McDermott 
McGuire, Okla. 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal, 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 


McLachlan, Cal, 


McMorran 
Madison 
Malby 
Martin, Colo 
Martin, S. Dak. 
Maynord 
Miller, Minn. 
Millington 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex 
Morehead 
Morgan, Mo. 
Morgan, Okla. 
Morrison 
Morse 

Moss 

Moxley 
Mudd 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nelson 

(y Connell 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
l’adgett 


rose: 


as Speaker 


Fifty-seven 
The Clerk will call the roll. 
when the 


and Mr. 
pro tempore, 
MANN, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole Hlouse on t 
reported that that 


committee 
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I suggest to the gentleman that he make his 
point; let him go ahead and make it. 


Very well. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


gentlemen 


follow ing 


’rince 

U)0 

tainey 
Randell, Tex 
Ransdell, La 
Kauch 

Reid 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Rothermel 
Rucker, Colo. 
Rucker, Mo. 
Sabath 
Saunders 





Smith, Cal 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, Tex 
Snapp 


Southwick 





Sp \ 
Stafford 
Stanley 


Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn. 


Sulzer 
Swasey 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala 
Taylor, Colo 


Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ky 
Thomas, N.C. 
Tilson 

Tou Velle 
rownsend 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Webb 
W ec 
Weisse 


Bennet of New 


had had under 


consideration the sundry civil bill and, finding itself without a 


quorum, the Chairman, under the rule, instructed the Clerk to 
eall the roll, and he returned herewith a list of the absentees 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and eight M 
bers are present—a quorum—and the commit \ ‘ 
sitting. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas Mr. Chairman, a p: 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentle: 1 will state it 

Mr. MILI R of Kansas. The two hours for gene debat 
having expired, would it be in order to ask for the rv yr of 
the bill under the five-minut le 

The CHAIRMAN. The ti for general debate has not ex 
pired. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chair n, the time general deb 
expired at 7.2 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mista it did 

Mr. KENDALL. Does the Chair hay ul lisineli n to 


advise the Ho 
The CHAIRMAN. 
debate. 
Mr. GOULDEN. 
valuable property of the country 
| wi 


se when it will expire? 


It will expire after two hours of 


when 


finished 
ll have been expended—is of grave importance to the Nation. 


Mr. Chairman, the matter of protecting the 


S400 000 000 
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I realize that an honest difference may exist as to the pro- 
priety of fortifying the Isthmian Canal. 

Having had the satisfaction of visiting this great enterprise 
and investigating the matter as fully as my limited time would 
permit, I am convinced that the Committee on Appropriations 
acted wisely in making this provision, so as to permit the inau- 
guration of the proper fortifications. 

I am heartily in favor of the plan to fortify the canal. 
too great a risk to trust to peaceful measures. Treaties and 
neutralization are all right, but in case of war I had rather 
trust to proper fortifications and a well-disciplined and fully 
equipped Army and Navy. 

The other day we discussed the urgency of adding 430 officers 
to the Regular Army. This was intended to supply the National 
Guard of the States, the mainstay of the Nation in time of 
domestic trouble or foreign invasion. The false spirit of econ- 
omy in vogue in this Congress caused that necessary addition 
to be cut down to 230. Prudence would have justified an in- 
crease instead of a decrease, and I trust that the body at the 
other end of the Capitol will at least restore the number to 430. 

I have great faith in the National Guard, the nucleus of 
grand yolunteer armies, upon which the country must rely in 
case of war, of which, thank God, no cloud is visible anywhere. 
The views of that distinguished engineer in charge of the Isth- 
mian Canal, Col. Goethals, whom we had the satisfaction of 
hearing in this Chamber last week, confirms me in my convic- 
tion that fortifications should be started at once and completed 
as early as pructicable. 

It will afford me special pleasure to vote for the appropria- 
tion of $3,000,000 recommended by the Appropriations Commit- 
tee in this bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I 
remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN, If the Chair is correct, the gentleman has 
5 minutes and the gentleman from Ohio has 18 minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I am not going, as I indi- 
cated in the first place, to make any systematic answer to the 
various things that have been stated here. I only wish now to 
call attention to some mistakes that have been made by gentle- 
men who have preceded me. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. SHERLEY] finds, on looking at his memorandum, that the 
incident in which he says England seized the Suez Canal and 
violated the treaty at one time was in 1878, 
before the treaty was formed. [Applause.] 

England did do certain things at that time in violation of 
some things that the Khedive of Egypt, under the Sultan of 
Turkey, was trying to maintain which was thought not to be 
honorable; but it was out of this and for the purpose of pre- 
venting that very thing from ever occurring again that the 
great nations of Europe, consisting of Russia, Turkey, Germany, 
Austria-Hungary, Italy, the Netherlands, Spain, 
England, entered into the Suez Canal treaty, and it has never 
been violated from that day to this. According to my inquiry, 
not a single dollar has ever been expended looking to the fortifi- 
cation of the Suez Canal in any way. No fortifications have 
been built or exist for its blockade or defense. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman claim that the 
treaty of Constantinople has ever gone into effect by its terms? 

Mr. KEIFER. Absolutely; and the United States in June, 
1898, appealed to Great Britain, that controlled it largely, to 
know whether under the terms of it we might send a fleet 
through the 
we could, and Spain, with whom we were then at war, assented 
to it. [Applause.] I put the correspondence between the State 
Department and the English authorities in my speech here of 
May 17, 1910. 


It is 


France, and | 


just 10 years | 


never will be disregarded. Such treaties are wholly different 
from treaties between two nations or treaties merely to neu- 
tralize a territory or country solely for the benefit of its in- 
habitants. The latter treaties may sometimes be broken, the 
former never are. 

I might say about this document the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. SmirH] read from, that if he will look at the title he will 
find it was prepared by somebody advocating, doubtless, the 
ratification of the treaty of November, 1901, regardless of what 
its stipulations were, not by John Hay, who had negotiated it 
for the United States, but the document was prepared with ref- 
erence to the operation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and the 
only thing John Hay had to do with it was to send it up to the 
Senate, where they disregarded it all the way through. He 
knew the treaty spoke for itself and was plain and easy of con- 
struction, 

Mr. DIEKEMA. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. SMiru] makes the positive statement that this communica- 
tion was sent by Mr. Hay. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is true. 

Mr. DIEKEMA. And the gentleman from Ohio denies it. 
What reason has he for denying that this is the authentic state- 
ment made that Mr, Hay sent it to the Senate? 

Mr. KEIFER. I say he stated the truth if he stated it in 
that way, and that is exactly what the paper says. There is 
some fine print in brackets here, under the heading on page 2, 
which reads: 

Prepared in the Department of State and sent by Mr. Hay to the 
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. KENDALL. Did it not go there with his authority? 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, the gentleman is making a discussion 
about it. Why did he not prepare it? Because he concurred in 
what President Roosevelt said, that the treaty carried with it all 
the neutralization policies that had been maintained in this 
country for 50 years, and as embodied in the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty ; and that is the reason he did not prepare any such stuff 
as that. But they say the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was super 
seded, both the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from 
Kentucky, and they talk as though they believed that. In the 
proclamation the President of the United States, Mr. Roosevelt, 
says that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was set aside. 

Without impairing the general principles of neutralization established 
in Article VIII of that convention. 


The preamble to this Hay-Pauncefote treaty recites that it is 


| made to remove all objection to the construction by the United 





‘anal without interruption, and it was said that | 


Mr. KOPP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. KOPP. In the case of the Suez Canal, would it ever 
have been practicable to operate the canal except by inter- | 
national treaty? 

Mr. KEIFER. With or without an international treaty in 


time of peace. I suspect that the gentleman has in his mind 
the proposition that international treaties are only made for 
peace and not for war, but the rule is that they are made for 
war and never for peace. Neutralization for peace! That is 
the most absurd suggestion that was ever made. Neutraliza- 
tion is to prevent war involving certain property or territory 
when war exists. But for war there would and could be no 
such thing as neutralization. No nation can alone neutralize 
its own possessions. It requires an international treaty to 
guarantee neutralization and to make it effective. International 
treaties neutralizing a great common-carrier public highway 
like the Panama Canal is designed to be, in which all the na- 
tions of the world have a common interest, never have been and 


States of a canal that may arise out of the terms of the Clayton 


| Bulwer treaty— 


Without impairing the general principle of neutralization established 
in Article VIII of that convention, 

I turn now to Article IV of the same treaty and read: 

It is agreed that no change of territorial sovereignty or of the inter 
national relations of the country or countries traversed by the before 
mentioned canal shall affect the general principle of neutralization or 
the obligations of the high contracting parties under the present treaty. 

This I read from the treaty of November 18, 1901, now in 
force. Nothing is plainer than that all the neutralization estab 
lished by the 1850 Clayton-Bulwer treaty was continued and 
still remains in full force, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman what 
he has to say with reference to the first article of the existing 
treaty, which is that the high contracting parties agree that the 
present treaty shall supersede the aforementioned convention, 
which was the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman asks a question that seems to 
come too late, as it is plainly declared in the opening part of 
the treaty that the neutralization of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
is to be preserved, as the President of the United States in his 
proclamation, which I hold in my hand, states; and the fourth 
article thereof, that I have just read, says the same thing. So 
the neutralization of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was readopted 
in the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, and it remains still in full force. 
Now, I want to call attention to another mistake on this same 
line. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Snertey], I think it 
was, who talked about a clause in the treaty by which we pre- 


| served only certain principles of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and 


he was as careless about that as some other things, for where 
that is spoken of in the treaty nothing is said about the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty at all. I read the first paragraph of article 3, to 
which he referred: 

The United States adopts as a basis of neutralization of such ship 
canal the following rules, substantially as embodied in the convention 


of Constantinople, signed October 28, 1888, for the free navigation of 
the Suez Canal. 


And there is not a word in that article or any article of the 
treaty in relation to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty at all, but it 
only adopts the neutralization principles—nonfortification, no 
act of war, and no blockade—of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, 








1911. 





which is continued in foree, and by Article ITI the rules of neu 
tralization ‘substantially as embodied” in the Suez Canal 
treaty are also adopted and, in effect, made part of the Hay- 
Pauneefoic treaty and made applicable to the Panama Canal. 

toth the gentlemen from Iowa and Kentucky, with apparent 
earnestness, refer to and quote from paragraph 1, Article IFT, of 
the Hay-Pauneefote treaty and exclaim loudly that it shows 
that the United States alone guarantees the neutralization of 
the canal, and they pretend to think that:it could do so. 

There is not a word in that paragraph about the United 
States or any nation guaranteeing neutralization; it only 
refers to the basis of neutralization. It reads: 

The United States adopts as the basis of the neutralization of such 
ship canal the following rules. 

And so forth. This claim is hardly ingenuous. 

Article IV, as I have shown, and other parts of the treaty 
speak of “the obligation of the high contracting parties” to 
neutralize the canal. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one other thing. Somebody says that 





we made a treaty with the Republic of Panama by which we | 


expressly provided for the fortification of the canal. Now, if I 
wanted to go on record, I would say there was no such treaty 
ever made and nobedy ever discovered one of that kind. 

Let me read from the treaty, the last one in date. It speaks 
for itself, and if gentlemen are right that the November (1901) 
treaty nreans nothing, we have had the silliest, most foolish, 
und most ignorant class of people at the head of this Govern- 
ment for some years past that could possibly be conceived of. 
Turn to the eighteenth article of the treaty with the Republic 
of Panama, which bears date of November 18, 1903, and .after 
the Speoner Act was passed that gentlemen here have been 
talking about, signed two years to a day after the Hay-Vaune 
fote treaty of 1901: 

The canal, when constructed, and the entrances thereto shall be neu 
tralized in perpetuity and shall be open upon the terms provided by 
section 1 of Article III of and in conformity with the stipulation 
entered into by the Governments of the United States and Great Britain 
on November 18, 1901 

That is the sort of agreement for fortifications we find: but, 
to nail down the question, turn to Article XXV of the same treaty, 
which reads: “ For the better performance of the engagements 
of this convention and to the end of an efficient protection of the 
canal arf the preservation of its neutrality the Government of 
the Republic of Panama will” do soand so. Protection; they talk 
about that as though it meant something. In the Suez Canal 
treaty is a provision for protection, and in the Hay-Pauncefote 
treaty, now in foree, of November 18, 1901, is a provision for 
protection, and in ‘the twenty-third article of the Panama treaty 
there is a like provision for protection when necessary and 
when neutralization is assailed. Article XXIII of the Panama 
treaty does not permit any preliminary or precautionary prep- 
arations, only measures to be taken when found necessary. 
But nobody ever dreamed of neutralization or of maintaining it 
always by purely peaceable means. Why not fight to maintain 
it in case of attack? ‘The treaties all provide, in effect, to defend 
neutralization when it is assailed, and indemnity for violating 
would be required. The Suez Canal treaty provides that the 
signatory powers of that great treaty may keep two ships at 
either end of the canal at Port Said or Suez, not to do any 
thing more than to ‘protect it in case its neutralization is as 
sailed. That is all; and we have a provision in our treaty pro- 
viding that we may do the same thing. 

I notice my friend Mirrer of Kansas here who read the 
other day a clause of the Panama treaty and insisted on keep 
ing out of his speech the only provisions in it that provided for 
neutralization. Now, let us see what the United States may do. 
Under the seeond section or paragraph of Article III of the 
1%)1 treaty we find this: 

The canal shall never be blockaded, nor shall any right of war be 
exercised nor any act of hostility be committed within it. 

If it stopped there, the United States might have seemed to 
have been shut out, for neutralization shuts out every act of 
war. But, prudently, they shift over, as they said in the Senate, 
and as the draftsman said, they shifted the clause that was to 
take the place of section 7 of Article II of the 1901 treaty, which 
section expressly forbade fortifications, so as to take the place 
of the section but to have the same effect. I now read what 
immediately follows the clause I have just read: 

The United States, however, shall be at liberty to maintain such 
military police along the canal as may be necessary to protect it against 
lawlessness and disorder 


That is to say, notwithstanding all the neutralization, not- 
Withstanding all the prohibition against blockade or acts of war, 
the United States may have such military police along the canal 
as to protect it against lawlessness and disorder. Jlowever, the 
United States, the treaty says, may do certain specified things. 

Now, some of these gentlemen here are lawyers and judges. 
Will they say that, having expressed these things in the treaty, 
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it means to include everything else, or 


to treaties or with reference to 


wherever you express a right or 


of all others? Gentlemen seem 


of war as in time of peace” in 


authorized to do that which will o 


the treaty, to wit, fortify and bk 


? 


on I shall speak more at length on 
The notion about fortifying the 
it, as my friend from Iowa suggests, 


afraid that some burglar will 


his goods, hires policemen to stand 


to keep them open so that the 


| that, by omitting the word “ fortifying ’ 


| aS laid down by the Judges of the Supre: 


trouble ‘instead of breaking the doors 
Strategy, says my friend from 


That is also where we differ. 


I 


my speeches and can do so now. 
if we throw down the gauntlet of wat 


least, have to have half of our Army 
more than half of the Navy down ther 
we will lose it. If the enemy is on 
and defeat him. If the enemy 
there. If he is in both places, we wi 
If he is so strong that he will beat 
will not help us or him. It is 
should have to tie up a part of our Ar 
2 piece of property. Neutralization 


from a declaration of a neutralization of a 


land. That is where the people h: 
from attack and enjoy their neutrality. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 
Chairman, 
year the Senate adopted a resolution as follows 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. 


Resolved, That a brief history of 
sidered relative to th Clayton-Ru 


document 
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In pursuance of that resolution 


was printed. It starts with this 


\ brief history of the amendm 
action of the Senate on tl te 
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Referring to the present existing treaty between Great Britain 


and the United States: 


Prepared in the Department of 
Senate Committe 





It seems to me a mere caviling 


is not the information furnished 
American diplomats, John Hay, 


the ratification of the existing 


was from this document that 
of this debate. 


I was very glad to hear the 
KEIFER] avow, and, I should ¢ 
to talk about neutralization except 
neutralization; that the treaty 
says is in force, but which I do not 
taken effect, provided for naval vessels to enfor 
In that case the nations adhering to the treaty 
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anteed the neutrality. In this case the I 
pudiated international guaranty of neutral 
proélaimed neutrality which I concede will 
plicable in time of war. 

But it is senseless for the United States ti 
maintain neutrality with popguns against th 
nations that have not agreed to respect the 
canal. The very purpose, and the prime pur} 
is the same purpose contemplated in e treat 
ple—to maintain the neutrality and s that 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care ur 
ther, and I yield back the bala y tin 
anything should arise in the e ce 
reply I may be permitted to reply. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentlem ! Lor 
‘nited States agreed with Pana 

Mr. SMITIL of Iowa Oh, no; ed W 
I did not say anything about Panam 

Mr. BORLAND. The United St sm 
Panama by its treaty to guarante neutt 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I did not say t 

Mr. BORLAND. Does the gentle ” 
fact? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not care t S 

Mr. BORLAND. If that is correct 5 
the United States at least a moral obligat 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The treaty I referred to was repudi- 
ated in the American Senate, and the Senate would not accept 
a treaty of that kind. We are in no position now to say that. 
Ilaving a treaty to that effect and refusing to take it, and an- 
nouncing our ability and courageous purpose to defend it with 
American manhood, we are now going to back out and say we 
can not defend our own property. 

Mr. BORLAND. After the British treaty was concluded, we 
have since entered into a treaty with Panama to secure its neu- 
trality. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no; there is no such provision. 
We are proposing to maintain neutrality and maintain it with 
big guns. 

Mr. KEIFER. To maintain it in violation of the treaty. 
There is a provision as to how we are to do it, and the gentle- 


Iman is proposing.to violate it and bring on trouble before the | 


canal is built. [Cries of “ Rule!” “ Rule!’’] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, when the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill was up for consideration I sought an opportunity to dis- 
cuss certain provisions of the bill, but as time was limited I was 
prevented from doing so, and now avail myself of the opportunity 


to call attention to the exorbitant rate paid to the railroad com- | 


panies by the Government for carrying the mail; to point out 
this undue activity on the part of the railroads in favor of par- 


cels post and the impossibility of establishing parcels-post that 


would be beneficial and self-supporting. I believe this matter 


worthy of the most careful and thoughtful consideration. To | 
begin with, How are the transportation companies paid? The | 
present rates per pound weight were first fixed by the act of | 
March 3, 1873. These were reduced 10 per cent by the act of | 


July 12, 1876, and 5 per cent more by the act of June 17, 1878, 


and 5 per cent more by the act of March 2, 1907. First, the pay | 


is based solely on the average weight of the mail carried daily 
the whole length of the route, but when a full railway post-office 
car is added to the train the Post Office Department pays to the 
railroad a rental for the entire car, based upon its length, or an 
average of $5,427.62 a car. The cars cost about $5,500 or $6,000 
each, and are maintained and repaired at an annual cost of 
about $1,200. They are built and owned by the railroad com- 
panies and rented to the Post Office Department. The pay for a 
line of these cars is $25 a mile for 40-foot cars, $30 for 45-foot 
cars, $40 for 50-foot cars, and $50 for 55 or 60 foot cars. 

I include in my remarks a schedule of rates of railway mail 
transportation which covers the present and recent laws on that 
subject: 


Schedule of rates for railway-mail pay. 


Pay per mile per annum. 





| 
Interme- 
| | diate 
Averave weight of mails per | | | | weight 
carri d over whole Act of | Act of | Act of | Act of Land- | warrant- 
length of route. March | July 12, June 17,| March | © - a 
? 72 76 7 » 1007 au § 
3, 1873. | 1876. 1878. | 2, 1907. roads. | of $1 per 
| | | mile 
| under 
| the law. 
| 
| | Pounds. 
wnds..... .----| $50.00 | $45.00 | $42.75 | $42.75 | $34.20 |........... 
200 pounds to 500 pounds. ‘ : sa 12 
£00 pounds : 75. 00 67. 50 64. 12 64.12 GO Es ences 
500 pounds to 1,000 pounds... aie ae - ae sal 20 
1.000 pounds. . a 100. 00 90. 00 85. 50 85. 50 TEPAND Bicuctnibhtins 
1,000 pounds to 1,500 pounds..|........]... ' : iemawas’ 20 
1,500 pounds.. sak 25.00 | 112.50 | 106. 87 106. 87 4 ot ae : 
l j FS eee eee 5 cain abet kes nih il calm paar 20 
2 ) , inthe es 150. 00 118.25 | 118.25 | 102.60 |......... 3 
2 4 5 Be hk aires clegeen nest sssedesteensss 60 
andes Sch tehiaedtiaie ae 175. 00 149.62 | 149.62 | 119.70 |........... 
‘ mds to 5,000 poumds. .).........-cleccceeesle- i 60 
5.000 pounds.. cM tld ee 200. 00 171.00 | 171.00 | 136.80 |........... 
5,000 pounds to 48,000 pounds.|........ Licpnsnniivnnnseaalinoenetalsunebats 80 
For every additional 2,000 | } | | 
pounds over 5,000 pounds 
ind under 4,800 pounds..... 25.00 | 22.50] 21.38 | 20.30) 16.24 |........... 
For every 2,000 pounds over | | | 
SE hisiscnccdsinncs 25. 00 22. 50 21.38 19. 24 ts OP Avvcdunaamnin 
| 
RAILWAY POST-OFFICE CARS. | | | | 
| 
Railway post-office cars 40 
feet in length... EO Waeeuncaicessssue BRED hnnigtnncthsetutiniedioin 
Railway post-office cars 45 | | 
feet in length... i IE DicSien cd che deg SOND duncdccnudsienhaabad 
Ra iy post-office cars 50 } | } | 
feet in length CAG hisccacts Re ene 32. 50 poceesleocseseebone 
Railway post-office cars 55 | | 
feet in length... wal Be Se cbikncoudcaussess 40. 00 


Act of July 12, 1876, decrease of 10 per cent. 

Act of June 17. 1878, decrease of 5 per cent. 

Act of March 2, 1907, decrease of 5 per cent on ez 
excess of 5,000 pounds. 

Land-grant roads recelvye 80 per cent of rate. 


ich 2,000 pounds in 





The Postmaster General states in his report for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1910, that the expenditures for that year 
for transportation of mails on railroads was $44,654,515.97 and 
$4,686,122.27 for railway post-office car service, or a total of 
$49,340,638.24. This Government pays the railroads practically 
$50,000,000 a year for carrying the mail. If we have the 
amount paid and the number of pounds carried, it is an easy 
matter to determine the average rate paid per pound. In com- 





| pliance with the directions of the provisions of the act of 


March 2, 1907, in the post-office appropriation bill, all mail 
matter and equipments used in connection therewith and empty 
equipments dispatched were weighed for the period from July 
1 to December 31, 1907, and which is reported in Table B to 
be: Total weight of mail matter, 618,130,722.15 pounds; equip- 
ment carried in connection therewith, 414,073,490.9 pounds; 
empty equipment dispatched, 53,848,134.1 pounds; total weight 
of domestic mails and equipments, 1,086,052,348.2 pounds, for 
six months. If you multiply it by two you have total mail 
matter, 1,236,261,444.38 pounds; total equipments, 935,843,250.6 
pounds; or a total of 2,172,104,696.4 pounds. These figures, of 
course, are necessarily estimates, because the mail carried in 
the first six months of the year varies from the amount carried 
in the last six months. When the post-office appropriation bil! 
was under consideration last year the distinguished chairman 
of that committee furnished this House with this information. 
(See CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, Feb. 24, p. 2348.) The depart- 
ment estimates the net weight of the mails for 1908 as fol- 
lows: 


Pounds. 
Oe i i 167, 502, 610 
eee ae ee ee ee 785, 833, 110 
a 179, 694, 654 
I ea 58, 889, 400 
I i a I on 4, 531, OSO 
Ia NOP skh cn sional uapea a stohtob ebioesdbestnidnabicci ape amie 43, 092, 474 


Foreign 60, 814, 956 


a inthe ais ode adants Siaiaiemee ee 1, 300, 358, 284 


In order to ascertain the average rate paid per pound to 
railroads for carrying the mail, we should deduct from this 
amount about 200,000,000 pounds which is not carried by the 
railroads—for instance, all of the local delivery, much of the 


| free in the county, as well as much mail matter sent out on 


star routes and rural free delivery. Much of the foreign mail 
matter is not carried by railroads, as much of it is sent direct 
from post offices in the larger cities with ports, such as New 
York, Boston, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and others, and in al! 
probability the railroads do not carry more than 1,100,000,000 
pounds. If so, and if they are paid $50,000,000, the rate paid 
is more than 44 cents a pound. But we will be liberal and 
grant that they carry one and a quarter billion pounds. The ap 
propriations for 1911 for transportation by railroads and rail- 
way post-office cars was $50,000,574. That amount makes it 
more than 4 cents a pound, but you say that in determining the 
average rate paid railway companies the weight of equipments 
should be included. By so doing the rate paid railway companies 
would be less, but the Government gets paid for mail matter 
only, express companies get paid for actual weight of pack 
ages handled, and equipments are furnished by both the 
Government and the express companies; hence in making 
the comparison the weight of equipments has nothing to do 


| with it. 


It is fair to assume that the Government pays on an average 


| at least 4 cents per pound for carrying mail matter. Compare 


this with the rate charged by the express companies for carry 
ing express, not what the express companies pay the railroads 
for carrying express, but the rate charged the public by ex- 
press companies for services rendered. If you will look over 
the Interstate Commerce Commission’s first annual reports 
of the statistics of express companies in the United States for 
the year ending June 30, 1909, you will find that the average 
revenue received per piece was $0.5049, the average revenue paid 
per pound $0.0154, the total revenue $35,856,551.56 for handling 
in the aggregate 2,329,342,192 pounds in three months, as for 
April, August, and December, 1909. The number of pounds 
transported in three months is about twice the amount of mail 
matter transported in a year. The revenue of express compa 
nies is a little more than 14 cents per pound as compared with 
4 cents paid per pound by the Government. The Government 
then pays the railroads for carrying mail matter nearly three 
times the amount charged the public by express companies, and 
about seven times the amount the express companies pay 
railroads for carrying express. I quote from the report of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission of December 21, 1910, 
page 27. 

The statistical information contained in this report covers the 


operations of 13 companies. The names of these companies, as also 
the mileage over which each operates, are as follows: 
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Classification of mileage covered by operations on June 30, 1909. 


Name of carrier Total mile- |Steam road | Electric line) Steamboat Stageline 













age. | mileage. mileage. line mileag mileage. 
‘ a pean —— 
‘ s Expr ;Co.....| 34,360.00] 30,676.00 | 196. 00 | 405. 00 
American Express Co..| 48,224.78 45, 668. 08 475.70 | 2,058.50 
Canad an E xpress Co 7,794. 27 6, 964. 27 | 66. 00 737. 00 } 
Canadian Northern | | | 
gt ee 3,129.62 | 3,107.62 | MRO assisds desdiseedendas 
Globe Express Co...... 4 a x 8 A nee i 
Great Northern onl 
press _ pet .-| 7,412.16] 7,031. 57 169. 59 11. 00 
Nati ral E xpress Co. . a 1,714.% 1, 416. 25 6. 00 | 
N ern Express Co. -| _6, 5 | 6, 488. 75 8. 00 | 
Pas fie Express Co..... 22,672.54 21,721.20 343. 00 | 
hern Express Co 33,181.00 | 30,936. 00 80.00} 2 
Un ited States Express | | 
ern 24,206.00 | 20,286.34 3, 604. 96 | 4) OF 
Ww , Fargo & Co 65, 698. 43 | 59,316.90 1, 438. 76 | 4,081. 65 861. 12 
Wes aa Express Co...| 3,456.39 | 3,448.39 | 4.00 | ON fedcciansa: 
Mies isehecacee 260, 507. 04 | 238, 961. 22 6, 414. 01 14, 138. 19 993. 62 


The character of the business transacted by the express companies is 
indicated by the following statement, which shows for the months of 
April, August, and December, 1909, the number of pieces carried, their 
’ egate weig cht, the average weight per piece, the total revenue, the 

erage revenue per piece, and the average revenue per pound. The 

cpenses incident to the compilation of the information by the 
xpress companies deterred the commission from requiring such a 
compilation for all the months of the year, but the combined results 

r the months selected may be accepted as typical of the business for 
the year. 







Summary of traffic fer April, 


anal — ‘ 7 , 018, 295 
--pounds... 2, 329" 342, 192 


August, and December, 1909. 
Number of pieces 

gate weight 
ige weight per piece_ 





siimdiiatiaiiaa Se 32. 80 
tevenue ellie iiaiacinsiieinpieaianbil aoiiectbaieiidiaciadeiiaa iadmaiaiaams ~---. $35, 856, Si 51, 56 
Average revenue per piece__-_- il wacei Cees 50. 49 
Average revenue per pound____--~~- eae tere 1. 54 


Now, having pointed out the difference in the rate paid by 
the Government and the rate charged by express companies, I 
want to say a word about pareel posts and the express com- 
panies, 


With these facts before us it seems to me they ought to settle | 


the question for all time to come that under the present ar- 
rungements and with the present rate paid railroad companies 
for carying mail matter parcels post can not be made bene- 
ficial to the public or self-supporting, and with the present 
rates paid, in order to make the service of any value whatever, 
a heavy draft must be made on the Treasury. It also ought to 
ease the minds of those who are laboring under the delusion 
that the express companies fear Government competition and 
are opposed to parcels-post legislation. Certainly a corporation 
or individual who can carry parcels at a profit at $1.54 a hun- 
dred has nothing to fear from a competitor where the service 
costs the competitor three times the amount he is performing 
the service for, and, mind you, the revenue paid railroad com- 
panies for carrying mail matter is but a small part of the total 
expense of handling mail matter by the Government. The total 
expense of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
ID10 was $229,509,680.36. If the total weight was 1,250,000,000 
pounds, the average cost was more than 18 cents a pound. Why 
this difference in cost? To begin with, the business of the ex- 
press company is conducted by business men and on business 
lines, the Post Office Department is conducted by Congress and 
the department, 
Gove rennet it is the most expensive, and until Congress and 
the departments adopt business methods and conduct its busi- 
ss as business men do, it of course can not compete with 
individuals or corporations. 


hi 


Much has been said about the express companies exerting 
their influence against parcels-post legislation, and I regret to 
say that this claim is made by many who know, or ought to 
know, better. What are the facts? The express companies 
are merely subcompanies of the railroad companies. The ex- 
press business properly belongs to the railroads, but the rail- 
roads, like many other large companies, the management, o 
those in control, organize subcompanies for the pi ( 
robbing their costockholders or the railroads of part of the 
profit as, for instance, in the Beef Trust subcompani 
ganized, and but few of those in control of _ eae eee own 
and control the stock of the subcompanies. ith the Beef 
Trust the by-products are sold to the subcompany a low prices, 
thus robbing their costockholders or the trust of part of the 
profit and for their own special benefit. So with the railroads; 
those in power and control proceed to organize a company; 
they call it an express company. ‘They elect themselves to 
office. The officers or directors are generally a self-perpetuating 


ge 


irpose 


Ss are ol 








RECORD—HOUSE. 


3465 


body. (I quote from the Interstate Commerce Commission’s 
report :) 





The directors of this company 











etuat ly, ¢ g 
it is provided in the articles of ; ind t tl en 
shareholders owning two-thir is in . the « ny 
shall request it in writing, a met t n 
of directors shall be held. No Si 2 

Article 8 of the articles of association and agreement reads 
in part as follows: 

But it is hereby expressly understood and 1 
herein named and that may hevendier be « ted shall be \ L or 
interested in any business or thing detrimental to tl nterest 1 
company or in opposition thereto. 

Among the direetors of the United States Express C ire 
Mr. Stetson, general counsel for the Northern Pacific R ay 
and Southern Railway, also director of the Chicago-Erie ! 
road and the Erie Railroad. 

Mr. Weir, director, is chairman of the board of managers of 
the Adams Express Co. and director in a number of railway 


companies. 
SOUTHERN EXPRESS Ct 


One of the directors of the company is M. F. Plant, who is 
also a director of the Atlantic Coast Line Rail i 
Indianapolis & Louisville Railway, and in 
& Occidental Steamship Co. The number of 
is 30. 

In the Wells-Fargo Co., by 


stockholders 


referring to the names of the 
directors, it will be found that the Erie Railroad and the Harri 
man lines are strongly represented on the board of directors. 
The directors of the company on June 30, 1909, were Dudley 
Evans, F. D. Underwood, H. Harriman, J. J. McCook, W. V. 
S. Thorne, A. K. Vandeventer, William Mahl, F. V. S. Crosby, 
and H. W. de Forest, all of New York, and H. BE. Huntington, 
George E, Gray, and W. F. Herrin, all of San Francisco, Cal, 
and J. Kruttschnitt, of Chicago, Ill. Of these, Mr. Underwood 
was the president of the Erie Railroad and president or direc- 
tor of SO or more railway and industrial companies; Mr, Harri- 
man then headed the Harriman system of railways; J. J. Me 
Cook was of the firm of Alexander & Green, attorneys, and was 
director in certain insurance and banking concerns; Messrs. 
Kruttschnitt, Thorne, Van Deventer, Herrin, Mahl, and Crosby 
were oflicers of the Harriman lines, while Mr. de Forest was 


a director of the Southern Pacific Co. Mr. Kruttschnitt was 
also a director of the Pacific Express Co. 

The Western Express Co. has six stockholders. The board 
of directors June 30 was composed of the following: E. Ven 
nington, W. L. Martin, C. W. Gardner, and H. B. Dike, all of 
Minneapolis, Minn., and W. F. Fitch, of Marquette, Mich. Of 
these, Messrs. Pennington, Martin, Dike, and Gardner ‘re 


officers of the Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railway 
and Mr. Fitch was president of the Duluth, South Shore & 
Atlantic Railway, 


In the Pacific Express Co. the number of stockholders is 
i given as 12. On June 30, 1909, the company was controlled 
| through stock ownership by the Missouri Pacific Railway (40 
per cent), Union Pacific Railroad (40 per cent), and Wabash 


| Railroad (20 per 


and like all other business conducted by the | 





cent). The directors of 
June 380, 1909, were James Eggleston, C. 


this company on 
=. 
Schuyler, and E. B. Prior, of St. Louis, — ; F. A.. Delano and 
s Y ’ 
r 


Clarke, S. B 


J. Kruttschnitt, of Chicago, Ill.; and Erast 
Nebr. Of these, Mr. Clarke and Mr. Schuyl er were office! 
the Missouri Pacific Railway, Mr. Prior and Mr. Delano of the 
Wabash Railroad, Mr. Young of the Union IP 


and the Southern Pacific Co. and director of Wells, Fargo 
& Co. 

In the Northern Express Co. the total number of stockholdei 
is given as six, and the directors are Howard Elliot J. M, 


Hannaford, and C. W. Bunn, all of St. Paul, Minn; at 
Hill and George H. Earl, both of New York, N. Y., all of 





were oflicers of the Northern Pacific Railway. 

In the National Express Co. the number of shareholders 
eight rl dit I re Johnst I | ton, I ( l 
yard, James C. Fargo, Francis F. Flagg, and W un C. ] 
all of New — N. Y¥. The first four names are also dir 3 
'of the American Express ¢ 

In the Great Northern Expre ( the tota ber of 
holder rs is six. This company is controlled by the La! S 

perior Co, (Ltd.), through oc] wnership. T dire 
R. [. Farrington, Louis W. Hill, E. Say I. M. ¢ 
and W. W. Broughton, all of St. Paul, l 

ha Great Northern Railway. 

American Express C \ r its « ! 


lt 
| 


a a the New York, New Haven & Hartford Rai 
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and $3,000,000 of its shares are owned by the New York Cen- 
tral & Hudson River Railroad. James C. Fargo, one of its 
directors, is also director of the Chicago & Northwestern 
Railway and the National Express, president and director of 
the Westcott Express Co. Ledyard, one of its directors, is a 
director of the Hartford Railroad, Northern Pacific Railroad. 
Mr. Pratt, one of its directors, is treasurer and director of the 
Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey and director of the Long 
Islind Railroad, New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad. 


ADAMS EXPRESS CO. 
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The managers of this company (who acted as directors) as | 
of June 380, 1909, were Levi C. Weir, William M. Barrett, | 


Charles Steele, Basil W. Rowe, Dumont Clarke, and George F. 
suker, all of New York, and William H. Damsel, of Chi- 
cago, Il. 

Mr. Weir was a director of the Des Moines & Fort Dodge 
Railroad, Iowa Central & Western Railway, Iowa Central Rail- 
way, Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad, Norfolk & Western Rail- 
way, United Express Co., and also in various. steamship, bank- 
ing. insurance, and land companies. 

Mr. Steele was of the firm of J. P. Morgan & Co., and was a 
director in a number of railway lines, among them the Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway, Central Railroad of New Jersey, 
Cincinnati, Hamilton & Dayton Railway, Erie Railroad, Le- 
high Valley Railroad, Northern Pacific Railway, and. Southern 
Railway; and also in various other railway and industrial 
corporations, 

Mr. Rowe was a director in the subsidiary companies of the 
Adams Express Co. and of the Standard Trust Co. 

Mr. Clarke was a member of the board of managers of the 
Delaware & Hudson Co. and director of the Long Island Rail- 


FEBRUARY 25 


a0, 





ness, or, Say, only 1,000,000,000 pounds of express, is transferred 
to the post office. Its pay for carrying the 1,000,000,060 pounds 
for the Government at the present rate of 4 cents a pound would 
amount to $40,000,000, as compared with $15,400,000 now re- 
ceived by express companies—a net gain of $24,000,000 to the 
railroad companies, 

If the Government carries the billion pounds at $1.54, the 
samme rate as charged by the express Companies, its receipts 
would be $15,400,000. If it cost the Government, say, 10 cents 
a pound for handling parcels post—and when you consider that 
the present average cost of handling mail matter is more than 
18 cents a pound, of course it would cost more than 10 cents a 
pound to handle parcels post, but for the sake of argument we 
will say that it costs only 10 cents a pound—the total cost then 
for handling the billion pounds would be $100,000,000; total re- 
ceipts $15,400,000, or a net loss of $84,600,000. But you say 
that this is not a fair comparison; that the parcels handled 
by the Post Office Department are less in weight and much 
greater in number than those handled by the express companies, 


| and they require more space in cars and help in sorting and 


handling, and therefore the Government should pay more per 
pound for carrying mail matter than express companies should 


| pay for carrying express. I admit the first, but not the last. The 


railroads have nothing to do with sorting mail matter. Mail 
matter is handed to them in lots from a single letter to train- 
load lots, the bulk of it in carload lots. Railroads simply carry 
it, and the Government sorts and looks after it while in transit, 
and the Government paid last year $19,585,496.51 for railway 
mail service, or for sorting the mails when in transit. Besides, 


| it paid $1,650,688.48 for transportation of mails in screen wagons, 


road, of the Manhattan Railway, and of certain industrial, | ; ; ie ; - 
; ernment pays all expense for sorting, receiving, and delivering 


financial, and insurance companies. 


Mr. Baker was a director in the Central Railroad of New | 


Jersey, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad, Cincinnati, 
Hamilton & Dayton Railway, Colorado & Southern Railway, 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western Railroad, Erie Railroad, 
Lake Shore & Michigan Southern Railway, Lehigh Valley Rail- 
road, Michigan Central Railroad, New York Central & Hudson 
River Railroad, Northern Pacific Railway, and Pere Marquette 


$1,497,971.52 for mail-messenger service, and $810,568.29 for 
this pneumatic-tube service. Hence, on the one hand the Govy- 


mail matter, except at certain points where the railroads do 
receive and deliver the mail at the post office; on the other 
hand the express companies carry all sorts of parcels from the 


| domicile in the cities to the station, thence by rail, sort, and 


Railroad, and also in numerous banking, trust, and industrial | 


companies. 

It will be observed that four of the seven managers (di- 
rectors) were interested in the management of railway lines. 

This, I believe, is sufficient to show that the express compa- 
nies are owned, officered, controlled, and managed by the very 
men who control, manage, and practically own the railroads; 
that the express companies are simply subcompanies and a part 
of the railroads, and it seems unnecessary to state that as 


long as they get more money from the Government for carry- | 


ing mail matter or parcels post than they themselves charge 
for the service that they have no objections to parcels 
post. 

Suppose that you were engaged in the transportation business 
and your average charge for hauling 100 pounds was $1.54 for 
collecting, transporting, and delivering and some one came to 
you and offered you $4 a hundred for simply transporting it 
and relieved you of part of the service of collecting and delivery 
as well as part of the responsibility, would you accept or reject 
such a proposition? You might reject the proposition, but the 
railroads are not so scrupulous as to stand in their own way or 
against any such proposition. The high rate paid the railroad 
companies for carrying mail matter, I take it, accounts for the 
persistent and concentrated effort put forth by railroads for the 


establishment of parcels post. And I am not finding fault with | 


the railroads putting forth every possible effort in increasing its 
revenue, but I object to the railroads putting it on the ground 
that it is in the interest of the public, and especially those living 
in the rural districts, and I have pointed out these facts to 
show that this movement on the part of the railroads is not to 
benefit the public, but the object sought is to enable the rail- 
roads to further drain the Treasury and to enhance its revenue. 
Be not deceived; railroads are not spending their millions in 
advertising, in maintaining a lobby in Washington and else- 
where—yes, and electing their own men to Congress and defeat- 
ing those who are not in accord with their schemes—nor are 
railroad attorneys instigating contests in election cases in the 
interest of the public. Like other special and corporate inter- 
ests, they are without soul and conscience to reckon with. First, 
last, and all the time the question with them is not to benefit 
but how to do the public and how their greed and avarice can 
best be subserved. 

What does this extension of the service mean to the railroads? 
Suppose that through legislation one-eighth of the express busi- 








deliver at the terminal city. For the Government the railroads 
perform part of the service of transporting mail, and receive 
nearly three times the pay per pound that the express coi 
panies do for rendering the whole service, and it seems to me 
that if the express companies can give this service at about on: 
third the rate paid by the Government for part of the service 
and still make their millions of dollars annually, the rate paid 
by the Government must be excessive. 
WHY THIS EXCESSIVE RATER, 


Compare the contracts made by the Government with the 
railroad companies and those made by the express companies, 
and you will find that, while the Government gets pay for the 
actual weight of mail matter only, it enters into an agreement 
with the railroad companies to pay rent for cars and for car- 
rying all equipments. On the other hand, the express com- 


| pany pays a commission or tonnage on actual weight of pack- 
| ages handled and the railroad companies are required to fu: 


nish the express companies with special or exclusive express 
trains when warranted by the volume of the express tratlic. 
The railroad companies furnish the necessary cars, keep them 
in good repair, furnish heat and light, and carry the messengers 
of the express company, as well as the safes, packing trunks, 
and all necessary equipment, and horses, wagons, and supplies 
required by express companies may be transported in express 
ears or shipped by freight. Railroad companies furnish such 
room in all its depots, stations, and buildings as may be neces 
sary for the loading, unloading, transferring, and storage ot 
express matter, provided the furnishing of such facilities shall 


| not interfere with the business of the railway company. ‘The 


railroad companies further agree to transmit free of charge the 
messages to express companies over telegraph lines which the 
railroad company operates along its line of roads, so far as it 


| may be permitted to do so under its contract with telegraph 


companies. With all of this extra service, the express com 
panies pay less than one-sixth the rate that this Government 
pays for part of the service. Will anyone contend that the 
Government is paying a just rate? With these facts before us, 
will Congress tolerate this injustice and permit this drain on 
the Public Treasury to continue? If express rates are high— 
and there is no doubt in my mind but they are too high—that is 
an absolute reason for Congress not to increase the rate by 
extending the postal service until the rate paid by the Gov- 
ernment to the railroad companies has been readjusted and the 
rate made reasonable and fair. If express rates are high they 
should be reduced, and now that the express companies have 
been placed under the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, same as railroad companies are, there is no excuse 
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for these high rates. If rates are too high it is the duty of the | /eng'h of railways in various countries, distinguishing as far as prac- 
commission to fix a just and reasonable rate. —— suet tee oe ~~ ; to private companies and to the 

Gentlemen, the total revenue of all classes of steam roads for ; 

the year ending June 380, 1910, was $2,787,266,136.64, an amount naanied State 
equal to about $147 per family in the United States, yet the roads roads 
railronds are not content. They have been clamoring for an 
increase of 10 per cent freight rates and for parcels post that 














will give them an increase of 600 per cent in express rates. ype (exclusive of Finland)............. ated ee 
Every railroad president and every lobbyist who can be em iM ASIN... ...---- 2 eee eee eee eee ee seen eee eeeeeeees ) 6, 173 
ployed are working overtime in promoting this scheme, and | SAAR Nae es Tenewewa 4 1, 353 
every inch of space that can be obtained in magazines and news- Denmark ROUEN EE te ee 908 1 39 
papers is utilized to this end. The net earnings of the railroads | German Empire: | | 
exceed $940,000,000, and if you will make the proper deduction | eee ee eae me eS Seveewenvenwcnnies 1 — = = 
from operating expenses not properly charged to operating ex- | Bavaria, Dec. 31........ hee ae coe 74 «034 
peuses and credit that amount to net revenue, the railroads will | Saxony, a ‘ ms : 3 m5 
have a much larger net revenue. It seems to me that the rail- | re 7 eeeeeeseese= wteeccacees = ~ 
road companies ought to be satisfied and that they can get | Total length of lines, German Empire.............. ° 715 | 39" 189 
along for a time, at least, without any further increase. To me | Holland... weeecesees . teeeeeeeeeees 1,017 | 1, Wt 
there seems no necessity for an immediate increase, either in | coemeenrvetnansess peaaeaare een eer angen " at ; = 
freight rates or express rates. | Switzerland... * Sones sess ane “1,216 | 1525 

But is it possible to establish parcels post and make it self- | oe al... setececcees .* ve eeee . = “4 8 
supporting and of any value to the public, even if you reduce | [igiy 77: See ate Pee ae is 10.378 
the rates paid the railroad companies? If you reduce the pay | Ausiria............... E 6,113 15 
or the rate 25 per cent, the rate is still about ‘our times as er sna tte eteeeeeeees -- 6, 806 = 
much as the rate paid by the express companies. Cut it 50 | corig CEL a ee oe Tl 407 
per cent and it is still nearly three times the rate paid by ex- | Roumania care Ne Se eae 1,979 
press companies, and when you have reduced the rates 2 cents | lurkey in Europe........ . 1,239 sae 
2a pound, still the average cost of handling mail matter is | Gréece ak 
16 cents a pound; and suppose that parcels post cost the United § 27,45 
Government only half what the present average cost is 13,99 ™ 
for handling mail matter, still the cost is five times as great | i 408 
as the rate charged by express companies for carrying ex- | 1, 682 1. 53 
press. " a 

Much is said about parcels post in other countries, especially | 11) 852 | 1 Ra8 
in Germany. Yes, Germany does a parcels-post business on a ang sce 2,394 
large scale, but Germany owns its own railroads. The parcels | United Kincdom...... tee 23) 108 
post is a separate business from the post-office business and is | 
carried in separate cars and on separate trains, stored in sepa- | s Of the year followins. : 
rate buildings, and they are separate as much as the post-office | pata taken from the Statistical Abstract for the Principal and Other 


und express business are here, except there the two are con- | Foreign Countries, No. 35, issued by the British Board of Trade, 1910 
ducted by the Government, while here only one. But Germany, Unfortunately, under the rules of the House, any amend 
with her dense population, can not be compared with our sparse | ment to the Post Office appropriation bill proposing to reduce 
population. The German Empire has 208,830 square miles, with | or readjust the rates would be subject to a point of order, and 
a population of 58,500,000, or 280 to the square mile. The | the only way this matter can be considered and determined. is 
United States has 3,000,000 square miles, a population of only | jn the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads or the Rul 


2s LtLieS 
92,000,000, or 31 to the square mile. Committee, by bringing in a bill or rule. 
Of course if the Government owned the railroads it ought to I want to avail myself of this opportunity to appeal to the 


carry freight and express as well as mail matter, but as nearly | Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads to give this matter 
all countries carrying parcels post own and operate the rail- | most careful consideration, and upon careful investigation I 
roads, and as the United States does not own and operate rail- | believe it would find it compatible with its duty to report a 
roads, except in Panama, no comparison can be made. I will | bill to this House so that this all-important matter may be 


insert in my remarks a communication from the Department of | considered and determined. I believe that justice demands 
Commerce and Labor, which gives the countries owning and | speedy consideration. Congress should fix a just and reason- 
operating railroads: able rate. Railroads are entitled to such: nothing more and 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, nothing less. Besides, the re is a strong sentiment in favor of 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, j} parcels post, and it is the duty of Congress to investigate and 

Washington, February 4, 1911. | determine whether it can be made self-supporting and beneficial 

Sin: In compliance with your recent request for information showing | to the public. It must be clear to everybody that if the parcels 


the mileage of railroads in leading countries owned and operated by 
private companies and by the Governments, respectively, 1 have the ao a + : F : : 
honor to inclose herewith a table, copied in the Bureau of Statistics | heavy draft on the Treasury must be made or the cost of the 
from the thirty-fifth number of the British Statistical Abstract for | service to the Government must be materially reduced or the 
oe Countries, giving these data for the end of the calendar year | pate of postage must be 
YO. 

The more important changes in the respective mileage figures since 
1907 are due to recent action of several European Governments in | could be made up. 


post is to be established under present conditions, either a 


increased 


Various suggestions have been made as to how this 4d it 


extending the mileage of the State owned and operated lines. Thus One contention is that the express companies should be pro 
the Italian Government a few years ago took over the operation of all hibited by law from carrying se 1 ole ae 1 rt 
important national lines, which until then had been leased to three | U!V!€¢ - rom Carrying cond-class matter, and that 


large companies. The extent of the lines operated by the Italian Goy would make up a part of thedeficit. If it costs the Govern t, 
ernment on June 30, 1909, was 8,789 miles, On January 1, 1908, the | as estimated by the Postmaster General. 9 centsa pound to handle 
Austrian Government took over some lines owned and operated by on i-class cites 1 it charge . 1 ce » ; ' 7 
private companies. As a result, at the end of the year the mileage of | - con a ass Dl atter and It ¢ arges ony cent, for every doiiat 
lines operated by the Government, including lines owned and operated | it receives it pays out $9, and is out $8 on every $9 trans 
as well as lines merely operated by the Government, was 11,105 miles | action I do not see how you can increase the net revenue of 
out of a total railroad mileage in Austria on that date of 13.613 miles. | : ; 
Finally, the French Government owns and operates at present, in ad- 


the department by increasing the second-class mail-matter 


dition to the 1,758 miles of the so-called “old system” given in the | business. Another contention is the rate on magazines and 
inclosed statement, 3,700 miles, represented by the former French | second-class matter should be increased, and that would in- 
Western Railroad. | 


: crease the net revenue. The present rate on second-cl: nai 
Gu the Amevteen Gotiinent the meet tmpectant chanec fo dec to rease the net revenue. ‘ i present rate on s ond-class 1 ail 
the action of the Mexican Government, taken in the beginning of 1909, | Matter Is 1 cent a pound, yet with that low rate much of the 
in amalgamating the two principal railway systems of the country, the | second-class matter is now sent by express, much of it is cxar- 
Central and National Railways, into the Ferrocarilles Nacionales de fod s ‘ alf ce ‘ : - instance. fr *hiladelphi 
Mexico, and in taking over one-half of the $230,000,000 worth of rine d at a half cent a pound ; for instance, from I hiladelphia 
shares issued after the amalgamation. The operation of the railroads | ' Kansas City, a distance of over a thousand miles, the rate 
affected remains, however, in the hands of the companies. is 50 cents per 100 pounds. If the publishers can save money 
Hoping that the inclosed information may prove of service to you, 


1 om. ) by shipping magazines and second-class matter by express 
Respectfully, Bens. S. CaBie, Acting Secretary. with the presene low rate of 1 coms are they likely to send 

Hon. Gitpert N. Havcen, M. C., their publications through the mails when we increase the 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. rate to 4 or 10 cents a pound? The fact that the express com- 
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| carry ond-class matter at half the rate that the 
Go nent dees and at one-eighteenth of what it actually costs 
{ ( oO carry second-class matter is further evidence 
t! e Goy iment can not, under present conditions, compete 
aie and corporate interests, 
» suggested that S$40.000.000 can be 1] li 
- ( t! rural fi t delive ! VOM iY 
{ col er the city-deli i if 
Ss out he questior : 72 @ nobods \\ 
sugy that « er of the t be dis 
l i hay suggested privileges 
he dis a Well OSO pounds 
of ft 1 m going through I iverage cost 
~ estimat« ry the d riment, 9 «¢ sa pound, then less 
than half a lion dollars can be save That will not go far 
it ! ip robab l : 1. QU0,000 \nother sugs 
1 tint rate on second-cl Ss mh er sha! be increased 
to tl rate y h it actually costs the Government for handling 
se l-class matter, which is estimated at 9 cents a pound, 
and that th would increase the revenue to tl extent of 
SGO 00,000, 

e policy of Congress has been to dissemi knowledge not 
only by the distribut on of public documents, but by encouraging 
worthy and legitimate publications—the weekly, the semi 
we vy, the dailies, and other periodicals. It has given news 
par] and magazines a rate of postage not with a‘ view of 
ii ¢ money out of transporting the periodicals, but for the 
dif on of knowledge and to promote education d happiness, 

so doing it has had the welfare of our people at heart. 


Its object has been toward enlightenment and a march onward 
and upward. Are we now to take a backward step? If so, ad- 


vance the rate on second-class mail matter and deprive the 
legit ite and worthy publishers of this w rate and discon- 
tinue the distribution of public documenis. If this is done, 


you will undoubtedly reduce the deficit. But can we afford to 
do it? 

Now, one word about establishing a parcels post on rural 
rouces. That has already been provided for. The carrier may 
carry merchandise for hire on request of patrons residing on 
their respective routes whenever the same shall not interfere 


with the proper discharge of their official duties and under such 
regulation as the postmaster may prescribe. My understanding 
is that the regulations of the department restrict the carrier 
to carrying unmailable matter only. The privilege of carry- 
ing pareels is left to the discretion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eC! 


if he will remove these restrictions, or if Congress will pro- 
vide that all parcels shall be carried by the rural carrier for 
hire, and, if necessary, fix a maximum rate, the service can be 
had at a much lower rate than the one proposed, and these 
people ean be just as well accommodated. This privilege was 
ersited carriers at first and until Congress and the Postmaster 
General placed restrictions on the carriers, which was done 
with a view of insuring the people living in the rural districts 


a better service. It goes without saying that a carrier carrying 
a light load can and will give better and more prompt service 
than one carrying a heavy load, and for that reason the restric- 


tions were made. Under present arrangements the carriers 
may, when requested by the patrons residing on the route, carry 
packages of any weight (all proposed amendments limit the 
weight of parcels to 11 pounds) ; if so, instead of expanding the 
service the result would be, if proposed legislation is enacted, to 
Col act the service instead of expanding it. 

If additional packages are to be carried the carrier’s com- 
1 ition should be increased. Under the present arrangement 
the carrier gets the fee and therefore has no claim on the 
Government. But if the parcels are to be carried and the fee 
paid the Government, the carrier will have a just claim for an 
increase of salary, and of course would demand it, and in 
justice to him his salary would have to be increased. In my 
opinion the increase of salary would largely exceed the in- 
crecse in receipts. If the Postmaster General does not care to 
assume the responsibility of impairing the service by extending 
it through the removal of these restrictions, Cengress can do it, 
if in its judgment it is deemed advisable. But the contention is 
that this arrangement will not reduce the deficit. Why should 
the farmer and country storekeeper make up a deficit not 
caused by him, but which is due to other causes, such as the 
carrying of certain mail matter at a loss, especially second-class 
matter, the franking privilege, and the exorbitant rates paid 
railroad companies? 


The CHAIRMAN. General debate is closed under the order 


of the House. 


Mr. KEIFER. Only the general debate to be controlled by 
the gentleman from Iowa and myself. 
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The CHAIRMAN. General debate is closed, but debate und 


the five-minute rule is now in order. 
Mr. SMITH of lowa. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Was not the erder of the House to the 
effect that the point of order should come after all debate? 


The CHAIRMAN. Of course, the gentleman from Ohio is in 
control as to when the decision shall be called for on the poi! 
of order. At present the point of order is reserved, and the 
proceedings will be under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Is the, paragraph subject to amend 
ment pending the reservation? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, [ insist that the point of 
order be either withdrawn or made. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I, too, think it ought 

to be made or withdrawn. 

e CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio insist 
upon his point of order? 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the provision is subject to a point 
of order. I think the arrangement was that the debate was to 
be concluded, and then we would see. I think the notes wil! 
show that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made that the items 
in the bill are not in order, not being authorized by law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The understanding was that at the conclu 
sion of general debate of two hours an opportunity would be 
given for debate under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the Chair is, although 
the present occupant was not in the chair at the time, that 
unanimous agreement was for two hours’ general debate, and at 
the end of that time the paragraphs should be considered in the 
usual manner under the five-minute rule. The point of order 
being pending, it is to be disposed of at the demand of any 
member of the committee. 

Mr. SHERLEY. And must necessarily be disposed of before 
the items are opened to amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I assume that the Chair has examined 
the Spooner Act, which is the only general act under which 
these items are authorized. 

Mr. KEIFER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard on 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not understand that it is necessary to r 
fer to the Spooner Act to find out whether the Pacific seacoast 
defense is to be provided for in the paragraph just read. In th 
first place the Spooner Act does not provide for anything more 
than is provided for in the treaty, a paragraph of which I have 
recently read, giving the right to the United States to neu 
tralize and the provision against blockading and the right to 
protect it against lawlessness and disaster. If the act provides 
for a violation of existing treaties the act is nugatory,: and 
antedates the neutralization provided for in the treaty with 
Panama. And there are two other reasons, Mr. Chairman. ©: 
is that we propose now by this provision to empower the W: 
Department, through its fortification board, as appears by the 
matter sent here from the Quartermaster General, forwarded 
by the President, which shows that the work proposed is to be 
done by the War Department independently of the commission 
that the President has been authorized to appoint for the con 
struction of the canal. 

Moreover, there has been no appropriation made for many 
years under the Spooner Act. “Why? Because we have Leen 
obliged to reenact the power that the President is to exercise 
under each one of the appropriation bills from year to year. 
This bill contains the same provision—authorizing the constru 
tion and use of the money in accordance with that act, that 
having exhausted itself in various ways. If the chairman has 
the act before him he will see that it was exhausted as soon 
as we had appropriated not to exceed $139,000,000. Let me 
read : 


eithe 
Th 


Section 5 of the Spooner Act: And the President is hereby authorized 
to cause to be entered into such contract or contracts as may be 
deemed necessary for the proper excavation, construction, completion, 


ized by and under the provisions of this act. Appropriations theref 
shall from time to time be hereafter made not to exceed in the aggre 
gate the additional sum of 135,000,000 if the Panama route be 


adopted, and $180,000,000 should the Nicaragua route be adopted. 


The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Ohio inform the 
Chair whether the limit of authorization has not been increased 
since that time? 

Mr. KEIFER. Never, except as we increased it annually. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, yes. 








ecole 





? 
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Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman has a statute that shows it, 
then I am mistaken. We have annually in this same bill in- 
creased it, because we have made this extension to it and 
nothing more. Gentlemen say, “Oh, yes;” but if they can 
not refer me to a statute increasing such authorization, I must 
insist that there is none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If my colleague will permit me—— 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like to ask whether he 
the authorization in the tariff act for a bond issue as author- 
izing the increased cost of the canal? 

Mr. KEIFER. That does not affect the question of the cost 
of the canal any further than it may furnish what is necessary 
to carry it on. The Spooner Act exhausted itself long ago. 
There is no doubt about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I am told there is a 
cost fixed in the Payne-Aldrich bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not before him the 
increasing the limit of cost. The Chair recollects when 


considers 


limit of 


act 
the 


lock type of canal was agreed upon that there was an increase | 


in the limit of cost, and if not, it was, the Chair thinks, when 
the Payne tariff bill was passed. The Chair would like to be 
informed when the lock type of canal was agreed upon. 
Chair’s recollection is that the limit of cost was increased to 
$375,000,000. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
get the act and try to find out. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Payne tariff bill did increase the 
amount of bonds beyond the limit of cost fixed in the special 
act, but I call the Chair’s attention to what I understand to be 
the well-settled parliamentary rule of law, that even though 
there was no law when Congress passed the first appropriation 
increasing it, authorizing that increase, yet the passage of that 
law was such an abandonment of the limit of cost that further 
appropriations could be made for it as for a work in progress, 
even though the amount was in excess of the limit fixed. I 
think there are a number of decisions to that effect. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
mentary body that I ever heard of. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has not the act before him, but 
the Chair feels quite confident that the limit of cost was in- 
creased up to $375,000,000, and the Chair would like to be 
informed as to that fact. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand we have appropriated something 
in the neighborhood of $400,000,000. 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. Not that much. 

Mr. OLMSTED. ‘Then 
from Ohio this: Suppose the limit of cost to have been fixed at 
$375,000,000 in some act of Congress. I understand the gen- 


tleman to say that Congress has since appropriated enough | 
more to make the amount $400,000,000, Does not the appro- | 


priation of $25,000,000 more amount to a repeal of that limita- 
tion of cost? 


Mr. KEIFER. Only to the extent of the twenty-five millions. 





Mr. Chairman, this is important enough to | 


No such rule as that applies in any parlia- | 


I would like to ask the gentleman | 
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The | 


the canal. That bill provided, ar yr other things, that the 
President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to a by pi hase from the §S 
of Costa Rica and Nicaragua full own p © © * of ce 
ritory on which to excavate, consti nd defend a cana l 
depth and capacity, et 

That was at the third session of the Fifty-fifth Congres At 
the first session of the Fifty sixth Congress, on Dece Sz. 
1S99, Mr. Hepburn introduced another b to the same « 
that the President, and so forth, be authorized to acquire ri 
tory on which to excavate, coustruct, ad la < f 
such depth and capacity. Following the intred hat 
bill on the 5th of February, 1900, a treaty was signed | Vir 
Hay and Sir Julian Pauncefote, commonly knov as 1 st 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty, which referred to t ( i 
| treaty as follows: 

The United States of America and Iler M t Q 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, et« being d 
facilitate the construction of a ship canal to con » At 1 
Pacific Oceans, and to that end to re ve any < ions 
arise out of the convention of the 19th of An ISSO, « 
called the Claytor-Bulwer treaty, to the constru 1 of s l 
under the auspices of the Gove ent of the Un 1 States, wit t 
impairing the “general principle of neutral n establis in 
Article VIII of that convention, etc 

Among other provisions in this Hay-Pauncefote treaty w 
| this in Article II: 

The high contracting parties, desiring to preserve d maint t} 
| “general principle’ of neutralization established Article VIII of the 
|} Clayton-Bulwer convention, adopt as the basis of such neutralization 
the following rules. 

It will be noticed that this article places the responsibility 
for maintaining the principle of neutralization not upon the 
United States alone, but upon the United States and Great 


Britain. 
provision : 


Paragraph 7 of Article Il of that treaty contains this 


No fortification shall be erected commanding the canal or the waters 
adjacent. The United States, however, shall be at liberty to maintain 
such military police along the canal as may be necessary to protect it 


against lawlessness and disorder. 


When that treaty was submitted to the Senate of the United 
States various amendments were suggested the but 
in the end the treaty was not ratified by either party. Following 
the sending of that message to the Senate of the United States 
and its consideration in the Senate on May 3, 1900, Col. Hep- 
burn introduced this bill: 


Senate, 


A bill to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the wate 


of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized to acquire from the States of Costa Rica and Nicaragua, for 
and in behalf of the United States, control of such portion of territory 
now belonging to Costa Riea and Nicaragua as may be desiral ind 


necessary on which to excavate, construct, and protect a canal of such 
depth and capacity, ete. 


Iiere were bills pending in Congress, 
ported before the treaty had been ag 


tween the United States and 


one of which was re- 
reed upon and ratified be- 


Great Britain abrogating the 





Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is not the ruling. ee ee eee ee een 
Mr. SHERLEY. 1 suggest to the Chair that there is stun | COU*Fruct and defend or protect a canal. The first Hay-Paunc 
another ground for the fortification of this canal. It is the fote treaty aa not contain a provision directly abrogating the 

property of the United States of America, and the same right | ‘ —— ere wen: oe oa weasel oe ee 
that we have to fortify the Philippines or Alaska or the Ha- ore % ee eee 7 - a . shots eager ct a Sy 
waiian Islands applies also to the Panama Canal. tet nee ae a oe ee he hoc at he Fe a aaa sea 
Mr. KEIFER. Ohb,no. Neither the Philippines nor Alaska are | United States should construct and defend or protect an Ist! 
or can be neutralized as the Panama Canal is by existing ae canal ane = kegs a aaa ve te eiansieealliae 
treaties, and can be further neutralized by a g neral interna- coun 3 a aerogntes, —o “4 : ig oe + es 
tional treaty with the principal powers of the world. ' er eeay-2 or Nea oe Bs ; ae s ee 
Mr. TAWNEY. The total appropriations for the Panama | SUMe4 2 Provision = cle — “mere iceng Bustnimartin, 
Canal are $248,001,458.58, and to that there should be added the pe ab J — ees - re ms a Sey ee eee toe 
appropriation carried in this bill of $45,560,000. ee ee ne Sane Se Se 3 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. ‘The | DTI, 1600, one eaten eee. te entirely abr 
Clayton Bulwer treaty of April 19, 1850, contains this provision ' aa ; ayvon sae lien = wae e are: a = a a a, 
on Anthea Bs Article III of the Hay Pauncefote tr ity pre s that the I 
. States, not the United States and Great Brit but the 1 } 
The Governments of Great Britain and the United States hereby : a : ic Py r ti f re] b 
declare that neither the one nor the other will ever obtain or maintain states adopts as a basis of oe eae 7 
for itself any exclusive control over the said ship canal: agreeing that the following rules substantially as embod | the <« 
sen aban — erect po ge any fortifications commanding the | tion of Constantinople of October 2S, 1SSS, for | free 1 ga- 
assume or exercise douinion over Wicaragea, Costa Bisa, the Mosaic: tion of the Suez Canal. TI aS Sw ea; the ¢ au shall be free 
oast, or any part of Central America, etc. and open to the vessels of commerce and of war of all nations 
For many years there were bills pending, some of which were | CbSeTving these rules on terms of entire equality, so that there 
reported, in reference to the construction of an isthmian canal, shall be no dis ENS EO ee ee 2 tion or its citi 
a number of them relating in recent years to the Nicaraguan ae ee subjects ee eee nditions, of charges of 
Canal in aid of the Maritime Canal Co. On December 12, 1898 traffic, or otherwise. _, Suc h conditions and charges of trat 
the Hon. William FP. Hepburn, who was then the chairman an Se eer ane Cae ae l ic] , 
of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the | Ana ee ae eae Se eee oe ae eae CROWN 
committee of this House which had jurisdiction of legislation | provides that— 
relating to the Isthmian Canal, introduced a bill which for the | _,T!¢ ¢#nal may be constructed under the auspices of the Gov t 
drst time proposed that the Government itself should construct | of the United States, either directly at its own cost or by gift n 


of money by individuals, etc. 





3470 





Ay d that ¥ 
1 t to the | isions of the present treaty, the United States shall 
ha nd enjoy the rights incident to such construction, as well as the 
excl ve right of providing for the regulation and management of the 
can 

Paragraph 2 of Article III provides: 

l eanal shall never be blockaded, nor shall any right of war be 
exe “l nor any t of hostility be committed within it. The United 
States, however, shall be at liberty to maintain such military police 
along the canal may be necessary to protect it against lawlessness 
and disorder. 

And the provision which was in the first Hay-Pauncefote 
treaty, “that no fortification shall be erected commanding the 


canal or the waters adjacent,” was deliberately left out of the 
treaty which was ratified. 

The present occupant of the chair has endeavored to read all 
of the correspondence which has been published in any form 
upon this subject, and has no hesitation in saying that in his 
opinion it was the design in the treaty to leave to the Govern- 
ment of the United States the right to determine how it should 
police the canal, and what regulations it should make. 

Following the ratification of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty, 
which was ratified in November, 1901, came an act of Congress 
based the Hepburn bill, which had passed the House and 
for which a substitute was made in the Senate. That act, com- 
monly known as the Spooner Act, is the act of June 28, 1902. It 
provided: 


upon 






That the President is hereby authorized to acquire from thé Republic 
of Colombia, for and on behalf of the United States, upon such terms | 
as he may deem reasonable, perpetual control of a strip of land, the 
territory of the Republic of Colombia, not less than 6 miles in width, 
and extending from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, and the 
right to use and dispose of the waters thereon, and to excavate, con- 
struct, and to perpetually maintain, operate, and protect thereon, a 


canal of such depth and capacity, etc. 
Another provision of that act is section 5, reading: 


That the President is hereby authorized to cause to be entered into 
such contract or contracts as may be deemed necessary for the proper 
excavation, construction, completion, and defense of said canal, harbors, 
and defenses, by the route finally determined upon under the provisions 
of this act. 


The route finally determined upon was the Panama Canal | 


route, and it is said that the convention or treaty entered into 
between the United States and Panama would not permit the 
United States to fortify the canal. 

Article XVIII of the treaty between the United States and 
Panama provides: 


The canal, when constructed, and the entrances thereto shall be 
neutral in perpetuity, and shall be opened under the terms provided 
for in section 1 of Article III of, and in conformity with all the 
stipulations of, the treaty entered into by Great Britain and the 


Government of the United States October 18, 1901. 


But the neutralization under the treaty (the Hay-Pauncefote 
is to be maintained by the United States, not by the 


treaty ) 
United States and Great Britain 

It said that the limit of has been exceeded. The 
original limit of cost for the canal was based upon the estimate 
of the engineers, but when Congress adopted the lock-type of 
canal at the time it did, it was well known that the original 
limit of cost would be exceeded. 

The chairman is not now certain what provision was made 


is 


cost 
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at that time in reference to the limit of cost, but in the Payne | 


tariff bill it was provided, among other things, in reference 


to the issuance of bonds, that there might be issued the addi- | 


tional sum of $290,569,000 of bonds, which sum, together with 
the $84,631,900 already borrowed by the issuance of 2 per cent 
bonds under section 8 of the act of June 28, 1902, equals the 
estimate of the Isthmian Canal Commission of the amount 
required to cover the entire cost of the canal from its incep- 
tion to its completion; and if there be no other change of au- 
thorization it is quite certain that the adoption of this estimate 
by the authority to issue bonds to cover the estimate of cost 
would be, of itself, an adoption of the estimate. 

The Chair personally has been very much at sea in reference 


to the desirability of fortifying the canal, but in deciding the 
point of order the Chair does not pass upon that in any respect. 


It seems to the Chair that whereas it is provided that 
United States shall preserve the neutrality of the canal for the 
benefit of all nations alike, and that the United States shall 
provide military police upon the canal to preserve it from dis- 
order, and whereas Congress has provided that the Government 
shall construct, maintain, operate, and protect the canal, it is 
quite within the power of the House to determine in what way 
it should be protected, and whether fortifications are necessary. 
If fortifications are necessary for protection, then the items in 
the bill are in order. [Applause.] The Chair therefore over- 
rules the point of order. [Applause.] 

Mr. SMITH! of Iowa. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that 


item of $2,000,000 for the construction of seacoast batteries has 





Or 
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already been read. I wish to offer an amendment to the next 
paragraph, if I am right in my conclusion. I send the amend 






ment to the Clerk’s desk and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read the nc«t paragraph in the bill, as follows 

For the purchase, manufacture, and test of ist Lor r 
defense, including their carriages, sights, implement equipments, and 
the machinery necessary for their manufacture at the arsenals, $1,000,00' 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, Mr. 
lowing substitute for those lines. 


Chairman, I offer the fo 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend 
ment, which the Clerk will read. 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, we have not passed the firs! 


one, unless you couple them together. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to 
submit an amendment with reference to the first paragraph? 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection to leaving the matter ope 
until I am allowed to make the motion to strike out both pur: 
graphs. But if I am to be kept off on that, I will make a nv 
tion as to the first one. If I can have the right to make t 
motion applicable to both paragraphs, I would prefer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio desires to h: 
the two paragraphs treated as one. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does that 
graphs as one? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be treated as one paragr 
less there is objection. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then I ask that the Chair consider a motion 
pending to strike out both paragraphs with that understandi) 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will have op 
portunity at the proper time. The Clerk will read the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sairn}. 

The Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. Smrru of Iowa, 
as follows: 

On page 229, strike out lines 15 to 18, inclusive, and 
thereof the following: 

“For the purchase, manufacture, and test of seacoast cannon for 
coast defense, including their carriages, sights, implements, equipment, 
and machinery necessary for their manufacture at the arsenals, to cost 
ultimately not to exceed $1,966,000, $1,000,000; the same to be imm 
diately available and to continue available until expended.” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this amendment does 
not increase the limit of cost. 


propose to consider both par 


ph, 
[After a pause 





insert in lieu 


Mr. KEIFER. I think that is subject to a point of order, 
Mr. Chairman. I make the point of order upon that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio makes the 


point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is not subject to a point of order, 
Mr. Chairman, I think. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, is not that legislation 
fixing the ultimate limit of cost? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is fixing the amount as originally 
proposed, but within the limit of cost. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It is fixing legislation limiting the cost. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If any gentleman wants to take the 
responsibility of raising a point of order on the fixing of th: 
limit of cost, he can make it, so far as I am concerned. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the point of 
order. [Applause.] 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 


amendment again reported. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 


| again reported. 


There was no objection. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, that simply fixes the 
same amount as in the bill, but limits the cost and the amount 
estimated to this particular purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SmirTH}. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, is the vote now to be taken 


| on the amendment? 


the | 


the | 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Smirg]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask a ques- 
tion and make a suggestion. In the first place, if we enter upon 
the policy of fortifying the canal, we must fortify it most 
thoroughly, and I want to know upon what basis of cost and 
efficiency of fortification this limitation is predicated. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that 
the committee may well allow this amendment to be adopted 
in order to perfect the section, but I will explain to the gentle- 
man that the board went to Panama, and there made as careful 
an estimate as possible of the entire cost of this work. This 


$1,966,000 is an estimate for the heavy guns and carriages and 
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the like. New, it is believed by the Chief of Ordnance that he REPLY TO CERTAIN 
s no right to enter upon a work that will cost more than the The statements mad debate here and 
‘opriation without the limit being fixed, and the purpose is | to justify a violation of existing | f ! 


a Li . CA Ll Mg ot = \ 
y to fix, at exactly the estimate for this work, the limit of | States is bound with other nat to 1 I ] 


cost Canal must be excused, if at : : 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. It seems to me that it is impossible | not had time or opportt 
vbody, expert or otherwise, to determine the cost of the | accepted what was stated 
y fortifications for that canal when we undertake that | sessed knowledge on the subject 
desire to enlarge the Army and 


s not possible to 


SMITH of Iowa. I do not see why it 


i Some of the statements are 1 
as well as to estimate the cost of anything else. A 


tion of the Panama Canal by int 


it board has been down there and made the best | relation to the neutralization of forts 
hey can. They may be mistaken in it, but as far as I | established as a means of protecting 1 
rned, I propose to take the estimate of these men |} to understand that the canal is to be a pub 
than to take my own. merece of the world, on which t re to] 
\ CRUMPACKER. My motion is that we ought to do this | possible source of revenue to its owner 
horoughly if we enter upon it, and let that be the limita- When the gentleman from Alab 1 'Mr. Horse 
Russia did not neutralize Port Arthur r why the J 


SMITH of Iowa. This estimate is only to let him begin | have not undertaken “to strengtl 1 » 2 
rt of the work which he estimates for. | tralization,” and why the I have no 
CRUMPACKER. He must do it all within this limita tar,” we are bound to assume that he spoke wit! t ref] 
| Nothing is more plainly absurd than to sup] \ 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no; this is not to complete the | can alone neutralize its ov er! 
. but only for the work that he starts on. sibly, it is more absurd to sup] t! 
\ir. CRUMPACKER. I supposed that covered the whole cost | for national defense, like Gibraltar, could be 1 it 
e fortifications, and I thought we were getting off very | international treaty or otherwise Wart dit s 





Laughter. | | tralization can not exist together. The one exclud the 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, there was a statement made by | There is likewise no possible reason for one nation to ne mA 
the chairman of the committee, Mr. MANN, that I do not agree | 2 military or naval stronghold of a her, if that were 
Che chairman stated a little while ago that the Hay Mr. distinguished friend [Mr. Hopson] also says: “ en 
efote treaty abrogated the Clayton-Bulwer treaty I | trance to the Suez Canal is at Gibraltar.” Gibraltar is OI 
hardly ever heard that before until it was stated this evening. | 2.400 miles from Port Said, the Mediterranean entt 
rst article of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty says nothing of | Suez Canal, and Gibraltar is about 300 miles more dis fi 
the kind, but says the present treaty, that is the Hay-Pauncefote that entrance than the fortifications of New York Ha 
treaty, was to be taken in lieu of that which the Hay-Pauncefote from Colon, the Atlantic entrance to the Panama Cana 
treaty provided for in two places—that the neutralization of | He and others say the Suez Canal is fortified. This 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is to be retained and continued to | is absolutely unwarranted All around me are men y 
1 rpetnally neutralize the canal. been through it and can speak from personal knowledg ih 
Another statement has just been made that a board of com- | Suez Canal treaty of 1SSS guarantees its neut! AUTON 
etent people was sent down to Panama to make a report about fortification, and that treaty has never been, and neve 
he cost of fortifying and blockading the canal, and that they violated. And so as to all such treaties. Whatever f 
ad reported that it would cost so much. That board reported tions the British, French, Turkish, or other Government 


a rather comprehensive scheme for an army and navy estab- | i or along the Mediterranean or the Red Sea or their 
lishment, but it did not report an estimate cost of its comple- | inf waters are for purposes other than to fortify the 


tion. It first reported something over $19,000,000 to start the | 22d have no more relation to fortifying, blockading, or protect 

military part of it, and after being requested to cut this pre- | ims the Suez Canal than has Gibraltar, or the fortificat aut 
liminary estimate down, it reduced it to twelve million and | NCW York City, New Orleans, or San Francis have t h 
mething more to do a portion of the estimated initial cost, | P4mama Canal. 


rhe board in its report says: There has not been one doilar spent Sy any of the signatory 
: ee , . : powers to the Suez Canal treaty to fortify or to protect it from 
I following table gives the estimate of cost for the defense con- | },,.., I all cases. as I ] weuegs format On ’ } 
templated by the board for the necessarv accessories, for the con narm n all Cases, i hive - aA lo I “ sion shown, 
struction of posts, for preparation of camp site, but does not include | W here pro] erty, seas, nay able rivers, or straits have been neu 
the cost of construction for naval purposes | tralized, all military forts and war preparations, if any bef 


Down at the bottom of its report this language is used: | existed, as on the Danube, Black Sea, and so forth, hav 
} torn down and forbidden. 








The board records its opinion that the naval estimates, provided | iti : 

‘d rec i timates, rovided . owe . Re } 0 m ’ he nant ret ¢ +) 
with such facilities as the Navy Department shall consider necessary, He says the British did not regard the neu ration of th 
are an essential part of the defense of the canal and should be pro- | Suez Canal in 1878 The treaty of neutralization bears dat 

1 


led equally with the projected land force October 29, 1SSS8, 10 years later. 


Now, what does the Navy want? What do they recommend? Another Member, Mr. Korr, of Wisconsin, has made a lik 
They recommend two harbors, one at either end of the canal, | mistake in his speech on the sat subject | 
where there is no harbor at all and excavations can not be | te point out and answer much else of like character 
made, and protection for these harbors can not be made at : Mr. Hopson, somewhat defial tly eX l “l here in t 
cost less than $100,000,000. | of the Suez Canal treaty, that 

fhe board also provides in its report that there shall be two | in that treaty the word used that th 

al stations; that there shall be dry docks; that there shall be | #2¢ net suarantee rhe British insis 

multitude of things that would require more than $100,000,000 ere 
to complete. Let us not shut our eyes to the fact that we are He should have read the treaty 
Simply being drawn into vast expenditures by a proposition to | erroneous statement 
ovide a little seacoast defense to start with. I agree with Its opening sentence reads: 
e distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CrumpPacker] Guarantee of the f f said 
iat if we are to fortify this canal against the world. that it | viding that it shall 1 t ! 


} 


nld be done right. Let us go in with the understanding that | CP°™ ™ Ume oF war oe 
we are to put in $100,000,000 now and provide more battleshij; s | My distinguished friend, Mz \i : f Kk 


a 


and more Army to protect it or we will lose it in the end. Mr. | here had the misfortune, when ring to 

Ta y has given a fair estimate of the cost of maintaining the | Panama of Novemb IS, 1905, to refer or quote on 
proposed fortifications. I am in favor of doing this thing right XXIII thereof, which at ‘ o reference to the m 
if at all, and not do a little chipmunk work down there and | tion of the canal at all, but only Ss he then said, to a1 
lose the canal. [Laughter.] That is the point I make, that it | existed without any stipulation, namely, to protect 

must be fortified or not fortified. Neutralization will protect and | should be e necess " a right nobody and no tr 
preserve the Panama Canal to the United States in perpetuity | ever denied, but 1 treaties provide for. He wholly 
agen ; 


» risk of some repetition I submit, somewhat at length, a | requested, neglected to refer to Art es XVIII and XX\ 
reply to things said here and elsewhere to justify the abandon- | sar h i plicit tert ovide for its 1 

ment of the long existing policy of the United States to neutral- | tion, as tipulated in the May-Pauncefote tr Vani ; 
ize the canal across the Isthmus of Panama. | nd applies to the Panama Car the neutr ration @1 | 
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| 


and Suez Canal Articles | 
XVIII and XXV will be quoted later. 

He ma an ineffectual attempt to have it appear that | 
President Hayes alone of the Presidents from Monroe to Presi- 


in both the Clayton-Bulwer 


trea 


1 
KOS 


dent Taft had opposed the neutralization of the canal. He 
quoted from a message of President Hayes of March 8, 1880, 
which had no reference to its neutralization, but only to its 


control by the United States, and he fails to quote President 
Ilayes’s later annual message of December 6, 1880, in which he, 
following his great Secretary of State, Mr. Evarts, recognized 
with approval that the United States, by its treaty obligations 
with Colombia, was bound to forever “ guarantee the neutral- 
ity ’ of any canal or transit line of any character in the Isthmus 
of Panama, I have quoted his language in my January 19, 1911, 
speech delivered here. 

He and others pretend to think that the great preparations 
for war in foreign countries through enlarged armies and navies 
are a- sufficient the United States to, in violation of 
treaty obligations, erect fortifications on the canal, enlarge our 
Army and Navy, and to prepare for war on and around it, rather | 
than to have its safety guaranteed by the powers of the world. | 

‘he more danger from strong armed forces of other nations 
there may be the more reason there is for effectual 
tion. 

There are some persons here and elsewhere who say existing | 
law authorizes the fortification of the Panama Canal. It does | 
not. But can not aside an international treaty | 
or make legal its violation. This is hardly as rational an ex- | 
cuse for the United States to violate the guaranteed neutraliza- 
tion of the canal as the one so often used, based on the claim 
that the United States ought to promptly violate its treaty obli- | 
gations and sacrifice its pledged national honor for fear some 
other nation will not observe its like obligations, honor, and 
good faith. 

Still others say the United States alone is bound to neu- | 
tralize the Panama Canal, and therefore it can do as it pleases 
about it—that is, the greater the obligations it has assumed in 
relation to the canal the less it is bound to fulfill them. How | 
ridiculous! 

Such attempts are never convincing. They only demonstrate | 
the desperation advocates of war and war measures are driven 
to resort to. 

And, surprisingly, men of distinction, when forced to admit 
that existing treaties neutralize the canal and prohibit its forti- 
fication and bleckade, have put forth the theory that fortifica- 
tions are, notwithstanding, justified to prevent a foreign coun- 
try from blockading the canal, as though blockade could come 
from without. This is the weakest attempt to find an excuse | 
for violating the treaties yet mentioned. It is analogous to a | 
man who, fearing that burglars might break and enter his 
house to steal, proposes to protect his property by keeping a | 
strong police at his front and back doors to keep them open so 
the burglars could safely enter without breaking. 

MONROE 


reason for 


neutraliza- | 


Congress set 


DOCTRINE. 

There are still persons who assert that neutralization violates | 
the Monroe doctrine and is unpatriotic. The Monroe doctrine, | 
proclaimed by Monroe in 1823, has reference only to European 
nations not interfering with American Republics, and not to | 
matters of an international character relating to commerce. 

The action of the United States Senate in of the | 
House of Representatives in 1839 in neutralization | 
resolutions, and the Senate in ratifying neutralization treaties 
with European countries, and the advocacy by Presidents Mon- | 


1835 and 


ne 
ils 


passi 


roe, John Quincy Adams, Andrew Jackson, Polk, Taylor, Fill- 
more, Buchanan, Lincoln, Grant, Hayes, Garfield, Harrison, 
Cleveland, McKinley, and Roosevelt; also by Webster, Clay, | 


Clayton, Everett, Evarts, Blaine, Hay, and other great states- 
men in advocation of treaties of neutralization with European 
powers, show they did not regard them in violation of the Mon- | 
roe doctrine, or as unpatriotic. 

NEUTRALIZATION WHAT IT IS. | 

The Panama Canal is neutralized by the treaty of 1846 with 
New Granada, now Colombia, by the Hay-Pauncefote treaty of 
November 18, 1901, which includes the neutralization of the | 
Clayten-Bulwer and Suez Canal treaties; by the treaty with the 
Repnblie of Panama of November, 1903, and by the requirements | 
of the franchise granted by New Granada May 17, 1878, pur- 
chased by the United States of the New Panama Canal Co.— 
the French company—<April 23, 1903. 

These treaties are now in full force, and the United States 
in taking over said franchise, which now constitutes its only 
warrant to build the Panama Canal at all, became bound by | 
its terms of neutralization. And the canal can be neutralized | 
by a general international treaty. 


| destruction 


| since ratified and proclaimed them as of binding force. 


| its neutrality. 


; war. 


| be 


| that is impossible. 
| own territory or any part thereof in time of peace; it then 





Those who contend the United States should fortify the 
Panama Canal do so because they seem to believe neutralization 
by international treaty will not safeguard it from seizure or 
by some nation; that strategically it should be 
closed when the United States is at war; that neutralization 
is not operative in a state of war in which the United States is 
engaged; that an international guaranty could or would not be 
enforced by the guarantors. 

Some pretend to believe such treaties are not always ob 
served, and that this constitutes a sufficient reason for the 
United States to violate its national honor by breaking them. 
Such belief is entertained without information or reflection 
And recent rules and regulations of war adopted by 42 
of the nations of the earth prohibits a belligerent from firing 


| on or destroying undefended, nonfortified property of the enemy 


These rules and regulations were adopted in 1907 at The Hague 
Conference, and the United States then signed them, and it his 
So 
have other nations. 

But, first, what is meant*by neutralization? 

Neutralization when applied to a property in public use like 


| the Panama Canal has never accomplished and never could, and 


never was intended to accomplish any purpose unless its owner 
was at war or apprehended war. Then it exempts neutralized 
property from war, and the exigencies of war. 

In times of peace or of war, when its owner is not a belliger- 


| ent, it is wholly unnecessary, as such property is respected 


without it. The seizure or injury of the canal by a belligerent 
would itself be a declaration of war against the guarantors of 
No nation already at war would, or ever did, 
violate an international treaty guaranteeing the neutralization 
of property it was permitted to enjoy, whether at war with its 
owner or not. 

Neutralization can haye no application when and where it is 
not needed. It admits of no combined conditions of peace and 
It is a jealous mistress of peace. When the United 
States is not at war, the Panama Canal needs no neutraliza 
tion. Then vessels of commerce and of war will, unmolested, 


| pass in and out of it as they do in times of peace in all our 


harbors. Neutralization of the canal will except it at all times 
from war conditions. It accomplishes that object and no other. 
When long ago—1850—a canal across the Isthmus was talked 
about as a possibility, the United States and Great Britain 
agreed to guarantee its neutralization in perpetuity, though 
neither then owned or expected to own or have any interest in it 
or any Sovereignty over the territory through which it might 
built. Their guaranty then was and now is of absolute 
freedom from war and all war conditions in time of war, re- 

gardless of the belligerents engaged. 
The United States can not alone neutralize its own property: 
The United States can not neutralize its 


needs no neutralization. 
Our predecessors and the great men of other times and lands 


$ 


understood exactly what neutralization meant, and at no time 


| in history has it been supposed that a nation could neutrali 


its own territory or property. Who could complain of a wit! 
drawal or a violation of such attempt at neutrality? 

Neutralization means something. The first consequence of 
the neutralization of the Danube—1865-1818—was to raze a! 
forts and to remove all guns and troops from its banks: and 
the neutralization—1817—of our great northern lakes resulte 
in no ship of war ever thereafter being placed thereon and no 
fort or gun being erected on its shores for the protection of the 
American coast and the cities thereon from a foreign foe. 

So as to other neutralized property or water highways. 

Neutralization is to exempt from war, or acts of war—to se 
cure peace; it has no application to a state of peace, only to 
preserve it. 

When at peace the canal enjoys neutralization naturally. 

Other nations at war will always respect the canal, either 
as required under universally recognized international law or 
under the recently adopted rules and regulations of war. Neu- 
tralization, fortifications, or blockade are therefore wholly un 
necessary and inapplicable, save to protect the canal when the 
United States is at war. 

Obviously, in such case, if not bound by such law or rules and 
regulations, a belligerent would not invite war with the United 
States by wantonly attacking the canal. A nation at war with 
one nation does not provoke war with another. The neutraliza- 


| tion provided for the canal in all the treaty and other obligations 


has reference only and strictly to a state of war in which the 
United States is a belligerent. The stipulations in the treaties 


granting free access and ingress of vessels of commerce and of 
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of foreign nations relate to mere matters of comity and | In the 1901 treaty it was thought best and 


interest in securing on reasonable and equitable terms revenue | doubt as to what the United States mi 
to the United States, and are only incident to neutralization. | protecting the canal, to specifically def 


afest to remove all 
do or not do toward 
what it was empow 





—~ 7 








The neutralization of the Panama Canal is not like the neutral- | ered to do. So, for paragraph 7 of Article III of the old 
ization of a country, not to be used or enjoyed by the guarantors | treaty this language was used: 

or other nations, but which is to be enjoyed alone by the people The United States, however, shall | 

of the neutral e canal as may | 


ized country. military police along th 


‘ .e lawless ss n iso r 
statement that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was modified wlessness and disorde 


to secure the right of the United States to own land through This clause fully recognized that the neutralization pi 





which a canal could be built, and to “ regain the power to fortify | of the treaty prohibited all acts of or prepat s for l 
the canal, which it had parted with in 1850,” has no support in | hence there was used the language “The United State 
fact. ever,” meaning that, notwithstanding such provisions and 

he Clayton-Bulwer treaty of 1850 never took from the United | hibition, the United States might “be at liberty to m: a 
States a right to fortify any canal. It neither then, theretofore, such military police along the canal as may be necessary to 
since enjoyed, nor did it then or ever seek to enjoy, such | protect it against lawlessness and disorder; ’’ nothing mo 
right. This limited its separate military and police power. W! 

the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was a mutual agreement between | ever right not thereby granted was, of course, excluded. IU 
Great Britain and the United States that neither of them | ing defined the power reserved or granted to the United States 
would no other could be exercised under the treaty. And we s! 
ever obtain or maintain for itself any exclusive control over auy ship | soon see that the Senate of the United States, in ratifying « 

creeing that neither would ever erect or 1 tain any fortifica of the Hay-Pauncefote treaties, understood fully that each pro 

t commanding the same, or in the vicinity thereof. hibited fortif ication s on the canal. 

Che canal then in contemplation, as stated in the treaty, was The provision was made a part of section 2, Article IT] 
‘by the way of the river San Juan de Nicaragua,” through one | this treaty as a pp heat for the < e in ir 
or both of Lakes Nicaragua or Managua, and wholly in Nicaragua | 1900 Hay-Pauncefote treaty expressly to prevent the misunde1 
territory. Neither Great Britain nor the United States then had | ctandings apprehended by the British authorities if they rati 
any ownership or proprietary interest in or right of any kind | fied the earlier Hay-Pauncefote treaty as amended by 


to build or fortify any canal when built. The treaty was an ad- | genate. The provision was not to weaken but to retait 
vance pledge that neither of these countries would ever acquire | strengthen the neutralization of the canal, so much desired, 


Aa i 
or assume any such right; and coupled with this pledge was a | as stated in the correspondence, by both countrie 
ruaranty that if the canal was built “‘ by any parties having the | ‘The whole section reads: 
authority of the local governments through whose territory the | ne canal shall never be blockaded, nor shall any act of w 
same may pass,” it should be neutralized, never fortified or | exercised, nor any act of hostility be committed wit! it. The 1 
bleckaded. At that time, and for more than 50 years there- | States, however, shall be at liberty to maintain such military poll 
along the canal as may be necessary to protect it ainst lawlk 


after, neither Great Britain nor the United States owned or per- 
manently controlled any territory in Central America. Article 
VIII of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty stated that the neutrality 


and disorder. 


It would not be excusable to agnin re fer to the nature of the 














‘eaties ¢ ie sett! rules for their construction if thos ho 
ind protection provided in it for the Nicaraguan route might be ererypd erent a saa ni ision ed f neutraliz acs in aka 
extended to any art practicable route by canal or railway oneawel treation aid not attempt to justify themselves by in 
across the Isthmus of Panama. Dee s ice : « Binitest Sietoe mow do uhat el aes 

In both the 1900 and the 1901 Hay-Pauncefote treaties it is seni deen pen cal ss “ey se ie Saaaaan “eel “ta 
recited that both the United States and Great Britain- treaties would be o\ erthrown ‘erchke As for inatance bi) de 
being desirous to facilitate the construction of a ship canal to connect * te sinet ta awneous' rohibited. vet it is insisted th a] 
the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, by whatever route may be considered | “! the canal i Xp! 'y rou 7 Mee : . , n 
expedient, and to that end to remove any objection which may ari t | may be fortified, though to fortify it will absolutely blockade it 
of the convention = the 19th of April, 1850, commonly called the ¢ The same rules of construction apply to fre ties as to other 
ton-Bulwer treaty, to the construction of such canal under the auspices ached 
of t United States, without impairing the general principle of neu- | COMPacts. : . ; 
tralization established in Article VIII of that convention. An express exception only Saves a general provision f1 | 

President McKinley, in submitting for ratification the one | ing exclusive. 
dated February 5, 1900, and President Roosevelt on February The Supreme Court has spoken on this subj 
22, 1902, in proclaiming the ratification of the one dated No A treaty is primarily compact between ind ] It 

ember 18, 1901, used the same language in substance in declar- | depends for the enforcement of Its prov ns on the | ee ee 
ing the purpose of the respective treaties. Not one word vy = ee ee eae ae 
said in either treaty or by either President or by anybody on | »perly apply ) How., 127.) TI! is no ft 
the subject of securing to the United States the right to ow pplicable to treaties or to private contracts which would 
land through which a canal could be built; and both treati¢ Sn dion, Mak Meeaaieh Geamee ae bemker tne.” Cee SR 
provided for the neutralization of any canal the United States | 499: 12 Pet. 722.) ; 
might build as stipulated for in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. als \c indicative of the accepted rule of int , ian 
according to the rules governing the neutralization of the Suez |g. te nonen of Mr. 2 cethan Wish (1220). O71 Pes 
; : the language of Mr. Justice Field (133 U. S., 271) sig 

Canal established by the convention of Constantinople of da , ne tack 

October 28, 1888. Both treaties in express terms hneutraliz { of . | oe iil Be . ons rued ) 
the canal and prohibit blockade and fortifications, and require { parties. . 

» be Manifestly the draftsmen of the Hay-Pat efote treat eC] 

ree and open to the vessels of commerce and of war of all nations stood the nD iw of lang re. : \ , 1 

When the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty (1900) was signed, and familiar with the rules of constructi 

r (Dec. 16, 1900) when it was ratified, the United States While the 1900 treaty was pen at 
i not acquired or sought to acquire any right to any territory Senate on December 1, 1900, Pr Mek thr 
‘which to build a canal across the Isthmus ’ | retary Hay, negotiated a protocol with N 

\t the time the 1901 treaty was signed and ratified the | agreed to settle a plan by which the Unit 
| d States had acquired a conditional right merely to build canal through Nicaraguan t 
a canal through Nicaraguan territory, but without attempting | pressly agreeing therein that i 
t juire any sovereignty over any territory oe “l to be | lated in the 1900 Hay-Pauncef 
occupied. It did not acquire its present right to the Canal Zone | fi 1 in the Tnited States S« < , 
until after November 18, 1903, nor was the Prestie t author os s prol bited 1 fortifications. 

: — acquire any territ ry over which to build a canal unt When Preside Roosevelt sent the Ser for rat t 
June 28, 1902. As showing conclusively that there was no pm ‘ O1 Hay cae incefote 1 { } Q ' IH 
pose on the part of the United States to acquire the right to! « 1 that the language defi { 
fe ~r a the canal it might build, a clause in paragraph 7 of | micht exercise to prot ( 
Article » III of the 1900 treaty expressly prohibited fortificati: Moackade. ana ther : i 
in these words: : , te - ter of trans = ' t 
. No Sortiientts n shall be erected commanding the canal or the waters | wae eonel ith view to] { 

s } ] < T ) 1 

: President McKinley and his great Secretary, John Hay, | the United States Government in the Clayton-Bulwer treat 
favored this clause and asked the Senate to ratify it, and the | 50 years before 
Senate, by a large majority on several yea and nay votes, re- | Neutralization and nonfortification were central and | 


fused to strike this prohibition out of the treaty or to modify it. ' provisions of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 
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The Senators had the same understanding, and they accord- 


ingly voted down every effort to take out of the 1901 treaty such | right to acquire territory and “to build—defend, protect—said 


prohibition, and likewise voted down by large majorities every 
motion amend it so as to secure to the United States the 
right to fortify the canal, even though built wholly at its ex- 
pense. They understood neutralization, fortifications, and block- 
ade could not go together. 

All the treaties require neutralization and prohibit blockade 
or acts of war, and if they contained no other stipulations, forti- 
fications could not be established under them, and the fortifica- 
tions proposed by the Fortification Board mea 
which is expressly prohibited in all the treaties. 

Since the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty was negotiated in 
February, 1900, nothing was done by the United States to se- 
cure the right to fortify the canal when built, save by a few 
Senators whose efforts failed. Even the amendment to the first 
treaty which caused its rejection by Great Britain did not pro- 
vide any right, at any time, to fortify the canal. It purposely 
left paragraph 7 of Article III unaffected which, we have just 
seen, prohibited fortifying the canal, President McKinley and 
Secretary Hay December 1, 1900, after the first treaty was 
signed and before its ratification was acted on, negotiated with 
Nicaragua for the mere right to build a canal through its ter- 
ritory. 

So it clearly was not the purpose in making any Hay-Paunce- 
fote treaty to acquire the right to secure land through which to 
construct a canal or to fortify it when built. 

The statement that the correspondence between Lord Lans- 
downe and Mr. Hay, and Mr. Hay’s statement to the Senate in 
transmitting the treaty finally ratified shows that it was recog- 
nized by both parties to the treaty that the neutrality of the 
canal was to be maintained alone by the United States; thai 
nothing in the treaty would prevent the United States fortifying 
the cunal, and that in case of war between the United States 
and England or other country, nothing in the treaty would pre- 
vent the United States from closing the canal to shippers of an 
enemy, and that the Senate insisted on these things, is unwar- 
ranted. No fact supports it. The Hay-Pauncefote treaties 
speak for themselves. Each party to them plainly bound itself 
jointly with the other to neutralize the canal. The only thing 
found in the correspondence directly bearing on what countries 
were bound by them was in Lord Lansdowne’s communica- 


to 


n only blockade, | 


tion on the subject of the amendment put on the earlier Hay- | 


Paunecefote treaty, where he said: 


If the amendment were added the obligations to respect the canal in 
all circumstances would, so far as Great Britain is concerned, remain 
in full force. 

iis view was that the amendment might be construed, 


some event, to release the United States and leave Great Britain 
still bound to keep its guaranty of neutralization. The later 
treatv was negotiated, excluding the amendment, and leaving 
both nations bound to guarantee neutralization; and to avoid 


This amendment was intended to give the United States the 


canal” as the United States might deem best in its own interest. 
It was voted down—yeas 25, nays 45. 

On the same day Senator Teller moved to strike out sections 
3 and 4, a clause in section 5, Article Il-of the treaty, and the 
clause in section 7, Article II, prohibiting fortifications, which 
was likewise voted down. 


Then Senator Butler moved to strike out the nonfortifies 
| tion clause of paragraph 7, which was voted down—yeas 26, 
nays 44. 

Later, same day, Senator Mason moved to insert in Artic! 
II, afier section 7, the following: 


Provided, Nothing herein contained shall prevent the United States 
from protecting said canal in any way it may deem necessary, if the 
United States shall construct said canal at its own expense. 

This was likewise voted down—yeas nays 44. 

Later still, same day, Senator Teller moved to strike out of 
Article II the words ‘in time of war as in time of peace,” and 
the words “and of war,” which was also voted down. 

Then immediately Senator TirLMAN moved to strike out the 
amendment agreed to and to insert in lieu thereof this: 


It agreed, however, that none of the foregoing conditions and 
stipulations of this article shall apply to measures which the United 
States may find it necessary to take for securing by its own forces the 
defense of the United States and the maintenance of order. 


This amendment was rejected—yeas 27, nays 43. 


25, 


is 


27, Other mo 
tions to the same effect were voted down, and the treaty wa 
December 20, 1900, ratified—yeas 55, nays 18. 

Nothing could be more conclusive of the Senate’s understand 
ing and desire that this treaty forbid fortifications, even though 
the canal should be built at the expense of the United States, 
and that it should forever, in time of peace or war, be open and 
free to the ships of the world. 

The Senate never changed this understanding and desire. 

This treaty not being satisfactory to Great Britain, because 
of the amendment, a new one—dated November 18, 1901 
negotiated to get rid of its objection. 

As already shown, a clause was so placed in the later one as 
to define just what, and only what, the United States might do, 
namely— 


Was 


be at liberty to maintain such military force along the canal as may be 
necessary to protect it against lawlessness and disorder. 

This clause recognized the universally accepted rule that 
neutralization itself prohibited fortifications or other war prepa 
rations, and it declared what, in a particular case, the United 


| States might be at liberty to do to protect the canal “ against 


in | 


doubt arising as to the rights of the United States, in peace or | 


war, pertinent language was used, as I 
fining just when the United States could use a military police 
force, ond exclusively for what purpose, viz— 
to protect it lawlessness and disorder. 

Thus both treaties prohibited fortifying the canal. 


against 


Mere neu- 


tralization as stipulated for in each treaty prohibits fortifica- | 


tions as everywhere understood and enforced. 
The second Hay-Pauncefote treaty is now in full force. 
Senate, when engaged in ratifying each treaty, understood that 


each prohibited fortifying the canal, and it favored neutraliza- 
tion and nonforitfication, as its proceedings in executive session 
conclusively show. 

The principal amendment adopted by the Senate to the earlier 


Hay-Pauncefote treaty reads thus: 


have pointed out, de- | 


The | 


It is agreed, however, that none of the immediately foregoing condi 
tions and stipulations in sections Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of this article 
shall apply to measures which the United States may find it necessary | 
to take for securing by its own forces the defense of the United States 


and the maintenance of public order. 

This was to add to paragraph 5, Article III of that treaty, 
and it left section 7 unaffected, which expressly prohibited for- 
tification. The amendment did not grant any right to the 
United States to fortify the canal or to do anything with its own 
forces save when it became necessary to defend “the United 
States and the maintenance of public order.” 

it was adopted December 15, 1900, with the full understand- 
ing that it would not give such right. This is shown by the 
proceedings in the Senate. 

Senator Elkins, December 20, 
amendment the following: 

But nothing contained in this treaty shall be construed to prevent 
the United States from acquiring at any time sufficient territory, and 
sovereignty over the same, upon which to build, manage, operate, de- 


fend, protect, and control said canal, or for any other purpose, as the 
United States may deem best in its own interests. 


1900, moved to add to this 


lawlessness and disorder.” 

It was a very proper provision, and it left no room for a mis 
understanding, and it excluded all other right; and it was so 
understood by the President, as stated in transmitting the treaty 
to the Senate, and by it when it ratified the treaty, as its pro 
ceedings amply show. 

When this later treaty came up for ratification, Senator Cv: 
BERSON—December 16, 1901—moved to insert in it the princip:! 
amendment the Senate had added to the former treaty, but his 
motion was voted down—yeas 15, nays 65. 

The clause which gave the United States the liberty to “ main 


| tain such military police along the canal” as it might find 
necessary to “ protect it against lawlessness and disorder” was 


by the Senate, regarded as all the separate right desired or tha 
should be asked in view of the neutralization. 

As a further test, Senator McLaurin—December 16, 1901 
moved to strike out of Article III of the treaty the words: 

Substantially as embodied in the convention of Constantinople, signed 
the 28th of October, 1888, for the free navigation of the Suez Canal 

His motion was rejected and the treaty was then ratified 
without amendment—72 yeas, 6 nays—and it is still in ful! 
force. 

The provisions of this Hay-Pauncefote treaty are so plain 
and explicit as not to admit of doubt as to its meaning. 

It provides for neutralization. How, then, can the canal be 
taken possession of and fortified? It provides that the “ cana! 
shall be free and open to vessels 6f commerce and of war of al! 
nations; ” how, then, can it be closed to such vessels by military 
force? It provides that the “canal shall never be blockaded, 
nor shall any right of war be exercised nor any act of hostility 
be committed within it;” how, then, can fortifications, which, 
as the report of the Fortification Board shows, are to blockade 
the canal, and an army be maintained on the line of the canal? 
It provides that while in “the canal, vessels of war of a 
belligerent shall not revictual nor take any stores” except 


when strictly necessary, nor “embark or disembark troops, 
munitions of war, or warlike materials, except in case of 
accidental hindrance of the transit, and shall not remain in 
the canal more than 24 hours,” nor “depart within 24 hours 
from the departure of the vessels of war of the other belliger- 








1911. 


ent: ” how are vessels to do this if no vessel of a belligerent is 
to be admitted at all? 
The neutralization provided for in the treaty is to “apply to | 


waters adjacent to the canal, within 3 marine miles of either 
end;” how can this be if the United States is at liberty to 
blockade or fortify the canal and thus prevent all neutralization? 


It provides that “the plant, establishment, buildings, etc 
of the canal shall be deemed a part thereof—and in time of 
war as in time of peace shall enjoy complete immunity from 


attack or injury by belligerents;” how is this right to be en- 
joyed if the United States assumes the right to close the canal 
whenever, in peace or war, it pleases to do so? 


Nothing in this treaty gives the United States greater an- 
thority in time of war than in time of peace, whether it is a 


party to a war or not. Article IV provides that no change of 
territorial sovereignty will give any right to build a canal, save 
under the neutralization and obligations of the treaty. When 


this (1901) treaty was made the United States had no sover- 
eignty of any kind over any territory on the Isthmus. It first 
acquired a limited authority over the Canal Zone from Panama 
under a treaty dated November 18, 1903. Clearly the United 
States by acquiring the Zone did not acquire any right to vio- 
late its treaty obligations. 

The statement that the “treaty with Panama reaffirms the 
treaty with England of 1900 and expressly gives the power of 
fortifications ” is worse than inaccurate. 

The Panama treaty does not refer to the 1900 Hay-Pauncefote | 
treaty at all, and both treaties provide for neutralization and 
prohibit fortifications, as I have pointed out. 

And the Panama treaty—November 18, 1903—neutralizes the 
canal by adopting the existing Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 

Article XVIII reads: 

The canal, when constructed, and the entrance thereto, 
tral in perpetuity and shall be opened upon the terms provided for by 
section 1 of Article III of, and in conformity with all the stipulations of, 
the treaty entered into by the Governments of the United States and 
Great Britain on November 18, 1901. 

And Article XXV of the same treaty provides for “the effi- 
cient protection of the canal and the preservation of its neu- 
trality. 

It is true that Article XXIII of this treaty says the United 
States may “employ armed forces for the safety and protection 
of the canal or of the ships which make use of it” when, and 
only when “it should become necessary,” and “ grants the right 
to its police and its land “and naval forces to establish 
fortifications for these purposes,” but for no others. 

There is not one word in the treaty which by any reasonable 
construction authorizes the United States, or any country, to 
fortify or blockade the canal, or any part of it. Article XNIII 
gives no right that would not exist without it,-and what 
authority it does give is consistent with the neutralization, non- 
fortiti ce nonblockade, and so forth, provided for in exist- 
ing “ties and as expressly required by Articles XVIII and 
XXV a the Panama treaty. 

It must always be remembered that guaranteed neutralization 
may require force to maintain it, and that there is no restriction 
on the guarantors as to the force they may use for that pur) 

Neutralization may be fought for as well as any other thing. 
Why not fight to maintain peace rather than for conquest, or for 
the love of war? 

The theory that the treaty with England only binds the United 
States to “ guarantee the neutrality of the canal” needs no fur- 
ther comment. Our country can not neutralize its own terri( 
and the treaty obligates both countries to guarantee neutraliza- 
tion for the canal. 

SEB 


Have Presidents, 


shall be neu 


use 


ever 
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or V. 


ITS PREAMBLE AND 


statesmen, and Senators been engaged for 
almost a century making treaties to secure neutralization only 
to find they could only bind one party, and that had the 
right, at will, to violate it, or could do as it pleased about it? 
There are also other treaties neutralizing the Panama Canal. 


ARTICLE IV. 


one 


if the United States only is bound to neutralize the canal, 
has the time arrived for it to violate its obligation and put 
the Panama Canal on a war footing against all the world? 


It will not be seriously claimed that the United States has to 
preserve the canal as a transit for belligerents in time of 
When the U nited States is not engaged. This absurd claim 
Sumes that the treaties in some way provide for a time of \ 


war 


is- 


When the United States is not involved. Not a word is found 

iuy treaty giving the United States any rights when at war 

t it does not possess in time of peace or when other nations 
al war. No nation not at war or seeking war with the 
Ui \ States would attack the canal, although at war with 
another nation, hence the provision of the 1901 treaty, para- 
raph 6, Article Ilf, already referred to, granting “in time of 


War as in time of peace complete immunity from attack or in- 
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jury by belligerents an only refer to belligerents engaged in 
war with the United States. Such wus tl nterpretation ¢g n 
the treaty by its draftsmen, by the President of the United 
States, and by the Senate. 


COST OF FORTIFICATI $s AND TI — MAIS ENANCE 





The statement minimizing the cost of fortifying t Panama 
Canal is made on imperfect informa 

The $12,475,328 estimate for the pur}; of co ng forti 
fications is, as the fortification board s, only suflicient to 
start the work. Its earlier estimate’ was $19,515, ind this 
did not, as the board states, include anything for “the cost of 
construction for naval purposes” nor for afte se inval 
stations,” ‘“‘naval establishments,’ ineluding harbors at both 
ends, dry docks and battleships for each end ~ the canal in 
peace or war, nor for an adequate army of occupation, perma 
nent camps and barracks, sites therefor, and other expensive 
matters deemed necessary by the fortification board. A substan 
tial increase of our Army and Navy, now regarded as too small 
will necessarily be required. So as to our Navy. 

Instead of the cost of maintaining the Army and Navy and 
their establishments on and at the ends of the canal not exceed 
ing $500,000, it will run into millions. The sanitation alone 
necessary to be maintained will far exceed that sum. Its cost 
last year on the zone was above $1,800,000, and it may exceed 
this sum if the canal is to be kept constantly ou a war footing 
by an Army of occupation and a Navy 

Fortifications and naval stations not provided at all times 
with an adequate Army, guns, and battleships would be the 
worst of folly should a war suddenly break out. They are ab 
solutely useless except in case of war, hen if necessary at 
all they must always be ample for war. There would also have 
to be large depots for Army and Navy supplies of all kinds, 
quartermaster, commissary, ordnance, cé and the like, as in 
time of war transportation would become impossible save under 
the convoy of a strong fleet of b eships, 

There are no harbors at either term s of the canal, and none 
can be made at any reasonable cost for battleships to ride in. 
Not even Panama City, on the Pacific side, or Colon or Cristobal 
on the Atlantic side, has a harbor suitable for such ships or for 
a naval station. The so-called bays have now to be dredged for 
a considerable distance into the oceans for extensions of the 
canal channel to get the required 50 feet dept! On the Pacifie 
end the dredging extends beyond the is! is belonging to the 
zone and far out from the mainland. At Balb« formerly called 
La Boca, there is now about completed a breakwater extend 
ing from the shore of the mainland to the ind of Naos to pr 
tect the canal channel. On the Atlantic side, if warships « l 
even be anchored within Limon Bay, which they can not, the 
frequency and hurricane character of storms would d e them 
out or destroy them. What it would cost to ke s thle har 
bors to meet the recommendations of the f ation board will 
be hard to compute. The expenditure of $100,000,000 would not 
suilice for the purpose. 

Just now we understand Congress is expected to horize 
the United States to establish coaling and other supply sta 
tions solely for vessels arriving at tl eannal ilso dry docks 
for repairing ships, and for whatever else may be required to 
iid and promote navigation and commeret 3 will be right 

mad proper inder the treaties, but the ’ | ot be used } 

me of war to which the United St s “ iy unless 
tralization obtains, or for our battleships at nv time iy 
ports carrying supplies for such purposes, with colliers for coa 

ind so forth, would have, in time of such war, or even appre 
hended war, to be convoyed by a fl battleships to ' 
their safety. If the canal is fortitlied Py 
fleets of batileships should be provided to constantly convoy 
supply ships to and fro to prevent them from pit boa 
sudden outbreak of war. Neutralization will avoid all ex] 
of fortifications and of such fleets and fi re fre f \ 
danger. 
INTERNAT NAT I I ARI , PN I ED 

Treaties or engagemen ened by 1 Vv nit S me r have 
been violated and they never will be Why did the United 
States enter into the treaties and su ril to tl rules d 
regulations adopted by the gi t Hague Pe > Conferen ind 
then ratify and proclaim them to all the world of binding force 
if they were never 1! tended to be observed? 

Thus far I have barely referred to the treaty now in for 
hetween the United States and New Granada (now Colombia) 
dated Ly ‘omber 12, S46, by which the Un ted states in exp 
terms “ guarantees positively and efficaciously the perfect 
trality —_ free transit from one to the other sea—not to 

interrupted or embarrassed in any future time.” This trent 
was Savane about by negotiations first initiated by President 


John Quincy Adams and earnestly advocated by Daniel Webster 











ao 
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and TH ( nd especially urged | President Andrew | for other expenses of maintenance and the keeping of the 





J ( ed by Senate resolution of March 3, 1855, wha ind its iuxiliary rnilroad on a continueus war fo« ting, 
and iH ( ‘ m of 1839 would also be saved 
To close the canal, in time of war, to other nations or to 
i should refer again to the Colombia franchise, under | the enemy would secure no advantage, nor would any strategi 
\ h the United States is now building the canal and for IN ige be lost to the United States by keeping it open If 
which we paid the New Panama Canal Co. (the French com emy had a fleet in Atlantic waters, we would meet him 
] ) $40,000,000 for its rights under it, and we als paid 7. ere, and if in Pacific waters we would meet him there, and 
$10,000,000 more to the Republic of Pana for confirming it, if he had a divided fleet, one in each ocean, we would con 
| further agreed to pay it $250,000 y y forever. to com entra te our warships and beat him in @etail. 
mene ovember 18. 1912. and to transport through the canal if we fortify the canal, we must maintain an army of occupa 
and over its auxiliarv railroad its ves troops, and muni- | tion of great strength at its ends and on its line, likewise fleets 
tions of war free at all times, and w <9 guaranteed its inde- | Of ships to support the Army, and if the canal should 
pendence forever. held it would be lost to the United States. In time of war the 
A provision of this f1 hise. dated Mav 17. 1878. is a guar United States will need its military and naval forces else 
anty of neutrality “for all time” of the canal to be built under where, 
it, in these words: But by no possibility would the canal be lost to the United 
ArT. V. The Gove ent of the Beoublic de ia ence tacatt a States if neutralized, not even by defeat in war. A treaty of 
the ports at both « of the nal and the waters of the same fro neutralization is never broken, and its guarantors would enforce 
on an to the other ; aur l, in conseq nce, in cast of war bet veen t; and should it, by any possibility, be violated they would 
Re, ee een oe ee ee NT er can | Tequire qinple Gately. 
e d ports and | 3; through the canal without being molested EACE 
Arti an . \f eo >. ama tre ‘ thorize: hea 
New Pa oe ~ gr Fong Bogen one oe nt aan ul a Peace, general peace, would be promoted by neutralization, 


: ; ne : the most importa of all « siderations. The Panama Canal 
rizhts under said franchise to the United States, and it bound < : - nm ull considera is. TI — eee 
, Was designed to promote commerce, not war. In the century of 


tself in its purchase from at company to maintain the canal : : : g ; i 
en See oee ane e from that company to 1 - liscussion over the practicability and necessity ef connect 
as provided in the franchise. ; : 





( iin 

the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans by a canal across the Isthin 

RULES OF WAR NEUTRALIZE CANAT on ; eee ; te Py 
J 3 of Panama not a suggestion has been made, until very recently, 

+ shan!) 9 lex > a9enin Ohserve th 1 19 Aone CE , . " : . . 
It should also be again ot rved that the 1907 Hague Peac by anybody, either by a President or statesman or by eliher 
Conference ado] ted rules of war and regulations to govern the branch of Congress or any Member thereof, that such canal 
righis and duties of neutralized places, whi h seve rally prohibit should be built as a necessary war measure AS commerce 


bombardment of undefended ports, neutral territory and neutral 


waters, or the commission of other acts which would be a insisted on to preserve commerce in time of war as in time of 
violation of neutralization or which would result in the destruc 


, . . : peace. It has been a promise to the civilized world ever since 
ion or seizure of aA property of the enemy in time of war, 4 ¢xnal across the Isthmus of Panama was thought practi 
save when imperatively necessary. 


- : _ that it should, in perpetuity, be neutralized—kept open and 
These rules and regulations were signed severally by 42 of 
the powers of the world, the United States heading the list 


ree to the ships and flags of all nations “in time of war as 
’ time of peace.” 

Russia, Japan, England, France, Germany, Austria, Spain, Ar- The Republic of the United States, with all its boasted Chris 
gentina, Colombia, and Brazil, and all other great powers being civilization, should be the last to break this sacred promiss 
among the number. The United States later, by and with the | to violate the policy of neutralization so long proclaimed 
advice and consent of the Senate, ratified all these rules and 
regulations, and President Taft, February 28, 1910, proclaimed 
them of binding force 


does not flourish in war times, neutralization has always 





y our predecessors. 

The duty of the United States to neutralize the canal is both 

of obligation and interest. 

to be observed and fulfilled with good faith by the United States and It should be neutralized for strategic as well as economic 
ae eee Sere reasons and to promote peace on earth. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I have listened wit] 
great deal of interest to the learned opinion expressed by 
Chair a few moments since. I do not hesitate to say that | 


It will be seen that, without treaty guaranties of neutraliza- 
tion, if the canal is undefended, all the powers of the world are 
solemnly bound not to fire upon or destroy it, even in time of 
war in which the United States is a party. The moral force as | giffer with the Chair in the construction that is given { 
well as the binding character of these rules and regulations in- | gifferent treaties referred to. It was my pleasure and 
sure their observance. honor, Mr. Chairman, as the Chair well knows, to be ass 

POLICY OF NEUTRALIZATION with the Chair in the Interstate and Foreign Commerce ¢ 

The policy of the United States, at least since Monroe’s ad- | mittee at the time that the Hepburn bills were being 
ministration, should also be respected. Presidents, Secretaries duced. I say that I challenge anyone here to-night to say t! 
of State, statesmen and patriots, Senators and Representatives | the Clayton-Buiwer treaty of 1850 related to anything « 
have, in unbroken line, favored complete neutralization of except that Great Britain and the United States should n¢ 
isthmian canal. This is made manifest by messages, Exe one own any land that the Isthmian Canal was to pass over 
papers, correspondence, Senate and House resolutions, treati own any stock in any company or any private corporation 
and otherwise, which I have referred to and quoted libera was organized to construct that Isthmian Canal, and it \ 
from in my recent speech of January 19, 1911. one step further than that. It proposed to confer wit 

The Presidents and great statesmen from Monroe to Presi- | different nations of the world and invite them to 
dent Taft did not regard international neutralization treaties as | them in guaranteeing that that canal should never be fortif 
infringing the Monroe doctrine. I know just as well as any gentleman on this floor k 

No instance during that time will be found where the right | that this cana, was not built under the Clayton-Bulwer tr 
to neutralize the canal when built was opposed, or the right | but that treaty expresses the idea and an opinion that n¢ 
of the United States to fortify it was advoca , unless, possibly, | can be removed or destroyed. It expresses the opinion th 
by a very small minority of Senators d e proceedings to | Great Britain had, that the canal should be constructed und 
ratify the Hay-Pauncefote treaties, and they hardly went so | those circumstances where neither the British Government 
far as to favor such right. the United States of America had any land interest or any 

STRATEGIC IMPORTANCE OF NEUTRALIZATION in it, and should never be fortified. It expressed the opinio! 

The strongest reason, however, even stronger, if possible, | which our Government agreed, that all the nations of the w 

than the treaty obligations, is the strategic importance to the | should be invited to join in that guaranty. I ask these 

1 States of neutralizing the Panama Canal in case it is | gent gentlemen here to-night what was the next step that 
In that event it would not have to defend the | power and influence in controlling the settlement of this qui 
would be guaranteed beyond peradventure; its | here to-night? 
hat of its auxiliary railroad would not be in- The Hay-Pauncefote treaty came along in the year 1500 
Army and Navy would be free to pass and re- | What was the purpose of it? What object did it have in view: 
pass through it and to operate when and where needed: the | What did it propose to accomplish? It was nothing but to 
great expense for fortifications, harbors, naval stations, dry | gain and secure the power that they had lost in the Clayt 
docks for our Navy, and the like, and for additions to the Army | Bulwer treaty. That is, to fortify the canal. Nobody ques 
and Navy of the United States, including a substantial increase | tions but what that was the purpose of the Hay-Pauncefote 
of officers and men, also battleships, and for other necessary | treaty. The chairman of the committee in reading his opinion, 
offensive and defensive war preparations and for the cost of | which meant nothing else except that the canal could be forti- 


1 tian: f 
Sn } } { 


sanitation; for transports to continuously carry supplies, and ! fied by authority of law—I ask him and I ask any well-informed 
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gentleman on this floor to-night what sentence, what paragraph narrow path of duty, and, having found the path of duty, to 
of law has been referred to in these preceedings that tends to follow it without hesitation. [Applause.] Where does duty 
convince you or anyone else that there is »uthority of law to put lead us in this crisis? As much with the nation as with a man 
fortifications there. the first law in nature, and therefore its first duty, is self 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the Hay-Pauncefote treaty does not say | preservation. The law of self-preservation dictates that this 
so. It is absolutely sileiit on that subject. What treaty is there, | Nation shall fortify the canal and control it when questions of 
then, that says so? I ask what treaty and where is the au- | national defense arise. I will illustrate The question of 
thority that it came from? None but the treaty that Mr. Roose- | passing through the canal would be vital to the suecess or the 


velt, as President of the United States, entered into with the little | failure of war in which this Nation’s destiny will be involved. 
Panama Republic that we created in the wrong way. That is | Can there be any question among patriotic Americans whether 
the treaty and the only treaty that justifies or allows anyone to | they should leave the control of the canal and the success or 
say that there is any authority of law. the failure of the war in the hands of any other power or 
Mr. Chairman, I can not vote this amount of money or any group of powers? To-day there are two existing conventiot 


amount of money for the fortification of the canal, when I re- of nations to guarantee international rights and the vital 
member, Mr. Chairman, that in all the wars that our country has | terests of individual nations. One is in the case of M: 
engaged in in the past that we have always attacked the foreign churia. The United States took the initiative and secured the 
power and that no foreign power has ever attacked us. If we Cooperation of all the great powers of the world to guarantee 
follow the precedents of our past, what need will we have for for- | the territorial integrity of China and the principle of the open 
tifications? To decline to fortify, in my opinion, opens broad | deer. 





the way of peace and preserves friendly relations with all other The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
powers. To fortify means that we are looking for war; and, | has expired. [Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote!”] 

looking for it, we will sooner or later find it. I am an advocate Mr. FITZGERALD. How much time does the gentleman 
of the preparations for peace and not for war. We ought not, | Want’ 

Mr. Chairman, at this time to forget the manner in which Mr. HOBSON. I would like to have five minutes more 

this Government acquired the canal strip in Panama. Mr. Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
Chairman, a darkened spot lives in the career of Frederick II , that the gentleman may proceed for five minytes. 

of Prussia, when in profound peace he swooped down with his The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
army on Silesia, an undisputed part of the domain of the Em- | Chair hears none. 

press of Austria, and possessed it for his own purposes. Our Mr. HOBSON. I will say, gentlemen, I do not intend to 


il ‘ 

Government threw its marines into Panama on the pretext of | abuse your patience; I know you are ready to vote, and I know 
suppressing a revolt engaged in by hardly a score of men, and | you are going to vote like Americans and like patriots. Now, 
prevented the soldiers of Colombia, with which we had an honor- | in the neutralization of Manchuria, America secured a solemn 
able treaty, from suppressing the pantomime revolt. We then | pledge from the very same nations that we would get a pledge 
proceeded to recognize Panama as a Republic, and formed with | from to-day if we neutralized the Panama Canal, but in the 
that Republie a treaty that gave us the only authority to fortify | short time that has elapsed China has been the field of | e 
the canal, Our Government will yet be held to account for that | of two nations that made the neutralization guaranty of 1) 
wrong and injustice to the Republic of Colombia. I can not | integrity of China and the open-door policy, one of those nations 
vote to build fortifications at Panama. It means that a standing | declaring that the object of its going to war was to guarantee 
army will be constantly on guard at Panama to man these forti- | the integrity of Korea and the open-door policy of Manchuria. 
fications. No man can surmise the expense that this Govern- | That nation itself has absorbed Korea and in large measure 
ment will be subjected to for this policy of fortifications. It | dominates Manchuria. 
all means war instead of peace. The other case of international neutralization is that of the 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. treaty of Berlin, in which the integrity of the Balkan Provinces 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, The gentleman from Ohio | is guaranteed by the same nations and much the same treaty 
[Mr. Kerrer] has referred to certain mistakes that he assumed | or kind of treaty by which the Panama Canal would be guaran 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHertey] had made. [| teed. This is one of the most solemn treaties ever signed by 
wish to refer to certain mistakes that the gentleman from Ohio | civilized nations, all the great nations agreeing to jointly guar- 
has made. I refer first to the position of Admiral George | antee the integrity of the Balkan Provinces. 
Dewey. The gentleman from Ohio stated that Admiral Dewey Only two years ago, with that treaty still in full effect, Aus 
had opposed the fortification of the Panama Canal. I have a | tria, backed by Germany, two signatories of the Berlin treaty, 
letter from Admiral Dewey, dated February 1, which reads as | proceeded to seize Herzegovina and Bosnia, the Adriatic Proy- 


follows: inces, to violate the pledge of the treaty, and not a voice was 

The remarks quoted as coming from me in Gen. Keirer’s speech of | raised in protest. What nations are these that were reduced 
January 19 last, that I was opposed to fortifying the Isthmian Canal, to point of impotency where they were compelled to contide 
tina eatiee th docty if amas indeed, Mien there aas aaah Mhctsen | thelr vital interests to international neutralization? ‘The Fm 
there ever would be a canal there. pire of China and the Kingdom of Turkey. My patriotic fel 

i am now in favor and am on record, as president of the general | Americans, are we in the category of China and Turke 
: 4} = the — so us strongly indorsing and urging the forti- | yryct we depend for the security of our vital interest nh 

. Grorar Dewey. the fickle pledges of other nations? 

[ Applause. ] There is no power above treaties to compel their observation, 

I wish to refer, in the second place, to another mistake of the | Only when international treaties have internati | i 
gentleman in quoting the late President of the United States. and navies to guarantee their fulfillment can a nation be Jj 


t ‘ 


I am reliably informed that not only is the late President him- | tified in giving over its vital interests to the keeping of 
self strongly in favor of the fortification of the canal, but that | an international agreement. 


he has stated that the British ambassador, in answer to a direct | The absolute exclusive control of the ial in war is a funda 
question of his at the time of the ratification of the Hay- | mental duty we owe to our country. The canal is an integ 
Pauncefote treaty, had declared that Great Britain acknowl- | part of our vital coast line on which we have thirty-seven bil 
edged and willingly accepted the right of the United States to | lions of our property and thirty millions of our citizens 
fortify the canal under the terms of the treaty. | within gunshot of the water. The digging of that cana 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that in some ways the | whole Gulf and Atlantic seaboard, with our thirty-seve 
bulk of this discussion has been wide of the field. It has seemed | of property and inhabitants in proportion, within dl 
to hinge around technicalities or interpretations of treaties. | tance of the developing powers of Asia. It ] es our Va 
I wish to ask, Has any nation yet registered any protest | coast and all of our interests in that great ocean with stril 
against the United States fortifying the canal? Not one. Since | distance of the great nations of Europe. We have deomed om 
the adoption of the treaty with Panama granting us the right | selves to a one-fleet Navy. Without the canal that fleet car 


to fortify that canal, has any nation yet questioned that right? | not operate or give protection in the opposite ocean. Wit! 
Again, has there been any nation or group of nations that has | the absolute and exclusive control of the Panama Canal we a 
ever requested us to neutralize that canal? Not one. For | doomed to see constantly one of our great coast lines absolut 





years America’s rights have been tacitly acknowledged by all | defenseless. Shall we voluntarily, gratuitously, be guilty of 1 
the world. It is unnecessary and gratuitous to inject foreign folly of committing ourselves to one fleet, as we have di 
nations into this American question. When a great question | then leave that fleet to protect both coasts, with the « 
like this arises, the way to move for a nation as for a man is | the mercy of an enemy, imposing upon our fleet the i 
to get the simple, fundamental facts, to stand upon the ele- | task of operating by the route around Cape Horn? It is id 
mental truth, the laws of nature, and find the straight and | pretend that other powers would protect the canal agai 
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| graph of his amendment. 


‘ d be disavowed by the enemy’s government after 
it 1 tl | or after the enemy’s fleet beyond the 
‘ yed our fleet as it emerged one vessel at a time. 

We « t to ourselves, our self-preservati« to our vital in- 
te the firs w of nature, to fortify and control that 
‘ ( exclusive time of war. [Applause.] We 
{ | " tas a duty > nations in this hemisphere. 

I eving this canal we have thrown the nations of Central 
and S i America into new dangers of attack; nations on the 
Pacifi oast to attack from Kurope; nations on the Atlantic 
( t to attack from Asia. We must be able to neutrali this 

ed er 

lor a hundred years America has given the outside world to 

underst i that in tl Western Hemisphere no foreign mon- 
al S d fur extend its political influence. When the 
Is i] was being constructed, President Arthur 
I ied ¢ mbia that the interference of any European power 
i ite ng to control that canal would be regarded as an 
unfriendly t by the United States. We proclaimed that even 
i fore lilt and foreign-owned canal would have to be con- 
t1 sively by America. Shall we now vite in Euro- 
pean d Asiat monarchies that have never acknowledged the 
M oe doctrine and give over to them the control of an Ameri- 
C iilt ual? If we do, the Monroe doctrine, held sacred by 
our fathers, will perish by the act, the voice of monarchy and 
! sm will resound in our hemisphere, our own safety and 
tranquillity will end, our liberal institutions will perish in a 
colos eglect of duty—our duty to ourselves, our duty to the 
Western Ilemisphere, our duty to mankind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more. 

[Cries of * Vote!” ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- | 


mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I said when this agreement 
was made that we would try and vote as near 9 o’clock as pos- 
sible. The gentleman has already had 10 minutes. There are 


other gentlemen who desire to speak, and therefore I will have 
to object to any further extension. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I think it due to 
make a response to the gentleman of only five minutes. 
the appropriate time to make the answer. 


is me to 


[Cries of ** Vote!”’] 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio wish to 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to be heard in answer to the last 
speech. I move to strike out the last word. [Cries of “ Vote!’’] 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
the ntleman from Iowa [Mr. SmirH]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I now offer the following 
amendment to both paragraphs as a limitation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TaAWNEY] Offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


by 


ir 











Insert, after line 18, om page 229, the following: 

“Provided, That no part of this sum shall be available for expendi- 
ture until the President shall have determined, after proper endeavor 
by and through the treaty-making power vested in him by the Consti- 
tution, that he is unable negotiate and conclude a treaty with a 
majority of the leading maritime nations of the world joining the 
United States in guaranteeing the proper preservation, protection, and 








safety of the Panama Canal and 
tection from danger of blockade 
desiring therein, 
as in time of peace, a othe 


and the protection of vessels entering 
and the commerce the 
r stipulations and provisions deemed nec 


or to enter reon, 














essary to protect the 1 ted States in its ownership, possession, control, 
sanitation, right to ] ind to perpetually maintain said canal and 
the entrances thereto for the uses and purposes for which it is being 
constructed or may be adapted, and guaranteeing at all times to the 
signatory powers thereto the full and free use of said canal upon such 
terms and under such rwles, regulations, and government as may be 
prescribed by the United States. ' 

If the President be unable to negotiate such a treaty, he shall so 
signify by a proclamation made in the usual form to the people of the 
United States, and then, and not until then, shall this appropriation be 


pr 
f 


available for expenditure for the purposes named therein.’ 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, on that I make the point of 


order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky makes a 
point of order. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 


point of order. 
Mr. SHERLEY. 

changes existing 

tion, yet it prevel 


| 


The point of order, Mr. Chairman, is that it 
law, and while it is in the form of a limita- 
ts the use of appropriation until the doing of 
rtain acts by the Executive which are directed and which he 
is not obligated by existing law to perform. 





Mr. DOUGLAS. I suggest to the gentleman this, also, that 
se acts may not be accomplished within the year for which 


the appropriation is made. 


This is | 


Mr. TAWNEY. That is immaterial. 
continue available anywry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment provides that no part of 
this sum shall be available for expenditure until the Pr 
shall have done certain things. It seems to the Chair that 
a limitation, not a direction to the President to do anythi 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the Chair will continue to read, he 
find that the President is directed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point that the gentlem: 
tucky refers to, I think, is this: 


The appropriation wil 


in from K 


If the President shall be unable to negotiate such a treaty, ! 

signify by a proclamation, made in the usual form, to the 
of the United States, and then, and not until then, shall this 
priation be available for the purposes named thereir 


Mr. SHERLEY. 
a limitation, 
President, 


stating 


But, Mr. Chairman, while it professes to | 
the whole trend of the amendment is to dire 

and that is clearly shown by the amendment then 
how the President shall inform the country as 
whether or not he has succeeded in doing the things that he | 
been directed to do. It is very plain, as it seems to me. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the last paragraph is deemed by the ¢ 
to make the amendment not in order, it is immaterial, and 
can be stricken off. I ask unanimous consent to have the last 
paragraph stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota 
TAWNEY] asks unanimous consent to strike out the last 
Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the C! 
rale upon it first. 

Mr. MACON. Yes; let the gentleman from Minnesota 
ruling from the Chair first. 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose. \ 


Mr. 


The CHATRMAN. For what purpose does the gentle 
from Alabama rise? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise, Mr. Chairman, to ask the gen 


tleman from Minnesota a question. I desire to know if th 
United States shall be required to communicate with all th 
other world powers before this money can be used? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I was unable, 


Mr. Chairman, to hear the 
question of the gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I could not hear the resolution r 


here distinctly, but I wanted to ask the gentleman from M 
nesota if the purport of the gentleman’s resolution was to t! 
effect that before the money provided in this paragraph of tl: 


| bill could be used the President of the United States should 


| sult and negotiate with the other powers in reference to 


guarantee of the neutrality of the canal? 
Mr. TAWNEY. That is the effect of it. 
“ Rule!”) 
Mr. SHERLEY. 


[Cries of “ Rule!” 


Mr. Chairman, a further reading of th: 


| amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota confirms 


| me in my belief that it is subject to a point of order. 


But this 
is a matter going to the very vital aspect of the proposition now 
before the House. I, for one, am perfectly willing to leave th 
proposition embodied in the amendment offered by the cen 
tleman from Minnesota to the wisdom of the House, and in 01 
der that the House may vote directly upon it, I withdraw 


| point of order on it. 


the entrances thereto, including pro- | 


in time of war | 


las long as they remain there. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky withdraws 
his point of order against the amendment offered by the 
tleman from Minnesota. The question is on agreeing to 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, thus far this debate has | 
confined almost entirely to the question of our right to for‘ify 
the Panama Canal. The question of whether or not we sh: 
enter upon the policy of fortifying this great international water 
way when completed, what that policy will mean to the Ameri 
can people in the future in the way of permanent and extensi\ 
financial burdens, and whether it will be effective as a means 0! 
protecting the neutrality of the canal has not been considered 

I will not take issue with gentlemen who contend for ou! 
right to fortify the canal. We may concede that right, and 
yet, in my judgment, to exercise it will not only impose unn 
essary financial burdens upon the people, but will jeopardiz 
both the neutrality and the safety of the canal. 

Every Member of this House knows and realizes that our 
termination of this question here to-night means the adojrion 
of a permanent policy. If we decide to fortify the canal, t! 
fortifications must be not only constructed but also maintained 
for all time to come. From time to time they will have to be re- 
newed. In addition to this, it will be necessary to maintain 


the 


<P 


the Canal Zone a standing army to protect the fortificat 
Therefore, independent of 
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question of our right to fortify the canal, we must look to tne | preparation for war about $8,000,000 annually. The same in 


effect of that policy upon future generations, as well as its fluences which have secured this increase in the number of 
effect upon the fulfillment of our solemn treaty obligations to | officers, and which will place the National Guard on 
nsure the neutrality of the canal and our duty to protect the} roll of the Federal Government, can very easily secure the 
canal itself. crease in the standing Army necessary to take the place 

I a Member of this House when the construction of the | those troops which are withdrawn for service the ¢ l 
Pa 1 Canal was authorized... If the proposition to enter | Zone. We may therefore very properly charge to the fort 

m the policy of fortifying the canal at the admitted cost of | tion of the canal the pay, subsistence, and transportation of 
hat policy had then been contemplated, or if ft had been | the Army which it is proposed ) i 1 ‘ 


! i : 
ln i that it would be necessary to fortify it, the construc- | nently as a means of protecting the fortifl is and the 














tion the ennal would not have been authorized. Members | canal. 
who rved in that Congress will recall that much of the opr But, Mr. Chairman, there is another item wl 
iti to our ©) rking upon that great project was based itut 1 perpetual annual charge, the magnit ( \ 
the enormous cost contemplated. They will recall that at | be estimated only by the expenditure for the © | 
that time it was represented and believed that the cost of co during the construction of the ¢: . The pres . the 
trueting the cannl would not exceed $150,000,000. I doubt, Mr. | troops on the Canal Zone, as roposed, will © 
Ch: in, had it heen known or believed at that time that the’ tinuing the system of sanitat i which we have been « I 
construetion of tie eanal would cost the American people prac- ; to maintain, and the cost of which will not be less than fr ‘ 
tically $400,000,000, exclusive of the expense of constructing | to one and a half million dk rs a year. rhe hu ost of 
and maintainme fortifications, whether the friends of the} maintaining our system of sanitation during the consti 
proposition world ever have succeeded in securing votes enough | of the Panama Canal has equaled almost $2,000,000. It may 
to a tit. Applause. | be said that we would have to provide for the san tion of 
When the matter was under consideration in Congress at that ; the Canal Zone in any event. In a sense that is true, because 
tim e proposition that it would ever be necessary to fortify | we will have a few people there employed in connection with 
the al, or that it was our purpose and intention in author- | the operation of the canal. But when the C littee on Ay 
zing its construction, to utilize it as a military asset wes not! propriations visited the zone last November for e purpose of 
even suggested. ‘Che proposition then was not to construct the | examining the estimates for canal expenditure, Col. Gorgas, 
eanal for our own benefit alone, nor, as I have frequently heard | who + in charge of the sanitary departme: nformed a 
my distinguished collengue from Towa on the Committee on | member of the committee that the sanitation necessary on 
Appropriations say, for the purpose of utilizing it as a military | account of the operation of the canal will not cost the Gov 
ass ut for the benefit of the commerce of the entire world. | ernment more than $15,000. The difference in cost is due to 
By t ty obligations we have bound ourselves to give to the | the number of men who would be distributed throughout the 
nations of the world the right to use the canal on terms of | Canal Zone and who would have to be protected against those 
equality with ourselves in times of peace as in times of war. | insects which infest that tropical country and which transmit 
We have, therefore, thus ¢ rred upon the nations of the | malaria and fever germs. 
world a property right in the canal, for we have given them The aggregate annual expense, therefore, of operating and 


the right to use, and the right to use is a property right. Now, | maintaining the canal for the benefit of the world. and main 
after spending almost a half billion dollars for the benefit of the | taining the troops on the zone for its protection and the pro 
world and its commerce in the construction of the canal, it is! teetion of the fortifications, will amount in round numbers to 
proposed to fasten upon the American people, in addition to the | $36,600,000. 
great expense incident to the maintenance of the canal, the Mr. Chairman, it is proposed to fasten on the American 
enormous expense necessary to the construction of fortifications | people this perpetual annual charge for the purpose, as the 
and thereafter a perpetual annual charge of many millions of | Commanding General of the Army, before the Committee on 
dollars for the pretection of these fortifications. Appropriations, in effect said, of being prepared to prevent 
Mr. Chairman, what will this cost mean to our people? Since | other nations from using the canal, or, in other words. pre 
the conclusion of the consideration of the sundry civil appro- | pared to violate our solemn treaty obligations, if in the judg 
priation bill this evening I have roughly estimated that cost. | ment of the Government such violation is desirabl: 
including the cost of maintaining and operating the canal itself. | The highest estimate thus far made of the receipts aceruing 
First, we have authorized the issue of $375,000,000 of bonds, | to the Government in the operation of the canal is $4.000.000 
bearing 3 per cent interest, to meet the expense of constructing | annn illy. We have, therefore, a net annual loss to the Ameri 
the cnnal for the benefit of the world. The annual interest | ean people in the event we fortify the canal, including the loss 
charge on these bonds will be $11,255,000. The estimated an sustained in consequence of th yperation and maintenance of 
nual cost of maintaining the canal, including depreciation, is | the canal, of about $32,000,000. 
about $7,000,000. The cost of fortifying the canal, according Mr. Chairman, if it were desirable to invite the nations of the 
to the judgment of one of the best-informed engineers in the | world to destroy the Panama Canal, no better method of ex 
Army; one, too, who knows more than any other about the | tending that invitation could be adopted than to fortify it. 
canal and the cost of fortifying it under the plan of the fortifi We will thereby say to the world that we w insure and pro 
cation board, will aggregate not less than $60,000,000. The an tect the neutrality of the canal so long as we deem it necessary 
nual interest charge on that sum at 3 per cent would be! or convenient to do so. But when we no longer deem the neu 


$1,800,000, and depreciation, estimated at 10 per cent, would | tralization of the canal necessary to our interests we will be 
be $6,000,000. The pay, subsistence, and transportation of the | prenared to violate our solemn treaty obligations with other 
Army. which, it is claimed, will have to be maintained perma ations by terminating the nentrality of the canal. In proof 
nently on the ¢ al Zone, will amount to $8,400,000 annually. | of this statement, let me read frem the testimony of Gen 
Lieut. Gen. Weod, when before the Committee on Appropria- | Wood 

tions. said that it will be necessary to have on the Canal Zone The CrammMAN. Is it not a fact that in 

not less than 7.000 men, including Coast Artillery, Cavalry, and | of fortifying the canal is to insure to the 1 Stat : 3a 
Infantry. Accord to his testimony, our experience shows | ! 7 wr, That { ™ tei 


ing 
that in the United States a thousand troops can not be main- | poses of fortifyine the canal 
tained for less than $1,200,000. The cost of maintaining 7,000 
men on the Canal Zone will. therefore, be $8,400,000, Og 

It may be said that if these 7,000 men were not stationed | ;.°; 
permanently on the Canal Zone, they would have to be paid and | in time of hostilities? 
subsisted in the States and that, therefore, the only additional! Gen. Woop, That i 


cost would be the difference between the cost in the States and Again Gen. Wood said 


— 


the cost on the Canal Zone. Mr. Chairman, does anyone here But. as I look at it, one thin certain. W ! l the « ! 
to-night believe that if these 7,000 men are taken from the} and maintain it for the e of nf 1 ti f pea ind 
Army now stationed at different points in the States, the Army | ‘ a se a 

Will not be able to secure an increase in the standing Army Chis declaration of purpose, c ng from Lieut. Gen. Wor 


sufficient to meet the loss occasioned by the withdrawal of | Chief of Staff, when read in the light of our solemn treaty obli 
troops for the protection of the fortifications of the canal?| gations with Great Britain, contained in article 5 of that treaty, 
At this session of Congress we have already increased the | which says that “The cana 
number of officers in the Army by 250. It is also proposed to | of commerce a d of war of all nations observing these rules” 

place the National Guard of the several States on the pay roll | that is, the rules governing the neutralization prescribed in the 
of the Federal Government, thereby increasing our cost for | treaty—discloses a national purpose in respect to our relations 


shall be free and open to the vesse 
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with the other nations of the world more in keeping with the 
diplomatic policies of nations during the Middle Ages than with 
the high standard of national honor which all nations now pro- 
fess and endeavor to follow. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, in fortifying the canal we make it the legiti- 
mate object of prey when we have a war with another nation, | 
or when two nations having the right to use the canal are at | 
war with one another. I say, therefore, that instead of protect- 
ing the canal by fortifying it, we are jeopardizing our property, 


for we make it the legitimate object of war. To my mind this 
proposition is incomprehensible. To my mind it is equivalent tu 
saying to the nations of ihe world: “Although we have given to 
you a property right, or the right to use the canal in time of 
peace as well as in time of war, we are not willing to rely upon 
your honor or your fidelity in the exercise of that right, and, 





therefore, we must be prepared to prevent you from exercising 
your right to use the canal whenever we believe that such use 





would jeopardize either the canal or the interests of the United 
States.” 

In my judgment and, I believe, in the judgment of the great 
majority of the American people who have not been hypnotized 


by the policy of militarism, it would be far better for us to 
rely upon the material interest which every nation in the 
world has in maintaining the integrity of the canal and pvo- 


tecting it than to construct fortifications for that purpose. If 
we can not rely for the protection of the canal and its neu- 
trality upon the honor and good faith of the nations for whose 
benefit the American people, at a cost of $400,000,000, have 
constructed it, then we can not protect the canal and its neu- 
trality with fortifications. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I have offered the amendment 
which has just been read, which, if agreed to, will enable the 
President of the United States within the next year to ascer- 
tain whether or not the principal maritime powers are willing 
to unite with us in a convention or treaty whereby they will be 
bound not only not to injure or destroy the canal themselves, but 


to aid us in protecting it against any nation which might declare | 


its purpose to do so. If that can be done it ought to be done. 
The attempt should at least be made before embarking upon a 
policy which will necessitate a perpetual annual charge upon 
our people, one that will grow more burdensome as time goes 
by, and one that may make it necessary in the future to con- 
struct additional fortifications and to maintain permanently 
on the Canal Zone an army three times the size of the army 
now proposed, for no man can predict, once we have embarked 
upon the policy of fortifying the canal, the extent to which 
these fortifications may be enlarged and extended in the future. 

I hope, therefore, that this amendment will be agreed to. 
If it is, the President will then have an opportunity to ascer- 
tain whether the nations of the world are willing, in considera- 
tion of the enormous expense the American people have in- 


curred in the construction of the canal for their benefit, to give | 


bond that they will not under any circumstances interfere with 
the right of the United States to prescribe rules and regula- 
tions for the use of the canal, and that they will not, inten- 
tionally or otherwise, injure or attempt to destroy it. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, let no man mistake the pur- 
pose of this limitation. 
appropriation carried in this bill; and that is its purpose, not 
its veiled purpose. [Applause.] By the terms of this 
limitation would be impossible for the President of the 
United States under a series of years to comply therewith, and 
in the me the Panama Canal will have been finished 
and opened to the traffic of the world. The proposition, there- 
fore, involved in the amendment the basic proposition of 
whether we will fortify or not. The gentleman from Minnesota 
{[Mr. TAWNEY] presents a wonderful array of figures. I might 
recite figures half or a quarter as low and they would have 
just as much basis in fact as his, because they would represent 


eyen 


i} 
imwhile 


is 


| that that time is now. 


| the question of violation of neutrality? 
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and that fleet takes shelter in the harbor at either end of the 
canal, the strong fleet realizing the opportunity by a decisive 
blow to settle the fate of the war, is going to stop to weigh 
It will destroy its 
enemy and argue the question of the violation of neutrality 
afterwards. 5 

Let the gentlemen who talk about neutrality being observed 
point to the instances where there has been any real punish- 
ment of a nation that has seen fit to violate neutrality. Has 
Japan been punished by any of the great nations for her viola- 
tion of the treaty obligations in regard to Manchuria? Has 
Austria-Hungary been punished for the violation of the treaty 
agreements in regard to the Balkan States? Do you suppose 
that Belgium’s neutrality would have been preserved during the 
Franco-Prussian War if it had not been for the show of force 
made by Belgium herself? Is Switzerland maintaining an army 
for nothing? Her neutrality has been guaranteed. It may be 
that in the far distant future the time will come when interna- 
tional agreements may be observed without any other force than 
the moral one that should sustain them, but there is nothing 
in the past history of the world that warrants the assumption 
Talk about cost! What folly it is, after 
having expended four hundred odd millions of dollars, to hesitate 
to spend a few more to protect what is practically a new coast 
line of America! [Applause.] Let nobody be deceived by the 
comparison of the Panama with the Suez Canal. If England 
did not depend for her position upon having a navy equal to 


| that of any other two nations, she would not be so secure or 


content in regard to the neutralization of the Suez. Bear in 
mind, also, that the Suez Canal in its geographical relation is 


not of prime importance to England. 


The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. SHERLEY, 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Bear in mind also that she is protecting 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five 


| the entrances there, but remember that Patlama is right at our 


| canal shall be closed to both countries or open to both. 


door. What means neutrality as gentlemen construe it? It 
means one of two things, as I said earlier in the debate. Either 


that in case of war between America and another country the 
Have 
we spent this money in vain? Have we made possible the 
passage of our fleet from one ocean to the other and then 
when the need for that passage comes we will agree that it 


| Shall not take place except with the long, impossible trip around 


If adopted, it practically nullifies the | 


ny guess as against his guess without sufficient information in | 


either instance to make that guess worth while. Not only is 





that true, but against the statement that 7,000 men will be 
needed to police the canal, I say to you that the highest au- 
thority that I know of in regard to the Panama Canal, the 


man who has done most to make it a reality and not a dream, 
does not share any such extreme ideas as to numbers or cost 
of the policing of the canal. The gentleman from Minnesota 
said fortifying it is an invitation to attack. I say to you that 
neutrality not only of a belligerent against us, but in the case 
of two other powers will be observed only when there is force 
to make the observance necessary. [Applause.] Do you sup- 

without any means of making good the neutrality of the 
canal, that if a strong nation had pressed a weak nation’s fleet 


1 SE 


the Horn? Or take the other proposition that the canal shall 
be kept open to both belligerents. Shall we throw away all of 
our advantage; shall we give to the attacking enemy the 
right to come through that canal; and if it had the right to 
come through it, do you believe it would hesitate to seize it? 
What would matter the violation of neutrality compared with 
the possession of one of the greatest assets of the Nation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. A fleet would have to go there before it 
could enter there and 353 miles off the shore belongs to the 
world. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What does that 


mean, that it has to 


go 


there? It means that practically you have got to have a fleet 
in both oceans. But suppose you have a fieet in the Pacific 


Ocean and the war is with an enemy in the Pacific and it 
defeats your fleet. If we had the canal fortified what was left 
of the fleet could go into that canal, could join the Atlantic 
Fleet or the Atlantic Fleet could come through as a reenforce- 
ment. But what would you have as a result of the neutrality? 
The destruction of your fleet would mean instant seizure of the 
canal, and bear in mind this, in regard to paying the penalty 
for violation of neutralization, what will it weigh according to 
the advantge that would come to the enemy by the seizure 
of such property as the Panama Canal? The seizure and 
successful holding of that canal would be sufficient to force 
this country into terms of peace, and, bigger than any danger 


| that it might suffer hereafter in the way of punishment, would 


be the advantage it gained by its possession. Gentlemen, it 


| is resting upon an idle dream to hope that when the stress of 


war comes that nations will be so restrained as not to take 
advantage of the tremendous temptation that would be held 


|} out to them by the nonfortification of this canal. Better 
abandon the fortification of your seacoast and ask of the 


world that it enter into agreement to make neutral in time 
of war your coasts, because practically you have created now a 
most important coast line of America. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. HOBSON and Mr. WANGER rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


WANGER] is recognized. 











1911. 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following substi- 
tute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota |[Mr. TAWNEY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
WANGER] offers a substitute, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Substitute a colon in lieu of the period at the end of the last para- 
aph and insert the following: 

“Provided, That no part of the sums appropriated in this and the 
ding paragraph shall be expended until the President, after rea- 
sonable effort, shall fail to secure from each of the other nations than 
Great Britain and Panama the assurance that they will observe the 
rules specified and cited in the canal treaty made between the United 
States and Great Britain in 1901.” 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me while I ask 
that five minutes’ time be given to the gentleman from Penn- 
svlvania [Mr. WANGER], and five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FirzGERALD], and five minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. SmirH], 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for five 
minutes on this question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate on this 
paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in 15 minutes. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the 
motion. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota moves that all debate on this paragraph 
and amendments thereto be closed in 15 minutes. The question 
is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


{Mr. 


er 
gr 


nrece 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WaANGeER] is recognized. 
Mr. WANGER. The amendment offered by the gentleman 


from Minnesota, it seems to me, is objectionable, in that it calls 
for a treaty with the other nations, who assume with the United 
States the functions of preserving order on the Canal Zone. In 
other words, it invites a large number of those entangling alli- 
ances and bargains against which we were warned so solemnly 
by the Father of Our Country. 

Now, the way to maintain the neutrality of the canal and 
the way to preserve American supremacy therein is to make it 
for the interest of all the nations of the world that the Ameri- 
can flag shall be dominant there. The reason why treaties have 
been violated in the past has been the fact that there was not 
a strong interest on the part of the great signatory powers to 
maintain them. But when the United States builds this great 
work and gives to all other nations the right of using the canal 
upon equal terms, every other nation than our particular enemy 
will be interested in our supremacy and in our peaceful posses- 
sion of that canal and in the continuance of its opportunity 
without unreasonable cost to those other nations. 

Why should any nation interfere with what was done in the 
Balkans, unless it was the interest of that nation in preserving 
some ancient treaty? Why has Russia never been able to get 
her ships of war freely out of the Black Sea? Itis because other 
nations would rise up and declare that the old treaties must 
stand. They do it because their own interests prompt them to 
do it. And so, in the event of war between the United States 
and some other nation, all the other nations than the belligerents 
would want the Panama Canal kept open and free from bom- 


bardment and injury, and therefore they would do that for | 


us which would cost us thousands of millions to do, not a 


hundred million merely, but more millions than have been and | 


will be required for the complete construction of this great 
ocean way by the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the gentleman from Iowa for or against 
the amendment? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am against the amendment and de- 
fending the text of the bill. 
our service together it is seldom that I have differed from the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
But I feel constrained to-night to suggest what seemed to me to 
be defects in his figures. He tells us that the annual cost of 
the bond issue for building of the canal will be $11,256,000, evi- 
dently having estimated the entire interest at 3 per cent, when 
eighty-four millions have been sold at 2 per cent. He tells us 
that the annual maintenance for the canal will be $7,000,000, 
when the report was that it would be two and one-half million 
dollars, I understand he has included 10 per cent depreciation. 
he annual interest on the fortification bonds he puts at 
$1,800,000, whereas it will be $360,000 upon all the money spent 
for fortifications proper. Whether we in the future shall 
embark in the policy of a great naval station and dry-docks 
there and running up the expense to $60,000,000 I do not know, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Mr. Chairman, during the years of | 





3481 


and that is not before the House now. To build seacoast forti- 
fications, to build batteries for the canal, to build quarters for 
the soldiers, will only cost about $12,000,000, and the mistake in 
charging interest upon sixty millions in place of twelve millions 
has caused this error. 

I simply mention these facts to show that I think the chair 
man exaggerates the expense of the maintenance of this 
fense. But I do not care whether he is right or wrong in his 
estimate, for*I am for the fortifications anyway { Applause. ] 


de- 


I do not believe we built this canal purely as a « mercial 
enterprise. It is a great commercial enterprise, it is true, but 
when the Oregon sailed around the Horn it fixed the building 
of this canal that the American Navy might more readily 
cross from sea to sea. [Applause.] rhat is what we are 
building this canal for, and if we are not to preserve it for 


that then we had better blow up the canal and quit work to- 
night on that great project. Better far the building of 
the canal and strike out all these appropriations for building 
it than to build it to be seized and utilized by our enemies in 
time of war. I care nothing, so far as I am concerned, whether 
the chairman's figures are correct or not. This is a proposi- 
tion to repudiate the solemn action of this Government in 
saying. when the Hay-Pauncefote treaty was up, that we would 
have no one else aid us in defending the canal, that we would 
defend it by our own strength and our own power. This propo- 
sition of the chairman is to recede from that courageous stand 
and depend upon other people to defend the canal. It is an old 
saying to “Trust in God, but keep your powder dry.” I am 
willing to trust in the fidelity of the nations of the earth, but 
I am going to put guns down there to see that they keep the faith 
with us. [Applause.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, a much broader question 
than one merely of dollars and cents is involved in the action 
to be taken to-night. Upon the determination of the House will 
depend the contribution to be made by the American people to 
the progress and advance of Christian civilization. The gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. SmirH] bases his support of the proposi- 
tion to fortify the canal upon the action of the American Govy- 
ernment in negotiating the latest Hay-Pauncefote treaty. The 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty provided that an Isthmian Canal should 
be constructed by Great Britain and the United States, and 
that neither party should in any way fortify or colonize the sur- 
rounding country. When the United States undertook to cancel 
that treaty and to ptovide that it should have the exclusive 
right to construct the canal, it determined that that right 
should not be impaired in any way by the concurrent right of 
some other power to participate in any manner whatever in its 
defense or neutralization. Such a position was essential as a 
matter of national pride and dignity, and our Government prop- 


Stop 


erly declined to enter into a treaty which would give it the 
right to construct the canal and at the same time give to some 
other nation the right to participate in its defense or neu 


tralization. 

tut, Mr. Chairman, we have passed that point. The American 
people have established their right to construct the canal and 
to act regarding it as they please. The opportunity is now, and 
for the first time, presented to the Congress to determine 
whether it will take a step which will tend to perpetuate the 
present tremendous armaments of the world, or whether it will 
initiate a movement which will tend to reduce the great arma 
ments of the world and promote some other method than war 
for the settlement of disputes between nations. 

Our action to-night will mark an epoch in our history. With 
our unchallenged supremacy among the nations, with our w 
rivaled resources, and with our marvelous opportunity to pro 


| mote peace on earth, and good will among men, the time is at 
hand when it must be determined whether our influence shall b« 
cast into the balance in favor of incalculable war preparatio 

| and expenditures or exerted to lift from the already over! 
dened peoples of the earth the weight of militarism and 
blight upon industrial effort and progress resulting from vain 
glorious and peace-menacing policies. To-night a message may 


be sounded throughout the civilized world that this liberty-loy 
ing and peace-abiding people, at enmity with none ether, will by 
its example promote the notion of friendly concord with other 
| nations, or the message will be one of universal distrust and 
anticipated discord. 

If this appropriation be made in the way proposed, we are 
forever committed to the policy of largely augmenting the naval 
and military forces of the United States, not such from n 
cessity to protect ourselves, but because of our lack of faith 
in all of the peoples of the earth. Could I bring myself to be- 
lieve, as some gentlemen here seem to bélieve, that the nations 
of the earth had descended to such depths of depravity as 
have been depicted, I should be unwilling to trust them in the 
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slightest in dealings upon any question, however insignificant ; 
but to assert in advance that the great nations of the earth 
would willingly enter into solemn obligations to keep the canal 
neutral, to protect it for the benefit of all the people of the 
world, with the express intention of violating such an agree- 
ment, is a slander upon the nations of the world that I am un- 
willing to utter or to join with others who do. 

Mr. Chairman, no one can estimate the cost in money to the 
United States from the policy proposed. Uncertain and unre- 


liable are the estimates of our military experts as to the ulti- | 


mate cost involved. On the 10th of August, 1910, the estimates 
submitted by the board for the fortification of the canal were 
$19,900,000. On the 4th of January, 1911, because of some op- 
position to the whispered reports as to the ultimate expenditure 
involved, a revised estimate was submitted which contends that 
the fortifications will cost not to exceed $12,000,000. When 
inilitary experts can not make their estimates any more accu- 
rately, or can not remain fixed within 33 per cent of their esti- 
mates more than six months, it requires careful consideration 
by this Congress before the initiation of any project based upon 
such.estimates. 

The people of the United States have built this canal for the 





benefit of mankind; they have opened their inexhaustible treas- | 


ury to the enterprise; they have spared neither men nor 
treasure in the work. Four hundred millions will be ungrudg- 


ingly expended upon this enterprise, the accomplishment of | 


which has been the dream of civilized men for more than four 


centuries. This marvelous monument to the ingenuity, capacity, | 


enterprise, and resourcefulness of our people is to be dedicated 
to mankind, to promote commerce and the peaceful pursuits of 
civilization. To initiate now an expenditure which may require 
fifty millions more of money to protect the canal from the 
assaults of those for whose benefit it will be completed will be 
the greatest crime of all time against civilization and progress. 

The pending amendment will serve a beneficial purpose. It 
will place our Government in the attitude of extending the olive 
branch to the nations of the earth; it will set an example which 
may awaken a reaction against the present unbridled tendency 
to indefensible military enterprises; it will enable all people 
to begin a lasting movement to eliminate force and substitute 
reason as the controlling element in determining differences 
between nations. Let this opportunity pass, and it will never 
return, but we shall be committed to a policy which will plague 
us forever and will tend more and more t6 divert us from those 
useful pursuits that tend to elevate and promote the happiness 
of mankind, while our thoughts and energies are exerted to 
repel enemies more imaginary than real. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
All time has exptfred. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by way of substitute by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. TAWNEY) there were—ayes 63, noes 130. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Krirer) there were—ayes 51, noes 135. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, when the bill was under con- 





United States shall be fixed by the President, and the amount appro- 
priated for the payment of salaries and other expenses hereunder shall 
be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of State; that said 


|; commission or any member thereof shall have power to administer 


oaths and to take evidence on oath whenever deemed necessary in any 
proceeding or inquiry or matter within its jurisdiction under said treaty, 
and said commission shall be authorized to compel the attendance of 
witnesses in any proceedings before it or the production of books and 
papers when necessary by application to the circuit court of the United 
States for the circuit within which such session is held, which court 
is hereby empowered and directed to make all orders and issue all 
processes necessary and appropriate for that purpose.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill and amendments to the House 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. OLMsTED having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MANN, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration 
House bill 32909, and had instructed him to report the bill back 
to the House with certain amendments, with the recommenda- 
tion that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as 
amended do pass. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
amendments and the bill to final passage, and on that motion I 
ask the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesot: 
moves the adoption of the amendments and demands the pre- 
vious question upon them and upon the bill to final passage. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the adop- 
tion of the amendments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the 
bill with the following instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
moves that the bill be recommitted with the following instruc- 





| tions, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Recommit with instruction to report forthwith, amended by adding, 
after “dollars,” line 18, page 229, the following: 

“Provided, That no part of this sum shall be available for expendi- 
ture until the President shall have determined, after proper endeavor by 


| and through the treaty-making power vested in him by the Constitu- 


tion, that he is unable to negotiate and conclude a treaty with a ma 


| jority of the leading maritime nations of the world joining the United 
| States in guaranteeing the proper preservation, protection, and safety 


of the Panama Canal and the entrances thereto, including protection 


| from danger of blockade and the protection of vessels entering or 


desiring to enter therein, and the commerce thereon, in time of war 
as in time of peace, and other stipulations and provisions deemed neces 


| sary to protect the United States in its ownership, possession, control, 


sanitation, right to police, and to perpetually maintain said canal 
and the entrances thereto for the uses and purposes for which it is 


| being constructed or may be adapted, and guaranteeing at all times 


to the signatory powers thereto the full and free use of said canal upon 
such terms and under such rules, regulations, and government as may 
be prescribed by the United States. 

“If the President be unable to negotiate such a treaty he shall so 
signify by proclamation, made in the usual form, to the people of the 
United States, and then, and not until then, shall this appropriation 
be available for expenditure for the purposes named therein.” 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
question on the motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the mo- 


| tion of the gentleman from New York, and upon that he de- 


sideration a point of order was made against the proviso begin- | 


ning on page 4 in line 1. The point of order was made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEN], whom I do not see here 
at present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois informed 
the Chair that he withdrew the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then I ask unanimous consent to return to 
that proviso, for the purpose of offering it as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to restore the para- 


graph which was stricken out of the bill on a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 4, line 1, after the word “eleven,” insert: “Provided, That 
the salaries of the members of said commission on the part of the 


mands the previous question. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion 
offered by the gentleman from New York, to recommit with 
instructions. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 81, nays 123, 


| answered “ present” 10, not voting 170, as follows: 


YEAS—81., 
Adair Butler Cullop Flood, Va. 
Alexander, Mo. Carlin Denver Floyd, Ark. 
Anderson Clark, Mo, Dickinson Foster, Vt. 
Barnhart Clayton Dickson, Miss. Garner, Tex. 
Bartlett, Ga, Cline Dixon, Ind. Hamlin 
Bell, Ga. Reaey Edwards, Ga. Hanna 
Booher Cox, Ind. Ferris Haugen 
Borland Crumpacker Fitzgerald Hollingsworth 
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Hubbard, Iowa 


Hubb rd, W. Va. 


IHlughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jamieson 


1 
] 
Johnson, 8S. C. 
] 


Ine rt 
Keliher 
Kitchin 


Korbly 
hiistermann 


Adamson 


Alexander, N. Y. 


\ tin 
Barchfeld 
Bartlett, Nev. 
J 1, Tex. 
ennett, Ky. 
Bradley 
brantley 
l cess 
Lurke, S. Dak. 
byvirns 


ilderhead 


Ames 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Barclay 
Barnard 
Bartholdt 


urleigh 
Burleson 
Byrd 
Calder 
Campbell 
Candler 
Capron 
Carter 
Cary 
Cassidy 
Clark, Fla, 
Cocks, N, Me 
Cole 
Cooper, Wis, 
Coudrey 
Covington 
Cox, Ohio 
Cravens 
Creager 
Crow 
Davis 
Dawson 
Dies 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Dupre 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis 


Lamb 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
McCreary 
Macon 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Mays 
Mitchell 
Moore, Pa. 
Morse 
Moss 


Nicholls 
Norris 
Nye 
Oldfield 


Page 

Palmer, A. M. 
Peters 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Roddenbery 
Rucker, Colo, 


Saunders 
Sheppard 


NAYS—123. 


Ellerbe 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Finley 
Focht 

Foss 
Garrett 
Godwin 
Good 

Graff 
Graham, Ill. 
Graham, Pa, 
Grant 
Greene 
Hamer 
Hamilton 
Hardwick 
Hawley 
Heflin 
Henry, Tex. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinshaw 
Hobson 
Houston 
Howell, Utah 
Howland 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hull, lowa 
Johnson, Ky. 
Kendall 


ANSWERED 
Foster, Ill. 


Helm 
Lenroot 


“ PRESENT "— 


Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knapp 

Kopp 
Kronmiller 
Langham 


Lee 
Lever 
Lively 


McKinney 


McLaughlin, Mich 


Madden 
Madison 
Malby 

Mann 
Martin, Colo. 
Massey 
Miller, Kans, 
Moon. Pa. 
Oleott 
Olmsted 
Parker 
Parsons 
Payne 
Pearre 
Pickett 

Pray 

Prince 
Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 


McCall 
MeMorran 
Nelson 


NOT VOTING—170. 


Elvins 
Englebright 
Estopinal 
Fassett 

Fish 

Foelker 
Fordney 
Fowler 
Fuller 
Gaines 
Gallagher 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner, Pa, 
Gill, Md. 
Gill, Mo. 
Gillespie 
Gillett 

Glass 

Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Gregg 

Griest 
Guernsey 
Hamill 
Hammond 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Havens 

Hay 

Hayes 

Heald 
Henry, Conn. 
Hitcheock 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Huff 


Hughes, W. Va. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Joyce 

Kahn 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Knowland 
Lafean 
Langley 

Law 

Legare 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
Lundin 
McCredie 
McDermott 
McGuire, Okla. 
McHenry 
McKinlay, Cal, 
McKinley, Il. 


McLachlan, Cal. 
Martin, S. Dak. 


Maynard 
Miller, Minn. 
Millington 
Mondell 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morehead 
Morgan, Mo. 
Morgan, Okla. 
Morrison 
Moxley 
Mudd 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
O’Connell 
Padgett 


Humphrey, Wash. Palmer, H. W. 


James 


Patterson 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. McMorrawn with Mr. Pugo. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. Tarzort. 
Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. ANSBERRY. 
Mr. Barcntay with Mr. BorHune. 

Mr. BARNARD with Mr. Broussarb. 
Mr. BrincHam with Mr. CANDLER. 

Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania with Mr. CovincTon, 
Mr. Capron with Mr. Cox of Ohio, 


XLVI—— 
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Sherwood 
Sims 

Sisson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Tawney 

Tou Velle 
Turnbull 
Wanger 
Watkins 
Wilson, Pa. 


Reeder 
Rodenberg 
Rucker, Mo. 
Shackleford 
Sheffield 
Sherley 
Simmons 
Slemp 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, ‘Tex. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Steenerson 
Sterling 


Stevens, Minn, 


Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tilson 
Washburn 
Wickliffe 
Wilson, Ill. 
Young, Mich. 
Young, N. Y. 


Richardson 


Plumley 
Poindexter 
Pou 

Pratt 

Pujo 

Reid 
Rhinock 
Riordan 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Sabath 
Scott 

Sharp 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Mich. 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Swasey 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 


Vreeland 
Wallace 
Webb 
Weeks 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 


Willett 
Wood, N. J. 
Woods, Iowa 
Woodyard 


| 


| 
| 


| 








3483 





Mr. Cassipy with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. Cote with Mr. GALLAGHER, 

Mr. HeALp with Mr. KiInKEAp of New Jersey. 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. ESTopinat. 

Mr. Davis with Mr. GoLpFoGLe. 

Mr. Extis with Mr. Gorpon. 

Mr. Fassetr with Mr. GouLpEeN, 

Mr. MoreGan of Oklahoma with Mr. HAMMOND. 

Mr. Forpney with Mr. Harpy. 

Mr. Gittetr with Mr. HARRISON. 

Mr. JouHnson of Ohio with Mr. Hircmcock. 

Mr. KNOWLAND with Mr. WILLETT. 

Mr. Lonewortu with Mr. Moon of Tennessee. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. O'CONNELL. 

Mr. McKINuey of Illinois with Mr. SHArp. 

Mr. Monvetyt with Mr. Spienr. 

Mr. Moxtry with Mr. STANLEY, 

Mr. Henry W. Patmer with Mr. Taytor of 

Mr. PLUMLEY with Mr. UNpERWoob. 

Mr. Roserts with Mr. Wesr. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Hay. 

Mr. Weeks with Mr. Ropinson. 

Mr. Winey with Mr. Moore of Texas. 

For balance of day: 

Mr. Lowpen with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. PApDGerr. 

Mr. Cary with Mr. CARTER. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. BURLESON. 

On the proposition to fortify the Panama Canal: 

Mr. BartTHOoLpr with Mr. HELM. 

Mr. Bourett (in favor) with Mr. SLAYDEN 

Mr. Bennet of New York (in favor) with 
(against). 

Mr. MARTIN 
(against). 

Mr. Guernsey (in favor) with Mr. GILLesPIe (against). 

Mr. Dupre (in favor) with Mr. CAMPBELL (against). 

Balance of day on fortification : 

Mr. Fornes (in favor) with Mr. Livineston (against). 

Mr. NEEDHAM (in favor) with Mr. Dies (against). 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin (in favor) with Mr. 
(against). 

From 2.30 p. m. until Monday morning: 

Mr. Humpurey of Washington with Mr. Morrison, 

Thursday morning until March 1: 

Mr. Sperry with Mr. McDermorr. 

From 5 p. m. until midnight: 

Mr. Griest with Mr. McHenry. 

From 12 m. until Monday morning: 

Mr. Cautper with Mr. HAMILL. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I voted “aye,” but I am paired 
with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAMeEs]. Therefore 
I would like to withdraw my vote and vote “ present.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the final 


Alabama. 


GLASS, 


(against). 
Mr. RicHARDSON 


of South Dakota (in favor) with Mr. Ne&Lson 


LENROOT 


| passage of the bill. 


The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. TAWNgEyY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill as amended was passed was laid upon the 
table. 

VETO MESSAGE—MARGARET PADGETT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I return herewith, without my approval, House bill 25569, 
authorizing a patent to be issued to Margaret Padgett to cer- 
tain public lands therein described. The reasons for mny action 


are stated in the accompanying letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior. 
Wma. H. Tart. 
Tue WuHuirte Howse, February 25, 1911. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message and 
accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on the 


Public Lands. 
The motion was agers ed to, 

REPRINT OF A REPORT. 

Mr. HAMER. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


a 
reprint, with corrections, of Report No. 2227, accompanying 
Senate bill No. 10791. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
There was no objection. 


Is there objection? 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of 
the Hiouse of Representatives to the bill (S. 10691) granting | 
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 


of the Civil War, and certain widows and dependent relatives 
of such soldiers and sailors. 


Also that the Senate further insisted on its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 31856) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives and agreed to the 
conference asked for by the House, and had appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate Mr. GaLLIncer, Mr. CurtIs, 
and Mr. TIL_MAN. 

The message further announced that the Senate agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 
31856) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 1342) placing H. M. Plunkett, assistant engineer, 
United States Navy, on the retired list with an advanced rank, | 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President was communicated to the House 
by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries, who also announced that 
the President had, on February 24, 1911, approved the following 
bills and joint resolution : 

H. R. 27837. An act to amend the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1885, limiting the compensation of storekeepers, 
gaugers, and storekeeper-gaugers in certain cases to $2.a day, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 20072. An act for the relief of Hans N. Anderson; 

H. R. 21613. An act for the relief of Francis FE. Rosier; 

H. R. 23695. An act to provide for sittings of the United States | 
circuit and district courts of the northern district of Mississippi | 
at the city of Clarksdale, in said city; and 

H. J. Res. 146. Joint resolution creating a commission to in- 
vestigate and report on the advisability of the establishment of 
permanent maneuvering grounds, camp of inspection, rifle and 
artillery ranges for troops of the United States at or near the 
Chickamauga and Chattanooga Military Park, and to likewise 
report as to certain lands in the State of Tennessee proposed to | 
be donated to the United States for said purposes. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 10817. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, 
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil | 
War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such soliiers | 
and sailors; 

S. 10318. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior | 
to grant further extensions of time within which to make proof 
on desert-land entries in the counties of Benton, Yakima, and 
Klickitat; 

S. 10818. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain wid- | 
ows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

S. 608. For the relief of Charles T. Gallagher and Samuel H. 
Proctor; 

S. 5432. An act to authorize the city of Seattle, Wash., to 
purchase certain lands for the protection of the source of its 
water supply; 

S. 7804. An act for the relief of David Jay Jennings; 

S. 10691. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; and 

S. 10849. An act to authorize the city of Shreveport to con- 
struct a bridge across the Red River. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, an- 
nounced that that committee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills and joint resolution of the following titles, when 
the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 32341. An act to authorize the St. Paul Railway Pro- 
motion Ce., a corporation, to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River, near Nininger, Minn.; 

H. R. 29708. An act to constitute Birmingham, in the State 
of Alabama, a subport of entry; 

H. R. 28632. An act making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes; and 
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H. J. Res. 276. Joint resolution modifying certain laws relat- 
ing to the military records of certain soldiers and sailors. 
BILLS SENT TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. WILSON of Lllinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they had presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States for his approval the following bills 
and joint resolution: 

H. R. 26018. An act for the relief of James Donovan ; 

Hf. R. 19756. An act for the relief of Michael B. Ryan, son and 
administrator de bonis non of John S. Ryan, deceased ; 

H.R. 9221. An act for the relief of James Jones; 

Hi. R. 26290. An act providing for the validation of certain 
homestead entries; 

H. R. 18542. An act for the relief of Thomas C, Clark; 

H. R. 16268. An act for the relief of Thomas Seals; 

H. R. 32400. An act to authorize the North Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Co. and the Delaware & Bound Brook Railroad Co, to con- 
struct a bridge across the Delaware River from Lower Make- 
field Township, Bucks County, Pa., to Ewing Township, Mercer 
County, N. J.; 

H. R. 32220. An act to authorize the board of supervisors of 
the town of High Landing, Red Lake County, Minn., to construct 
a bridge across the Red Lake River; 

H. R. 32571. An act to consolidate certain forest lands in the 
Kansas National Forest; 

H. R. 31538. An act to authorize the Pensacola, Mobile & New 
Orleans Railway Co., a corporation existing under the laws of 
the State of Alabama, to construct a bridge over and across the 
Mobile River and its navigable channels above the city of Mo- 
bile, Ala. ; 

H. R. 28632. An act making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 29708. An act to constitute Birmingham, in the State of 
Alabama, a subport of entry; 

H. R. 323841. An act to authorize the St. Paul Railway Pro- 
motion Co., a corporation, to construct a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River, near Nininger, Minn.; and 

H. J. Res. 276. Joint resolution modifying certain laws relat 
ing to the military records of certain soldiers and sailors. 

ADJOURN MENT, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 20 


minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until Sunday, February 26, 


1911, at 12 o’clock m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 


| erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 


referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 
Mr. STAFFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 32842) to authorize the Controller Railway & Naviga- 
tion Co. to construct two bridges across the Bering River, in 
the District of Alaska, and for other purposes, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2257 


awevi); 


| which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. HOWLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R’ 32907) to 


ame \ 


| incorporate the National McKinley Birthplace Memorial Asso 


ciation, reported the same with amendment, accompanied dy a 
report (No. 2255); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


On 


| 32908) to authorize Ouachita County, Ark., to construct a 


bridge across the Ouachita River, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2256), which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memoria!s 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A Dill (H. R. 32945) providing for a: 
quiring a site for a public building at Las Vegas, N. Mex.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 32946) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Mystic, in the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 





Leh aS 











1911. 
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By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 82947) to amend section 657 | 


of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H,. R. 32948) to accept the cession by | 


the State of Montana of exclusive jurisdiction over the lands 
embraced within the Glacier National Park, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 293) directing 
the Civil Service Commission to strike certain names from the 
eligible list; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Memorial of the Legislature of Tennes- 
see urging Congress to enact the recommendations of the Immi- 
gration Commission as to illiteracy test; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 32949) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Updegraff; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 32950) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Schmidt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 32951) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Gleason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 32952) granting a 
pension to Mary C. Fowler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 32953) granting a pension 
to James Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 


299 


Dat 


D4) 
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Also, petition of town councils of Warren and Tiverton, R. L, 
for Senate bill 5677, promoting efficiency of Life-Saving Serv- 
ice; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of Federated Trades Council of 
Milwaukee, Wis., urging enactment of House bill 15413; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of State Senate of Minnesota, fa- 
voring suspension of action on reciprocity treaty with Canada 
until December, 1911; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Philadelphia Peace Associa- 
tion of Friends, against fortifying the canal; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Greenwich, N. Y., against the 
establishment of a local rural parcels-post service; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Whitehall and Cambridge, N. Y., 
for Senate bill 8776; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 





| eign Commerce. 


cranting an increase of pension to Daniel Remington; to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 55) granting an honorable 
discharge to William T. King; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


on 
ome 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: Petition of Rosa Davis and others against 
Senate bill 404 and House joint resolution 17, Sunday legisla- 
tion in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of ‘“ Coterie,” of Fremont, 
Ohio, for repeal of the 10-cent tax on whisky; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of National Piano Manufacturers’ Association of 


” 


America, for reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on | 


Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Philadelphia Peace Associa- 
tion, for neutralization of the Panama Canal; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of Sedan Grange, Williams County, 
against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Perry Grange, Tunnel Hill, 
Ohio, against the increase of mail rates on magazines; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Philadelphia Peace Association, against for- 
tifying the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Petition of J. C. Moore, for more 
restrictive immigration laws; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Washington Camp No. 275, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, Chester Springs, Pa., for House 
bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Thomas A. Burke, of Westerly, 
Rt. I., for a Lincoln memorial road from Washington to Gettys- 
burg; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of representatives in the General Assembly of 
Rhode Island of fishing interests in and around Newport, R. L., 
against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Laura C. Hyer, 
Thomas Lyghton, and Anna Angell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rhode Island quarterly meeting of Society 
of Friends and Smithfield quarterly meeting, Society of Friends, 
of Rhode Island and Massachusetts, against the expenditure of 
public funds to fortify the canal and in warlike preparations; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rhode Island Antituberculosis Association, 
favoring investigation of causes of tuberculosis, typhoid fever, 
and other diseases originating in dairy products; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


Ohio, || 





By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Commercial Club of Hermiston, 
Oreg., against the indefinite suspension of land entries; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Arthur 
V. B. Souders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Ed. Zachn, secretary of Cigar 
Makers’ Union, Peru, Ill, against increase of postal rates on 
second-class matter; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Wilson Grocery Co., of Peoria, Ill., for the 
Esch phosphorus bill (H. R. 30022); to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Philadelphia Peace Association of Friends, 
against the expenditure of publie funds to fortify the canal and 
in warlike preparations; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of citizens of Lynchburg and East 
Radford, Va., against a parcels-post system; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of sixth Virginia congressional dis- 
trict, against Senate bill 404, relative to Sunday observance in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of National Piano Manufactur- 
ers’ Association of America, favoring Canadian reciprocity; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Washington Camp No. 700, Pa- 
triotic Order Sons of America, Lancaster, Pa., urging the en- 
actment of House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAMILL: Petition of Edgar L. Young, pastor of 
Methodist Church, Portalis, N. Mex., against the proposed con 
stitution and asking for an investigation by the President and 
Congress of the facts and charges and of the alleged election for 
ratification of said constitution of New Mexico; the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of North Dakota, against 
increase of postage on magazines; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wimbledon, N. Dak., 
ate bill 404 and House joint resolution 17, Sunday 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens on rural delivery routes in North 
Dakota, for increase of salaries of rural delivers 
mittee on the Post Off Post Roads. 


to 


against Sen- 
observance in 


of 


to the Com- 


rs; 


e and 


By Mr. HILL: Petition of Tunxis Grange, No. 30, Patrons of 
Husbandry, Bloomfield, Conn., against Canadian reciprocity 
treaty; to the Committee on Ways and Mea 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for re f of 
H. B. Crowell and William H. Jones; to the Committee on In 
valid Pensions, 

Rv Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of George T. Ode Moses 
C. Davis. and other citizens of Utah, against passage of a | 
cels-post law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Dost 
Roads. 

Also, petition of W. M. Piggott. of Ogd Utah. for mor 
strictive immigration laws; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KRONMILLER: Petition of Friendship Council, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, for House bili 12 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr.-.McLACHLAN of California: Petition of soldier citi- 
zens of the Civil War of the seventh congressional district of 


California, against an officers’ retired list; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of California, against Senate bil! 
404 relative to Sunday rest in the District of Columbia; to the 


| Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. MONDELL: Petition of residents of Wyoming, against 
a parcels-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads 

Also, senate joint memorial No. 1, Wyoming Legislature, for 


legislation granting to the State of Wyoming 2,000,000 acres 
of the public land within the boundary of said State for crea- 
tion of a fund for public highways within the State; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petitions of T. W. Wiley and others, of 
Marlette; August Gombert, of Armada; Mathew Smiley and 
Henry Stork, of Metamora; and R. Potter and others, of Attica, 
ill of the State of Michigan, protesting against Canadian reci- 
procity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr 
Insurance Co., Philadelphia, for the Esch bill, relative to white- 
phosphorus matches; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 

Also, petitions of John F. 
City Council, No. 378; 
Penn Council, No. 64; 


Hartranft Council, No. 381; Tube 
Shamokin Council, No. 630; William 
Manayunk Council, No. 768; Jas. E. 
Hyatt Council, No. 923; Starlight Council, No. 147; Science 
Council, No. 127; Concord Council, No. 545; Allegheny Council, 
No. 112; Coventryville Council, No. 868; Goshen .Council, No. 
607; Clearfield Council, No. 394; Camac Council, No. 315; 
Centralia Council, No. 1006; Freeland Council, No. 348; Francis- 
ville Council, No. S37; Ontelanee Council, No. 985; Mount 
Pleasant Council, No. 37; Landisville Council, No. 1007; Free- 
dom Council, No. 194; Scranton Council, No. 33; and Olney 
Council, No. 7, Junior Order United American Mechanics, urging 
enactment of illiteracy test relative to immigrants; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri: Petition of citizens of the fif- 
teenth congressional district of Missouri, against a parcels-post 
law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, 
adopted at Faneuil Hall February 17, 1911, for annexation of 
the island of Crete with Greece; to the Committtee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: Petition of Washington 
Camp No. 742, Patriotic Order Sons of America, for House 
bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: Petition of Washington Camp, Pa- 
triotic Order Sons of America, of Providence, R. I., urging enact- 
ment of House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Philadelphia Peace Association, 
of Philadelphia, against fortifying the Panama Canal; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of the Durham Grange, West Hart- 
ford Grange, Meriden Grange, and Weathersfield Grange, for a 
general parcels-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of Titusville (N. J.) 
Grange, No. 163, Patrons of Husbandry, against reciprocity with 
Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New Jersey Congress of Mothers, against in- 
crease of postage on second-class matter; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Kingward Grange, No. 106, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sunpay, February 26, 1911. 


The House was called to order at 12 o’clock noon by the Clerk, 

Hon. Alexander McDowell, who read the following letter: 
SPEAKER’S ROOM, Houss OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1911. 

I hereby designate Hon. J. A. T. Hutt as Speaker pro tempore for 
this day. 

J. G. CANNON, Speaker. 

Mr. HULL of 
tempore. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

O Thou who art supremely wise and good, just and merciful, 
pure and holy, our God and our Father, we thank Thee that no 
night of sorrow can obscure the light of Thy countenance from 
those who put their trust in Thee. No disappointment so deep, 
so poignant, that Thou canst not turn to hope. Hence we pray 
most fervently for those who were bound by the ties of love and 


Iowa assumed the chair as Speaker pro 


MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Lumbermen’s | 


friendship to the departed statesmen, who strove earnestly to 
reflect in their lives and deeds the image of their Maker. Grant 
that the history recorded this day may be an inspiration to those 
who read, to pure motives, clean living, and noble endeavor, 
that, though dead, their works may live and bear the fruits of 
the spirit thus reflected in their lives. Help us, we beseech 
Thee, so to live that when we pass to the great beyond we shall 
be missed and cherished by those who knew and loved us, and 
song of praises we will ever give to Thee in the name of Him 
who taught us to live well, and when the summons comes to pass 
serenely on with perfect faith and confidence in Thee, O God, 
our Father, Amen, 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

THE LATE SENATOR DOLLIVER. 

Mr. HUBBARD of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
resolutions (H. Res. 997). 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. JONATHAN P. DOLLIVER, late a Member of the United 
States Senate from the State of Iowa, which occurred at his home, in 
the city of Fort Dodge, October 15, 1910. 

Resolred, That the business of the House be now suspended that 
opportunity may be given to pay tribute to his memory. 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the deceased and 
in recognition of his distinguished public service the House, at the con 
clusion of the memorial exercises of the day, shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 

Resolved, That the Clerk send a copy of these resolutions to the 
family of the deceased. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

Mr. HUBBARD of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that general leave for five days be granted to Members 
to print remarks on the life and character of the late Senator 
DOLLIVER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa 
asks unanimous consent that leave be given for five days for 
Members to print remarks on the life and character of Senator 
Dotiiver. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. HUBBARD of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the first I knew of 
JONATHAN P. Dottiver, or J. P., as he was familiarly called, 
was about 1882. In my memory he was then a tall, almost 
slender, yet powerful youth, with a great voice not yet touched 
in its melody with that certain roughness which later became 
habitual. He was full of a boyish fun and already looked out 
upon life with that quaintly cynical humor, which saw the ab- 
surd in every sham, the queer and almost comical self-deception 
in every wrong, and half overlooked the sham, and half forgave 
the wrong for the delight he found in their very absurdity. 

I met him through that most lovable of men, Maurice D. 
O’Connell, his lifelong mentor and friend, and even now re- 
member the prankish play of wit and fun with which the young 
fellow tickled and teased the older man. At home he was the 
dife of every crowd, the joy of the town, welcome alike to the 
philosophers of the drygoods box, as they reasoned sagely of 
“fate, free-will, fore-knowledge absolute,” and to the boys out 
for a good time, 

The first notes of his eloquence were sounding. With all 
their apparent ease, they were the results of arduous train- 
ing. I have been told that in those days it was his wont, when- 
ever in reading or in his own meditations or in talk, he en- 
countered a striking thought, a witty turn, a suggestive parallel, 
to note it upon a slip of paper, pin this conspicuously on his 
bedroom wall, and rehearse it over and over until it became a 
part of his mental furniture. He called these his “ repertoire,” 
and would recite them oratorically to his intimates wit) all 
conceivable variations, as might some violinist strive for perfect 
expression upon the trembling strings. His earlier speeches 
quivered with epigram, each sentence rounded, complete; an 
argument in a witty phrase; an heroic picture in a gleaming 
word. Such was the speech at the Republican State convention 
in 1884 which first introduced him to the State and sent him 
to Congress in 1890. So light and joyous were these children 
of his brain that men in their laughter and applause forgot 
the earnest purpose behind the wit and satire. Stupid common- 
place exacted the usual bitter penalty from him who had the 
wisdom to make men laugh. He was an earnest man, although 
he did not clothe his earnestness in pompous phrase. He 
laughed in the face of poverty, yet took prudent and anxious 
care for those of his own household. 

To his revered father he was a son indeed; to his brothers 
and sisters he was a brother indeed. Who that has been privi- 
leged to see it can ever forget the reverent care which sur- 
rounded the aged and crippled father? His was the seat of 
honor, the voice of authority. 


To the day of his death he ruled 
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a patriarch in the household of his son. And wife and 
hildren—who shall tread within the circle of their grief? With 
what brave humor he took up the seeming burdens of life and 
bore them so gladly that they ceased to be burdens and became 
as precious adornments. 

Born into the Methodist Church, in all his jovial and free 
commerce with the world he never wandered from his Father's 
house. Nowhere did he appear to better advantage than in the 
councils of his church, and nowhere did he render more faithful 
service. In my own town is a college, struggling upward from 
weakness into strength—Morningside College. To no man after 
Bishop Lewis does this growing foundation owe more than to 
JONATHAN P. Dotiiver. Last fall, even as his body lay waiting 
for the grave, there came a new era to the little college, an era 
of expanding life under Luther A. Freeman. At the inaugura- 
tion of Dr. Freeman Senator DoLiiver was to speak. When his 

me was reached on the program, the great audience rose 
with one impulse and stood with tearful eyes, a blessing on their 
lips. His memory will linger long as a fragrance in those halls. 

Judge Birdsall, Gitpert HaucGen, and I spent a winter with 
him here in Washington, dwelling in his house. We called our- 
selves the Pirates. What boyish, simple fun we had. And in 
the evening when the fire was blazing in the grate, how prodi- 
gally he poured forth the riches of his mind. How wide his 
reading. There seemed to be no subject he had not studied, no 
theme he had not pondered. 

This was the year of the rate bill. There came to Senator 
Dotuiver, in the struggle over that bill, a broadening vision, a 
fuller realization of the tremendous forces at work upon a revo- 
lution in the life of the Republic. Then for the first time he 
feared. Then for the first time there dwelt upon his lips the 
phrase, afterwards so familiar to the end, “the integrity, the 
‘reedom, of the American market place.” He saw the consoli- 
dation of the railway, shop, and bank, of transportation, indus- 
try, and finance, into one huge, overmastering system, dictating 
to men and to communities the terms of living. Of course the 
people are masters if they will, but will they? Can they endure 
the steady, unceasing, organized attack of concentrated inter- 

Can they endure with patience, stand the brunt of hard 

es, go hungry, if need be, for a principle, or will they, like 

some buge, unwieldy animal caught in the nets of the hunter, 

struggle wildly for a time and then supinely yield to him who 
gives feod—* bread and circuses?’ 

{ do him wrong if I depict any sudden, Saul-like conver- 
sion to a new gospel. The railroad question was not new to 
him. As he himself says: 

Che fact is, I live in a community which for 40 years has been study 
ing the railroad question. We got started in the study in the time of 
Gov. Cyrus C. Carpenter. He gave us a sentence in Iowa that has been 
more upon the lips of our people than any other political maxim, a 
phrase, if you please, “ the skeleton in the corncrib.” 

When in 1906 Senator Dortiver had the fight for the rate bill 
he did it with the ripest knowledge and with a matured and 


earnest purpose: 





t 


To prevent, with all the power that this Government has or can 
acquire, those abuses which in 20 years have converted our market 
place into an industrial i chy more powerful even than the Gov 
ernment of the United States. 





oO with the tariff debate he was upon no new ground: no 
hew question surprised him. He was the devoted follower of 
Blaine. He was the loving friend of William McKinley. He 
had defended to the uttermost the Kasson treaties when men’s 
voices were dumb. He had spoken in warning to deaf ears 
Hud the policies of Blaine and McKinley, had the treaties of 
reciprocity negotiated through them been honestly interpreted 
ind honestly maintained, we should not to-day have the tariff 
question agitating and vexing the business of the land. I was 
in the Iowa Legislature when that body named him Sen 
ator. I heard his speech of acceptance. No one there present 


can forg 


rget the profound impression made by his deep earnest 
hess, 

fhe design of protective tariff laws— 

He said— 


to prevent our home industries from being overborne by the com 
petition of foreign producers, and it may safely be said t! } 









can factory making an unequal or even precarious fight r 
eign rivals will ever look in vain for help and defense to the people of 
low ’ But we are not blind to the fact that. in many lines of in 
custry, tariff rates which in 1897 were reasonable have already ym 
nneceaas 


y and even absurd. They remain on the statute books, not as 
1 for the safety of domestic labor, but as a weapon of oifense 
inst the American market place itself. 


shat iast sentence might stand as the text for his whole tariff 


Aa 
tention. He came to that great controversy armed cap-a-pie, 
ol So much in any new awakening as in response to an aroused 
ai 2 me : ; : 
public opinion. He was in the full maturity of his powers. No 


\ 


i-nglish-speaking orater of his time was so equipped with every 


resource of his art. The theme was one upon which he ! 
t 











meditated long and earnestly. He had helped to fra 
Dingley tariff, and for many months before the extra sess 
began, had studied every detail of the schedules. So when 
time for action came, no other man alive was so well pre} ed 
The months that followed revealed him to his country 
he had not been known before The harvest time had 
The climax of it all was that last great spe 1 when he set 
to rise to prophetic heights, when doubts \ hed and 
reigned. He cried aloud with exul 

For the day is coming— it is a good r 
when a new sense of justice, new n 
thusiasms for good government all I l 
all our people. The time is at hand when e laws 
by great and small alike; when 1? 1s trillions, 1 
hoard, by cupidity and greed, and used to finance t 
modern life, shall be no long bad f 
discredit rather, and ft may be of dis \ d time co 
this people shall so frame their stat protec 
prises of rich and | r in the ; t ma p whi ( 
ever given to His children, and when t! of nt 
the habits of the whole community, will put away nseem fe 
panic and disaster when the t ‘ vs is sug l 
the courts. It is a time ne < \ | 
forces are making for it It the fruit s n « 
the fulfillment of the pray d dre tt n and w iw 
have laid the foundations of this Co ny t na « 
sacrifice maintained these institutio 

This was his swan song. A few weeks more and he lay at 
rest among his loving and beloved people. So passed this master 
of speech, this gentle, human, loving man, with whom littl 
children played, with whom his neighbors joked and gossiped, 
toward whom a nation turned witl tening hearts. For him I 


1 
refuse to mourn, rather would I uplift a song 
thanksgiving, and praise. He hath fought the good fight 


Mr. WOODS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this day has been set 
apart to honor the memory of Senator JONATHAN PRENTIS 
DoLLIVER, who, though born of humble parentage, became one 


of the mightiest forces in the Nation for better government and 
the uplift of American citizens. : 
What may be said here to-day will add little to his fame. 
If we can but call the attention of the American youth to the 
great career of Senator DoLiiver the day w e be 
spent. The record of his life will be an inspiration to every 
boy in the Nation, whether among the high or yei among thr 
lowly and the poor. 
Mr. DoLLiver was born February 6, 1858. His father, lhe 
James J. Dolliver, was a minister of the Methodist Ep 


Church; his mother’s maiden name w I a Jane | 

The place of Mr. Do.iiver’s birth was on 2 farm a few mil 

from Kingwood, Preston County, \ Va. When he w 12 
years old the family moved to Morgantown, in that State, wher 
he attended the public schools. He shed his educat th 

University of West irginia, gra g » th Ss 

in 1875 at the age of 17. After g1 g 1 th hive { 


he took up the study of law and was admitted to th 





IS7TS8. He then begat oking about for suit ‘ 
lecting the little city of Fort Dodge wa, where the | : lt 
lating back from the river Des Moines, were 1 ever 
reminder of his early home. 
Mr. DoLuiver brought to his chosen Statea | { 1 
character season al by Lic 
lies of munistet of tl g ( 
sparsely settled dis ict co 
clea living and ] ( I 
Born on a farm, spending : yhoo t! 
hilly country, he learned to lov for its ov sake. 
vonder that later on in life 1 rre Spee ‘ 
the music of the songs of birds and t ripple of tl 
brooks. His nature partook of 
supplied him with the many qua t afterwards ga f 
him national recognition, for ‘ vas q ! 
word picture the gran 
beauty of the valleys. In his e flow me n hi 
conversation and the clouds d! 
In e yeal LISTS he m« «l te f I ! S 
Sw ¢ st, and t whok ( { e A } 
| rol the mone i Dodg 
\ { s death, October 1 \i Lor \ \ } } 
with every forward |! el t HH | d and eve 
the hardships that come to y \ In |] ‘ 
the se of others beginning 
of time to devote to the | ‘ ( y. 
He began at once to attri ‘ of the 1 
took an interest in government ‘ vy fol hy 
but on account of the soundness ol s l The 
of his political career, however, n be said to date f 
time he was selected as chairman of the State Re 
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vention in 1884. His address to the delegates was widely com- 
mented on, and from that time forward he was in demand as a 
speaker at political and patriotic gatherings. The prominence 
thus given him resulted in his nomination and election a 
Member of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-first Con- 


as 


gress, The broader field afforded as a Member of the lower 
House spurred him to put forth his best efforts. A _ brilliant 
mind like Representative DoLLIVER possessed required such a 
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| the beautiful slope that 
| moved 


field not afforded in any other avocation or single occupation. | 


This was the work he loved, the field he sought, and it became 
his life work. Had his ambition been the building up of a 
great fortune he would have attained his goal; had it been but 
the quest of fame he could have been content to rest, for his 
eloquence had already supplied him this. To his credit it must 
be said that these vanities had no attraction for him—he took a 
broader and better view of life; he labored only to serve his 
country and his fellow man, and to solve, if possible, the eco- 
nomic problems that confront the Nation. Throwing all 
energy into his work it is not to be wondered at that he soon 
made his influence felt in the House of Representatives, so that 


| 


\¢tomb. 
his | 
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surrounded by these mute friends, his soul would receive all 
the wonders of the creation of the human mind. And thus at 
some future time in the Senate his memory, as treasurer, was 
always ready to pay the drafts made upon it in debate. 

Not long ago I went down the Potomac River to Mount Ver- 
non, the last earthly home of George Washington. I stood on 
rises up from the river, and, while 
by the inspiring surroundings, I meditated upon the 
great purposes and the splendid achievements of the departed 
President. I was impressed with the maxim that the good 
that men do live after them. On the southern hillside stands 
the tomb of Washington, where his earthly remains have re- 
posed for more than a century. On the tomb are inscribed these 
words: “Though ve are dead, yet shall ye live.” 

That motto could find no more substantial vindication than the 
life of Washington, and no fitter epitaph could be invented for his 
It embodies the spirit of fame, the power of example, the 
permanence of achievement, and the immortality of unselfish- 
ness. The influences of the nameless dead linger with us still; 
they sway and direct our course by their precepts and examples, 
In the moment of doubt we consult precedent, and precedent is 


| but the deeds of those who have gone before. 


when a vacancy occurred in the Senate Representative DoLLIVER 
seemed to be the logical candidate. 

On August 25, 1900, he was appointed United States Senator | 
to fill the vacancy caused by the death of Senator Gear. His 
previous training in the House prepared him to take up at 


ence the work in the Senate. Constituted as he was and com- 
ing from humble surroundings, he worked and: voted for the 
welfare of the common citizen, not being blinded by ambition 
or personal success. Naturally a student, he was necessarily 
reader, and enjoyed not only the works of the masters 
of philosophy and political economy, but he enjoyed as well 
the works of fiction and the current comments of the magazine 
and newspaper. In the Senate Chamber when Senator Do.tt- 
VER to there fell an expectant hush, and even 
though the subject was of minor importance his handling of 
the matter, gilded with the touch of eloquence, made the driest 
question of state entertaining. His quick wit and wide knowl- 
made him a master in the verbal brushes and debates. 
He could stem and turn the tide of argument by his ability 
to select the weak point in his opponents, and could paint their 
position in such a ridiculous light that he never failed to bring 
forth applause. When matters of great moment were before 


a great 


arose 


speak 


edge 


In the city of Fort Dodge they are building a monument to 
commemorate the great work Senator DOLLIVER has done in behalf 
of the American Government and its citizens, upon which I hope 
the sculptor will inscribe the same epitaph as is upon the tomb 
of Washington, “ Though ye are dead, yet shall ye live.” The 
people of Iowa will always take pride in pointing to the life of 
Senator DOLLIVER as exemplary. I am glad they are building 
that monument in his home city. Monuments, however, are not 
needed to perpetuate his memory. The work of his great, noble 
mind and heart will be unforgotten when the monument above 
his resting place shall have crumbled into dust. 

Senator JONATHAN PRENTISS DOLLIVER has gone, his work is 
finished, but the influences of his life will become more and more 
potent for good. The world is better for his having lived. In 
years to come, from his toil and sowing the American people will 


| garner a rich harvest. 


the country for decision, Senator DoLLiver set at once to work to | 


secure all available information, and viewed the question from 
every standpoint before attempting its solution. 


| 
He was an un- 


tiring worker, and when he had collected all his data and | 
properly arranged it for summing up, it could be depended | 


upon that when he presented it to the Senate that every phase | 


of the question had been considered. 
alone, however, that he spoke; the Nation was his 
chamber and the 90,000,000 Americans his auditors. 

Being of a genial disposition, he avoided all useless arguments 
nnd controversies, and in questions of state was slow to discuss 
the matter until thoroughly convinced of the correctness of his 
position. When he had once concluded the proper course 
pursue he could not be swerved, by friendship or other con- 
sideration, from his purpose of championing the cause. While 
he felt keenly any coldness on the part of his friends and their 
disapproval of his attitude, he never allowed that fact to lessen 
his vigorous support of righteous legislation. I have often be- 
held him during a debate on great question, like the 
tariff or transportation, when his whole being would be sum- 
moned to action by the knowledge of his own responsibility to 
see that justice was done; the light of understanding was in 
his eye and righteous determination in his heart. His aim and 
endeavor was the restoration and continuance of the power of 
the individual citizen, and to do right because it was right. 
He accomplished much for the benefit of his countrymen and the 
common people and endeavored to eradicate the cause of in- 
equality to the individual and make his country a place of equal 
opportunity and enjoyment of citizenship to all. It has been 
remarked that Senator DoLiiver surely enjoyed the full measure 
of public honor, but I believe that had he lived his country 
would have further crowned his career with the highest honor 
that is within the gift of the American people. 

In reviewing the life of Senator DoLiiver and summing up 
his career we are too apt to see but the public side of the man 
and forget entirely his home life. Senator DoLLiver was mar- 
ried in 1895 to Miss Louisa Pearson, and to this union was born 
three children, Margaret, Francis, and George Prentiss. I love 
to think of him in his home, where, in the early evening with 
his family and in conversation with them, he would receive the 
inspiration for his labors the following day. It was his habit, 
late: in the evening, to gather about him his books, the works 


some 


of masters and the humbler poets; there amid the solitude, | that came too soon. 


It was not to the Senate | 
audience | 


to | 


| 
| 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, the great State of Iowa gi 
praise to-day to the memory of her honored son. And well she 
may, for the fame of his brilliant career has brought honor to 
the State he loved so well; and yet Senator DoLiiver belonged 
to us all. 

When the news of his untimely taking off was flashed across 
the wires every humble home in our broad land lost a champion 
and every fireside a defender. His work was national; his 
fame was world-wide, and, coming as I do from the western 
plains far beyond the limits of his adopted State, I bring to his 
bier a token of honor and respect from those who knew him 
best for what he stood and loved him most for what he did 
We admired his statesmanship; we loved him for his patriotic 
courage; we believed in his wisdom; we trusted his fidelity, and 
we would have gladly followed in his lead in every struggle fo: 
the advancement of human rights and the preservation of our 
liberties. We believed in his destiny, and had he been spared 
to a grateful people, their faith would have placed him at the 
helm and made him the Chief Magistrate of our common 
country. 

The record of his public service is known in every humble 
home, and in the great West at many a hearthstone, as even 
ing shadows fall and the little brood is gathered around mater 
nal knee to say the evening prayer, the childish heart is cheered 
anew to hear again from mother’s lips the story of DoLtiver’s 
life. He is gone, but the lesson of his life is with us yet, and 
every struggle that he made in our behalf will still remain as 
shining stars to guide aright the weary footsteps of those who 
follow and those who are to come. 

I saw him last just at the adjournment of the preceding 
session. He told me then that overwork had well-nigh broken 
down his strength; and now it seems to me, in looking back, 
that then he spoke in prophetic vision when he said that unless 
he at once sought rest and quiet his days on earth were num 
bered. He had been laboring then through two almost con 


yes 


| tinuous sessions with unceasing toil, and well he knew that he 


had reached the limit of human endurance. He had decided 
then to take a well-earned rest and rebuild his wasted strength 
for the work of the present session; but duty called and he 
obeyed. He knew the danger of his course, but without con 
sideration for his own welfare or even his own life he plunged 
into a vigorous campaign in defense of those principles which 
he conscientiously believed to be right. With labor unceasing 


and with courage undaunted he boldly faced the danger that 
he well knew was liable to bring the unanswerable summons 
He sacrified his life upon the altar of his 
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country as truly, as bravely, and as nobly as any knight who | 
ever faced a foe upon the field of battle. Overburdened with | 
the cares of state, on the topmost hill of life’s pathway, while 
the sun was still shining in the zenith, he laid his burden down 
and sank to eternal rest. 

It is sometimes difficult for mortal man to understand the 
wisdom of a mysterious Providence when such men are stricken 
down at the noonday hour of life, and yet it has been the fate 
of many of our most useful and illustrious men. It almost 
seems like a denial of justice to strike them down before they 
have heard the shouts of triumph from those who follow and 
before they have felt the crown of victory upon the brow. 

tut. after all, when we consider the brief span of life’s exist- 
ence, it matters but little whether the summons comes at noon 
or whether it takes us off as the sun is sinking in the west. 

But whenever it does come, if we can look back over the road 
we have trod and see along the pathway the flowers of love, of 
justice, and of mercy that have been planted by our own hands 
to blossom and to bloom for those who follow, then life shall 
not have been lived in vain. We can honor our illustrious dead 
most by living the life they would have us lead and remaining 
true to the principles for which they labored and for which they 
died. These occasions are not for the good of the dead, but for 
the benefit of the living. In the face of death we all realize our | 
weakness. It is well for struggling mortals to touch elbows 
around the open grave. It drives from out the heart selfishness 
and greed, it frees the mind of anger and of hate. It reminds us 
that in but a few days we all must follow; that the rich, the 
poor, the small, the great, must all meet upon the common level 
in answer to the summons; and that after all life is too short to 
earry In the heart any envy or ill-will against our fellow man. | 
It teaches the doctrine of the fatherhood of God and the brother- 
hood of man, and standing here, as it were, beside the open 
grave, with life’s tenure unknown, but with eternity in view, let 
me say: 

When I am old—and O, how soon 

Will life’s sweet morning yield to noon, 
And noon’s broad, fervid, earnest light 
Be shaded in the solemn night! 


Till like a story well-nigh told 
Will seem my life, when I am old. 


When I am old—perhaps ere then 

I shall be missed from haunts of men; 
Perhaps my dwelling will be found 
teneath the green and quiet mound ; 
My name by stranger hands enrolled 
Among the dead—ere I am old. 


Ere I am old, O let me give 

My life to learning how to live! 

Then shall I meet with willing heart 
An early summons to depart, 

Or find my lengthened days consoled 
By God's sweet peace—when I am old. 


Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Speaker, in the early eighties the coun- 
try schoolhouse campaign was at its height in Iowa. In those 
days the farmer did not have the telephone or rural mail 
service. He was not taking the daily newspaper or magazine. 
The family reading consisted of the weekly, which usually did 
not devote an extravagant space to political affairs. This 
made it necessary to carry the campaign into the country 
precincts, and few were the schoolhouses near or remote that 
did not have a meeting. It was a great training school. 
Many of the noted men of Iowa—some who have since sat in 
the Cabinet or occupied the Speaker’s chair or stood with 
“The applause of listening Senates to command ’—commenced 
their public career in the country schoolhouse. 

In the year in mind the managers of the Republican Party 
in my home county heard of a young man in Fort Dodge who 
had acquired some local reputation as a speaker and secured 
him for a series of schoolhouse speeches. Reports of the meet- 
ings reached the county seat and created so much interest 
that a closing rally was arranged for Saturday night. I at- 


tended the meeting and, for the first time, listened to the | 


matchless eloquence of JonaTHAN P. DoLtiver. 

Soon after he was chosen temporary chairman of the Repub- 
lican State convention, and from the date of his speech de- 
livered on that occasion his career may be said to date. His 
rise to prominence was sudden, but his tenure secure. How 
few the public men of to-day who can command an audience 
anywhere in our land and how few of this number could do 
So 20 years ago. How very few, in all our history, whose hold 
on the public continued with increasing power for more than 
2 decade. Dottiver answered this test. Each year witnessed 
a steady and certain growth. From his recorded speeches you 
can trace the expanding intellect, the ripening wisdom, ‘the 


accumulating knowledge, and increasing power with which his | 


career was characterized. 
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DoLLiver’s achievements as an orator may be attributed to 
beth natural endowment and personal attainment Ile was 
sifted with rare intellect: faculties, an bounded f I i 
picturesque imagination, a unique humor, and besides had th 
a disposition and capacity for work He acqi t ‘ t 
of information along broad lines of history, science. bios hy. 
and literature. He was a student of socia economic, and po 
litical problems. He was unusually gifted in anecdote, | \ 
illustration, and personal reminiscence: and all were so card 
indexed in his memory that they seemed to come forth w ont 
effort just at the right time. The element of surprise was 
always present. You dwelt in expectancy. He would | in 
easy rapidity from the most common and grotesque illu on 
to classie reference or philosophic observation In this 1 
he was the same in private conversation as in public add 

During the latter years of his service he gave more attention 
to debate—the greatest crucible of a speaker's powers a 
sources—for then the moorings are severed and you must il 
alone. DOLLIVER’s success in the forensic arena surprised even 
his friends. It was there that all of his natural and q ed 
resources were brought into play. le was equipped with the 
weapons of attack and defense. His debates during the first 
and second sessions of the Sixty-first Congress will be historic. 
Even his opponents and those against whom his attacks were 
directed admit his claims to greatness. 

The purposes of this hour do not permit an extended analysis 


of the varied elements which merged in the ultimate facet of his 
power either as a debater or platform orator. His power could 
only be appreciated by those who came under its immediate pres 
ence, for in action his whole being seemed a part of his spoken 
word. 

Pure and eloquent blood 

Spoke in his cheek and so distinctly wrought 

That one might almost say his body thought 

The late Senator Ingalls may have surpassed him in satire 
and invective; Tom Corwin, in humor; Wendell Phillips, in 
sustained strains of lofty patriotic appeal: Webster. the 
depth and profundity of his reasoning; but in the peculiar 
blending of all these various attributes DoLiiver stands alone. 
He had no predecessor, and contemporary oratory discloses no 
successor. 

It is impossible to measure the influence exerted by the ora 
tor. The writer can be judged by his books, the jurist by his 
decisions, the statesman by his measures, but the influence ex 
erted by the orator is intangible He appears before the 
crowded auditorium for an hour or so, passes on, and no one 
can tell how many have felt the impress of some new thought, 
some new hope; how many have been inspired to bette 
or gathered new courage to go forth and battle for th: 
Each life has but few intense moments, but in those 
ments there is a rebirth whose influence goes on and on 

In the addresses of Senator Dortiver there was a vi of 
optimism. His buoyant faith forbade the contrary. | 
natural for him to look upon the bright side. He had a 
ful and hopeful philosophy of life, and this was rad 
whatever circle he moved. There was nothing depres n 
his message, and this was particularly true when adi! 
young people, the boys and girls who were concluding th 
high scheol or university course, for on such occasions he ft1 
mitted to the minds and hearts of his young hearers a spirit 
of gratitude for the possibilities of our free institutions, in 
spired confidence to go forth into the battle of life, and held + 
to each and all the goal which could be attained through live: 
of virtue, industry, and courage. 

To hear DoLuiver was a stimulus for higher culture, better 
citizenship, and purer ideals of government. With him pat 


ism was almost a passion—patriotism in its broad and nob! 
sense, that which stands for righteousness in public as w us 
private affairs. Viewed from this standpoint, who can es a 
|} or measure the influence he exerted iety 

| Others who have been associated with him during his reer 
in the House, as well as in the Senate, have s] n of his public 
| service as a legislator. He stood for justice; he fought for cood 
| government: he championed the cause of the people a1 of 


humanity in the broadest sense; he pleaded for that equality 
opportunity which would plant the seed of hope in the hum! 
heart. In the storm center of controversy he stood erect Hi 
was one of the central figures in an epoch-making period of our 
history and played a conspicuous part in the consideration of 
its important constructive legislation. ‘‘ His name is enrolled 
the Capitol,” and no words of mine can add luster to hi 
It is sufficient to say that when some future historian \ 
story of these times the name of JoNATHAN 
will be given a notable place. 

Dotiiver loved his adopted State and was beloved by it. Few 


1 


men in the history of Iowa have been held in such affecti 
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regard. The reason for this lay not so much in his public serv- 
ice and achievements as in his undefinable personality. He had 
a cordial greeting and hearty handclasp for all. He was easy of 
approach. Around him was no self-imposed barricade. He lived 
in the open. He had a guest chamber reserved for all who 
sought the hospitality of his friendship. There was ever an 
outcropping of boyish good feeling. Kindliness breathed in his 
words and was reflected in his manner. He did not cherish 
hatred, but used the strength thus saved as a magnet to draw 
his friends closer. His contests left no personal sting. Out of 
the bitterness of controversies arose the charity of the generous 


foe. Victory did not conceit him, nor defeat disturb his equi- 
poise, 

Iie was a many-sided man. He loved the varied phases of 
life. He was at home either in the drawing-room or the coun- 


try store, in the marble halls of state or the cornfields of Iowa, 
with the greatest scholars, divines, and leaders of our time, or 
the unlettered fisherman, or the lowly workman with face and 
hands begrimed with honest toil, and responded with equal in- 
terest to every environment. He was genuinely and intensely 
human. 

No one could know the filial love and reverence of DoLuLiver 
for his venerable father, and his devotion to wife, children, 
brothers, sisters, and friends, without forgetting all other things 
in admiration of these qualities of the man. These things were 
known to the people of Iowa. They are the real basis of friend- 
ship and love and faithful followers. 
best advantage when alone with his friends, “the world for- 
getting, by the world forgot.” It is in such moments that the 
soul feels and the mind thinks aloud. 

Do.Liver’s inheritance and early training shaped his life. 


These qualities shone to | 


He was born in West Virginia during the days when it was the | 
border line between the two great contending forces of this | 


country over the greatest moral issue of the age. His father 
was a Methodist minister—a circuit rider of the old days—and 
had that simple and intense faith of which apostles are made. 
Do.uiver inherited these traits. He was strongly religious in 
the broad sense, and faith seemed to be his guiding star, and 
to this many of his friends attribute his success. 

A short time before his death he was walking in the evening 
with one of his closest friends over the farm whose hills and 
fields and trees he loved so well, and where he sought refuge 
from the many pressing cares of public life. He was convers- 
ing in all the abandonment of confiding friendship, when sud- 
denly he paused and, turning to his friend, said: Do you know 
the most beautiful thing that was ever written? I'll tell you 
what it is: 

Sunset and evening star, 
And one clear call for me! 

And may there be no moaning of the bar 
When I put out to sea. 

Twilight and evening bell, 
And after that the dark! 


And may there be no sadness of farewell, 
When I embark; 


For though from out our bourne of Time and Place 
The flood may bear me far, 

I hope to see my Pilot face to face, 
When I have crossed the bar. 


Recalling this scene afterwards, his friend remarked that 
it seemed as though he must have felt at that time the shadows 
gathering about him. 
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I shall never forget the scene at the grave side of DoLutiver. 


It was a cold, rainy, drear October day. 
nature itself was in mourning. 


At the conclusion of the simple 
burial service Mrs. Dolliver, 


It seemed as though | 


stepping to the side of Bishop | 


McDowell, asked him to lead in singing the hymn “ We Shall | 


” 


Meet in the Sweet By and By, 
and the brother and sister and other members of the family 
and then the friends who had gathered there joined in the sing- 
ing. As the sad and broken-hearted circle stood around the 
grave with its lowering casket laden with loving flowers at the 
monient of final parting with all that was mortal of the loved 
husband, father, brother, and friend, the words of that beautiful, 
hopeful, and consoling hymn, borne on voices bathed with tears 
and freighted with grief, created an impression on my mind 
which time can never efface. It told better than any words can 
describe that indefinable faith which was the sustaining power 
and consolation of the Dolliver family, for only such a faith 
could sing such a song under such circumstances. It robbed 
the grave of its terrors, when faith lifted our eyes to the reunion 
when “we shall meet in the sweet by and by.” 


Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this is the second time 


in a period of two years that our delegation has assembled to 
On 


pay a tribute of respect to a deceased Senator of our State. 





and as he did so Mrs. Dolliver | 
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a former occasion we met to commemorate the life and service 
to the Nation of the late Senator Allison, whose death came at 
a ripe old age after a period of ill health, and his death was not 
unexpected. To-day we are here for a similar purpose—to pay a 
tribute of respect to the late Senator DoLiiver, whose sudden 
and unexpected death came as a blow to the people of the 
State and Nation at a time when the eyes of the public were 
focused on him as a commanding figure in the United States 
Senate, a position attained by his unusual ability and industry. 

Senator DoLiIveR was not a native of Iowa; he was reared 
in West Virginia, where he secured his education, finishing in 
the university of that State. He then moved to Fort Dodge, 
where he engaged in the practice of law, and where he lived 
up to the time of his death. 

It was fitting that the end should come amid scenes so dear to 
him, surrounded by people all of whom were his friends, who 
had seen him rise from the obscurity of a young lawyer to the 
highest position within the gift of the State. 

His public career started at an early age; he had not been 
long in Iowa until the opportunity offered to show his power as 
a speaker. He was chosen temporary chairman of a State con- 
vention, and his address on that occasion demonstrated his 
power as a speaker and paved the way for his future political 
success, 

Senator DOLLIVER’s services in Congress covered a period of 
some 20 years, 10 of which were as a Member of this body, 
where he was loved and esteemed for his genial, companionable 
disposition, and admired for his skill and ability as a debater. 
On the death of Senator Gear, he was chosen to fill the vacancy, 
where he served with distinction until the time of his death. 

He first attracted national attention when he toured the 
country in the campaign of 1884, speaking from the same plat- 
form with Gen. Logan, who was in that campaign a candidate 
for Vice President. Since that time he participated in every 
campaign and spoke in all parts of the country. He was 
known to the people of the country at large as an orator 
of unusual eloquence and a debater of great skill, but to those 
who enjoyed the pleasure of a personal acquaintance he dis- 
closed many distinguishing characteristics. He was an optimist 
in its fullest sense and always looked on the bright side of 
things. His bright sayings and humor enlivened any company 
in which he might be thrown. These traits made him most 
companionable and endeared him to all who were fortunate 
enough to enjoy his friendship. He was proud of Iowa, and 
her people loved and honored him, and all join in deploring his 
untimely death. 


Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, it is the custom of the House 
and Senate to eulogize their Members who have passed away. 
It is the custom to speak nothing but good of the dead, and pay 
tribute to the qualities which endeared them to us in life. In 
speaking of Senator Dotuiver, however, the highest tribute that 
language can express is merited to the last degree. Because he 
lived, the door of opportunity is opened a little wider for every 
American boy. The future is a little brighter for every man 
who earns his bread by honest toil. He was a tower of strength 
to the cause of a “ government of and by and for the people.” 
One of our greatest orators, a man of remarkable intellectual 
ability, an indefatigable worker, devoting his talents to the serv- 
ice of his country, we shall not soon see his like again. 

The last years of his life were his best years—years full of 
unselfish service for the public good. He felt weighing heavily 
upon him the burdens of 90,000,000 of people. With keen vision 
he saw “the wrongs that round us lie” in our national and so- 
cial life, and with untiring energy, with a zeal like unto that 
of the Apostles of old, he sought to correct them. He saw that 
this Republic could not endure unless the doctrine of equality of 
opportunity for all men shall again become one of its chief 
foundation stones. Because of Dortiver’s life politics are to- 
day upon a higher level, and the coming of that day is hastened— 

When each man seeks his own in all men’s good, 
And all men work in noble brotherhood. 

DoLLIvVER was not a pessimist. He was not a painter of dark 
pictures of our future. On the contrary, he saw a brighter and 
better day coming than had ever been known—a day when this 
should be in a greater degree than ever before a land of equal 
opportunity, where all would share in the fruits of our pros- 
perity according to their merits and habits of industry. 

In his last great speech in the Senate, last June, he gave 
expression to this in these words, which have already been 
quoted by Judge Husparb, but they will bear repetition: 


The day is coming—it is a good deal nearer than many think—when 
a new sense of justice, new inspirations, new volunteer enthusiasms 
for good government shall take possession of the hearts of all our 
people. The time is at hand when the laws will be respected by great 
and small alike; when fabulous millions piled hoard upon hoard by 





bien 





1911. 


cupidity and greed and used to finance the ostentations of modern life 
shall be no longer a badge even of distinction but of discredit rather, 
and it may be of disgrace; a good time coming, when this people shall 
so frame their statutes as to protect alike the enterprises of rich and 
poor in the greatest market place which God has ever given to His 
children, and when the rule of justice, intrenched in the habits of the 
whole community, will put away all unseemly fears of panic and dis- | 


aster, when the enforcement of the laws is suggested by the courts. 
It is a time nearer than we dare to think. A thousand forces are 
making for it. It is the fruitage of these Christian centuries, the ful- 


fillment of the prayers and dreams of the men and women who have 
laid the foundations of this Commonwealth and with infinite sacrifice 
maintained these institutions. 

DoLLIVER was not a rich man, but he left to his family and 
his countrymen a heritage more to be prized than dollars 
counted in millions—a record of service to his fellow men. By 
his life it has been proven again, as it has so many times in 
the past, that— 

A good name is rather to be chosen than great riches, 
And loving favour rather than silver or gold. 

During the memorable tariff session of 1909 I had occasion 
to know something of Senator Dotiiver’s work. I had occa- 
sion to know that he and that little group of Senators asso- 
ciated with him were giving their very lives to the public 
service. During those sultry summer days they fought the 
people’s battles during the day in the Senate, and after ad- 
journment worked far into the night and even until morning 
preparing for the next day's struggle. They gave no thought 
to personal health or convenience. They were “soldiers of 
the common good” fighting for the public welfare with as 
much courage, with as much self-sacrifice, aye, with as much 
danger as the warrior patriot who faces the cannon’s mouth 
upon the field of battle. 

The struggle of that session and the succeeding one under- 


mined Doriiver’s health, and he is dead, sacrificing his life for | 
his country as truly as any who died upon Bunker Hill or the | 


field of Gettysburg. 
In Senator Dottiver the country has lost a great statesman, 
a valiant soldier for the common welfare, and those of us who 
were privileged to know him have lost a personal friend. 
It is not gold, but only man 
Can make a people great and strong, 
Men who for truth and honor’s sake 
Stand fast and suffer long. 
Brave men who work while others sleep, 
Who dare while others fly, 
These build a nation’s pillars deep 
And lift them to the sky. 
Such a man was Dorttver, and of such is the Kingdom of 
Heaven. 


Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, there are occasions in human 
experience when the heart so overflows with sadness that it is 
difficult for the lips to perform their ordinary office. 
pressed by such embarrassment at this hour when I undertake 
to render appropriate eulogium upon the life and character of 
the departed friend to whom I was so devotedly attached. 

Do.tiiver is dead. His removal, just when opportunity for a 
larger and a nobler usefulness than any he had previously en- 
joyed opened with such assured promise before him, was a 
tragedy inconceivably sorrowful. The cruel billows roared his 
sunken ship as he entered mid-ocean, in the happiest, sunniest 
hour of all his voyage, and the imperial Commonwealth which 
delighted to decorate him with the rarest distinctions it had to 
confer is involved in inconsolable bereavement. For Iowa loved 
the man. He was her favorite son. Others are secure in her 
affectionate regard, but only Dottiver, the foremost orator in 
the world, was enshrined in the innermost recesses of her loyal 
heart. 

He came to her in his early youth, an obscure stranger, un- 
couth and unsophisticated, from the mountain country of the 
Old Dominion. But he was not long destined to remain un- 
known. The State first became acquainted with him in 1884, 
when, at the annual convention of our party, he introduced 
himself to the consideration of the people in a philippie of such 
marvelous effectiveness that it is cherished yet as a master- 
piece of controversial literature. A mere boy, I listened en- 
tranced by his fascinating eloquence, and cheered myself hoarse 
in the tremendous applause which approved his transcendent 
periods. It was a day of political delirium. Blaine was a 
candidate for the Presidency, and his adherents, overwhelmingly 
in the majority in Iowa, were inspired with a passionate 
abandon which has never since been equaled in our party 
contests. It was an epoch when extreme partisan conviction 
announced itself in extravagant public expression. 
Picturesque phrases in that wonderful address is in my memory 
at this moment: “ When slavery died, the Democratic Party 
was too old to marry again.” The dramatic scene 
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yesterday. 
ready aroused to intensity, the assembled thousands hysterical 
with rapturous excitement, 





I am op- | 


One of the 


which 
ensued is as vividly before me as though it had been enacted 





HOUSE. 


The 


dt9 | 


brilliant epigram appealing to emotions al 


and DoLLiver, 
the ap 


; the impersonation of 
immeasurable energy, theosis of infinite power! 


From that moment to his death, liis career was a matter of 


common concern, and it was a series of uninterrupted triumphs. 


In each recurring campaign he traversed the Republic from 
boundary to boundary, summoning the hosts of patriotism to 


renew their allegiance at the fountains of enthusiasm. He be 
came at once the most conspicuous and interesting figure in 
the national arena. He was welcomed everywhere—from 
Maine to California—and everywhere the multitudes responded 


captive to his persuasive speech. In 188S he was elected to 
this House, and after 13 years of distinguished service here 
was transferred to the Senate of the United States, where 
continued with increasing influence until the pallid messenger 
beckoned him to depart. 

His eminent record in official 
countrymen, and to them it is bequeathed as an inestimable 
heritage. I can not embark upon its detailed analysis now. We 
do not forget the qualities in which he was so unapproached, his 
learning so unusual in its variety, his intellect so unexcelled in 
its resources, his statesmanship so exceptional in its fruitful- 
ness, his oratory so incomparable in its invective, his humor so 
irresistible in its satire; but now that he is finally and 
vocably gone, what we most remember was his integrity of heart 
under the temptations of preferment, his simplicity of soul under 
the blandishments of ambition, his serenity of spirit under the 
aspersions of criticism, his unselfish consecration to the service 
of his fellow men. From a private soldier in the ranks of con- 
servatism he was evolved by the shock of battle into a principal 
trumpeter in the army of righteousness. His endowment was 
unprecedented, and he dedicated it all without reservation to 
the welfare of his people. He despised the wrong, no matter 
how formidably intrenched, and he exalted the right, no matter 
how seriously beleaguered. He loved his country, ber history, 
her institutions, her citizenship; and he sacrificed himself to 
the uttermost for the establishment of her prosperity and honor, 
And just when wider avenues of enduring achievement invited 
him, the Divine Omnipotence called him home. He believed im- 
plicitly in the inspiration of the Scriptures, in the atonement 
through faith, and in the life everlasting. In the chastened 
sweetness of this memorial hour we can not doubt that 


: ) 
is to his 


station familiar 


irre 


as the 


| dutiful son, the devoted husband, the indulgent father crossed 


to the bourn from which no traveler returns, his weary ears 


were gladdened by the triumphant benediction of the great 
Master, “ Well done, thou good and faithful servant, enter 


into the joy of thy Lord.” 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to add a word to 
the memory of the man I knew so well, and one for whom I have 
so profound an admiration. I knew Senator Dotuiver before the 
great speech at the State convention that made him 
throughout the Nation. As a young man, after his first start in 
the local politics at Fort Dodge, his fame widened more rapidly 
than that of any man I have ever known in public life. To my 
mind his life furnishes another of the splendid examples of what 
can be accomplished in this country by the young man who is 
true to his own interests and labors for the advancement and up 
building of what he believes to be for the good of the people. He 
had absolutely none of the powerful aids which sometimes push 
a young man forward. As has been said, his father was a 
Methodist circuit rider in the mountains of West Virginia. He 
worked his own way through college, he worked his-own way 
through the study of law, taught school, or did any humble em 
ployment that came to, his hand by which he maintained 
own independence and his own self-respect. From these hum) 
beginnings he came to be, at the early age of 52, a commanding 
figure in the national life of this great Republic. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I want speak of him more as a young 
man. When I first knew him it looked as if he had before him 
a long life, with his splendid physique and excellent habits 
a young man he had the power of winning men, of winning 
himself the confidence and affection of the older public men of 
lowa of that day. Ilis to Gov. Carpenter \ 3 
referred to by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLark]. Goy. 


famous 


Lis 


to 


relationship 


Carpenter was one of the men Iowa delighted to honor Mir 
DOLLIVER was a citizen of Fort Dodge, and when Gov. Carpenter 
was occupying the executive chair he was all the time lo ie 


to the upbuilding of the younger men of the State, and he \ 
the friend that did more to promote the early interests 
JONATHAN P. DoLitiver than any other man in Iowa. And 
Do.Litiver won to himself the affectionate regard of all the older 
men and never aroused the jealousy of the younger. He wor 


= 1 
friends and kept them, and to me, as he passed fr ad 


om one 









vancement to another, and to his other friends in Iowa older 
than he, there was a cause of congratulation and rejoicing that 
honol une to him. 

rhere was a time in his life, in 1900, when the Presidency was 
in his reach; and if he had been a self-seeking man, if he had 
pushed his own fortunes, if he had backed up the President of 
the United States, William McKinley, and his great political 
manager, Mark Hanna, in their desire to have him for the Vice 
Presidency, I do not believe that any power could have pre- 


vented his being Vice President, and stepping up from that 
place when the great President passed beyond, into the highest 
office of the Republic. Those of who knew JONATHAN P. 
DoLLiver have the firm belief that he would have discharged 
the duties of that high office so as to merit the plaudits of the 
entire American people. He was a Republican. He was on 
purely party questions a partisan, but he was beyond that a 
man that loved his fellow man. There is no man of the opposite 
party who ever charged JONATHAN P. DoLutver with doing him 
or his party any wreng. He met in fair debate all comers, and 
as has been said by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CrarK], 
the last years of his life disclosed the fact that as a debater 
he ranked among the very best this country has ever produced. 

I want to say further, Mr. Speaker, that JonaTHan P. Dortt- 
VER'S success was not an accident. He was a close student all 
life. In his younger days he laid the foundation of a 
broad culture so deep and well that when he builded the super- 
structure he had a fund to draw upon that was practically 
inexhaustible. No speech of his, no great effort of his was 
ever given to the public until it had passed through his great 
mind and had been revised and corrected and improved until 
it met the high criticism of his own judgment as something 
ready to give to the public. I know that in many cases men 
are misled with the belief that great men make but little 
preparation and speak out of the abundance of their great 
ability No greater wrong can come to the young than to 
have that idea. There is no excellence without labor. JoNna- 
THAN P. DoLuiver reached the highest excellence in his chosen 
walk of life because he shrank from no labor. 

Mr. Speaker, it a matter of great regret to many of his 
lifelong friends that the closing days of his life were somewhat 
embittered by the factional fights engendered in this country, 
but as the story of the past shall grow more dim, as the pas- 
sions shall pass away, and the history of his time and life be 
written, there will be nothing to mar its perfect symmetry, 
nothing to cast the shadow upon his memory or his name. He 
was beloved in life and his memory will be cherished by those 
that live now and knew him, and his family will receive from 
the good people of Towa and of the Nation the sympathy that 
should go to them, bereaved of this great husband and father 
and citizen and patriot. 


us 


his 


is 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, it was my good fortune to know 
Senator Do.utver long and intimately. He and I were friends 
for many years, and his unexpected death was a great shock to 
me personally as well as a national loss to all the people of our 
country. Hence, on this memorable occasion I desire to place on 
record my sincere tribute to the memory of my friend and to 
say a few simple words regarding his life, his character, and 
his great public services to the Republic. 

JONATHAN PRENTISS DOLLIVER was born near Kingwood, Pres- 
ton County. Va. (now West Virginia), February 6, 1858S; cradu- 
ated in 1875 from the West Virginia University; was admitted 
to the bar in 1878; never held any political office until clected 
to the Fifty-first Congress as a Representative from the Tenth 
Congressional District of Iowa; was a Member of the House 
also in the Fifty-second, Fifty-third, Fifty-fourth, Fifty-fifth, 
and Fifty-sixth Congresses; on August 23, 1900, was appointed 
United States Senator to fill the vacancy c: 
Hon. J, H. Gear; was elected January 21, 1902, to eed 
himself; and reelected in 1907. Had he lived, his term of serv 
ice would have expired on March 3, 1913. Such in brief is the 
record of this noble man and distinguished public servant, whose 
untimely death we mourn to-day. 

Senator DOLLIVER was a true man, a lover of justice, a believer 
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He hated cant and despised hypocrisy. He had no use for a 
trickster, a trimmer, or a trader. He had a sunshiny, genial 
disposition and a forgiving spirit that never harbored revenge. 
He had true eloquence and was one of the most effective orators 
of his time. He was a plain, simple man who loved mankind. 
He was an indulgent father, a loving husband, and a faithful] 
friend. He will live in the hearts of those he left behind, and 
to do this is not to die. He was an indefatigable worker and 
succeeded in accomplishing what he undertook to do. He met 
Napoleon’s test—he did things. He was a true friend of the 
plain people, the implacable foe of private monopoly, of dis- 
criminating legislation that robs the many for the benefit of the 
few, and he made the Constitution the north star of his politica] 
life. He was the fearless champion of the oppressed and lived 
for the good that he could do. He tried to lift his fellow man 
up to a higher plane and help him forward on the highway of 
progress and of civilization. He was a fearless man, and ever 
dared to do what he thought was right regardless of conse- 
quences. He was a faithful public official and died in the sery- 
ice of his country. 

Senator DoLtiver’s work is done. His career on earth is fin- 
ished. He has run his course; he kept the faith; he fought the 
good fight; he has reaped his everlasting reward in the great 
beyond, and we, his friends, can all say truthfully, well done 
thou good and faithful servant, a grateful people will ever keep 
thy memory green. 

In halls of state he stood for many years 

Like fabled knight, his visage all aglow, 

Receiving, giving sternly, blow for blow, 

Champion of right! But from eternity’s far shore 
Thy spirit will return to join the strife no more. 
Rest, citizen, statesman, rest; thy troubled life is o’er. 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, in the untimely death of Sen- 
ator J. P. Dotniver Iowa loses one of her most faithful and de- 
voted public servants, the Senate its most powerful debater, the 
Nation a patriotic and fearless leader, and humanity an advocate 
who was untiring in his zeal for its welfare and betterment. 
Stricken at the zenith of his powers as an orator and statesinan, 
his death at the early age of 52 years is greatly to be lamented, 
and his memory will long be revered not only by the people of 
Iowa, but of the Nation generally. 

The life story of Senator Do.tiiver is an inspiration to the 
youth of the land, who will gain strength and courage from a 
knowledge of the struggles and the triumphs of this young man, 
who rose from the obscurity of poverty and by the force of 
character and intellect and industry won his way to a command 
ing position in the Congress of the United States and to an 


eminence that exerted a powerful influence on the public 
thought of the age. 

His early life was a struggle against adversity. After his 
graduation from the University of West Virginia, at the age of 


17, he came west and applied for one of the rural schools in 
Dekalb County, I. While waiting the decision of the school 


| board he occupied his time working on a farm, and it is related 


in the supremacy of law, a friend of the cause that lacked 
assistance. He stood for the principles of right, for fair play, | 


and believed in the equal opportunity vouchsafed to everyone 


under the dome of the Union sky. He was an optimist—no 
skeptic, no scoffer, no cynic. He was broad and liberal in his 
views, had charity for all, trusted the people, and never lost 
faith in humanity. He believed the world was growing better. 
He knew himself, believed in the destiny of the Republic, and 
made the corner stone of his convictions that great cardinal 


principle—equal rights to all, special privileges to no one. 


that when the board sought him to discuss his employment as 
teacher they found him at work digging potatoes, barefooted 
and clad in a pair of overalls. During the two years of his 
career as a teacher his spare moments were employed in read- 
ing law, and in 1878 the future Senator and his older brother 
decided to locate at Fort Dodge, Iowa, and open a law oflice 
Clients were few and far between, and the law firm led a 
precarious existence. I recall a vivid description of their carly 
struggles by the Senator himself. “After we had given the land 
lady our last cent,” he said, “we removed our persenai | 
longings to the law office, where we slept on the floor and lid 
our own cooking.” By and by his brother gave up the fight 


and returned to the old home in West Virginia to enter the 
ministry. Then, to quote the Senator’s own words: 

I was left alone. I had no money. Once I worked on the public road 
for $1.50 a day But I kept cheerful, and in the evenings I would go 
down to the drug store and talk politics. Unexpectedly I was nom d 
and elected corporation counsel at a salary of $200 a year. Right 
there I ceased to be an intermittent day laborer on the streets, and 


thereafter Fort Dodge knew me only as a lawyer. 

At the age of 26 he leaped into political prominence by 4 
speech temporary chairman of the Republican State con 
vention of Iowa, held in the spring of 1884. That speech at- 
tracted national attention, and as a result of it he bore a 
conspicuous part in the memorable presidential campaign of that 
year, traveling for a time and speaking with James G. Blaine. 
Four years later, in 1888, he was chosen to represent the tenth 


as 


congressional district of Iowa in this House, and for more than 
10 years he was a Member of this body. When the Dingley 
tariff was enacted Mr. DoLiiver was a member of the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means, and distinguished himself in the 
work of framing and passing that law. 
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On the death of Senator Jobn H. Gear, Mr. DOLLiver was 
promoted from the House to the Senate. He filled a con- 
spicuous role in the railroad-rate legislation of the last ad- 
ministration, the Hepburn-Dolliver law being to a large extent 
the product of his labors. But it was during the tariff debate | 
in the present Congress that he achieved his greatest fame. In 
that memorable debate he showed a mastery of his subject, a | 
ll in its presentation, and a command of legic and argument 
which stamped his speeches as the most powerful that were 
made during that memora 

Few men in all the history of the United States Senate have 
equaled Senator Dotiiver for eloquence and force of speech. 
He possessed the gift of eloquence to an exceptional degree, and 
was equally effective on the popular platform and in the more 
exacting requirements of senatorial debate. His oratory was 
scholarly and philosophic, and with an imposing presence, a 
full, deep voice, a profuse and scintillating vocabulary, and a 
never-failing supply of wit and humor, he had the happy faculty 
of winning the rapt attention of every person within the sound 
of his voice. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to add an analytical appreciation of his 
oratorical power from the pen of his life-long friend and neigh- 
bor, Hon. George E. Roberts: 


Sil 


ble contest. 


In him were combined in rare degree all the qualifications of a po- 









litical orator. There have been other popular campaigners in Iowa 
during his time, each with his own effective characteristics, but J. P 
DoLLIVER was in a class by himself. Neither on the stump nor in Con 
gress was there anyone who combined the scholar, the siatesman, and 
the orator as they were combined in him 
In the first place, he had the philosophic, reflective mind that views 
every subject in the large way and seizes intuitively upon fundamentals 
His grasp of principles was sure. He was thoroughly educated and in 
f ned, his reading and culture were so broad that he was alway} 
{ t of the best thought of the time. His campaigns over the tenth 
‘ t were an educational influence upon this people He pitched 
ry discussion upon a high plane. His style was distinctly his own 
ind homely in a way, but wonderfnily effective in statement ! 
combining with this the grace and finish and pathos of the accon 


plished orator. His literary sense was true and his judgment of ma 


te | unerring. There was no straining for effect. He had the imagina 
tion that is the soul of great oratory—the imagination of the seer, the 
poet, and the statesman. He was logical, but much more than logical, 
I mental processes outran the methods of logic and summed up the 
i ment in a sentence. He thought in pictures and epigrams. His wit 
v illuminating, but humorous rather than biting. He could use sar 


with terrible effect, but was not malicious enough to delight in it. 


his earlier years he used it freely in a good-humored way at the 
expense of his political adversaries, but outgrew that in his maturiiy 
| treated everybody with the respect that he really felt for sincere 


He seldom told a story or read an extract, preferring as weil 
zit, to make his points in his own language. There was nothing 
f ching coarseness or vulgarity in his but always the 
chart f clear, apt, and vigorous statement couched in the most 
f us phrase. He could take a commonplace or abstruse subject and 
! ither the academy of political science or a country 
! audience invest it with vital interest. He knew the people 
this country with sympathetic familiarity from the highest to the low 
] 


speeches, 


school 


of 


t, was in touch with every class, at home with all, understood them 
al d knew the way to their hearts. 

















Ilis mind was fertile, active, imaginative, and his gift of language 
v ‘xtraordinary: but after all is said, the capacity for hard work 
I wore to do with his success than is commonly understood. His 
I ulture was not obtained without effort. He was an omnivorous 
t he was a most industrious student of every subject which ’ 

ok to discuss. He came to Iowa when the eenback issue wa 
' I st, and he read the literature of the question completely, in 
cluding the congressional debates when the greenbacks were issued. 
He id the same knowledge of the silver question, and his masteri 
treat nt of that subject in the tenth district showed the same c: it 
for thorough analy ind convincing argument that was revealed to 
the Senate in the tariff debate. 

In striking contrast to most men possessed of his extraordinary 
qualifications, Senat DoLLIVER did not naturally crave the distinction 
nd honors of le lie lacked the egotism of most poli al 

l lie was sin ly free from any trace of conceit. None of 








ntimate friends ever saw an expression of it. He never lost his 






f 
} 
| 
I 
I 
was therefore 
t 
! 
{ 


poise or was without his sense of humor for a moment He 

nothing of the political boss. He was supreme in the 

nth district by his own preemi not by the power of a machine 

fe had no taste for machine ; no disposition to call upon his 

riends to do political service mg politicians this was counted 

a kness, as he was said to lack trading strength. It is true that 

never strong in the arts of manipulation. His strength was in 

his erb powers as an advocate upon the issues, and there he was 
t without an equal in any forum. 

But, with all the admiration which his talents and ability 

Col nded, Dotuiver the man was even greater than DoLLiver 


charming 
He had a 


and statesman. He had a 


© know him was to be his friend. 


orator 


and t 
} 
i 


personality, 
heart as big 
is great body and an unfaili 
rapidly and retained them t 

HH life was the exemplification of the words of Geor 


sanks: 





ensil 


Lint CUS 


I live for those who love me, 

For those who know me true, 

For the heaven that smiles above me 
And awaits my spirit too; 


For the wrongs that need resistance, 
For the cause that needs assistance, 
For the future in the distance, 


And the good that I can do, 
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ng geniality which made friends | 


¥,’ . 
tu. e 





Senator DoLitiver was an optimist, full of kindliness and rare 
good humor. He was generous by nature, obliging in dispos 
tion, and possessed a heart filled with | n sympathy 

He had a warm spot in his heart r the rising generatior 


and among his greatest delights was to be helpful 


of the land. In the impressive funeral! services at Fort e 
last October there was no sentiment uttered that rang truer 
than the one offered by Mr. Harvey Ingham when he said that 
‘Senator Do iiiver left the door a little w r open for the 
common boy and girl.” 
It can be truthfully said that Senator DoLtiver gave his 

to the service of his country as truly as ever did any sold 
on the field of battle. The days and nights of toil which he 

in during the special and regular sessions of the present Con 
gress overtaxed his strength, and when he left Washington last 
summer he was broken in health. During the special session it 
was not unusual for him to be found Zealously studying the 


tricacies of tariff schedules far into the night, in preparation for 
his great fight on certain rates in the Payne Dill. 

He had forged to the front with a display of unusual powers, 
which not only established him in a position of great power 
in the Senate of the United States, but had lifted him to that 
more select class who actually leave a lasting impress upon the 
life and thought of their day and generation. That tariff deb: 


te 


in the summer of 1909 revealed Senator DoLiiver as the most 
powerful debater in that body, and as a man who possessed the 
moral courage to break with his party before he would with his 
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Under these most extraordinary circumstances the sorrow of 
the people is intensified by the thought that he laid down his 
life in a zealous effort to protect their rights, and just at the 
time when he was entering that period of his life which prom- 
ised the greatest usefulness and power. 

‘ir. Srenker, l re to add a few brief tributes from some 
of the leading public men of our State and country to the mem 
ory of our departed friend, whose memory we honor this day by 
these services: 

Gov. B. F. Carroll: 

Of all the able men that State 1 ! WwW 
hav 1 to that < ! I : 
espe: va an e if pub ! i ext 1 
yond the limits it ! i 
devotion to | i \ at | | 1 ‘) 
St: vi deeply mourn t! oss of t 1 9 state 1 
and p i servant His cai 1 li n l 
quarts of a century is f of ind 1 ! 
servi to hi Sta ind Nation w f 
ak h the State ; 1 e Ni ! ] 
memory w'll lon » cher dbya i i 

Ifon. S. F, Prouty 

I had learned to r rd Senator D a 
benefactor of the mass of t 1 Ss ¢ 

} of 1 \ t not the . Ho } 
of it t wa | rt i i l r 
in iu the ma | 

lion. H. M. Towne 

Re iless of factional indeed ‘ Tow ! 
mo f hei illiant and d s | 
dist in low ‘ $ 1 \ 

I t Na i} from i t { 
und st a debate! fhere w ] t ’ t } 

Hon. W. W. Morrow: 

V n the political hi tl o t ’ 
JONATH Douut W t . 4 } 
the great orators and ablest leaders o i il l 

in, a man, and on Ve all respec l 

Hon. J. L. Bleakley 

lis long and faithful s t Stat 
his patriotic zeal in ) alf of h ce try vi wi n n 
undying pages of h y 

Hon. George D. Perkins 

S ter I> L1vVi ww t } I 1 « 

‘ hadow it w d 1 , 

m ) warmed t} ’ H \ i 
ile oun 1 not 1cerl Ww 
| nder for those he loved I 1 ! W 
) Bitt i 
t erosit é his d si } HH » % 
| t the tends 1e ‘ l heart l N ol 
} Col Theodore Roosevelt 
| Senator Doutntver’s a t 
( l t this t HH was a i ' 
l the int ts of | I A 
| Hon. C. W. Fairbanks: 

Senator DOLLIVEE is one I t y has ¢ r 
} du ¢ i f nd wl W ill 1 j 1 

cr Ilenry Watterson: 

Wh th Is k d \ Ss Dour 1 at 1 t 
good fortune that « t e wh ) ( } 
winds a k is l li i ) 1 \ 
tl ‘ 1 by hard-working pu)! rvat wh it 
age that improving human institutions is a form of acti that 


ater labor than reward. 


gr 
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Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, a great man 
h t the meridian of his greatness, and the Nation 
! rns hi with a universal sorrow DOLLIVER Was a 
when death came, and there s« 1d to have been 
{ x hat his greatest achievemeuts were still before 
] And yet 22 years of his life was «s i 1 the Congress 
‘ he United States, a much longer period than the average 
t e of statesmen and other men of publi ir Besides 
life is not measured by length of days, but by human heart 
throbs, transcendent purp ses, and noble a Measured by 
these standards, his was a long life and his career was well 
rounded and mature¢ 
JONATHAN DOoLiiver was a child of genius. Wis oratorical 
powers were as truly a gift of Nature as the genius of the 
sculptor, the painter, or the poet. Rhetoric is an accomplish- 
ment of the schools. Oratory may be enriched and embellished 
by cultivation and by the deep experie of human life; but 
the orator is born, not made. The ability to hold and sway 
audiences under a spell of magnetism, the ability to blunt 
a logical deduction by a word or the wave of a hand, or to 
destroy a sophistry with a single epigram—these are rare 


powers, possessed by but few men, who bear the unmistakable 
stamp of genius. Do Luiiver sprang into national prominence in 
n single great speech in the Republican State convention of 
Iowa in 1884. He became at once a national character. He 


was in great demand on political and popular platforms every- 
where. His name would insure a crowd in any part of the 
country. He never the ability to maintain the reputation 
that his first great speech had given him. The most masterful 
utterances of his whole career were his last two or three great 
speeches in the Senate. They marshal the fundamental prin- 
ciples of popular government with eloquence seldom equaled in 
legislative debate, and they define the field and scope as well as 
the limitations of political parties with such clearness of view 
and such convincing logic as to make them classics in political 
literature. 

At the time of his death Senator DoLiiver was the strongest 
individual force in the movement now shaping toward the pop- 
wlarization of the United States Senate. 

He liked the democratic quality of the House of Representa- 
tives. He had just gone to the Senate when I came to 
House in 1901. He came back frequently to watch debate in 
this body. He missed the free forum in which he had served 
so long, and had not yet adapted himself to the more dignified 
procedure of the Senate. He liked legislation by conflict and 


the 


had not acquired the habit of legislation by courtesy. He 
gloried in the blunt truthfulness of a forum of debate in 
which an uninteresting speech is made to empty seats, but 
where the man with a message soon fills the chairs and, as 


interest becomes intense, Members gather closely around the 
orator like the folds of a garment. 

* MarTIN,” he said to me one day, “ the House of Representa- 
tives the most democratic legislative body in the 
Here a man sinks or swims, according to his talents.” 

Later he mastered the legislative procedure of the Senate, and 
his great powers were never in better form than when balanced 
by the limitations of senatorial debate. And yet he was always, 
in the broadest sense, a representative of the people. He viewed 
all in its bearing upon the general welfare. In- 
stinctively he saw the line of separation between the encroach- 
ments of special interests and the well-being of all the people. 
Instantly nilitant armor was on, and he was in the arena 
in the midst of the battle for popular rights. He was never a 
demagogue, but always a knight of the common good. 

DoLLIVER was a profound student of the principles of our 
Government. He was rooted and grounded in the fundamental 
principles of human rights and relations. And he was never 


is 


legislation 


his 


lost 
applying the fundamental 

the hour. No man of our generation could set forth these 
essential principles in more attractive form or with more telling 


ot qT 





LLIVER’S humor was constant and sparkling, like a clear 

ream of water gurgling from a spring. His wit was a bur- | 
nished saber of offense and defense. His satire cut clean as a 
l e, b as never dipped in poison. His fun was never more 
appreciated than when the joke was on himself. I heard him 
say that he was once forced into a candidacy for the Vice Presi- 
( y of the United States through the friendly intentions of 
( West, then of the Washington Post, but that he got out 
by “unanimous consent.” How delicious was his remark in 
the tariff debate that the two noteworthy events of the year 
1909 were the revision of the tariff downward by the Senator 
fi Rhode Island and the discovery of the North Pole by Dr. 


world. 


in the task which a statesman always has before him of | 
principles to the varying problems | 
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Cook. No man ever excelled him in the use of epigrammatic 
specch. More than once has he slain a humbug with a humor- 


Wi 
ru 


ous epigram. I want a copy of the volumes that must be pub- 
lished of DoLiiver’s public addresses, beginning with his speech 
before the Iowa convention in 1884. When these volumes 
published I believe they will present the most readable and 
lluminating history ebtainable of the political development 
the past quarter of a century. 

One of the marvels of DoLttver’s 


talents was his master 
ver the details of great questions. 


Great orators are often 


generalizers and neglectful of details. Not so with Dorin 
[ have heard men express the opinion that DoLLiver was not 
close student of the intricate details of public questions. Wit! 
that view I disagree absolutely. There is no single question 


more difficult and laborious in its mastery than the tariff ques 
tion. Yet there are few, if any, men with a better understan: 
ing of that problem than had Senater Dotiiver. He began his 
study of those intricate problems with Dingley and Mcki 

in the House, and his laborious methods carried him over e 
phase of every schedule and into the consideration of the effec 
of tariff rates upon all American industries and upon the « 
eral pregress of all the people. 

No min mastered the subject with a more statesmanlike gras) 
and no man was a safer adviser on tariff questions. Had |)o1 
LIveR been chairman of the Committee on Finance, or even 
member of that committee, as by all the precedents he ought 
have been, some recent tariff history would have been diff: ‘ 
written, and the Republican Party, in whose policies he so in 
plicitly believed, would have been saved some of the embarrass 
ments which have since fallen to its lot. 

Over all JONATHAN DOLLIver’s character as a man tower 
monuiment-like, the most striking quality in his. unusual career 
His sturdy parents endowed him richly in mind and heart and \ 
rugged manhood, but in no quality was he more generous!) 
favored than in his deep, abiding religious faith. With unerring 
certainty he discovered the moral quality in every great publi: 
controversy. He came to the defense of a good cause wit 
the force of his nature, and he could unmask a sham or pr 
tense with a completeness that would render further deception 
impossible. 

An acute moral sense is the best political asset that a publi 
man can possess. It will help him to detect the right of a pul 
lic dispute when the processes of reason and legic are slow snd 
unrelinble. That he followed implicitly his convictions of the 
right in every situation must have been apparent to every 
observer. Among the many evidences of this is this 
from one of the latest of his speeches in the Senate: 

In the course which I have pursued in the Senate I have alv t 
deavored to find out, if I could, the path appearing to lead in th 
direction of the cemmon welfare. I have never been able to kno 
quest whether or not the course I had chosen led 


tion of my personal politica! fortune. In fact, I have ha: 
lutely 


no motive for caring whether it did or not. 


passage 


ions arose, 


aire ! 

Senator Dottiver’s home relations afford us a 
most beautiful picture of his life. 
trusted counselor and companion. His children were the mos 
sacred of his earthly blessings. From such a haven of inspira 
tion he went forth daily to battle for the highest ideals and to 
bear a manly part in the worthy struggle to bring the greatest 
good to all men. 

In the closing hours of a busy Congress no one can do fi 
justice to the memory of this remarkable man. As one of his 
intimate and admiring friends, I can do no less than to offer this 


view of 
His wife was to him a 


modest tribute of appreciation of one of the kindliest and 
most gifted men our country has ever known. 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, this occasion has its lesson, tuis 


day its sadness. The lesson is found in the life of 
| good man; the sadness in his untimely death. We 
achievements of JONATHAN PRENTISS DOLLIVER; in 
we mourn a Nation’s irreparable loss. 

It is not given to the mind of man to prescribe a formula 
greatness. The component elements of the human mind, tl 
relations to each other, and their harmonious blending in 
human compound of greatness must forever remain one of th 
secrets of this life. Dark and mysterious as are the questions 
| upon which the solution of this problem depends, yet we see in 
the life of every man characteristics that make for him hi 
place in the world, be that place great or small. 

Senator Dotuiver inherited the strong religious tendencies of 
his father. He had a childlike faith in a Supreme and O 
ruling Providence. He loved the Bible, and his public addr 
and private conversation reflected a deep study of it and 
unwavering belief in its precepts. To his simple faith and trust 
in a God whose name is Love was due his great optimism, his 
buoyancy of spirit and his cheerful disposition. 


a great and 
glory in the 
his death 


ss 
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The human side of Senator DoLiiver was most strongly de- 
yeloped, and to this fact more than any other is due his great- 
ness. A feeling for others was a predominating characteristic 
ia his life. To help make his country a better abiding place for 
his fellow man was his ambition and his aim. Unmindful of 
his own welfare, he drew all too freely upon his great strength 
in working for the good of others. Altruistic himself, he de- 
spised all forms of selfishness in others. In him— 


Love took up the harp of Life, and smote on all the chords with might; 
Smote the chord of Self, that, trembling, passed in music out of sight. 


As a legislator he was alert to discover the plans of the de- 
signing and the selfish. He frequently expressed his abhorrence 
of lobbyists by applying to them the term of “dirty workers.” 
His ear was always open to the story of stunted children, toil- 
worn shop girls, and starving miners. His time and his 
strength were always at their command that he might make their 
road easier and their burden lighter. He gave all too freely of 
his wonderful intellect, his almost limitless strength, and his 
big heart to secure the enactment of such laws as would give 
every man a more even chance with every other man. If meas- 
ured as the world measures greatness, others have surpassed 
him, but if measured by heart throbs for his fellow man, few 
have equaled him. 

In the humanity of Dottiver was found his true greatness. 
He rose rapidly from the position of a country lawyer to that 
of a Senator of the United States. Of the 52 years of his life 
21 years were spent in Congress. From the time of his entrance 
in this House until his death he was recognized as one of the 
greatest political orators, not only of his day, but of all time. 
His rise was as rapid as his place was permanent. 

Twice Dotiiver could have been the nominee of his party for 
the exalted position of Vice President of the United States. 
And twice he refused to permit his name to go before the nom- 
inating convention. Honors came to him in rapid succession, 
but none of them nor all of them combined were able to swerve 
him from his devotion to the service of the common citizen. 


came to him only drew him closer to those whose cause he had 
long championed. They served to strengthen the bond of sym- 
pathy between him and the common man. 

Senator Dotiiver’s life was a complete answer to Kipling’s 
test : 

If you can talk with crowds and keep your virtue, 
Or walk with kings—nor lose the common touch. 

He did more than this. Neither his recognition as an orator 
nor his elevation to high political positions caused him to lose 
his sympathy for or his interest in the common people. These 
achievements only strengthened the bond of brotherhood he- 
tween himself and his fellow man. He looked out upon the life 
we live and saw that the greater half of life’s misery came not 
from frost or drought, fire or flood, pestilence or famine, disease 
or death, but from the selfishness of men, from the want of 
brotherhood, the lack of fellowship. In the millions of loveless 
homes, in the bickering of employer and employee, in the flaunt- 
ing insolence of newly won riches and ill-gotten gain, in the 
bickerings of trade, and the crimes of the calendar, in laws 
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the sorrow and tender sympathy exhibited on the streets as the 
funeral procession passed from the armory to the cemetery. 


| Thousands of men, women, and children lined the sides of the 


| written 


street, unmindful of the cold and drizzling rain. Sorrow was 
deeply on every countenance. Thousands of tear- 
stained faces told the story all too plainly of broken hearts. 


| Thus unconsciously his neighbors and friends paid the highest 


tribute to his memory. The city of Fort Dodge is erecting 
a bronze statue to the memory of Senator Doruiver, but in the 
minds and hearts of the people of this generation are enshrined 
memories of him that are more enduring than marble, more 
lasting than bronze. He made for himself a big place in the 
world and he filled that place like the great man that he was. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, one of the pleasant 
features of serving in this House is that a majority of the 
Members do not permit the big aisle which separates the House 
into two parties to be regarded as a line of demarkation in 
matters of friendship. Senator JoNATHAN PRENTISS DOLLIVER 
was one of my most intimate friends. In fact, he was one of 
the three most intimate of all the Republicans with whom I 
have served in 16 years. Circumstances determine very largely 
questions of personal intimacy. The way that Senator DoLtt- 
VER and I became so intimate was that I was poor and he did 
not have very much money himself, both of us had been 
experimenting somewhat in the business of lecturing at what 
are called lyceum lectures, and also at the Chautauquas, and 
were making some headway and some money. In the fall of 


SU 


| 1899 it occurred to me one day that I had heard in years gone 


| Michael 


| do not get any pay for a speech. 


: Bas : : | them if that dual lecture or debating performance had been a 
All the honors which he achieved and the distinctions which | gnecess and they <a that it —— 1 - 


which were violated, in hopes which were blasted, and in hearts | 


that were broken—in all these he saw witness to the greed and 
selfishness of man. His great humanity directed the field for 
his statesmanship, the forum for his oratory, and the secret of 
his great success. 

Gentleness and kindness were visible expressions of his great 
humanity. He was as gentle as a child and as tender as a 
woman. The hurt of a friend plunged him in sorrow, the joy 
of an associate bathed him in sunbeams. 

This dominant characteristic in the life of Senator Dotiiver 
also found expression in his great love of nature. He loved 
the rugged oak and the spreading elm; the squirrels and the 
birds were his companions and friends as he strolled in the 
woodland. He loved his farm, and on sO many occasions ex- 
pressed the wish that he might retire there and spend the rest 
of his days free from factional and political strife. 

The quiet and unselfish life in which the farm abounds ap- 
pealed most strongly to his nature. He loved its simple life, 
the genuineness of its people, the changes of the seasuns and 


| ship. 
| the Chautauqua lecturers the butt of their jokes. 


the homely farm scene; the spring with its freshness and its | 


fragrance ; the summer with its fields of growing grain waving 
in the sunlight; the autumn with the hum of the reaper and the 
song of the meadow lark; the winter with its snowbound 


prairies stretching far in the distance; these he loved and in 
his meditation of them he found his recreation. 

The day we buried Dortiver was cold and cloudy; a driz- 
zling rain had set in and gloom had cast its shadow over the | 
inhabitants of the city of Fort Dodge. 


by that the Brockway Lecture Bureau at Pittsburg, which ar- 
ranged the dates for both Senator Dottitver and myself, had 
a few years before conducted a joint lecture between the Hon. 
Harter, of Obio, and the Hon. Roswell G. Horr, of 
Michigan, on the tariff question. The difference between a 
lecture and a speech is that you get pay for a lecture and you 
I wrote to them and asked 


Then I wrote to them 
that it seemed to me that the signs of the times indicated that 
politics would be of considerable interest in the next 12 
months, and why not arrange a debate on the Chautauqua cir- 
cuit and at these lectures courses for myself and some Re- 
publican. They answered by telling me to pick my own Re- 
publican. So I suggested Senator Do.iiver, and we went 
into it. 

Our first debate was down at Chambersburg, Pa., on the 14th 
day of December, 1899, the one hundredth anniversary of the 
death of George Washington. We proceeded in that business 
with a great deal of success, if drawing large crowds is a test 
of merit, until he was appointed to the Senate, and I think 
during that time that he and I must have had somewhere in 
the neighborhood of 50 or 75 debates. The very day that he was 
appointed to the United States Senate we had a debate down 
in southern Iowa. It was my turn to open and close, but he 
asked me as a special favor to let him open and deliver the 
whole of his hour and a quarter speech first, so that he could 
catch a train to Des Moines to see Goy. Shaw about being ap- 
pointed Senator. I always told him that I thumped him into 
the United States Senate. His reply to that was to inquire 
why I did not thump myself into the United States Senate. 

The other two men with whom I have debated at these lecture 
courses and Chautauquas are Gen, Grosvenor, of Ohio, and the 
Hon. C. B. Landis, of Indiana, and, notwithstanding radical 
differences of political opinions, they are among my closest 
friends. 

Debating on the circuit brings men into very close relation 
The newspaper wits have a way of undertaking to make 
There is, how 
ever, this much to be said about lecture money. It is clean 
money; you do not have to explain where you got it, or how 
you got it, or when you got it. In addition to that, the lecture 
business, which flourished very much from about 1855 to 1865 
and then died out almost entirely, taking a new start with these 
Chautauquas, has been a great educational force in the country, 
and the Chautauqua business especially has been of vast influ- 
ence in that regard. Some of the most distinguished men in 
both Houses of Congress have tried their hands at it, with 
varying degrees of success. 

I was a guest in Senator DoLviver’s house. I enjoyed the 
hearty hospitality of himself and wife. I roamed with him 
over his fine farm up on the bluffs, consisting of 400 or 500 
acres of as rich land as the sun ever shone on. He took a 
great deal of pride in the fact that the farm had at one time 
belonged to Gov. Carpenter. He was genial; he was companion- 


I shall long remember | able; he was handsome; he was true as steel to his friends. 
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__ See 


It may or may not be known to some people that he came | 


very near being President of the United States. There has 
been a great deal of dispute about what happened down at 


Philadelphia in 1900 at that Republican convention. 
I do not undertake to say exactly what did happen or all that 


happened. I will tell what I believe, and I believe it on the 
very best authority, too, and that is if Col. Roosevelt had ad- 
hered to his declared intention of not accepting the vice- 


presidential nomination, without doubt JoNaTHaNn P. DOLLIVER 
would have been nominated almost by acclamation. Of course 
if he had been he would have been elected along with McKinley 
and would have succeeded to the Presidency of the United 
States, 

President L have no doubt. 

When he and I were debating at the Chautauquas and in the 
lecture courses he was a great deal more of an orator than 
he was a debater. There is a vast difference between an orator 
and a debater. A man may be both, but he is lucky if he is 
either. I think in the hour and a quarter’s speech that he de- 
livered in those debates there were two or three sections of 10 
minutes each which would have graced the speech books, which 
is the highest tribute I know how to pay to his eloquence. He 
lived, however, to become one of the foremost debaters in the 
land, and strange to say, he became a debater in the last year 
or two of his life. 

I am not going to trench upon the dangerous ground of po- 
litical differences in this talk, except so far as it may be neces- 
sary to illumine his life. My own judgment about it is that, con- 
sidered solely with relation to DoLLiver’s fame as a debater and 
thinker, the best thing that ever happened to him was that Sen- 
ator ALpricH and the men who made up the Finance Committee 
of the Senate refused to place him on it. That put him on his 
mettle. He was determined to show the men who did that that 
he knew something about the tariff question and could debate 
with the best of them. He employed an expert on tariff facts, 
paying him out of his own pocket, and the expert rendered him 
very valuable services, and I believe it is entirely within the 


range of truth to say that DoLuiver’s speeches in the Senate in | 
the last 18 months of his life are among the finest specimens of | 


congressional debating that have taken place in the last 20 years. 

I have said time and again—I have said it in this House; I 
have said it on the stump; I have said it in private conversa- 
tion—that the last speech, the long speech which Senator Dot- 
LIVER delivered on that tariff bill 10 months after it was passed, 
in the spring of 1910, as a sample of oratory, of eloquence, of 
wit, of humor, of sarcasm, of learning, has not been exceeded in 
either branch of Congress in a generation. 
it equal in irony to anything that Junius wrote. There are bits 
of it equal in wit to anything that Sydney Smith ever said. 


There are certain parts and passages of it equal in humor to | 


Mark Twain at his best. There are certain parts of it as 


philosophical as Lord Bacon’s essays, and taken altogether it | 


is a splendid monument to the man’s memory. 

I had a rather curious experience with him about it. When I 
made the 1 hour and 20 minutes’ speech here in May, 1910, in 
reply to Mr. Chairman Payne, I quoted from that speech of 
Senator DOoLLIVER’s very liberally. A few days afterwards I 
was over in the Senate, and I told him that he was an ungrate- 
ful kind of a statesman. He wanted to know why. I replied 
that I had quoted his speech very elaborately in the House, and 
that it seemed to me he ought to thank me for it: that it gave 
him a great advertisement, and that he never had thanked me 
for it. He looked at me in a quizzical sort of way and said that 


There are parts of | _— , , ’ 
I | years of distinguished and faithful service to his country, here 
| in the House, he was appointed United States Senator, and 


Of course, | 


That he would have made an intelligent and patriotic | 





he was not absolutely certain that the fact that I had quoted | ! : . : s 
| just and right to him, and with his power of speech and elo 


from his speeches and had passed eulogies upon his present views 
would be of any advantage to him ultimately in a political way. 
In that same conversation he startled me by telling me that 


| or few shared in his views. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, in accord with time-honored 
custom we are here to-day to speak in memory of the life, 
character, and work of one of Iowa’s most beloved and dis- 
tinguished citizens, one who for 20 years was a beloved and 
honored Member of this House and Senate; one endowed with 
lofty ideals; a character of the highest type, founded on integ- 
rity; one with unusual talent, fortified with a wealth of learn- 
ing. He as a young man entered the public service with zeal, 
integrity, character, ability, and conscience, rectitude of pur- 
pose, dominated by noble and lofty ideals, with firm determi- 
nation to do justice and right, to serve his country and fellow 
men, 

Having served with Senator Dottiver in this House, having 
lived in his home, and having studied his grand life and char- 
acter, I got to know him well, and the better I knew him the 
more I admired him and the more I loved him. I knew of his 
bright life, his pure character, his devotion to truth, his many 
grand and noble qualities manifested in his every walk of life, 
both public and private. In his Christian home he lived a pure, 
bright, and grand life, a most devoted husband and a patient 
and affectionate father, generous, considerate, and helpful to 
others, always ready to lend a helping hand, a man with keen, 
clean, clear, and sound mind, blessed with extraordinary intel- 
ligence and power of conception, a student, a thinker, and a 
most untiring worker. There seemed to be no limit and no 
end to his industry and research. In his home, in his office, in 
the Senate chamber, from early morning to late at night he 
toiled. Among the most pleasant hours of my life are those 
spent in his company. Nearly every night, after his day’s 
work, he would join the circle around the fireplace to cheer, to 
enlighten, and entertain. He possessed a wonderful fund of 
knowledge and wide range of information not only on public 
questions, but he spoke with readiness and fluency on any sub- 
ject he took up and discussed. His remarks on any subject 
were not only illuminating and brilliant but always instructive 
and interesting in the highest degree. Every thought and utter- 
ance was fresh and refreshing. We all found in him some- 
thing to learn. Uppermost in his mind and his heart was his 
God, the people, and country he so dearly loved. Every act and 
purpose was patriotic. He was eminently a talented and lovable 
man. In his modest, unassuming way, his kindness and strong 
mind and character, his sympathy and unceasing industry he 
fought his way up in the world and attained the high and 
exalted position which he occupied at the time of his death. 

At the age of 31, in 1888, he was elected, and in 1889 he 
became a Member of Congress, and August 2, 1900, with 11 


twice elected by the legislature of his State. 

No man ever entered public life better fortified and equipped 
as a legislator. His work, especially in the last years of his 
service, showed that it meant little to him whether many 
If he felt that he was right, that 
was all sufficient to him. That was his guiding star and 
when fully convinced that he was right, he would go straight 
forward with a courage that never faltered and with earnest- 
ness, sincerity, and clearness he would point out what to him 
seemed the right course. He seemed to have knowledge of 
every proposition before Congress, its scope and object, and 
whenever any important question arose concerning the welfare 
of his people and country, he never flinched, shrunk, or forgot 
his responsibility. He was always found in the foremost 
ranks, championing the cause of liberty and for what seemed 


quence he moved his audience to tears and applause, with 


| his mine of knowledge, his power of comprehension, his force- 


he was in a very bad condition, physically; that he was ex- | 


tremely anxious and uneasy about himself. 

Senator DoLLIver was an enthusiast by nature. He was a 
Methodist, thoroughly imbued with the principles of the Chris- 
iian religion as expounded by the Methodists. In polities he 
was a thoroughgoing Republican, born and reared in a Re- 
publican household, a Republican all his days. He was a pa- 
triot to the core. I never knew a man who loved his country 
with greater devotion than he did. He seemed destined for a 
long life. He cut a splendid figure in this House. He cut a 
splendid figure in the Senate. It does not necessarily follow, 
and in a great many cases it does not follow, that because a 
man is a shining light in the House he is sure to succeed equally 
well in the Senate. But he succeeded equally well in both. 
was stricken down in the very prime of life, at the meridian of 
his fame. He now takes his place in the goodly company of 
distinguished men whom Iowa has contributed to the service, 
the honor, and the glory of the Republic. 


He | 





ful and logical presentation of facts he always received the 
closest attention and his speeches proved most effective. He 
rarely attempted to speak without preparation. Generally his 
speeches were prepared with the greatest of care, and the 
ideas, style, thought, and arrangement of his speeches were the 
result of his skill and hard work. But fortified as he 
with a wealth of learning and knowledge of public affairs, 
acquired by experience and constant and persistent study, with 
out previous preparations, he would, at times, speak for hours 
with fluency, mastering the subject discussed with force, clear 
ness, and eloquence, and in these master efforts it seems that 
all that was necessary for him to do was to reach out into 
that ocean of eloquence and information he had stored away, to 
pick out one gem after the other, and for hours he would deal 


was 


| out sledgehammer blows with a most powerful and unceasing 
eloquence, 

DoLuiver was not a politician or an organizer. 
of his day he had no superior. 


As an orator 
Iowa has been blessed in 
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orators, statesmen, and public men. Of them all, Senator 
Do.tiiveR achieved the widest and most enduring fame. No 
man in public life rendered to the Republic more patriotic, 
faithful, and eminent service than did Senator DoLLIvEs. 

When we review his career for zeal, faithfulness, his noble 
and upright life; what he did and sought to do for the good 
of humanity and his country; his conception of the high pur- 
pose of Government; truly it can be said that he was an honor 
to his State and to the House and Senate. 

Senator DoLtitiveR commanded, not only public confidence, 
but the love, respect, and affection of all who knew him. The 
depth of feeling of his neighbors and friends was manifested 
in the large concourse of people at his funeral. We saw 
large auditorium and streets filled with men and women, old 


and young, black and white, from near and far, assembled 
there in testimony of their deep affection and to do honor to 
his memory. Here, where he had lived the greater part of 


his life and where they knew him best, they loved him most. 
The presence of thousands of friends and neighbors, the sorrow, 
the sermon, the eulogies, the flowers, and expressions on every 
hand testified to bis greatness and that a faithful friend and 
upright citizen had passed away. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, in 1884, when but 26 years 
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the | 


of age, Senator DoLLiver by a single address took his place | 


among the great public speakers, not only of Iowa, but of this | 
Never, perhaps, was there such a sudden rise to con- | 
spicuous prominence by any man in the history of that State. | 


country. 


That year he was called to many Eastern States, and his repu- 
tation immediately spread throughout the country. In four 


years he was elected to this House and remained here without | 


opposition until his appointment to the Senate. 

I became acquainted with him early in his career, and for 
many years we were close personal friends. I was early im- 
pressed with the wonderful breadth of his reading, and par- 
ticularly with the extent of his knowledge of English and 
American literature. This, without any ostentation of learning, 
enabled him to illumine his conversation and public addresses 
with all the philosophy and wit of all the ages. 

He was the most eloquent man ever produced by Iowa, and I 
think I am not influenced by any provincial spirit when I say 
that he was the greatest American public speaker of his time. 
His spontaneous spirit and wide reading made him a most 
delightful associate and companion. Brilliant as was his public 
career, his devotion to his family was his most admirable char- 
acteristic. He was a beloved son and brother, a devoted hus- 
band and father, and all those nearest and dearest to him are 
entitled to have the sincere sympathy, not only of the people 
of Iowa, but of all the people of the United States, because 
before his sun had reached its high meridian and turning cast 
shadows toward the east his sky was darkened and his day 
was done, 

THE LATE SENATOR M’ENERY. 

Mr. PUJO took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. ESTOPINAL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following reso- 
or (H. Res. 998), which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profofind sorrow of the 
death of Hon. SamugL DovcLas McEnery, late a Member of the 
United States Senate from the State of Louisiana, which occurred in 
the city of New Orleans, La., June 28, 1910. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that 
opportunity may be given to pay tribute to his memory. 

_ dtesolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the deceased and 
in recognition of his distinguished public service the Howse, at the 
conclusion of the memorial exercises of the day, shall stand adjourned. 


Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Resolved, That the Clerk send a copy of these resolution h 
family of the deceased. ¥ s to the 


Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana, Mr. Speaker, it is a mel- 
ancholy pleasure to pay tribute to the memory of Senator 
McEnery, for I loved him in life and wish to do all in my 
power to honor him in death. My first vote was cast in 1884 
for Sam McEnery, as we called him in those days, then a 
candidate for the exalted office of governor of Louisiana, and 
I voted for him every time after that his name was pre- 
sented to the people. He was very popular in north Louisiana, 
where both of us lived, and why not? Had he not been our 
wise, fearless leader in rescuing Louisiana from the horrors of 
reconstruction and negro domination? Had he not been our 

levee governor” and the savior of our richest lands from 


the annual floods of the cruel Mississippi? Had he not been 
the active promoter and upbuilder of our public-school system? 
Indeed, was there anything of good for Louisiana in those 
days, a quarter of a century ago, which was not closely allied 
with the name of Sam McEnNery? 
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I doubt if any other citizen the State was ever 
popular, and I am sure that no every retained such a 
strong hold upon the affections of his people to the day of his 
death as Senator McENery. 

It was admitted 


of 


one 


so 


universally during recent years that no 
matter what he said or how he voted it was all right with the 
people of Louisiana, and no man in the State would have 
dreamed of opposing him for the Senate. Such continued popu 
larity can be accounted for only by the fact that the Senator 
was a most remarkable man; liberally endowed in mind and 
heart; unselfish and generous to a fault; never forgetting a 
friend and bearing no undue malice to foes; wise in plan and 
bold in execution; a good governor, alive to every interest ol 
his State; a great justice of our supreme court; a United 


States Senator for everyone, and as solicitous for the poorest 
citizen as for the most influential; a simple, unassuming, mod 


est gentleman, honest and true, who never used his great 
abilities for an unworthy purpose in all his long life of 73 
years, but ever devoted them to promoting the welfare of 
Louisiana. 

SAMUEL DovuctAs McENERY was born at Monroe, La., May 
28, 1837, and died in New Orleans June 28, 1910. His parents 


were Henry O’Nefl McEnery, a native of Ireland, and Caroline 
H. (Douglas) MecEnery, of Virginia. His early education was 


at the Jesuit College, Springhill, Ala.; then for three years 
as a midshipman at Annapolis, from May 25, 1852, to June 
23, 1855, when he resigned; and later at the University of 
Virginia. He studied law at the State and National Law 


School, Poughkeepsie, N. Y., and after being admitted to the 
bar practiced for one year at Marysville, Mo. Returning to 
Louisiana shortly before the Civil War, he enlisted in the 
Confederate Army and served as a lieutenant of the Pelican 
Grays, Second Louisiana Regiment, under Gen. Magruder, in 
Virginia, and also in the trans-Mississippi department. 

Senator McENeEryY’s first* prominence in public life was as a 
leader of the Democrats in Ouachita Parish during the darkest 
days of reconstruction, when he displayed such able qualities 
as an organizer against the corruption and misrule of carpet 
bagism, with its attendant racial horrors, that he be- 
came recognized as the foremost citizen of north Louisiana. 
In the State Democratic convention of 1879 he was nominated 
for lieutenant governor, as running mate to Louis A. Wiltz, 
candidate for governor. They were elected, and on the death 
of Gov. Wiltz, in October, 1881, McENeErRy ‘became governor. 

So successful was his administration that he was nominated 
and reelected in 1884 for a term of four years. In 1SS88 he was 
again a candidate, but was defeated by that grand old hero of 
the lost cause, Gen. Francis T. Nicholls, who had been governor 
prior to the selection of Wiltz. In such high esteem was Mc- 
Enery held by his successful opponent that he was immediately 
appointed by him a justice of the supreme court of the State. 
I recollect well the criticism of many lawyers at the time, who 
said that while he was an able man and had made a good 
governor he was not sufficiently versed in the law to make a 
good judge. Their opinions changed, however, for within one 
year McENeERY was regarded as one of the ablest jurists in the 
State, his decisions being noted for brevity, clearness, and cor- 
rect analysis. The admirers of Judge McEnery insisted upon 
his again running for governor in the antilottery campaign of 
1892, and after a vigorous fight he was defeated by Murpny J. 
Foster, later his colleague and intimate friend in the Senate. 
This campaign did not take McENnery from the supreme bench, 
and in 1896, after Gov. Fostrr had been reelected in a hard 
fought struggle, McENery’s former foes in the Democratic 
Party implored him to leave the shades of judicial life and again 
enter the political arena in opposition to Walter D. Denegre, 
who was supported for the United States Senate by Repub- 
licans, the Citizens’ League, Populists, and all foes of the State 
administration. It was a trying hour for the party, and 


soon 


1 ho man 


in the State could save it except McENery. He responded to 
the call then, as he had ever done, and was elected to the Senate 
by a slender majority. So well pleased were the people of 
Louisiana with his stewardship in this great office that they 
reelected him in 1902 and again in 1908. 

From the day of Senator McENrry’s election as lieutenant 
governor, in the fall of 1879, to his death, June 28, 1910, over 
a period of more than 30 years, he continuously held the hig! 
est offices in the gift of the people of Louisiana with the greatest 
credit to himself and honor and profit to his State. Few men 
have such a record as that. 

Senator McENEeRY was married June 27, 1878, to 


beth Phillips, daughter of Charles Phillips, a 
of Ouachita Parish. His home life wa ippy, four 
being born of the union, three of whom survive him 
McEnery, an insurance man of New Orleans; Dr 


lanter 
children 
Charles P 
a 


»_ h 
Ss Li 


Douglas 








































3498 


McEnery, 


who was his father’s secretary for some years; 
Mrs. Warren B. Parks. 

While Senator McENeEry is well remembered and loved for 
many measures of his administrations as governor, the one which 
gave him the most fame and was of greatest benefit to Louisi- 
ina was his splendid service in rescuing the lowlands of the 
State from the floods of the Mississippi. He became known as 
the “levee governor,” and when one considers that nearly half 
the area and more than two-thirds of the wealth of Louisiana 
is guarded by levees from overflow, it will be seen how compli- 
mentary was such a title and in what high esteem it would be 
held by can not better describe his work in 
connection with these great public improvements than by quot- 
ing from an article that appeared in the Times-Democrat of 
New Orleans in 1887, entitled “‘ The levee governor: ” 

Gov. McE the the death of Gov. 
Wiltz, on the 17th of October, 1881. fact that the appro- 
priations by the legislature had the revenues, the 
financial affairs of the State were 
sion of the general assembly became 
ENery called it together December 5. 
early in his administration 
interests of the State, 
constitution (1 mill) should be appropriated by the legislature for 
levee purposes, in addition to so much of the swamp-land and drain- 

fund as was not needed to maintain the office of register of State 
lands, 

This 
levees 


and 


its possessor. I 


‘ERY succeeded to governorship on 
Owing to the 


largely exceeded 


necessary. Accordingly, 


; Gov. Mc- 
In his message 


to that body thus 


age 


in favor of the 
inaugurated has 
benefits to the State let the 
fairly put in operation 


policy 
sO early 
time, with what 
policy could be 
being practically at an end, 
McENERY assumed the 
came upon the State, 
loss in crops 
forth, of not less 
governor's position 


construction 


and maintenance of the 
been steadily 


followed to the present 
record show. Before the 
(levee building for the season 
owing to the rise of the river, when Gov. 
gubernatorial chair) the great flood of 1882 
causing widespread disaster, and a direct money 
destroyed, stock drowned, farms washed away, and so 
than $15,000,000, thus abundantly justifying the 
that every available dollar that the State could 
raise for the purpose should be devoted to building and strengthening 
the levees. The governor was prompt to come to the relief of the suf- 
ferers by the flood, and although there was no relief fund available, he 
did not hesitate to contract obligations *for food and other relief for 
the unfortunates. His ac tion met the universal approval of the people, 
and was promptly ratified by the legislature when the body met in May. 

The flood had not entirely passed from the State, leaving widespread 
desolation and ruin in its track, when the legislature assembled. In 
his message the governor again strongly urged the necessities of the 
levees, and insisted that it was the duty of the General Government 
to come to the assistance of the State in the matter, holding that it 
was a case in which favorable action on the part of Congress was not 
only justified, but imperative. 

However, Gov. MCENgery did not wait for Federal aid. He recog- 
nized that the surest help was self-help, and bent every energy to re- 
build the broken levees and put them in order for the high water of 
1883. He succeeded measurably, but the flood of 1882 had been so de- 
structive, sweeping away hundreds of miles of levees, that the full 
accomplishment of the work was impossible with the limited means at 
command. The flood of 1883 came, and although less disastrous than 
the one that had preceded it, proved very destructive, and caused those 
who saw their property again swept away to despair of relief from the 
invading waters. Gov. McENpry, however, was only nerved to greater 
efforts to rebuild the levees and avert from the State the disastrous 
consequences of overflow. He saw that what was to be done must be 


done quickly in order to take advantage of the levee-building season. 
He also saw that the funds at command of the State were entirely 


inadequate to the purpose in view. What was to be done? The legis- 
lature would not meet in regular session for a year, and there was a 
strong popular sentiment against a special session. In this emergency 
the governor determined to appeal to the people themselves. He there- 


fore issued a call for a convention to meet at Baton Rouge June 18, 
1883, and to be composed of delegates selected by the various police 
juries and the city council of New Orleans. The object of the con- 
vention, as announced in the call, was “the maintaining, repairing, 
and building of levees; the inauguration of a practical system to pre- 
vent and close crevasses; the adoption of a plan to prevent the cut- 
ting of levees for roadways and the use of them for highways; and in 


the means to be employed for this improvement of the navigation of 
the Mississippi River.” 

The convention, famous as the levee convention, met at the time ap- 
pointed. It was composed of the representative men of the State, its 
personnel possessing an influence such as has been wielded by the mem- 
bership of few bodies in the State. The moral support of such a body 
of men meant the moral support of the entire State, and this support 
was freely and unhesitatingly tendered the governor in the emergency 
which had called the convention into life. 

* * * ~ + * 7 

The convention fully justified the wisdom of the governor 
it It infused new confidence in the 
up Gov. McEnery’s hands in the 


in calling 
dwellers on riparian lands, held 
good work he had set them to do, and 
unloosened the purse strings of police juries and pee individuals to 
such an extent that the administration was enabled to proceed with 
energy with what had seemed an almost hopeless task. So vigorously 
was the work pushed, in fact, that when the annual rise of the river 
came in 1884 the levees were found in condition to resist the flood and 
keep in safety the thousands of people and millions of property shel- 
tered behind them. 

This was not the only beneficial result that flowed from the levee 
convention. Following the request of the convention, Gov. MCENgERY 
invited the governors of the States of Mississippi, Arkansas, Missouri, 
Tennessee, and Illinois to the proposed interstate convention at Vicks 
burg. The invitation was accepted and the convention met. Its de- 
liberations were fruitful of the best results. It brought about unity of 
action on the part of the States subject to overflow and seotenes by 
levees, and a determination to make a united demand upon the Federal 
authorities for aid in holding the levees and improving the navigation 
of the Mississippi River. 

Thus to Gov. McENery’s initiative is Louisiana largely indebted, not 
only for the interest manifested in levee matters in the State itself, 
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in such condition that a special ses- | 
| Thus 


he showed his solicitude toward the levee | 
and insisted that the full amount allowed by the | 


| tions of the State, 


| River, 
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— for Federal assistance in the work of maintaining and rebuilding 
them. 


Of the work itself, Gov. McENery reported as follows to the legisla- 


ture (message, May 4, 1884): 

“Since the report made to the general assembly in April, 1882, 120 
contracts for the construction of levees have been made, and nearly all 
of them have been faithfully executed. The work done under these 


contracts and the unfinished work under prior contracts not completed in 
April, 1882, amounts to nearly 130 miles of levee, requiring 3,699,636 
cubic yards of earth work at a cost of $887,970. The State during the 
same period expended for preventing or closing crevasses $35,500, making 
an aggregate cost of levee work for the period of $92: 3,470. 

“The United States Mississippi River Commission in August, 1882, 
allotted $75,000 to close fans in levees between the mouth of Red River 
and Cypress Creek, and $110,000 to close gaps in Pointe Coupee, all for 
levees in Louisiana exce it $65,283, which was expended for levee work in 
Arkansas. The sum of $15,000 was likewise allotted toward building the 






| Bonnet Carre Levee and other allotments were made for the protection 


of levees during the late flood. 

“The levee work in Louisiana by the United States commission nearly 
equals that done by the State, being mainly above the mouth of Red 
and it has cost the United States Government $839,381. 

“The riparian parishes expended on levees since 1881 large sums, 
ports from 10 parishes alone showing $211, 166 of local and individual 
funds expended. Three railroad companies alone expended $99,450. 
the total amount expended on levees in Louisiana has been 
$2,048,000 since 1881.” 

Notwithstanding the fact that in 1883 some of the riparian parishes 
were subject to another overflow, owing to the fact that many of the 
levees that went down before the flood of the preceding year had not 
been rebuilt or were not sufficiently hardened to withstand the rise of 
1883, Gov. McENerY was fully justified by the fact in adding: “In the 
beginning of March, 1884, the levees of Louisiana were in better con- 
dition than they have been at any previous time for more than 20 
years.” With such energy had the work of rebuilding the levees and 
repairing the waste created by the waters been prosecuted in the mean- 
time, and so energetically and ayetemationlly has the work of levee 
strengthening and building been continued that the floods since 1883 
have been successfully resisted (rare local crevasses excepted), and the 
people of the riparian parishes have been able to sow and reap behind 
the dikes erected for their protection in full confidence that they would 
withstand the pressure of the waters. Lands abandoned for a quarter 
of a century have again been brought into cultivation, values in riparian 
parishes have increased, and oe is again within reach of the 
dweller by the banks of the rivers 


I live in East Carroll Parish, one of the worst overflow sec- 
and was there during the period of Goy. 
McEnery’s great fight for the levees. I therefore know per- 
sonally that this account is not overdrawn and does not give him 
more credit than he really deserves. The fight, so well begun 
then, has been systematically carried on ever since in splendid 
cooperation between the several States of the valley and the 
United States Government. Many millions have been spent; 
and a great system of levees, continuous, except at the mouths of 
rivers emptying into the Mississippi, exists from Cairo to the 
Gulf. And the awful floods which did untold damage during 
the early eighties now beat frantically but in vain against the 
splendid levees begun by our “ levee governor.” 

Senator McENery, while a very close attendant on the ses- 
sions of the Senate and scrupulous in his attention to every 
detail connected with his great office, never neglecting anything, 
even of the least importance, rarely ever addressed the Senate, 
and then only after careful preparation, in the choicest of lan 
guage. His three principal addresses before that august tribunal 
were as follows 

1. In opposition to the annexation of Hawaii, 
in which this noble sentiment was expressed: 

The dignity, character, and strength of nations, as of men, and 
especially of a republic, depend, in the eyes of the world and of its own 
people, upon a rigid observance of justice and right, and it should refuse 
to embrace a policy of aggrandizement, especially where the people to 
be affected are not consulted. 

In defense of the suffrage clause of the Louisiana consti- 
tution of 1898, delivered January 23, 1900. This speech was a 
vigorous, able description of the trying times of reconstruction 
and the desperate attempts of the whites to redeem their States 
from negro domination and ‘misrule. While he spoke he was 
interrupted by Senator Butler, of North Carolina, who taunted 


re 


June 24, 1898, 


| him on the grandfather clause, and in reply he uttered these 


eloquent words: 


When the constitutional convention was in session I was telegraphed 
to know what was my opinion of this section 5. I replied to that tele 
gram that, in my opinion, it was unconstitutional. I then received 
another telegram, after its adoption, to know if, when it was attacked. 
I would defend it in the Senate of the United States: To that telegram 
I replied that I would. 

I stand, Mr. President, always ready to defend the people of Louist- 
ana when their character is attacked. I stand ready to defend them 
when their interests are in peril. I stand ready to defend them when 
their laws are assailed. 

It is the same way, Mr. President, in reference to my duty to the 
Government of the United States in regard to the war that is now being 
waged in the Philippine Islands. I do not stop to inquire whether the 
people of the United States are right or wrong. I do not stop to inquire 
whether or not the first volley was fired by the Filipinos or by the 
troops of the United States. It is enough for me to know that the 
authority and power of this Government is assailed and that it is the 
duty of every citizen, no matter what were his convictions, to rally to 
the support ‘of the Government, not only to send its ships abroad and 
its armies upon the field and to supply money and munitions of war, 
but with our great sympathy and whole will and heart to stand by the 


President of the United States and uphold his hand until the enemies 
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of this Government are brought under subjection. That same motive, 
Mr. President, induces me to defend to the best of my ability the con 


stitution of the State of Louisiana when it is assailed. 
But, Mr. President, although that was my opinion at that time, I 
have since studied the question more carefully, and I hope the rea 
ns which I assign are a sufficient justification for that change of 
( nion 


8. A very elaborate, historical argument on the tariff during 
the debates on the Payne-Aldrich bill, May 25, 1909, in whici 
he songht to show the interest of the South, especially Louisi- 
ana, in the policy of protection and to prove that the early 
fathers of Democracy were believers in protection. This speech 
snd his vote on the bill, together with his vote on the Dingiey 
Tariff Act of 1897, stamp him as a strong protectionist. He 
never sailed under false colors, however, in seeking office, but, 
on the contrary, unequivocally stated to the legislative caucus 
which elected him Senator in 1896 that be believed in the prin- 
ciple of protection and would carry out his own ideas thereon 
if elected. His views on the subject never changed, and he 
was perfectly consistent and honest in trying to enforce them. 
The leading characteristics of Senator McENeERyY were loyalty 
to his friends and utter unselfishness. He was always willing 
to accommodate his Louisiana colleagues, and under no circum- 
stances did he ever fail to comply with a promise. No detail 
wis too small for his personal attention. I sometimes thought 
that he had a special genius for detail, and to that I attribute 
much of his success. His relations with his brother Senators 
were most cordial, and everyone of them would do his utmost 
to accommodate him. 

S tor McEnery died full of years and honors, universally 
] | by all who knew him, and so strong in the affections of 
his own people as to be above the slightest danger of political 
rivalry. One of his most beautiful attributes was his kindness 
1 
? 





ad consideration for the poor. Only a few days ago a 
laboring man, with the grime of dust on his clothes, visited his 
} e in New Orleans, saying, with tears in his eyes: “I want 
to see the place where Mr. McENery was laid out. He was the 
best friend I ever had.” There are hundreds just like this 
! for SAMUEL DovucLtas McENery was the friend of the 
poor. What higher tribute could have been paid him than the 
» words of this poor laborer? 

Mir. Speaker, his fame is safe in that world beyond the 
skies which knows no change. His memory will live forever 
in the State and Nation he served so well, and with one accord 
all who knew him may exclaim: 

His life was gentle, and the elements so mixed in him 
That Nature might stand up and say to all the world: 


e 


This was a man! 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, we hold it one of the noblest 
( s of the living to signalize and perpetuate the virtues and 
memories of the dead. And in obedience to this sacred senti- 
ment we are assembled here, this beautiful Sabbath day, to pro- 
ni e and record our brief tributes of admiration and respect 
for the character and career of our departed and lamented col 


league, the Hon. SAMUEL D. McEnery, late United States Senator 
from the State of Louisiana; who, in the seventy-fourth year of 
] ige, and on June 28, 1910, “gave his honors to the world 


n, his blessed part to heaven, and slept in peace.” 

A brief year ago it was pathetic to observe him amid the 
scenes that surround us to-day passing to and fro from his 
ties in the Senate Chamber of this edifice, moving carefully 
| cautiously as if his powers were failing and he were then 
tottering slowly down to life’s last resting place. And yet, 
While this was pathetic in one sense, nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, 
it is a sublime spectacle to see an aged man, with trembling step 

his white hair streaming to the breeze, still bravely stem 
ming the rude stream of life as it beats him from side to side, 
till at last exhausted he folds his arms and sinks beneath the 
ruthless waters. And so Senator McEnery died as he had lived, 
in the harness and at the wheel. He fell as it becomes a states- 
man and a soldier to fall, at the front and in the battle. He 
did his duty, and he did it well. 

Senator McENerRY was a native of LoufSiana; was an alum- 
nus of Spring Hill College, Ala.; of the University of Virginia, 
and of the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md. 
He was a graduate of the State and National Law School, of 
Poughkeepsie, N. Y¥., and was engaged in the practice of the 
legal profession till the stirring times of 1861, when he closed 
his law books and hurried to the tented field. How well some 
of us still remember those wild, thrilling days, when the war 
cry was heard in our land, “To your tents, O Israel, to your 
tents!” when the drum and the bugle were heard upon almost 
every hill and in every dale, on every mountain and in every 


vale, from Canada to the Gulf of Mexico, and from the Atlantic | 


to the Pacific Ocean, caliing the people to arms, Two mighty 
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hostile hosts are now preparing for a conflict that is to con 
vulse the continent and astound the world. A new flag is un 
furled on the land, and a new pennant now floats on the sea. 
In the ensuing crisis our colleague cast his destiny with that of 


his own people and for four booming and b ng years battled 
bravely for the cause for which Davis suffered in prison, for 
which Lee and Forrest fought, and for which Johnston and 
Jackson died. 

Our comrade did not attain high rank as a soldier. being only 
a first lieutenant at the close of the war But mere ran} 
however, offers no adequate measure of one’s efficiency sa 
soldier or of his force and fire as a man. Merit is modest | 


often unambitious, and many are content to do their duty 
vithout the reward of laurels, titles, or decorations. And it 
is worthy of remark that there were hundreds of soldiers in 
the southern armies, and I suppose also in the northern armies 
during our interstate war of the sixties who were highly edu 
cated and professional men but who did not aspire to positions 
of rank or authority, but who, in the absence of their officers 
und in sudden emergencies, were often leaders and commanders 
unto themselves, And this is why the volunteer private sol 
diers of the American Armies from 1861 to 1865 displayed a 
higher degree of martial individuality and intelligent efficiency 
than the world had ever before or has since witnessed in sol 
diers of the line. Many college and university graduates fought 
through the war with only the rank of private soldiers, and 
have sinee attained to positions of high civie distinction, hav- 
ing become consuls and ministers, judges and governors, Con 
gressmen and Senators. The late Thomas B. Turley, United 
States Senator from Tennessee, was only a private soldier in 
the Confederate Army, and afterwards became an eminent law- 
ver and jurist. What other nation has furnished literati and 
authors, philosophers and advocates -and jurists, 
orators and statesmen, lawgivers and civie rulers from the 
private ranks of its disbanded armies? This is an excep- 
tional distinction and belongs to our land alone. So that Sen 
ator McCENERY was one among many of our able and eminent 
men after the war who did not attain high military rank dur- 
ing our great American conflict. 

But he appears preeminently upon the scene during the dark 
and dreary days of “reconstruction.” For 10 long, weary, 
and perilous years after the war, during which the govern- 
ment of some of the Southern States was practically a con- 
gressional oligarchy and a military despotism, our colleague 
took an active, conspicuous, and effective part in the mem- 
orable struggle of the white people of Louisiana to maintain 
their racial supremacy and to preserve the white man’s civili 
gation. This was at last accomplished, but not fully, until 
President Hayes drew the bayonet from the breast of Louisi- 
ana. The ability, courage, and determination displayed by 
Senator McEnery, then a private citizen, during this stirring 
and stormy period, are matters of history, and need not be 
elaborated here. Suffice it to say, that “he was a tower of 
strength in the time of trouble.” And when peace and tran- 
quillity had been restored to his long-suffering people. tl ey re- 
membered and honored him by making him twice their gov- 
ernor. And when he was elected to the United States Se 
1896, a publie-spirited and prominent citizen of the State, Mr. 
Percy Roberts, wrote to his wife as follows: “The Lord God 
still lives and reigns! McENery is Senator by a vote of 70 to 
64. That is good enough for one day.” This fervid ejaculation, 
doubtless the expression of a popular sentiment, of itself 
implies a splendid eulogy on the ability and character of our 
departed associate, and is doubly 
one who was by his side and knew him best, “in the days 
that tried men’s souls.” 


scientists, 


imate in 





alone, 





significant as coming from 


Finally, our distinguished countryman served the people of 
his State two full terms in the United States Senate and was 
serving his third term, when he laid down his arms and “ slept 


with his fathers.” 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, Louisiana has a unique and 
splendid history, and no man of his time is so interwoven with 
that history as is Samvet Dovucias McENery. He was born in 
Louisiana on May 28, 1887, and his history is comprised in the 
history of the State from that date until the day of his death. 

He was elected first lientenant and went into the Civil War, 
and made a good soldier. He was elected lieutenant governor 
with L. A. Wiltz, and at the death of Goy. Wiltz succeeded him 
as governor. In a contest for a renomination he was defeated 
by his comrade-at-arms, Gov, Francis P. Nicholls, and so mucb 
were they attached to each other that Gov. Nicholls appointed 
McENERY on the supreme bench, from which he was elected to 
the Senate, and was reelected until his death. 
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I \ y 1 peculiar good fortune to feel that I 
] od 1 mately before I had ever met him. This 
V ‘ e li I [3 rried a La |] l ie girl and vis 
ited tl La Fourche neighborhoed very frequently. That was 
t! i of Gov. Nichol . Al ad Nich Ss 1 le é nd Mx EN! RY 'S 
I f e linked together there in the minds of all the old 
se s, and I felt that I kue McENeErRY by mingling with 
t] people and hearing them speak of him lta him, 








and when | came to Congress iet him |] him 
here the same quali that I had conceived him to possess 
from what the le had said of him generally. 

McENrrY was perhaps not a great orator, not a great states- 
man, but he a man great in character. As Ingersoll said of 


‘walked the highw: 








Roscoe ng. he iy of his own will and 
he kept the company of his self-respect.” All through Mc 
Enery's life this is brought out plainly: He walked the highway 
of his own will, and of course he kept the company of his self 
respect and all others’ respect. He was a gentleman, a kindly 
man, and disposed to do everything and anything that redounded 
to Louisiana’s glory as a State. I would, if I had time and 
opportunity afforded, speak of the glories of Louisiana. put 
time will forbid that. It is enough to say of this man that he 
wis true in every relation of life. He seemed to have a devotion 
to truth that knew no vacillation, that knew no change. For 
him to conceive that a thing was right was for him to’form an 
opinion at once and go straight ahead. He seemed to have been 
molded on David Crockett’s homely motto, “ Be sure you are 


right, and then go ahead.” As a statesman, a jurist, as a 
soldier he shines in this respect more than in all others, 

ind now, that have come to pay this feeble respect to his 
memory, The places that knew him will know him 
no more. But he left behind him, as a tribute to the young men 
of the land, to his wife, family, and friends, his rich heritage of 


as 


we 


he is gone. 





a good name and a life well spent. He did not leave any great 
riches, but he left that much, and no man can leave a nobler 
heri to his wife, his family, and his friends than the heri- 
tage of a clean, pure life devoted to duty. 

Mr. MADDEN. Four times during this Congress God has 
seen fit to call home one of Louisiana’s illustrious statesmen: 
four times have we lost, in each of these, a true friend and a 
noble citizen. To-day in Congress assembled we endeavor in 
our humble way to show our appreciation of the worth of the 
latest of these; to speak outwardly thoughts which have for 


years been present in the minds of many of us. 


On the 28th day of June, 1910, at the venerable age of 73, 


the Hon. Samurt D. McENery died. In his life he was an 
amiable, unselfish, sincere friend; an honest, upright citizen; 
and an able, distinguished Senator. In his death we have lost 
an invaluable life. Few men have won for themselves more 
love and respect than this worthy brother of ours; few men 


havé more deserved the homage of the Nation. 


Mr. McEnery had an eventful life. and an education which 
net only surpassed that of our average citizen, but compares 
well with the highest erudition in our land. His knowledge, 


aequired from books, from professors, from eminent associates, 
and from close observation of the various things around him into 
contact with which his services as a soldier and a public man 
brought him, was of that practical, wise, and fruitful sort that 
has made our country what it is. Few men are so constituted 
that they can be scholarly, professional, practical, successful 
n business, exalted and yet sympathetic, kind, unselfish, and 
mixing with the great of people with a 
brotherly love and affection, among them with that kindly 
spirit which makes all— 

Grapple them to their 1 


humble masses 


croinge 
going 


earts with hoops of 


{h, his was a beautiful life! 


In the Senate and in the House of Representatives there are 


Members, each going about his duty as of old, laughing, chat- 





ting, working, thinking. 
But yet I know where e’er I go, 
That there has passed away a glory from the carth. 

L feel that one of the best of us has responded to Stern Ruin’s 
call. It saddens me at times when I see one by one noble, gen- 
erous lives taken from among us, when I miss them in the cus- 
tomed place, when I cease to hear the well-known voice, or to re- 
ceive the hearty handshake—it saddens me when I reflect that all | 

Await alike the inevitable hour. 
The paths of glory lead but to the grave 

But the sadness gradually merges into thoughtfulness, and 
then, thank God, I ze, with a rush of joyous feeling, 

That our death is but a sleep and a forgetting; 
2 = © * z 
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| And when I consider this man’s merits, his courtesy and 
dness, his nobility of character, his patriotism, his love and 
sympathy, and fondly feel the soft atmosphere of his 
rence about me, I again find comfort in Wordsworth— 
What though the radiance which was once so bright 
Se now forever taken from my sight, 
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cent 
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We will grieve not, rather find 
Strength in what remains behind; 

In the primal sympathy 

Which having been must ever be; 

In the soothing thoughts that spring 
Out of human suffering; 

In the faith that looks through death. 

Mr. McEnery reeeived his broad education at various leading 
institutions in this country—at Springfield College, near Mo- 
bile, Ala.; at the United States Naval Academy; at the Uni 
versity of Virginia; and, finally, at the National Law School, 
in Poughkeepsie, N. Y., where he acquired a profound knowledge 
in the profession which he afterwards adopted. It was a wide 


range over which he swept to gain this learning, but it was not 
a mere vague, frivolous flight, from which he merged with a 
smattering of its fruit; it was a patient, toiling course, which 
built up a firm foundation worthy to sustain in after life the 
noble character, the distinguished man, the exalted statesman. 

I stand before you to-day with love and honor for the memory 


of the late Senator. He was a man worthy to be honored by 
men. He was one of us. He lived as we live, had the same 
temptations as we have, stumbling a little, perhaps, over the 


roughest places, which only made him the more human, brought 
him nearer to our hearts and emboldened us to place in him our 
love and trust. 

A creature not too bright or good 

For human nature's daily food; 

lor transient sorrows, simple wiles, 

Praise, blame, love, kisses, tears, and smiles. 

Iie was a typieal Southern gentleman, genial, open-hearted, 
and courteous, endearing himself to all with whom he came in 
eontact, thus acquiring an extensive acquaintance among all 
classes of people, and leaving behind him mourners without 
number 

Large was his bounty and his soul sincere. 

Such is the way of life that this great man will perhaps in a 
few weeks cease to be missed by his fellow Senators and Repre 
sentatives, from whom he won such high esteem during the long 
term of his service, but he will never be forgotten by them and 
will always be thought of with a lingering fondness and reme1 
bered as a glorious type of manhood. 

I will no further seek his merits to disclose, for in my hum)! 
way I can not do such a great man justice. I leave the details 
for those of you who are more able than I. I merely wish to 
join with you, to join with Louisiana, to join with the Natio 
in paying tribute to the loved and honored memory of Senator 
Samuet D. McEnery, and to extend to his sorrowing friend 
and relatives my deepest condolence and sincere sympathy. 


Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Speaker, Samurt Dovucitas McE> 
was born in Monroe, La., May 28, 1837. His father, a native 
of Ireland, moved to this country when a boy and settled 
Petersburg, Va., where he married. After living there 


aw iili¢ 


he moved to Louisiana, residing first in Morehouse Parish and 
then in Ouachita, where he became a cotton planter. In j 
tics he was a Whig, but later, during Know-Nothingism in | 
siana, he became a Democrat. Senator McENery’s uncle, 
whom he was named, was appointed a judge on the Federa 
bench of Florida by President Tyler, and after the Civil War 
became a member of the supreme court of that State. John 
| MeEnery, a brother of the deceased Senator, was elected « 
ernor of the State of Louisiana on the Democratic ticket in 
| 1872, but on account of the intervention of Federal troops 


called by Gov. Kellogg, he was prevented from taking his seat 
| Senator McENery was educated at Spring Hill College, near 

Mobile, Ala., and was afterwards appointed a midshipman in 
| the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis, where he « 
| pleted his course, but after a two years’ cruise resigned bef 
his graduation. From there he went to the University of Vir 
ginia, where he remained until the death of his father in 1857. 
He then matriculated in the Law College of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., 
|and from that institution he was graduated in 1859. After 
graduation he went to Marysville, Mo., where he practiced law 
until the outbreak of the war between the States, when he at 
once returned to Louisiana. 

At the outset of the war he helped to organize the Pelican 
Grays and was made first lieutenant of that command, which 
subsequently became a part of the Second Louisiana Regiment. 
That regiment immediately went to the front and with it he 
remained until its reorganization. He then helped to organize 
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a company which formed part of Logan’s Battery of Heavy | newal of the charter of the State lottery | ne an issue | 
Art ery and was assigned to duty in the Trans-Mississippi | the Louisiana Legislature, McENeRyY was a membe! t 
Department. | Supreme court and a known and avowed op] ut of the Louis 
At the termination of the war he returned to the parish of | ana State lottery. 
oO hita to realize that the fortune of his family had been | The unequal contest in the legislature st the S l 
blasted by war. Thus impoverished, he resumed the duties | tery was led by Senator Foster, and the fig was rried 
of private life and became a school-teacher, and while so en- | ward until the Democratic Party divided in 1892 on the l 
g i studied the civil law in order to prepare himself for ad- | resulting in two Democratic nominations being de for tl 
mis 1 to the Louisiana bar, where the amended Code Na- | office of governor. Senator Foster bec the ‘ 
| n at that time was, as it still is, in force. | antilottery wing of the party and made t { 
jie successfully passed his examination and was admitted in | ended in driving from the State that infamous 
18 to the bar of the State of Louisiana, practicing in the hill | Senator McEnery, then a justice on the supreme be ~b 
] shes of north Louisiana. the choice of the prolottery Democrats and was nom 
: ely had the young soldier entered into the practice of | them. Later a primary election was held between I 
his fession in Louisiana than he was brought to a full reali- | McENery, each the nominee of the wings into which the 
gation that reconstruction laws overwhelmed the people of his had become divided, resulting in the nomination of Foste1 
Ss as they overwhelmed at that time the people of other | governor. 
States of the South. McEnery had become well known and well McENERY remained on the bench until 1896, when 
beloved throughout north Louisiana, and by his magnetism, | contest arose in the State. This time the contest w be 
his faculty for making friends, his devotion to duty, his training the Democrats who had nominated Goy. Foster to su “il 
sn soldier, and his patriotism, he was well equipped, indeed, | self and a fusion of Republicans, Populists, and disgru 
to take an effective part in the contest between righteousness | Democrats. While Foster was elected, the disaffected e ! 
debauchery, oppression and good government, barbarism | carried the contest into the legislature, and the eff of 
and white supremacy. He was a strong and active figure in | contest had direct bearing on the election of a 1 d St 
‘ ne of those movements which after many years of strug- | Senator to succeed Senator Blanchard, whose term of offi 
ele resulted in the annihilation of radicalism and carpetbagism | to expire the following year. 
in Louisiana and placing the government of that State into the| Senator Blanchard, afterwards as splendid and efticic ) 
l s of the white people. | ernor 4s our State ever had, was a candidate; Andrew Price. n 
In 1876 McEnery rallied the people of north Louisiana to | immediate predecessor in this House, one of the best men i 
the support of Gen. Francis Tillou Nicholls, the maimed hero | ever been my good fortune to know—a clean, hor by 
of iny battles during the Civil War, who was the Democratic and munificent gentleman, who was called much too nf 
! wee for governor, and McENery was, to a great extent, re- | the midst of those whose favor he so justly merited 
isible for the success of his candidacy. The election of | a candidate; as was Judge W. F. Blackman, a an « 
Ck Nicholls was the termination of a long-drawn contest by | magnetism and remarkable ability, a distinguished j 
\ 1 the people of Louisiana reentered into their own. This | Louisiana, who continues to occupy a position on the 
| and hero is still living, having added to his service to | that State, reflecting credit on the people who have ele | 
| intry during the Civil War, services equally, if not more, | to that office; and another aspirant was Mr. Walter D. D 
\ ble in the position of governor, chief justice, and associate | a splendid representative of the old French families of I 
j e of the supreme court of Louisiana, from which last | ana, who represented the allied forces, while Blanchard, P 
ofl he has, on account of his old age, recently resigned, and | and Blackman were members of the regular Democracy 
in his retirement is presently enjoying the remaining years | elect one of those four candidates it seemed impossible ‘Ju 
of his life in well-earned rest. McEnNery, who, though not a candidate, had been receiving tht 
After the election of Gov. Nicholls in 1876 the United States | votes during the daily balloting before the legislature, wa 
Senate sent an investigating committee to Louisiana to inves- | for one evening; he went to Baton Rouge and on tl ey 
ti that election. Chief Justice E. D. White, of the Supreme | was elected United States Senator. This was eff dil 
C of the United States, than whom Louisiana has preduced | withdrawal from the race of Blanchard, Pr 1 Blacl 
no greater man; B. B. Krutschmitt, unfortunately taken from I was elected to this House and entered into the dut 
us in the prime of his usefulness, a man of remarkable legal | my office at the same time that McEN Was s) 
acumen, unblemished character, and of a high order of patriot- | United States Senate—March, 1897. In passing, I state w 
ism, nephew of that former brilliant Senator from Louisiana, | pride that Senator McEnery and IT never disag d 
the lamented Judah P. Benjamin, who, after retiring from the | public question nor ever voted differ iring « 
Senate, occupied several offices in the Confederate cabinet un- | Congress. 
der Mr. Davis; and SaMurL Doucitas McENeEry represented the I so distinctly remember the wide publicity which \ 
1D) cratic Party in that investigation. Its result failed to | to the fact that Senator McENery’s election bad « 
d b the seat of Nicholls as governor of Louisiana. $2.35—the railroad fare between New Orlea dB 
rhe new constitution adopted in 1879 by the white people of | Rouge. That a Senator at that time could be ¢ d : 
Louisiana to supplant that of 1868, enacted by the carpetbag- | little an expense came almost as a revelation, l v 
gers and negroes, made it necessary to elect another governor. | subject of comment as a matter of conversation and 
Louis Alfred Wiltz, a man of wonderful attainments, well | and magazine publication. And I want to add, right here, 
ve 1 in the affairs of our State, with considerable experience | it can be said that his subsequent reelections to the Senat: 
red as mayor of the city of New Orleans, was nominated | 1902 and 1908, cost him as little as his st election to 
by the Democrats for governor, and SaMuEL DouGtas McEnery | body, as in neither campaign did he have an o ‘ for 
for lieutenant governor. Wiltz, unfortunately for Louisiana, | nomination in the primaries or at the election by 
lived but a short while after being sworn in as chief executive Senator McENery was repeatedly elected a dele 
of the State, and McEnery, by operation of law, succeeded | Democratic national conventiol and was chairman o 
hii Taking up the reins of government where Wiltz had left | Louisiana delegation at the Chicago c \ ! 
them, he assumed control of the affairs of Louisiana at a time | pated Mr. Bryan in 1896. 
when everything was in turmoil; when the finances of the State The Senator’s service in the United States S \ ! 
had to be recouped; when the devastating waters of the Mis- | honorable, indeed; and, while it might not be 
§ pi were overflowing the fertile plantations of Louisiana, | ceedingly brilliant, it was extremely effe 
adding another catastrophe to those of war and reconstruction, | to his State. The want of brilliancy 
Which had so impoverished the people of the State. His was | Senate was not occasioned, however, by la f 
& Herculean task, but he was equal to it, and it was not long be- | or oratorical talents; but it was due mish 
fore conditions were restored to their normal state. The money | overtook him early in his service—a deaf 3M l 
of the people commenced to be properly used and the levee sys- | permit him to understand what was g on he S 
tem to be reconstructed. At the expiration of his term as gov- | and excluded him, therefore, from active | ij 
ernor he found no difficulty in securing a reelection, thus con- | running debates of that body. This misfortune 1 
tinuing the magnificent work which he had undertaken; and /| labors; but he was always thoroughly posted, th 
: he end of his second term, in 1888, he was generally known | public matters. His services were marked by an a 
thi shout Louisiana as the “levee governor,” and that appel- | duty, a devotion to the State and country he loved 
lution Was applied to him during the balance of his life. an honesty of purpose, and a zealous patriotism uns 
McENERY was succeeded in 1888 by Gov. Nicholls, who had | by anyone who has ever been honored by an election 
been a predecessor, and immediately upon entering into the | distinguished body. 
duties of his office he appointed McENeEry associate justice of Having been continuously in the service of his State 
the supreme court of Louisiana, the appointment being for a | inception of the Civil War, and in public office from 1879, 5 
period of 12 years. So, in 1890, when the contest for the re-! he never acquired wealth, but died as poor a man as he w 
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v g scl upon his return from the Civil War. In 

f 1 thi th the press of the country that there 

his property on which is located his home in the 

( } O ! e he died, on the very day of his 
‘ » that the property was for sale. 

absorbing attention to duty in the public service and 

sregard of self-interest, which did not permit him at any 

lnulate wealth during his long public service in 

nd Washington, the same can be said of him that 

\ 1 of that patriotic and distinguished citizen of Pennsyl- 

1 J. Randall. n fact, McENery’s life was very 

1 to th fe of Randall, who was so much loved 

1 t ft S h Both were of Whig origin; both were 

‘ democi ain, unassuming, patriotic, independ 

‘ 1 to dt They were men of determination, of 

( ral and s devoted to the Democratic Party, 

nd both pr ionist In all other 

q l er, | y mandate was, in their view of public 

| duty Uy tariff they invariably disagreed 

with t} Democratic colleagues, but that disagreement was not 

1 with disparagement of the fealty which they at 

ent to the cause « he party with which they were 


is to be said, perhaps, in behalf of the old Democracy, that 





there was more tolerance of differences upon nonessentials than 
there w is under the modern management of the party. 

R all, first elected to the Forty-second Congress, reelected 
to the Forty-third and Forty-fourth Congresses, was, on the 
ai of Speaker Kerr in the Forty-fourth Congress, elected 
Speaker of that Democratic Congress. Twice he was reelected 


to that high and important office, continuing as Speaker in the 
Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses, both of which were 
Democratic. 

throughout his services in the Senate, McEnery stood by the 
interest of his State, and in that position he has found in ac- 
cord with him many sons of Louisiana representing that State 
in both branches of 

When the Mills bill—a Democratic measure—came to a vote 
in the Senate in January, 1899, both of the Senators from 
Louisiana—Enustis and Gibson—voted against its passage. 

The McKinley bill passed the House on September 27, 1890. 
As this bill carried a bounty on sugar, it was generally opposed 
by the sugar planters of the State of Louisiana, and Wilkin- 
son, Coleman, and Price, representing the first, second, and 
third districts, respectively, voted against the bill, while 
Louisiana’s other Representatives in the House—Blanchard, 
foatner, and Robertson—abstained from voting. Of these, 
Coleman alone was a Republican. On September 30, 1890, the 
Senate voted on this measure, and both of our Senators 
Eustis and Gibson—failed to cast a vote either for or against 
the bill. 

Che Wilson bill—a Democratic measure—passed the House 
August 13, 1894, and Meyer, Davey, Price, Boatner, and Robert- 
son—all Democrats—voted against it. The seat of the other 
Member from Louisiana had just been vacated by the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Blanchard to the United States Senate. The bill 
passed the Senate July 1894. and our two Senators, Caffery 
and Blanchard, voted for it. President Cleveland refusing to 
subscribe his name to it, the measure became law by opera- 
tion of the Constitution. 

The Dingley bill passed the House July 18, 1897, and Meyer, 
Davey, and myself voted for it, while Ogden, Baird, and Rob- 


Congress. 





ertson voted against it. It passed the Senate July 3, 1897, 
with Senator McEwery voting for and Senator Caffery against 


it—an equal division of Louisiana’s delegation in both House 
and Senate. 

Che Payne bill passed the House April 9, 1909, and Estopt- 
NAL, Pcso, WicK.iFrrr, and myself voted for it, while RANs- 
DELL and WatTkKINs voted against it. Throngh the death of 
Congressman Davey the seat from the second district was 
vacant. It passed the Senate on July 8, 1909, with Senator 
McEnery voting in favor of its adoption, while Senator Foster 
registered his vote against the measure. From conference the 
bill came to the House on July 31, 1909, and Puyo and WIckK- 
LIFFE changed their votes from the affirmative and voted 
against the adoption of the conference report. RANspDELL and 
WATKINS, who had voted against the bill when it passed the 


fouse on April 9, 1909, also voted against the adoption of the 
conferees’ report, while Estorrnat and myself voted in favor | 
of the report of the conference committee. 


I well recall the conference held by the Louisiana delegation 
in Senator McENery’s office to determine the course to be pur- 
sued by the delegation with respect to this last measure. The 
delegation favored the bill in some particulars and opposed it 
in others. Senator McENery immediately laid down the rule 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 26. 





which he said should be our guidance: Will this bill as a whol 
benefit or injure Louisiana? He argued pointedly that wha 
benefited the people of Louisiana was paramount. One s 
tion, he said, can not be made to suffer unless the entire St 
suffered likewise. We were, he continued, the representati 
of the State, and, as such, should look to the interest of 
people as a whole. Resuming, he said that these rule; 

his guidance; and by these rules his conduct as a Senator yw 
always guided. 

Occupying that position, he has never been held not to hay 
performed the duties incumbent upon him in a patriotic 
ner, nor was he ever looked upon with suspicion by his Det 
cratic colleagues in the performance of those duties as he « 
ceived them to be any more than the shadow of suspicion ey 
hovered over Samuel J. Randall, who, though a protecti ; 
was three times elected Speaker of the House by the Democrat 
and appointed a member of the Ways and Means Committ 
the Forty-seventh Congress by Speaker Kerrer, still a colle: 
of ours in this House; nor any more than suspicion attached t 
Samuel M. Robertson, this prince of splendid fellows, who, after 
casting his vote against the Wilson bill, became a member of 
the Ways and Means Committee and was elected secretary « 
the Democratic caucus, holding both the assignment to th 
Ways and Means Committee and the secretaryship to the caucus 
for many years until his retirement from Congress. 

But these were days when the Democratic Party was ry 
and suspicious of radicalism, when toleration was the order of 
the day and conservatism was her north star, 

Under our Constitution, in so far as the tariff is concerned, 
our citizenship may be included into two broad classes—t! 
who advocate protection and those who advocate tariff for 
revenue. Among protectionists may be included extreme Repub 
licans; and among the Democrats may be included those other 
extremists, who would advocate free trade if that were possible 
under our Constitution. The difference between the tariff-for- 
revenue man and the protectionist is, therefore, expressed in 
percentage. If we accept the ad valorem basis as the true basis 
for the purpose of this illustration, or if we reduce the tariff 
law to an ad valorem basis, it would appear that those who 
advocate an average ad valorem duty of 40 per cent, that being 
assumed as the percentage that would bring sufficient revenue 
into the Treasury, would be looked upon as adherents of the 
policy of tariff for revenue, while those who advocate a 45 per 
cent ad valorem average, that percentage being assumed as 
more than necessary to produce the required revenue, would be 
regarded as protectionists. 

On both ends of this proposition there are, of course, ex 
tremes, for the free trader would cut the 40 per cent average 
and take chances of a deficiency in the Treasury, while, on the 
other hand, the high or “‘stand-pat” protectionist would in- 
crease it above the average of 45 per cent and take the same 
chances. If this be true, who is to judge when the tariff on a 
given article is a revenue tariff and when it is a protective 
tariff? The people of each district must decide for themselves 
and the Representative of that district should voice the decision 
of his constituency; the people of each State should decide f 
themselves and the Senator should voice the opinion of his 
State. This was Senator McEnery’s rule of guidance, and his 
people approved of it by reelecting him again and again without 
opposition. 

Fundamentally speaking, the Democratic Party is built upon 
the idea of individual liberty in its broadest sense and sc 
within the limitations fixed by the Federal Constitution. That 
scope essentially includes the principles of local self-govern 
ment; that scope includes State sovereignty, which is the broader 
expression of local self-government, and necessarily contem 
plates that the Representative, if he be a Member of the House, 
should receive his primary instructions from the constituency 
composing his district. And the Senator, representing a sover- 
eign State, should receive, primarily, his instructions from the 
people of his State. 

In the early days, during the time that Mr. Randall was 
Member of this House, among Democrats caucuses were un- 
known; conferences were the order of the day. Democratic 
Members met in conference, looked into a situation, discussed 
and sought to convince each other that unity of action was im 
portant, and sought a common ground upon which to stand 





pe 


| Where, however, instructions of a constituency contravened, the 


result of the conference was not mandatory upon the Member. 
In so far as Democratic Congressmen were concerned. this 
continued to be the rule of action in both the House and Sen- 
ate, and it is only of late that a different course of action has 
been inaugurated. When this new course was adopted and the 
caucus resorted to in place of the conference, rules to safeguard 
the people in keeping with Democratic doctrine were adopted. 
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are concerned, had best be quoted as a thorough exemplification 


of the fact that the principle of the party has never been 
abandoned in the substitution of the caucus for the conference, 
but that the integrity of State sovereignty and local self-gov- 
ernment has been maintained in theory at least. I quote from 
the rules adopted by the Democratic caucus: 


t no Member shall be bound upon questions Involving a constru 

' the Constitution of the United States or upon which he made 
ry pledges to his constituents prior to his election or received 
ry instructions by resolutions or platform from his nominating 
“ity. 

; is the wording of the proviso; this is in keeping with the 
iples contended for and the policy pursued by Senator 


! 
The rule itself, in so far as Democratic Members of the House | 


M ERY as a member of the Senate; and I take some little | 


n the fact that, because of my course, perhaps, these ex- 

ns, essential as they are to the very life of democracy, 
ding to a will of the government by the people, recogniz- 

» sovereignty of the State and local self-government, have 
‘ecognized in very words, as they should ever be in Demo- 

‘ practice. Let the theorist theorize, but let men of thought 
I re their power by their authority. Let them not surren- 
1 » power, but better that than to usurp authority not dele- 


Congressman—and I use the word in its true sense—is 
he agent of the people who, or the State which, sends him 


| engagement at Lees Mill during 


he The principle, in so far as a Member of the House is con- 
ce d, is that those who elect that Member have a right to 
j ict him in regard to their interests, and the Representative 
h bsolutely no right to act adversely to such imstructions. | 
When his conscience will not permit him to carry out these in- | 
s ions, the Congressman’s plain duty is to resign his office 
or tter still, not to accept the office, unless it is his purpose 
to agreeable to the instructions of his constituency. 

\ State which sends a Senator to the higher body has unques- 
tionably the right to instruct its Senator; and whenever it is 


impossible for the Senator to reconcile his conscience or his 
judgment with his instructions, then his mission is to forego 
the office and permit the State to send some one who will carry 
out the instructions of its people. 

Such was always Senator McENery’s conception of his duties, 
and a broad toleration of those principles in a militant democ- 
racy but enlarges and broadens the people’s conception of duty, 
lends itself to confidence in legislation, and removes every op- 


portunity for suspicions and criticisms, which always tend to | 
undermine the people’s belief in the integrity of legislative | 


bodies. 

Senator McENery was a man of great simplicity of character ; 
ie greeted everybody most kindly; he was courageous in doing 
vhat he believed was right in carrying out instructions of those 

resented; he was fearless in asserting his opinion; and 
qualities as these endeared him to the people of Louisiana. 
He was a man of heroic soul, poor in the goods of this world, 
I ifinitely rich in a fame that outlives him; an unsullied 
reputation, to which his legion of friends in Louisiana and else- 
where can point with unceasing pride and bid future generations 
t 
I 


o emulate his honesty, his fairness, his independence, and his 

atriotism. And in those respects he stands as an exemplar to 

all men who are devoted to a constitutional government and 

who are striving to elevate the people in the enjoyment of those 

things which are decreed sacred and inalienable—tlife, liberty, 
| the pursuit of happiness. 

Great son of north Louisiana, permit a fellow citizen of south 
Louisiana to assure you that you are no more honored and your 
loss is no more keenly felt in the hills of your section of our 
State than on the plains of south Louisiana. In common with 
your neighbors of the hills, we call you our own. Surely, your 
deeds were for our entire State and your statesmanship broader 
th any section. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, Louisiana, like Virginia, has been 


particularly unfortunate in the loss of Representatives during | 


the past decade. Louisiana has lost five by death and Virginia 
seven since I have been a Member of this Congress. Senator 
McEnery and myself entered the Fifty-fifth Congress together. 
lor a short time he lived at the same hotel with me. During 
ll the years that have passed since 1897 he was very near me. 
[ often met and talked with him at the Metropolitan Hotel. 
We had much in common, being about the same age, having 
entered the Civil War about the same time and served with 
John Bankhead Magruder on the historic Peninsula of Vir 
ginia; he with the infantry and I with the cavarly arm of the 
Service, 

For this reason, no doubt, my good friends and colleagues of 
the State of Louisiana have requested me to unite with them in 


these solemn ceremonies for the purpose of paying tribute to | 


a - 


the life and character of another Member of Congress from 
their State. 

SAMUEL DoucLas McENeEry was distinctly a Louisianian. For 
thirty-odd years he bore a conspicuous part in her history, 
largely shaping her policies and aiding in her upward pogress. 
In the trying days of reconstruction he proved his worth as 
counselor, guide, and public servant. Loyal in friendship, fervid 
in patriotism, a profound thinker, with high ideals and broad 
liberal views, he labored incessantly for the good of his State 
and his people. 

He held the highest honors Louisiana could bestow and was 
trusted with her most important affairs. He ineurred criticism 
and censure, but his motives were never questioned, and no 
charge of corruption or betrayal of trust was ever imputed to 
him by even his bitterest enemies. 

This alone is praise enough for any man who was an active 
leader and worker in every political movement in his State for 
more than 30 years. 

SAMUEL Douctas McENrry was born May 28, 1837, and died 
June 28, 1910. He was a native of Monroe County, La. He at- 
tended Spring Hill College. near Mobile; the United States 
Naval Academy, at Annapolis; the University of Virginia; 
and the State and National Law School, at Poughkeepsie. 

Just of age when the Civil War came on, he enlisted in the 
Confederate service as second licutenant in Company C, Second 
Louisiana Infantry, and served in the Army of the Peninsula, 
Virginia, under Gen. John Bankhead Magruder, to May 1, 1862, 
on which day he is reported dropped by reason of the reor- 
ganization of his company. During his connection with the 
Second Louisiana Infantry his regiment participated in the 
the siege of Yorktown by the 
Union Army under Gen. George B. McClellan. On July 23, 1862, 
McENERY was appointed second lieutenant and drillmaster, to 
report to Brig. Gen. Albert G. Blanchard, and served with gal- 
lantry and distinction in the trans-Mississippi to the close of 
the war. 

The principles for which he fought and the righteousness of 
his case is being recognized as the years roll by. Ina few short 
years thinking men will say that possibly after all it would have 
been better for constitutional government and human liberty 
had the principles contended for by the South in that great 
struggle been established and maintained. 

We can not contemplate the rapid passing away of these old 
Confederate soldiers without remembering the conditions after 
their defeat that tried, even more than war, their courage, 
patience, and fortitude. History is searched in vain for a 
parallel. In the era of good feeling of to-day we do not like 
to dwell on the helpless and hopeless condition of the Southern 
soldiers after Appomattox. Under good laws, well administered, 
it would have been a Herculean task to restore their fallen 
fortunes. Success, in spite of the worst legislation that ever 
afflicted a fallen and suffering people is simply a marvel, and 
stamps these men as the best, the bravest, and the truest that 
have ever lived in all the tide of time. 

The philosophical historian of the future will tell the won- 
derful story of their achievements in peace, and our children’s 
children will set it to their credit as equal, if not surpassing 
the victories they won in war. 

Such is my faith in the people of our Southland that I pre 
dict with confidence that before the last old Confederate soldier 
shall join his comrades on the other side he will see his beloved 
South stronger in material resources and richer per capita than 
any part of this Union. 

McENery was a leader in the political campaign of 1876, and 
largely through his brilliant leadership his party’s success was 
made possible, and redemption from the horrors and misrule of 
reconstruction was accomplished in Louisiana. 

His state never forgot these services, nor will 


the name of 





McENERY ever cease to be associated with that sadly needed 
| redemption. 

In 1879, though not in accord with the do! ant political fac 
tion, he was nominated for lieutenant governor, and became 
governor in 1881 by the death of Go IH 3 reel 1 
in 1SS4, and was defeated for by ( Nic] s in 
the convention of 1888, and was by p “1 as { 
justice of the supreme court. 

In 1896 he was appealed to as the only Democrat who could 
be elected to the United States Senate against the coalition 
the legislature of populists and Republicans. 

His action before the Democratic caucus on this oceasion per 


haps gives a truer line on his life and character than any other 
occasion afforded, and shows the beacon by which McENrry 
steered his course through life. He frankly and fearlessly told 
that caucus his views and convictions on leading political ques- 
tions; that he was a protectionist; was in favor of national 
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improvements, with broad national views on various other ques- 


tions, and if elected would follow his convictions regardless of 
party views and platforms, 
Iie concealed nothing and conceded nothing as against his 
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convictions of right and duty. Frankness, openness, and inde- 
pends marked every day of his life to its close. When 
McENery was harshly criticized by many Democratic journals | 
and leaders, his defense was that his views were made known | 
before his election; that the Democrats accepted him under | 
these conditions, thus granting him independence. He was re- 
elected in 1902.and in 1908, and twice submitted his name to 


the popular vote, 

No Senator enjoyed or exercised more absolute independence 
than McEnery. His colleagues and his constituents fully 
realized that his convictions controlled his votes, regardless of 
party platforms and views. 

A most effective and diligent worker, no labor was too great, 
no duty was too small to claim his courteous and painstaking 
attention at any time. Dignified, cordial, polite, whether to 
governor or newsboy, he won the confidence and respect of all. 
Hiis characteristics of manner, his faculty for making friends 
in every sphere of life aided greatly in the results he accom- 
plished. While manners did not make the man, it did make 
the man’s work more easy and effective and made an able and 
distinguished man a delightful friend and companion. 

So appropriate are the words of an editorial of the New 
Orleans Times-Democrat of June 29, 1910, that I shall here 
quote them: 

All recognized MCENery as a faithful servant of Louisiana and its 
people, always ready to work in their interest and never thinking of 
himself, for he acquired little or nothing in his thirty-odd years of 
public service, and he served all who applied to him with equal zeal 
and earnestness. No man was naturally kinder of heart, more con- 
siderate of others, and there have been few men in active political life 
in Louisiana who have made more friends; indeed, during the latter 
days of his life he received the faithful support of those who had been 
most heartily opposed to him during the stormy days of factionalism in 
Louisiana, in which he played so important a part. No one will deny 
that in him Louisiana has lost a faithful and devoted son. 

He measured up to every duty and obligation. He was 
vigilant, active, and efficient, and singularly successful in the 
accomplishment of results. His strong, active mind and busi- 
ness habits enabled him to grasp the salient point in every 
problem with ease and dispatch. 
extensive acquaintance in life gave him a breadth of view 
that made him agreeable and pleasant in conference as well as 
fair-minded in the settling of all differences. 

Ripe in years and honors, beloved and mourned by the State 





His large experience and | 


he so ably and efficiently served, honored and respected by his | 


colleagues and his Nation, he rests from his labors. His deeds 
and emulate. His ambitions realized; his patient, 
efforts crowned with rich success; his life work done, he sleeps 
in peace and love and honor in the sacred soil of the State 
he loved so dearly and served so faithfully. 


Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, we have met on this peaceful 
Sabbath to pay tribute to the memory of one of our late asso- 
ciates. Though but a short time, Congress has had many losses 


by death since we closed our labors in June last. 


| cultural convention at Lake Charles. 


It is sad, indeed, to know that so many of our friends have | 
been called to answer the last summons of the Supreme Ruler | 


of the Universe. 


One by one they have fallen, dying in the midst of careers | 


of usefulness. Better thus than drag along for years in suffer- 
ing and worry, with nothing to cheer them in the way of 
future deeds commensurate with past achievements. 
Better far to pass to the other shore while able to perform 
acts of usefulness to the country and of benefit to mankind. 
To-day we meet to honor the memory of SAMUEL DOUGLAS 
McEnery, a distinguished Senator from the State of Louisiana. 
He lived beyond the allotted space of three score and ten. 
His life was one of usefulness and distinction. Of him and 
his life the words of Emerson fitly apply. 
Life is too short to waste 
The critic’s bite or cynic’s bark. 
Quarrel or reprimand; 
"Twill soon be dark; 
Up! Mind thine own aim, and 
God speed the mark. 
He was honored by the people of his State as a justice of 
the supreme court, as governor, and as United States Senator. 
In all these positions he served with rare ability and honesty, 
reflecting credit on his Commonwealth and the Nation. 
His name and deeds add luster to the history of the great 
men produced by this country since its creation. 
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A sterling character, a good soldier, a patriotic citizen, an 
upright judge, and renowned as the chief executive of a creat 
State, his deeds live after him. 

Such men can only be found in a republic where equal oppor- 
tunities exist to all its people. 

It was my special privilege to have seen our friend in his 
home city a few years since, and then among his close personal 
friends and associates to study his character and witness the 
respect and affection in which he was held by those who had 
known him all their lives. 

He was the soul of hospitality, generous and kind to all, 
especially to the stranger within the city. 

His feelings for the veterans of the Federal Army, whose 
character and fighting qualities he learned to respect and admire 
in the days that tried men’s souls, never left him. 

He was always willing to accord to them every possible recog 
nition, and was exceedingly liberal in his views as to peusio 
for the boys in blue who had saved the Nation. 

As a comrade serving under a different flag, I am impelted by 
a sense of duty to lay this brief, simple tribute on the grave of 
an honored patriotic citizen of our common country. 

He has gone from among us, having crossed to the other 
shore in the full hope of a blessed immortality. 

It is a road that we must all travel, for it is appointed unto 
man once to die. This decree is unalterable; all must meet it. 
Let us meet it, as he did, bravely. 

The memory of the life and deeds of our friend is ours to cher- 
ish and emulate. 

He sleeps, but in that sleep beneath the sod 

No dreams shall come—-those dreams that banish sl 
No watchers, then, naught save the eyes of God, 

To watch his slumber long and still and deep. 
Then mourn him not as dead—he can not die— 

And mourn him not as sleeping in that day; 
He wakes, he lives, not far in yonder sky, 

But near us, though not seen, he walks to-day. 


eep ; 


His memory will abide with his family and friends a benedic 
tion and a blessing. 


Mr. PUJO. Mr. Speaker, the people of the district I have the 
honor to represent on this floor had great affection for Senator 
McEnery while living, and now that he is no more they respect 
and venerate his memory. His name is not only treasured by 
the people, but his achievements in the upbuilding of his State 
are recorded in her history. His crowning public service is 
usually considered as having been the development of the levee 
system of Louisiana, because of his great and successful efforts 
in that behalf, but in my judgment his work in encouraging 
emigration from other States resulted in the betterment of con- 


: ; .., | ditions i isiana more than any other act of his public 
and influences live after him, a model and example to admire | ae in Lowsene a — 
untiring | “reer. 


I remember that in 1887 he convoked a great interstate agri- 
United States Senators, 
Representatives, and others high in every line of human en- 
deavor gathered there and obtained at first hand knowledge of 
the possibilities of the State. 

Mr. Speaker, the result of that convention in the material 
development and settlement of southwest Louisiana was fre- 
quently adverted to by Senator McENnery as one of the crowning 
acts of his administration while governor of that great State. 
It brought a population of thrifty farmers from the North and 
the West into a section of the country then used for stock rais 
ing only, and that part of the State at this time is thickly pop- 
ulated and more than a hundred million dollars have been added 
to the taxable value of Louisiana, to say nothing of the great 
nuinber of splendid citizens who have made their homes with us. 

Mr. Speaker, I did not belong to the then political faction in 
the division of our party in Louisiana of which Senator Mc- 
ENERY was leader and to which reference has been made. I 
found myself on the other side. I was never thrown in close 
contact with him, but always entertained, in common with the 
people of Louisiana, the highest respect for his integrity and 
the greatest admiration for his ability. 

When I came to the Fifty-eighth Congress Senator McENERY 
extended to me, always, when I called upon him for assistance 
every help within his power; he was ever courteous, and it 
seemed to be a labor of love for him to assist his colleagues ip 
obtaining legislation at the other end of the Capitol. 

I then began to understand why it was that he was so strong 
and so popular with those who knew him best. His uniform 
courtesy, his absolute sincerity, his freedom from guile, appealed 
to all the better instincts of man and not only invited, but 
compelled the greatest degree of respect. In Louisiana many 


people have often asked the question, Why was Senator Mc- 
In the first place, Mr. Speaker, it is because 


ENERY so popular? 
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| 
he was an honest man and a truthful man, capstoned by unques- | 
tioning loyalty to his friends. 
His great success in public life was due to that cause above | 
il] others, and a State is to be congratulated when her public | 
place such an estimate upon their words, upon their ac- | 
tions, upon their positions as to invite the admiration of their 
friends and challenge the respect of their enemies. Louisiana 
has lost a great public servant, his family one who devoted his | 
life to their welfare and advancement, and his friends one whom 
they will regret as long as they have the memory to recall his 
devotion to them under any and all circumstances. 


Mr. PADGETT said: 
I live for those who 

For those who 

For the God who 

And the 


love 
know me 
made me 
good that I may 


me, 

true ; 

do. 

Mr. Speaker, these lines were written years ago, and in their 
iment may be found an accurate understanding of the 
tives of Senator McEnNery. They afford an explanation of 


Cy t 


motives and purposes of his life. The mainspring of his 
conduct was reflected in those lines. Through them there 


shines a light that brings into bold relief the influences which 
mark and emphasize his life and his work. 

though there was a great difference in our ages, there ex- 
isted a warm personal friendship between us. Having a con- 
siderable family connection in my home town, among the best 

d most honored of our citizenship, he visited the town. He 
upon the Senate Naval Committee and myself upon the House 
Naval Committee, our work brought us into association and 
fellowship. From the 1st to the 4th day of June, 1910, we 
were upon the Board of Visitors together at the Naval Academy 
at Annapolis. I believe it was the 28th of the same month 
t he was called hence. It never occurred to me during this | 
st association and labor that so soon would he be translated. 
It is my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to speak only a few words as 
to the impressions I had of him. The influences of his life, 
‘lation with him, fellowship with him, made upon me cer- 
tain impressions as to his character, as to the principles and 
motives which actuated him in his conduct, and it is of these 
that I rise to speak. I shall not attempt to review his work in 
his political and active life in his own State. Others have | 
already spoken eloquently and in detail of the splendid career | 
and of the magnificent work which he did in his own State. 
I shall content myself in this respect to say that in his own | 
State in those dark days, in those troublous times, he was a rock 
in a weary land and a shelter in a time of storm. 

I shall speak of him first as a man with a big heart, and such 
he did possess. In the language of the first line of the verse, 
‘I live for those who love me,” truly Senator McENery did so. 
He loved his friends. There was no sacrifice for them—in their | 
interest, for their welfare, for their well-being, for the elevation 
and promotion of their interest and their upbuilding—which he 
was not willing to make. Out of his heart at all times there 
flowed a stream of affection and unceasing love for his friends, 
He was true to his friends, and for them he was not only willing | 
to sacrifice, but he was ready to go further. For them he was | 
ready to labor and to toil, to give of the energy and of the power | 
of his life and of his being. And no more can be said that car- | 
ries a higher attribute than to say of a man that he had a heart 
full of love for his friends. 

There is another phase in the life of this man, an element 
of his character, which was fundamental, of which I desire to 
speak, and that is that in the broad, deep, high, and noble sense 
of the word he was a patriot. He loved his country. He loved 
her history, he felt a pride and personal interest in the institu- 
tions, in the spirit and the genius of the people, of the country, 
and of its citizenship. From the foundation of the country 
until this day there was no noble deed performed, there was 
no noble illustration of patriotic purpose or high achievement, 
lor which Senator McENery did not feel and claim a personal 
interest and manifest a personal appreciation. His patriotism 
vas not bounded and limited by the confines of his own State. 
{ would not be understood to minimize his love for his own 
: I would emphasize and magnify it, 


1 


ASSor 


} 


State and his own people. 
and yet as great as was his love for his own State and the 
institutions of his own people and his own citizenship, his 
patriotism rose above and was broader and comprehended the 
history of the whole country and the love and fellowship of all 
the people. 

Hie shared the hopes of the future of the country. Although 
he had reached a ripe age in his years, he had not turned his 
face to the rear. He faced the future, and in the future of the 
country, in the development of its industries, in the progress 
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convictions of duty. 


| zenship and friendship impose obligations. 


3 Ved 


people, the enlarged spheres of usefulness that are 
for the generations to come in that higher, nobler, 
larger, more generous civilization that is to be the heritage of 


of 


reserved 


the 


our children and our children’s children as the fruit of the 
labors of this and past generations, he looked with confidence 
and assurance, and felt a iively interest and expectation in the 
glories of our country yet to come. 

He was a brave man. No man could ever say that he con- 
cealed his convictions. What he believed he believed, and he 
hid it from no man. Having the courage of his convictions, he 
was tenacious to his duty. He was not a coward in the face of 


responsibility. He met boldly and frankly and openly the dis 
charge of every duty that came to him in the conscious con- 
viction of what he believed was right. 


There is one trait of his character upon which I desire to 
speak with peculiar pride. He was a courteous gentleman. 
He belonged to that old school wherein politeness was re 


garded as a superior virtue. I would not speak it, Mr. Speaker, 
as a criticism, and yet I do desire to call attention to it. In 
the present day, in the tumult and the hurry and the bustle 
and the confusion and the strife incident to the conditions that 
surround us, I sometimes feel that the present generation does 
not have that regard, that veneration, for that superb element 
of character—politeness, courteous and dignified demeanor 
which characterized our fathers and our grandfathers; and it 
differentiates, if you please, the unpolished diamond from the 
polished diamond. In this respect Senator McENERY was a 
polished diamond. 

I may add that he was a true man. 

I live for those who love me, 
For those who know me true. 

He loved the truth. He loved the truth, not for policy’s sake, 
not because it might be expedient, but because there was im 
planted in his heart, there was ingrained in his soul, the love 
of that which is true, of that which is real, of that which is 
genuine. He despised hypocrisy. He hated a sham. He ad- 
mired integrity of character and nobility of purpose, and ever 
strove to measure his own conduct by that high standard that 
ever makes the measure of a true man. He was true to his 
He was true to his country. He was true 
to the obligations of citizenship. He was true to the obligations 
of friendship, and there I may observe, Mr. Speaker, that citi 
He was not forget 
ful that as a citizen obligations rested upon him, obligations 
which should mark and shape his own conduct and his own ac- 
tions; obligations which should control his relationship with his 
fellows, and which should mark the discharge of his duty to 
ward the institutions of his country; and in-the long years of 
his life, in the long years of his public service, varied as they 
vere, no man can put his hand upon one act of the life of this 
man and say, “ Herein was he false to his duty and the obliga 
tions to his country and its citizenship.” 

He was a man of broad sympathies. He had humanitarian 
views. His sympathies were as broad, as tender, and as gen 
erous as his conceptions of his duty to humanity. He was a 
man of broad intellectual vision. He did not live in the low 
valley of ignorance and superstition. He had ascended a 
siderable height on the mountain side of knowledge and 
information and of learning, and from his viewpoint he w 
enabled to look out far and wide and have a large vision of the 
activities of men, the energies of life, and the sympathies of t 
brotherhood of man; and to these he measured up nobly and 
grandly. 


But, Mr. Speaker, he is gone—they say “dead.” If you mesn 
destruction, no. If you mean annihilation, nay. If you mezn 
transition, truly. If you mean the shedding of the habilil ts 
of flesh, that hamper and circumscribe and limit the possi! 


ties, the hopes, the aspirations of the human soul and the ! 
life, yes, indeed. Into a larger, better, more glorious life, w! 
the responsibility shall be greater, where the opport 
be larger, where our capacity shall be commensurate with tl 
opportunities, he is gone. As we stand at the grave we 
“We can follow no farther,” and yet out of our souls 
thought— 





1NiLy 


comes ti 


I know not where His islands lift 
Their fronded palms in air; 

I only know I can not drift 
Beyond His love and car 


Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, Virginia claims tle 
privilege to add her voice to the note of sympathy at the deat 
of the distinguished Senator from Louisiana. There is a strong 
historic tie that binds Virginia to Louisiana. It was Virginia’s 
Monroe, the fifth President of the United States, who as minister 











































306 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 26, 





to France in 1803 contracted with Bonaparte for the purchase of 
the Louisiana Territory, and it was Virginia’s Jefferson, author 


of the Declaration of Independence and third President of the 
United States, who proposed to Congress to ratify the purchase, 
and lIaid aside his scruples as to the constitutionality of the 
measure in order to add to the Union the immense territory that 
stretches from the Mississippi to the Oregon—an empire that 
exceeded the conquest of Cortez and lay beyond the dream of 
Alexander. 

My claim as a Virginian to offer my tribute to the deceased 
rests also on the fact that he was educated in part at the uni- 
versity of my State, and it is not inappropriate to pause for a 
moment to remark that it was, most likely, the splendid mental 
training he received at the Virginia University which enabled 
him to accomplish the great work he did, and achieve the great 
reputation which will send his name resounding down the cor- 
ridors of time. 

Mr. Speaker, never was there a more chivalrous and courteous 
gentleman, a more genial and sympathetic nature, a more inde- 


pendent and courageous character than Senator SAMUEL Dovuc- | 


LAS McEnery. He was the very soul of courtesy and self- 
respecting dignity and demeanor, 


Hie had splendid natural mental endowments and enjoyed the | 


advantage of a very thorough intellectual training in early life. 
He was educated at Spring Hill College, Ala., the United States 
Naval Academy, and the University of Virginia, and was a 
graduate of the State and National Law School at Pough- 
keepsie, N. Y. He was thus well equipped for the severe strain 
which his subsequent career imposed upon him, and this mental 
equipment was reenforced by an indomitable will and an uncon- 
querable determination to succeed. 

When the Civil War broke out, Senator McENery had just 
attained his majority. He did not hesitate a moment, but 
enlisted in the Confederate Army and served with distinction 
throughout the entire war. 

When the war ended he returned to his native State and rap- 
idly rose to the head of the legal profession. 

For more than 30 years he bad been a leader in the political 
affairs of his State and the Nation. Every honor which an 
appreciative constituency could bestow was heaped upon him. 
He was lieutenant governor of Louisiana, then governor, then 
associate justice of the supreme court of the State, and was 
then three times elected to the United States Senate. 

Senator McENEerRY was recegnized by all of his associates as 
one of the most upright of men. The finger of suspicion never 
pointed at him. There was not gold enough in the mines of 
Alaska to deter him from the performance of a duty. 

And so in his career we recognize the honest man, the dili- 
gent student, the courageous soldier, the accomplished lawyer, 
the constructive State builder, the jurist, and the statesman. 


Mr. ESTOPINAL. Mr. Speaker, when SAMUEL Dovctas Mc- 
Enery died, full of years and public service—I will not say 
full of honors, as the stereotyped phrase goes, for place and 
position do not honor such a man—there died one of the greatest 
men I ever knew. He not only had the great mind that encom- 
passed and illumined every subject he touched, but he had the 
great heart, the broad human sympathy, which gave understand- 
ing and made constructive statesmanship easy and natural. He 
was not a leader of men in the usual acceptance of the term; 
he wa 
of difficulties, the meeter of trying situations, the one man who 
was equal to every emergency. 

Mr. Speaker, it was in 1872 that my association with Governor 
McEnery began—I say “ Governor” McEnery, for that is the 
designation which seemed to cling to him from his old friends 
throughout his years of judicial and senatorial service, and I 
am sure he liked it, from them. From that time on we were 
friends; and in all the heat of factional strife and through 
his every political vicissitude, for—for years he was the storm 
center in Louisiana—I was his supporter, at all times and under 
all circumstances. On one occasion conditions arose in our 
State which forced him into a situation which, I think, he 
would gladly have avoided; not that he thought that he was in 
the wrong, for I am sure he was sincerely confident that he was 
in the right. It was not of his seeking, nor even of his accord, 
that he was placed at the head of a protesting ticket that all 
realized was destined to defeat. He was defeated, but it was 
not his defeat, for no self-seeking purpose dominated him. It 
was the defeat of the party which had called upon him to carry 


| Louisiana. 


its banner, and he lost nothing of popularity nor the love of the | 


people. 
Senator McEnery had a brilliant war record in the Confed- 


erate Army. His political life commenced in 1880, when he was 
elected lieutenant governor. 





S more than that; he was the diviner of ways, the solver | 


ate over which he presided and can recall his popularity 
with that body, all of whom became his warm admirers and 
sincere friends. The death of Gov. Wiltz a few months after 
his inauguration raised him to the gubernatorial chair, and his 
election for a full term followed at the next State election. 
He was brought out as a candidate for a third term, but was 
defeated for nomination by Gov. Francis T. Nicholls, who had 
been governor, but who had been retired by the constitutional 
convention of 1879. Recognizing the great ability of his de 
feated opponent, Goy. Nicholls appointed him an associate jus- 
tice of the supreme court—a graceful act—which was ap 
plauded throughout the State. It was while on the supreme 
bench that he was drafted to again lead the ticket of his fac- 
tion of the party and, after a contest in the State convention 
and in a race before the people, he was finally defeated. A 
critical situation for the party arose in 1896, which resulted in 
the election of Justice McEnery, for he was at that time on the 
supreme bench of the State, to the United States Senate. He 
served continuously in the Senate until his death, having been 
twice reelected without opposition. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator McEnery had that simple honesty 
which followed the right at all times without thought of ef 
fects. He had that loyalty which gave confidence and friend 
ship as well as received it. He had the most democratic spirit 
and ways of any man I ever knew. As far as rank and station 
went, men were all one to him. I do not mean to infer that he 
did not have his warm friendships and chosen confidants, but 
rank and station had nothing to do even with these, for he had 
friends in every walk of life to whom he gave his fullest con 
fidence. He faithfully served his State as lieutenant governor, 
governor, justice of the supreme court, and United States Sena 
tor continuously for 30 years, and his sudden death cast a gloom 
over our entire State. 


Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, we are assembled here on this 
Sabbath day to perform one of those sad duties which have be- 
come so frequent during the sessions of the Sixty-first Congress 
Sunday after Sunday finds us in this historic Hall, reverently 
gathered together to pay our last tribute of respect to the 
memory of some lamented Senator or Representative. With 
distressing frequency, on our way to the House to attend our 
daily duties, our attention has been arrested, and we are again 
shocked by the sight of the American flag flying at half-mast 
upon the Capitol, announcing to us that the dread messenger 
had again appeared in our midst and again served his rude aud 
unwelcome summons. 

To-day we meet to commemorate the life, the character, and 
the services of a distinguished statesman from the Common 
wealth of Louisiana, Senator Samuet Dovcras McEnery. Ie 
was a man whom the people of his native State delighted tv 
honor. Few, even among fortune’s favored, have had as many 
distinguished honors conferred upon them as the people of 
Louisiana gladly conferred upon their favored and illustrious 
son. Lieutenant governor, governor, associate justice of the 
supreme court, and three times elected to the United States 
Senate is a political record which is rarely found in the sum of 
one man’s life. 

For considerably over a quarter of a century Senator 
MckEonery was an important factor in the political history of 
Louisiana. 

As a Senator he was careful, painstaking, conscientious, and 
fearless. He at all times represented what he believed to be 
the best interests of that great State whose commission he held 
The welfare and prosperity of Louisiana was ever his aim and 
purpose, and during his long service in the United States Senate 
he earnestly labored for the advancement and upbuilding of bis 
native State. 

The many positions of trust conferred upon him, the numer 
ous honors given to him by his people, and the continued in- 
dorsements he received from the electorate of Louisiana were 
evidences of his personal popularity, and conclusively. show the 
high esteem and respect in which he was held by the people of 
his native State. 

His claim upon the affections of his people was not based 
alone upon his political services. He was an officer in the Con- 
federate Army, serving with much distinction in Virginia and 
in the trans-Mississippi department. But it was during the 
dark days of reconstruction that Senator McEnery rendered the 
conspicuous services which so endeared him to the people of 
His bold and fearless stand against carpetbaggism, 
his active opposition to the political vices of the period, and 
his splendid efforts in behalf of white supremacy will never be 
forgotten by his grateful people. Much of the admiration he 


| excited in the breasts of the citizens of his Commonwealth can 
I was a member of the State sen- | be traced back to his tireless energy, intrepid conduct, and the 
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conspicuous qualities of leadership he displayed during those 
troublous times. 

The distinguished Senator whose memory we commemorate 
to-day lived a long and useful life, the greater part of which 
was spent in the service of his country. Despite his advanced 
age, he was still engaged in this service when the dread mes- 
senger came. 

Senator McENery will be missed in Louisiana, that beauti- 
ful land of splendid citizenship, or romance, of sunshine, of 
flowers—the land he loved so well. That land will know him 
no more; he has passed away, but he is not forgotten, for he 
has left behind him, enshrined in the hearts of the people of 
Louisiana, a priceless legacy, “the memory of earnest deeds 
well done.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is indeed a melancholy thought, when we re- 
flect, that when those whom we knew in this life have passed 
away we will see them on earth no more and that they have 
vanished from our mortal sight forever. This thought would be 
intolerable were it not for the promise of immortality, which, 
like a bright star hope, lights life’s journey through the 
years down to the grave. 

And though the dead may have passed from our mortal vision 
forever, and the busy scenes of their labors will know them 
no more, yet the human heart, torn by sorrow and distress, 
in the supreme moment of desolation is comforted and consoled 
by the Divine assurance that “ He doeth all things well,” for— 

There is no death; we fall asleep 
To waken where they never weep; 
We close our eyes on pain and sin; 
Our breath ebbs out, but life flows in. 


Mr. DUPRE. Mr. 


of 


Speaker, SAMUEL 
Israel has fallen. 


sense— 


Dovuctas McEnery is 
dead, and a leader in Not a leader in any 
State or sectional though his life story is inseparably 
interwoven with the history of Louisiana for the last 40 years 
and though he typified in the simplicity and integrity of his pri- 
vate life and in the independence and fidelity of his public 
career the best traditions of the South—but a leader in a large 
and national sense, for in his 13 years of service in the Senate 
of the United States it fell to him to cast the deciding vote on 
some of the most important measures from an economic and goy- 
ernmental standpoint that have arisen since the Civil War. 

I shall not, in view of the numerous addresses that have 
already been made, review in detail his long and eventful career. 
As a midshipman in the United States Navy, as a soldier in the 
Army of the Confederacy, as the leader of an outraged people 
in their revolt from the domination of aliens of his race and 
their less guilty followers of an inferior race, as lieutenant gov- 
ernor, as governor, as a justice of the supreme court, and as a 
Senator of the United States he was true to every trust reposed 
in him, discharging every duty with a devotion borir of an unal- 
loyed patriotism and a capacity derived from a high order of 
intelligence. Like Oliver Goldsmith, “ he touched nothing that 
he did not adorn.” 

His public life can be divided into four eras: His heroic 
struggle for white supremacy in reconstruction days, his tenure 
as chief executive for seven years, his judicial service for eight 
years, and his senatorial service from 1897 to the day of his 
death. 

I could only speak of the first from hearsay, so I shall not 
dwell on those troublous times, but no history of Louisiana will 
ever be complete without recounting the deeds of that gallant 
band known as the White Camelias, who at the cost of such 
tragedies as the Monroe and Colfax riots restored the white 
race to control of north Louisiana, 

Of them all none more bravely or more loyally fought the 
good fight than did Samurt Dovetas McENrry, and to the very 
last there were thousands of men in that great section of our 
State who, recalling the part he played in reconstruction times, 
rallied enthusiastically to his support whenever he was a candi- 
date, without regard to local problems or however much they 
disagreed with his attitude on national questions, 

His gubernatorial service will be best and longest remembered 
because in his administrations the foundation of a rehabilitated 
public-school system was laid, broad and deep enough to sustain 
the magnificent one that now prevails in Louisiana, and even 
more, because as during his term our State suffered the most 
disastrous overflow in its history, so with him as chief execu- 
tive was enacted the first legislation that created the present 
levee board system, which through the union of local taxation 
and Government aid has given us of the Pelican State the same 
feeling of security which the Hollanders feel behind their dikes. 

I sometimes think that his judicial career was the most re- 
markable and noteworthy of his public life. Trained at An- 
napolis for the Navy, it is true that he had studied law at the 
University of Virginia and at the National Law School, at 
Poughkeepsie, and had, during the storm and stress of recon- 
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struction times, practiced his profession, but he had never held 
judicial office and had for more than a decade been engaged 
with the duties of lieutenant governor and governor when he 
was appointed to the supreme bench in 1888S. He gave the great- 
est satisfaction in that capacity. As a member of the Louisiana 
bar, I make so bold as to say that his decisions will stand com- 
they are characterized 
by an admirable grasp of the salient facts, by a thorough knowl- 
edge of the record, by an unusual display of common sense, and 
by an informing sympathy with the great basic principles of 
the law, and by a terseness and vividness of expression that 
can not but arrest the reader. 

He came to the Senate just before the Dingley bill was under 
discussion, at a time when the two great parties were very 
evenly balanced in that body. If I mistake not, his was the 
pivotal vote that made possible the passage of the Dingley bill. 
A Democrat, he paid no heed to party platform or the action 
of his Democratic colleagues, doing that which he believed best 
for the interests of his State. 

Soon after the Spanish War came on, and the treaty of Paris, 
with annexation of Porto Rico and “ benevolent assimilation ” 
of the Philippines, was presented to the Senate for ratification, 
Again his vote was the deciding one, and it was cast against 
his party associates, for ratification, and for the right as he 





saw it. The MckEnery resolution declaring the policy of this 
| Government with regard to our insular possessions will ever 
| live in history. Again, in the last tariff legislation he was a 


| Christmas sermon defining the chart of true m 


conspicuous figure, voting, as he had announced on the hustings 
and to the General Assembly of Louisiana, that had unanimously 
elected him, for the best interests of Louisiana he under- 
stood them, regardless of party tenets. Samurn Dovuctas Me- 
ENerRY is the only man in Louisiana who could have pursued 
such a course and continued to retain the official confidence and 
support of his people. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator McENERY possessed in a remarkable de- 


as 


gree the faculty of making and holding friends. He seemed to 
emerge from a political defeat stronger than before his entrance 
into the contest, maintaining the enthusiastic devotion of his 
followers and obtaining the good will and respect of his oppo 
nents. For instance, he was defeated by Gen. Francis Tillou 
Nicholls for the Democratic nomination for governor in 1888, 
and within a short time thereafter was appointed by Gov. 
Nicholls, his recent antagonist, to the supreme bench Gov. 


the supreme 
ilps that he and 


association of the consulta- 


Nicholls himself in 1892 became chief justice of 
court of our State, and I have it 
Senator McIENERY 


from his own 


grew in the daily 


tion room to be closed personal friends. Again in 1892 Senator 
McENery was defeated for the Democratic nomination for gov- 
ernor by the present senior Senator from Louisiana, Murpny J. 
Foster. Within four years it came to pass tl SAMUEL Doue- 
LAS McENeRY was, with the approval of his former political 
foe, Gov. Foster, elected to the United States -Se ite, a position 
for which he was not a candidate and which came to him abso- 
lutely unsolicited. Only a week ago I listened in the Senate 
Chamber to the eulogy delivered by Senator Foster on his for- 


mer colleague and heard him testify to the intimate cordiality 
of their relations in the Senate and to the deep affection which 
he came to feel for his former opponent. It only needed asso- 
ciation and closer acquaintance with Senator MckENery to learn 
to love him. 

Senator McENery was in public life from 1877 to 1910. He 

was often engaged in fierce factional conflicts, but never did the 
breath of suspicion attach to his personal character or his offi- 
cial rectitude. After a lifetime spent in the public service he 
died poor, but I violate no professional confidence when I state 
that if he left behind him but little of this world’s goods he died 
owing no man a penny. Knowing him as I did, it has often 
struck me that Robert Louis Stevenson, the well beloved, might 
have had him in mind when writing those memorable lines in his 
anhood : 
To be honest; to be kind; to earn a little and to 
to make, upon the whole, a family happier for hi 
to renounce when that shall be necessary, but without embitterment ; 
have a few friends, but these without capitulation, and on the 
grim condition to keep friends with one’s self—here is a task 
that a man has of fortitude and delicacy. 


less ; 
able 
to 
same 


for all 


spend a little 
* to be 


presences 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, on June 28, 1910, SaAmvet 
Dovctas McEnery, a Senator of the United States from Louisi- 


ana, died. To those locking for a true story of the life and 
character of a public man it might be said: “ Wait till death 


shall still the lips of prejudice and bias.’ For every man, es- 
pecially if he be prominent in national life, has some enemies 
| undeserved or some friends, so-called, whose amicable relations 
toward him may be due to favors received or expected at his 
| hands. 
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Again it may be said with some measure of truth that 
pronounced after death, before the grass 
has yet grown green above the grave, are too reactionary to be 
truthful and are more the result of a desire to speak well of 
who was but yesterday a living, sentient being by our side 
to hold a mirror up to reality. Hence to write a true 
aphy perhaps a generation should pass after the death of 
the subject before a Boswell or a Lockhart should take up his 
pen. It is a question whether, after all, either he who knew one 
of his fellow men intimately and loved him as a friend or he 
who was a contemporary of the departed one and held him as 
an enemy is qualified to mold posterity’s opinion of any great 
character in history. 

The truth can never come from the putrid lips of prejudice 
nor emanate from the inane utterance of the fawning flatterer. 

But I leave these comments as not altogether germane, since 
we are here to-day not for the purpose of attempting biography, 
nor to attempt to assume the réle of a Boswell or a Lockhart, 


Sol eulogies soon 


biog? 


| 


ful- | 


but as the who were his fellow legislators, to pay simple and 
humble tribute to the memory of him whom we knew well. 
And vet, while we come as friends who knew him well and 
loved him sincerely for his many good qualities of mind and 
heart, I for one realize that to overestimate the renown of him 
whose death we mourn to-day would add no particle of selace 
to the loved ones left behind. 

It would not be his wish, if across the “ great divide,” he 
could communicate with us here; for no characteristic was more 
firmly impressed upon even the most casual acquaintance of 
Senator McEnery than his intense and sincere modesty and 


his scorn for and hatred of flattery. 

He was a man who “ would not flatter Neptune for his trident 
nor Jove for his power to thunder; ” 
upon his he would not willingly, nor without protest, 
suffer himself to hear concerning himself that which he was too 
manly to say to another. 


shield 


impressed upon my memory, I shal) respect that attribute of | 


our friend, dead, just as I even refrained from transgressing 
his will in that particular while he lived. 

In speaking of Samurnt Dovertas McENery, I do not claim 
for him a place in our history above other great men who have 
preceded him to the great unknown. I realize full well that 
this Nation has in its life during which four generations have 
passed, produced brilliant sons, great statesmen, and warriors 
renowned, while the Old World has in its march on down 
through the centuries passed, given birth to her share of the 
great. 

The pen of a Herndon or of a Weams may not give to poster- 
ity the story of his career; the brush of a Trumbull or Meis- 
sohnier may not hand down to those of the aftermath a canvas 
preserving the epochs of his life; and historians may pass his 
tomb without turning te gaze at the name inscribed thereon. 

Yea, upon the stage of our Nation's life there may have been 
actors of more note, upon whom the calcium light glittered and 
shimmered in more brilliant rays; but never in all our national 
life did one hold a great office of trust, whose form inclosed a 
truer, nobler heart which throbbed with a purer desire to do 
the right in public life as God gave him to see it, than the dead 
man. Never was there a more generous foe, nor a more loyal 
friend. 

from his birth at Monroe, La., May 
June 28, 1910, his career was made up of many marked and 
thrilling events. 


he held. 

Born of Irish ancestry, educated at Spring Hill College, Ala., 
the United States Naval Academy, the University of Virginia, 
and at an eastern law school, his mind was broadened in early 
youth and manhood by association with those who came from 
all parts of the Nation. 

Hiis ardent espousal of the cause of his State in 1861 and his 
brave and gallant services in the Confederate Army were in 
keeping with his whole life, for he loved Louisiana above all 
else, and where she went he followed, as Ruth did Naomi. 

A private citizen after 1865 for a decade or more, lieutenant 
governor of his State in 1879, its governor from 1881 to 1888, 
justice of the supreme court of Louisiana, 1888 to 1897, and a 
United States Senator from that time to the date of his death, 
being three times elected to that great body, all preclaim the 
great esteem in which he was held by his people and their un- 
dying confidence in him. 

Soldier, lawyer, governor, jurist, and Senator of the United 
States, he served his people well, and they, in turn, denied him 
nothing. Sequently new honors came upen him during almost 


a generation, yet he was “no petted sprig of Nonman blood, 


28, 1837, to his death on | 


I shall not attempt to detail at great length | 


his life story, nor the many places of honor and trust which | his place in the history of Louisiana and in the traditions o? 


and bearing such motto | 


rocked and dandled into office.” From earliest manhood his 
people had his love and respect and he their confidence and ad- 
miration, and to the end Samvuet Dovetas McEnery never lost 
the former feeling for them, nor his people the latter for him. 

The honors he received at their hands came to him in almost 
every instance unsolicited. Within 24 hours after he permitted 
the use of his name as a candidate at the earnest solicitation 
of the leaders of his party he was chosen by the caucus as the 
Democratic nominee for the United States Senate in 1896 and 
elected soon after, and never afterwards had opposition. 

His political career began, we might say, in 1856, when but 
a lad of 18 years, while at home on vacation from college, he 
took an active part on the stump in behalf of the Democratic 
candidate for governor against the Know Nothing, or American, 
Party, and contributed in no small degree to the success of 
the former; for notwithstanding his extreme youth he early 
evinced the capacity for grasping public questions and of ex- 
pressing himself forcefully, effectively, and with forensic 
ability. These facts I learned from the lips of one who was 
the chief beneficiary of his loyal and effective support in that 
election. The secretiveness, the narrowness, the un-American 
ideas and doctrines of the Know Nothing Party were abhorrent 
to his open and frank nature and to his liberal ideas of the 
rights of his fellow men. 

His ability as a lawyer was well known, and when the 
Federal Investigating Committee of the United States Senate 
was sent to Louisiana in 1876 to investigate the election of that 
great and patriotic man, Francis 'T. Nicholls, as governor of 
Louisiana, Edward D. White (now Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of our Nation), Ernest Benjamin Krutschmitt (a nephew 
of Judah P. Benjamin), and SamMurt D. McENery presented the 
eause of the Democratic Party, and so well and so ably did 
they perform this service that the Federal Government refused 
to further interfere in the politics of the State, and the begin- 


| ning of the end of negro rule in Louisiana was at hand. 
With this most characteristic element in his nature firmly | 





The reconstruction period in Louisiana and the South! No 
voice nor word painting of man has ever yet fully bespoken 
its terrors; no brush of artist can or has every portrayed its 
horrors; and not even the masterful pen of Thomas Dixon 
has adequately described that reign of license and lust for loot 
by carpetbag government which pervaded the State legislative 
halls in the later sixties and early seventies nor given complete 
description of the black pall which covered the corpse of the 
Confederacy. 

Yet amid it all there arose figures—dauntiless, unconquerable, 
unafraid, wnmovable—who “ played hide and seek with death” 
or incarceration in a felon’s cell that the land of Washington, 
of Jefferson, and of Jackson might be preserved to the Cau- 
easian race. And in this group, among those who stood in the 
forefront to save his State from the horrors of murder, rapine, 
and plunder at the joint hands of African and carpetbagger, 
SAMUEL D. McEnery risked life, liberty, property, all. 

To him resistance to negro domination was as obedience to 
God, and on this question there was no compromise with him. 

Ta later years of his service in the Senate Senator McENrErRY 
was afflicted with deafness, which, while ordinarily a great 
handicap to most men, yet with him it caused no cessation in 
his labors, for, unable to hear the proceedings in the Senate, 
he read the Recorp carefully each day, and was better posted 
on matters transpiring in Congress than many of the Members 
who were not so afflicted. 

Such was his werk, while chief executive of his State, for the 
redemption from overflow of her fertile lands that he takes 


her people as the beloved “ levee governor,” by which title he 
is now and always will be remembered. 

Stephen Montague said: 

To know how a bad man will act when in power, reverse all the doc- 
trines he preached when obscure. 

Here was a man who always, before being chosen to any 
oflice even, declared his position on all questions, and lived up to 
those declarations when power was bestowed upon him. 

As an evidence of his frankness and love of the open, it is re- 
called that before being chosen by the Democratic Party caucus 
as its nominee for the Senate in 1896, he declared in an address 


| to the members of that caucus his differences with the National 


Democracy on the tariff question, and, frankly avowing his faith 
and belief in the theory of protection, stated that he took his 
place by the side of Samuel J. Randall, and hence, while at 
variance often with most of his State delegation in Congress, 
it can never be said that in voting for that doctrine consist- 
ently throughout his years of service in the Senate he in any 
manner deceived his people, who so often repeatedly elected him 
to the United States Senate. 





1911. 


There were those in Louisiana who agreed with him on this 
question, and while a vast number did not, yet such was the 
nobility of his character and his sincerity of purpose that the 
latter class forgot this difference for many other issues on 
which there was perfect accord between him and them. 


His honesty was his pride, and the slightest stain upon his | 
re] utation for probity, if believed by his people, would have | 
tortured him like the shirt of Nessus. Of criticism by his | 


friends he was duly sensitive; but the calumniator and muck 
raker who sought to impugn his motives and to destroy his 
reputation for honesty was ever answered simply by his dig- 
nified silence, knowing full well that his people trusted him 
always and believed him honest. He was ever fond of quoting 
what Gayarré handed down as emanating from the first Ameri- 
can governor of Louisiana, W. C. C. Claiborne: 

The lie of the day gives me no concern. Neglected calumny soon 
expires. Notice it, and you gratify your calumniators; prosecute it, 
and it acquires consequence; punish it, and you enlist in its favor the 
public sympathy. 

In Senator McEnery were the precepts of true justice so 
defined by Justinian, that constant and perpetual disposition to 
render every man his due. He never made a promise but that 
he kept it; never was a trust reposed in him that he betrayed. 
The Delphie Oracle had no standing among his ideals, and dou- 
ble tongue was never a subterfuge of this frank, bold man. 

As @w companion Senator McENery was to the last most 
attractive. Many an evening have I visited him in the modest 
quarters where he resided in Washington, and after dinner, 
while enjoying a cigar, he frequently became reminiscent. And 
gazing into “that world of memory in which the distant seems 
to grow clear and the near to fade,” he loved to speak of ante- 
bellum days in Louisiana and was most entertaining upon that 
subject, while few if any could recite or depict more vividly 
the true history of reconstruction. Seldom did he wish to 
dwell much upon matters that did not pertain to Louisiana, her 
people, and what had happened or was still happening there; 
and not in the sad sense which Scott intended, but as an em- 
blem of the State he loved, his heart found solace in the literal 
meaning of the words: 

Oh, lady, twine no wreath for me, 
Or twine if of the cypress tree. 

Truly he was Louisiana’s “ grand old man.” We loved Sen- 
ator McENery living; we mourn him dead. We regarded him 
with that devotion which Cicero so loved to laud in “* De Ami- 
citia "—friendship, exalted friendship, the love of man for man. 
Hosts of Louisianians there are still loving him for the memo- 
ries of long ago when in the pride of his young manhood, and 
more who knew and revered him in the grandeur of his old age, 
and who now, that he dwells in the land “ beyond the turmoil of 
renown,” shall revere him as one who while he stopped here 
made the world better for his stay. His name will not perish in 
the grave of his body. 

A soldier, but “one who never turned his back to an enemy, 
and who knelt to none save God;” a citizen whose services to 
his people in the dark era of the seventies will not yield in 
splendor to those of N. B. Forrest; a governor whose adminis- 
tration took up the cord of prosperity where broken and put 
asunder for two decades, and united the ends in lasting strength; 
a justice of the supreme court of his State who held the scales 
so evenly as to demonstrate to all that his sole motive was that 
justice be done, the united interest of the people preserved, and 
confidence in the court maintained, until the motto of Louisiana 
Was not more a guide for him than he for it; a Senator of the 
United States whose three terms of service saw him as faithful 
to his people on the morning of June 28, 1910, as the youth of 
1S in 1856 and the soldier of 25 in 1861. From the beginning to 
the end he served well. 

If the Father deigns to touch with divine power the cold and pulse 
less heart of the buried acorn and makes it burst forth from its prison 
walls, will He leave negligent the soul of man who was made in the 
image of His Creator? If He stoops to give to the rosebush, whose 
withered blossoms float upon the autumn breeze, the sweet assurance of 
another springtime, will He withhold the words of hope from the souls 
of men when the frosts of winter come? If matter, mute and inani 
mate, though changed by the force of nature into a multitude of forms 
can never die, will the spirit of man suffer annihilation after it l 
paid a brief visit like a royal guest to this tenement of clay? Rather 





let us believe that He, who wastes not the raind: p, the blade of gras 
nor the evening's sighing zephyr. but makes them all to « ry t il 
eternal plans, has given immortality to the mortal and gathered to him 
self the generous spirit of our friend. 


ADJOURN MENT. 
_The SPEAKER pro tempore. In accordance with the resolu 
tions heretofore adopted, as a further mark of respect to the late 
Senator Dottiver and the late Senator McENery, the House 
will adjourn, 
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Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 34 minutes p. m 
adjourned until to-morrow, Monday, February 27, 1911, : il 
o'clock a. m. 


SENATE. 
Monpbay, Februai y SF. IOTT. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. 1 oD 
THE JOURNAL, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the J 
ceedings of Saturday last. 

Mr. BURKOWS. I ask unanimous consent that t] 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The S 
will continue the reading of the Journal. 

The reading of the Journal was resumed. 

Mr. KEAN. I should like to ask the Senator from | 
if he has heard read that part of the Journal he desired to hear 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jers 
asks unanimous consent that the further reading of the Journal! 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa objects. 

Mr. KEAN, I thought perhaps the Senator had heard read 
that part of the Journal he was interested in. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am very much interested in every part 
of the Journal this morning. I hope the Secretary will read 
every word of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the 
reading of the Journal. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Journal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Journal 
read will stand approved, 


as 


DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi 
cation from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, trans- 
mitting. pursuant to law, the Thirteenth Annual Report of the 
National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution, 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request 
of the House of Representatives for the return to that body 
of the joint resolution (S. J. Res, 145) providing for the filling of 
a vacancy, which will oceur on March 1, 1911, in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of the class other than 
Members of Congress, 

Mr. LODGE. In this connection I offer the following resolu 
tion, 

The resolution (S. Res. 378) was read, considered by unani- 


| 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 





Resolved, That the Sec retary be directed to tf Hiouse of 
Representatives that the enrolled Senate joint reso (S. J. Res. 
145) providing for the filling of a vacancy which ron M h 
1, 1911, in the Board of Regents of the Smit! iti oO e 
class other than Members of Congress is now al! wv th SO8 
sion of the House when the LIlouse re ested its return on the J4th 
of February, having | 1 delivered to e Ilouse on t 2od of Fe 
ruary and signed by the Speaker 


MESSAGE FROM Ti! 
A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J 


Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Hou had <ed 
a bill (H. R. 382909) making appropriations for s \ 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1912, and for other purposes, in which it request i 
currence of the Senate. 

The message also transmitted to the Senate resolutions com- 
memorative of the life and public services of Ilon. JONATHAN VP. 
Do.uiver, late a Senator from the State of Lowa 

The message further transmitted to the Senate resolutio 
cr emorative of the ( ind pub ser, es of Hon. Sa 
D. McEs i { ~ or fron I State of Louisiat 


ENR 


LLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Sneaker of the 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
upon signed by the Vice President: 

S. 10691. An act granting pensions and increase of } 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widoy 
| and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; and 


MNSIO! tO 


i ‘ 
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S. 10849. An 


act to authorize the city of Shreveport to con- 


struct al bridge across Red River. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT WATERTOWN, ILL, 

Mr. CULLOM. On Saturday I undertook to have a little bill 
passed to which there is no objection, but I failed to get the 
proper number. I ask the Senate now to put on its passage 
the bill (H. R. 32440) authorizing the Moline, East Moline & 


Watertown Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the south branch of the 
Mississippi River from a point in the village of Watertown, 
Rock Island County, IL, to the island known as Campbells 
Island. It is very brief. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to 
ordered to a third reading, 


The bill will be read for the in- 


the Senate without amendment, 
read the third time, and passed. 
OUACHITA RIVER ARKANSAS. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 10882) to authorize the county 
of Ouachita, Ark., to construct a bridge across Ouachita River. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


BRIDGE, 


COURTS IN WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. SCOTT. I should like unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (H. R. 28215) to fix the time of holding the circuit and 
district courts for the northern district of West Virginia. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
this has been included in the Judiciary Title which is now in 
conference. If it has, there is no occasion for the enactment of 
a law in regard to it. I called upon the Senators to hand in 
any memorandum with reference to a change of the existing 
times and places of holding courts, and I assume it was 
handed in. 

Mr. SCOTT. No; I think not. 
by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think 
Judiciary Title. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think not. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not object. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Kansas, which was ordered to lie 
on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No. 25. 


Whereas it has come to the notice of the Legislature of the State of 
Kansas that a measure is pending before the Congress of the United 
States which aims at the removal of 17 United States pension agencies 
from their present locations throughout the country to the city of 
Washington, D. C.; and 

Whereas these pension agencies were established years ago for the 
convenience and accommodation of then only 232,000 pensioners of the 
United States; and 

Whereas the number of pensioners has since that time increased to 
nearly 1,000,000 (being 921,083 June 30, 1910); and 

Whereas this legislature is informed that all of the pensioners of the 
United States are vigorously protesting against this proposed centrali- 
zation, consolidation, and removal to Washington, D. C., of these 17 
—— agencies as inimical to their interests and convenience: It ts 
therefore 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 
That the Legislature of the State of Kansas respectfully asks’ the Con- 
gress of the United States to refuse to enact such a measure, being 
fully convinced that the system at present in use, to which all pensioners 
have now become accustomed, will better subserve the interests of the 
vast body of pensioners, who, owing to their services to the country, as 
well as to their advanced age, are certainly entitled to consideration of 
their views and wishes on a measure that so vitally affects them. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the 
secretary of state to the Senate of the United States and to the House 
of Representatives of the United States and to each of the Senators and 
Representatives from this State. 

I hereby certify that the above concurrent resolution originated in 
the house, and passed that body February 20, 1911. 

G. H. Buckman, Speaker of the House. 
EarRL Akers, Chief Clerk of the House. 
February 23, 1911. 


This is a House bill reported 


the Senator will find it in the 


Passed the Senate 
RicHarp J. HOPKINS, 
President of the Senate. 
’ F. W. BRINKERHOF?, 
Assistant Secretary of the Senate. 
Approved February 24, 1911. 


W. R. Srusss, Governor. 
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STATE OF KANSAS, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATS. 

To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 

I, Charles H. Sessions, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do 
hereby certify that the hereto attached is a true copy of House concur- 
rent resolution No. 25, the original of which is now on file and a mat- 
ter of record in this office. 

In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand and cause to be affixed 
my official seal. 

Done at the city of Topeka this 24th day of February, A. D. 1911. 

[SEAL.] CHAS. H. SESSIONS, 

Secretary of State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Water- 
bury Felt Co., of Skaneatekes Falls, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement be- 
tween the United States and Canada, which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of San An- 
tonio, Tex., remonstrating against the United States taking any 
part in the so-called Mexican revolution, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE presented memorials of Westostogo Grange, of 
North Yarmouth; of Local Grange of Farmington; of Floral 
Grange, of North Bucksport; of Local Grange of Fort Fairfield; 
of Silver Lake Grange, of China; and of Local Grange of 
Wayne, all of the Patrons of Husbandry; and of 1,200 em- 
ployees of the paper and pulp mills of Livermore Falls, Chis- 
holm, and Riley, all in the State of Maine, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement 
between the United States and Canada, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present a joint memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, which I ask may be 
read and referred to the Committee on Conservation of National 
Resources. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was read and 
referred to the Committee on Conservation of National Re- 
sources, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial No. 5. 

Memorializing the Congress of the United States to enact such legis- 
lation relative to the several subjects of conservation as shall remove 
the present existing hindrances to the proper progress and develop- 
ment of the West. 

Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Wyoming (the house of 
representatives of said State concurring): 

Whereas there is a great diversity of natural resources in the coun- 
try lying west of the Missouri River, and there exists numerous varying 
natural conditions affecting the proper development of these resources 
by reason of which general blanket statutes and departmental rules 
can not be — without resulting in great detriment to the devel- 
opment and hardship and injustice to the denizen and developer of 
the West, such varying conditions existing even within State bound- 
aries, and which conditions are and can only be understood by the 
actual residents and workers within the particular territory by nature 
so conditioned; and 

Whereas a vast territory has been segregated and set aside as forest 
reserves upon which no tree ever grew or ever will or can be grown, 
and unreasonable departmental rules promulgated and enforced rela- 
ative thereto whereby a vast acreage of grazing and agricultural land 
is rendered valueless for home building and the production of meats 
and wool, destructive fires being the natural result of the unutilized 
grasses of these reserves, said fires would be prevented by the passage 
of these lands into private ownership; and 

Whereas by reason of the indiscriminating departmental rules the 
homesteader, prospector, and developer are practically, and often en- 
tirely and in fact, debarred from prosecuting his proper, worthy, and 
useful occupation for the benefit of himself, the community, and 
posterity ; and 

Whereas under the present conditions, existing by reason of the 
recent conservation withdrawals of oil, coal, and other lands and power 
sites, all development and even use of these resources for the benefit 
of this section and the country at large is practically precluded, and 
thereby great injustice, loss of money—in many instances financial 
ruin—and expensive litigation has been forced upon our people; and 

Whereas we, the builders of these western Commonwealths, believe 
in the proper conservation of these nature’s resources, but on such 
lines as will insure their development, their proper, economical, and 
unmonopolized use now and hereafter: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby memorial- 
ized and requested to enact such legislation as will relieve and correct 
the errors and mistakes herein set forth, and most earnestly do hereby 
recommend that all the natural resources in the Western States he 
given, under proper restrictions and conditions, to the State wherein 
they are situated, so they may be under the supervision of those on 
the ground who are experienced in the many and diversified conditions 
there prevailing, and so they shall not be subjected to the unknowing, 
unexperienced, and uninterested control of those living at a distance 
from the scene of action, or who are sent here as agents without 
knowledge of their supposed sphere of action; be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to send a copy 
of this memorial to each of our Representatives in Congress. 

Approved February 18, 1911. 

STATE OF WYOMING, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATP. 

UnItTep STATES oF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I, Frank L. Houx, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed has been carefully compared with 


senate joint memorial 5 on file in this office, and is a full, true, and 
correct copy of the same and of the whole thereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Wyoming. 
Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 24th day of February, A. D. 1911. 
FRANK L. Houx, Secretary of State, 
By C. P. MACGLASHAN, Deputy. 


[SEAL.] 





1911. 


CONGRESSI( 





Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Wyoming, which I ask may be printed 
Recorp, and referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 


There being no objec 


in the 


tion, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Com Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows 
Senate joint memorial No. 4. 
Memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States, requesting Congress to the Mondell bill, providing for a 
! post on the rural routes of the United States. 
] t resolved t f the State of Wyoming (the house of 
sentatives concurring), That the Congress of the United States be 


d as follows: 


nittee on 


pass 


parcels and star 
4 the senate of 








\W s the people of the State of Wyoming are sorely in need of 

cer, cheaper, and more adequate cramape rtation facilities, whereby 

tl can receive and transmit small packages over the rural and star 
1 res 5 and 

the Mondell bill, now pending before the C¢ ngress of the 


es, whereby parcels 


id routes for the sum 





up p. 11 pounds may be transmitted over 
of 25 cents per package, thus offering zreatly 
ople. appears to promise just the 









Resolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby earnestly 
titi 1 to pass the said parcels-po bill; and be it further 
t rtified copy of this memorial be sent to the United 
I i in Congress from Wyoming. 








STATE OF WYOMING, 
THE : Sacen TARY OF STATS. 


of Wyoming, 88: 


OFFICE OF 


Unirep STaTes or America, State 





I, Frank L. Houx, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
ine y certify that the annexed has been carefully compared with sen- 
int memorial No. 4 filed in this office, and is a full, true, and cor 
rect copy of the same and of the whole thereof. 
In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
seal of the State of Wyoming. 
Ly at Cheyenne, the capital, this 24th day of February, A. D. 1911. 
[SEAL. ] FranNK L. Houx, Secretary of Stat 


By C. P. Deputy. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I present a concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of North Dakota, which I ask may be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Twelfth Legislative Assembly, State of North Dakota—Conc 

lution, introduced by Mr. Bessesen. 
about 90 the handled at 
and 


_ Where as it is an injustice for 
terminal points within its borders, 


MACGLASHAN, 


irrent 


reso 


Whereas per cent of grain terminals is 





any one State, by reason of its having 
to exercise the absolute power of inspec 
tion over the grains of the nut grain-growing States which regu- 
larly ship all the grain to its terminals; and 

Whereas the shipping of grain is in reality interstate commerce and 
the inspection thereof should be controlled by the Federal Government, so 
as to give ——— absolute justice and equality to all and so as to result 
in — least discrimination against any particular State or locality; 
ant 

Whereas the 


nerous 


Federal inspection of meats and foods has resulted in 
unformity and far mien benefit to the people of this country; and 
Whereas the interests of the State of North Dakota are agricultural 
hief source of wealth is its grain crop; and 
hereas the grain crop is annually shipped through 
of other States and is dependent for its grading and 
the laws of other States; and 
_ Whereas it is apparent that the highest degree of efficiency 
formity in grain grading and inspection can be attained 
Federal supervisicn; and 
_ Whereas a concurrent resolution for am amendment to the constitu 
tion of this State providing for the erection, leasing, purchase, and 
operating of terminal elevators in the States of Minnesota and Wis 
consin has passed the legislative assembly of 1909, and is again before 
this assembly for passage; and 
, Whereas in order to make it effective in the highest degree a Federal 
law providing for Federal inspection of grains is desirable: Now there 
fore be it 
Resolved by 
representatives 
on record in 


and its « 
the terminals 
inspection upon 





and uni 
only under 





the senate of the State of North Dakota (the house of 
concurring), That this legislative assembly puts itself 
favor of a just system of Federal inspection of grains, 








and that the early passa by the Congress of the United States of a 
Federal law for the Federal inspection of grains is urged and earnestly 
re imended, a that our Senators and Representatives in Congress 


be requested and urged to work and vote for the speedy passage of such 


2 bill in Congress providing for such Federal inspection of grain; and 
further 
Re red, That a copy of this resolution be forthwith sent to each 


of our United States S« 

This certifies that 
the senate 
Twelfth Le 


nators and Representatives in Congress 
the foregoing concurrent resolution originated in 
and was concurred in by the house of representatives of the 
gislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota. 
Moner L. BURDICK, 
President of the Senate. 
Jas. M. HANLEY, 


Speaker of the House. 
Mr. BRIGGS Rancocas Gra 
Somerset Grange, Mercer G 
Grange, Blue Anchor 
New Jersey State 
McBride, of the bo 
Morris Plains; and 


presented memorials of 
range, Lincoln Grange, Bridgeport 
Grange, Franklin Grange, and = the 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry; Jobn A. 
ard of managers of the State Hospital, 
of sundry citizens of Hamilton Square, all 


ne 
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in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the pi 


reciprocal agreement between the United Stat and 
which were ordered to lie on the tal 

He also presented petitions of s iry sof H 
N. J., praying for the « ‘ on f re 
strict immigration, which were referred 1 hie 
Immigration, 

He also presented a petition of the I rin l 


Newark, N. J., praying for the consti f 
States battleships in Government vy ) ich 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Afi 


He also presented the petition of Edward D. Fox 
N. J., and the petition of Joe Hooker Post, Dep: 


Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic, of Atla ( 
praying for the of the so-called « 
which were ordered to lie on the tab! 
Mr. OWEN. I present a concurrent resolt i of 
of Oklahoma, which I ask may lie on the tal and be 
in the Recor. 
There being 
dered to lie on 
follo 


passage 


the concurrent res 


no objection, il ! 
and to be printed in e Reco 


the table 


Ws: 





Whereas section 3, article 16, ¢ t ( t 
thorizes the legislature to provid l 
the State; and 

Whereas owing to the k lation upon t ition of 
of land owned by members of the Five Civilized Tri ; 
ti which should be embraced in levy or drainage dist , it 
possible to organize such district nd 

Whereas thousands of acres of the most rtile lands lying in 
east side of the State are, for the rea l t 
productive, which would, if properly | ted | l 
produce annually thousands of dollar f wealth and vy i gr 
hance in value, thus materially benefiting the owners of 1 lar d 
the entire country: Therefore b 

Resolved by the house and of t Oklah tI t 


Congress be, 





and is hereby, men 














districts at the earliest possible date | idequate legis as 
empower the members of the Indian tribes owning lands in distt 
subject to levee and drainage to participate in the formation of s 
districts and the issuance of bonds as provided by t laws t 
State of Oklahoma, to the end that justice may be done the own 
said lands, and that thousands of acres of our t lands, w! 
now nonproductive, may be converted into 1 pr rov 
and that said lands may contribute their f port and w 
fare of the entire country; be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of the resolutions |! im itely for ded 
to each of the United States Senators and Representatives in ¢ res 
from Oklahoma, and that copies be sent to the chambers of comn 
of the most important cities in the neighbor ut with a req t 
that they urge their Representatives in Congress to 1 in pr ing 
the relief herein prayed for. 
Passed the house of representatives I iry 16, 1911 
VW \ 1 AN 
Speak of the Hlouse of Represent 
d the senate Fel y 16, 1911 


M 
_— 
abl 


OWEN. I present a concurrent ré 
e of the State of Oklahoma, which 
e and be printed . the emma 

There being no the con 
ordered to lie on th and to be printed in the Reco 
follows: 





¥ 
r 


object ion, 


table 


Whereas a Dill 








1oOwnh { ‘ fs 
pensions to certain en n, soldiers 1 off ced 
Civil War and the V with Mex has | | Re 
sentatives in the Congress of tl United S ind 


the Senate: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the senate of the State of O] } , / oe at 
sentatives concurring therein) 


1. That we heartily approve all the prov yns of 


we hereby respectfully request our Senators in ¢ 
use every honorable means to secur i I 
United States just as it passed the House R ‘ 
alteration or ar nendmet ts as to benefits provided 

2 That copies of this resolut , red t! 
both he senat and 1 I | 
the Se nators from the State of Okla in t Cor t { j 
States. 

Passed by the senate this 16th d f I I 

P , 
I 1 by the ! of ‘ 1 
s] t j ese at 

Mr. WARREN presented a pe Ind ( ' 
Cheyenne, Wyo., praying for an increase in the ary of 
way mail clerks, and remonstrating against the reported 
n failing to f é tl 
was ordered to lie on the tab 

Iie also presented the memorial of Carl F. Ral of W 
land, N. Dak., remonstrating against t! t 
proposed reciprocal sreement between 1] | ed States 


Canada, which was ordered to lie on 





CON 


RES 


Mr. JONES. 


nature of memorials, signed by business firms in the State of 
Washington, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed reciprocal agreement with Canada. I ask that the first 


be read. 


» being no objection, the Secretary read the telegram 








SEATTLE, WASH., Fe ary 18, 1911. 
Ilon. Wresitey L. JONEs, 
United States Senate, Washington D. ¢ 

1 inking and business interests Seattle deem recip ty measure 
of pecial mena to Pacifi vast industries. Lumber fish, 
fruit hipping, wheat, and Alaska trade seriously jeopardized ithout 
any compensating feature fr Canae Li * value t $20,000,000 
to ¢ fornia yearly jeopard 1 e of being shiy 1 im Ar ean 
bottoms as against lesser vy n foreign | toms from Canada 
Northwest Can 1 territo it best in we and will serk j 
compete with Washington. Seattle's Alaska business will be divided 
with Vancouver nd Prince R t I 1 business will be diverted to 
Frazer River nd « n British Col bia Apples will be diverted to 
Wenatche, Yakima, 1 Hood Rive Bri h Columbia coal will harm 
our coal mines We re simply turning ove resources this country to 
Canada without recompense Urge you to vot ind wo iinst reci 
procity; if passage bill imperative it should provide removal duty on 





Canadian logs and make absolute free trade 
Nort! Bank & Trust Co., W. L. Collier, cashier; Citizens 
: National Bank, per E. W. Campbell, assistant cashier; 
American Savings Bank & Trust Co., by J. P. Gleason, 
manager; The Mercantile Bank, by O. S. Harley, man- 
ager; The §S e Bank of Seattle, H. H. Sailberg, vice 
president; Washington Trust & Savings Bank, W. H. 
Parsons, vice president; Metropolitan Bank, by J. T. 
McVay, cashier; The Dexter Horton National Bank of 
Seattle, by N. H. Latimer, president; Seattle National 
Bank, by J. F. Furthe; The Scandinavian American 
Bank, J. F. Lane, cashier; Commercial State Bank, W. 
B. Shoemaker, cashier; The Bank for phat by D. E. 
Kellcher, president ; German American Ban I. J. Riley, 
cashier ; James D. Hoge; First National Ba nk, by M. H. 
Arnold, president. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The telegrams will lie on the 
table. 
Mr. JONES. I ask that the names attached to the other 
telegrams be noted in the Recorp, and that the telegrams be 


‘red to lie on the table 
There being no objection, 


orca 


the telegrams were ordered to lie 


on the table and the names attached thereto to be noted in the 
Recorp, as follows: 
Telegram from the legislative committee, Nation of the 


Lakotah, of Olympia, Wash. 


ae ‘am from the Chamber of Commerce of Seattle, Wash. 

Telegram from the Chamber of Commerce of Bellingham 
Wash. 

relegram from the Commercial Club of South Bend, Oreg. 

Telegram from the Commercial Club of North Bend, Oreg. 

Telegram from the Business Men’s Association of Everett, 
Wash. 

Telegram from the Bank of California, of Seattle, Wash 

Telegram from the station mo v firemen of Bellingham, Wash. 

Telegram from the Preston Mill Co., of Preston, Wash 

Telegram from the Pugett m 1 Co., of Seattle, Wash 

Telegram from Galbraith, Bacon & Co., of Seattle, W: 

Telegram from G. N. Skinner, of Seattle, Wash. 

Telegram from the Altoona Packing Co., of Astoria, Oreg. 

Telegram from the Simpson Lumber Co., of North Bend, 
Oreg. 

Telegram from the North Bend Manufacturing Co., of North 
Bend, Oreg 


from The 
from 


from 


Moran Co., ittle, W 
the O'Connell Lumber Co., of Winlock, Wash. 


T 


Telegram of Se: ish. 


rm 
leleg 


-ram 
Tel 


ram the S. E. Slade Lumber Co., of Vancouver, 
Wash. 
Telegram from the Tacoma Mill Co., of Tacoma, Wash. 
Telegram from the Wheeler Osgood Co., of ene, Wash. 





Telegram from the Western Pine Manufacturing Association, 
of Spokane, Wash. 

relegram from Everett G. Griggs, of Tacoma, Wash 

7" rram from the Shepard Traill Co., of Seattle, Wash. 

Telegram from W. H. Decan, of Bellingham, Wash. 

Telegram from the Stimson Milling Co., of Seattle, Wash, 

Telegram from J. H. Bloedel, of Bellingham, Was 

Telegram fre Victor FE. Beckman, of Seattle, Wash. 

Telegram from the Robert S. Wilson Lumber Co., of Seattle, 


gram from 
Telegram 


ash. 


John 
the 


McMas 
Atlas 


of Seattle, Wash. 
& Shingle Co., of 


ters, 
from Lumber 


Ww 


Telegram f the Seattle Lumber Co., of Seattle, Wash. 
Telegram from the Day Lumber Co., of Seattle, Wash. 
aegram from the Jamison Shingle Co., of Everett, Wash. 


the Building 


Wash. 


| 
| 


Seattle, 


Managers’ Association, of Seattle, 
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FEBRUARY 27, 








I present a large number of telegrams in the | Telegram from the Alaska Pacific Steamship Co., of Tacoma, 


Wash. 
Telegram from the Central Labor Council of Seattle, Wash. 
Telegram from Local Union No. 288, International Brother- 
hood of Stationary Firemen, of Bremerton, Wash. 
Telegram from the Typographical Union of Seattle, Wash. 
Telegram from Charles H. Frye, of Seattle, Wash. 
Telegram from the Washington Clay Works Association, 
| Seattle, Wash. 
Telegram from Lester, Herrick & Herrick, of Seattle, Wash. 
Telegram from M. J. Batchelder, Aaron Jones, and T. C. At- 
keson, legislative committee of the National Grange, of Concord, 
N. H. 


of 


Telegram from J. S. Goldsmith, of Seattle, Wash. 
Telegram from the Everett Pulp & Paper Co., of Everett, 


Wash. 
Telegram from the Ship Owners’ Stevedoring Co., 

Bartlett & Co., and Brown & McCabe, 

Telegram from the Pacific 


Rothschild 
of oe Wash 
Coast Steamship Co., of San Fra in- 


Telegram from the Occidental Fish Co. (Inc.), of Seattle. 
Wash. 
Telegram from the Blom Codfish Co., Western Codfish Co.. 


Matheson 
& Alaska 
Telegram 


Fisheries Co., King & Winge Codfish Co., and Seattle 
Fish Co., of Seattle, Wash. 
from Fred S. Stimson, of Seattle, Wash. 
Telegram from the Northwest Lumber Co., of Seattle, Wash. 
Mr. JONES. I present telegrams in the nature of petitions, 
signed by citizens of the State of Washington, praying for the 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement with Canada, 
sk that the first telegram be read. 
There being no objection, the Secretary 
follows: , 





read the telegram as 


SEATTLE, 
C.3 


WASH., February 23, 1911, 
Senator JONES, 


The 


Washi) D 


gton, 


undersigned earnestly 


urge you to support the reciprocity agree 

ment and to oppose any amendment thereof that will endanger its 
adoption We heartily approve of the wise and itriotic action of the 
President in negotiating this agreement, believing with him that only 
good to the peoples of both countries will follow its adoption. : 
English Lumber Co., by E. G. English, president; Tom 

Moore Boom Co., by W. H. McEwan, treasurer; Camp 

bell Lumber Co., by James Campbell, president, John 

A. Campbell, secretary, George H. Snowden: Continen- 

tal Mill Co., by M. Thompson; Ferguson-Dugan Invest 

ment Co., by Joseph Ferguson, president: Frederick 








H. White; EB. C. Million; P. C. Leonard Lumber (Cx 
by W. W. Hamilton, secretary; Tyee Logging Co., by 
E. C. Million, secretary; Peters & Powell, by W. A. 
Peters; The J. M. Coleman Co., by L. J. Coleman, 


president. 
» VICE PRESIDENT. The telegram will lie on the table. 
JONES. I ask that the names attached to the other tele 


is be noted in the Recorp, and that they be ordered to lie on 
ible. 


The 
Mr. 
fran 
the ti 


There being no objection, the telegrams were ordered to lie on 


the table and the names attached thereto to be noted in the 
Recorp, as follows: 
Telegram from the Kennewick Commercial Club, by R. A. 
Mitchell, secretary, of Kennewick, Wash. 
Telegram from the Wenatchee Commercial Club, by R. R. 


L. J. 
Wash. 


Ellinwood, 
Wenatchee, 
Telegram from W. A. White, manager 
ment Co., of North Yakima, Wash. 
Telegram from the Mitchell Lewis & 
Posson, manager, of Spokane, Wash. 
Telegram from W. R. Criffield, manager of the J. 
Implement Co., of Walla Walla, Wash. 
Telegram from W. L. Taylor, manager 
Co., of Spokane, Wash. 
Telegram from the Northwest 
Sherrock, president, of Seattle, 
Mr. JONES. I present a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Washington, which I ask may be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


Crollard, W. O. Parr, special committee, of 


of the Yakima Imp! 


Staver Co., by J. R. 


H. Morrow 


of John 


Deere Plow 


Trust & E. 


Wash. 


Safe De} ( 


sit Co., 


House joint memorial No. 7. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the 


United States in Congress assembled: 





Your memorialists, the senate and house of representatives of the 
State of Washington in legislative session assembled, being the twelfth 
regular session, respectfully represent in petition as follows: 

There are over 300,000 acres of arid land in Benton, Yakima, and 
Klickitat Counties in the State of Washington, lving in the valley of 
the Columbia River, and commonly known as the lorse Heaven” 
district, which are capable of irrigation. About three-fourths of this 


land is now held in private ownership and the remainder has been filed 
ul 


on under the desert-land acts. 





1911. 
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The entrymen who have 


done their assessment work and made their annual proofs in good 
faith, and confidently believe that they could make reclamation and 
final proof within the limit of time provided by the United States 
statutes and extension enactments amendatory thereto, but the work 





of bringing water from the mountains, distant 150 
so great that it is now apparent that more 
is now given by law. 

Much of this vast district of 300,000 acres or more is valueless with- 
out irrigation, and it is now definitely known that irrigation is pos- 
sible therefor at a reasonable cost. It has often been announced 
through press reports that the Reclamation Department of the United 
States Government will pursue a policy of encouragement to private 
eapital in reclaiming arid lands. Most of the projects with water 
supply comparatively near have already been undertaken, and those in 
which the water supply is remote can not be financed and canals built 


miles, has proven 
time will be required than 


within the period given to desert entrymen for making final proof. 
Wherefore 
the 


your memorialists respectfully petition the Congress of 
United States to enact a law which shall extend the time in which 





» desert-land entrymen of the “ Horse Heaven”’ district may make 
! oof until such time as water may become available to them 
h an irrigation project now under way for this district. 
Passed the house January 25, 1911. 
Howarp D. TAYLor, 
Speaker of the House. 


Passed the senate February 14, 1911. 
W. H. PAULHAMTS, 


President of the Senate. 


JONES presented memorials of sundry 


citizens of Pros 


ser, Wash.; of Prairie Grange, No. 191; Columbia Pomona 
Grange, of Clarke County; Sunny Side Grange; Fern Bluff 


Grange, No. 267, of Sultan; Lincoln Grange, No. 357, of Mat- 


lock; Whibby Grange, No. 354, of Island; Happy Valley Grange, 
No. 322; and Local Grange of Tekoa, all of the Patrons of 


Husbandry, in the State of Washington, remonstrating 
the ratification of the 
the United States and ¢ 
tal 


against 
proposed reciprocal agreement between 
‘anada, which were ordered to lie on the 
ile. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Polk County, Fla., remonstrating against the enactment of | 
lation donating 300.000 acres of Government land in the Terri- 


is- 


tory of New Mexico to the archbishop of Santa Fe, etc., which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 
Mr. BRISTOW. I submit a concurrent resolution of the 


Legislature of the State of Kansas, which I 
table and be printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was 
dered to lie on the 


ask may lie on the 


or- 


table and to be printed in the Recorpb, as 
follows: 
House concurrent resolution No. 25. 

Whereas it has come to the notice of the Legislature of the State 
of Kansas that a measure is pending before the Congress of the United 
States which aims at the removal of 17 United States pension agencies 
from their present locations throughout the country to the city of 
Washington, D. C.; and 

Whereas these pension agencies were established years ago for the 
convenience and accommodation of then only 232,000 pensioners of the 
United States; and 

Whereas the number of pensioners has since that time increased to 
nearly 1,000,000 (being 921,083 June 30, 1910): and 

Whereas this legislature its informed that all of the pensioners of 
the United States are vigorously protesting against this proposed cen- 
tralization, consolidation, and removal to Washington, D. C., of these 
17 pension agencies as inimical to their interests and convenience: It 


is therefore 






Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 
That the Legislature of the State of Kansas respectfully asks the Con 
gress of the United States to refuse to enact ~ ha measur being 
fully convinced that the system at present in use, to which all pe nsion 
ers have now become ac ustomed, will better subserve the interests of 
the vast body of pensioners, who, owing to their services to the coun 
try, as well as to their advanced ige, are certainly entitled to considera 
tion of their views and wishes on a measure that so vitally affects them 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the 
ecretary of state to the Senate of the United States and to the House 
of Representatives of the United States, and to each of the Senators 
and Representatives from this State. 

l hereby certify that the above — rrent resolution originated 
the house and passed that body February 20, 1911. 

G. Ee. Bt CKMAN, Speaker of the Hous 
Earnt AKERS, Chief Clerk of the House 

Passed the senate February 23, 1911. 

RicHarD J. HOPKINS, 
President of the Senate. 

F. W. BRINKERHOPF?E, 
Assistant Secretary of the Senate. 

Approved February 24, 1911. 

W. R. Srubss, Gorernor. 
STATE OF KANSAS, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATS. 
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 
I, Charles H. Sessions, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do 


hereby certify that the hereto attached is a true copy of house 


rent resolution No. 25, the original of which is now on file and 


au 
of r 


‘ord in this office. 
In testimony where< 
my official seal. 
Done at the city of Topeka this 24th day of Febru » &. 
[SBAL.] CHAS. H. SESSIONS, Reawdlere of Stete. 


Mr. LORIMER presented petitions of Local Union No. 21, 
Branch 1, United Brewery Workmen, of New Athens; of Twin 


f I hereto set my hand and cause to be affixed 


Db. 1911. 





filed on this land under the desert act have | 





City Local Union of the Federation of Labor, of Champaign 
and Urbana; of Local Union No. 742, United Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners, of Decatur: of Federal Labor Union, 
No. 8281, of Lincoln; of Stone Planermen’s Un No, 13098 
of Chicago; of Local Division No. 22, Order Railway Conductors 
of Chillicothe; of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 134, of Ke 
wanee; of Washington Camp No. 9, Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, of Chicago; of Fox River Valley C cil, Brot vl 
of Carpenters and Joiners, of Aurora; of Local | n No is, 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Lincoln: of Lecal 
Union No, 873, United Brothe rhood of Carpente nd J ~ 
of Lawrenceville; of Local Union No. 1883, Brotherhood of ¢ 
penters and Joiners, of Macomb; of Local No. 1267, Retai 
Clerks International Protective Association, of Breese; and of 
the Trades Assembly, of Belleville, all in the State of Ill 
praying for the enactment of legislation to further restri ul 
migration, which were referred to the Committee on Immigra 
} tion, 
| Ie also presented the memorial of George S. Frick, of Chai 
| paign, Il., and the memorial of J. C. Sailor, secretary of th 
Iroquois County Farmers’ Institute, of Lllin ~~ remonstt g 
| against the ratification of the proposed recipri agreement | 
tween the United States and Canada, whieh: wert rae 1 t 
ie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Burnside Lodge, No. 50, In 
ternational Association of Car Workers, of Chicago, IIL. ] ng 
for the repeal of the present oleomargarine law, which was 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Shabl l 
Ill., remonstrating against any increase being mad the : 
of postage on periodicals and magazines, which were ordered to 


in 


lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 352, Farmet 
Educational and Cooperative Union of America, of Mount Car 
mel, IiL, praying for the passage of the so-called parcels-pos 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Post Oflic nd 
Post Roads. 


He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Farming 


ton and Peoria, in the State of DDiinois, remonstrating a aan st 
the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of 
Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mount 
Carmel, Ellery, and Fairfield, all in the State of Illinois, remon 
strating against the establishment of a national department of 
health, which was referred to the Committee on Public Health 
and National Quarantine. 

He also presented a petition of Council Fire of Yolo Tribe 
No. 397, Improved Order of Red Men, of Chicago, IlL, prayi 
that an appropriation be made for the erection of a nat 
Indian memorial, which was referred to the Committee on In 
dian Affairs, 


He also presented a petition of sundry cit Aurora, IIL, 


IZens oO} 


remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels-pos 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of the Pl l 
Peace Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
any appropriation being made for the fortification of the Pan 
ama Canal, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria 
tions. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented petitions of Local G: 
Ledyard; Local Grange of Goshen; Local Grange of Vly 
Local Grange of Colebrook: Local G ‘ Mane 
Local Grange of Mystic; Natchaug Grange, of C1] | 
Grange of Meriden; Local Grange of Wethet ld I 
Grange of Durham; Local Grange of West Hart iI 
Grange, of Bridgeport; Local Grange of Hadda \ 

Grange of Cromwell; Local Gra of Gr N I 
County Pomona Grange; Rippowam Grange, of ! i 
Grange of Danbury; and Greenfield Hill Gr: : E d 
all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of ¢ 

praying for the passage of a full and mplete | 

which were referred to the Committee on Post O s and | 
Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Business Men's Ass 
6f Seymour, the Business Men's Association of Middletown, 
ef the Business Men's Association of Hartford, all in the Stat 
of Connecticut, praying for the ratification of the pr 
reciprocal agreement between the United States and ¢ 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Connecticut Po 
Society; the Wolf Den Grange, of Pomfret; of Good 
Grange, of Glastonbury; the Lake Valley Grange, of S 
of Local Grange of Groton; Rippowam Grange, of Stamford; 
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Local Grange of Cromwell: Local Grange of Plainville; Indian | 


River Grange, of Milford: Local Grange of Plainfield; Local 
Grange of Norwich: Local Grange of Bridgewater; Local Grange 


of Danbury; Local Grange of Seymour; Local Grange of Tol- 


land; Local Grange of Old Lyme; Lake Valley Grange, of Sher 
mat Hillstown Grange, of East Hartford; Local Grange of 
Avon; Local Grange of Wallingford; Local Grange of Manches- 
ter: Tunxis Grange, of Bloomfield: Beacon Valley Grange, of 


Naugatuck; and Mad River Grange, of Waterbury, all of the 
Patrous of Husbandry, in the State of Connecticut, remonstrat- 
ing against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agree- 
ment between the United States and which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


Canada, 


He also presented a petition of the Business Men’s Association 
of Hartford, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing increased salaries for Federal judges, which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men’s Association 
of Hartford, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the erection of buildings for the accommodation 
of United States ambassadors in foreign countries, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEAN presented the memorial of P. A. Mertz, 
ield, N. J., and the memorial of E. C. Stibbs, of Red. Bank, 
N. J:, remonstrating against any increase being made in the 
rates of on periodicals and magazines, which were 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 

IIe also presented the petifion of Frank O. Cole, of Jersey 
City, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called old-age 
peusion bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Iie also presented memorials of the Eastwood Wire Manu- 
facturing Co., of Belleville; of Rancocas Grange,. No. 151, 
of Burlington County; and of Somerset Grange, No. 7, of 


of Plain- 


postage 


Middlebush, Patrons of Husbandry, all in the State of New 
Jersey, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 


Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Hie also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hacken- 
sack, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to further 
restrict immigration, which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. BULKELEY presented petitions of Danbury Grange, 
Rippowan Grange, Meriden Grange, Wethersfield Grange, West 


Hartford Grange, Durham Grange, Manchester Grange, Cole- 
brook Grange, Plymouth Grange, Goshen Grange, Ledyard 


Grange, Groton Grange, Haddam Neck Grange, Easton Grange, 
Greenfield Hill Grange, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in 
the State of Connecticut, praying for the passage of a full 
and complete parcels-post bill, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. DICK presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chilli- 
cothe, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisiation to prohibit 
the printing of certain matter on stamped envelopes, which were 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Chilli- 
cothe, Dayton, Cleveland, Akron, Columbus, Niles, and Cin- 
cinnati, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation to prohibit the printing of certain matter 
on stamped envelopes, which were referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Society of Friends of the 
State of Ohio, remonstrating against any appropriation being 
made for the fortification of the Panama Canal, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented petitions of Ed. L, Ford, Joseph G. Butler, 
jr., George D. Wick, and Philip Wick, all of Youngstown, Ohio, 
and of the International Association of Machinists of Lima, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the 
construction of all battleships in Government navy yards, which 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Plainville Council, No. 330, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Dayton, Ohio, and 
a petition of Bricklayers and Masons Local No. 43, of Niles, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict 
immigration, which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Protective As- 
sociation of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for an increase in the 
rate of postage on periodicals and magazines, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Farmers’ Institute of 
West Salem, Ohio, remonstrating against the repeal of the pres- 
ent oleomargarine law, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 


He also presented a memorial of the Stationary Firemen of 
Columbus, Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Cleveland. 
Akron, Norwalk, Springfield, Dayton, Toledo, Cincinnati, Canton, 
Youngstown, Custar, Gibsonburg, Tarlton, Mount Vernon, Co- 
lumbus, and Rushsylvania, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrat- 
ing against any increase being made in the rate of postage on 
periodicals and magazines, which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. DEPEW presented memorials of Marlboro Grange, No. 
904, and of sundry citizens of Canandaigua, Birdsall, Dalton, 
Wesley, Whitney Crossing, Lisbon Falls, New York City, Fort 
Edward, Skaneateles Falls, and Livingston Manor, all in the 
State of New York, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National Piano Manu- 
facturers’ Association of America, praying for the ratification 
of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Pattern Makers’ Associa- 
tion of Syracuse, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to further restrict immigration, which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Peekskill Musical Union, No. 
29, of Peekskill, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit competition between enlisted and civilian musicians, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of Hillsboro County 
Pomona Grange, No. 1, of Bedford; of John Hancock Grange, 
No. 53, of Hillsboro County; and of Mount Prospect Grange, 
No. 242, of Lancaster, all of the Patrons of Husbandry; and of 
D. C. Hoyt, of Bradford; Orin S. Huntley, of Hillsboro; of 
Alton F,. Sanborn, of Raymond; and of sundry citizens of 
Danbury, all in the State of New Hampshire, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement 
between the United States and Canada, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the North Conway Woman's 
Club, of North Conway, N. H., praying that an investigation be 
made into the condition of dairy products for the further pre- 
vention and spread of tuberculosis, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ROOT presented a memorial of sundry bankers of New 
York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Scott antioption bill, relative to dealing in cotton futures, 
etc., which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE presented memorials of Good Cheer Grange, No. 
323, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bradford, Me., and of sundry 
citizens of Maine, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PILES presented a memorial of Lincoln Grange, No. 357, 
of Matlock; Big Bottom Grange, No. 268, of Randle; and of 
Fisher Grange, No. 211, of Fisher, all of the Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, in the State of Washington, remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of Pride of Allegany 
Council, No. 59, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Westernport, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
further restrict immigration, which was referred to the Con, 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of sundry vessel owners, 
masters, and fishermen of Provincetown, Mass., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement 
between the United States and Canada, which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Ile also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of citizens 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, favoring the annexa 
tion of Crete with Greece, which were referred to the Com 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM presented a petition of sundry stock 
holders of the United Wireless Telegraph Co., residents of 
Denver, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation provid 
ing for an investigation of the status of telegraph companies 
in the country, which was referred to the Committee on 


Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of members of sundry Grand 
Army posts in the city of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the so-called old-age pension bill, which was ordered 
| to lie on the table. — 





1911. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I present a joint resolution adopted by 
the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which I ask may lie 
on the table and be printed in the Recorp, 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to 
lie on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
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Joint resolution (65a) asking the Congress of the United States ft 
refuse to enact the measure now pending relating to United States 
pension agencies. 

Whereas it has come to the notice of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin that a measure is pending before the Congress of the 
United States which aims at the removal of 17 United States pension 
agencies from their present locations throughout the country to the 
city of Washington, D. C.; and 

Whereas these pension agencies were established years ago for the 
convenience and accommodation of then only 252,000 pensioners of the 
United States; and 

Whereas the number of pensioners has since that time increased to 
neorivy 1,000,000 (be g 921.083 June 30, 1910): and 

Whereas this legislature is informed that all of the pensioners of the | 
United States are vigorously protesting against this proposed centraliza 
tion, consolidation, and removal to Washington, D. C., of these 17 
pension agencies as inimical to their interests and convenienc It is 
therefore 

Resolved by the assembly (the scnate concurring), That the Legislature 
of the State of Wisconsin respectfully asks the Congress of the United 
States to refuse to enact such a measure, being fully convinced that 
1 system at present in use, to which all pensioners have now become 
‘ stomed, will better subserve the interests of this vast body of pen 
§ rs, who, owing to their services to the country as well as to their 
advanced age, are certainly entitled to consideration of their views 
al wishes on a measure that so vitally affects them. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the | 
secretary of state to the Senate of the United States and to the House |} 
of Representatives of the United States and to each of the Senators and 


I entatives from this State. 
C. A. INGRAM, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
H. (. MARTIN, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
F. M. WYLIB, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate 
Mr. SWANSON, I present resolutions signed by the presi- 
dent and secretary of the Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative 
Union of Virginia, which I ask may be printed in the Rrcorp 


and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

‘There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration and ordered to be printed in the 
Itkcorp, as follows: 


Whereas the United States Immicration Commission, after four 
years investigation involving the expenditure of almost $1,000,000, 
reports that restriction is demanded by “ economic, moral, and social 
reasons,” specifically recommends a reading and writing test, “as 
the most feasible single method for excluding undesirable immigration,” 
and suggests also an increased head tax, a limitation of numbers, a 
money qualification, and other measures that are law in other coun 
tries and which have been urged by the Farmers’ Educational and 
Cooperative Union of America in National and State convention: and 


Whereas the United States is the only country 
net foreign immigration, as a result of her 
and 

Whereas it is proposed in 


considerable 


immigration 


with any 
feeble 


order to permit the foreign steamships to 


bring more and to relieve the Northeast of its immigration evils, that 
the present enormous annual alien influx of over a million, of whom 
less than 15,000 last year were “farmers,” be diverted and dis 
tributed over the agricultural sections, and a Federal Division of 
Information and Display has been established for accomplishing such 


purpose: Therefore be 


Resolved by the 


it 


Farmers’ Educational and 





Cooperative Union of 
Virginia in State convention this 7th day of February, That we 
earnestly urge upon Congress the immediate passage of Hl. R. 15415, 
and such other measures as will give this country some such protec 
tion from undesirable immigration as is recommended by the Immigra 
tion Commission and is in force in other civilized countries, such as 
Canada, Australia, and Natal; and be it further 
Resolved, That the State secretary send at once a copy of this 
resolution to the entire Virginia congressional delegation with the 
request that it be presented to Congress, and to the President, at 
Washington, D. C. 


assed 
tive 
on 


indorse 
before the 


action of legisla 


unanimously and enthusiastically : 
House Committee 


committee at Washington last March 
Immigration and Scott bill. 
D. M. GANNAWAY, President, 


H. L. Petry, Secretary, 
Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union of Ame 


Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of Pine Lake Grange, 
*atrons of Husbandry, of La Porte, Ind., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between 
the United States and Canada, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


le 


ica 


also presented petitions of the Journal, the Chronicle, the 
Republican, and the Miami County Sentinel, all of Peru, in the 
State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the printing of certain matter on stamped envelopes, 
which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented the petition of George Harmon and 14 
other ex-soldiers, residents of Brownsburg, Ind., and the peti- 
tion of George W. Rodenbaugh and 16 other ex-soldiers, resi- 
dents of Cayuga, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called 
old-age pension bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 


XLVI—— 


on 
—— 


laws ; | 


Mr. STONE 
tion of Catholic 


Ameri 
New Orle 


the 
convention at 


prese 


ited a memorial of 


Societies In ans, La 


remonstrating against any appropriation being made for the 
extension of the work of the Bureau of Education, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry cit s of Missouri, 
praying for the construction of all United St ! s s in 
Government navy yards, which was 1 red to the Conn ’ 
on Naval Affairs. 

Ile also presented petitions of Evergreen C mn No. 4. W d 
men of the World, of Carthage; of Botree Camp, No. 26. Wood 
nen of the World, of West Tiains: of | den ¢ l \ tise 
Woodmen of the World, of Maplewood; and of Defiance | 
No, S50, Modern Brotherhood of America, of Defiance 
the State of Missouri, praying for the enactment of leg it i 
providing for the admission of publications of fratern si 
ties to the mail as second-class matter, which were referred to 


the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
He also presented petitions of Lo«¢ Lodge No. 8363. Inter 
national Association of Machinists, of Queen City; of 


tral Trades and Labor Council of Cape Girardeau; of Loca! 
Union No. 1827, United Mine Workers of America, of Lexing 
ton: and of the Sedalia Federation of Labor, all in the State 
of Missouri, praying for the enactment of legislation to 1 li 

restrict immigration, which were referred to the Committee on 
Inmigation. 

He also presented petitions of Jeurnevmen Tnilors’ I i] 
Union No. 6, of Sedalia: of the Culture Club, of Edina; of 
the United States Hist rv ( ss, of St. Louis: and of Local 
Union No. 26, United Garment Workers of America, of St. 
Louis, all in the State of Missouri, praying for the repeal 
of the present oleomargarine law, which were referred to the 


Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
He also presented petiti of sundry of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying for the establishment of a national department of 


ms citizens 


health, which were referred to the Committee on Public Ilealth 
and National Quarantine. 
He also presented a petition of Colonel Grover Post, No. TS, 


\\ 
Mathews Post, 


, of 


Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
rensburg, Mo., and a petition of Captain John 
No. 69, Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republi 


Springfield, Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called old 
age pension bill, which were ordered to lie on the table 


He also presented a memorial of sundry citize 
County, Mo., the creation 
volunteer officers’ retired list, which was ordered t 

Iie also presented memorials of sundry citizens 


s of Se 
of a Civil War 
»lie on the table. 
of Missouri, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called rural 
post bill, which were ordered to lie on the 


r 


remoustrating against 


ral parce 
table 


Hie also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New Ham 
burg and Benton, in the State of Missouri, praying for the 
passage of the so-called parcels-post bill, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 

Mr. WETMORE presented a memorial of Local Grange No 


oo, Patrons of Husbandry, of North Scituate, R. L, remonstrat 


ing against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agre 
ment between the United States and Canada, which wis orc l 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURNITAM presented memorials of ‘Local Grat No 


16. of Surry; of Hillsborough Cou ity 
of Bedford; of Jehn Hancock 
Mount Prospect Grange, No. 


Pomona 
Grange, Now 35, 
242, of Lan 


Grange, No. 1, 
of Tlaneock: of 
and of 


aster: 


mack County Pomona Grange, of North Boscawen, all of tl 
Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of New Hampshire, re 
monstrating against the ratification of the propesed recipre 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which \ ‘ 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. OWEN. I present the memorial of Moncena Dunn 
La Crosse, Wis., setting forth the coupon ballot as t l 
by the laws of Wisconsin. It is an improved method of assut 
ing an honest ballot, which I understand has been adopted by 
the State of Wisconsin. I move that the memorial be printed 
as a Senate document (No. S40) 

The motion was agreed to, 

REPORTS OF COMMIT 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Naval Aff ta 
which was referred the b (S. 10379) to promote the eff : 
of the Naval Militia, and for other purposes, reported it w 
out amendment. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims. to 
was referred the bi (S. 1066S) to satisfy certain 1ims ag 
the Government arising under the Navy Department 


it with 
thereon, 


an amendment and submitted 














Mr. CURTIS mn the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred I. Rh. 52675) granting pensions and increase 
of sold s and sailors of the Regular Army 
id N | iin sold s and sailors of wars other than 
\ | to lows and dependent relatives of such 

l ! ors, reported it with amendments and submit 

eC} t ( , 1255) thereon. 

lle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| H. 2) grant pensions and crease of pensions 
to certai oldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certai 
wid and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, 
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 
1254) thereon 

lie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. McCcumsber on the 25d instant, 
proposing to appropriate $1,200 to pay Robert W. Farrar for 
indexing and extra sé ices as clerk to the tee on Pen 

Sixty-first Congress, third session, and to appro 
priate $1,200 to pay Dennis M. Kerr for services as assist 





int < rk by detail to the Committee on Pensions, Sixty-first 

Congre third session, intended to be proposed to the general 

ce el appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 

moved that it be referred to the Cammittee on Appropriations 
id printed, which was agreed to. 


the on Military 


bil to grant an 


Dutton, reported it with 


Mr. FOSTER, from 
which was referred the 
discharge to Alfred L. 
amd submitted a report (No. 1255) thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 19010) 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department to reopen 
accounts of certain officers the Navy, reported it 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 1256) thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 19685) to compensate William P. Wil- 
liams for losses sustained by him while assistant treasurer of 
the United States at Chicago, IL, reported it without amend- 
ment and submitted a report (No. 1257) thereon. 


Affairs, to 
honorable 


Committee 


(S. 2328) 


Naval Affairs, to 


pay 
without 
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amendments | 


authorizing proper | 
| dent. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to | 


which was referred the bill (H. R. 23826) to amend section 
chapter 252, entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 28, 1896 (29 Stats. L., p. 183), reported it with- 
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 1258) thereon. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 31806) to amend 


section 1 of the act approved March 2, 1907, being an act to 
amend an act entitled “An act conferring jurisdiction upon 
United States commissioners over offenses committed on a por- 


tion of the permanent Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, Ark.,”’ 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 10863) to give the consent of Congress to 
the building of a bridge by the city of Northport, Wash., over 
the Columbia River, at Northport, reported it with an amend 
t and submitted a report (No. 1259) thereon. 


men 


S. H. ROBINSON, 


Mr. OLIVER. From the Committee on Claims I 
favorably the bill (HL R. 18512) 
son, of Allegheny County, Pa., and I submit a report (No. 1249) 
thereon. It the unanimous report of the committee, and I 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 


report | 
for the relief of S. H. Robin 


is 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
S. H. Robinson, of Allegheny County, Pa., $26,985.63, as com 
pensation for the injury sustained by him because of flood in 
the Allegheny River in January, 1907, that being the amount 
recommended to be paid him by the Chief of Engineers, United 


States Army. 
The bill was reported 
ordered to a third reading, 


to the Senate without a1 
read the third time, and 
RIVER 


endment, 
passed. 


IT AC KENSACK 


Mr. FRYE. From the Committee on Commerce I rt back 
favorably with an amendment the bill (8. authorizing 
Er Railroad Co. to construct a canal connecting the Hack- 
ensack River and Berrys Creek, Bergen County, N. J., 
1 to navigation, and for other purposes, and I submit a 
ol) thereon I call the attention of the Senator 
Mr. KEAN] to the bill. 


New Jersey | 
ask unanimous consent for the present consid 


CANAL, NEW JERSEY, 


rep 
LOSSS ) 


as an 
report 
from 
Mr. KEAN, I 
eration of the bill 
There being 1 


Whole, proce 


ider the bill. 


10 objection, Senate, as in Com of the 


mittee 
; 
ded to Col 


13, | 
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The amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce was 


to add as a new section the following: 
St 2. Ti right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex 


pressly reserved. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the 

endment was concurred in. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rend 

the third time, and passed. 


Senate as amended, and the 


al 


DEVIATION 
SMOOT. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
was referred the bill (H. R. 24885) to amend section 
36 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
the weighing of silver coins, to report it favorably, and I ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah asks for 
the immediate consideration of a bill, which the Secretary will 
read for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


IN WEIGHT OF SILVER COINS, 


Mr. 
which 


Be it enacted, ete., That section 3536 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 
follows: 


‘Sec, 3536. In adjusting the weight of the silver coins the following 
deviations shall not be exceeded in any single piece: In the dollar, the 
half and quarter dollar, and in the dime, 14 grains.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let the bill be again reported. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to know the necessity for the 
porposed legislation. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ean state it in a very few words, Mr. Presi 
In the present law there is an accepted deviation from 
the standard weight of 14 grains in the case of an individual 
half dollar, an individual dollar, an individual quarter, and 
an individual 10-cent piece. But in the mints, where the coins 
are weighed together, there is entirely a different acceptable 
deviation, and every dime and every quarter and every half 
and every dollar has to be counted now separately at the mints. 
This makes the deviation of a grain and a half for all the same, 
whether it be an individual piece or in bulk. 

Mr. HEYBURN. You ean not recognize the right of the mint 
to grow careless in the coinage. 

Mr. SMOOT. This has nothing to do with the coinage. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Coins in the mint ought to be absolutely 
true to the weight, and whenever we recognize laxity on the 
part of the mint we are opening the door to greater careless- 
ness. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the Dill 
will go to the calendar. 

NATIONAL 
BRANDEGEE. 


DEFENSE SECRETS. 


Mr. [I am directed by the Committee on the 


Judiciary, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 26656) to 
prevent the disclosure of national defense secrets, to report it 
favorably, and I submit a report (No. 1250) thereon. I ask 


for its present consideration. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate 


without amendment, 


| ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ick | 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 
sills and a joint 

time, and, by 

as follows: 

By Mr. PAYNTER: 

A bill (S. 10893) granting a pension to Samuel G Hillis; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: 

A bill (S. 10894) to accept the cession by the State of M« 
tana of exclusive jurisdiction over the lands embraced within 
the Glacier National Park, and for other purposes (with acco! 
panying paper) ; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. FLINT: 

A bill (S. 10895) to set apart a certain tract of land in the 
State of California as a public park, such lands, together wit! 
those set aside by the act of September 25, 1890, to be known 
as Sequoia National Park; to the Committee on Public Lands 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. 


resolution were introduced, read the 


unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 


first 


tes. 146) directing the Comumissi 
on Universal Peace to report upon a plan for commemoratin 
the one hundredth anniversary of the signing of the treaty o! 
Ghent; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro 
priate $12,000 for the purchase of 15 portraits of Justices of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, intended to be proposed by 





1911. 
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him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

lie also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$25,000 for the establishment of a fish-cultural station in New 
Mexico, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 


appropriation bill, which was referred 

Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
Mir. KEAN submitted an amendment that from 
July 1, 1911, the salary of the United States attorney for the 
district of New Jersey shall be $5,000, etc., intended to be pro 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CUMMINS submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
crease the salary of the property records clerk, Government 
Printing Office, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sun 
dry civil appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed 

aaper, referred to the Committee on 


to the Committee 


on 


proposing 


and, with the accompanying 
Appropriations, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $360, being an additional amount to the salary of 
the assistant clerk to the Committee on Cuban 
intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency ap 
propriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment proposing to ap 
propriate $50,000 for continuing the survey of public lands in 
the State of Idaho, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the 
iry civil appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $64,000 to pay the publishers of the Federal Reporter 
for back volumes and current volumes of the Federal Reporter, 
tc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro 
printion bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROOT submitted an amendment proposing to 
priate $8,000,000 for the erection and completion of a separate 
fireproof building for each of the Departments of State, Justice, 
and Commerce and Labor, in the District of Columbia, 


Relations, ete., 


Stn 


ad, 


appro 


etc., 


intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil apprepria 
tion bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria 
(ions and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment relative to the control of 
the waters of the Niagara Falls, ete., intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was r« 


ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. LORIMER submitted an amendment providing that the 
increased rate of postage shall not apply to industrial and trade 
periodicals issued weekly, monthly, or otherwise, etc., intended 
to be proposed by him the Post Office appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 

priate $4,000 for the salary of the collector of customs for the 
customs district of Montana and Idaho, ete., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed, 
He also submitted an amendment providing for the extension 
the road in the Yellowstone National Park to properly con- 
nect with the new Canyon Hotel, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

Ife also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$69,200, to be immediately available, for the administration and 
improvement of the Glacier National Park, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the limit of cost of the post-office and courthouse building at 
New Orleans, La., to $350,000, ete., intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
print d. 

Mr. OVERMAN submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $21,000 for the placing of suitable lights and signals 
in ¢ Fear River below Wilmington, N. C., intended to 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed, 


to 


of 


be | 





~ 
e 

Mr. BURTON submitted an amendment proposing to appro 
priate $4,000 for the salary of solicitor of the Government 
lt uting Office in the Department of Justice, ete.. intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation | 
which was referred to the Comm e < Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed 

Mr. GORE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
S25.000 for the « ement of the building for the p 
ottice and courthouse at Tulsa, Okla... et ntended to be ] ‘ 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropri n | which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations ; 1 ordered >] 


printed. 

lle submitted an amendment pro 
$35,000 for the commencement of the buildin; 
and at MeAlester, Okla., 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, wh 


also osing 


courthouse 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to propriate 
$55,000 for the commencement of the building for the post office 


and courthouse at Chickasha, Okla., ete., inten 


sed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill 


s referred 


led to be prop. 
», WHICH wa 





to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $77.68 to reimburse Benjamin S. Hanchett, of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., for money expended for necessary ex 
penses while attending the meetings of the assay commission in 
March, 1905, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARNER submitted an amendment proposing to appro 
priate $30,000 for an electric lighting plant, including the en- 
largement of the power house, and one new boiler at the Battle 
Mountain Sanitarium, Hot Springs, Ark., ete., intended to be 


proposed by him to the sundry civil 
referred to the Committee on A 
printed. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas submitted an 
ing to appropriate $45,000 fe 


whicl 


tion bill, l 
lered to be 


appropria 


Was 
ppro] riations and o1 
amendment propos 
r the commencement the building 
for the post ollice at Senre vy, Ark.. intended to be propos d by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill : 


ol 


|, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OVERMAN submitted an amendment propos 
priate $210,000 for the purchase of the so-ca 
Avenue tract, the District of 
intended to 


proposed by him 
appropriation bill, which w 


! ng to appro 
ed Carpenter Penn- 
Columbia, for part 
to the sundry C1 


\ 
‘ommittee on AD 


} : . 
syivania ilk 


purposes, be 





as referred to the ¢ 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment relative to the sal 
aries of plate printers in the Coast and Geodetie Surve f 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil apprepria 
tion bill. which was ordered to be printed 1 with the ac mn 
panylng paper, relerred to the Committee on Ap tions 

RECItPROCITY WITIL CANADA 

Mr. WATSON. I submit an amendment it ded to be pro- 
posed to the bill (HL. R. 32216) to promote re rocal trade re 
lations with Canada, which I ask may be read and lie on the 
table 

There being no objection, the amendment was read | 
ordered to lie on the tal is f ows 

Amendment intended to | prot | M WW { } 

Il R. i 6, vi lr rt ft \\ y On 1 x 17 
and 18, as follows ( i culm of a kit 
through a half-inch I 3] t And 1 
19, after the word ! ou ' | t 
and insert the words nd k or kj ! 
pass through a half nd } f 
So t t the amend it Ww d « | | nD A 1 
as follows 
Coal, bituminous, round and run ' 
such as will not pas irough a t 
slack or culm of all kinds, such as w | t la 
free 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—LAND IN FORT § ARK 
| On motion of Mr. WarReN, it was 

Ordered, That all papers accompat Senate ‘ 1O248. Six 
first Congress, third s« I ent I \ \ t t 
| Fort Smith, Ark., a portion of t natior ter vat n | 
eity » withdrawn from the f f tl s no advet re 
ing en made on said 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS GEORGE D. BLAKEY. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNTER, it was 

Ordered, That the heirs and representative f George D. Bilal 
and they are hereby, authorized to withdraw from the files of 
ate all papers relating to nd on file in connection wit I 
3925, Sixty-first Congress, nd session, entitled “A bill f t 
| of George D. Blakey,” no adverse report having been made the 





‘ N S IN FREIGHT RATI 
\ r A OLLI re bm*<ted the fe ‘ r ™ rent reso 
] ( I 11), which was considered by unanimous 
‘ ‘ { 
K t H f I 
; | t XN ~ v TY 4 i 
a m0 th f Rey 
‘ I S 
RAT LDV AN( CASES 
\ LA FOLLETTE mitted the fe \ s It} (S. 
Re ‘ ’ hic = msid ‘red bi l consent ‘ id 
i t | ‘ ( i 
in t ' : : 
IST cl ~ 
Ir. HALE 1 tl fol reso (S. Res. 376), 
Ww ‘ s i 
i i i 
re“ ' e f i ‘ 
els ! 
ber ad ‘ ts 


h i no 
ort ct ] j 

> l ce | } ( ( Ss ag { 
the 1 as 

| < mre t rene red I ‘ i 

of mat nd tinst t United State ! t \ f 
the d n iy it of claim n fr | n depreda 
t iM 189 

I List of I rendered against tl I 1 States by tl 
cil nd district courts of the United Stat ul i t | id 
for ingit vainst I Crovernment { i Stat ip 
pro Mar 18ST 

lit I of wards made by the Spanish Treaty Claims Commi ty 
un< he act to carry in effect the stipulations of arti 7 the 
treaty between tl United States and Spain con ded on the 10th day 
of De l ISVS, appre 1 March 2, 1901 

RUSSIA AND THE AMERICAN PASSPOR 


Mr. SHIVELY. I present a paper, being the address of Louis 


Marshall, on Russia and the American passport, before the 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations, New York, Thurs 
day, January 19, 1911. I move that the paper be printed as a 
Senate de ment (No. S39). 
The moti was agreed to. 
RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA, 
Mr. McCUMBER, I present a short letter from the Modern 


Miller, 
shot 


becat 


of St. Louis, 
to 


they 


Mo. There are two paragraphs which I 
ad, so that they may go into the Recorp, 
pertinent in reply to a question which 
was asked by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smitm]. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without the 
will read the paragraphs, as requested by the Senator from 
North Dakota. 
The Secretary 1 


re 


vers 


d like have 


Se 


are 


objection, secretary 


ead as follows: 

















lion. P. J. McCuMt Washi n, D. ¢ 

Dear §S I note th is stand you have taken against Canada 
reciy y and t fact it it will discourage wheat culture in the 
United States and encourage tl way-from-the-farm movement to the 
Canadian fields As this is apparently, to us, a m unfortunate pros 
pect, I take the liberty of calling your attention to the fact that free 
wheat can not p 1 factor of consequence in reducing the cost 
of living I ani per ita consumption « f in the United 
States is but slight n excess of one barrel per year It takes ap 
proximate » bu of wheat to make a barrel of flour, and if free 
wheat reduce the cost 10 cents per bushel it would n 1 an annual 
saving <« 50 cents per barrel of flour to « h consumer in the United 
States rhus a consumer would re i 1 reducti ‘ 90 cents per 
vear in the cost of livin There is ne tting aw from this substan 
tial fact Furthermore, if a consumer 1 baker bread. he will not 
receive one } ny worth of benefit in t red ‘ the co of 
living, as the little matter of 50 cents per year will rbed by th 
baker 

So far as the question of free wheat reducing tl t of living is 
concerned, it is beyond the que 1ofad t I Wi! the 
reduction of 10 cents a ushel would 1 i ut l t h 
farmer, but a matter of more cons enc } it W rage 
wheat culture in this country and would caus ! nden pon Cana 
dian wheat pr S 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The letter will lie on the tabl 

INCREASED POSTAGE ON SECOND-CLASS MATTER. 


Mr. PENROSE 
the Postm 


on 


[ present a number of communications from 
ster General relative to the increased rate of postage 
second-class mail matter. I move that the communications 

cument (No. 841). 


‘ 7 
ms te ae 


was agreed to. 
R S FOR BONDING GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. 
Mr. GALLINGER, From the joint commission of Congress to 


inquire into the 1 of 
charged, as we 


bond 


ates premium heretofore and now 
as those proposed to be charged, by 


companies 


being 


surety or 
for bonds of officers or employees of the 


ing 
bile, 
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United States, I submit a report (No. 1260) and ask that it be 
printed and that 200 extra copies be printed for the use of the 
Senate document room. 

There being no objection, tl 
and agreed 


ie order was reduced to writing 


to, as follows: 
Ord l, That %) additional copies of Senate Report No. 1260 
I f bonding G rnment employees,’ be printed for the use of 
t secna document room 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J, 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 


to the report of the second committee of conference on the dis 


ecing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen 





to the bill (H. R. 29360) making appropriations for the 
l lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, 
and recedes from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate Nos. 99, 100, 101, and 102 


ENROLLED BII SI 
me announced that the Speaker of the Hous 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: 

H. 2.32440. An act authorizing the Moline, East Moline & 
Watertown Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the south branch of tl 
Mississippi River from a point in the village of Watertown, 
liock Island County, IL, to the island knoy as Campbells 
Island; 

II. 

II. 


LS 


NED. 


"1 oe } 
A lie sale aiso 


hh 


241535. 


28015. 


I An act for the relief of John Marshall; 
I An act to protect the dignity and honor of 
uniform of the United States; and 
H.R. 10480. An act to authorize the establishment of a marine 
biological station on the Gulf coast of the State of Florida. 


> 
\. 
> 
‘ 


the 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States by Mr. 
Latta, Executive clerk, announced that the President had, 
February 25, 1911, approved and signed the following act and 
joint resolution: 

S. S457. An act to restore to the public domain certain lands 
withdrawn for reservoir purposes in Millard County, Utah; and 

S.J. Res. 132. Joint Resolution authorizing the delivering to 
the commander in chief of the United Spanish War Veterans of 





one or two dismounted bronze cannon. 
GREELEY-ARIZONA IRRIGATION CO, 


Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I ask unanimous consent for the pres 
ent consideration of the bill (8. 10808) to authorize the Greeley- 
Arizona Irrigation Co. to build a dam the Colorado 
River at or near Head Gate Rock, near Parker, in Yuma 
County, Ariz. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think I must 

Mr. WARREN (to Mr. Burrows). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 


across 


object. 
Let him get that through. 


Senator from Michigan ob- 


jects, and the bill will go over. 
LANDS OF CERTAIN INDIAN MINORS. 
Mr. OWEN. I am directed by the Committee on Indian 


Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 18898) relating 
to the title of lands inherited by minor heirs of Indian allottees 
and sold by order of court, and for other purposes, to rep 
it without amendment, and I unanimous for i 
present consideration. It merely clears the certail 
pieces of land in western Oklahoma, 

Mr. BURROWS. I eall for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan psk 
for the regular order, and the bill will go to the calendar, 


rt 
ask consent t 


title to 


S 


HOT MOUNTAIN 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committe 
on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 81806) 
to amend section 1 of the act approved March 2, 1907, being a: 
act to amend an act entitled “An act conferring jurisdiction 
upon United States commissioners over offenses committed on a 
portion of the permanent Hot Springs Mountain Reservation 
Ark., to report it favorably, and I ask unanimous consent fo! 
its present consideration. 
Mr. BURROWS. I must insist upon the regular order, Mr 
President. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
bill will go to the calendar, 


SPRINGS RESERVATION, 


ARK. 


Regular order is demanded, and th 
EMPLOYEES ON PANAMA CANAL. 
Mr. CLAPP. I offer the resolution which I nd to the desk, 
and I ask to have it referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 


se 








1911. 





The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 375), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be inst: ed 
to investigate and make report to the Senate whether or not the ci: 
lar, No. 315, signed by George E. Goethals, chairman and chief engin 
of the construction of the Panama Canal, published in the Canal R 
for the month of March, 1910, in its reference to employees who have 

scharged from South American railroads, has any applicati 
is a prohibition to citizens of the United States applying for emplo 
ment in Government work on the Isthmus; 

And to further inquire whether or not the arrangements and agre« 
ments with men employed locomotive engineers, conductors, steam 
hovel engineers, and dredgemen on the Panama Canal, made by the 
W. Hl. Taft, when Secretary of War, in relation to compensation 
xr overtime when overtime work was actually necessary, and for 
longevity pay, has been violated or broken, and whether or 
ployees who entered upon such work, in reliance upon the nge 
m and agreements made with Secretary Taft have been deprived 
of the benefits of the arrangements and agreements under which they 
entered upon such work; 

And to further inquire if the provision in the act making the app 
priation for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1910, and for other purposes, prohibiting any 
part of the appropriation for the Isthmian Canal being applied to the 
1 
s 















1yment for allowance for longevity service on lay-over days other than 
such as may have accumulated under existing orders of the comn 
1 prior to July 1, 1909, is a violation of the understanding, arrange 
ent, and agreement under which the men were employed in « 
structive and operative work on said canal, and to report wheth 
such prohibition ought to be modified or repealed to effectuate the 
' rstanding under which employees entered upon that work, 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. Let the resolution go to the Committee 
on Interoceanie Canals. 
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Mr. CLAPP. I asked to have it referred to the Committee | 


on Edueation and Labor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks that it go to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. ~I think the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals would have jurisdiction of the resolution, as far as I 
was able to hear it when it was reported. 

Mr. CLAPP. It goes to the question whether there has been 
anything not warranted by law with reference to the employ- 
ment of men, It clearly should go to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I am satisfied with whatever reference 
the Chair may direct. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, unless the Senate di- 
rects otherwise, would refer it as the Senator introducing it 


asked, which was to the Committee on Education and Labor. | 


It is so referred. 
BATTLESHIPS FOR ARGENTINE REPUBLIC. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution, coming over from a former day, which the Secre- 
tary will read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 564) submitted by 
Mr. LA FoLierre on the 22d instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and hereby is, directed 
to transmit to the Senate a report on the following matters: 

(1) Copies of any and all orders which may have been issued by the 
Secretary of the Navy or his subordinates and of all communications 
received or sent by the Navy Department pertaining to the construction 
in private shipyards of two battleships for the account of the Argentine 
Republic 

(2) What, if any, plans of guns, gun mounts, and other appliances 
pertaining to the armament of battleships the property of the Govern 
ment of the United States in the custody of the Navy Department have 
been loaned, transmitted, or communicated to either the representative 
of the Argentine Republic or to representatives of any shipbuilding 
company ? 

(3) What, if any, of such plans cover devices which hitherto through 
patents or secrecy have been the exclusive property of the United States 
Government? 

(4) What, if any, work has been done in the navy yard at Washington 
or elsewhere by any officials or employees of the Navy Department, 
civilians or otherwise, to aid in the construction and armament of the 
two battleships being built in this country for the Argentine Republic? 

(5) If any such plans have been so divulged or if such work has 
been performed by employees of the Navy Department, by whose au 
thority has such action been taken and such work performed? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I offer the amendment I send to the 
desk, to be inserted on page 1, line 15, after the word “com 
pany.” 

The Secretary. In the second paragraph, in line 15, after 
the word “ company,” insert: 

Were the plans of the new battleships, Nos. 34 and 35, marked “ con- 
fidential,’’ furnished to the Argentine Republic? Were the plans of our 
submarine torpedo tubes and the fire-control system furnished to the 
Bethlehem Steel Co. or to the Argentine Republic for use in the two 
battleships now under construction in this country for the account of 
the Argentine Republic? Has the Argentine Republic or the Bethlehem 
Steel Co, been furnished with the book or specification marked “ con- 
fidential,” or with any appendices to such book? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I have no desire to take 
the time of the Senate this morning in discussing the resolution, 
if it can be passed by the Senate as I offered it. I ask for a 
vote on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
‘ ] : . . . 
askS unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I shall have to call for the 
regular order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am unable to hear the Senator fro1 
Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. I say I must demand the regular order 
this time. I trust the Senator will be content to have this 
matter considered later. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the Senator f 
insist on the regular order I thinl 


in the consideration of the resolution 
Mr. BURROWS. If it takes no time, I have no obi 
to it. 


Mr. BROWN. The resolution is regularly before the S 
is it not? 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection to it if it tak 
time. 

Mr. BROWN. Let it be preceeded with. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is the regular order 

The PRESIDING OFFICER It is the regular order. T! 
question is on agreeing to the resolution 

The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that Senate resolution 365 b 
laid before the Senate 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before t) 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which w 
be read. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution 565, submitted by Mr. 
LA FoLiette on the 22d instant, 


as follows: 





Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he hereby is, di ed 
to transmit to the Senate copies of any’ written communication nd 
report upon any verbal commu! itions which may have passed between 
the State Department and any other dep: nt of the Govern 
of the United States, or between the Stat partment and any depart 

nt or representative of the Argentine Republic, and any other cor 
munications, written or verbal, which may have been issued or received 
by the State Department pertaining to the construction and armament 
in this country of two battleships for the Argentine Republi 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. KEAN. That is a very unusual resolution. I do not 
think there is any precedent anywhere for a resolution of that 
kind. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The occasion for the resolution is very 
unusual. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to take the time of the Senate 
to discuss the resolution. I ask that it be submitted to a vote 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will suggest to the Senator that he 
should insert the words “if not incompatible with the public 
interest.” This seems to be dealing with a foreign government. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, ordinarily I should read 
ily assent to that. When that same suggestion was made the 
morning I introduced the resolution, the suggestion coming 
from the Senator from New Jersey at that time, the Senator 
from New Hampshire at once said that under the circumstances 
the phraseology of the resolution was exactly right. His long 
service upon the Committee on Naval Affairs gives special 
veight to his opinion in the matter. It was my own opinion. 
It was for that reason that I so framed the resolution, without 
including the usual qualifying statement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not recall the circumstance the Sen 
ator alludes to. I do not recollect having made that statement. 

Mr, KEAN, It was the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hater}. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was the Senator from Maine, I think 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It was the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator will see that no harm 
can come if this phrase is used. It seems to be dealing with a 
foreign government. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is dealing with a foreign gove 
ment, and if there is any occasion for requiring a report under 
the resolution at all it is because department .officials have not 
been considerate of the best interests of the public or of this 
Government. I do not think that under the circumstances, con 
sidering the nature and character of the resolution, anything 
should be left to the discretion of the de] artmental officials in 
this particular case, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the resolution, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hat 
shire proposes the following amendment. 

The Secretary. After the word “Senate,” in line 2, insert t! 
words “if not incompatible with the public interest.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing 1 
Lip esil e. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, if the departmental 
officials of either of the departments referred to, the one named 
in the resolution which was passed and the one named in the 
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resolution which is pending, have disclosed to any foreign gov- 
ernment or the agents of any foreign government any con 
fidential documents or any documents treated or marked as 
confidential in the Department of the Navy, they have man- 
ifestly shown such a want of consideration of the public in- 
terest that it should not be left to them to judge whether this 
resolution calls for information which is incompatible with the 
public interest. 


The ordinary plans of battleships, Mr. President, are not con- 
fidential, and there is no reason why the Vv be; but there 
are many things in the construction of a battleship which I am 
credibly informed, and which one can readily is reasonable, 
should be treated strictly confidential and should not be 
communicated to any shipbuilder unless he is employed upon 
the construction of some battleship for our own nment 
and then only in the strictest confidence. 

Now, Mr. President, that is all I care to say upon the matter 
this time. I trust the amendment will not be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 
[Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for a roll eall. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sena 
“ts and nays or a division? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 


should 


see 


is 


Gover 


at 


tor demand the 


A 


Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen 
eral pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monty], and I 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FOSTER. Has the senior Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. McCumMBeER] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICBR. He has not voted. 


Mr. FOSTER. I withhold my vote. 





The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 28, as follows: 
YEAS—44. 
Bankhead Curtis ‘Kean Root 
trandegee Depew Lodge Scott 
Briggs Dick Lorimer Smith, Mich. 
Bulkeley Dillingham Nelson Smoot 
surnham du Pont Nixon Stephenson 
turton Flint Oliver Sutherlar 
Carter Frye Page laliaferre 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Penrose Thornton 
Crane, Gamble Perkins Warner 
Crawford Guggenheim Piles Vetmore 
Cullom Ileyburn Richardson Young 
NAYS—28. 
Rorah Culberson Jones Shively 
Bourne Cummins La Follette Smith, S. Cc. 
Bristow Davis Martin Stone 
Brown Fletcher Overman Swanson 
Chamberlain Gore Owen raylor 
(lapp Gronna Perey Tillman 
Clarke, Ark, Johnston Rayner Watson 
NOT VOTING—19. 

Aldrich Burkett Hale Simmons 
Bacon surrows McCumber Smith, Md. 
Balley Dixon Money rerrell 
Reveridge Foster Newliunds Warren 
Bradley Frazier Paynter 

So Mr. GALLINGER’S amendment was agreed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘he question is on agreeing to 


the resolution as amended. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS, 


‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business is closed. 
ee BURR OWS obtained the floor. 

Mr. OWEN Mr. President 

The PRES IDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Micl 
igan wield to the Senator from Oklahoma ? 

Mr. BURROWS. I am advised that several Senators are 
prepared to proceed with the consideration of Senate resolution 
315. We have three-quarters of an hour before 2 o'clock, and 
I ask unanimous consent that the Senate new proceed to the 
consideration of the unfinished business, 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mich- 
igan yield to the Senator from Iowa‘ 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not want to appear to be ungracious, 
but I am very deeply interested in a 


measure pending now be- 
aud my people are very deeply interested in it. 
opportunity there seems now to be to consider it is 
the regular order. I refer to the tariff commisssion 
bill. I feel, therefore, that I must object. 

PRES OFFICER. Objection 


fore 
‘The 


the Senate, 
only 
to pursue 
The SIDING 
guest of the Seuator from Michigan. 


made to the re- 


is 
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Mr. BURROWS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


| sideration of the unfinished business at this time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the un- 
finished business, Senate resolution 315. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KEAN. The question is not debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is not debatable. 
Does . Senator from lowa rise to a parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I believe I do. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. 


Mr. CUMMINS. My parliamentary inquiry is this: Is the 
motion made by the Senator from Michigan in order at this 


time? 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair 
it is, 

Mr. CUMMINS. If it is in order at this time, is it not de- 
batable if made before 2 o'clock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair 
it is not. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi- 


gan yield to the Senator 
Mr. BURROWS. 


from South Dakota? 


For a question. 
Mr. KEAN Let us have the regular order. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. If the motion carries, will there be an 


opportunity to discuss the matter? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There will be. 

Mr. BURROWS. The very object is to open debate on the 
propesition, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. But I was informed that if the motion 
was carried that we are not even then to have the privilege of 


discussion, 


Mr. KEAN. Let us have the regular order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is being 


proceeded with, which is the motion of the Senator from Michi- 
gan to proceed to the consideration of Senate resolution 
That motion is neither debatable nor amendable. If the 
decides to proceed to the consideration of the matter, 
open for full and free debate. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, a 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
rises to a parliamentary inquiry. 


Old. 
Senate 
it is then 


parliamentary inquiry. 
The Senator from Washington 
He will state it. 


Mr. JONES. Would it be in order to amend the motion of 
ithe Senator from Michigan by substituting another bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is not in order to amend the 
motion. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Upon the motion of the Senator from Michi- 
gan I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to eall the roll. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I 


Money]. 


desire 


to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Can a motion to proceed to the consideration of a mat- 
ter by the Senate be made before 2 o'clock? I have no objection 


to this motion, having voted * yea.” 
KEAN. The roll having been 
order, Mr. President. 
GALLINGER. That was decided. 
op RESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded. 
* FRYE (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
Senator from Georgia |[Mr. BAcon] voted? 
» PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
not. 
Mr. FRYE. I have a general pair with that Senator, and I 
therefore withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced 


called, let us have the 


the 





yeas 66, 


YEAS—66. 


nays 12, as follows: 


Bailey Dick Martin Smith, Md. 
Bankhead Dillingham Nelson Smith, Mich. 
Reve ridge Dixon Nixon Smith, 8. C. 
Bradley Du Pont Oliver Smoot 
Bbrandegee Fletcher Overman Stephenson 
Briggs Flint Owen Stone 
Bulkeley Foster Page Sutherland 


Burkett 
Burnham 


Gallinger 
Gamble 


Paynter 
Penrose 


Swanson 
Taliaferro 


Burrows Guggenheim Percy Taylor 
Carter Hale Perkins Thornton 
Clark, Wyo. Heyburn Piles Tillman 
Clarke, Ark, Johnston Richardson Warner 
Crane Jones Root Watson 
Culberson Kean Scott Wetmore 
Curtis Lodge Shively 

| Depew McCumber Simmons 
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Mr. CRAWFORD obtained the floor. can me ; - ee : :, oe, ; 

Mr. STONE Will the Senator from South Dakota Yield to | 2TOused '¥ @ horrible woemg. ; : ; 
Ine for a moment? makes men throw away ti fear when th, ‘ re is 
} to ‘ 1} I ‘ ps 1 forine " Are o ] . : 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South ee facing the - a ae ; I 
1 cota vield to the Senator from Missouri? Sir, wil] be wounded, wounded to t] Heart, ener 7 

Mr CRAWFORD I do We treat indifferently the things tha re l ) 

Mr. STONE I desire to make an innouncement. I desire = this “estimony. no I do not ear — * ; 
fo say that on Wednesday Morning next after the Conclusion | ©! —. - "he the Amegut, t hear . ' 

! : : } ’ " ‘loal oComMs ut the } ) a7 p 

oF the morning busin, . I shall Proceed to address the Senate | ‘ » loms, but th An : .s 


on What is known as the Lorim 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. CRAW] ORD ada 


for some time, 


» is resolution. 
The notice will 
After ] 


he en tered, 


ressed the Senate. ken 


latving spo 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 O'clock having 
arrived, in order CO avoid iny question as to the Darliamentary 
Stitus, the Chair lays before the Senate the Unfinished busi- 


Which will pe 
SECRE? ARY. 

tien of WILLIAM Lor 
Ay BEVERIDGE. 
rhe PRESIDING 


Stated by 
Senate 


the Secretary, 
resolution 315, 
IMER, a Senator 
Mr. President 
OFFICER. Does the 


relative to 
from the State 


the elec. | 
of Iinois, | 


Senator from South 


Dakota yield to the Senator from Indiana ? 
Mr. CRA WFORD. | do. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Just for a moment. | Wish to Point out 
he Chair at the present moment the 'nparliamentary Status 
Which the Senate has found itself in for the last half hour, 
We haye how been considering for the last half hour, in the 
ning hour, the unfinished business, 

\C a later time, not how, I shall call the ailtention of the 
Senate to that. because I do not think—y may be wrong that 
the motion can be entertained jn the morning hour. I am 
f liar with the rule. The present condition very plainly 


‘rates that we have been Considering the unfinished busi- 


hess under a Separate motion for the last 30 minutes, [I do 
Want to take time to do it how, but for the Purpose of 
Wing that Iny inquiry as to that was not vain, I shall lay 
Perhaps two or three authorities before the Senate later on, 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair Will state that no 
Point of order wag nade against the motion y hen it was made, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true, 


rie PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 
‘ lipted to interpose point of order at the time the roll 
Was being called and the Chair could not entertain it, 


Mr, BEVERIDGE. 
from Indiana to 
point of order: [| 


No; the Chair wil] permit 
Suggest a Correction: ] did not 
would not haye done that: I 
notion. T rose to a barliamentary inquiry, 
Sometimes in our haste—y] have in 
in the last 12 years—wa Overlook the laws 
Proceedings. The Chair Will do the Senator from Indiana 
justice to say that he did not rise to 2 point of order but 
il Parliamentary inquiry, having voted himself for this very 
motion, because I did not want te delay the matter, although 
matter of faet I can demonstrate to the faction of the 


the 
interpose a 
voted for the 


Senator 


seen 


it 


i@ 


Many matters 
Which £overn 


ieCre 
our 
the 
{ 
it) 


as Satis 


Chair the motion at that time Ws out of order. But I do not 
Want to take the time Of the S¢ hate now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair agrees with the 
Senator from Indiana that he did rise to a Parliamentary 
inquiry and made a suggestion pending the roll call, The 
Chair did hot think it was in order at that time, and directed 


he Secret ry to 
Mr, BEVERIDG} 


‘ed with the 
I have 


ro roll call. 


2. 410 quarrel with th 


e Chair on that 


point. It is a matter which Absolutely is of no foncern to me, 
except | always have Stood, even against measures Which [| 

If was pressing, against ‘ny infraction of the law of pro- 
cedure in this body as “oon as I had informed Myself, after 
Having been here # S00d many years, what that law was, J 
“ometimes think it is far 


more important fo 
course of business th 
I voted for the 
yn, 


r us to maintain 
4n it is to ex 


motion becay 


cular 
a few minut 
‘Sted in this discussic 


rigidly our re 
ters by 


ter; 


bedite mat- 


es, Se I am ip- | 





foing on here, 





Che PRESIDING OFFICER. Lhe ¢ I . 1e 
Senator from South Dake th wh Pe Pr s 7 
Add ressy the Chair, it iS the bus S © { to } 
the Senator having the floor Whetly l Vields , Doe 
the Senator from South Dp ‘Ota yield ) Sen from 
Oklahoma ? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will Yield, 

Mr. OWEN, Mr. Presidk ! I regret ye Y much to 
rupt the Senator from South Dakota. but t] se f 
United States is Sitting as a jury upon a question af ins 
honor and integrity Of this body, and I helix that e 
the Senate of the United States a Jury sho ! not | ) t 
When a case iS being rsued befor, the ju If it is t 
Convenient for the Senate how to be pri nt to hear th 
ment, I move a recess. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President We have heey 1) 
Senator from Michigan that the lury has alpe: lv render la 
verdict in this case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The § for from Ar} . 
out of order. 

Mr, OWEN, I move a recess until 2 "¢ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sy tor from © ! 
Stated a hypothetica] “ase as the Chair un rst 

Mr. OWEN. |] Move a reees 
that by that time the Senators may find it ep nt { tend 
the Session of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. r Se tor f 0 l 
Moves that t] Senate take recess y ‘ : 

Mr, JOUNSTON, Mr. President. I sug C the al 
& quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER | S ite f \ I 
Suggests the absence of a quory 

Mr. OWEN, I rise to a point of orde) ( ! 
how ? 


Che PRESID] NG 
Ser ator ] 


time, 


OFFICER I} the opinion; f the Chai; 
right 


That hayjy been done 1 ere js S for the Chajy 


aS the to uggest ft] ‘ absen, 





do but to order the Secret: ry to eall t 

Mr. BE\ ERIDGE. That is true 

Mr. OWEN. I be] eve that j true 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Seer Ww } t 
roll, 

The Secretary Called the rol] l the folloy iz Sena s 
swered to their na : 

Beveridge ( D ( 

Borah ( Wro G i 

Bourne Crawford J I 

r ley Cn erson lt s 

e ( m Kear Ss Id 

Cummins I I t S I 
a tinat Martin : 
Davis Ne l St 
Depew Ni 5 
Dillingha: O 
du Po a) | 
Mletchey P " 

‘ lain Frye Pes \ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Fifty-two Se hay ' 
answered to their names ‘quorum of the Se tte ism Th 
Senator from Oklah moves that the Senate lin re 
until 3 o'clock, 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the motion ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator f; Mm Oklahoma 
has moved that the Senate Stand in recess until 3 o'clock 
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Mr. BURROWS. Does not the roll call disclose the presence | was a sort of uprising against outrageous and officious inter- 
of a quorum? | ference by the governor of that State. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oklahoma I rose at the time to remark to the sitting Member that 
1) d that the Senate take a recess until 3 o’c! whereupon | Gov. Deneen had no opportunity to answer the charge which 
the absence of a quorum was suggested, and the roll call has | was being laid at his door, made, as it was here, long after 


! e} yped the presence of a qui 

Mr. OWEN, I demand the 

and nays were not 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

the motion of the Se from 
The motion was not agree 
The PRESIDING OFFICE 

kota will proceed. 
Mr. CRAWFORD 

for some time, 


rum, 


yeas and nays on the motion, 


fhe veas 


rdered 
ordered, 


The question is on agreeing to 


Oklahoma, 


The Senator fre South Da- 


resumed his speech, After having spoken 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from South Dakota has yielded the floor. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yielded it to the Senator from Georgia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But does the Senator yield the 
floor, or does he yield to the Senator frem Georgia temporarily ? 

Mr.o CRAWFORD. I do, because I have not concluded my 
remarks, and he has given notice that he wished to speak—if I 


can do that. 

The VICE The Chair will re 
from G he custom of the Sen per- 
mit a Senator occupying the floor to yield to another Senator 


PRESIDENT. 
but t 


cognize the Sen- 


ntol orgia, te is not to 


to occupy the floor in debate. But, of course, the Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Very well; but just a mement. I want 
that 1 


understood. Am I giving up the 
insisted that I go on or yield the floor 
can talk some time yet. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


If it 
go on, I 


floor entirely? is 


entirely, I w ill 


It can be done, if the Senate de- 


sires, by unanimous consent, but it is not in accordance with 
the rules. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. All I want to know is that I shall have 


the opportunity to close my speech, 

I want to say here now that I am not making this speech for 
delay. I am saying what I have to say here in good faith, and 
I want an opportunity remarks. They are not 
going to be at any undue length, but I want an opportunity to 
conclude them. 


to conclude Ly 


Mr. BACON, I think I can make a statement which will 
clarify the situation. I gave notice that I would ask to be 
heard to-day at 2 o'clock, and I did so because the vote 
scheduled to be taken to-morrow morning immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, and there will be no other o 


portunity. 
Dakota havi the 


At 2 
floor, I 


o'clock, the Senator from South 


was perfectly 


o 


willing and consented for 


him to proceed 
until 3 o’clock. I do not suppose there will be any difficulty 
in the world about the Senator again taking the floor and 
concluding his speech before the vote is taken. 


The VICE how it 


see 


PRESIDENT. The Chair does not 


is possible that the Senator could not be again recognized if he 
asks for recognition. 

Mr. BACON. He will have the right as a Senator at any 
time to take the floor when there is an opportunity to do it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT 
Mr. BACON, 
The VICE 


rhe 
floor all 


And he is recogni 
Undoubtedly. 
PRESIDENT. B 
the time, 


zou by the 


Chair. 


ight of having 


tlYe 


Mr. BACON. I think the Chair is entirely correct. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, some weeks ago I reviewed 
at some length the testimony in the matter now before the Sen- 
ate and gave my views with reference to what facts were estab 


lished by that testimony. I 
and 


have no desire, having once rey 


iewed 


orty 


the testimony given my views in regard to it, to detain the 
Senate for the purpose of further discussion. However, the other 
day when the sitting Member whose seat is involved in this 
examination addressed the Senate, a part of his remarks were 
directed to me and to what I had said. A statement of some 
length was made by him with reference to the organization of 
the Legislature of the State of Illinois preceding his election 
by that legislature to the Senate, in which statement he dis- 
claimed that he personally had anything to do with the or- 
gunization of that legislative body and charged that the 
I t which followed an attempt to organize the lower house 


of that legislature was due almost entirely to a very extraor- 
dinary course of procedure on the part of the governor of that 
State. He severely arraigned Gov. Deneen, the governor of the 
great State of Illinois, now in his second term, for his conduct 
undertaking to absolutely, as an outside executive force, 
that body. The explanation of the extraordinary alli- 

Republicans and Democrats and the elec- 


between a few 
of Mr. Shurtleff as a result was the statement; that it 


ii 
organize 
auce 


tion 


is | 


| made 


the testimony had been taken and reported, and made, it 


as 


was, in this ex parte fashion by the sitting Member, who was 
not offering himself here as a witness under oath, who was 
not here in an attitude that would enable us to accept his 


statement as testimony and to test it by that cross-exaimination 
process which used for the purpose of eliciting the truth. It 

terruption should be made in the course 
of the address of the sitting Member. 

I felt thet it was only fair to the governor of the State 
of Illinois that he be given an opportunity to put into the rec- 
ords of this Senate his answer to this remarkable charge made 
It 

to that, more than anything else, Mr. President, 
to submit a few remarks to the Senate. 

to the telegraph office the other day and sent Gov. 
telegram, in which I said him that Mr. Lorimer 
charged on the floor that he had undertaken to compel members 
of the legislature, by threat of removal from office and by the 
threat tuke away from them patronage, to vote against Mr. 
Shurtleff as a candidate for speaker at the session of the legis 
lature in which Mr. Lorimer was elected; and that that was 
the reason why the Democrats kad made this bipartisan con 
test in the interest of Mr. Shurtleff, and explained his election 
as speaker. I also telegraphed him that the statement had been 
here that Gov, Deneen could have elected Mr. Hopkins, 


was Suggested that no in 








then 


against him here in this exceedingly dramatic manner. 
with reference 
that I intend 
I went 
Deneen a 


is 


to 


to 


j} had he been so disposed; that he had the votes under his con- 


| in langu: 





trol to do it; and that he, Goy. Deneen, had pledged Mr. 
Lorimer to be a candidate himself and had also been friendly 
to Mr. Lortmer’s candidacy. I am stating not the words of the 
telegram literally, but I am stating the substance of my commu- 
nication to iim, to which I received a reply addressed to me 
follows: 


ge as 


in the 


received 


to-day 


Also 


the in 


Representative 


answers 


My statement published 
| from 


newspapers 
quiries ot vyvour ft 


telegram 


| Frank Brady, denying statement of Senator Lorimer regarding threats. 
I did not favor Lorimer for Senator. Understand that Brady's tele 
gram will be published to-morrow. See my statement published 


by 
morning and 


the one 


published May 29, 1910. 


C. S. DENEEN. 


This 


sitting 


Mr. Frank Brady was brought into the record by the 


Member the other day, and Gov. Deneen was brought 
into the record by him in language which was printed in the 
newspapers as his speech. That speech has not yet been pub 
lished in the Recorp, but I heard it, and the statement from 
which I quote, according to my recollection, is a truthful state 
ment of what the sitting Member said in relation to the organi 
zation of the House of Representatives at Springfield. In that 
speech he used this 
Mr. President, anybody who knows aught of the organization of that 
islature would not make that statement 


} : Ta. 
language: 


leg 


referring to the statement I made in my address to the Senate 
a few weeks ago. 


facts are that I was 








not determined to organize the legislature 

against Gov. Deneen, and, if I had been so determined, under al! t! 
“ itions existing at that time, it would have been impossib! fi 
me to do so fo organize a legislature with the aid of Demor! 
and Republica is a matter that can not he done just by a wi 
a thought It requires constant effort to brit about ‘combination 
f that sort unde hat Senators would have us understand was a 
well-defined plan in the head of just one man. 

It happened, Mr. President, that on the 15th day of September I 
was stricken with illne 


And he goes on to explain how he had gone to the Pacific coast, 
how he had come from there to Washington, and how onthe very 
day or the following day after the speaker had been elected at 
Springfield, he, Mr, Lorimer, went on record in voting for some 
motion in the House of Representatives. He then explained 
Shurtleff’s election as follows: 

Edward 





Shurtleff, Mr. Lorm™ declared, was elected speaker of t! 
Illinois House Representative because of condition that 
there, and if the same condition arose anywhere else in the country 
the result would have been the same. The governor of our State was 
ery much opposed to the reelection of Mr. Shurtleff, and he called 
in a few of the members and told them that they must elect 


speaker ot! than Edward Shurtleff. 


Gov. Denecen told them that he did not care who was elected speaker, 
but that under no circumstances must any Republican vote for kdward 
Shurtleff, and, if they did vote for him, he served notice on them 
not one of them could expect to receive patronage at the hands of h 
administration, 


He went further than that: 


He called in Representative Brady, who had pledged his support to 
Shurtleff, and he told him that unless he joined with the men that 
were trying to organize that body under his dictatorship every man who 
was in the employ of the State on Brady's recommendation would be 


person 


is 


forthwith dismissed; in other words, the governor of our State under- 
took to dictate to the general assembly who should be its speaker. 





1911. 





Here he was interrupted by me; and in reply to my protest 
against his attack upon Goy. Deneen, when the latter could not 
be heard, he said: 


I was in no way connected with the committee which 
these charges and | have no right to summon Gov. Deneen. Durirg this 
whole investigation, from the day when I submitted the resolution to 
make this inquiry last May, no Senator, whether he was a member of 
the sabcommittes or not, will say that I have ever suggested any- 
thing to him or made any appeal or in any way at any time tried to 
influence his judgment as to how he should vote in my case, and so I 
made no suggestions to the committee as to who should be summoned 
as a witness. If the Senator from South Dakota is dissatisfied because 
the governor of our State was not called to refute these statements 
I am not to blame for it, but it would have been impossible to refute 


investigated 


this statement at that time because the cause for making it was not 
suggested to me until the Senator from South Dakota made it in his 


speech on this floor just a short time ago, 

Then he goes on to say, in reference to Gov. Deneen: 

Suppose, Mr. President, that the President of the United States— 
a President of the United States—lI care not who he be, should call in 
the Senators of his party, tell them who he wanted for lresident 
pro tempore of the Senate, tell them how he wanted the Senate com 
mittees organized, tell them that unless they did his bidding they 
could get no patronage under his administration, and tell them that 
if they failed to do his bidding every last man employed by the Goy 
their 


ernment on recommendation should be driven from public em 
ployment? 

Suppose a President could fall so low as to undertake such a feat 
as that, and that he succeeded in getting into an organization a ma- 
jority of the Members of this body of his own party to the exclusion 
of one man and the men who were favorable to him—what do you 
suppose the Senate would do? What do you suppose party lines 


would accomplish? It would not take the Senators of this body one 
moment to make up th*ir minds to cross the party lines and organize 
the Senate with men whom they thought were fit to hold the different 
offices in the control of this body. 

The men in our State did what any set of sensible, courageous men 
would do. They organized the body, regardless of the wishes of the 
executive branch of the government. If the governor of our State had 
attended to his own business, said nothing to the members of the 
house, permitted them without coercion to go on and organize 
body, Mr. Shurtleff would have been the choice of its members and he 
would haye been elected in the Republican caucus by a unanimous vote. 


Mr. President, it seemed to me rather remarkable at the time, 
and it seems to me yet to be very remarkable, that one of the 
salient elements, one of the significant occurrences in Spring- 
field which operated powerfully in the shaping up of the situa- 
tion there that ended in the election of the sitting Member, 
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speaker of the house was a 


matter of the most extreme im- 
portance. Here we have this sweeping charge made upon 
the floor of the Senate by the sitting Member, so dramatically 
placing it before this bedy the other day, that the governor 
of the great State of Illinois, Gov. Deneen, played the autocrat 
and attempted to organize the lower br: l f the legislature 
there and to swing a club over the members of that body, 
threatening that unless they did his will 1 selecting their 
presiding officer he would not simply withhold from them, the 
offending ones, any recognition in the distribution of patronage, 
but that he went further than that and threatened one of 
the representatives, Mr. Frank Brady, that he would wreak 
vengeance upon him by removing from oftice those who wer 
indebted to him for places. 

I say it was a most remarkable thing here, in the closing 
hours of this debate, after the testimony had been submitted 
and closed, when there would be no opportunity here to say 
| whether or not these grave and serious charges of usurpation 
and tyranny lodged upon the floor of the United States Senate 
by the sitting Member against the governor of a great State 


| for the purpose of placing upon him the responsibility for this 


| made 


that | 


to | 


wit, the securing of the control of the organization, with all of | 


its patronage, with the influence of its speaker, should not in 
any way have been the subject of inquiry before the committee, 
and that the sitting Member in his argument should attempt to 
destroy its effect as a material fact by making, upon the floor 
of the Senate, a most sweeping and severe arraignment of the 
governor of his State, with no possible opportunity either on 
the part of the governor himself to be heard or on the part of 
the committee to make investigation of the charges, unless a 


further continuation of this investigation is had, which all | 


would deplore. 

It was remarkable that such a statement should for the first 
time be made in closing the argument here, placing in that 
light before the people of this country the governor of a great 
Commonwealth, a highly respected citizen of Illinois, with a 
record behind him for achievement, with a record for climbing 


| unfortunate youth in the United 


that ladder which every American boy may climb as long as | 


the stars shine in the heavens above him. It was remarkable 
that he should be attacked in this manner here, with no oppor- 
tunity to defend himself and no choice here on the part of a 
Member of the Senate to do anything except to accept the state- 
ment of the sitting Member or refuse to accept it; and so I sent 
this inquiry to the governor of Illinois. 

Mr. President, it is perfectly apparent to any person who 
has had any experience whatsoever with legislative bodies, 
with political issues hinging upon the action of a legislature, 
with the solution of contests between candidates for United 
States Senatorship before legislative bodies, that one of the 
ost important points in the case for or against a candidate 
is to be sufficiently fortunate to have the legislative body organ- 
ized by those who are his friends. It is true in State legisla- 
tures, or with most of them, as it is in the National House at 


Washington, that a tremendous power is wielded by the 
speaker of the popular house. He names the chairmen of 
the great committees, the chairman of the committee on cor- | 
porations; the chairman of the committee on railroads, the 


chairman of the committee on appropriations, the chairman of 
the committee on the judiciary, and the membership of each 
of these great committees, to one or the other of which is re- 
ferred every important measure that is before the legislature 
for consideration. Places upon those committees are soughi 
and eagerly sought by members, no matter to which party they 
belong. 

To those who 


were interested in the election of a United 
States Senator at 


Springfield, the control of the organization 
there was a matter of much concern and the selection of the 


most remarkable situation at Springfield for that charge to be 
here under such circumstances; not as a wit under 
oath, subjecting himself to cross-examination, where the facts 


less 


could be elicited by all the tests that can be applied in such 
cases, but under the privileges of this floor he made a state 
ment so sweeping, a charge so remarkable, that it seems to me 
only fair and decent that the governor of the State of Illinois 
should have an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. President, speaking with reference to the governor of 
Illinois I desire to say that I am not here as a special pleader 
in his behalf. My acquaintance with him is not at all inti 


mate. I had the pleasure of making a trip with him once on 
the Mississippi River and on one other occasion of traveling 
with him from Chicago to Washington. I f 


am somewhat fa 
miliar, as we all are, with his career, and it 


is a career which 
appeals to us just as the review of some of the incidents in 
his life given here the other day by the sitting Member ap- 
pealed to us. Incidents in the career of both are the highest 
tributes to America and to this great Republic. It is not a 


matter of regret but it is one of profound gratification 
we all alike rejoice that in this country a boy can come 
from the humble position of peddling newspapers and 


in which 
up 


blacking 


boots, that he can climb the ladder with the stars of hepe 
shining in the sky above him and keep on climbing until 
he reaches the highest place in the gift of the Nation. In- 
stead of being a subject for pity the opportunities given to 
vigorous youth of this country, born in humble environment 
gives joy rather than sorrow and dness. I think the most 


States is the 


youth who is 


born in wealth—who is unfortunate a l 


SO s to be born in an 
environment that does not require of him that he make strug- 
gles and win triumphs like these which both Lorimer and 
Deneen have met and won. 

I recall that Charles S. Deneen, the governor of the great 
State of Illinois, is the son of a Methodist minister who rode 
eircuit in Illinois away back in the days when: the venerable 
Senator from that State who sits at my right was a youth. I 
recall the story—he told me a little of it himself—of Charles 
S. Deneen, a boy without money and without friends, who went 


into the great city of Chicago and started his splendid career. 
I remember his telling me how he made his living 
days by teaching night schools, reading lay day 
As the governor of the great State over which he is presidi: 
with credit, Gov. Deneen should be dealt with by the Senate 
least justly. He should at least have an opportunity to be heard 
when the accusation is laid that he yw a usury 
and a tyrant who caused a rebellion to arise in the Legis 
Assembly of Illinois so strong that party lines 
as secondary; that of tl 
power of a tyrant, there was no longer any disti on bet 
Democrats and Republicans, but they orga 
as freemen to overthrow a tyrant govern 
the Methodist minister’s son, whom the pee of Illinois! 
suffrage had placed in the position of their chief ex: 
us hear what he says. It is only fair, it is only j 
have an opportunity to be heard here. 
Mr. President, I hold in my hand the statement to 
Goy. Deneen referred in his telegram to me. I hold 
hand all that I am able to present here as an answet 





at his door 


because lis rebellion, ed by the 


which 
in my 
to this 


| grave charge laid at his door upon the floor of the Senate, 
with no opportunity for cross-examination, without even the 


sanctity of an oath having been administered, and with no op- 
portunity upon his part to make answer. I do what I can in 
justice to the governor of Illinois to give to the Senate the 





324 


answer which he makes to this charge of tyranny and usurpa- | “Neither of these charges is true.” I say his denial is en- 


tion and unjust interference on his part with the Legislature | 
of Illino to such an extent that it is claimed it caused a 
rebel lic here, which broke down all party lines, so that these 
free men of the State of Abraham Lincoln could assert them- 
selves. What does the governor say? 

SPRINGFIELD, ILL., February 23, 1911. 


But what does all this have to do with the charge that Senator 
LORIMER was elected by the corrupt use of money? 

\\ ith the ° WwW rds (,0V. De neen closes a statement made late last 
night in reply to that portion of Senator LORIME! speech in the 
United States Senate wherein the junior Senator attempted further to 
complicate the issue in his « Gov. Deneen’s statement follows 


The governor refers to this statement in his telegram to me, 


in which he says: 
My statement, published to-day in the newspa] nn oe 
quiries of your telegra 


The statement to which Gov. 


I have only cn mea 


Deneen refers is as follows: 


information regarding th peech made by 








Senator LoriMi to-day as appeared in the afternoon editions of the 
Springfield | " I not however, that he followed the course 
which I have ¢ 0 ved is followed by men charged with serious 
offenses in Cook ¢ ity when I was State's attorney there, of trying 
to escape explanation of the facts against him by making charges against 
men wh re not on trii Iie has followed the « of Mr. Erb 
stein, one of tl attorneys for Mr. Lee O'Neil Browne, who was re 
cently indicted and tried in the criminal courts of Cook County for 
jury bribing nd who refrained from going on the witness stand to 
testify ler oath, where he could be cross-examined, and, instead, 
ma ‘ peech to the y, where his statements were not subject to 
the rule ‘ cross-examination 

Mr. Lo I in his speech charges 

i.) ae 2 8 ented to become a candidate for Senator and then im- 
mediately withdrew This is not true 


This is the language of the governor of Illinois, made to the 


American people, and referred to in his telegram received by 
me when I told him what charges had been made against him 


on the fl or of the senate 


That I consented to 


diately withdrew 


A 


me a candidate for Senator and then imme 


true 


This is not 


denial under these circumstances is entitled to just as 
much credit as the charge, because the man making the charge 
is in a desperate situation and does not make it under oath, 
while the man who answers it is simply stating what is the 
fact as he knows it. 
This is not tru 


Says Gov. Deneen— 


I never gave my consent to him or anybody else to b a candidate, 
but, on the contrary, refused to do so and stated to everyone who spoke 
to me upon the subject that I refused to become a candidate and would 
not accept the office if elected 


Ve are told how awful it 
reputation, and I indorse 


is being made to claim 


is to attack a man’s character and 
every word of it. But an attempt 
that this investigation, instead of being 
an investigation to ascertain whether there was a valid election, 
is an investigation to assassinate character. 
You can make that charge in every murder trial 


by saying 


it is a conspiracy on the part of the State’s attorney and the 
prosecuting witnesses and the sheriff to ruin the character of 


‘ 
the poor man put upon his proof. If we are to retreat from the 








performance of our duty in enforcing law, if we are to refuse 
to consider charges that go to the very heart of the Republic, 
charges of bribery in elections, that strike a death wound to 


the heart of society; if we are to run away from our duty in 
a case of this character because some one says it is an 
to ate are writing 
cowards. 
Great Ge 


attempt 
down 


assassil character, we ourselves as 


d, are we to throw aside direct testimony of bribery 





and the unlawful use of money to corrupt elections and run 
away because some one says we will injure the good name and 


reputation of the 
fraud? 

Better tear down our courthouses, better burn up our statutes, 
better abolish the Senate, better let every man do as he pleases 
rather than be governed by any such motive or 
appeal as that 

The governer goes on: 


man who is the recipient of the fruits of the 


by any such 






2. He charges that Edward Shurtleff 

I call attention to this 

2. He charges that Edward Shurtleff became speaker of the house be- 
cause I threatened to deprive representatives of patronage should they 
vote for hir nd that I tried to elect one of my friends as speaker. 
Neither of th Large truc 

Thus answers the governor of Illinois. 


“ Neither of 
press of the e untry 
here. “ Neither 


these charges is true” rings out through the 
the next morning after they were uttered 
these charges true,” says this son of a 
Methodist minister, who, in his earlier days, taught a night 

in Chicago while fighting for a place at the bar, now an 


honored citizen and the chief executive of his State. 


of is 


school 
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titled to as much credence here as the charges made by the 
Senator, who has everything at stake and who makes them at 
the last moment, with no opportunity for cross-examination ; 
makes them not under oath but through courtesy here. You 
can not throw aside this statement of the governor of Lilinois, 
whose good name has been attacked here as a tyrant, a usurper, 
a dictator, that these charges are not true. 

I threatened 


no one with taking patronage from him, nor did I ask 
any member to vote for any particular person for speaker. I urged 
the Republicans to go into a Republican caucus and abide by the will 
of the majority as expressed there; and had Mr. Shurtleff been selected 
as Republican candidate for speaker in a Republican caucus, any man 


who would have followed my advice would have supported him. 


This is a frank, candid, and open statement of an honest man, 
a man willing to recognizethe right of the majority of his party 
to rule. 

“The same situation arose here last month,” Goy. 
Deneen. I want say to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon], whose time I really am trespassing upon, that as soon 
as I finish making this statement of Gov. Deneen, so that I may 
have it in the Recorp, while I will not have concluded all I 
ll be glad to yield to the Senator from Georgia. 


says 


Lo 


wish to say, [ wil 

In a way, I am really trespassing on his time. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President. if the Senator 

within hour I 


will finish 


an am willing to have him go on rather than 
break into his speech. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. When will the hour end? 
Mr. BACON. At 3 o'clock, say. 
| Mr. CRAWFORD. I will do the best I ean. 


Mr. 
then. 
Mr. 


BACON. I am willing the Senator shall go 


on until 


CRAWFORD. 


Goy. Deneen goes on to say: 





The same situation arose here last month at the beginning of the 
present session of the general assembly. Mr. Shurtleff and his friends 
again refused to go into the regular Republican caucus. The other 64 
Republicans, most of whom were my friends, went into the caucus and 
there selected Mr. Charles Adkins as the Republican candidate I 
urged the Republicans te go into this caucus and abide by its decision, 
but did not dicate to any Republican any preference for speaker. 

Immediately after Mr. Adkins had been chosen for speaker it ap 
peared that Mr. Shurtleff and his friends, who were hostile to me and 
were opposed to the Republican platform, would be given conspicuous 
places and would, in fact, dominate the house organization Notwith 
standing this was apparent, every one of the 64 menbers who went into 
the caucus voted for Mr. Adkins for speaker because he was the caucus 
nomin 

Senator LoniMer states that I could have elected Mr. Hopkins 
Senator at any tim In view of the fact that he charges in the same 
breath that I could not elect a speaker, this statement falls by its own 

ht and needs no further refutation. 

t. He states that Mr. Shurtleff was one of Mr. Hopkins’s managers. 
Th will be news in Illinois. 

». Ile has added to the list of candidates, whom he claimed in his 
sp h of May 28, 1910, that he submitted to me, Mr. Grorck EDMUND 
BF My answer made on May 29, the day after Mr. LoriIMer’s 
S] 1 in the Senate, stands now as to Mr. Foss also. 





He then goes on as follows, quoting Mr. Lorimer: 


I urged him [Deneen] to become a candidate, telling him I 


believed 
he would reunite our party, torn asunder by factional strife. 


The pr 





posal to elect me United States Senator was not by Republican votes 
but I was assured by him that I would get practically the entire 
cratic vote in the house. 
one who is familiar with the situation but knows that the ma 
jority of the Republicans were at all times for Senator Hopkins and 
would not have voted for me had I become a candidate or 


for anyon 


else 


We are told here that they did not intend to observe the pop- 


ular vote, that none of them intended to follow it; but Gov. 
Deneen says: 

No one who is familiar with the situation but knows that the n 
ority of the Republicans were at all times for Senator Hopkins, and 
would not have voted for me had I become a candidate or for anyon 
else and the only hope of electing anybody but Senator Hopkins lav 
in securing a large Democratic support. No Democrat offered me suc! 
support; and the assurances of that vote came entirely from Senator 


LORIMER, Who appeared even at that time to have authority to speak 


for the Democrats in this matter. 
I notice that he gives reasons why the Democracy would support 
him I have looked in vain in his speech for reasons why they would 


support me or any other Republican whom he named in his 
to-day, none of whom could have gotten a majority of the Republicans, 
because the majority felt bound by the primary vote to for Se 
ator Hopkins. 

Mr. President, was I making a radical statement when I said 
that a few unprincipled men threw to one side, threw to the 
winds, the verdict which the people had rendered, and sought to 
circumvent it? Gov. Deneen says: 

Because the majority felt bound 
Senator Hopkins 
The truth 
Now, here is a very significant fact, and I call the attention 

the Senate to it, because it shows what had been going 
Here is what Goy. Deneen 


speecn 


vote 


by the primary vote to vote for 


is 


on long before the legislature met. 
says: 

The truth is the bipartisan coalition which reached its climax in the 
formed in the general assembly 


| election of Senator LORIMER was 





1911. 
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which preceded his election for the purpose of defeating me. To in- 
jure me it made a spurious investigation of our State institutions; 
it made corrupt alliances with certain interests that could not use me 
to secure my defeat in the primaries and got a very influential’ wing 
of the Democratic Party to unite with it in this effort. It was the 
understanding then that if the effort to defeat me at the primuries 
fziled the Republican members of the bipartisan coalition would in 
turn join with the Democrats to defeat me at the polls, a program 
which was followed to the letter. 

Gov. Deneen was hounded as perhaps no one in the history 
of the country was hounded, not by Democrats, but by members 
of his own party, belonging to the Lorimer and Yates factions, 
who came within a few thousand votes of defeating him, and 
then started factional committees out over the State to examine 
the institutions for partisan purposes—for factional partisan 
purposes, The governor teils us about it. He says: 

After the-election it became apparent that the Republican wing of 
this bipartisan coalition would not go into a Republican caucus upon 
the speakership, where they would be in a hopeless minority, and before 
the general assembly met it became apparent, also, that they would 
join with the Democrats to elect a speaker and organize the house of 
representatives on bipartisan lines. his was done, and Mr. Shurtleff 
was elected speaker. 

Mr. President, I said in my speech that the election of that 
speaker was the first step in a corrupt program and that the 
selection of Lee O'Neil Browne as minority leader was the 
second step in a corrupt program, and that a union of forces 
between the men who had been heretofore handling the jack 
pot with the men who wanted to elect a Senator was the third 
step in a corrupt program; and I do not back a hair's breadth 
from that statement, because the facts justify it. 

Talk about this happening while the sitting Member was over 
here in the House of Representatives! The sitting Member 
did not have to be in Springfield, for he had been carrying on a 
campaign all summer and all fall before the November election ; 
he had his forces well in hand; and they were at Springfield. 
I did not say he was there at that time. I said the Lorimer 
Republicans went into this combination with the Democrats 
and elected Shurtleff speaker against Hopkins and against Goy. 
Deneen; and I do not back from it a hair’s breadth, because it 
is a fact, and the record proves it. Gov. Deneen says: 

After the election it became apparent that the Republican wing of 
this bipartisan coalition would not go into a Republican caucus upon 
the speakership, where they would be in a hopeless minority, and before 
the general assembly met it. became apparent also that they would 
join with the Democrats to elect a speaker and organize the house of 
representatives on bipartisan lines. This was done, and Mr. Shurtleff 
was elected speaker. f a 

It was understood that the first fruits of this coalition would he to 
unseat me as governor, and the public is familiar with the long-drawn 
out contest, where the plan was to unseat me without counting votes, 
upon trumped-up general charges affecting every county in the State. 
Finally, the contest committee ruled that they would have to file 
specifications, when the whole rotten fabric of false accusation dis- 
solved and disappeared. 

This is a fine situation, indeed, a plot not only to go in 
with the opposing party, select a speaker, and secure control of 
the patronage of the lower branch of the legislature against a 
Republican governor, but to also put up a job on that governor 
by a daring attempt to remove him from office and to thereby 
secure control of the State. 


The election of the speaker was 
the first step in this program, which I denounced as a cor- 
rupt program conducted by unprincipled men, and which I said 
ripened into bitter fruit afterwards; and so it did. Gov. De- 


neen continues: 

It was understood that the first fruits of this coalition would be to 
unseat me as governor, and the public is familiar with the long-d: 
out contest, where the plan was to unseat me without counting votes, 
upon trumped-up general charges affecting every county in the State. 

God save us from this kind of politics! God knows, in Ilis 
wisdom, that the only way His people can rule is to take power 
out of the hands of such an outfit as this. You ask why these 
popular uprisings; you ask why there is agitation for the ini- 


wn 


tiative and referendum. It is because the people are dis- 
trustful of such legislatures as this. I do not believe in the 


extremities to which they go in some of the States, but I submit 
that it is the natural result of a situation like this in Chicago, 
under the rule of “ Hinky Dink” and tathhouse John;” it 
is the natural rebellion against such conditions in Tammany 
and in other great cities. You are surprised because the people, 
who, in their heart of hearts, believe in their God and in their 
fellow men, hug the belief that there ought to be something pure 
and wholesome in our political life, are shocked when they learn 
of such conditions as these at Springfield. 

Ah, it will not do to harden the heart and turn the back to 
all this or to put it aside lightly, or to say, as some have stated 
to me in letters, “ they all do it.” “ You make a great fuss over 
it, but it is done everywhere.” Great God, is that to become 
the common belief of our people? Mr. President. we ought to 
Stop and take an invoice here; to think seriously; not dismiss 
an important proceeding, an inquiry like this, because of a fear 
that it will injure the reputation of one man. Why, that man 
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is a mere incident here. I can love him in my heart and desire 
to help him, but I will never, so long as I have a voice and a 
breath in my body, stand for a fraud like that established in this 
case—never. It can not be dismissed as worthy of only a 
passing thought. I can not conceive how men can look at a 
situation like this in that way. 

“Oh,” they say, “‘we are making these 
leries here because we think it popular.” What a sordid and 
suspicious view that is of a situation like this. Mr. President, 
there are people all over this country living in homes, where 
the old family Bible lies on the center table; the New 
Testament is read to the children in the morning, and where 
every day prayer goes up to Almighty God for the preservation 
of the Government. From such homes the recruits that 
take the leadership in the great responsibilities of our national 
life, the recruits that guide the destinies of the Nation and 
enable it to continue in its course. They come from those 
homes; they become your railway presidents, your great bank 
presidents, your great engineers. The men and women in these 
homes have a profound interest in this case. What do you sup- 
pose their opinion is of this sort of thing? Mr. President, if an 
invader was endeavoring to land on either shore of this Re- 
public with the purpose to destroy the Government and these 
institutions, there is not a man in this Senate but would be 
on his feet, and the old song, * My country ‘tis of thee,” would 
tuke possession of his heart; the tears would run down his 
cheeks; he would be willing to sacrifice everything he had on 
earth to save his country; yet with apparent indifference we 
look upon a poison canker in our political life where men are 
selling their votes, where men are getting into office through the 
use of money, where, in places like Springfield, legislation is 
being sold, and where men that they received money 
to cast their votes for a Member of this Senate, and it is easier 
to dismiss it as not worthy of our concern. It 
pose of it all by dismissing this great mass of testimony so 
strong and so convincing by believing that it is false. 

It is easier to prefer simply to fold our righteous robes about 
us and to hug the delusion that we are not required to look 
upon rottenness like that; to turn our backs to it: and to be- 
lieve that it does not exist at all. There is no one so blind as 
he who will not see. Gov. Deneen says: 


appeals to the gal- 


where 


come 


confess 


is easier to dis- 


It was understood that the first fruits of this coalition would be 
to unseat me as governor, and the public is familiar with the 
drawn-out contest, where the plan was to unseat me without counting 
votes upon trumped-up general charges affecting every county in the 
State. Finally the contest committee ruled that they would have to 
file specifications, when the whole rotten fabric of false accusation dis 
solved and disappeared 

It was after this that I was offered the nomination for the sena 
torship by men who had waged this unrelenting warfare again me 
for so long a time. Manifestly, the only purpose of such a pr sal 
from such a source was to get me out of the governorship, \ [ 
stood in the way of their plans, and leave to this bipartisan co i 
tion the reuniting of the Republican Party, torn asunder by fa ynal 
strife What interest the 55 Democrats who voted for Senator | I 
MeR had in the reconciliation of Republican factions, torn asunder by 
factional strife, doth not yet appear, 

But what does all this have to do with the charges or the evidence 
that Mr. LoRIMER was elected by corrupt use of money? 


Now, Mr. President, I want to call attention to another very 
significant fact, which is that the wonderfully dramatic and 
appealing statement made here the other day was an avoidance. 


I will not say a “ confession and avoidance,” but an avoidance, 
because it did not deal with a single one of the concrete facts 
established in the record in this case. It was a very appealing 
story about selling newspapers and meeting Hinky Dink and 
getting a job for the man whose wife was sick; but the sitting 
Member, when he got through with that whole story, only 


made the claim that he had accounted for 34 Democratie \ 


ofes 


and he said those 34 friends of his got the rest of them for 
him. 

They got the rest, but how did they get them? He says 
John Broderick was one of those friends. Well, we know how 


Jobn got one of them, and the sitting Member did 
that John got it in that way. He simply undertook to explain 
how he got 34 votes, but there were 19 more, and how did he 
get them? 


not deny 


I am not going to review all the testimony. The Senate would 
not hear me if I should do so, even though I did it ever so 
well; they are tired of this case and all that, but, Mr. 


President, it remains, and it will remain in this record forever, 
that Charles White left O'Fallon, Lll., on one day and went to 
Chicago. He met Lee O'Neil Browne there and came back 
home the next day. He went to the cashier of a department 
store and gave him an envelope with $800 in it, and wrote his 
hame on that envelope, and the cashier of the store put it in 
his vault and kept it over night for him. It is in that record, 
and it will remain there forever, that the next morning White 
went down to his office and called his stenographer, Miss Van- 
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deveer, and there they made a list of his debts and his debtors, 
and he called them in and paid off their debts; that he took 
their receipted bills, and those receipted bills are in the record. 
It is in that testimony, and it will remain there forever, that 
the man who had been in business with White at O'Fallon, I. 
John W. Dennis, who gave his testimony—knew of White going 
to Chicago, saw him when he returned, knew that he did not have 
a dollar before he went, and saw $200 on his table in his office 
when he got back. Mr. Lee O’Neil Browne admits that he met 
White in Chicago in the Briggs House at this very time. 


Everybody admits that White was a spendthrift, a gambler, a 
drunkard, and that he had drawn his salary in Springfield in 
February and speedily spent it, and this was in June. What 
is one to do with testimony of that kind? Oh, the ight- 
may refuse to at it. They may wrap their cloaks 
them and turn their backs to it, and “We prefer 
not to see it, though we know it is there, because to believe it 
would be a reflection upon some man’s character.” There is 
none so blind as he who will not see. 

Beckemeyer says he went over to St. Louis on one trip, that 


14 
seli-r 
eouUus look 


about 


say, 


he met Browne there, that he got $1,000, and that he went 
over there on another trip and met Robert E. Wilson and 
got $900. Did he act like an honest man? He says he took 


that money and put $500, as I recall, in the Commercial Trust 
Company Bank; and the man who went with him to identify 
him went on the stand and said he saw Beckemeyer do this. 


Then, what did he do with the rest? He did not want to be 
caught with it on his person. He did not deposit it in his 
home bank, but took it over to a bank in another town, de- 


posited it there, and then drew a few bills at a time. He would 
have the big bills exchanged into little bills and put the little 
bills into his pocket, spending that money for expenses a little 
at a time, and when that was gone, he would go back and get 
some more large bills, have them changed, and spend the money 
in the same way. 

How natural and consistent that is with guilt and how utterly 
inconsistent it is with innocence; yet men do not want to 
believe it. They simply turn their backs upon it and say, 
“We refuse to believe it because it is an unpleasant thing to 
do; it will involve a Senator; it may put him out; it may 
involve him during all his future life in disgrace; and there- 
fore we do not want to believe it and we will not believe it;” 
men may be found who will shut their eyes against the plain 
truth and refuse to believe it. There none blind as he 
who will not see. 

Mr. Holstlaw comes up from a town in southern Illinois and 
goes to the west side of Chicago and into a saloon that he had 
never been to before in all his life. The man whom he visited 
there takes him into his office and pays him $2,500. He goes 
over to the State Bank of Chicago, deposits it there in the 
regular course of business, and a deposit slip is made in the 
usual course of business. The man who saw him come in, who 
looked upon him when he came, who took the money out of his 
hand, and who placed it to his credit or to the credit of his 
bank at Iuka, goes on the witness stand and says, “ This is the 
man. On such a day this is the man who came into my bank; 
[ saw him myself; I accepted this money from him; I put it in 
my bank; and here is the deposit slip. It was made out in the 
regular course of business at the time.” 


is SO 


But, “ Oh,” they say, “ we do not believe it, because we prefer | 


to think that there is something irregular about 
slip, because we prefer to think that it might 
manufactured and forged deposit slip.” 

The cashier of that bank goes on the stand and says: 


the deposit 
have been 


a | 


I saw this man come into the bank; I took this money from him; | 


I placed it to the credit of his bank at Iuka. 

Not one cross-question is put to him that impugns his good 
faith: not one inconsistent statement is wrung out of him; but 
men say he committed a perjury, and men say that because 
Gov. Deneen, of Illinois, was a stockholder in that bank, the 
great governor of a great sovereign State being a stockholder, a 
bank in Chicago that received $2,500 from Mr. Holstlaw is to 
be put under suspicion for having been guilty of a direct forgery 
in connection with a deposit slip. Ah, you can not get away 
from the probative force of this testimony by that. 

John Broderick lived in a certain ward in Chicago. 
a friend of Mr. Lortmer; he got many votes for Mr. LORIMER 
in another ward, and he had been Mr. Lortrmer’s friend for 
years. It is this friend, John Broderick, who had the deal with 
Holstlaw, and it is this man Holstlaw who comes in with a 


statement that he was in a corrupt furniture deal in the legis- 
Jature, a statement which he put in writing; but it is said that 
that should all be swept aside because the State’s attorneys in 
Chicago and in Springfield insisted on finding out the truth. 
Would you ever have convicted the Sugar Trust if you had not 
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jerked a man out of the penitentiary, pardoned him, and had 
him turn State’s evidence to get the truth? What are you 
going to do with violators of law in this day when money is 
ruling? The Sugar Trust and others are violating the law, 
and they contrel the machinery of the law, if possible, and if 
you attempt to get the men who are accomplices with them and 
get the truth out of them you will be guilty of violating the 
rules of law and order, and it is “the third degree.’ Men who 


cry the loudest about “the third degree” are the men who do 
not want crimes to be uncovered. The men who cry out the 
loudest always against peace officers and prosecutors are the 


men who want the man who is on trial to eseape. 

[ will yield now to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BACON]. 
I have not entirely concluded my remarks, but the Senator had 
announced that he was going to speak at this time, and I yield 
the floor to him. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. HALE. The conclusion which has been reached is just 
exactly in the line of the course and precedents in the Senate. 
The Chair undoubtedly is right. No Senator can yield to an- 
other Senator to go on and make a speech and keep the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. HALE. And when a Senator has done that there never 
has been an instance in my experience in the Senate when a 
Senator, either from fatigue or for any other reason, has yielded 
the floor that he was not afterwards recognized by the Chair, and 
proceeded—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. HALE. As a matter of course. 

Mr. BACON. I think I substantially said the same thing. 
The Senator from South Dakota will have to be recognized 
de novo, if he is recognized. 


Senator from Georgia 


Of course. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Georgia is speaking in his 
own time. 

Mr. BACON. It is a little embarrassing for me to do the 


sume thing now, but the Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] 
has asked me to give him a few minutes for the purpose of pre- 
senting some views upon the same subject as that upon which I 
am to address the Senate, and I therefore yield the floor and 
trust to my opportunity to regain it afterwards. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I wish simply to make 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? , 

Mr. RAYNER. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE, gave notice this morning that on Wednesday 
I would address the Senate on the Lorimer resolution, so called. 
I find that a vote on the constitutional amendment for the 
direct election of Senators is set to be taken immediately after 
the reading of the Journal to-morrow morning. I should like 
to modify the notice I gave to-day and say that if I can do so 
I will proceed with what I have to say on the election case 





immediately after the vote is taken on the constitutional 
amendment to-morrow morning. 
ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 184) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators shall 
be elected by the people of the several States. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the 
Senate just for a few moments to give the reasons why I shall 
vote for the joint resolution submitting to the legislatures tle 
question of the popular election of Senators with the Suther 
land amendment in it. I will not take long. I promised the 
Senator from Georgia I would not take over seven or eight 
minutes. I will ask Senators kindly not to interrupt me. 

Mr. President, I would rather not have the Sutherland amend- 
ment, and opposed it with all my strength. It is now a part of 
the resolution; and the question with me is, Shall I vote for 
this resolution or against it with this amendment in it? I 
have reached the conclusion to support the resolution with the 
amendment. In the several arguments that I have addressed 
to the Senate upon the Sutherland amendment I stated that | 
had not arrived at any conclusion as to whether I would sup 
port the resolution with the amendment incorporated in it. I 
also took good care to state that I objected to the amendment 
principally upon the ground that I did not consider it necessary, 
believing, as I still do, that Federal laws could be enacted by 
Congress to prevent violence, intimidation, or corruption at the 
polls without the Sutherland amendment as well as they could 
with it, 
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I am so strongly in favor of the election of Senators by the 
people that I can not possibly turn the proposition down be- 
cause it contains a provision that might probably give rise to 
trouble in the future. We will be prepared to meet the trouble 
if it should ever come. Public opinion would not tolerate the 
passage of any measure similar to the force bill. I think that 
is a dead issue, buried beyond the chance of political resurrec- 
tion. Nor can I by my own vote delay this great question until 
the next Congress. The vote may delay it, but I shall not and 
can not participate in that plan. I want to expedite it with all 
nv might and strength. I have fought for this proposition for 
the greater part of my public career and believe in it with all 
my heart. I consider that it will be the greatest political reform 
accomplished by the present generation. 

The proposition that the people are incapable of selecting 
Senators seems to me too absurd for consideration. I have not 
a lingering fear of the incapacity of the people in this regard. 
I would rather trust the people than trust the legislature. In- 
telligence rules the day. If the people select an incompetent 
Representative, then it is the people's fault, and it is not for us 
to criticize them. 

The people want this change and they will have it. It is not 
the clamor of the mob; it is not the impulse of agitation; it is 
the deliberate and matured thought of the American people 
that the change shall come. 
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setween the people and the legis- | 


lature I prefer the people, and I would not want to hold my | 
place here for a moment if I thought the popular sentiment of | 


my State was against me. Legislatures are one thing, the people 
are another. Legislatures are sometimes controlled by political 
managers, and the people at this hour are in the humor of 
breaking the bonds of political despotism. The day of tyranny 
is over in this Republic, and the rising generation is no longer 
being driven to the polls like cattle to the shambles, but is 
marching in unbroken phalanx with free ballots and ballots 
that are not for sale. From the ranks of labor and from our 
colleges and universities they come. They understand this 


question and demand that it shall be submitted to the legisla- | 


tures of the States. They will not tolerate the suggestion that 
has been advanced here that they are too ignorant to decide it. 

From whence comes this suggestion that the people can not 
perform the function of selecting Senators? I have hardly 
ever heard of it outside of this Senate Chamber. I am satis- 
fied that this body contains a membership better equipped in 
point of character and ability to perform the important duties 
assigned to them than any other parliamentary assemblage 
in the world. But, on the other hand, I do not believe we will 
deteriorate if the people are allowed to make the selection. 

I recognize the fact that this is a representative govern- 
ment, but great changes have taken place since the adoption 
of the Constitution, and the greatest of all changes apparent 
now on the surface to the casual observer is that there should 
be a closer relationship between the people and their public 
servants. 

If the people have not the intelligence or the capacity to 
select their Representatives, then we had better submit a con- 
stitutional amendment to change our form of government from 
a republic to a monarchy. If the people must have political 
Slave masters let us invest them with royal power and heredi- 
tary prerogative. 


Republic is a failure. Who says that they can not be trusted? 


We say so. Who has authorized us to say so? We are not the’ 


If the people are wanting in the qualifica- | question whether this is no change in the law or whether in the 


tions requisite to select Senators, then, in my judgment, the | 


masters; we are the servants of the people; and if the States | 


demand that this question should be submitted to them, in my | 


judgment we had better no longer trifle with their appeal. 

[ am not influenced by passion or feeling, but my mind has 
kept pace, solemnly kept pace, with this mighty problem, and 
we can hot prevent its consummation. We may impede it, we 
may delay it, we may throw obstacles in its path, we may ob- 
struct it, but the day of reckoning and accountability will 
come, 

J shall therefore Support this resolution for two reasons: 
First, because I believe in it: and, second, because I know that 
the people want it. Either reason would be sufficient for me. 
Some Senator, speaking in opposition to this resolution and 
substantially repeating what another great Senator years ago 
had said before who spoke in the same vein, observed that if 
we pass it we will wreck the Constitution and founder the 
ship of state. 

_Mr. President, the Constitution is subject to amendment. 
Fifteen amendments have been made to it, and I venture to say 
that no amendment that ever will be made to it will impair the 
spirit of the instrument. So far as the ship of state is con- 
cerned, it will weather the gale that has practically spent itself 
in this Chamber. It may be necessary to change pilots, it may 
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be necessary to jettison a part of the cargo, the shores may be 
strewn with stranded hulks, but armed and equipped with the 
manhood and the courage and the honor of the Nation, Mr 


President, the ship of state is safe. [Manifestations of ap 
plause in the galleries. ] 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Applause in the galleries is no 


permitted. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do no propose to addi 


,™ a#uaress DIY 
self to the general subject as to whether or 1 S mange 
should be made in the fundamental law, to wit, the change 1 
an election of Senators by the legislature to an election by 
people. That I consider to be an issue which has been thor 


discussed in the Senate. I have announced my position ij 
gard to it. But I shall address myself exclusively to the que 
tion whether it is safe to adopt the joint resolution wi 
Sutherland amendment upon it as it has been engrafted upon it 
by the action of the Senate. 

The resolution, Mr. President, as it came from the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary proposed to amend the present provi 
sion in the Constitution so that in reference to the election of 
Senators it would read as follows: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 


from each State, elected by the people thereof, x years nd each 
Senator shall have one vote rhe electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the 
State legislatures 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections f Senator hall 


be as prescribed in each State by the legislature th 

The remaining portion of the resolution recommended by the 
Judiciary Committee it is unnecessary to now read, as there is 
no issue or contention in regard thereto, 

That joint resolution, as it thus came from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, I favored, and would still: vote for the joint 
resolution if it were presented to us for action in those words 
By the adoption by the Senate of the Sutherland amendment, 
however, the additional words have been practically added, so 
that that clause, as amended, reads this way: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall 
be prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof, but Congress may 


at any time by law make or alter such regulations except as to the 
place of the choosing of Senators 

It is true that the latter part of the resolution as amended 
is found in another part of the Constitution. But that is the 
effect of the amendment, and the amended resolution is the 
same as if it read just as I have recited it to the Senate. 

In that shape I am not in favor of it, and I can not vote for 
it, because I do not believe that it is safe to the country at 
large and my section in particular. I do not believe that it is 
either wise, just, or safe that the manner of choosing Senators 
by direct vote by the people should be regulated and controlled 
by the Federal Government, and it is upon that proposition that 
I ask the consideration of the Senate 

I begin by saying that, of course, it is recognized that that 
language is the language used by the Constitution as it now 
stands in regard to the election of Representatives, and that under 
the proposed change all the powers that the Federal Govern 
ment has in the control of the election of Representatives will 
be powers which can be exercised in the control of the election 
of Senators by the direct vote of the people. 

At a later time in my argument I am going to discuss the 


retention of the present language of the Constitution and mak 
ing it applicable to the changed conditions it is in effect a great 








change; and I think I will be able to show that it is most 
radical change. The words as now found in the Constitution 
are applicable to an entirely different condition of affairs In 
the one case the words are applicable to an election of LRepre 
sentatives by the people and the control of their manner of 
election in all of its details by the Federal Government. In 
the other case, as it now stands, although the same words are 
used, it is a matter which relates simply to the question of 
election of Segators by the legislature now practically under tl 
exclusive control of the State. It is an entirely different thing 
when the same words are made applicable to the conti by the 
Federal Government of all the details of election of Senators by 
direct vote of the people. 

Mr. President, the first thing that I think it is well for us t 
advert to and to recognize is That the language proposed 
to be applied in this case by the Sutherland amendment in th« 
use of the words “manner of holding elections” is an unlil ed 
expression. 

So far as the time of holding Senatorial elect is 
cerned, J hive no objection whatevel to that I itl ] ri 
willing that the Federal Government should ha 
the case of the appointment of electors for President, the rig 
to prescribe the time for the election. I would have 
tion to the Sutherland amendment so far as it relates to th 
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question of time. But when it comes to the question of the 
manner of holding elections I repeat that it must be recognized 
that that is an expression without limitation; that it includes 
everything which relates to the details of holding that election. 
It includes everything in connection with the election except the 
question of the qualifications of the elector. The qualifications 
of the elector, of course, can not be affected by the power being 
vested in the Federal Government to control the manner of 
election, because in another portion of the Constitution it is 
prescribed that the elector shall be the one who is authorized to 
vote for a member of the most numerous branch of the State 
legislature. That is not affected by this Sutherland amendment. 
sut it does affect everything which relates to the ascertainment 
of who is comprised within that definition. It does relate to the 
decision as to whether he is or is not one who, under the law, 
is qualified to vote for a member of the most numerous branch 
of the legislature. It does give the power to determine in this 
way who shall vote and who shall not vote. 

Let us advert a little to the details. What are the details of 
the manner of an election? We have two ways in which we can 
judge of that. First by our general view as to what the words 
mean, and second by the accepted view of what the words mean 
as found in statutes which have heretofore been enacted under 
that provision in the Constitution for the purpose of exercising 
the power and practically of determining what is meant by “ the 
manner.” 

That has been repeatedly done, and attempted to be done at 
other times, by the enactment of laws prescribing “the man- 


ner” in which Representatives should be elected. So that we 
have the general interpretation, from our knowledge of the 


meaning of the term and from the accepted interpretation as 
exercised by Congress in the enactment of laws. 

Mr. President, the manner will include various things which 
have been adverted to here in the course of the debate, the first 
of which may be mentioned as the power to appoint registrars, 
The power is fully recognized in decisions of the Supreme Court, 


trars of election under this particular provision of the Constitu- 


tion, the meaning of which I am attempting to discuss. The 
court has decided that Congress would have the right to ap- 
point registrars under the power to prescribe the manner of 


holding elections, and they could have gone still further and 
decided that Congress would have the right to enact a law of 
registration. 

If it is true that the entire subject is within the control of 
Congress, Congress has not simply the right to appoint regis- 
trars, but it has the right to enact a registration law. It has 
the right not simply to appoint officers who shall supervise the 
registration, but it has the right to appoint Federal officers who 
shall determine who had the right of registration in the first 
instance and to preside over the act of enrolling those entitled 
to vote, and in that way, having the right to determine at each 
poll and precinct who has the right to be registered and who 
has not the right to be registered. 

Taking this somewhat a little in detail, I wish to call atten- 
tion to the immense power that the power to appoint registrars 
and to pass an act of registration would give to the Federal 
Government in the control of elections. Again, saying that the 
Government would have no right to determine what should be 
the qualifications of a voter, it would be within the power of the 
Government to clothe the registrars with such power that they 
would in the exercise of a very wide discretion have almost un- 
limited control of the question who should go upon the regis- 
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in which they say that Congress has a right to appoint regis- | whom every consideration of good government and good, orderly 
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determining who should be permitted to register as voters. 
was adopted as an amendment to our constitution in 1907. 
graph 4 of the law is in these words: 

Par. 4. Every male citizen of this State shall be entitled to register 
as an elector and to vote in all elections of said State who is not dis 
qualified under the provisions of section 2 of article 2 of this constity 
tion, and who possesses the qualifications prescribed in paragraphs 2 
and 3 of this section, or who will possess them at the date of the 
election occurring next after his registration, and who, in addition 
thereto, comes within either of the classes provided for in the five fo! 
lowing subdivisions of this paragraph. 

1. All persons who have honorably served in the land or naval forces 
of the United States in the Revolutionary War, or in the War of 1812, 
or in the War with Mexico, or in any war with the Indians, or in the 
War between the States, or in the War with Spain, or who honorably 


This 
Para- 


| served in the land or naval forces of the Confederate States, or of the 


State of Georgia in the War between the States; or 

2. All persons lawfully descended from those embraced in the classes 
enumerated in the subdivision next above; or 

8. All persons who are of good character, and understand the duties 


and obligations of citizenship under a republican form of govern 
ment; or 
4. All persons who can correctly read in the English language any 


paragraph of the Constitution of the United States, or of this State, 
and correctly write the same in the English language when read to 
them by any one of the registrars, and all persons who solely, because 
of physical disability, are unable to comply with the above require 
ments, but who can understand and give a reasonable interpretation of 
any paragraph of the Constitution of the United States, or of this State, 
that may be read to them by any one of the registrars; or 

5. Any person who is the owner in good faith, in his own right, of 
at least 40 acres of land situated in this State, upon which he resides 
or is the owner in good faith, in his own right, of property situated in 
this State, and assessed for taxation at the value of $500. 


Mr. President, I have read all this, but the particular para- 
graph to which I call attention is the third, containing the quali 
fication 

All persons who are of good character, and understand the duties and 
obligations of citizenship under a republican form of government. 

I repeat the proposition, that with a vast horde of illiterates 
in the State and a people unacquainted with the duties of citi- 
zenship, with a vast horde of those whom it is dangerous to 
with the ballot, with the vast multitude of people 





society would suggest should not be those who were to contro! 
in political affairs, it would be perfectly competent under this 
liberal constitutional provision of the State of Georgia for 
any set of Federal registrars, who might be controlled by polit- 
ical passion and political bias, in the wide discretion which 
would be theirs under that provision to register almost every 
negro and every white man undesirable in his character, and 
permit him to exercise the elective franchise. 

Therefore, I say, Mr. President, without dwelling upon it 
at length, but putting that simply by way of illustration, it is 
an extremely dangerous power to confer upon the Federal 
Government under conditions such as exist in a large part of 
the country; that it is dangerous to confer upon the Federal! 
Government the power to appoint registrars. It would be stil! 
more dangerous to empower the Federal Government to make 
registration laws in a State; and the power to control and 
prescribe the manner of holding elections would include the 
power to pass a Federal registration law to direct and control 


| the registration of voters in a State. 


tration lists or who should be excluded from the registration | 


lists. The State might prescribe the qualification of those en- 
titled to vote, but the Federal registrars, in the exercise of their 
power and their discretion, may utterly defeat the purpose and 
design of the State and order the registration of persons whom 
it was the intention of the State to exclude from the ballot box. 

I want to make an illustration of that from the law in my 
own State. 
clothed with power to decide who should be registered and who 
should not 
political bias, as they certainly would be under political appoint- 


Under the law Georgia, with Federal registrars | have read what the qualification was as prescribed in Georgia 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him for just a minute? 

Mr. BACON. I will yield for a question. I want.to say to 
the Senator I wish to cover a good deal of ground and it will 
be very difficult for me to do so unless I am permitted to present 
my argument with some degree of continuity. 

Mr. NELSON. I wanted to propound just one question. 

Mr. BACON. I would very much prefer if the Senator would 
wait, but I will hear him now. 

Mr. NELSON. The only question I wanted to propound to 


| the Senator was simply this: Whether the Federal registration 


be registered, with Federal registrars of a strong | 
| in their decision. 


ment, there is scarcely a man of any degree of intelligence in | 


the State of Georgia who could not, under the law of Georgia, 
be put upon the registration lists, although it is the design of 
the State law to exclude unworthy and incompetent men from 
the voting lists. 

We have a very liberal law in Georgia, Mr. President. It is 
true it contains what is generally known as the grandfather 
clause, but it is not limited to that by any means. I can not 
read the entire law, but I will insert enough of it to make it 
plain what the qualifications are which illustrate the statement 
I make as to the power these Federal registrars would have in 


board, if it were established, would not be bound by the laws of 
Georgia in respect to the qualifications of voters? 
Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. I have said that before, and I 


I have shown that it was a qnalification extremely broad, one 
in which the registrars would have almost unlimited discretion 
The point I was making was that with that 
unlimited discretion, with that broad provision in the constitu- 
tion, with registrars who are influenced by political bias as 
they doubtless would be appointed by partisan political Federal 
officials under a statute prompted by political consideration 


and to advance political ends, it would be in their power to 
register almost every man in the State, and it would only be 
the penitentiary convict who would probably be excluded. 

I have no doubt the same thing is true as to provisions in 
other State constitutions, and I am going to have something to 
say before I get through, if I do not weary the Senate, as to the 
conditions in other States different from those which afflict us, 
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which may give them some little pause as to whether it is a | result of the ¢ n W he ler tha , > or ¢ it 
safe thing that the States shall be deprived of their right to | an election comes to this bedy 1} \ 

determine not simply the technical qualification of electors, but | certifi e of t rove! S 

the practical questior of who shall vote, and whethe t! led officer appointed b i ! ‘ the F% , { } 

eral Government shall assert and exercise the power to pra officer not a citiz of the S , as 
tically control the question as to who shall go to the ballot box | elected as a Senator from t : f) j 
in the e States Ss e « \l \ } | Si \I } \ > ‘ 

I nize, Mr. President, the fact that that is the exi g | shakes ] t ! \ , 
lay st tepresent nd I shall not « before I get | the contrary ! I 
through to give reasons, satisfactory to myseif at st, why, if | made ' tr ; ’ , 
it isa law as to Representatives, it should not be extended so as Mr. RAYNER Mr. Preside 
to include the election of Senators. But it does not apply sim- | the Senator, but IT do ne think \ . 1 
ply in reference to registrars and the enactment of a registra certifi 1 beard, any marshal, or s 
tion law. It goes furthe>. It includes the right to appoint su- | suffrage f my State 
per isors: and how are they appointed ? I can only all atten Mr. BACON Oh, who said thev c« | 
tion to the law as it existed upon the statute bool ‘Tor 25 year Mr. RAYNER. You can not do: rary tot 
They are under that law appointed in a city of 20,000 inhabil of my State. If I thought that I would e 
ants upon the suggestion or complaint of any two citizens of Mr. BACON. Iam not now talking : ut 1 \ of M \ 
that vast number of people; and in a whole izression i land in fixing the ication of \ I 
trict any 10 men, regardless of who they are, could go before a | about the iws of any other State in regard to s 
judge of the Federal court and upon their simple statement | t s. Lam recognizing that « h State! re } 
that they thought there was need for these supervisors by re: the q ifications of its voters. I do. d ut | 
son of anticipations of difficulty which they apprehended, it | und lly so But the point [I am making i \ 1 the 
was the duty of the judge to open the court and to immediately | power to create a registration law, to create rs, te 
appoint supervisors of election with powers W iich I have not ate supervis autherize b sha fit ‘ . : | 
the time here to enumerate. The powers of these supervisors | soldiers to support those supervisors Te : irshals at the 
prescribed in the law occupied pages in the statute books pol and for a returning board to say w has been elected: I 
powers conferred on Federal officers alien to the people, politi- | care not what the law of the State is as to the qualitications 
cal partisans, doubtless, in most cases, with power to control | these supervisors, these judges of the election these returning 
those elections at every poll and every precinct in every par- | boards become the judges of it, and it can be perverted by thet 
ticular, to stand there as the watchers, the supervisers, the | end the will of the people defeated by permitting persons to 


controllers, the directors of how that election shall be pro- | vote whom the iaw intends to exclude 

ceeded with and what shall be done and what shall not be done. Mr. RAYNER. May I ask the Senator a questior 
Il wish I had time to enumerate all the powers of these super Mr. BACON. Yes. 

visors. Connected with the powers of su; rvisors is the pro- Mr. RAYNER. Can not all that be 
vision that marshals and deputy marshals in a number suf-  gmendment? 

ficient to man every polling place shall be there with each one Mr. BACON. No: 
of these supervisors, with these judges of election, to carry 
out their orders, to maintain their authority; and further than 
that, Mr. President, on their own motion to arrest anyone whom 
they think to be in any manner opposing the authority of those 
supervisers and those judges or in any manner interfering with 
the election, the good order or the progress of it, in all mat- 
ters with a discretion absolutely unbounded, to arrest any man 
they saw fit without a warrant, to take him to a commissioner 


done under the fifteenth 


Dy no means, 

Mr. RAYNER. Just one minute; I have not finished my 
question. Does not the fifteenth amen : : 
it did not it would be the same thing. that we n LV JMISS every 
law necessary to carry out the terms of that amendment 

Mr. BACON. I am not going to discuss, certainly not in det 


the question as to what can be done under the fifteenth amend 


ment. Iam going to discuss what can be done under the Suther- 


‘ . > . a 2 ot i ‘ I I Lich coulk be done even under the teent] 
and have him committed for trial or go to jail in the absence of land amendm« ne whi 7 or in . © dot . : utteenth 
bond amendment without the Sutherland an lmen I submit it 

coe , : Z ; . ast “Opositi so manifest that it is almost difficult to discus 

rhen, Mr. President, in those election laws there was a chief | °° ‘that re Ano I é ene eee cen a ; aa 
supervisor, one of the district, or of any designated area of ter it, that a ‘ the ar te amendmen the redera = pvern 
‘ . . : : ne u ave nm ‘12 Ass 7 1 stroatior ' der the 
ritory, whose duty it was to receive all these complaints, and | emt would Aave no right to pass a rr We 5. MERSeEe 


fifteenth amendment the Federal Government would have no 
right to pass a law appointing supervisors, under the fifteenth 


+} 


in the case of the election of Representatives to gather up alli the 
testimony he could find against the validity of the election and 


to submit and send it to the Clerk of the House of Representa- amendment the Federal Government would have no right to 

tives to be used there in the contest which would arise out of pass a law creating a return ng board to certify wh 

it; and with penal provisions, section after section, preserib- “*“‘ ted and whe was not elected. I am not going i om eae 

ing that if a citizen at that election did this thing or that thing | eld. Mr. President, as to what we may do under the fift 

or the other thing he should be liable for trial before a Federal | 2™endment. [ am only going into it s » Show wi ve 

with heavy penalty and fine and imprisonment. could not do under the fifteenth ame the abs ol 

ir. President, to anyone who is familiar with the manner in the — ne Senenen 

\ elections are conducted in this country there w under; Of course we are beating the air if ting ourselve 

that law the most unbounded opportunity, not only for cruelty simply to the question as to whether or 1 be done under 

and eppression but for the tyransical domination of the people the fifteenth amendment. If it can be done d « fifteenth 

and the arbitrary control of them in the exercise of the elective | Amendment, the Sutherland amendment is t 

franchise. can be done under the fifteenth a1 d if ( ‘ i 
Mr. President, not orly so, but the power under the expres- | !@ws passed under the fourth section wer 

sion “‘ manner of election ” is not confined to a registration law: | Bet ded The great body of the law kers of S ¢ ry who 

it is not confined to registrars; it is not confined to supervisors; , CMacted those drastic electi laws fu 

it is not confined to deputy marshals, but goes further and gives | '€WS pronounced as strongly as tly 

the power to provide that the Army of the United States shall | amendment did t of itself give 

be at those polls, for the purpose of upholding the authority ef | Supreme Court, in the Sie bold ea 

the supervisors and judges of election, and of the marshals | tinctly put their ruling upor ( 

where the marshals’ authority of itself was not sufficient; and | those election law ras a power d ! 

for more than 20 years it was upon the statute book that the | tion of the first article of the Const 

Army of the United States could be called upon to go to the Of course there are other provi ns of the 

polls for the pur ' of preserving the peace. sections in the Re ed Statu l 

e power exists now to pass such laws as to Representatives. | odd which are not based upon that, | s of tl 

lf we adopt this joint resolution as it has been amended by the | law are made ap} ib 1 put in f | 

Sutherland amendment the power will exist in Congress, in the | fact that they i be applied to 

case of the election of Senators by the people, to appoint these.| of service in the enfor C of the ¢ 

Federal registrars, supervisors, and judges of election, with | absence of the provision of the fourth tion 


their authority supported by marshals and deputy marshals | article the el laws could 

and, if need be, the soldiers of the Army. } are found in the Revised Statutes in th 
Not only so, Mr. President, but in the case of Senators there | I have forgotten the exact number, be 

can also be in the law a provision for a returning board under | two thousand and odd and runnil n iat 

the words “manner of election,” not only power to supervise | those election laws had not been passed the pat Ws to 

the election, but certainly the power also to determine the which the Senator from Maryland refers ld 1 » been 





be dedO) 





made a cable and put in practical effect as they were in 
contro the election of Representatives in enforcing the 
t rf se election law 
Mr. President, Senators say with great earnestness that 
t l and amendment is not a change in the Constitution, 
that we are simply using the same words which are there now; 
that we are simply making them applicable to the changed con 
ditions where Senators will be elected by the direct vote of 
the people, and that it is in fact no change in the law. The 
change in the law I say is this: 
In the first place, the election laws which have heretofore 
been passed were laws limited exclusively to elections of 
Representatives and were so denominated. In the second place, 


no one can dispute the fact that with 
legislature, although the law 


the elections of Senators 


] y “¢ ‘ : 
by the language as 


is the same in 


that with reference to the election of Representatives, the 
exercise of the power is altogether different in the election of 
Senators. In the election of Representatives there is the power 


ave recited to pass these election laws 


ections, the power to register the 


the power to 


which I ] 
»} the power to 


de 


voters, 


ermine who shall be registered, the power to determine who 
shall be the supervisors of that election, the power to put 
marshals at the polls to supervise those elections, the power to 
brivg the Army of the United States to maintain those marshals, 
and there is finally the power to have a returning board to 
say who have been elected. 

Under the present law as it stands, those powers do not 
exist in practical effect as to the election of a Senator; and 


yet if we make the election by a direct vote of the people and 
apply the law, all those powers with reference to the 
election of a Representative will then be applicable to the elec- 
tion of a Senator, and it is just as great a change as if there 
Lad been an independent enactment to that effect. 

Mr. President, I recognize another fact. It urged with 
great earnestness that that is the law with reference to Repre- 
sentatives and that if we have direct vote by the people it 
to be the law with reference to Senators. I want to give 
seme reasons why it should not be. 

In the first place I will call to the attention of the Senate 
the fact that the fourth of the first as it has 
been construed, and as I grant it is capable of being construed, 
is an utter perversion of the intent and purpose of the framers 
of the Constitution. The framers of the Constitution, Mr. 
President, never bad it in their minds in the most remote de- 
gree that the Federal Government should ever exercise a con- 
trol over the regulation of elections as it has since been exer- 
cised, and it has been determined by the Supreme Court 
they had a right to exercise, and I will go further and say as 
a legitimate construction of the words “ manner of election” 
will permit it to be exercised. I want to call attention to what 
was said in the debates in the different States at the time the 
question of the adoption of the Constitution was under considera- 
tion, to show that such a thought was never in the minds of the 
framers of the Constitution and was never in the minds of the 
States when they adopted the Constitution. I am happy to say, 


Same 


is 


ought 


section article 


as 


, 


Mr. President, that the strongest utterances, or among the 
strongest utterances, on this subject are States which are not 


Southern States but Northern States. 

The question of negro suffrage was in nobody's mind or antici- 
pation. The question of the effect of slavery or the institution 
of slavery was not in any man’s mind, because at that time 
every State in the Union except one was a State, and 
that one was Massachusetts, in which there was a dispute as 
to whether or not slavery existed in it. Every other State at 
the time of the adoption of the Constitution was a slave State. 
So this consideration of the existence of slavery had no influ- 
ence upon the various conventions when they made the an- 
nouncements which I am about to read. Slavery was not for a 
long time after that abolished in the various Northern States. 

if I recollect aright, even in the State of New York slavery 
existed until the year 1828. So it had no reference to the ques- 


slave 


tion of slavery or the presence of the negro. Yet, Mr. Presi- 
cent, those hardy people, composing those 13 States, scattered | 
as they were, out of the sphere of influence of any central 


power as they were, with no great predominating and inflaming 

tions to raise section against section, were each jealous of 
‘right to forever control their own internal affairs, and espe- 
cinily in relation to the question of suffrage. 

Mr. President, I will begin with the State of South Carolina. 
The State of South Carolina in its convention adopted the Con- 
stitution on the 23d of May, 1788. It was not among the first 
to adopt it by any The first 
second was Pennsylvania, and the third New Jersey, or the 
reverse of that,.I have forgotten which, and the fourth was my 
own State. 


‘ 


means, 
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| this State 
State was Delaware, the 


South Carolina did not adopt it until May 23, 1788, | 
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and in adopting the Constitution it used these words with ref- 
erence to this particular fourth section of the first article. [ 
want to say to Senators, go through the debates in the various 
conventions and you will find that the most seriously contested 
question in all of those conventions was as to whether the Fed- 
eral Government should have the right to exercise any power 
over elections within the States, and all these States all adopted 
it with reservations. 

The State of South Carolina said this in its articles of adop- 
tion: 


whe 








reas it is essential to the preservation of the rights re 
served to the several States, and the freedom of the people, under 
the operation of a General Government that the right of prescribing 
the manner, time, and places of holding the elections to the Federal 
Legislature, should be forever inseparably annexed to the sovereignty 
of the several States: This convention doth declare that the san 
ought to remain to all posterity a perpetual and fundamental right 
in the local, exclusive of the interference of the General Government, 
except in cases where the legislatures of the States shall refuse 
or neglect to perform and fulfill the same according to the tenor 
of said Constitution. 
Before I read the others I am going to say that, as in the 


case of South Carolina, that was the exception made as to all 
of them, that was the exception made by the most earnest ad- 
vocates of the adoption ef the Constitution, and none of the 
Stutes, with one exception that I am going to cite hereafter, 
would go further than that. It was natural that there should 
be the apprehension that the States themselves might not elect 
Representatives, that they might not pass a law for the ele 

tion of Representatives, and therefore it was important that 
the Federal Government should have that power in case the 
States failed to exercise it. They had just had an experi- 
ence with a Confederation, in which the States were bound 
together only by a loose rope of sand, and they did not know 
when they enacted this Consiitution whether the States, in 
giving their adherence, would be strong and earnest in their 
desire for a maintenance of the Union. They wanted it fixed 
so that, if the States should fail to provide a means by which 
Representatives could be elected, the Federal Government itse!! 
should have that opportunity in order that, as recited in all of 
these various resolutions and as stated by the Senator from 
New York in his address the other day, the Government might 
be saved from dissolution. Now, I will read, Mr. President, 
the resolution of Virginia, June 26, 1788, in adopting the Const 


tution: 


That Congress shall not alter, modify, or interfere in the times, 
places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Represen 
atives, or either of them, except when the legislature of any Stat 
shall neglect, refuse, or be disabled by invasion or rebellion to prescri 
the same. 

North Carolina in the act of 1789 ratified the Constitution in 
the same language that Virginia did, each of them expressin 
the same idea, that this dangerous grant of power in the Fed 
eral Government was only to provide against the contingency 
that the States themselves should refuse to exercise it. North 
Carolina was reluctant to vest the Federal Government with 
this and other powers, and delayed the act of adoption. Rhode 
Island was the last to adopt the Constitution, and North Caro- 
lina was next to the last. 

Now, I come to New York, where, as the Senator from that 
State who sits before me knows, there was a desperate opposition 
to the adoption of the Constitution, and where this very provi 
sion in the Constitution was one of the great stumbling bloc! 
in the way of its adoption. I have what the great State of New 
York said in its act of adoption, July 26, 1788. After reciting 
various things which the convention thought ought to be it 
cluded in the Constitution for the protection of the rights of 
the people in the various States, and also fundamental rig'its 
belonging to the people upon which the Federal Government 
should not be allowed to encroach, it continued—New York 
ratified the Constitution on the 26th of July, 1788—and uses 
this language: 

Under these impressions— 

Those which it had previously recited— 


Under these impressions and declaring that the rights aforesaid can 
not be abridged or violated, and that the explanations aforesaid are co! 
sistent with the said Constitution, and in confidence that the amend 
ments which shall have been proposed to the said Constitution 
receive an early and mature consideration, we, the said delegat 
* * * do by these presents assent to and ratify the said Constitu 
tion. 

In 
called 
* 7 


full confidence, 
and convened 
* that 


nevertheless, convention shall 


to the Constitution 


that until a 
for proposing amendments ) 
the Congress will not make or alter any regulation in 
respecting the times, places, and manner of holding ele 
tions for Senators and Representatives unless the legislature in this 
State shall neglect or refuse to make laws or regulations for the pu! 
pose, or from any circumstances be incapable of making the same, 
and that in those cases such power will duly be exercised until the 


legislature of this State shall make provisions in the premises. 
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Thus spoke New York. Rhode Island, when after more than 
two years’ delay she finally ratified the Constitution on June 
26, 1790, used the same language as did the State of New York, 
only stronger. 

Pennsylvania said in the article adopting the Constitution : 

That Congress shall not have power to make or alter regulations con- 
cerning the time, place, and manner of electing Senators and RKep- 
resentatives, except in case of neglect or refusal by the State to make 
regulations for the purpose, and then only for such time as such neglect 
or refusal shall continue 

The State of Massachusetts on February 6, 1789, in its act 
of adoption used this language: 

That Congress do not exercise 


the powers vested in them by the 
fourth section of the first article, but in cases when a State shall 
neglect or refuse to make the regulations therein mentioned, or shall 
make regulations subversive of the rights of the people to a free and 
equal representation in Congress, agreeably to the Constitution. 

That is the only State that has a qualification in asserting this 
right claimed by all of the States, and yet you will observe that, 
even though it had that qualification, it was not satisfied with | 
the broad grant of power conveyed by the fourth section of the 
first article of the Constitution, but desired that the power 
should be restricted in such a way that the right of the State | 
to control its own internal affairs and to decide as to what was 
to the interest of its people in guarding their institutions 
should not be infringed upon by the Federal Government. In 
order that their rights should not be invaded by the Federal 
Government, the convention which ratified and adopted the 
Constitution went on further in the same connection and said: 

And the convention do, in the name and in behalf of the people of 
this Commonwealth, enjoin it upon their Representatives in Congress 
at all times, until the alterations and provisions aforesaid have been 
considered agreeably to the fifth article of said Constitution, to exert 
all their influence and use all reasonable and legal methods to obtain 
a ratification of said alterations and provisions, in such manner as is 
provided in said article. 

They adopted the Constitution with the distinct provision that 
there should be efforts made to procure amendments which 
should cover this particular point and guard the State in this 
particular. 

New Hampshire, when it ratified the Constitution, June 21, 
1788, made a 
Massachusetts. 

Thus we have it, Mr. President, with nearly all of the States— 
some of these records are lost and can not be found—but so far 
as can be ascertained, in all of these States this particular pro- 
vision of the Constitution was challenged, and was only acceded 
to upon the assurance that they felt that it would only be used 
to the extent mentioned for the purpose of guarding against 
the possibility that the States themselves might not exercise 
the power, and in the further confidence that the Constitution 
should be so amended as to restrict it to that. 

Not only so, Mr. President, but the great commentators of 
that day, the men who engaged in the effort to have the people 
of the United States adopt the Constitution, time and again 
repeated, reiteration upon iteration, that that was the only 
purpose of the fourth section of the first article of the Consti- 
tution, simply to guard against the possibility that the States 
themselves might not elect representatives. 

Mr. PERCY. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. PERCY. Just for one moment. In discussing this power 
in a speech the other day the Senator from New York stated 
that Mr. Madison, of Virginia-—— 

Mr. BACON. I am coming to that. 

Mr. PERCY. If the Senator from Georgia is coming to that, 
I will not then interrupt him with a question. 

Mr. BACON. Go ahead. 

Mr. PERCY. I just want to call attention to the fact that, 
while Mr. Madison, of Virginia, was an advocate of the exercise 
and bestowal of this power upon the Federal Government, it 
was with the same limitation that the States referred to by 
the Senator from Georgia adopted, namely, that it was an 
emergent power only. 

Mr. BACON. I have it right here. 

Mr. PERCY. Go ahead with it. I simply wanted to call the 
attention of the Senator to the matter. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am obliged to the Senator 
from Mississippi for directing my attention to it. I had some 
other citations to read, but I will read that directly in this 
connection. 

As correctly stated by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Percy], Mr. Madison was one of the great advocates of the 





Senator from Georgia 


adoption of the Constitution before the Virginia convention, | 


called to decide the question whether or not it should be adopted. 
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recommendation in the same language as did | 


ded l 


In that convention there was grave and serious opposition to its 
adoption, because of the grant of this and other powers to the 
Federal Government. That particular power had been chal- 
lenged, the danger that it would be abused had been pointed out, 
and Mr. Madison, in defense of that provision, used this lan- 


guage: 





It was found necessary to leave the regulation of these (times, 
places, and manner) in the first places to the State governments as 
being best acquainted with the situation of the people, subject to the 
control of the General Government, in order to enable it to produce 
uniformity and prevent its own dissolution * * * Were they ex 
clusively under the control of the State governments, the General Gov 
ernment might easily be dissolved But if they be regulated properly 
by the State legislatures, the congressional control will very probably 


never be exercised. 

Mr. John Jay, afterwards Chief Justice of the United States, 
in discussing in the New York convention this provision of the 
Constitution, used this language: 


That every government was imperfect unless it had a power of pre 
serving itself. Suppose that by design or accident the States should 
neglect to appoint the Representatives, certainly there should be some 
constitutional remedy for this evil The obvious meaning of the 
paragraph was that, if this neglect should take place, Congress should 
have power by law to support the Government, and prevent the dis 
solution of the Union. He believed this was the design of the led- 


| eral convention. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator that I would yield 
for a question, but manifestly I could not, without breaking the 
continuity of what I am endeavoring to present as a consecu- 
tive argument, now turn aside to discuss some of the numerous 
questions which I know the very fecund mind of the Senator 
from Utah would naturally present. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I simply wanted to ask the Senator a 
question, and I could have done so during the time the Senator 
has been protesting against it. 

Mr. BACON, I am not protesting; 
injustice. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
to ask a question? 

Mr. BACON. If it is a question, yes; 
go on to a side argument at this time, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The question is right on the point the 
Senator is reading. Does the Senator from Georgia agree with 
the statement made by Chief Justice Jay with reference to this 
matter? 


from Georgia 


the Senator does me an 


Well, have I the Senator’s permission 


but I do not desire to 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have no reason to disagree 
with the judgment of afterwards Chief Justice Jay. He was 
giving his opinion as to what was the purpose of it. The Sen- 
ator, perhaps, did not hear what I said in the beginning, that 


while that was the intent and the purpose, the construction of 
the word “manner” was very much broader and could be 
enforced to a very much greater degree. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Well, does not the Senator, if he agrees 
with the language of Chief Justice Jay, agree that it nece 
sary for the General Government to have this power under some 
circumstances, namely, in order to preserve the 
from dissolution, 

Mr. BACON. 
ator will permit me. I 
nent question, but I 
however, in a moment. 


is ‘S- 


Government 
I am coming to that very question, if the Sen- 


have that in view. It a very 
have not quite reached yet. I 


is 


it 


perti- 


will, 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Very well 

Mr. BACON. In the Madison Papers Mr. Madison uses this 
language in regard to this section: 

This was meant to give the National Legislature a power not only to 
alter the provisions of the State, but to make regulations in case the 
States should fail or refuse altogether. 


That was in the mind of all. 

The great apostle of the party to which my distinguished 
friend from Utah [Mr. SuTHERLAND] belongs, Mr. Hamilton, 
also expressed his idea of this section. Mr. Hamilton, while 
he was not one of the most influential and potential men in the 
framing of the Constitution, because there were many things 
in it which were at variance with his ideas of what should 
be in it, was afterwards one of the most urgent and ardent and 
effective advocates of the adoption of the Constitution, and he 
contributed papers, with Mr. Madison, which are the most illu- 
minating upon that subject of the arguments of that day. In 
the fifty-eighth number of the Federalist Mr. Hamilton used 
this language: 


They (the convention) have submitted the regulation of e! 

for the Federal Government in the first instance to the local 

| trations, which, in ordinary cases and when no improper views prevail 
may be both more convenient and more satisfactory; but thes 


served to the national authority a right to interpose whenever 
dinary circumstances might render that interposition necessa: 


ha 

exiraocr 
| y to its 
| safety. 
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Having been a membe 
ing heard all of the discussions, while using different language, 
he bad doubtless in his mind the exact meaning which Chief 
Justice Jay had attributed to it and which was embodied in 
the resolutions of the convention itself. I think I am correct in 
Si) that he was a member of the New York convention. 
I will ask the Senator from New York [Mr. Roor] as to that. 

Mr. ROOT. Yes 

Mr. BACON. That was my recollection. 

Now, Mr. President, we come to the question which the 
Senator from Utah propounded to me, and which I was about 
to reach without the suggestion on his part. The question of 
the Senator from Utah is this: Is not this a necessary power 
the power thus to guard the Government against the danger 
of dissolution by reason of the States’ failure to provide a 
method by which Representatives shall be elected to take 
their places in the other branch of Congress. I will say, Mr. 


President, that, with the conditions as they existed then, it was 
a proper provision to put into the Constitution, for, as I have 
previously said, there was reason then to apprehend that the 
States might be negligent in their performance of that duty; 
that they might grow cold in their allegiance to the new Govern- 
ment, as they had grown indifferent to the ligaments which 
bound them to the Confederation, and that for that reason it 





of the convention in New York, havy- | that section, as I now suggest, is just exactly the same in effect 


as the Sutherland amendment. The States would never have 
adopted the Constitution with section 4 of Article I written out 
plainly that way. 

What conclusion do I draw from that, Mr. President? The 
conclusion I draw from that is this: That it is no argument 
to say that that is the law with reference to the election of Rep- 
resentatives and that therefore it should be the law with refer- 
ence to the election of Senators. In view of what I have sub- 
mitted there can be no doubt of the fact, no possible question 


| of the fact, that that was not the original contemplation of the 


Constitution; and if any change is to be now made at all the 


| power in the Federal Government as to the control of the 


wis proper that there should be such a provision; but is there | 


a Senator, is there a man in the whole United States, who be- 
lieves for a moment that it is possible at this day that a condi- 
tion of affairs will arise where the States and the people within 
the States and the ambitious aspirants within the States will 
leave undone that important duty? Is it possible to conceive 
that the time will ever come when the States will not have laws 
by which Representatives can be elected and sent to Congress, 
or that there will be a condition under which they would be 
unrepresented in Congress, nonparticipants in its affairs and 
nonrecipients of its benefits? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 


Mr. BACON. I do, for a question. I would prefer, if the | 


Senator wants to argue the proposition, that he wait until I 
get through, and I will give him all the opportunity he desires. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I simply want to say to the Senator 
that under existing conditions the Senator is undoubtedly cor- 
rect: but is the Senator or anybody else wise enough to know 
that in all the time to come this power may never be necessary 
and that in all future time no State will neglect this duty? It 
may be true, under existing circumstances, that it will not be 
done, but none of us is able to see what the future may produce, 
and is it not wise to preserve this power against the day of need? 

Mr. BACON. As is suggested to me by my friend from 
Texas [Mr. Batrey], we would be very glad to have that 
power if, as was suggested in a number of the ratifying con- 
ventions, it was limited to that case. I would be willing to 
provide that the Federal Government should have the right to 


manner of electing Representatives should be limited in this 
particular, and the power should not be extended where it does 
not now exist. That is my argument, that is the response I 
make to that; and I conceive, Mr. President, that it is a conclu- 
sive one. 

I intended to do it at a later stage in the argument, but my 
friend from Texas [Mr. Battery] makes a suggestion to me 
which I will carry out now. Mr. President, this resolution pro- 
viding for the election of Senators by direct vote of the people 
can be adopted if those who profess to be its friends will frame 
this particular provision in a way that will not make it dan- 
gerous to us. We will not go to the extent of saying that we 
will not agree to this amendment unless it is taken out alto- 
gether, but we will go to the extent of saying that we will agree 
to it if it is limited to the cases where the State fails to act, 
as it was originally intended, as shown by all these utterances 
by the various conventions. 

Let it be so limited that in the direct election of Senators by 


| the people the States shall have the right to prescribe the times, 


exercise the power to prescribe the manner of holding such | 


elections in all cases where the States neglected to do so. That 
is the point, namely, that as originally contemplated it was 
limited to the case where the States neglected the duty; it had 


no other purpose in view, and if it had been extended beyond | ably fixed, come weal come woe, as their determination to 


that the Constitution would undoubtedly have been rejected. 
Suppose, instead of the language as found in section 4 of the 


Senator will bear in mind what I before read of the very stren- 
uous opposition of the States from the topmost New England 
States down to the extreme South, in regard to the control by 
the Federal Government of the manner of elections within the 
States. sut suppose, instead of the language found in section 
4, Article I, this had been the reading of the section: 

Sec. 4. The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Sen 
ators and Repres | be prescribed in each State by the legis 
lature thereof, | ; may at any time by law make or alter 











suc re ion I » of keeping order at the polis, insuring 
pure elections ! f 1g the right of every person to vote who may 
be deemed by the Federal Government eligible thereto under the law, 
and for that purpose shall have power to appoint registrars and super- 
vin rs of ¢ tions in the several States, with marshals and soldiers to 
enforce their aut rity 


| section. 


Does the Senator think, does any Senator think, for a mo- 


ment, in view of the sensitiveness of the States at that time as 
to any encroachment of the Federal Government upon the ques- 
tion of prescribing who should vote or who should not vote in 
the elections in the States, that the Constitution with such a 
provision in it would have been adopted by a single State of the 
18 States? Yet under the broad construction which it has re- 
ceived by Congress and by the Supreme Court, under the broad 


manner, and places of holding the elections, and that the Fed- 
eral Government shall have the right to make such regulations 
only in case the States should fail to make the necessary regu- 
lations prescribing the manner of holding such elections. 

Now, Mr. President, there is a plain proposition. Make that 
change and I pledge, so far as this side of the Chamber is 
concerned, that joint resolution will be adopted for the elec- 
tion of Senators by direct vote of the people. Preserve, if you 
please, the right of the Federal Government to fix the time. 
I think that is right and proper. Then, as to the manner, 
limit the power of the Federal Government as the framers 
of the Constitution intended it to be limited, and as the conven- 
tions which adopted it understood it to be limited, to cases 
where the States fail to make the necessary regulations. Do 
that and our contention immediately ceases. 

Mr. President, I think this is a question which concerns al! 
the States and is not limited to any particular section; and yet 
we can not shut our eyes to the fact that there is a large sec- 
tion of this country which is peculiarly interested in it, a 
large section of this country to which it is of the most vita! 
importance that the States should control the question of 
suffrage within their borders. I want to say, Mr. President, in 
this presence that there is no question concerning public 
affairs, either in the National Government or in a State gov- 
ernment, in which the people of the South are so vitally in- 
terested and in whi he people of the South are so unalter- 


preserve white supremacy, and it is no use to mince words on 


: : : > : | the subject. 
first article, the reading of that section had been different. The | 


Mr. President, we have fought the battle, as I said the other 
day, through the darkest night through which a people ever 
passed. We have rescued our civilization by the sacrifices and 
the trials which we then endured. We have not only rescued 
the civilization of the South, but we have rescued this entire 
Nation from the destruction of civilization which would have 
undoubtedly ensued if a Haiti had been made of the South 
With civilization and with social order overthrown in the 
South, the deadly poison would have extended to the whole 
country. 

Mr. President, I approach that question from that standpoint. 
If that standpoint is wrong, then all I have to say is wrong, 
because I base it all on that so far as it concerns my particular 

3ut then I want to say further that I do not co 
sider the importance of this question as limited to my { , 
Constitutions are not made for to-day. They are not made for 


‘ 


to-morrow or a decade or a century, but they are made for t 


life of a nation. They are not made for peace only; they are 


made for storm, and no man can tell in the years which are to 
come, in the centuries which I hope are to pass with this Gov- 
ernment still pursuing its grand career, there is no telling 
when the time will come when this question of the right of the 
construction of which it is capable, and under the application of | States to contro] their elections will be a vital question to other 
it in the enactment of law in a manner not then contemplated, | than the States in the southern section of this country. 
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Sir. there are great forces at work—great forces of unrest. 
No man knows what the next decade will bring, much less what 
the next century will bring, and the greatest bulwark that the 
people of this Nation can have against the dangers from the 
upheaval of those great forces is in the check which there is 
the control by each State of its own affairs. So if there is a 
predominating influence for evil in any section, it can not oul 
weigh the counterbalance in the lesser part, but that each, a 
separate entity, may, by controlling matters within its own 
borders, hold in check that predominating influence for evil. 
And so 1 say, while the question is acute now with us, it is a 
question which in the future may be acute with some other 
sections. 

Mr. President, Senators from the West are nervous about the 
yellow peril. They do not, however, think it possible now that 
the question of suffrage for Asiatics can ever be presented to 
them or to this country, because they are not now even allowed 
to be made citizens. But is any man within my hearing ready 
for a moment to say that the proposition of Asiatics ever being 
forced as voters upon the people of the western coust is more 
impossible or more unthinkable than was the probability in the 
year 1860 that in eight years by an act of the Federal Govern- 
ment a whole section of this country should be submitted to the 
dangers of the domination of a race of people with only the 
slavery through thousands of years behind them, who were of 
the lowest alien race, and who had none of the capacity or in- 
telligence or experience or character essential for government? 
Does any man think that the possibility of a change which shall 
confront the western people with the question of the right of 
that Asiatic element to vote—is there any man here who will 
say that the possibility of that compares with what was recog 
nized as the possibility in 1860 that that would occur which did 
occur within the short space of eight years? 

Mr. President, I hope Senators will not consider me as en- 
deavoring to stir up feeling on sectional or racial questions. 
But yet we have the problem with us; we have the dangers con- 
fronting us, and we can not shut our eyes to them, and we must 
guard against them. It will not do to say that the thing is 
settled. The only argument that can be used in support of the 
proposition to ignore these safeguards is that the day of danger 
from this cause has passed, or, as said by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. RayNer], that the issue is dead. I shall, sir, in 
reply call attention to the attitude occupied within a very short 
period in the past upon this question by the infiuential domi- 
nant party of the country. 

In time of peace it is hard to believe that there will be war. 
It is hard to look upon a peaceful ocean and realize the fact 
that on the day before the storm had lashed it in fury, and 
still more difficult to realize that on the next day it will be 
seething in a tempest. With other Senators who now sit here I 
have seen, only a few years ago, Mount Vesuvius when it was as 
peaceful as any mountain in Pennsylvania or in West Virginia, 
although before then it had known its days of fiery wrath. And 
yet since that recent day when we have seen it thus peaceful, 
mighty forces have worked within it. There has been 
then a great convulsion within its vast abyss which has blown 
off a third of the upper cone of that mountain, blown it to the 
very skies, and the people who in fancied security had settled 
at the base of that mountain and had there builded their vil- 
lages and had planted their orchards and their vineyards upon 
its slopes, fled in terror from homes all engulfed in a storm of 
molten lava. 

With such convulsions as we have been through, such dan 
gers as we have had to face, such troubles as we have had to 
endure—are we now to neglect all opportunity, neglect all pre- 
caution, upon the simple ground that there is now peace? 

I shall have to call attention to some things, in no spirit of 
unkindness, in no sectional spirit, but as a justification, as a 
reason Why we can not submit, or some of us, at least, to a change 
in our fundamental law which will give to the Federal Govern- 
ment the control of our internal affairs. 

Before doing so, however, and before I pass from the subject 
I have been discussing, I desire to suggest one thought to Sena- 
tors. Upon what possible ground can there be a justification 
of the proposition that the Federal Government ought, for the 
purpose of securing free elections and purity of elections, to 
have the power to interfere and control those elections by regis 
trars and supervisors and marshals and deputy marshals and 
soldiers at the polls and with persons chosen to certify the re- 
sult of the elections? Upon what ground can it possibly be de 


since 


fended except upon the ground, first, that the States themselves 
lave not the intelligence and the virtue to decide this question 
second, that the country at large in its collective 
capacity has an intelligence and a virtue not found in an indi- 
State? 


for themselves: 


vidual Does any man think for a moment that when 
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the Constitution was framed and the Government was formed 
any such thought was in the minds of people? And, Mr. Presi 
dent, if there is any Senator here who thinks that while it 
might not have been true in the first instance, it is true now, 
scout the proposition and I would trample it under my feet 
Dees the Senator represent zany great State New York or 
Pennsylvania or Illinois or Massachusetts—think for a moment 
that the people in his own State are incapable of determining 
what is best for the people of that State, incapable of main 
taining free institutions, incapable of maintaining the virtue 
ind public character of their people, and that the collective 
intelligence and collective virtue of the people of the Un ted 
States are superior to their own and should be, therefore, in- 


voked to control them in that which they are not able to manuge 
for t 


hemselves? 


Why. Mr. President, the very suggestion of it is abhorrent, 
and what is justly claimed to the contrary for such communities 
as those States which I have named can with equal right 
be claimed for every other State; and so far as I am concerned, 
sir, I will never agree, cost what it will, to sanction any pro- 


vision which shall contain within it necessarily the recognition 
of any such monstrous heresy as that, and yet there can be no 
other ground upon which the policy and duty of Federal inter 
ference can be placed; no other ground. 

The people of Massachusetts, the people of New York. the 
people of Illinois are not the guardians of the people in Georgia. 


They are not the people who are to determine what should 
happen within it in order to protect those within her borders 
or to safeguard her institutions. Mr. President, it is the 
opposite of that proposition, it is the ignoring of that proposi- 


tion, it is the denial of the power and ability of people within the 
States to control their own affairs that led to all the great 
troubles, the great sacrifices, the great tragedies in this country. 

I do not hesitate to say, Mr. President, that the greatest 
tragedy in the nineteenth century, if not the greatest tragedy 
considered from standpoints of all the was the 
Civil War in America—greater than the tragedies of the wars 
of Napoleon or of Hannibal or of Cesar, because they were 
wars between alien peoples. But our Civil War was a war of 
people of the same race and biood on each opposing side, the 
same kinships, the same family—fathers, brothers, sons—who 
went against each other to war; and that a million men of the 
same race and blood, the same ancestry, and the same destiny 
should 1 in that fratricidal war, found untimely graves, 


has 


some aves, 


nave, 


is 
the greatest tragedy not only of the nineteenth century, but 
of all time. Point to a parallel, if you can. And what brought 


it about? Mr. President, know that 


we while it was com 
plicated with other questions and the issue was at times ob 
scurely stated, the existence of African slavery caused the 
war, and without the existence of African slavery no war 
would have occurred: and I assert here, and I challenge con- 
tradiction, that in all probability, with almost certainty 
slavery would have been driven from the United States pence 
fully and by the consent and cooperation. of all sections if it 
had not been for the intermeddling of people in other States, 
who undertook to say what was right and proper in States 
within which they did not live. 

Why do I say that? I can give a number of reasons, but I 
point to one, the correctness of which is easily ascertained. 
Let any man go and read the debates in Congress up to the 
thirties, and he will find that the Southern Senators and Rep- 
resentatives were apologists of slavery and not its defenders. 
He will find that they apologized for it on the ground that they 
had inherited it: that it had been put upon them against their 
will, or without their agency, rather; that a large proportion 
of it was in the influx of slaves from the Northern States, 
where they had not abolished slavery peremptorily, but where 
they had fixed the date when the abolition of slavery should 
commence, giving ample time in the meantime for all the slaves 


to be carried South and sold. 
They were apologetic of it, I say. All the great leaders of the 


South were against slavery. In my own State, the very first of 
all colonies to so provide, had in its law a prohibition against 
slavery. Jefferson, Randolph, all the great sages of the South 
were opposed to slavery, and it was not until the great meddling, 


her States, attacking the 


the great interference by fanatics in oft 
institution, heaping all obloquy upon those who 
tunate be within its not until then, unt 
this interference, that the apologetic tone naturally changed 
according to all human impulse into one of defense of the 


were so unfor 


as to grasp it 


was 


stitution, and finally into one of defiance of those who were thus 
attacking it, and out of that grew that war, that terrible tr: 
the greatest of all times, with a third of the country ut 
desolated, with a vacant place at every hearthstone, and a 
lion of young men in untimely graves. That was ihe direct couse 
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is in resistar to that doctrine that I oppose the policy or the | 


right of Federal interference in the control by the States of 
their own elections 

; the Senators say that the time is passed; that that issue 
is and that there is no longer danger of Federal inter- 
fer e I have ‘upied so much time that I will not carry 
rf 


out the intention I had of going through this particular branch 
of t question in detail. I must allude to it, however. We 
have had within the last 30 years great controversies and 
great struggles upon this very issue. There first arose—I will 
not say there first arose—but there was in the Forty-fifth Con- 
gres So great 


an opposition to this Federal interference that 


the Democratic House at that time felt itself justified in putting 
up the Ari appropriation bill a provision which prohibited 
troops at the polls in connection with the election laws. It 
passed the Ho of Representatives, and, Mr. President, if I had 
time I would to eall the roll of the great men of that d y 
wh ere engnced in that controversy, some of whom I see before 
me ho were then Members of the House, men who contended 
on the one side :nd the other side. The position was taken that 


the Federal election law was a great invasion of the rights of 
the people to the free exercise of the franchise and of the right 
of t! tate to determine in what way that franchise should be 
exercised. They said that unless the Government would with- 
draw its troops, unless it should put in the law that it could not 
have troops at the polls in the support of the Federal election 
laws, the Army appropriation bill should not pass. 

Mr. President, of course there was great criticism upon the 
fact that supplies to the Government were denied, but Mr. 
Hewitt, of New York, who reported the bill to the House, de- 
fended it upon the ground that it had been true of our ancestors, 
that they had secured the great rights of civil liberty by deny- 
ing supplies unless concessions in favor of that liberty were 
permitted to them by the Crown. And so it passed the House 
and came to this Senate. The Senate, being Republican, re- 
fused to pass the bill with that provision upon it which took the 
troops from the polls in support of Federal supervisors, and 
it went into conference, and after an interchange it finally 
failed in conference and an extra session of Congress had to 
be called, and in that extra session of Congress there was 
again a great struggle. 

The Army appropriation bill in the House again had that same 
provision put upon it. It again came to the Senate, and again 
the Republican Senate struck it out, and it went into conference. 
I want to read, Mr. President, the names of the Senators who 
took that position—-the Senators who recognized the fact that 
the question of the right of the people to control their own 
elections was so grave a question that rather than surrender 
it they would stop the wheels of the Government. 

i want to say, first, Mr. President, that among those Repre- 
sentatives in the House who took that position were distin- 
guished men who afterwards came to the Senate, and I read the 
naires of some of them. There were Messrs. Blackburn. of 
Kentucky; Kenna, of West Virginia; Vance, of North Carolina: 
Carlisle, of Kentucky; and Money, of Mississippi; and when 
it came to the Senate there were Senators of historic names who 
stoed for that proposition and who said that before they would 
agree that the Federal Government, under the elections laws and 
with the use of troops at the polls, should be allowed to control 
elections in the States, they would refuse the supplies to the 
Government for the support of the Army. The Senators who 
then spoke and voted that way in the Senate were Bailey, of 
Tennessee; Barnum, of Connecticut; Bayard, of Delaware: Beck. 
of Kentueky; Butler, of South Carolina; Cockrell, of Missouri: 
Coke, of Texas; Davis, of West Virginia; Dennis, of Mary- 
land: Eaton, of Connecticut; Garland, of Arkansas; Gordon, of 
Georgia ; Grover, of Oregon; Harris, of Tennessee: Hereford, of 


New York; Lamar, of Mississippi; McCreery, of Kentucky; Me- 
Donald, of Indiana; McPherson, of New Jersey; Maxey, of 
Texas: Merrimon, of North Carolina; Morgan, of Alabama: 
Ransom, of North Carolina; Saulsbury, of Delaware: Shields, 
of Missouri; Thurman, of Ohio; Voorhees, of Indiana: Wallace, 
of Pennsylvania; Whyte, of Maryland ; and Withers, of Virginia. 

M President, these be great names, illustrious names, not 
only in the Democratic Party but in American history; and I 
invoke their names to-day in justification and support of the 
position I take here. 

Sir, can it be conceived for a moment that these great men. 
these illustrious men, who were willing to say that the wheels 
of the Government should be stopped before these election laws 
and troops at the polls should be allowed to continue to inter- 
fere with the elections within the States—can it be said that 
if they were here to-day standing in the places which we in only 
a measure can hope to worthily fill, they would vote to extend 





‘holier than thou” doctrine and practice. It that provision of the law to the election of Senators, when in 


its enforcement in the election of Representatives they said, 
“We will stop the wheels of the Government before we wil! 
permit it?” 

Mr. President, there is no escape from the proposition. Can 
it be said for a moment that Senators would have taken so 
drastic action as that, these great men—for they were great 
men, and I am afraid we of this day can not furnish their 
equals—can it be said for a moment these great men would be 
willing in any manner to extend this dangerous power in the 
Federal Government or consent to the possibility of its exercise 
in any additional sphere where it does not now have it? 

Mr. President, that did not end the controversy. There were 
other instances in which the struggle was waged. I will not, 
however, now stop to recall, or rather to recite, them, because I 
feel that time will not permit; but when Senators say there is no 
danger, when Senators say that the time for such issues is 
past, that the issue is dead, I want to call attention to the 
fact that the law of 1870 for the control of elections at the 
polls in the States, a law coupled with another which bad been 
previously passed, which put it within the power to send troops 
to maintain the authority of these supervisors and registrars 
and deputy marshals at the polls—I want to eall attention to 
the fact that that law was not repealed until the year 1893, 
and that it was repealed by the only Democratic Government 
that has existed since the war. There has been but one term of 
Congress in which the Democrats had the Executive and each 
branch of the legislative Government, and that law was re- 
pealed by that Congress, and when it was repealed every single 
Republican voted against the repeal; and yet we are told the 
issue is dead. 

Prior to that repeal, to state it as briefly as possible, in the 
year 1890 there had been introduced in the other House what 
was known as the force bill. I want to state another fact. 
Seeing my learned friend, the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILey], 
sitting before me reminds me of it. When we are talking about 
the question whether the thing is dead and belongs to the dis- 
tant past, and when I am bringing to the attention of the Senate 
the fact of these recent occurrences, I note that the Senator 
from Texas, as young as he is, born during the Civil War, was 
a Member of Congress and recorded his vote in 1893 in favor 
of the repeal of those Federal election laws. That does not 
look very much like it was an ancient and antiquated measure, 
and that the influences which supported those election laws 
belong to the dead and distant past. I could enumerate a great 
many others. I see Senators sitting in front of me who were 
in that House before that time. 

jut, Mr. President, to recite it briefly, there had been intro- 
duced in the House what was known as the foree bill, which 
passed the House after a very acrimonious and heated debate. 
It came to the Senate and, after possibly the most acrimonious 
and heated debate which has taken place in the Senate in 30 
years past, it was at last defeated by indirection and not by 
direction. It was defeated simply by the then Senator from 
Colorado, Mr. Woleott, moving to proceed to the consideration 
of the congressional apportionment bill, and while that motion 
was not debatable any one who will read the Recorp will sec 
in the remarks which were interjected the intensity and heat of 


| those who realized the fact that if that motion prevailed the 





bill would fail, the bill by which they had set so much store. 
Mr. President, it was in that debate when party spirit ran so 
high and the intention to fix that bill upon the country was 
so strong that the present Senator from Rhode Island [Mr 
ALpRICH] submitted a resolution to apply a cloture in this body 
fot simply a motion, but an elaborate resolution to apply a 
cloture in this body to cut off the efforts of those Senators who 


| were resisting the measure, so earnest was he in the insistence 
| that the force bill should be passed. 
West Virginia; Hill, of Georgia; Jones, of Florida; Kernan, of | 


Now, Mr. President; it will not do to say that the debate to 
which I have alluded when the extra session was forced w 
one which related simply to the question of the removal of 
troops from the polls. While there was an extra session bh 


| reason of the failure to pass the Army appropriation bill, th: 


burden of that whole debate was that the necessity of | 
troops at the polls was required in connection with the ele 


| tion laws, which gave to Congress the power and the oppo! 


tunity to control the manner in which these elections shot 
be had. If Senators will turn to the speech made by Senator 
Voorhees in the debate, which, of course, I can not stop to quote, 
they will see a most elaborate discussion in that very contro 
versy of the election laws and each provision and clause of the 
election laws as they were affected by the use of troops at the 
polls for their enforcement. 

Mr. President, I want to say another thing which will be 
borne out by anyone who will take the time to examine the de 
bates of that day. While there was a general claim of power 
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e incidental mention occasionally of disorders in differ 


ent States, the great burden of the argument through all the 
months was in that controversy that the Government should 
] e the power to pass a Federal election law, with registrars 


and supervisors and deputy marshals and troops at the polls, in 

order that the black vote of the South might be protected in the 

casting of the ballot. Senators will find not only page after 

nage, but volume after volume, of the congressional debates filled 
1 that. 

resident, I am going to read, just to give an idea of it, 

from that debate from the then Senator from Maine, 





Mr. J 
an extract 


Mr. Blaine. I do not do this now from any unkindness or for 
the purpose of stirring up any feeling, but to show the animus 
and purpese of those who then advocated the Federal election 


law. and that we stand on solid ground when we oppose this 
legislation or when we oppose extending to the Federal Govern 
it the power to enact legislation of this kind. 
page volume 9, part 1, Forty-sixth Congress, first 
That was the extra which had been called 
beeause of the fact that the Army appropriation bill had failed 
n the manner and for the reason [I have stated. The 
question being whether or not these laws should be kept upon 
the books, these marshals should be armed with the 
s, nobody denying that the Federal Govern- 
under the fourth section of Article I could do it, the sole 
question was whether it should be done or whether or not if 
were to refrain from doing it the supplies should 
Here is what Mr. Blaine said 


me! 
(on 


session. 


non 
tuw, 


session 


] 
soie 


whether 
power of troops, 
ment . 
] the 
ernment 
not be stopped from the Army. 
about elections in the South. It may be true from the stand 
noint of some gentlemen, but it nevertheless accounts for the 
fact that we are not willing that that matter should be ad- 
judged by the Federal Government. Mr. Blaine, in the course 
that debate, said: 


‘ 
or ul 


What we ask is that Representatives in Congress shall be elected 

the free vote of the people of the respective districts, and there ha 
I r been such a travesty on truth, there has never been such a 
satire on fact, there has never been such a pretense to righteousness 
o utterly confounded by fact and so utterly ridiculed by history as 
for the Senators on that side to stand up here and demand a free 
election Why, that is what we have been struggling for—a free elec- 
tion. There has not been a free election in five Southern States that I 
can name since the Democrats have had power. There was no more 
a free election in South Carolina for the Congress now in session than 
there would be in a mob of violent roughs that had undisputed posses- 





of a poll in the lower wards of the city of New York—not a par- 





ticle mor 

Mr. President, I could quote page after page and volume after 
volume of just such talk as that. Mr. President, we are not 
willing—at least I am not willing if the power does exist in 
the control of Federal election of Representatives—by my vote 


exercised 


of 


to be 
the 


to give the opportunity to extend that 
by the Federal Government in the control 
Senators, 

Vith the permission of the Senate, I will read one other 
extract from a Member of the House along the same line just 
to show that it was not confined to the Senate, coupling it with 
the statement that it is only one of thousands. In advocating the 
retention of the Federal election laws to control elections in the 
Southern States, Representative Taytor of Ohio said in the 
debate in the House: 

here is no need of any antagonism between the North and South, 


and if the South will secure equal and exact justice to all men of all 
there will be none, and the South will be the great gainer If 


power 


of election 


5 amen 
colors 


this is not done, sooner or later the same causes which brought on the 
War of the Rebellion will bring on another conflict, the end of which 


will not be so peaceable as the last. The Anglo-Saxon sense of justice 
will not permit this injustice to continue very much longer The 
iniquitous methods of degrading the colored race in the South must 


come to an end. An enslavement of 8,000,000 of human beings by 
indirection, by fraud and perjury, by violence and intimidation, is no 


better than the slavery we had before the war and will not be allowed 


to exist very much longer. The colored race rebels, the great North 
rebels, one-half the Southern States rebel, and one-half the people 
where these frauds exist rebel against this flagrant and unblushing 


wrong 

With such views as those thus expressed, who can doubt, 
when the time came to act, the spirit with which Congress would 
proceed to enact laws to control elections in the South? 


Mr. President, I know some Senators—who do not themselves 
approve of the resolution with the Sutherland amendment—say 
that by our votes here we do not determine this question: that 


we simply put it up to the States to determine it. I have m 


criticism to make of Senators who take that position, but it is 
one I can not use in justifying myself in casting a vote different 





from what I think is the proper vote to be cast by the legis! 
ture itself. It was the contemplation and the intention of the 
Constitution that the proposing of amendments to the Constitu 
tion was a function to be carefully exercised by Congress. It 
not a matter in which the final determination was thought to be 
sufficient if three-fourths of the States had that determination. 
If so, we would have left it to a majority in Congress to pro- 
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pose the amendme iS is done l ! I ters B s 

ul y they t protec eve i ! I N s 

the possibility of deciding LW rid ( 
gress, Before you can subn to the States to be « r! 
three-fourt] of the the question her « ( 
tution s ll be amet led, tw t r I 

think it ought to be amend Wi \ . 
purpose in requiring that there sl} W 

was the intention that Congres lw { 
whether or not there should | I Iment he ¢ 

tion, and that if even a majority 1 tl é ) 
be such an amendment it would equ of « 
Hiouse to agree ipon it petore t e shouid be 

the power and the opportunity to decid ‘ 1 the 

fourths of them would h to cone before L be I 
in the afflirmativ: 

I think, Mr. President, fri vy stand s 
proper for me to vote to submit to t State vy i 
the Constitution which I myself do approve, and that I 1 
only consistently submit to th: ris es es 
amend! nt which I do ipprove. 

I want to suggest one other thought 
Sol Senate say that, while y d eu 
tion with the Sutherland amendmet ‘ I t 
legislatures and that they will have a ri ( ermine vd 
they do not feel that they are at liberty to a é 
tures of the States the rigl » determine the q for 1 
selves. I want to suggest to Senators that w ey put p 


to the States the opportunity to determine as toa const 


amendment which they themselves do not approve ey run the 
risk of putting up a proposition which their own leg tures 
may not approve and which they will vote against, but ht 
other legislatures may force upon then Then, Mr. Pre e 
there comes the question of the responsibility of a Senat who 
thus by so doing practically defeats the will of his own Stat 

Mr. President, it is no light matter to amend the Constitution 


isan 


of the United States. It jatter of sufficient gravity when w 
pass a statute law which gravely affects the people of the United 


States, because it is difficult to repeal it, but still it can be re 
pealed. But when we pass a law which changes the Constitu 


tion of the 1 | 


nited Sta 
tically irrevocable. 


tes, we have done that which 


One-fourth, or a fr: 


can defeat a proposed amendment to the Constitution > 
when it has been once adopted, however grievous it may be 
however tyrannical in its exercise of power it may prove bn 
the fraction over one-fourth can not then put themselves 
in the same position ; it will take a fraction over three-f 5 
in order to do it 

There is one other thought, Mr. President, recurring to some 
thing I have already passed, and then I am going to clos In 
connection with the suggestion that this is a dead issue, there 
is one other thought in connection with the peculiar int ts 
that the people of the South have in regard to this matt I 
believe it is true that the great mass of the people of the N h 
have changed their minds, and that there is now no ‘ | 
disposition to interfere with the people of the South in tl 
trol of their own affairs. Yet I recall that the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Root] in the main address which he made here 
the other day, stated the fact that there were things d at 
the South which, in his opinion, ought not to be done, and \ h 


if they continued to do, the Federal Government t e@ 
} } 


the power to prevent; and wh 
I asked for specifications, the pertinent specification, one i 


‘Th in Su 


seq nt short 


he mentioned which relates to this question, w the s ! 
sion of the Negro vote 
Now, I am not going to stop to d ss the gq on 
was raised as to whether or not the Senator in his rep! 
that Congress could by direct t nullify th tute 
State in prescribing the qualifications of elector I ar 
going to stop to discuss that, but I do say tl l 
from so high authority as the Senator from New Yor 
neople of the North—perhaps I should y tho | to 
the Republican Party—still have it in their minds that n 
ortunity comes they will exercise the power, if the it, 
erfere with the elections at the South. 
Mr. President, even though it be true that tl has : 
hange in the general feeling of the North on this biect , 
ere disposition to leave the people of the South to the of 
their own affairs, it is a fact not to be forgotten that 
bers of negroes have gone to the North and that ih n 
close Northern States the negro vote is most potential a e- 
quently holds the balance of power between the two er t 


eal parties. 
Whenever the Republicans carry the State of New Y ’ 
| close vote it is because the negroes have given them th: $ 
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port. The same thing is sometimes true in the great State of 
Illinois, even with its ordinary majority of over 100,000 Repub- 
licans. The. same thing is frequently true of Ohio. The same 
thing is true always in Maryland and Delaware and West Vir- 
ginia whenever Republicans carry those States. 

Mr. President, is it possible for us to shut our eyes to the fact 
that it is a political necessity to regard the demands of that 
large voting negro population in these close States? Is it pos- 
sible for us to shut our eyes to the fact that, however much the 
people of the North may be disposed to leave to the people of 
the South the control of their own affairs, the time may come 
when under the demand of the colored voters in these close 
States they may again, if they have the power, pass these elec- 
tion laws, having the southern elections in view, to retain their 
political support? We can not prevent them passing these elec- 
tion laws, if they have the numerical majority, in the case of 
the election of Representatives. We ourselves put our hands 
within the manacles as to the election of Senators if we extend 
to them this power. 

Mr. President, it may be true of some Senators that they will 
support this joint resolution with the Sutherland amendment 
under a feeling of obligation for one cause and another, when 
they would prefer that it should not be enacted. 


Some persons, Mr. President, must stand in the breach. For 
myself, with my views as to the danger of this measure, 


whatever may be the sacrifice, so far as in my power I 
propose to stand in this breach. I do not propose to consent, 
Mr. President, by any act of mine to extend the power of the 
Federal Government in the control of elections in the States. It 
is too great a price to pay for the election of Senators by direct 
vote; it is too great a price for my section, particularly; not 
only because of the vast magnitude of the issues which are 
involved, but because we already have the selection of Senators 
there by popular choice. There is not a Southern State in 
which the Senators are not now selected by choice in a primary 
election. Therefore we can afford not only to say we will not 
take it at this price, but we can afford to say we will wait. 
The time is near at hand when this amendment can be so 
framed as to relieve it of this objectionable feature. 

Mr. President, I thank the Senate for its very kind attention. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
srowning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 


agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

H. R. 30570. An act to authorize the receipt of certified checks 
drawn on national banks for duties on imports and internal 
taxes, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 32344. An act to protect the locators in good faith of 
oil and gas lands who shall have effected an actual discovery 
of oil or gas on the public lands of the United States, or their 
successors in interest. 

The message also announced that the House insists on its 
amendment to the bill (S. 9903) to authorize the Sheridan 
Railway & Light Co. to construct and operate railway, tele- 
graph, telephone, electric power, and trolley lines through 
the Fort Mackenzie Military Reservation, and for other pur- 
poses; agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Hutt of Iowa, Mr. Stevens of Minnesota, and 
Mr. Hay managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House insists upon 
its amendment to the bill (S. 9904) granting certain rights of 
way on the Fort D. A. Russell Military Reservation at Chey- 
enne, Wyo., for railroad and county road purposes; agrees 
to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hui 
of Iowa. Mr. Stevens of Minnesota, and Mr. Hay managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 31237) making appropriation for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the second report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 31856) making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, asks a further 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr, Garpner of Michigan, 
Mr. Taytor of Ohio, and Mr. BURLESON managers at the con- 
ference on part of the House, 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 5453. An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of M. N. Swofford, deceased: and 

H. R. 26606. An act for the relief of Charles A. Caswell. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Crawrorp in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the action of the House of Representatives 
disagreeing to the report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 31856) making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for 
other purposes, and requesting a further conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate further insist 
upon its amendments and agree to the further conference asked 
for by the House of Representatives, the conferees on the part 
of the Senate to be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer ap- 
pointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. TILLMAN conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SMITH of South Carolina obtained the floor. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator from South Carolina yield to 
me for a moment to enable me to make a conference report? 
It will take only a moment, 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Certainly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota pre- 
sents a conference report, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
28406) an act making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other 
purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, having mei, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

On amendments numbered 48, 76, and 82, the committee of 
conference have been unable to agree. 

Moses FE. CLapp, 

P. J. McCuMBER, 

Wm. J. STONE, 

the part of the Senate. 


Cuas H. Burke, 

P. P. CAMPBELL, 

JNo. H. STEPHENS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Managers on 


Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate further insist on its 
amendments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, that 
it ask for a further conference, and that the Chair appoint the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator from 
Minnesota whether the amendment relating to the Colville 
Indian money has been passed upon by the conference com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CLAPP. That is one of the 
which the disagreement is based. 

Mr. JONES. If this conference report is adopted and the 
matter goes back to the conferees and the conferees then agree, 
whatever that agreement may be, I understand there would be 
no opportunity to discuss that particular amendment, but only 
to vote upon the report that is made. 

Mr. CLAPP. That is true. 

Mr. JONES. I really do not like to see it go in that way. I 
think that the amendment ought to be receded from by the 
Senate, and I think the matter ought to be discussed somewhat 
in the Senate, but I do not like—— 

Mr. CLAPP. I suppose that would be in order if it did not 
interfere with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smiru], 
who has taken the floor to speak. I certainly do not intend to 
interfere with his speech. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would be in order for the Senate 
to proceed with the consideration of the conference report, if it 
so desired. 

Mr. CLAPP. 


three amendments upon 


I know it would be in order, but I would not 


press it, in view of the Senator from South Carolina having the 
floor. 
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Mr. JONES. I know that. 

Mr. CLAPP. I think it might be just as well to send the re- 
port back to conference. 

Mr. JONES. Then I will leave that to the judgment of the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President, I have been out of the Chamber 
for a moment, and I want to inquire what became of the Col- 
ville item in the conference report. Was it retained or stricken 
out? 

Mr. CLAPP. That is one of the three items upon which the 
conferees have not agreed. It goes back to conference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate further insist upon its amendments numbered 
18. 76, and 82; that it ask for a further conference with the 
House of Representatives thereon, and that the Chair appoint 
the conferees. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed 
Mr. CLiarr, Mr. McCumper, and Mr. Srone the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. WARREN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
31287) making appropriation for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out all of the matter appear- 
ing in said amendment and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“ Hereafter the pay and allowances of Army paymasters’ clerks 
shall be the same as provided by law for Navy paymasters’ 
clerks on shore duty, and they shall also be entitled to the 
same right of retirement with the same retired pay as is now 
allowed Navy paymasters’ clerks: Provided, That Army pay- 
masters’ clerks shall be subject to the Rules and Articles of 
War”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate agree to its amendment numbered 23, as 
amended by the House, with amendments as follows: On page 
1 of said amendment as amended, in line 7, strike out the words 
“State, Territory, and the District of Columbia”; and in line 8S 
strike out the words “not to exceed one additional officer for 
each,” and strike out the comma which appears at the end of 
line 8. 

On page 2 of said amendment as amended, in line 18, strike 
out the word “ one-fifth ” and insert in lieu thereof *‘ one-half,” 
so that the amendment will read: ‘‘ Upon the request of the gov 
ernors of the several States and Territories concerned, the 
President may detach officers of the active list of the Army from 
their proper commands for duty as inspectors and instructors o% 
the Organized Militia, as follows, namely: Not to exceed one 
officer for each regiment and separate battalion of infantry, or 
its equivalent of other troops: Provided, That line officers de- 
tached for duty with the Organized Militia under the provisions 
hereof, together with those detached from their proper com 
mands, under the provisions of law, for other duty the usual 
period of which exceeds one year, shall be subject to the pro 
visions of section 27 of the act approved February 2, 1901, with 
reference to details to the staff corps, but the total number 
of detached officers hereby made subject to these provisions 
shall not exceed 200: And provided further, That the number of 
such officers detached from each of the several branches of the 
line of the Army shall be in proportion to the authorized com- 
missioned strength of that branch; they shall be of the grades 
first lieutenant to colonel, inclusive, and the number detached 
from each grade shall be in proportion to the number in that 
grade now provided by law for the whole Army. The vacancies 
hereby caused or created in the grade of second lieutenant shal! 
be filled in accordance with existing law, one-half in each fisca] 
year until the total number of vacancies shall have been filled : 
Provided, That hereafter vacancies in the grade of second lieu 
tenant occurring in any fiscal year shall be filled by appointment 
in the following order, namely: First, of cadets graduated from 
the United States Military Academy during that fiscal year: 
second, of enlisted men whose fitness for promotion shall have 
been determined by competitive examination; third, of candi- 
dates from civil life between the ages of 21 and 27 years. The 
President is authorized to make rules and regulations to carry 
these provisions into effect: Provided, That the Quartermaster’s 
Department is hereby increased by 2 colonels, 3 lieutenant 
colonels, 7 majors, and 18 captains, the vacancies thus created 
to be filled by promotion and detail in accordance with section 


26 of the act approved February 2, 1901”; and the House agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the matter appearing 
in said amendment and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“ Hereafter there shall be attached to the Medical Department 
a dental corps, which shall be composed of dental surgeons and 
acting dental surgeons, the total number of which sh: not ex 
ceed the proportion of one to each thousand of actual « sted 
strength of the Army; the number of dental surgeons sl ( 
exceed 60, and the number of acting dental sure: 3 § t 
such as may, from time to time, be authorized | \ All 
original appointments to the dental corps sha be as act 
dental surgeons, who shall have the same offi status 
and allowances as the contract dental surgeons now auth 
by law. Acting dental surgeons who have served three ye 
a manner satisfactory to the Secretary of War shall be 
for appointment as dental surgeons, and, after passing in a 
factory manner an examination which may be prescribed by th: 
Secretary of War, may be commissioned with the rank of first 
lieutenant in the dental corps to fill the vacancies ex ig 
therein, Officers of the dental corps shall have rank in such 
corps according to date of their commissions therein and shall 
rank next below officers of the Medical Reserve Corps. Their 
right to command shall be limited to the dental corps. The pay 


and allowances of dental surgeons shall be those of first lieu 
tenants, including the right to retirement on account of age or 
disability, as in the case of other officers: Provided, That the 
time served by dental surgeons as acting dental or contract 
dental surgeons shall be reckoned in computing the increased 
service pay of such as are commissioned under this act. The 
appointees as acting dental surgeons must be citizens of the 
United States between 21 and 27 years of age, graduates of a 


stancard dental college, of good moral character and good pro 
fessional education, and they shall be required to pass the usual 
physical examination required for appointment in the Medical 
Corps, and a professional examination which sh: nclude tests 
of skill in practical dentistry and of proficiency in the usual 


subjects of a standard dental college course: Provided, That 


the contract dental surgeons attached to the Medical Tk rt 


ment at the time of the passage of this act may be eligible for 
appointment as first lientenants, dental corps, without | ta 
tion as to age: And provided further, That the professional ex 


amination for such appointment may be waived-in the case of 
contract dental surgeons in the service at the time of the pas 


sage of this act whose efficiency reports and e . 

tions are satisfactory. The Secretary of War is authorized to 
appoint boards of three examiners to conduct the examinations 
herein prescribed, one of whom shall be a surgeon in the An 
and two of whom shall be selected b : War 
from the commissioned dental surgeons ”’ re 





to the same. 
EF. E. WARREN, 
M. G. BULKEL 
JAS. P. TALTAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 


3. A. T. ROLL, 
GEO. W. PRINCE, 
Wm. SUI : 


Managers on the part of the H 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 
conference report. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish the Senator from Wy, 
ming would state to the Senate whether the conferen ! 
establishes a dental corps in the Army 


Mr. WARREN. The proposition is, that instead 
supervising dental officers i tl 
ceons, there shall be not exceeding 60, or 
regiment who shall have tl 
none above that rank. Ws 
such surgeons have been git the 1 f ; 
This is cutting down that pro] 
now use as contract surgeons, and making them 


tenants. 
Mr. HALDB. Mr. President, this is the « } 


rity of a conference committee of 


adopted by Congress in either branch, o 
that the report may go oveli 

Mr. WARREN. I am perfectly y ig tha re} 
go over, but the Senator from Mai bh erro! r 
lishes no corps. It is a part of the Med iC 


Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary read the p 
conference report relative to the dental corps. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
provision to which the Senator from Maine refers. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows 

“ Strike out all of the matter appearing in said amendment and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the following: ‘ Hereafter there shall be attached 
to the Medical Department a dental corps, which shall be composed of 
dental surgeons and acting dental surgeons’ ’’——— 


Mr. HALE. That is enough, Mr. President. Let the report 
£o over. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The conference report will go over. | 


PROPOSED RECESS, 


Mr. SMITH of South Carolina and Mr. HALE addressed the | from Illinois is here; he is sitting as a Member of this body. 


| The opportunity to vote upon his title to his seat will not be 


Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
is recognized. Does he yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise to the question of the 


order of business. In accordance with the notice I gave on | 


Saturday, I now move that the Senate take a recess until 8 
o'clock this evening. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is impossible for us to hear what the 
Senator from Maine it saying. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will please be in 
order. 

Mr. HALE. My purpose in rising is to move that the Senate 


take a recess from half past 5 o’clock until 8 o’clock. It is evi- | 


dent, as I said the other day, that, unless we have evening ses- 
sions, with all the discomforts and burdens which they carry, 


it is simply not only impossible, but absurd, to think that we | 
can dispose of the immense mass of unfinished matter which | 


before Saturday noon ought to pass—all of the great appropria- 
tion bills, the subjects of public interest before the Senate, and, 
without going into any further enumeration, I think Senators 
will understand that, while it is a matter of inconvenience and 
burden, at this stage, with all these matters precipitated upon 
us, there is nothing else for us to do. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I agree thoroughly with the 


Senator from Maine [Mr. HALke] in thinking that it is impossible | 


to conclude the work necessary without night sessions; but still 
I think it entirely possible and even easy to do so with night 
sessions of moderate length if we could get out of our way the 
unfinished business of the Senate. I have no objection to a 
recess if we can now get an agreement to vote upon the resolu- 
tion touching the right of the Senator from Lllinois [Mr. Lokrr- 
MER] to his seat. I understand a request was preferred to 
vote to-morrow. That was denied because some Senators de- 
sired to address the Senate on that subject. Then a request 
was preferred for unanimous consent to vote on Wednesday ; 
and that was objected to. I now venture to ask unanimous 


consent that the Senate will vote on that question at 2 o'clock | 


on Thursday. 

Mr. HALE. That is fair. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I recognize, I think, as fully 
as can the Senator from Texas [Mr. Battey] the importance to 
the Senate, to the country, and to the sitting Member of the res- 
olution to which he referred; but it is not, in my opinion, the 


most important matter before this body. This resolution had its | 


opportunity for the space of one month or more. I do not criti- 
cize the objection then made, which prevented a vote during 
that time. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator understands, of course, that the 
objection was based on the fact that the debate had not been 
concluded. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Precisely; but it was suggested that the 
vote be had at such a time that the debate could have been fin- 
ished before the time came for the vote. 


Mr. President, there is pending before the Senate a bill, which | 


has been passed by the House of Representatives, which has 
been debated all over this country for years, and which is de- 
sired by a larger proportion of the people of this country than 
any other measure which is now before us; and, so far as I am 
concerned—and I speak only for myself—I intend to do every- 
thing within my power to induce those who are opposed to a 
consideration of the tariff-board bill to consent to its considera- 
tion and to a vote upon it—I mean, everything within my power 
and the limits of parliamentary procedure, I think that is very 
well understood. 

I know that there are many Senators who desire yet to speak 
upon the Lorimer case; I do not know how the request of the 
Senator from Texas may affect the business of the Senate, and 
therefore I want it to be clearly understood—I make no conceal- 
ment about it whatsoever—that unless a time can also be fixed 
for voting upon the bill which creates a tariff board, I shall 
object to fixing a time for voting upon the Lorimer resolution. 
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Mr. BAILEY. In other words, though the Senator from Iowa 
has said to the Senate and to the country that the Senator from 
Illinois is not entitled to his seat, he declines to allow the 
Senate to vote on that until the Senate will agree to vote on 
some other question. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Precisely. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator is content to take that position, 
I am quite content to have him appear in that way before the 
country. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am quite content to stand by what I have 
said. I believe that the bill to which I have referred is of 
greater importance to the people of this country than any 
other measure now pending before this body. The Senator 


lost if this occasion passes; but the Senator from Texas, as 
well as every other Senator here, knows that if we do not 
avail ourselves of this opportunity to vote upon the bill creating 
a tariff board we will have no opportunity so to do for years 
to come. 

Mr. BAILEY. Which means that the people, having given 
authority to the Democratic Party in the popular branch of 
Congress, it must be denied the right to settle that matter as 
it pleases, and it must be forced through the Senate in con- 
nection with a totally different matter before the expiration 
of this session. 

The Senator from Iowa makes it plain that he is trying to 
defeat the latest expression of the people’s will rather than to 
record it, because, if it be true that the people of this country 
want a tariff board, then, if the Democratic majority in the next 
House does not pass it, that majority itself will disappear. 
Much as the people will hesitate about calling the Republican 
Party back into power, they might do even such a foolish thing 
as that [laughter] if the Democratic Party does not behave 
itself wisely. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, whatever may be the for- 
tunes or misfortunes of the future, I am very far from being 
pessimistic with regard to them. The House of Representa- 
tives has had its command to pass this bill from the people 
of the United States, and the House has passed the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; but three-fourths of the Democrats 
voted against it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. It is here, and it is the duty of the Senate 
to deal with it if it can be dealt with within the time still re- 
maining to us. 

Mr, President, I have preferred this request, and it has been 
preferred more than once, I think; and, as I remember, the 
Senator from Texas has been the only Senator who refused or 
who made objection to fixing a time for a vote upon it. I 
am perfectly willing, Mr. President, to go forward with the 
unfinished business—do not understand me to ask any inter- 
ference with the unfinished business—and when that has been 
debated and when that has been concluded there will be a vote, 
of course, upon it. But when we are asked to fix a time at 
which the vote can be had, I only reiterate my former state- 
ment, that unless we can agree with regard to the tariff-board 
bill, I shall not agree to a vote on the Lorimer resolution or 
any other measure save an appropriation bill, for I think it is 
my duty to do everything in my power to secure a vote upon 
this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, a moment if you please. I 
have gravely doubted whether the Democrats in either House 
of Congress ought to permit any legislation touching the tariff 
question at this session of Congress. The people of this country, 
at the last election, at least voted a want of confidence in the 
Republican Party, and I think expressed their confidence in the 
Democratic Party. It therefore seemed to me that we would 
have been well within our rights to have flatly said to our 
discredited opponents—I do not of course mean personally dis- 
credited, but politically discredited opponents—*‘ you can do 
those things only which must necessarily be done, and leave 
these other things to the Representatives who come fresh from 
the people, with the people’s commission in their hands, and 
the people’s command upon them.” But I did not deem it proper 
to urge that view, and I have not done it. 

My own opinion now is that these appropriation bills ought 
to wait for the next Congress. I am told, or at least it is said 
in the papers that we are to have an extraordinary session; 
and while I am not in the habit of believing everything I see 
in the papers, I do believe almost everything I see in the papers 
as emanating from the White House, because it must be said to 
the credit of the gentlemen who represent the newspapers in 
the Executive offices that they seldom make a mistake in their 
report of what transpires there—and if it be true that we are 
to have an extraordinary session, I think these supply bills 
ought to be the work of the people’s Representatives last elected 














1911. 





rather than the work of those who have been rejected at the | 
polls. s 4 

But I waive that. That is, I have waived it up to this time. | 
Exactly how long I will continue to waive it is an open question 
in my mind. 

But when a Senator stands here and tells the Senate and 
tells the country that this project for a permanent tariff board— 
one of the administration’s measures, one of the devices by | 
which Congress will be advised exactly how much protection | 
shall be measured out to these various industries—must pass | 
now or it can not pass at all, I remind him that that is an open 
confession that he is seeking to escape the latest judgment of 
the people; and if it can not pass in the next Congress, to my 
mind, sir, that is all the reason more why it ought not to pass 
in this Congress. I would resist it the more stubbornly be- 
cause of the fact that they are trying to enact it into a law now 
under a knowledge that it is now or never with that proposition. 

But, Mr. President, beyond all that, upon the question of the 
election of a Senator we act as judges, and I would as soon, if 
I had the honor to sit in connection with other judges, attempt 
to delay the judgment of a court as to attempt to delay the 
judgment of the Senate on a matter upon which it must act as 
judge. 

I have witnessed some remarkable spectacles here in the de- 
bate and consideration of this case. I have seen honorable 
Senators, after the testimony was closed, after the witnesses 
were sworn, send out and obtain ex parte affidavits and bring 
them here and present them to the Senate. What would you 


think, sir, if a judge, after the testimony had closed in his | 


court and after the attorneys had made their arguments, would | 


step down from the bench and go about among the people asking 
for ex parte affidavits upon which he would base his judgment? 
Yet I have seen that remarkable spectacle in the Senate of the 
United States, 

Mr. HALE. Let me appeal to the Senator from Texas 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE, I have the floor on the motion for a recess. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
my apology. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Texas will not open all 
of the questions that will give rise to controversy and answer 
while my motion to take a recess until 8 o’clock is pending. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Maine withhold that 
until the Chair ean submit 

The VICE PRESIDENT. One moment. 
can speak while that motion is pending. 
the Senator from Maine to withhold it. 

Mr. HALE. No; I did not. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought you withheld it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought the Senator withheld it that I might 
prefer a request for unanimous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so understood. But 
the Senator from Maine makes his motion and insists upon 
vote, the Chair must submit it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will ask the Senator from Maine to withhold 
it until I submit a request that the Senate vote on it next 








Of course, nobody 
The Chair understood 


if 
a 


Thursday at 2 o'clock. 
Mr. HALE. Unless some Senator is prepared at once to 


object 

Mr. CUMMINS. I object. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I ask unanimous consent for a vote on 
this question at 2 o’clock Friday. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I object. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
question at 10 o'clock Saturday, 

Mr. CUMMINS. I object. 

Mr. BAILEY, Then it is evident we are not to have a vote 
on it unless we have upon a test of endurance 
Senate will not take a recess, 

Mr. HALE. I want to say, about the matter of the recess 
that it is simply a question of the convenience of the Senate. If 
we do not take a recess, we will run along until 7 or perhaps 8 
o'clock and have nobody here, and we will do nothing. 

Mr. BAILEY. And if we do take a recess we will not have a 
quorum when we reassemble. 

Mr. HALE. If we do not have a quorum, we will not do any 
business. 2 

Several SENATORS. Question! 

Mr. HALE. I will submit the motion, at any rate, that the 
Senate take a recess until 8 o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine that the Senate take a recess 


I had forgotten that, and I tender the Senator | 
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| ment of the Senate numbered 


| sideration of the joint resolution (S. J. 






ebededo) 


until 8 o'clock. [Putting the question.] The “noes” appear to 


| have it. 


Mr. HALE. Let us have a division. 
There were, on a division—ayes 22, noes 39, 
So the Senate refused to take a recess. 
RECIPROCITY WITH 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I gave notice that I would 
proceed immediately after the close of the speech of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to discuss the question of reci- 
procity, but as some Senators wish to discuss the same subject 
discussed by the Senator from Georgia, and as the vote comes 
to-morrow morning immediately after the reading of the Jour 


CANADA, 


nal, | will await another occasion. I give notice now that im 
mediately after the speech of the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. GrRonNa] I will address the Senate on the subject of 
reciprocity. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 29860) making appropriations for the legislative, execu 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
$1, 32, 33, 200, 201, and 218. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 85, 86, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 
108, 109, 202, and 205, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $90,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
** $100,000”: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ou, 


oo» 
Da 


| ment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$7,500”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
15, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ $71,820’: and the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 99, 100, 101, and 102 the committee 
of conference have been unable to agree. 

F. E. WARREN, 

Kb. J. BURKETT, 

Murpny J. Foster, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

F. H. GImrett, 

JOSEPH V. GRAFF, 

L. I, LIVINGSTON, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
Res. 134) proposing an 


| amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators shall be 


Then I ask unanimous consent to vote on this | 


; and I hope the | 
| Georgia 


| joint resolution as it was reported from the committee, I 


elected by the people of the several States. 

Mr. PERCY. Mr. President, in speaking on the joint resolu 
tion providing for the election of Senators by the people, with 
the so-called Sutherland amendment, I have no expectation of 
contributing anything to the able and exhaustive discussion of 
that subject which we have just heard from the Senator from 
[Mr. Bacon]. And yet I desire to present briefly and 
somewhat informally the reasons why, although supporting the 
am 
unable to support it in its present shape 

I accept as an absolutely correct statement of the law the 
proposition laid down by the Senator from Georgia and acqui- 
esced in on the floor the other day by the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. NeLson], namely, that under the Sutherland amend- 
ment Congress would have the same power in regard to the 
regulation and supervision and control of the election of United 
States Senators that it has to-day in regard to the election of 
Members of the House of Representatives, and that that power 
embraces, if Congress sees fit to exercise it, the appointment of 
Federal registrars to register the voters entitled to vote at such 







3040 


election 


CONGRE 


s, the appointment of Federal judges and Federal super- 


visors to conduct such elections, the appointment of United 
States marshals and deputy marshals to carry out the direc- 
tions of such supervisors and judges; the support, if need be, 
of the Army of the United States to aid in carrying out the 
orders and directions of such judges and supervisors; and, 
finally, the appointment of a canvassing board to ascertain 


who has been elected at such election and to certify the result 
to the United States Senate, such Senator to present as his cre- 
dentials to the United States Senate the certificate of his elec- 
tion from the canvassing board instead of his commission from 
the governor of his State. 


That power exists under no provision of the Constitution as 


that Constitution stands to-day. It does not exist under sec- 
tion 4 of Article I of that Constitution, giving to Congress the 
power to make and alter the regulations for the election of 
Members of the Senate, because that power, as the Constitution 
stands to-day, only comes into play after the eee of 
the legislature which elects a Senator. It does not go to the 
saline place. It has no control over the election of members 
of the legislature. 


It has been suggested, however, that possibly this power ex- 
unde the second section of amendment 15 to the Consti- 
tution, which provides that Congress may by appropriate legis- 
lation enforce the fifteenth amendment, which provides that the 
right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be de- 
nied or abridged by the United States or by any State on ac- 
count of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

I deny that under that provision any such power as is here 


ists 


contemplated does exist. No warrant for it is found in any 
decision of the United States court construing the fifteenth 
amendment. No suggestion of the existence of such a power 


can be found in any decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States passing on the fifteenth amendment. 

More than that, in all of the long, bitter, exhaustive, and able 
debates of this body at the time when it was proposed to enact 
the “ force law ” in 1890, and again in 1894, when the Federal su- 
pervision laws were repealed, in debates where the constitu- 
tionality of those laws was seriously questioned and discussed, 
the suggestion was never made, no Senator ever contended here, 
that the power to regulate Federal elections arose by virtue 
of any other provision than the power to make and alter the 
regulations of the State. No one suggested that under the fif- 
teenth amendment the power existed in Congress to take charge 
and control of the machinery of the election of Members of the 
House of Representatives. 

There can be no question, Mr. President, that the —_— under 
the fifteenth amendment is a power directed against the 
States—against State action—that so far as it ever ‘affects indi- 
viduals it is a corrective power, simply a power to enact cor- 
rective legislation. There is no power to enact general legisla- 
tion to take charge and control of the machinery of the election. 
If that were true, there would be a similar power under the 
fourteenth amendment, which provides that no State can de- 
prive one of life, liberty, or property without due process of law. 
Congress can enact corrective legislation under the fourteenth 
amendment, but it has never been contended that Congress, 
where there was a denial by the State of due process of law, 
could enact general legislation which would enable it to take 
charge of and administer the laws so that there should be no 
deprivation of life, liberty, and property without due 
law. 

I take it that the correct rule as to the fourteenth amendment 
and the power of Congress under it, which applies equally to 
the fifteenth amendment, is found in this statement of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in James against Bowman, 


process of 


One hundred and ninetieth United States, quoting with approval | 


the 


And so in the present case, until some State 
some State action through its officers or agents has been taken, 
to the rights of citizens sought to be protected by the fourteenth 
amendment, no legislation of the United States under said amendment, 
nor any proces ding under such legislation, can be called into activity ; 


civil-rights case: 


law has been pas 
adverse 


for the prohibitions of the amendment are against State laws and acts 
done under State authority. Of course, legislation may, and should 
be, provided in advance to meet the exigency when it arises; but it 
should be adapted to the mischief and wrong which the amendment 


was Inter ded to provide against: and that is, State laws or State action 











of some kind, adverse to the rights of the citizen secured by the amend- 
egislation can not properly cover the whole domain of 
taining to life, liberty, and property, defining them and 
> the ir vindication That would be to establish a code of 
reg ulative of all private rights between man and man 
wo uld be to make Congress take the place of the State 
and to supersede them. It is absurd to affirm that, because 
tt s of life, liberty, and property (which include all civil rights 
that men have) are by the amendment sought to be protected against 
in i on the part of the State without due process of law, Congress | 
I ef provide due process of law for their vindication in every 
case i that, because the denial by a State 


to any persons of the 
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equal protection of the laws is prohibited by the amendment 
Congress may establish laws for their equal 
legislation which Con authorized to 
general legislation upon the rights of the 
tion; that is, such as may be necessary 
such laws as the States may adopt or 
amendment, they are prohibited from making or enforcing, or Ich 
acts and proceedings as the States may commit or take, and which. 
the amendment, they are prehibited from committing or taking. 


It is the same limitation that obtains in regard to the powers 
of Congress under the fifteenth amendment. If that were not 
true, if Congress has, under the power to pass appropriate 
legislation to enforce the fifteenth amendment, the power to 


, therefore 
protection. In fine, the 
adopt in this behalf is n 
citizen, but corrective legis 
and proper for counteracting 
enforce, and which, by 


gress is 


take charge of the machinery of elections, it would be a much 
broader power than that conferred by the Sutherland ame 
ment, because the power would not be to protect the person 


elected because he was a member of the Federal Government. 
not to protect him because he was a Senator, not to guard {he 
election because it was the election of a Member of the House 
but it would be to protect the party offering to cast his \ 

from a denial of that 


right, and therefore that power would 
extend not only to the election of Federal officers, not only to 


the election of Senators and Members of the House of Repre 
sentatives, but it would invade the sovereignty of the State 
and could control every election, whether it be municipal, dis 
trict, county, or State; it could strip the State of every vestige 
of sovereignty and control the elections for governor as easily 
as it could the elections for United States Senator. 

Such a proposition is monstrous and preposterous. It finds 
no warrant in any decision of the courts of this country. So 
we are faced with the naked proposition that if this power 
is to be given by the Sutherland amendment, it is a_ pov 
which never existed before under the Constitution of the United 
States since the creation of the Government. This is a truth 
which can neither be disguised nor successfully controverted 

Is it a power that we are willing to extend to the Federa! 
Government? While the people of my State desire that th 
shall be an election of Senators by the people, they have that 
mode of election in their own State to-day under the prim: 
elections system, and they are unwilling, in order to give that 
privilege to States that do not care for it, to extend the pov 
of the Federal Government in the control of elections beyond 
what that power has ever been under the Constitution as it 
has existed up to this day. 

I do not regard this as a sectional question. It interests 
every section of this Union. Yet, unquestionably, it is true 
that because of the peculiar conditions in the South, it concern: 
us more vitally than it does any other section of the Union. | 
do not consider that the race question is one that concerns tlhe 
South alone or that we alone are entitled to deal with it. It 
concerns the welfare and the happiness and the protection 
under the flag of this country of 9,000,000 citizens of the cou 
try; but in other sections of the country it is regarded as a 
matter which affects the negro alone, while to the South 
only affects the millions of negroes there, but the millions 
white people likewise who are residing there; and therefor 
is a matter of more vital concern to them than it is to any 
other section of the country. 

If I interpreted aright the expressions which fell from tl 
lips of Senators during this debate in regard to the exercise 
of the power of the Federal Government over elections, the) 
meant that as long as the South handles this question in a 
manner satisfactory to the ‘Congress of the United States there 
shall be no interference with the southern people in the han 
dling of it; but whenever, in the opinion of Congress, that qu: 
tion is not being handled there fairly and justly toward tlic 
negro, Congress reserves to itself the power to interfere. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississi| 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. PERCY. I do. 

Mr. CARTER. I assume that the continuance of that power 
is the particular part of this proposal which the Senator ob 
jects to. In the course of some obsertations recently made | 
contended, and I believe the position of the Senator from Mis 
sissippi as stated agrees with the contention, that legislation 
with reference to elections and the franchise, if based upo! 
authority given in the fifteenth amendment, would be mer 
corrective, applicable only to the States; whereas under 
first part of section 4, Article I, to which the Sutherland amend 
ment was directed, the right is given the Federal Governn 
by, appropriate congressional action in execution of the law to 
into the respective States where, in the judgment of Co! 
gress, the Federal power should interfere to appoint, if need be, 
registry agents, judges, and clerks of election for the purpose 
of insuring, through the prescribing of the election mac cane 
ights 





zo 
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of persons under the 
night think proper 


fifteenth amendment 
to prescribe and enforce. 

Now, I understand the Senator to mean that if the joint 
resolution passed as it now Stands, with the Sutherland 
amendment adopted, the Federal Government will haye that 
power as to a senatorial election precisely as it has the power 
with reference to a congressional election, save and except as 
to the fixing of the place of the election. Is that the part to 
which the Senator objects? 

Mr. PERCY. Unquestionably, I adopt the Senator’s con- 
struction, and I object to the extension of the very power the 
Senator from Montana has enumerated to the control of the 
election for Senators. ‘There is no controversy about our re- 
spective positions, as stated by the Senator from Montana, 
There is no controversy between us as to the legal effec; of 
the Sutherland amendment. I believe I state the position of 
the Senators who have Spoken on the question correctly when 
I state that their attitude is that, while sympathizing with the 
South in the handling of this race problem, Congress was will- 
ing, as long as the South handled it in such a way as com- 
mended itself to the approval of Congress, to leave the han- 
dling of it to the South, but that when the South failed to 
handle it in such a manner as Congress thought it should be 
handled Congress reserved the right to control the Federal 
elections as to Members of the House, a power which it now 
has, and Congress, under the Sutherland amendment, desired 
to extend that control to the election of United States Senators, 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me, undoubtedly the Power of Congress to control 
authorized in the first part of the fourth section 
article of the Constitution would follow to the 


is 


of the first 


as it is exercised now with reference to legislatures, | am 
free to say to the Senator that I would not have voted for the 
joint resolution if the Sutherland amendment had not been 


adopted for the very reason that, according to my views, the 


right of the Government to control and regulate the election 
of Senators and Representatives in Congress should not be 
surrendered, and that position is taken with reference to the 


North as well as the South. 

Mr. PERCY. Mr. President, my reply to the con 
Congress should have the power to intervene in 
tions whenever Congress sees fit to do so, and that that power, 
if Senators are to be elected by the people, should be extended 
to the election of Senators, is this: That there will never come 
the day, however bad conditions there may seem, when Con- 
éress can intervene and use that power in the South, except 
disastrously to the welfare and the prosperity of the South and 
to the detriment and injury of both the black and the White 
man there; and believing that way, I would say that whenever 
Congress, either by reason of the exigency of some politica] 
demand or because it is the misguided victim of a maudlin 
philanthropy, seeks to intervene by control of Federal elections 
in the South, I want to restrain the field of its pernicious actiy- 
ity to as Small an area &s possible, to the area to which it 
restricted to-day and has ever been restricted by the Consti 
tion of the United States; and never by my vote will I 
the power of Congress to control Bb 
power as it exists to-day under the 
And that, Mr, President, although the laws regulating suffrage 
in the South are valid and constitutional, so declared by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and although those laws 
are administered in fairness, in justice, and in honesty by the 
officers charged with the administration of them. 

Mr, President, it is difficult almost to realize the difference 
in conditions in the South on this question and elsewhere, 
There are to-day in the United States, according to the census 
of 1900—I have not the one of 1910 —in round numbers 9,000,000 
Negroes, Of that number 90 per cent reside in the Southern 
States. In the States of Alabama, Mississippi, and Georgia 31 
Per cent of the total negro population resides, Only seven- 
tenths of 1 per cent reside in the New England States, [ will 
Just read a paragraph from probably the ablest authority who 
has written on the race question, “ Studies of the American 


tention that 
Federal elec- 


is 
tu- 
extend 
deral elections beyond the 
Constitution as if Stal 


ids, 


elections | 
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The Senator from New York 


ess the other day made a misstatement 


a re eee 





ese 


‘tes which can be named, 
(Mr. Depew ] in his addr 
population 


as to the negro of New York State, which I first 
thought was Simply a typographical error. He Stated there 
Were 300,000 negro voters in New York City. The last census 
shows that there were less than a hundred thousand negroes in 
New York State all told. 

So, Mr, President, with this enormous negro population, the 
framers of the constitution of 1890 in Miss ssippi met to frame 
# constitution under which a white man’s government could 
be maintained, to establish a white man’s government under 


and not 
Never 


in conflict with the Const 
did a more difficult 


tut 


task ce 


ion of the United States, 
mfront the people of our 


race, and rarely ever was such a task dealt with by men of 
more distinguished ability and sincere patriotism. 

The present constitution was the result of that convention, 
| There was no concealment about the object sought to be at- 


| tained, 


| in the following 


polls precisely | 


It was to obstruct the exercise of negro suffrage to the 
point where it would not be a menace to the sovernment. That 
object was avowed. Say, by the Supreme court of Mississippi 
Significant language quoted by the Supreme 
ed States in the Williams case: The supreme 
State of Mississippi, in Rateliffe Beale (26 Sou.. 


Court of the Unit 
court of the 
S65), said: 

Within the 


field of pi rmissible action under the limitations imposed 
by the Federal] Constitution the convention swept the field of expedi- 
; €Mce to obstruct the exercise of suffrage by the negro race. 
Again— 
Restrained by the Federal Con titution from discriminating aga nst 
the hnevro race, the convention discriminates against its « ara teristics 
and the offenses to which its members are prone 


Says the Supreme Court of the United States: 
But 





nothing tangible can be deduced from this If weakness were 
to be taken advantage of, it was to be done within the field of permissi- 
ble action under the limitations imposed by the Federal Constity on, 
and the means of it were the alleged enaracteristics of the n £ro race, 
not the administration of the law by officers of the Stat Besidk ! 
operation of the constitution and laws is not limited by their | nguage 
or effects to one race. They reach Weak and vicious white men as yw | 
as weak and vicious black men, and whatever is Sinister in their in 
| tention, if anything. can be prevented by both races by the exertion of 
that duty which voluntarily pays taxes and refrains from crime. 


| the Supreme Court, 


That was the idea of the convention. It Was understood by 
and it was understood by the humblest 
citizen in the land. The Senator from New York [Mr. Dep; wl], 
in his speech the other day related an anecdote more amusing 
than instructive, of a hegro preacher, the graduate of a college, 
who sought to register in Mississippi, but having read the con- 
Stitution failed to interpret it to the Satisfaction of the regis- 
trar. Such an incident could never have occurred, because 
when the constitution is read, no interpretation of it is required; 
but this incident would illustrate just as well as the one given 
by the Senator from New York the point which he had in view, 
An ignorant negro presented himself to register and said to the 
registrar: “I can neither read nor write, but I want tried 
on the understanding clause.” The officer, turning over the 


to be 


constitution to find some clause to question him on. Said: Bill, 
What are constitutions made for anyway?” The answer. cheer- 
ful and immediate, was: “ Why, boss, they’s made to keep 
hegroes from voting,” [Laughter.] That Was the understand 


ing of the object of this convention 
Stitution both by t 


and 
he learned and by the 


the object of this con 
unlettered and humble, 


By what provisions, however. was that object sought to be 
accomplished? By expedients which Seemed simple almost to 
the point of childishness: but they were directed by those who 
understood the negro character to the racial characteristies of 
that race. There is no grandfather clause in the Mis SISSIppi 
constitution: there is nothing difficult of construction in the 
language of that constitution. The provisions which are relied 
upon, and which have proven most effective, are, first, that the 
party seeking to vote shall register, and the regi tration closes 


four months prior to the election; that in order to register he 
; Must be able to either read the constitution or to interpret it 
when read to him; and third, that he mi St pay the taxes in the 
year in which he offers to vole on or before the 1st day of 
February in that year for the preceding two years. Those are 


race problem,” by Alfred Holt Stone, to give some idea of the 
preponderance of that population : 

There are more hegroes in Mississippi than in Cape Colony or Nat ul, 
even with the great territory of Zululand annexed to the latter: m, re | 
than In the Transvaal, and not far from as many 48 in both the Boer 
colonies combined: more than in Jamaica and Barbados combined : 
more than in Trinidad and all the remaining English islands combined, 
excluding those just named: more than in Cuba and Porto Rico « m 
bined; more than in either Haiti or Santo Domingo, 


In the county of Washington, in which I live, there are 5,000 
White People and 44.000 hegroes, There are more negroes in 
that county than there are in 18 States combined that can be 
hamed in the United States, more than there are in any one of 


l 





aimost the sole requisites necessitated by the Mississippi con- 
Stitution, and yet under those provisions, administered fairly 
and honestly, there has been an almost absolute elimination of 
the negro vote. 

You have heard much of the interpretation Clause. There 
have not been, since the constitution of 1890, 100 men in the 


State of Mississippi 
failure to understan 
have proven absolutely effective, 

The voter is required to register, and the 


given him. He is required to pay his taxes, 


disqualified from 
i the constitution. 


registering bec luse of 


These simple provisions 
opportunity is 
and the oppor- 











1 é He is re d to either read 
ition, and pul ools dot the 
( l separately 
e] Ni itions are made by primary 
‘ l ne gq itions are applied to primary 
1 t elections In the Democrati« 
wed to participate. The result 
hite r tl iominee of the Democrati 
I | t ing ) I lm ( of roes ! 
q l then s as electors they hold » primary 
) } ati nad « ( ote The pi isions of tl 
( disfrancl SO per cent of tl 1egro race and the 
< it do 1 ! la pl iry election | use they 
re \ hopel l Che ‘ t tl earnest wish 
‘ ty exe the right « suffrage whi ( 1} 
‘ rack The ive to be timulated by the imm«e 
d of tory or they have to I oused by the appeal 
of , { in be they take ny interest in exercising 
{ rig frage rhe negro has never sought to exercise 
ile ol iffrage except where the white man has ap 
his r to his cupidity 
| Ww! 1 disqualifies SO per cent of the negroes dis- 
( 20 | t of the white men of Mississippi. I 
( | ! ision rendered within the past week 
} the orney general of Mississippi construing the suffrage 
pore constitution and the laws passed thereunder 
and ce x them in regard to the primary election to be 
held b vlite pe of Mississippi. Those provisions dis- 
qualifi early 20 per cent, about 20,000 white men, in Missis- 
f pating in the election. That is one of the 
costs tl we pay in order to disfranchise a large proportion 
ol ‘ negroes 
Phere ‘ r and a greater cost paid by the white men 





the right of a white man’s go 
all political discussion of the issues of the day 
tend jit the white men of the State is elimi- 
nated. However great may be the differences of opinion, how- 
ever intense may be the partisan feeling, all that subordi- 
nated to a solid white however great may be the ambition 
that | for influence, place, and position, 


ernment there, 





lo S] 
is 
vote: 


rompts men to st 


rugsie 


that must be smothered in order that the white vote shall re- 
main intact. Is that no price for men of our race to pay in 
order to control their government? It shows that the danger 
is great aud overshadowing that would drive tl Anglo-Saxon 


veressive indiv 
ruggle for and | 
are buried. 

No higher proof could be given of the intelligence, the patriot- 
ism, the capacity for government of the white men of Missis- 
sippi than their course in handling this problem. The intelli- 
with which they grasped the full significance the 
danger confronting them, the dauntless courage and the ALomM 
with which they grappled with the difficulties of the situation, 
the constitution which they framed—the model followed by 
nearly every other Southern State—the self-sacrificing patriot 
ism they have in making the provisions of that 
tion effe bear witne the of th 
qualities of uship and leadership which have 
Anglo-Saxon the conquering race of the world. 

Under administered by the State 
without dis administered in honesty and 


their a iduality, with their proneness 


adership, into solid ranks where 


power 


ifferences 


= 
gence of 


wis 


ry? 


evinced eonstitu 


high 
made the 


statesma 


tive, ss to possession ose 


neonle 


this constitution, oflicers 


‘rimination, in justice, 


there has been unparalleled prosperity for bot! es; there has 
been an era of good feeling and an absence of friction; the 





white man controls the government and the black man ac- 
quiesces in that control. That condition is liable to be dis 
turbed in one of two ways—by the demagogue at home or by 
interference from abroad. 

rhe demagos me addresses himself to whatever will 
forward his own political ambition. He preaches the repeal of 
the fifteenth amendment as being the dominant issue of the 
South, overshadowing everything else, and, in seeking to arouse 
interest in that behalf, he appeals to race passion and race 
hatred, and creates bitterness and discord between the races: 





and with eqr 


| he would 
advocate the e 


thought 
With him 


Southern 


y, earnestness, and plausibility 
1ation of inferior r: if 

road to political preferment. 
people in the 


the he 


such ndvocaey a 


the conseryv: telligent various 


States can deal, knowing that in the final outcome 
they will control their government and control it with firm- 
ness, yet in justice and in kindness to the inferior race. sut 
that condition at last depends upon the solidarity of the white 
race and upon the patriotism of the white man. If into that 


delicately adjusted c 
hostile powell 
comes a | 
believes that 


ndition we project an intervention by a 
whenever the intervention comes it 
intervention; it comes because Congress 
white men in the South are unable to control 


ecause 
as a tile 


t] 
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| property, and pursuit of happiness. 
|as the result of an appeal from the black race, 
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? 


and direct 


their own government, and because Congress be 
lieves that the rights of the black man have been disregarded 
by the dominant power in the South—so it comes as a h 
power, and, coming in that way, it operates to arouse anger and 
antagonism among the white people, and it operates as an appeal 


an invitation to the black people of the South. It is 
ing to them “your rights have been disregarded heretofore and 
trampled upon, but now we are going to control these ek 
Go register and vote with the guaranty that your votes . 
It furnishes an incentive—yes, a 
to exercise that power in regard to which they are 
indifferent, and it furnishes the golden opportunit) 
race agitators of both races to come in and appeal to the | 
race. Such intervention by the Federal! Go, 

ent would say to the white people, “from your hand 
i wrested the control of your own elections. Your own ¢ 
ernment holds you to be incapable of self-government, un 
administer your own laws, and proposes, by its office ) 
take charge of your elections and by military force, if need 
give to the negro the right to vote, even if such right r 


and 


Wi 


command—f 
tiem 


utlely 
of each 


be 


in placing him in control of your government.” Thu 
would arouse race passion and race feeling to the point 
the conservative, the intelligent, Christian, and God-fearing 


white people of the South would no longer be able to cont: 
and administer their own laws. 

After that era of intervention should have passed away. an 
era bound to be marked by the paralysis of prosperity and a 
chaotic condition of government, there would remain. 
true, the white man’s government intact because of th 
domitable courage and because of the virus of dominion 
blood of the white man; but there would also remain tw ; 
estranged and embittered toward each other, and the eontr 
of the affairs of the South would have been by ill-timmed, 
ill-advised, unwise, and vicious intervention wrested fr 
hands of the conservative people of the South. 

While Congress in the exercise of such power could, if it sav 
fit, give an opportunity for the exercise of the right of suffi 
by the negro, it has no power to protect him in h 
If that 


this 


is life, liberty 
intervention 
when the i 

tervention ceased the black men would find that they had in 
fact bartered their birthright for a mess of pottage; that they 
had, in order to secure the right of suffrage, robbed the in- 
telligent white men of the South of the ability to protect tf! 


mh 

in their property, in their lives, and in the pursuit of happiness 
by them. 

So, Mr. President, I am unwilling to vote for the joint reso- 

Jution with the vital, substantive extension of power to the 


Federal Government carried in it. I am unwilling further, if 
the proposition to intervene by the Federal Government should 
ever arise, to make the chances of intervention greater by mak 
ing the stake played for greater, by giving the right to inter- 
vene, not only as to Members of Congress, but as to Members of 
the United States Senate. It would be an additional argument 
an additional incentive, if that intervention were prompted by 
political motive for the intervention itself. In my opinion, to 
extend this power would be unwise from the standpoint of 
section of the country; to extend the power so as to reguiate 
senatorial elections from the standpoint of South 
be one of those blunders so egregious as to constitute a crime. 

It is suggested, why not vote for the resolution and 
it to the legislatures of the States as to whether they will 
ratify it? 

Mr. President, if the ratification was to be submitted to the 
Legislature of the State of Mississippi, I would unhesitatincly 
pursue this course, but however strongly opposed to the ratifica 
tion of the resolution in its present form the Legislature 
Mississippi might be, the legislatures of 12 other States w 


‘ 
I 


have to stand with her in order to defeat the resolution 
Deeply sensible as I am of the great danger to the South in the 


adoption of the resolution, I will cheerfully submit the question 
to the wisdom of my own legislature, but I am unwillit to 
submit to the legislatures of 47 other States, in no one of which 
the danger to be guarded against is as great as it in 
sissippi, the determination of a question so fraught with d 
to the people of Mississippi. 

Mr. JONES obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 
vield to the Senator from Arkansas? 
“ Mr. JONES. I understand the Senator from Arkansas de 
sires two or three minutes. I am perfectly willing to yield to 
him. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to discuss 
the pending joint resolution. I had the honor to do that on the 
my 


is 


30th of January, but I rise for the purpose of explaining 
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attitude on the matter since the adoption of the Sutherland | 


amt 
so kindly by the Senator from Washington having yielded the 
floor to me. 


I have stated, Mr. President, to some of my colleagues, and 
also in the Democratic caucus, that if the so-called Sutherland 
amendment were adopted as a part of the joint resolution, I 
would not support the joint resolution. I feared at that 


and I fear now, that the adoption of that amendment has cut | 


the very life out of the original proposition. 
But, sir, I am willing to trust the legislature of my State and 


1dment, and I will avail myself of the few moments given | 


time, | 


the legislatures of the various States that are to be called upon | 


to adopt this resolution should it finally pass. I believe in their 
wisdom, and I shall trust their judgment. Knowing that my 
people are very anxious that the people of the country should 
have the right to elect their Senators by the direct vote, I shall 
yield my fears along this line to their better judgment and 
leave it to them for their final decision, and shall vote for the 
joint resolution even with the Sutherland amendment attached. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss the 
legal phases of this proposition that have been raised and that 
have largely occupied the time of the Senate in the debate on 
this joint resolution. I simply want to present a few of the 
reasons why I am in favor of the adoption of this resolution as 
amended. For a great many years I have been in favor of the 
election of Senators by the direct vote of the people, and in the 
Fifty-sixth Congress, while a Member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, I voted for a resolution similar to this one, and also 
in subsequent Congresses I voted for a resolution of the same 
character. The resolution which has been presented here and 
which was submitted to the Senate by the Judiciary Committee 
provided that in lieu of the first paragraph of section 5, Article 
I, of the Constitution, as it now stands, and which reads 
follows: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of 
from each State, chosen by the legislature thereof, for 
each Senator shall have one vote. 


as 


two Senators 


six years; and 


And in lieu of so much of paragraph 2 as relates to filling 
vacancies which reads as follows: 

And if vacancies happen by resignation or otherwise during t) 
recess of the legislature of any State the executive thereof may make 


temporary appointments until the next meeting of the legislature which 
shall then fill such vacancies. 

And in lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4, which reads as 
follows: 


The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature 
thereof; but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter 


such regulations, except as to the places of choosing Senators. 
The following be submitted: 
The Senate of the United States shall be composed of 


two Senators 


from each State, elected by the people thereof, for six years; and ea 
Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall hav 
the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch 


of the State legislatures. 


rhe times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall 
be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof. 

When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the 
Senate the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of ele 
tion to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the legislature of any + 
may empower the executive thereof to make temporary appoint: 
until the people fill the vacancies by election, as the legislatur 
direct ' 

This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the 


Constitution. 
That is the resolution as it was reported from the committee. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Washington yield to the Senator from Kansas‘ 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. JONES. I did not really yield for that purpose, but I 
do not understand that I have any right to say with reference 
to that. Personally, I would prefer to go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas sug 
gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names. 


Bacor Clark ra 
Hailes lark, Wyo. 


Heyburn Root 


baile Clarke, Ark. Johnston Shively 
Bankhead Crane Jones Simmons 
Bourne Crawford Kean Smith, Md. 
sradley Cummins Lorimer Smoot 
Brand ree Curtis McCumber Stephenson 
Brigg 3 Davis Martin Stone 

Br istow Depew Nixon Swanson 
Brown Dick Oliver Thornton 
Bulkeley Dillingham Owen Warner 
Burnham Dixon Page Watson 
Burrows Flint Paynter Wetmore 
Burt n Foster Penrose Young 
Carter Gallinger Percy 

Chamberlain Gamble Perkins 

Clapp Guggenheim Piles 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators have a 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present 

Mr. JONES. Under the Constitution as it is now Senators 
are elected by the legislature. This the people desire to change 

| and this resolution proposes an amendment under which they 
shall be elected by the people. This is one simple and distinct 
proposition, 

The Constitution also provides now that the times, | ‘S, 
and manner of electing Senators are to be I ribed by the 
State legislatures, but the right and power is reserved to Con 
gress to make and alter such regulations 

Under the proposed amendment, as reported by the ¢ 
on the Judiciary, this power of Congress was taken away and 
the same was given entirely and exclusively to the Stat 
latures by the following provision: 

rhe times, places, and manner of holdin ns Sen i 
e as prescribed in each State by the legislature ther 

This is another distinct proposition. This provision the S« 
ator from Utah [Mr. SutHEeRLAND] moved to strike out. This 
motion has been agreed to by the Senate, this provision has been 
eliminated and the resolution now reads as follows: 

rhe Senate of the United States shall ed of two Sena 
from each State, elected by the peop thereof wr six years i each 
Senator shall have one vot The elect in « h State shall ive t 
qualifications requisite for electors of t I i tl 
State legislature 

When vacancies happen in the repre tatio f ny S » in the 
Senate, the executive authorit o ich Stat sul W i { el 
tion to fill such vacancies: P i That tl re oO ny S ‘ 
m empower the executive thereof to make ft morar 1 t ts 
int the people fill the vacancies by « tior is ‘ e may 

This amendment shall not be so constr ! t { or 
term of any Senator chosen before it becomes lid 3 rt of the Con 
stitution 

rhat is the resolution as it will be voted upon by the Senate 
It contains but one simple, distinct propositi ind that is the 
proposition to elect Senators by direct vote of the people 

I consider it very unfortunate that \ deemed necessary 
to report the two distinct propositior to the Senate, because 
it has led to a controversy here th should not have arisen 

The people of the country have long been asking for the one 
simple proposition to elect Senators by a direct vote. It is not 


fair to the people to grant their petition ipled with another 
proposition that they have not considered, one over which a great 
deal of controversy may arise, and has arisen already in this 
body: and if it arises here, it would certainly arise in the legis- 
latures of the various States. It is not f to say to the peo 
ple that in order to secure what they desire, what they have 
isked for, what they have petitioned f they must take som 

thing that they have not asked for, that they | e not sought, 
and to which possibly they may very seriously bie So we 
have stricken out the second proposition, and it will be wise, 
re onable. and patriotic fi r all of us W » honestiv believe in 
the election of Senators by direct vote of { eople to accept 
th esolution, vote for it, and submit thi pee proposition to 

! | Tt the ry, or, rather, to the legislature f the 
var s States, for tl *ndontion or reise , 

r who object t the election of itors | ] eonle 
will then be compelled to oppose it ‘ ts merits, and ] 
stend of our placing a club in their | ds b which they 
can defeat it in the various legislatures the have to 
stand before those legislatures and discuss it n its merits. 
The issue will be plain and clear « 

This debate has proceeded much as if we were to determine 
the rits of the proposition here We are ! only ques 
tion for us to decide is whether or not we shall git 1e people 
hrough their legislatures, the opportu y say Ww her 1 
change in the Constitution should be ma 

I well, of course, for us to discus e the 1 f 
tl ‘ tion of Senators by dir¢ \ t pe j 
ve it, to my mind, » far as iis 1 mice ‘ 

ot the real question. The question bmift 
this proposed amendment » 1 l let it b 
d ed upon its merits And it s¢ tuld be 
the proper course for those who are o sed ! election 
OL NS itors by the peopl vho tl th we ad be 1 \ e 
t dopt the mendine to go to the State legislatures l 
sa » them: We have been willing to submit this pr 
tion to you. We do beli t. We do not belie 
should adopt it.” And then point it to the le tu 
reasons why it should not be adopt 

I have confidence in the intelligence of our legis ire J 
have confidence in their patriotism and the d e to 1 
the Constitution of the United States only in such ways 
will be for the best interests of the people of this country 
and I believe that they can be safely trusted to pass upon thi 


proposition. They can be safely trusted to weigh the objections, 
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if there are any, that may be made and to reach a wise con- 
clusion thereon, 
Mr. President, in my judgment, it is our duty to submit this 


amendment. We are untrue to the people and the States we 
represent if we do not. Who are we that we should deny 
their repeated requests? Are we their masters or their serv- 
ants? Are we their rulers or their representatives? Again 
and again they have asked the privilege of passing on this 
question, Year after year they have besought us to submit this 
amendment. They have done it by letters, petitions, and con- 
ventions. The Democratic Party has declared for it in its na- 
tional platform, and the candidate for President on the Repub- 
lican ticket declared for it in the last campaign. The House 
of Representatives, chosen directly by the people and represent- 
ing their will, has time and again sent its petition to this body 
in the shape of resolutions passed by overwhelming votes. 
Away back in 1892 they passed one. Then in the Fifty-third 
Congress, by a vote of 141 to 50, they passed this resolution; 
then in the Fifty-fifth Congress, by a vote of 185 to 11, they 
passed this resolution and sent it to this body, respectfully 
requesting us to submit it to the legislatures of the States; 
and in the Fifty-sixth Congress, by a vote of 242 to 15. 

Some claim that we are not accountable to the people; that 
we are the agents of the legislature as representing the States. 
Very well. Legislature after legislature has petitioned us to 
submit this amendment. We have refused. We have defied 
not only the petitions of the people, but we have defied the 
commands of our sovereign States. We have denied our very 
creators. Is it any wonder that the people are beginning to 
wonder, “ Upon what meat doth this our Cesar feed that he 
is grown so great?” It is said that 37 State legislatures, the 
creators of 74 members of this body, have asked by solemn 
memorial, in one form or another, its representatives to submit 
this amendment. It has never yet even reached a vote in this body. 
This is arrogance gone mad. We profess great regard for the 
State legislatures, and yet the only attention or respect we pay 
to their memorials is to ask that they be printed in the Recorp. 
We have no right to refuse the demand of the people; we 
have no right to refuse the demands of the legislatures in 
this matter, a matter which touches their capacity and intel- 
ligence. I have some pride of opinion. I am willing to as- 
sume responsibiliy for action here. I am willing to assume that 
I am better able to decide upon legislation proposed here than 
the people whom I represent, because of information not avail- 
able to them and because of my better knowledge of the situa- 
tion here, but I do not believe I have the right, whatever may 
be my personal views, to deny a request of my people, ex- 
pressed by conventions and through legally constituted legisla- 
tures. When I do that I assume the position of master and 
despot instead of servant and representative. 

Mr. President, this Senate, in refusing to submit this question, 
is defying the people and the States, and the longer we deny 
their petitions the stronger will grow their determination to 
have this change made in the Constitution. We best feed the 
flames of their desire by repeated denials, and give color to the 
claim that we are the bulwark of the “interests” and the 
enemy of the people’s rights and weal. We may refuse their 
petition again, but the time is coming and right soon when their 
will can no longer be resisted. Senator Hoar was right when he 
said, in that powerful argument he made against this proposi- 
tion, which has been the basis for all the argument made against 
it in this debate: 

But whenever the American people has made up its mind, when its 
judgment is fermed, when its will is determined, that will is sure to be 
earried into effect. Whether through Senates or over Senates, through 
courts or over courts, through Presidents or over Presidents, through 
Constitutions or over Constitutions, the irresistible current will make 
its way. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Root] says there “is not a 
very active or violent feeling for this change.’”’ This same view 
was expressed more than 14 years ago by Senator Chandler 
in this body. He said, in replying to an able argument by the 
honored senior Senator from California in favor of direct elec- 
tion ef Senators: 

I do not, myself, believe with the Senator from California, that the 
desire for the proposed change is strengthening in the minds of the 
people of the country. On the contrary, believe it is a craze, a Popu- 
listic notion, which has not really taken hold of the members of either 
of the two great political parties, but is only a hobby or a fad of the 


Populistic Party, which, if it is not adopted within a few years, will 
never be heard of again. 


He was mistaken. The Populistic Party has passed away, but 
is stronger than ever, and, judging from 
the rather radical utterances that I see in the press from this 
honorable gentleman now, I am rather inclined to think that he 
has been ineculated with this craze or this “ Populistic fad” 
that he thought was likely to pass away very soon. 


this “ fad” or “ craze” 





NN ee 


The declarations of conventions, the announcements of candi- 
dates for high offices, and the solemn memorials passed by 
State legislatures all refute the contention of the Senator from 
New York that there is not an “ active” demand for this change, 
And let me suggest to those who are opposed to this demand, 
the sooner you grant it the easier it will be for you to defeat 
it with the people. If this question had been submitted years 
ago it would probably have been defeated. We want that 
which is denied us either as individuals or as a people, and if 
you would preserve the Constitution as it is, submit this to the 
people and go before them and tell them they are not capable 
of choosing their agents directly; tell them that they lack the 
intelligence and stability to be trusted with the choosing of 
the members of this body; and show them that by adopting 
the amendment our constitutional government will be de- 
stroyed and the equality of the States threatened. Our peo- 
ple are intelligent, they revere the traditions of the Fathers, 
they prize our Constitution and are jealous of its perfec- 
tion. They will weigh your arguments, they will consider 
the dangers pointed out and the effects to be feared, and if 
you are right they will sustain you by electing legislatures 
that will reject the amendment. But if you refuse you ex- 
hibit your distrust of the people and want of confidence in the 
legislatures. 

They say this proposition creates a distrust of representative 
government. The persistent denial of the petitions of the peo- 
ple has already created in their minds a distrust in their repre- 
sentatives, and to continue this denial will intensify this 
distrust. 

They say we would rob the legislatures of power, dignity, and 
consequence, and yet we mock their power, insult their dignity, 
and minimize their consequence by habitually spurning their 
memorials, and discredit and insult them by denying their 
petitions. 

Mr. President, the Senator from New York is concerned about 
the stability and conservatism of the Senate. So am I. It 
has been a stable and conservative body and yet safely re- 
sponsible to the people’s needs. Its stability and conservatism 
does not depend upon the manner of electing its members. 
These come from its small numbers, its secure tenure, its great 
responsibilities, and varied duties. Election by the people 
would not shorten its tenure, would not make more single its 
power, would not deprive it of any of its legislative, executive, 
or judicial functions, would not deprive it of any of its control 
over the raising and expenditure of revenue by lessening its 
power of amendment, would not deprive it of its appointive 
power resulting from the necessity of its confirmation, would 
not lessen its control over foreign affairs because it does not 
take away its consent to the ratification of treaties, would 
not lessen its power in impeachment trials; and the same In- 
ducements that have caused the Senate of the United States 
to perform “its duty loyally, faithfully, and competently, and 
has furnished to the history of its country a line of illustrious 
names and a record of great achievement which furnish one 
of the most convincing proofs the world has yet had that popu- 
lar government through representative institutions is a possi- 
bility among men” will continue to impel the representatives 
of the people’s will to show themselves worthy of the traditions 
of the past and of the people who may honor them by selecting 
them to continue to discharge the high duties of this great 
office with an eye single to the people’s good and the glory of 
their great country. 

It is said that this will interfere with one of the great com- 
promises of the Constitution, and we are warned not to pul 
the great industrial communities in an attitude where they can 
say that the honorable compromise of the Constitution has been 
taken away and that they should be allowed a greater repre- 
sentation in this body than the smaller States. I do not believe 
this fear is well founded. I can find nothing in the proceedings 
of the Constitutional Convention indicating that the manner 
of choosing the Senators was anything more than a mere differ- 
ence of opinion and did not go to the fundamentals. No State 
threatened to remain out of the Union because this or that 
method was used in selecting Senators. Representation in this 
body by two Senators from each State, large and small, was a 
fundamental compromise without which it is probable, yea cer- 
tain, that the Union would not have been perfected. This it is 
not proposed to interfere with in any way. This provision was 
adopted in the convention as a separate and distinct proposition 
and independent of the provision as to manner of election. It 
was no more a part of the compromise than the length of term. 
The Constitution itself clearly indicates what the compromise 
was when it expressly provides “ that no State, without its con- 
sent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate.” This 
means equal representation in the Senate, and if the manner of 
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selecting that suffrage had been in mind the framers of that | have been laid and places, communities, and industries have 
immertal document would have left nothing in such an im-| been brought in close proximity which before had been almost 
portant matter to intendment. | isolated. Telegraph and telephone lines have annihilated dis 

We are told that to make this change would reflect upon the | tance and great inventions have revolutionized industries and 
makers of the Constitution. They were not perfect. They did | the whole commercial world. Great corporations were formed 
not consider their work perfect. This provision was not their | in every line of business activity Great and undreamed-of 
unanimous wisdom. The master minds of that convention- fortunes were amassed by individuals as well as corporations 
Madison, Hamilton, and Wilson—were even then in favor of | and all these developments have led to new and undreamed-of 
the election of Seuators by the people and of building our Gov- | activities in political lines. These great industrial powers be 
ernment upon the broad base of the people rather than on the | gan to be affected by legislation and began to take an interest 


props of the legislatures. It was adopted by force of numbers | in the doings of State legislatures because their interests were 
rather than by the judgment of master intellects. At any rate, | affected by legislation. Their influence in politics and legisla- 
they did not disregard public opinion in determining the method | tion was insidious but rapid. Through the manipulations of 
to be adopted. It was, as Hamilton or Madison said, “ probably | party machinery they exerted a greater or less influence on 
the most congenial with public opinion.” legislation. Then the political boss developed and members of 


In other words, the men who framed the Constitution were | the legislatures went to the legislatures not to represent the 
governed and influenced by the state of public opinion at that | people, but te do the will of the boss. It was only a step to 


time in determining how the Senators should be elected. attempt to control and dominate the election of United States 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President— Senitors either in the interest of some great industry or in 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash- | the interest of some political faction or both Members of the 
ingten yield to the Senator from Idaho? legislature have acted according to their own sweet will and for 
Mr. JONES. I do. their own individual interests, politically and otherwise. Parties 
Mr. BORAH. I wish to ask a question for information. The | have been divided over individual senatorial aspirants. The in 


stateuent of the Senator is very interesting. I understood the | terests of the people and the State have been disregarded and 
Senator from Washington to say that Madison was in favor of | individual gain and interests preferred. Public offices have 


the election of Senators by popular vote. been openly bartered for political support. The whole time of 

Mr. JONES. I s nfer from the proceedings of the conven- | legislatures has been spent in futile efforts to elect a Senator, 
tion. He probably not declare distinctly for it, but in the | the people have been humiliated, the States have gone on un- 
argument submitted by him then and subsequently he indicated | represented and legislation for the people has been neglected 
very clearly that he preferred that method of election. or dominated by the senatorial contest. The people have seen 


The reasons for its adoption then would hardly appeal to us | plainly the perversion of the system of electing Senators. It 
now cr be “congenial with public opinion.” I do not find many | did not elect, but it did corrupt legislators and foster a tratflic 
of the arguments for this method advanced now that were ad- | in public offices and pervert legislation. ‘The maneuvers and 
vanced then. The Senator from New York [Mr. Root] does | intrigues of ambitious men and political bosses caused sena- 
not say that “the people should have as little to do as may be | torial elections to become a stench in the nostrils of all decent 
about the Government.” The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. | and patriotic people. Five States at one time were deprived 
Lopcr| does not insist that “ the Senate should bear as strong a | of one-half of their representation in this body and it is no 
likeness to the British House of Lords as possible.” The Sen- | wonder that the demand for a change in the method of elec 
ator from New York [Mr. Depew] does not dare to advocate | tion began to grow stronger and stronger. 
this method, “ because it would be most likely to provide some To-day four State legislatures are tied up over the election 
check in favor of commercial interests against the landed.” | of Senators. Very likely after the 4th of March four of the 
No one says that our evils “ flow from the excess of democracy.” | great States of this Union will be represented only by one- 
No one advocates this method, because “the commercial and | half of the delegation they are entitled to upon this floor. 


moneyed interests would be more secure,” or because “ the peo- In addition to this and as really fundamental, the everlast 
ple are for paper money and the legislatures are against it,” and | ing impulse for self-government asserted itself. The people 


i 
yet these seemed to be the controlling reasons in selecting this | have ‘begun to feel that they could and should select their 
method. We do not discredit the fathers when we say these | agents. They are the State. Their interests are the interests 
reasons do not apply now; the conditions existing then are not | of the State. Mills, factories, houses, lands, railroads, towns, 
the same as now. We do them honor by showing our advance- | cities, and all are nothing without them. Legislation, govern- 
me i wealth, commerce, education, art, science, and not the | ment, is of the people, for the.people, and by the people. They 
least in our improvement in government. The method adopted | have felt and they feel now that they are as competent to 
served its purpose, but conditions now warrant the conclusion | choose their representatives in this body as they are 
that the master minds of that convention were right. delegates to choose those representatives, and this really rests 


Mr. President, why do the people desire this change? Not | at the basis of this demand on the part of the people. It will 


» to choose 





because corrupt men have often been elected to this body, not | grow stronger and stronger, and each denial by us will but add 
because men lacking in ability have been placed here. The most | to its intensity, 

illustrious in our Nation’s annals have dignified and exalted In time the people of this country, if they find that this body 
this body. It has not failed to meet the expectations of the | wi!] not heed their request and answer their petition and grant 
founders of the Republic in discharging the functions of gov- | them the right to say whether the Constitution shall be 
ernment. As Senator Hoar said: amended or not, will take the other method of securing an 


It has responded quite as speedily and quite as directly to the sober | »mendment to the Constitution: They will have a convention 
conclusion of the popular judgment and to the settled desires of the 
popular heart as has the other House or has any State legislature. 
in ou ogeeranteg far more than Its proportion of the great measures | would take away our direct responsibility to the legislatures 
in our statute books. who elect us, and transfer it to the people at the polls. Unde 

What he said then is true to-day, and since that was stated | the present system of electing do we feel any special responsi 
the Senate has fully sustained its reputation for adopting, origi- bility to the legislature? We may feel an obligation to some 
nating, and promoting legislation in the interest of the people. individual member of it or some special faction of our party 
Some of the most important laws that are upon the statute Which has given us material assistance in our e ection, Or It may 
books to-day were placed there since Senator Hoar uttered these | be inspired it, but I venture to Say not even the Senator from 
words. They were enacted at the instance of the Senate itself, | New York is thinking of making any special reports to the 
No; it is not because corrupt men have been sent to the Senate: legislature of his State. The leg’ slature that elects soon passe 
it is not because weak and selfish men have been sent to this | away; it can not remove us. We even now look to the people 


called. and when the Constitution comes out of that convention 
its best friends will not recognize it. 


body that the people desire this change. | for approval of our course and account to them for our steward- 
This desire originated from causes outside of the Senate. | Ship. 7 
During the last 40 years we have experienced a growth in mate- | But, they say, this is a Government of checks and balances. 


rial development that is amazing and surpasses the possibility of | True; and we must and will maintain these checks and balances 
tongue or pen to depict. Population has increased by millions. | not only in the very framework, but we will add another check 
Settlers have pushed from sea to sea, have cleared lands, have | by the proposed method of selecting our Senators. There is 
bridged rivers, have scaled mountains, have established cities, | mow no check on the legislature. Its election is final, unless 
and builded States. Manufacturing has expanded by leaps | bribery and corruption are shown. The man selected may be 
and bounds and the air has become vibrant with whirling | distasteful to the people, may be distasteful even to the masses 
Wheels and black with the smoke of thousands of furnaces, | of the party to which he belongs; but neither the people nor 
Great transportation lines have been established, iron tracks ' the party has any recourse, Members of the legislature are too 





3046 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 27, 





often influenced by reasons other than a desire merely to elect 
the best man to this high office. 


| 


people for them to determine. I think this is a question which 
the people should decide through their legislatures, and that a 


Why is it that the legislatures in four States to-day are tied | vote against submitting it to them might be misconstrued. and, 


up over the election of United States Senators? 
the members of each legislature are seeking to find the best 
man for the place? No; it is because of the rivalry of indi- 


Is it because | 


vidual candidates and the influences that are exerted in behalf | 


of these particular candidates; and in some of the legislatures 
the people believe, whether it is true or not, that one man, not 
a member of the legislature, is really preventing the election 
of a United States Senator, holding the majority of that legis- 
lature in his hand for some particular individual, and that he 
will not give his permission for these men to exercise 
free will and vote as representatives of the people. 

Senators, these are some of the reasons why the people are de- 
manding a change in the method of electing Senators. It is not 
because, as I have said, Senators who have been elected are not 
able men; it is not because they are not honest men; but it is 
because the people see that in the State legislatures men are 
selected not so much for their personal ability, honesty, and 
capacity to be Members of this great body, but in order to carry 
out the will of some particular individual or some particular 
faction or clique. 

Personal appeals, personal relations, personal obligations, 
combinations and trades on local and personal interests, and 
legislation, now control these elections. Many members of the 
legislature do not care or expect to be reelected and their re- 
sponsibility to the people rests lightly on them. Under the pro- 
posed method the people will have the final word. If the man 
nominated is distasteful, or if the methods pursued are not 
satisfactory, the people can reject. This will not only be a 
good thing for the people, but it will have a good effect on the 
candidates and their methods. 

It is urged that we should have good, honest men in the 
legislatures. True, but nothing has done more to demoralize 
our legislatures than these senatorial contests, and nothing 
more deters the best men from going there than their dislike to 
be participants in these contests, and this change will go a long 
way to improve and strengthen the personnel of our legislatures. 

I will not discuss further the merits of the proposition. It is 
for us simply to say whether or not we will deny again the 
petition of the people and the States and of the legislatures of 
the States and refuse to allow them to pass upon the merits 
of this proposition. Submit this question and, after considering 
all the reasons for and against, after listening to the Members 
of this body who may be opposed to the election of Senators by 
the people and weighing their reasons why the Constitution 
should not be amended, the legislatures will, in my opinion, 
say, “The time has come to amend the Constitution in this 
particular.” It is for us to say whether we will deny the 


their 
| position, to overthrow these amendments. 


petitions and memorials of the legislatures that have elected | 
us, whose dignity and power and consequence some are so de- | 


sirous of upholding and yet treat with apparent contempt their 
respectful petitions. 
servants and not their masters; their representatives and not 
their rulers. Let us show them that we believe in their hon- 
esty, integrity, intelligence, and capacity for self-government, 
and that in the last analysis a free and enlightened represent- 
ative government rests on the “ consent of the governed.” 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss the 
Sutherland amendment or the joint resolution introduced by 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau]. I simply wish for a few 


having gotten the amendment in the best shape we can get it, 
I for one shall vote to send it to them for such disposition as 
they see fit to make of it. 

I have given very mature consideration to the effect of this 
amendment, and I am convinced that it will not affect the 
right of the States to regulate the qualification of voters, and 
hence will in no way imperil the amendments which have 
been adopted in the South defining the qualifications of the 
suffrage. 

I do not believe Congress has the power, if it had the dis- 
So far these «mend- 
ments have been sustained by the Supreme Court of the 
United States whenever they have been challenged before that 
body, and this amendment does not add to the powers of the 
Federal Government with respect to the question of suffrage. 

The Sutherland amendment addresses itself not to the ques- 
tion of the qualification of voters but solely to the question of 
regulating the time, place, and manner of holding the election 
of Senators, if that office is made elective by the people, and 
it would give the Government no greater power in this regard 
over the election of Senators than it now has and always has 
had and will continue to have, whether this resolution is 
adopted or rejected, over the election of Members of the House 
of Representatives. 

The right of the Government to interfere by way of regula- 
tion and supervision of election in the States is derived from 
three distinct provisions of the Constitution : 

First. The one which reserves to Congress the right to reg- 
ulate the time, place, and manner of election of Members of 
the House of Representatives, and so forth. 

Second. The fifteenth amendment, which prohibits the States 
in general terms from abridging the right of suffrage on account 
of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

Third. The right to throw around the election of Federal 
officials the safeguards of the Constitution and the law. 

It may be, and probably is, true that the Government de- 
rives its greatest power of control and regulation over these 
elections from its right to regulate the “time, place, and 
manner” of holding them, but it is certain that even in the 
absence of this specific power and right it would have the right 
to pass any legislation that it may deem necessary and ap- 
propriate to prevent discrimination against the voters by State 
legislation or administration on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude or to prevent fraud, intimida- 
tion, or coercion in the election of Members of the House of 
Representatives, and of Senators if they are to be elected by 
popular vote. 

If the Congress is disposed to obnoxiously interfere in elec- 
tions in the States the Sutherland amendment will not change 


| the right in any particular as it affects the election of Members 


Let us show the people that we are their | 


of the House of Representatives and will not deprive it of the 


right to safeguard the election of Senators by the people against 


moments to state the grounds upon which I shall base the vote | 


which I intend to cast upon the resolution. 


Mr. President, the question before Congress is not whether | 
Congress shall amend the Constitution so as to provide for the | 


election of Senators by the people—Congress has not the power 
to do that—but whether we shall submit to the legislatures of 
the several States a proposition to so amend the Constitution. 

The people of this country of both parties and all parties 
have unmistakably demanded that this question be submitted 
to them by Congress. 

I was opposed to the Sutherland amendment, and I voted 
against it, but it has been adopted by a decisive majority, and 
we have got to submit the proposition qualified by that amend- 
ment or not submit it at all. 

This amendment does not interfere with the constitutional 
right of Congress to regulate the time, place, and manner of 
holding elections for Members of the House of Representatives. 
It simply provides that if Senators are to be elected by the 
people the Congress shall have the same right of regulation 
over elections for that purpose as it now has, and always has 
had, over elections for Members of the House. 

The question we have to decide is whether we will take the 
responsibility of determining this question or submit it to the 


fraud, intimidation, or coercion. 

During the more than 40 years that have elapsed since the 
war and reconstruction Congress has had all the powers over 
the election of Members of the House of Representatives which 
the Sutherland amendment now proposes to give it over the 
election of Senators by the people. During this time sectional 
and partisan feeling, growing out of the question of Negro en- 
franchisement and the effect of legislation and administration 
in restricting Negro suffrage, has run high, and various efforts 
have been made to put through Congress legislation, such as the 
force bill, to take over the control of Federal elections in the 
South; but they have failed, and only that class of legislation 
has passed which the Government had the power to enact under 
the fifteenth amendment and under its general powers over the 
election of its own officials. 

No effort to enact legislation of such a sweeping character as 
it is claimed that Congress has under the fourth article of sec- 
tion 1 as now written has been successful. : 

During all this while the sentiment against this kind of legis- 
lation has been growing stronger, and it is tenfold stronger to- 
day than it was when these efforts were made and failed. 

I do not believe that Congress will in the future, however 
broad its powers, likely pass any coercive or restrictive legisla- 
tion upon this subject more obnoxious to the South than to 
other sections of the country. Certainly the danger, if any, is 
remote and speculative. 

For one I do not feel willing, because of a vague apprehension 
of such legislation, justified in voting against this proposition, 
and thereby denying the people an opportunity to decide for 
themselves whether they want the proposed amendment in its 
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present form; and I shall therefore vote to leave with them the 
decision of that question. 

Again, it would seem extremely doubtful, from the discussion | 
we have had here, whether the North, East, and West will con- 
sent to any amendment looking to the election of Senators by 
popular vote which does not reserve to the Federal Government | 
the same right of regulation over the election of Senators as 
obtains over the election of Members of the House; and it would 
seem that if the people want to obtain the right to elect Sena- 
tors, it would be under the same condition as obtains under the 
Constitution as to Members of the House. This situation fur- 
nishes another reason why this question should be submitted to | 
the people rather than assume its settlement ourselves, especially 
as our power is one of submission, while theirs is one of ulti- 
mate and final determination, 

Mr. BOURNE obtained the floor. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. President, before the Senator proceeds 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon is 
entitled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Okla- 
homa? 

Mr. OWEN. I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. OWEN. Before the Senator from Oregon begins, I think | 
it would be advisable to have Senators who are available pres- 
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ent. A good many of them are in the cloakrooms. 

Mr. BOURNE. I hope the Senator will not press that. 

Mr. HALE. I think, Mr. President, it is rather a melancholy 
spectacle that with such important matters pending as there are 
here there is nothing but full galleries. Of course we might 
summon in supernumeraries, but the rules of the Senate do not 
permit that. Even the press gallery has been abandoned, and 
1 think the Senator is quite right in making his point that 
there is no quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary 
answered to their names: 


Bailey Clapp Kean Root 
Bankhead Clark, Wyo, Lorimer Shively 
Reveridge Crane McCumber Smith, Md. 
Bourne Curtis Martin Stephenson 
Bradley Depew Nelson Stone 
Brandegee Dillingham Nixon Sutherland 
Briggs Fletcher Oliver Swanson 
Brown Flint Overman Warner 
Burkett roster Owen Warren 
Burnham Gallinger Page Watson 
Burrows Gamble Paynter Wetmore 
surton Hale Penrose Young 
Carter Heyburn Perkins 
Chamberlain Jones Piles 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). 


Fifty-four Senators have answered to their names. 
of the Senate is present. 

Mr. BOURNE. Mr. President, on the 5th of last May I de- 
livered in this body a speech entitled “Popular v. Delegated 
Government,” in which I asserted that Oregon has the best 
system of government in the world to-day. The Australian 
ballot, registration of voters, initiative and referendum, direct 
primary, corrupt-practices act, and recall, an absolute govern- 
ment by the people. 

The interest the Oregon story has created is demonstrated by 
the fact that already applications have been received for over 


o> 
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A quorum 


ada, and several hundred copies for foreign countries. 
It is not my intention to take the time of the Senate in giving 


a repetition of the subject matter contained in the speech referred | 


to, but rather to show that recent and further demonstrations 
on the part of the electorate of Oregon corroborate the asser- 
tions and deductions made in that address. 


The issue before the country is whether popular government, | 


with general welfare its vitalizing force, shall save and de- 
velop this Nation, or delegated government, with selfishness 
the destroying force, shall bring the Nation to inevitable 
anarchy. 

For decades we have directed our efforts toward improving 
the shingles on the roof of our national superstructure without 
realizing that the foundation is absolutely rotten because its 
cementation is one of selfishness instead of general welfare, 
legislation and public servants being directed by and account- 
able to the political boss and through him to his principal, the 
largest campaign contributor. 

Thus selfishness instead of general welfare becomes the mo- 
tive power of government. Subservience rather than inde- 
pendence is the doctrine taught by the political boss and tem- 
porary leaders. Party platforms are adroitly drawn for the 
purpose of catching votes rather than for the purpose of devyel- 
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The absence of a quorum being 


‘alled the roll, and the following Senators | 


00,000 copies for the United States, over 10,000 copies in Can- | 


33 
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opment and improvement of government and the conditions of 
humanity. 

The country is to be congratulated upon the awakening it is 
now undergoing, and, from my viewpoint, the more general and 
greater the tumult now, the more honest and specific the discus- 
sion, the higher the plane of the new departure, and the longer 
the period of peace hereafter. 

The day of party and individual platforms made up of verbal 
souffle is passing, and the people will elect, whenever they have 
opportunity, individuals who stand for concrete improvements 
and remedies and will hold them rigidly responsible for specific 
performance of their pledges. 

PUBLIC SERVANTS SHOULD BE ACCOUNTABLE DIRECTLY TO THE PEOPLI 

The success and duration of representative government de- 
pend upon responsibility and accountability—the responsibility 
of the people for their laws and selection of their public 
servants and the accountability of the public servant directly 
to the people. 

To insure good service, responsibility and accountability 
must go together. Whatever an individual is responsible for 
he should to the same degree be accountable for. Under dele- 
gated government he is accountable to the political boss, who 
in most cases is but the agent of the largest campaign con- 
tributor, at best a shifting accountability, because of the rela- 
tive fluctuations of contributions and contributors. Under pop- 
ular government like the Oregon system, the accountability 
always to the composite citizen—individual unknown—always 
permanent, never changing, the necessitated result being that 
the public servant must serve the composite citizen who repre- 
sents general welfare or be recalled, where the recall exists, or 
fail of reelection where an efficient direct primary exists. 

The greater the centralization of power the wider should be 
the distribution of accountability. Where accountability is to 
the individual, payment will be personal, meaning, necessarily, 
special privilege or serving a selfish interest. Where accounta- 
bility in government is to the composite citizen—that is to say, 
the electorate or in corporate business to all the stockholders— 
the inevitable result is necessitated service for the general wel- 

fare of all, or the earliest possible elimination of the servant, 
whether public or corporate. 
WHAT CONSTITUTES GOVERN MENT. 

These conditions can be established and perpetuated only 
through popular government, meaning, in its present evolution, 
the establishment in the several States of our Union, through 
the utilization of the State machinery, of the initiative and 
referendum, an efficient direct primary, the corrupt-practices 
act, and the recall, and providing nationally for the popular 
selection of candidates for President and Vice President and 
; United States Senators, thus making general welfare the basis 
of every law and the goal of every public servant. 

Popular government insures equal opportunity. It furnishes 
the same tools te every individual. The progress, advance, or 
success of the individual depends entirely on his limitations 
and not on special privilege. Realization of these conditions 
| must stimulate and develop in humanity the innate desire for 
improvement. 

Under delegated government, still in vogue in most States 
and in practice nationally, the people have no voice in their 
legislation, thus preventing the development of the electorate; 
| nor have they any voice in the selection of their public servants, 
thus debauching public service, because of the direct account- 
ability of the public servant to the delegates nominating him 
and through the delegates to the political boss and through the 
political boss to the real principal, the greatest campaign con- 
tributor. 

This is a condition which must result almost necessarily 
service by the public servant to the selfish interest govern 
the campaign contributor, who certainly not actuated 
| patriotic motives, but dominated by expectation of receiving 
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| return for his large contribution some special privilege aga 
the general welfare. 

In theory we have a Government in which certain p 
officials represent the wishes and promote the welfare of their 
States and districts. In reality, we have a Government in 
which many public officials secure their positions, always by 
consent and generally through the of a party b 


iblie 


selection 


who maintains a political machine with funds contributed by 
individuals or corporations having selfish interests to protect 
or promote. 

The widespread interest in the Oregon laws proves conclu- 
sively that the people of the entire country are awake to condi 





tions that exist and are determined to improve their system of 
government, not by changing the existing form of government, 
but by making their representatives solely accountable to the 
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people and by guaranteeing to public servants that demonstra- 
tion of good service rather than subservience to a political boss, 
temporary leader, or special interests assures election or re- 
tent 

( zens determined to substitute general welfare and equal 
opportunity for selfish interest and special privilege are fight- 
ing for the adoption of these reforms throughout the country. 
‘There may be delays, temporary failures, and disappointments, 
but the ultimate accomplishment is certain, and the onward 
sweep of the 1novement for the full measure of human liberty 
can not long be stayed. 

VALVE OF THE INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM. 

The initiative and referendum give the people the oppor- 
tunity of securing and retaining such legislation as they desire. 
The initiative provides a limitless field for individual develop- 
ment, elevates the electorate, minimizes discontent, and destroys 
anarchy. The referendum permits popular defeat of unwise 
laws and absolutely insures retention of laws the people desire, 
for. without the referendum, the best and most efficient laws 
ever evolved might be repealed by a legislature actuated by 


selfish interest or influenced by beneficiaries of special privilege. 


The referendum also develops and protects the legislative 
branch of government through the realization of the legislator 
that his action will be scrutinized by the people; and, if against 


general welfare, he will be censured by them and either recalled 
or defeated for reelection. Under the referendum corruption 
of members of the legislature is practically eliminated because 
of the knowledge on the part of the persons desiring special 
ation that even though enacted by the legislature, defeat 
of such laws is within the power of the people. 

Until the initiative and referendum amendment has been made 


legis 


a part of every State constitution, its adoption should be the 
chief issue in every compaign, for other issues sink into in- 
significance when compared with this. 

The initiative and referendum does not destroy, but, on the 
contrary, insures truly representative government. Where the 
people of a State enjoy the sovereignty resultant from posses- 


sion of this legislative power. they will rapidly secure enact- 


ment and insure retention of efficient direct primary and corrupt- 


practices acts and the recall. The legislature still retains and 
exercises its power, subject, however, to the control of the 
people, whose servant the legislature should be. 

PLACE LEGISLATIVE CANDIDATES ON RECORD. 


Because of the fundamental importance of the initiative and 
referendum, I have urged that in all States direct-legislation 
leagues be organized and that all candidates for nomination or 
election to the legislature be compelled to declare unequivocally 
their attitude upon this subject. 

Voters who value their sovereign citizenship and who have 
confidence in their own intelligence and their own capacity to 
think and act for themselves should take up the cause ag- 
gressively and let no candidate evade the issue. Voters should 
notify all candidates that they will support for legislative offices 
only those who pledge themselves to vote for the submission of 
an initiative and referendum amendment; and legislators in the 


several States should be notified that they will never again be 
supported for any office if they fail or refuse to vote for the 
submission of the initiative and referendum to the people for 


their adoption. 
During the recent campaign I was asked to suggest 
letter which voters might address to candidates for 


a form of 
the legisla- 


ture, and I suggested the following: 
To . 
Wember of Legistature. 

If elected a member of the Legislature, will you pledge your 
honor not only to the people of your legislative district but to the 
people of the entire State to work and vote for the submission to the 
electorate of the State of an initiative and referendum amendment 
similar to the Oregon law? My vote goes only to the candidate replying 


in the affirmative. In my opinion, this issue overshadows all others. 


(Signature of voter.) . 
( Addre ss.) 

In several States where the initiative and refe rendum was not 
made an issue in the last campaign, but where it an issue 
before the legislature this winter, I have suggested that voters 
who advocate popular government address a letter in the follow- 
ing form to their State senators and representatives: 


is 


Hon. » 
Legislature, - - . 

Dear Srr: In my opinion, the submission of the initiative and 
referendum is the most important question now before the legislature 
of the State of A resolution has been introduced proposing 
the submission of the amendment in the form in which it is now 
in force in the State of Oregon. I believe that form is best, because 
the Oregon law has stood the test of practical operation and _ liti- 
gation in the courts. If submitted to popular vote in this State the | 
initiative and referendum will be adopted by an 


overwhelming 


ma- 
for, by adoption of this amendment the people will 


jority, gain power 
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to control legislation by enacting desirable laws the legislature refuses 


to enact, and by defeating unwise laws passed by the legislature. 

I therefore urge immediate adoption of the initiative and _ refer- 
endum resolution in its original form and will regard any attempted 
change therein, or delay in adoption, as an indirect effort to defeat 
the measure. 

selieving this issue to be the most important now before the legis- 
lature, I shall watch the vote thereon with personal interest and 
hereby give notice that regardless of party lines, I shall never sup 
port or vote for any man for any office if he has failed or refused 
as a member of the legislature of this State to vote for the submission 
of the initiative and referendum in the Oregon form. 

(Signature of voter.) ——---— —--—_— 
PROPLE VOTE WITH DISCRIMINATION, 

In my address to the Senate on May 5, I submitted a list 
of 32 measures which had been voted upon by the people of 
Oregon, showing that the people had voted honestly and in- 
telligently, had made no mistakes, but had secured desired 


legislation which they could not secure from the legislature and 
had defeated unwise laws passed by the legislature. 

At the recent election the people of Oregon voted upon 
measures and the manner in which they did so corroborates the 
previous evidence that they can and will vote upon these meas- 
ures with discrimination and with due regard to the merits. 

Certain it is that the people of Oregon are thoroughly satis- 
fied with what is known as the “ Oregon system,” comprising 
the initiative and referendum, direct primary, corrupt-practices 
act, and recall, for by a vote of 23,000 for to 60,000 agains 
they defeated a measure submitted by the legislature calling a 
constitutional convention. There was no general desire that 
a constitutional convention be held, but enemies of popular 
government, hoping by this means to eliminate the initiative and 
referendum from our constitution, secured the legislative pas- 
sage of this act. Under our constitution no such convention 
ean be held until the act authorizing it has been submitted to 
and approved by the people. This safeguard enabled the people 
to defeat the call of a constitutional convention, thus over- 
coming in its incipiency the effort to eliminate the initiative and 
referendum from our system of government. 

Enemies of popular government criticize the Oregon 


on 
De 


system 


because the people of the entire State were compelled to vote 
upon eight bills creating new counties or changing county 
boundaries, these questions being only of local interest. These 


critics lose sight of the fact that submission of these measures 
to the State at large was due to repeated failures of legislatures 
to enact laws prescribing the manner in which these questions 
may be voted upon locally. Some Oregon counties are larg 

than entire States of the East, and, with our rapidly increasing 
population, creation of new counties is necessary. However, 
the people defeated all of the eight county boundary bills, thus 
showing their disapproval of the submission of local questious 
to State-wide vote, and their purpose to vote in the negativ« 


when not entirely convinced of the desirability of a proposed 
law. 

Of the 32 measures submitted, 9 were approved and 23 re- 
jected. Seven measures were proposed by the legislature and 


six of these were defeated. I shall not undertake to discuss 
each of the measures submitted, but for the purpose of showing 
in briefest possible form the character of measures voted upon 
by the people of Oregon at the recent election, and the vote 
upon each, I ask permission to insert in the Recorp the follow 
ing table. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The table is as follows: 
Popular vote on measures submitted to the people of Oregon wee. 8, 1910. 

Yes. | No. 
a I 

Amendment permitting female taxpayers to vote 4.......-..-.-.- | 55,270 | 59,065 
Act establishing branch insane asylum in eastern Oregon °....| 50,134 41,504 


Act calling convention to revise State constitution ” 
Amendment providing separate district for election of each 


een pate enengon 23,143 


59,974 


State senator and representative ®............................ 24,000 54,2 
Amendment repealing requirement that all taxes shall be 

Ee Ce eT iaccnticcwhatidntnnsnvctnendeeesanaaawes 87,619 40,172 
Amendment permitting organized districts to vote bonds for | 

construction of railroads by such districts °...............--. $2,844 | 46,070 
Amendment authorizing collection of State and county 

taxes on separate classes of property °_....................- 31,629 41,62 
Act requiring Baker County to pay $1,000 a year to circuit 

judge in addition to his State salary °..._.............-.....- | 13,161 71,503 
Bill creating Nesmith County from parts of Lane and 

Pt ©... .nneastiehotianaddnieemntbbensibhaotaeremtbacodnen | 22.866 60 591 
Bill to establish a State normal school at Monmouth ¢_____.-- | 50,191 | 40,044 
Bill creating Otis County from parts of Harney, Malheur, | 

cial een ne ttle eniliadh daniel “od 17,426 | 62,016 
| Bill annexing part of Clackamas County to Multnomah @.___| 16,250 | 69,002 


« Submitted under the initiative. 
> Submitted to the people by the legislature. 
© Submitted under the referendum upon legislative act. 




















Popular vote on measures submitted to the people of Oregon Nov. 8, 
1910—Continued. 
| Yes. No. 
Bill creating Williams County from parts of Lane and | 
DO ihe saa cabs sa ttedntnctimnbagteamannenes 14, 508 64,090 
Amendment permitting pedple of each county to regulate | 
taxation for county purposes, and abolishing poll taxes ¢.| 44,171 42,127 
Amendment giving cities and towns exclusive power to regu- 
late liquor traffic within their limits 4...................-.-... | 53,321 | 50,779 
Bill for protection of laborers in hazardous employment, | 
Crt GN, TI s CRG Sieciddiireesd wiccnncwcnccscce 56,258 33, 
sill creating Orchard County from part of U ‘matilla @_...--.| 15,664 | 62, 
Bill creating Clark County from part of Grant ¢.............- 15,613 51,7 
Bill to establish State normal school at Weston ¢_...........- 40,898 3, 
Bill to annex part of Washington County to Multnomah ¢_..| 14,047 68 ,221 
Bill to establish State normal school at Ashland ¢_...........- 38,473 48 655 
Amendment prohibiting liquor traffic 4_...............-..-- 43,540 61,221 
Bill prohibiting sale of liquor, providing for search for | 
liquors, and regulating shipments of same ¢_._.............- 42,651 63,564 
Bill creating board to draft employers’ liability law for sub- | | 
ae EE a EE rea 32,224 51,719 
3ill prohibiting taking of fish in Rogue River except with | 
eR RE RE ET OL an eR ee 49,712 83,39 
Bill creating Deschutes County out of part of Crook *........| 17,592 60, 486 
Bill for general law under which new counties may be cre- 
otek i Te  abik vac ckcctccpacdieecncsnsechauna | $7,129 42,327 
Amendment permitting counties to vote bonds for permanent 
es Ge ae sc oladehedandinédeved | 51,275 | 32,906 
Bill permitting voters in direct primaries to express ¢ shoice for 
President and Vice President, to seleet delegates national | 
conventions, and nominate candidates for presidential elec- | 
tN i iil earch diectatirieet Spach cniatitsrnaiesinessetinacilltndehpertbitvtaintinteti .<--| 43,353 41,624 
Bill creating board of people’s inspectors of government, | 
providing for reports of board in Official State Gazette to | 
be mailed to all registered voters bimonthly @.............-.-- 29 955 52 538 
Amendment extending initiative and referendum, making | 
terms of members of legislature six years, increasing sala- | 
ries, requiring proportional representation in legislature, | | 
election of speaker of house and president of senate out- 
Sp aE i lite odd bbcadiisuinedackadudeewineenne 37,031 44.366 
Am endment permitting three-fourths verdict in civil eases 4___| 44,538 39,399 


e ‘Submitted under the initiative. 

Mr. BOURNE. For further illumination of the subject and 
to refute the misrepresentation regarding the size of the ballot 
and length of time consumed in voting under the Oregon system, 
I have here a reprint of the official ballot in Multnomah County, 
Oreg. The city of Portland, with a population of 207,000, is in 
Multnomah County, and this is the largest ballot in the State. 
It is 18 by 24 inches. The time required for the elector to vote 





this ballot varied from 23 to 6 minutes. 
PRESIDENTIAL PREFERENCE LAW. 

Mr. President, the most important measure enacted or 
adopted by the people of Oregon at the recent election, and, 
in fact, next to the initiative and referendum the most impor- 
tant law enacted by any State in recent years, is the law 
permitting voters in party primaries to elect their delegates 


to national conventions and to instruct them through popular 
expression of choice for President and Vice President. This 
law, when enacted in all States, will absolutely destroy the 
power of a Federal machine to renominate a President or deter- 
mine his successor. The “steam roller” will be relegated to 


the political scrap heap and its operators to the shadow of 
things forgotten, while fourth-class postmasters will, as they 


should, cease to be a political asset for anybody or any party. 
In the light of past experience it seems to me this plan should 
appeal to all patriotic citizens as well as to conscientious par- 
tisans. It isa well-recognized fact that nominations by national 
conventions are the exclusive work of politicians, which the elee- 
torate of the whole United States is permitted only to witness in 
eaping expectancy and to ratify at the polls in the succeeding No- 
vember. As unrepresentative as this feature of the national con- 
vention is, its flagrancy pales into insignificance in the presence 
of that other abuse against partisan conscience and outrage upon 
the representative system, which is wrought by the Republican 
politician in hopelessly Democratic States, and by the Democratic 
politician in hopelessly Republican States in dominating the na- 
tional conventions with the presence of these unrepresentative 
delegations that represent neither pi irty, people, nor principle. 
With the presidential preference law in force throughout the 
Tnited States the southern Re publican delegations will no longe 
be the vest-pocket trading material of Re publican bosses, nor will 
Democratic delegations from solid Republican States in the North 
be subject to the wili of Democratic bosses. The voice of the peo- 
ple will be heard in the selection of candidates, and delegates 
will be made, as they should be, mere messengers, conveying the 
expressed wish of the people whom they profess to represent. 


MEANS GREAT INDUSTRIAL SAVING. 


Popular selection of candidates for President and Vice Presi- | 
dent would mean the saving of hundreds of millions of doll: irs, 
how wasted through industrial inactivity due to unsettled con- 
ditions incident to a change of administration. 
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In every presidential campaign there is a long period of waste 
or diminution of full efficiency of brains, muscle, and money due 
to the uncertainty as to who the presidential nominees will be, 
then who will be elected, and, last, what the policies of the suc- 
cessful candidate will be after election. 

Under the general adoption of my presidential preference 
bill the people will select in both the great parties the men who 
by public and private life have demonstrated themselves as 
best qualified for the highest office in our Nation. Generally, I 
believe the selections will be from governors of States who have 
made good executives. Occasionally some man may who 
improv- 
ing general wélfare, in which event he would be selected and 
elected. The party electorates would select for their nominees 
the individuals possessing the confidence of the greatest number, 
and the general electorate would elect the man in whom they 
had the greatest confidence. Confidence in our Government is 
a prerequisite for full business efficiency. 





arise 


PRESIDENT HAS POWER TO NOMINATE SUCCESS 


OR. 





Three years ago we had a convincing exhibition of the power 
of a President to dictate the selection of his successor, At that 
time three-fourths of the Republican voters of my State were in 
favor of the renomination of Mr. Roosevelt, and, believing that 
their wishes should be observed, I endeavored to secure a dele- 
gation from that State favorable to his nomination for a second 
elective term. But through the tremendous power of the Chief 
Executive and of the Federal machine the de 4 ss Selected by 


| our State convention were instructed for Mr. Taft. After the 
| delegates were elected and instructed a an was taken 
| by one of the leading newspapers in Portland, which city 


| contains nearly one-third of the entire population of the State. 


The result indicated that the preference of the people of 
the State was 11 to 1 in favor of Mr. Roosevelt as against 
| Mr. Taft. 


Impressed by this demonstration of the power of the Presi- 
dent to thwart the will of the people, I realized that such power 
in the hands of any man a serious menace to a truly repre- 
sentative government. Consequently, I tried to evolve a plan to 
destroy such power, and after much thought conceived the idea 
of enlarging our direct-primary law that each voter may 
directly express his choice for President and Vice President. 
Accordingly I had a bill for such a law prepared and submitted 

| to the people under the initiative. In order to make the system 
complete, the bill also provided for direct election of delegates 
to national conventions and direct nomination of candidates for 
presidential electors. It provided that the State shall pay the 
actual traveling expenses of delegates to national conventions, 
not exceeding $200 for each delegate, thus removing the handi- 


is 


SO 


cap which practically permits only men of wealth or leisure to 
attend national conventions, 

The initiative bill, incorporating these provisions, was opposed 
by almost every prominent newspaper in the State and by all 
the machine politicians. In order to deceive the people and 
prejudice them against the bill, one of the papers of largest 
circulation represented that its chief purpose was to compel 
the State to pay the traveling expenses of delegates to national 
conventions. This feature and the idea of needless expense was 
kept before the voters, and the real issue, extension of popular 
government, was concealed. Nevertheless, the measure was 
adopted by the people, and since its adoption it has been praised 
by some of those who fought it during the campaign. This law 
is not long, and because of its importance in national affairs 
I ask permission to insert it in the Recorp. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. caine — 

The PRESIDING OFFI Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BOURNE. I will say to the Senator I prefer not to 
yield until I Salen my speech. When I get through I be 
very glad, to the best of my ability, to answe!l quest 

Mr. HALE. ‘The Senator is presenting a progrem, ry 
large and desirable one, which will almost br bout a 
cal millenium. I wish he would explain the provisions of this 
scheme of his that will prevent, in the national convention, 1 
resentatives of the administration, whichever it may be, De 
cratic or Republican, who represent no electoral votes but are 
counted whether in one convention of the Republicans or in the 
other convention of the Democrats—delegates who rem ent 
nobody, and yet who may control the choice. 

| Mr. BOURNE. I will say to the Senator from Maine that if le 
will be patient I hope to demonstrate to him not a scheme but a 
plan by which the desideratum he mentions will be accomp!ished. 
| Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 
Mr. BOURNE. Mr. President, I shall decline to be inter- 


rupted any further until I finish my remarks. 
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Mr. HALE. I wish that that brief statute may be read. Let 
the Secretary read it. 


Mr. BOURNE. Mr. President, I decline to be interrupted. I 
will be glad, at the conclusion of my remarks, as I stated be- 
fore, to answer any question to the best of my ability, and I 
should like to have the courtesy of the Senate extended to me 
to go on until I complete them. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon has 
the floor and can only be interrupted by his consent. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator decline to have read for the 
benefit of the Senate what he says is a brief statute that will 
cover this whole question? If he declines to have it read for 
the benefit of the Senate, the responsibility is with him, not 
with me. All I ask is that it shall be read. 


Mr. BOURNE. Of course, I am perfectly willing to have it 
read. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator need not read it. 

Mr. BOURNE. I have no intention of reading it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

PRESIDENTIAL PREFERENCE LAW. 


A bill for a law to amend section 2 of the direct primary nominating 
elections law which was proposed by initiative petition and approved 
by the people of Oregon at the general election in June, 1904, and 
printed in the volume of the General Laws of Oregon for the year 
1905 at pages 7 to 50 thereof; to provide for the expression by the 
qualified voters of the several political parties subject to the said 
direct primary law of their choice for nomination by their party for 
President and Vice President of the United States; to provide for and 
regulate direct primary nominating elections for the election of said 
political parties’ delegates to their respective national conventions, 
and for the payment of such delegates’ necessary expenses, not ex- 
ceeding $200 for any delegate ; for the nomination of party candidates 
for the office of presidential elector; for space in the party and 
State campaign books to set forth the merits of aspirants for election 
and for nomination, and of candidates for the offices of President and 
Vice President of the United States, of candidates for offices to be 
voted for in the State at large, and of candidates for United States 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Be it enacted by the people of the State of Oregon: 

Secrion 1. That section 2 of the direct primary nominating elections 
law, which was proposed by initiative petition and enacted by the people 
of Oregon at the general election in June, 1904, as the same is printed 
in the volume of the General Laws of Oregon for the year 1905, at 
pages 7 to 50 thereof, be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as 
follows: 

Sec. 2. On the forty-fifth = preceding any election (except special 
elections to fill vacancies, presidential elections, municipal elections in 
towns or cities having a population of less than 2,000, and school 
elections) at which public officers in this State and in any district or 
county, and in any city having a population of 2,000 or more at which 

ublic officers are to be elected, except as provided in section 6 of this 
aw as to time in certain cities and towns, a primary nominating elec- 
tion shall be held in accordance with this law in the several election 
precincts comprised within the territory for which such officers are to 
be elected at the ensuing election, which shall be known as the primary 
nominating election, for the purpose of choosing candidates by the 
political parties, subject to the provisions of this law, for Senator in 
Congress and all other elective State, district, county, precinct, city, 
ward, and all other officers and delegates to any constitutional con- 
vention or conventions that may hereafter be called, who are to be 
chosen at the ensuing election wholly by electors within this State or 
any subdivision of this State, and also for choosing and electing the 
county central committeemen by the several parties subject to the pro- 
visions of this law: 

Provided, (a) In the years when a President and Vice President of 
the United States are to be elected, said primary nominating election 
shall be held on thg forty-fifth day before the first ae in June of 
said year; and ali} laws pe to the nomination of candidates, 
registration of voters, and all other things incident and pertaining to 
the holding of the‘ regular biennial nominating election, shall be en- 
forced and effected the same number of days before the first Monday 
in June that they were under the said nominating-election law im- 
mediately before the change in the date of the regular election from the 
first Monday in June to the first Tuesday after the first Monday in 
November. 

(b) When candidates for the offices of President and Vice President 
of the United States are to be nominated, every qualified elector of a 
political party subject to this law shall have opportunity to vote his 
preference, on his party nominating ballot, for his choice for one person 
to be the candidate of his political party for President, and one person 
to be the candidate of his political party for Vice President of the United 
States, either by writing the names of such persons in blank spaces to 
be left on said ballot for that purpose, or by marking with a cross before 
the printed names of the persons of his choice, as in the case of other 
nominations. The names of any persons shall be so printed on said bal- 
lots solely on the petition of their political supporters in Oregon, with- 
out such persons themselves signing any petition, signature, or accept- 
ance. The names of persons in such political party who shall be pre- 
sented by petition of their supporters for nomination to be party can- 
didates for the office of President or Vice President of the United States 
shall be printed on the nominating official ballot, and the ballots shall 
be marked, and the votes shall be counted, convassed, and returned in like 
manner and under the same conditions as to names, petitions, and other 
matters, as far as the same are applicable, as the names and petitions of 
aspirants for the party nominations for the office of governor and for 
United States Senator in Congress are or may be by law required to be 
marked, filed, counted, canvassed, and returned. 

(ec) The members of the political parties subject to this law shall 
elect their pay delegates to their national conventions for the nomi- 
nation of their party candidates for President and Vice President of 
the United States, and shall nominate candidates for their party presi- 





dential electors at such nominating election. The governor shall grant 
a certificate of election to each of the delegates so elected, which 
certificates shall show the number of votes received in the State by 
each person of such delegate’s political party for nomination as its 
candidate for President and Vice President. Nominating petitions 
for the office of delegate to the respective party national conventions, 
to be chosen and elected at said nominating election, shall be sufficient 
if they contain a number of signatures of the members of the party 
equal to 1 per cent of the party vote in the State at the last preceding 
election for Representative in Congress; provided that not more than 
500 signatures shall be required on any such petition. Every qualified 
voter shall have the right at such nominating election to vote for the 
election of one person and no more to the office of national delegate 


‘for his party, and to vote for the nomination of one aspirant and no 


more for the office of presidential elector as the candidate of his party. 
A number of such candidates equal to the number of delegates to be 
elected by each party which is subject to the provisions of this law, re- 
ceiving, respectively, each for himself, the highest number of votes for 
such office, shall be thereby elected. Every political party subject to 
the provisions of this law shall be entitled to nominate, at said nominat- 
ing election, as many candidates for the office of presidential elector as 
there are such officers to be elected; that number of aspirants in every 
such party who shall receive, respectively, each for himself, the highest 
number of votes of his party for that nomination, shall be thereby nomi- 
— as a candidate of his political party for the office of presidential 
elector. 

(d) Every delegate to a national convention of a political party 
recognized as such organization by the laws of Oregon shall receive 
from the State treasury the amount of his traveling expenses neces- 
sarily spent in actual attendance upon said convention, as his account 
may be audited and allowed by the secretary of state, but in no case 
to exceed $200 for each delegate: Provided, That such expenses shall 
never be paid to any greater number of delegates of any political 
party than would be allowed such party under the plan by which 
the number of delegates to the Republican national convention was 
fixed for the Republican Party of Oregon in the year 1908. The 
election of such national delegates for political parties not subject to 
the direct primary nominating elections law shall be certified in like 
manner as nominations of candidates of such political parties for elec 
tive public offices. Every such delegate to a national convention to 
nominate candidates for President and Vice President shall subscribe 
an oath of office that he will uphold the Constitution and laws of 
the United States and of the State of Oregon, and that he will, as 
such officer and delegate, to the best of his judgment and ability, 
faithfully carry out the wishes of his political party as expressed by 
its voters at the time of his election. 

(e) The committee or organization which shall file a petition to place 
the name of any person on the nominating ballot of their political party 
to be voted for by its members for expression of their choice for nom- 
ination as the candidate of such party for President or Vice President 
of the United States shall have the right, upon payment therefor, to 
four pages of printed space in the campaign books of such political 
party provided for by sections 4 and 5 of the law pores by initiative 
yetition and enacted by the people of Oregon at the general election in 
June, 1908, entitled “A bill to propose by initiative petition a law to 
limit candidates’ election expenses; to define, prevent, and punish cor- 
rupt and illegal practices in nominations and elections; to secure and 
protect the purity of the ballot; to amend section 2775 of Bellinger 
and Cotton’s Annotated Codes and Statutes of Oregon; to provide for 
furnishing information to the electors and to provide the manner of 
conducting contests for nominations and elections in certain cases,’ as 
printed on pages 15 to 38 of the General Laws of Oregon for the year 


| 1909. In this space said committee shall set forth their statement of 


the reasons — such person should be voted for and chosen by the 
members of their party in Oregon and in the Nation as its candidate. 
Any qualified elector of any such ao party who favors or opposes 
the nomination of any — by his own political party as its cantante 
for President or Vice President of the United States may have not ex- 
ceeding four pages of space in his aforesaid party nominating campaign 
os. at a cost of $100 per printed page, to set forth his reasons 
therefor. ; 

(f) Every person regularly nominated by a political party, recognized 
as such by the laws of Oregon, for President or Vice President of the 
United States, or for any office to be voted for by the electors of the 
State at large, or for Senator or Representative in Congress, shall be 
entitled to use four oe of printed ge in the State campaign book 
provided for by sections 6 and 7 of the above-entitled “‘ Law to limit 
candidates’ election expenses ; to define, prevent, and punish corrupt and 
illegal practices in nominations and elections; to secure and protect the 
purity of the ballot; to amend section 2775 of Bellinger and Cotton's 
Annotated Codes and Statutes of Oregon; to provide for furnishing in- 
formation to the electors and to provide the manner of conducting con- 
tests for nominations and elections in certain cases,” as printed on 
es 15 to 38 of the volume of the General Laws of Oregon for 1909. 

n this space the candidate or his supporters, with his written permis- 
sion filed with the secretary of state, may set forth the reasons why 
he should be elected. No charge shall be made against candidates for 
President and Vice President of the United States for this printed 
space. The other candidates above named shall pay at the rate of $100 
per printed page for said space, and said payment shall not be counted 
as a part of the 10 per cent of one year’s salary that each candidate is 
allowed to spend for campaign purposes. If this bill shail be approved 
by the people, the title of the bill shall stand as the title of the law. 


DESTROYS POWER OF FEDERAL MACHINE. 


Mr. BOURNE. Mr. President, as previously indicated, when- 
ever this law becomes nation-wide in its application it will ab- 
solutely destroy the power of the Federal machine; prevent a 
President renominating himself, except by demonstration of 
good service; destroy the possibility of any President naming 
his successor, and relieve him of any obligations to political 
bosses, campaign contributors, national committeemen, or na- 
tional delegates, thus transferring the obligation from any 
known individual to the composite citizen, where it belongs. 

Mr. President, as previously indicated, whenever this law 
becomes nation-wide in its application it will absolutely destroy 
the power of the Federal machine; prevent a President renomi- 
nating himself, except by demonstration of good service; de- 
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stroy the possibility of any 
relieve him of any obligations to political bosses, campaign con- 


tributors, national committeemen, or national delegates, thus 
transferring the obligation from any known individual to the 
composite citizen, where it belongs. 

Mr. President, the charge that the President of the United 
States has used his appointing power to coerce Members of 
Congress is the most serious of all attacks made by the press. 
The accusation was made in recent months that in an effort to 
dictate to Members of Congress in what manner they should 
exercise their legislative power, the President had granted them 
the privilege of recommending persons for Federal appointment 
in their respective States, if the Members voted in Congress as 
he desired, and had refused them this privilege if they voted 
upon measures in such a manner as to displease him. In other 
words, it was charged that the President of the United States 
engaged in a systematic trading of patronage for votes in 
Congress. 

Reduced to its simple element, the charge was, in effect, 
bribery or intimidation—bribery if patronage was extended as 
a reward for voting in accordance with the wishes of the 
Executive, and intimidation if patronage was withheld as pun- 
ishment for refusal to yield unwilling obedience. 

a direct attack upon the honesty of the Executive, and 
indirectly a reflection upon the intelligence, independence, and 
courage of Members of Congress. It would be difficult to be- 
lieve such a charge without positive proof. 

EVIDENCE MISUSE OF PATRONAGE. 

According to the New York Evening Post of September 15, 
1910, the following letter was sent by Secretary Norton to a 
Republican leader in Iowa whose name was not disclosed: 

BEVERLY, MASS., September 15, 1910. 


ur letters of the 9th are at hand, and I have delayed replying 
after the primary elections. The President directs me to express 
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done, and the powerful assistance which you have extended 

administration from the beginning—an assistance that has 
uted much to the legislative and other successes which have 
secured. The President recognizes that your efforts have 
disinterested, that you have fought sturdily and generously 
it you believed to be his interest and the welfare and success 
party. 

While Republican legislation pending in Congress was opposed by 
ertain Republicans, the President felt it to be his duty to the party 
and to the country to withhold Federal patronage from certain Senators 
and Congressmen who seemed to be in opposition to the administra- 
tion's efforts to carry out the promises of the party platform. That 
attitude, however, ended with the primary elections and nominating 
conventions, which have now been held, and in which the yoters have 
had opportunity to declare themselves. The people have spoken, and, 
the party faces the fall elections, the question must be settled by 
Ktepublicans of every shade of opinion, whether the differences of the 
last session shall be perpetuated or shall be forgotten. 

Ile recognizes the danger that in certain cases expressions of feeling 
W intense as to make it difficult in some instances for factions 
te come together and work loyally for the party; but, as he stated in 
his letter to the Republican congressional committee, he believes it can 
be done and should be done. The President is confident that you will 
yourselves meet your local and State situation in this spirit, and that 
you will write to your friends and ask them to do likewise. 








The President feels that the value of Federal patronage has been 
greatly exaggerated, and that the refusal to grant it has probably 
been more useful to the men affected than the appointments would 


have been. In the preliminary skirmishes in certain States, like Wis- 
consin and Iowa and elsewhere, he was willing, in the interests of 
what the leaders believed would lead to party success, to make certain 


discriminations, but the President has concluded that it is his duty | 


now to treat all Republican Congressmen and Senators alike, without 
any distinction. He will now follow the usual rule in_ Republican 
congressional districts and States, and follow the recommendations made 
by Republican Congressmen and Senators of whatever shade of political 
opinion, only requiring that the men recommended shall be good men, 
the most competent, and the best fitted for the particular office. 
Sincerely, yours, CHARLES D. NORTON, 
Secretary to the President. 
Since this letter was signed by the Private Secretary to the 
President, purports to have been written by his direction, and, 
although five months have elapsed. has not been repudiated, 
must it not be accepted as stating the facts? 
LEGISLATIVE POWER VESTED IN 
Before entering upon the duties of his office, the President 
of the United States took an oath, pledging himself to preserve, 
protect, and defend the Constitution of the United States. 


CONGRESS. 


tion 1, Article I, of that Constitution declares: 

All le zislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of 
t e United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of 
Lepresentatives 

Yet we have the charge that the President exercised legis- 
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onment for speech or debate in Congress, it has be 1 Ch ced 
that the President of the United States rewarded them o1 in 
ished them through the distribution of patr ‘ 

VIOLATION OF SPIRI OF B I Y STA 

I have said that the charge against the Presic in effect, 
either bribery or intimidation. I would not stood as 
saying that it is a charge of technical viol bi ry 
statute, but rather a violation of its spirit. that this 
phase of the subject may be clear, I wish the section 
of the Revised Statutes upon the subject f Mem- 
bers of Congress. It is section 5450, and reads f ws 

Sec. 5450, Every person who promises, offers, giv \ 
cures to be promised, offered, or given, any nu any 
of value, or makes or tenders any contract, undertaking, ol 
gratuity, or security for the payment of money, « for the delivery or 
conveyance of anything of value, to any Member of either Hous f 
Congress, either before or after such Me Fy been qualified or has 
taken his seat, with intent to influence decision on any 

| question, matter, cause, or proceeding which may ! y time pend 
ing in either House of Congress, or before any committee thereof, shall 
be fined not more than three times the amount of mor ‘ of 
the thing so offered, promised, given, made, or tendered, or caused or 
procured to be so offered, promised, given, made, or tendered, and shall 
be, moreover, imprisoned not more than three years 

You will observe, Mr. President, that bribery consists in the 
delivery of “‘ anything of value” and “ with intent to influence 
his vote.” Skilled lawyers, trained to ‘“‘divide a hair twixt 
south and southwest side,” would find no difficulty in proving 
by unquestionable logic that Federal patronage is not a thing 

| of value, notwithstanding it is so highly prized by operators in 
commercial politics. What Members of this body may think of 
the question whether Federal patronage is a thing of value is 
perhaps beside the question, for they will not be called upon to 
decide it unless the House should some time exercise its yx r 
to impeach a President for delivering patronage with intent to 
influence the action of Members of Congress. 

The natural inference from the Norton letter is that the 
President of the United States used Federal patronage to in 
fluence the action of Members of Congress. This is a charge 
which no citizen can discuss without regret, yet the whole 
subject is of such vital importance in the preservation of rep 
resentative government that I would feel remiss in my duty if 
I failed to call it to the attention of the country and place in 
available form such information relating thereto as may have 
come to my attention. The undenied statement indicates a 
deplorable and despicable subservience upon the part the 
legislative branch and a dangerous and demoralizing usurpa 
tion upon the part of the Executive. 

If democratic government in the United States is yielding 
place to dictatorship, then the people should be informed of the 
transition and aroused to the necessity for prompt exercise of 
that eternal vigilance and courageous self-assertion which are 
the price of continued liberty. 

The manner in which Federal patronage shall be used is of 
greatest concern not to Members of Congress but to the people 
of the United States, whose Government this is. Senators and 


Sec- | 


e power by coercing Members of Congress through distribu- | 


1 of patronage. 

The entire spirit and letter of the Constitution shows clear 

tention that Congress shall be free from intimidation—that 

was the purpose that Congress should make the laws and 
that the President should execute them. Indeed, section 6 of 
Article I declares that for any speech or debate in Congress 
Members shall not be questioned in any other place. While it 


Representatives come and go. It is of comparatively little 


importance whether any one of us shall be here six years hence 


or two years hence. Individuals are of little consequence. But 
fundamental principles of justice and equality under law are of 
utmost importance. Disregard and definnce of law is the be 


ginning of anarchy, and the law-respecting, liberty-loving people 


of this country will not tolerate it. 


EQUALITY BEFORE THE LAW. 
Our Government was founded upon the preposition that all 
men are equal before the law, civil or criminal. I would have 


as much respect for a common ward heeler who buys votes at 
the polls as for a President of the United States who uses his 
appointing power as a means of forcing or persuading Members 


of Congress to determine or change their course of action. 
One transaction is as dishonest, as corrupt, and as depraving as 
the other, but the latter is more dangerous, more insidious, 
more pernicious than the former, because it strikes at the very 
foundation of free institutions, sets a precedent for corrupt 
methods in all official life, and marks the be ning of dictator- 
ship and decadence of the Nation. 

It is interesting to note that the truth of the charge of cor- 


ruption, in high places as well as low, has been established 


so much by external proof as by tl nfessions of parti 
thereto. The purchase of votes in the lin Legislature 
not proven by testimony of outside parties, but | 

of bribe givers and bribe takers In Ohio, w ( 

voters have been punished for selling their 


punishment of vote buyers will doubtless f vy in « 


convictions have been based almost entire ) 
And the same is true with regard to the charge of | of 
votes in Congress through distribution of it g The 








-_— a 


se 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


FEBRUARY 27, 





charge was practically unproven, whatever the general under- | 


standing may have been, until the issuance of the famous Bev- 


erly letter, in which, if authentic, it is confessed that the Presi- | 


‘ 
dent had given the privilege of controlling patronage to those 
Members of Congress who voted upon legislation in accordance 
with his wishes and has withheld it from those who did not. 
PRESIDENTIAL OATH FORBIDS COERCION. 

Legislative power is vested in a Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, and if that power is to be exercised honestly and 
intelligently the members of the two Houses must be free to 
vote in accordance with their own best judgment, being heid 
accountable only to the people of their own States. Any inter- 
ference with the free expression of the opinions of Members of 
Congress by their votes upon measures is a direct attack upon 
that section of the Constitution which declares that— 

All legisiative powers herein granted shall be vested In a Congress 
which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

This quotation is part of that Constitution which every Presi- 
dent of the United States has taken an oath to “ preserve, pro- 
tect, and defend.” No President can interfere with the exercise 
of legislative power by Congress without violating his oath of 
office a violation as direct and as complete as any other unlaw- 
ful act by any other officer of the Government. To bribe a 
Member of Congress by means of Federal patronage is not dif- 
ferent in principle from bribery by means of cash or other valu- 
able consideration. Intimidation by threats of loss of prestige 
incident to withdrawal of patronage is not different in principle 
from intimidation by threats of violence or business injury. 
But this species of bribery and intimidation is more vicious than 
any other, because it assumes a character of gentility, due to 
the patriotic reverence for the office of President, not enjoyed 
by the common ward heeler when he indulges in similar prac- 
It is too base to be called a crime, It is so far below the 
conception of lawmakers that no statute has been enacted 
directly prohibiting it. Nothing in our Constitution or laws 
expressly prohibits the President from trading Federal appoint- 
ments for votes in Congress. 


tices. 


The special-privilege seeker try- | 


ing to influence legislation by offers of reward to Members of | 


Congress must be fined or imprisoned. The bribe giver is the 
greatest enemy of good government, and experience has so 
strongly demonstrated the need for untrammeled official action 
that many of the States are regulating the activities of paid 
lobbyists, An honest ballot, whether at the polls or in State 
legislatures or in the Halls of Congress, is absolutely necessary 
to free government. 

The possible corruption -of Congress through the misuse of 


the presidential nominating power was never contemplated by | 


the framers of the Constitution nor national legislators. It 
would indeed be a most humiliating admission of the weakness 
of representative government if disclosures necessitate legisla- 
tive action to prevent a repetition of such an evil. 

One remedy would be the enactment of a Federal corrupt- 
practices act, punishing by forfeiture of office and imprison- 


ment any Federal official who promises or bestows patronage | 


for votes or support in either legislation, primaries, conventions, 
or elections. 
CREATES MACHINE FOR SELF-PERPETUATION. 

jut, Mr. President, the use of the appointing power to influ- 
ence the action of Members of Congress is only one means by 
which this power may be abused. Federal patronage is also 
an effective and dangerous power when wielded for the creation 
or maintenance of a political machine with the purpose of forc- 
ing renomination of an Executive or the nomination of a man 
of his choice. 

The President of the United States, through his power of 
nominating Federal appointees, is the head of the greatest po- 
litical machine the world has ever seen. Whether the President 
be a shrewd politician directing the machine himself or entirely 
ignorant of politics and delegating the power to another, the 
system is most pernicious. 

GOVERNMENTAL AND CORPORATE EFFICIENCY, 

Actuated by a desire to submit to the country authoritative 
figures showing the number of Federal officeholders and em- 
ployees subject to the nominating and removal powers of the 
President of the United States, I introduced in the Senate, on 
December 21, 1910, a resolution which was adopted by the 
Senate and which reads as follows (S. Res. 312): 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is hereby re- 
quested to furnish to the Senate for its use, if he does not deem it 
incompatible with public interest, the following information, with 
departmental classifications of the same: 

iret. The total number of appointments which are made by the 


President upon nomination to and confirmation by the Senate. 
Nr 






President, but which do not require nomination to and confirmation 
by the Senate. 


ond. The total number of appointments which are made by the | 


Third. The total number of officers and employees of the Govern- 
ment subject to civil-service regulations, specifying classification and 
number of postmasters. 

Fourth. The total number of officers and employees subject to re- 
moval by the President without action on the part of Congress. 

__ Fifth. The total number of officers and employees of the United 
States Government, exclusive of enlisted men and officers of the Army 
and Navy. 

I assumed that the governmental system of accounts would 
make this information readily obtainable, but 65 days elapsed 
before the information was transmitted to the Senate, being 
received the evening of February 24, 1911, after I had prepared 
this address. 

On February 9, desiring to ascertain from some of the largest 
business organizations in this country the length of time neces- 
sary to secure information of this nature for the purpose of 
comparison with governmental efficiency, I sent the following 
letter to Mr. John D. Archbold, of the Standard Oil; Mr. 
Elbert H. Gary, of the United States Steel; and Mr. Robert C. 
Clowry, of the Western Union Telegraph Co. 

Dear Sir: Some time ago I introduced in the Senate, and the Senate 
adopted, a resolution requesting the President to furnish to the Senate 
the following information, with departmental classifications of the 
same : 

Virst. The total number of appesasnents which are made by the 
President upon nomination to and confirmation by the Senate. 

Second. The total number of appointments which are made by the 
President, but which do not require nomination to and confirmation by 
the Senate. 

Third. The total number of officers and employees of the Government 
subject to civil-service regulations, specifying classification and number 
of postmasters. 

Fourth. The total number of officers and employees subject to re- 
mova! by the President without action on the part of Congress. 

Fifth. Total number of officers and employees of the United States 
yovernment exclusive of enlisted men and officers of the Army and 
Navy. 

The President referred this request to the head of each department 
with a request that the information be supplied. 

I think that in number of employees one of the departments would 
correspond very closely to your company. In order to determine the 
relative efficiency in organization, I would like to ask you how long it 
would take you to supply similar information regarding persons em- 
ployed by your company. 

You will note that the resolution does not call for information regard- 
ing compensation, but merely the number and classification. 

I shall thank you for your kindness in giving this information. 

Very sincerely, yours, JONATHAN Bourne, Jr. 
CORPORATIONS REPLY. 

On February 14 Mr. Archbold replied as follows: 

I have your favor of the 9th. Answering your query as nearly as I 
can: If it means our force of officers, managers, and clerks—the force 
receiving not less than $50 per month—it could be supplied in three 
days. If it means the entire list of employees down to the laboring 
men, it might take three weeks, owing to the Standard’s world-wide 
foreign branches. 


On February 17 Mr. Newcomb Carlton, vice president of the 
Western Union Telegraph Company, replied as follows: 

Replying to your inquiry of the 9th instant, addressed to Mr. Robert 
Cc. Clowry, the former president of this company, I beg to say that the 
time required for supplying information of the character mentioned 
respecting Western Union employees of various grades, would depend 
entirely upon whether the classifications under which the information 
was called for agreed with the classifications under which our record 
of employees is kept. 

We keep at division headquarters (each division corresponding to 
one of the Federal departments in so far as organization is concerned), 
a classified list of all employees, and each divisional chief officer could 
supply the information required in a few minutes if the classification 
fitted. If, however, the classification contemplated in the inquiry 
were different from our record, making it necessary to go down the 
line of our 23,000 offices to get at the information, I should judge that 
in an ordinary case it would take several weeks to collect and arrange 
the information if the mails were used. If the inquiry were conducted 
by telegraph it could, of course, be done in a few days at the outside. 

As yet I have received no reply from Mr. Gary. 

In view of the ability of the Standard Oil and the Western 
Union to furnish promptly statistics regarding their organiz:- 
tions, the failure of the administrative branch of the Gover. 
ment to earlier furnish the requested information indicates that 
the Government’s departments were either unwilling to give the 
Senate the statistics desired or their organization must be 
inefficient. 

It is hardly conceivable that the administrative branch of our 
Government would refuse or delay compliance with this request 
coming from the United States Senate, hence the deduction that 
some of the large business corporations of the country enjoy 
far greater efficiency than the administrative branch of our 
Government. 

I take this opportunity of publicly expressing to Mr. John D. 
Archbold and his company, the Standard Oil, and to Mr. New- 
comb Carlton and his company, the Western Union Telegraph, 
my appreciation of their courtesy in so promptly replying ‘to my 
letter of inquiry. I also commend the efficient and intelligent 
method under which their business is conducted, as evidenced b) 
their ability to ascertain so quickly facts similar to those the 
administration was so long in securing or in imparting to the 
Senate. 
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Mr. President, my inability to earlier obtain through the 
President the information requested in the Senate resolution 
previously quoted prevents my giving the clear presentation I 
had hoped to do on the subject. However, by next session of | 
Congress I expect, judging from present indications, that the 
country itself will have far more data, and I shall then prob- 
ably take opportunity to make further remarks on this subject. 

MAGNITUDE OF THE MACHINE. 

Statistics compiled by the Civil Service Commission, but ac- 
knowledged to be incomplete, show that on June 30, 1910, the 
number of employees in the executive civil service was 354,088. 
This does not include officers or enlisted men of the Army or 
Navy, nor clerks in fourth-class post offices, the latter number- 
ing about 64,000. 

Although approximately 222,000 of this number are on the 
classified list under civil-service regulations, yet the presidential 
power of nomination or direct or indirect appointment of nearly 
68,000 not on the classified list under the civil-service regula- 
tions, and his power of promotion, demotion, or removal, either 
of minor employees or the heads or subheads of departments 
makes the whole number of 384,000 directly or indirectly respon- 
sive to his will. While authentic information is not at hand, } be- 
lieve the average wage in the Government service is at least 
$900 per annum, making a total Government pay roll of more 
than $345,000,000. 

The utilization of this force along selfish lines would be most 
dangerous, pernicious, and demoralizing. An Executive desiring 
to misuse this power would, in effect, start with a campaign 
contribution of $345,000,000 per annum and an organization of 
384,000 individuals, all directed toward selfish interest, namely, 
perpetuation of the power of the Executive and of the indi- 
viduals owing their position and advancement to this power. 

While the President is the actual head of the Federal ma- 
chine, the chairman of the national committee or a Cabinet 
officer, or both in one, is usually his chief agent for its opera- 
tion. Backed by the presidential power to distribute Federal 
patronage, he starts his organization with the committeemen 
from Districts and Territories having no votes and from those 
Southern States that always deliver delegates but never de- 
liver electoral votes to the Republican Party. In fact, under 
the operation of this maclrine electoral votes are not desired, 
because if obtained and Republican Senators and Congressmen 
were elected from Southern States these Members of Congress 
would apparently have to be consulted regarding the distribu- 
tion of Federal patronage in their respective States, and the 
“referees ” in those States would lose their power. 

INEQUALITY IN NATIONAL 

The Republican national committee consists of 53 members, 
one from each State, Territory, District, and island possession. 
The Territory of Alaska, with no electoral vote and but two 
delegates in the convention, has the same representation and 
power in the national committee the great State of New 
York, with 39 electoral votes and 78 delegates. The committee 
elects its own chairman and perfects its organization. It de- 
cides on place and time of convention. It recommends how 
many delegates shall be admitted from each State and Territory, 
how the delegates and alternates shall be chosen in the various 
States, how the delegates from Territories shall be selected, and 
recommends who shall serve as temporary chairman of the 
nationdl convention. The chairman of the national committee 
calls the convention to order and generally directs the campaign. 

In the Republican national convention committees on cre- 
dentials, permanent organization, and resolutions are composed 
of one delegate from each State and Territory. Each State 
selects its own representative on these committees and offers 
them to the convention. The committee on permanent organiza- 
tion recommends the permanent chairman and confirms the 
other officers who are recommended by the national committee. 
Control of the national committee by the administration gives 
tremendous power, which is made absolute if combined with 
control of the committee on credentials. If the operators of 
the machine find that, even with the advantage of control of 
delegations from the Democratic States and the Territories, 
they will not have enough votes in the convention to control 
its action, contesting delegations will appear from a number of 


COMMITTEE 


as 





States, by seating some of which the necessary additional 
strength may be secured. 
CONVENTIONS NOT TRULY REPRESENTATIVE. 


National conventions are not representative of the wishes of 
the members of the party who are depended upon to cast the 
votes to elect the ticket. In the 1908 Republican national con- 
vention 980 delegates were admitted under the terms of the 
national committee's call; 491, or a majority, were necessary for 
a homination. The Southern States and Territories, giving no 
electoral votes, with the exception of Maryland, which gave 
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Taft and Sherman 2 out of 8, had 33S votes, leaving 155 to be 
secured to give a majority. Thus, it will be seen that der 
such circumstances any candidate controlling the delegations 
from Southern Democratic States and the Territories would 
have to secure only 153 votes, while any other candidate would 
have to secure 491 votes from those States which give electoral 
votes as well as delegates. 

Under the referee system in the South and the patronage 
system in the Territories and insular possessions a President, 
through his nominating power and the Federal machine if 
he desires, practically control the votes of these delegations in 


a convention. Then with his power in other States, and the 
tremendous influence of the Federal machine, it requires but 
little other influence to give him the 153 additional votes neces 
sary for his renomination or the nomination of the man he 
selects. The Southern States and Territories, giving no elec 
toral votes to the Republican Party, are under the domination of 


the machine through the referee system, and have greater in 
fluence in naming the Republican nominees for President and 
Vice President than have the combined States of New York, 


Pennsylvania, Illinois, Ohio, Massachusetts, Indiana, and Iowa, 
which collectively have 334 delegates, 


EXISTENCE OF THIS POWER IS lt 


NDEMOCRATIC, 
Possession of such power as I have outlined (the existence 
of which can not be disputed) violates the fundamental prin- 


ciples of a Government established and maintained by all the 


people. Avoidance of dictatorial power was the chief purpose of 
division of the Government into three branches. Yet men who 
profess reverence for the founders of the Government give 


silent or express consent to usurpation and misuse of that power 
for self-perpetuation. 

It was the intention of the framers of the Constitution that 
Congress, within the limitations of that instrument, should repre- 
sent the will of the people; that the Supreme Court, taking the 
Federal Constitution as the standard, should determine the va- 
lidity and meaning of laws enacted by Congress, and that the 
President should be the instrument to carry out the will of the 
people as expressed through Congress, 

Though the power of each branch was defined and Con 
was declared the lawmaking body, yet for years we have seen 


cress 


the power of the Executive steadily increasing and the power 
of Congress correspondingly diminishing. The means by which 
this has been accomplished is the nominating power of the 
President of the United States. This steadily increasing power 
of the Executive and decreasing power of Congress is the great- 
est menace to the perpetuation of free government and general 


welfare of our people. 
Extension of the power of the Executive is 
dictatorship. The remedy 


ge of 
is to make VPresidents directly ac- 


the beginni: 


countable to party and general electorates by enncting laws for 
presidential primary votes, thereby destroying the power of 
political bosses and their backers, the campaign contributors. 


The people can be trusted. The composite citizen knows more 


and acts from higher motives than any single individual, how- 
ever great, experienced, or well developed. While selfishness is 
usually dominant in the individual, it is minimized in the com- 
posite citizen. 
COMPOSITE CITIZEN IS UN LI sr 
The composite citizen is made up of millions of individuals, 
each dominated in most cases by selfish interest But because 


of the difference in the personal equations of the individual 
units making up the composite citizen, there is a corresponding 
difference in the interests dominating said units, and while 
composite action is taking place, friction is developed, attrition 
results, selfishness is worn away, and general welfare is sub- 


stituted before action is accomplished, 
I therefore assert that it of 


is greatest im} 








Government and Nation that Congress, made up of hundred f 
different individuals representing different sections of it 
country. especially when made responsible ler the general 
establishment of popular government laws to the party and 
general electorates of their districts and St kne ho 
single individual or interest to whom they owe thei on 
or election, should be the untrammeled legislative branch of our 
Government, aS most responsive to tl e citizen ond 
possessing collectively more knowleds e, reason, and 
unselfishness than any single individual. 
T 

The presidential preference law, generally enacted, w l 
stroy the power of the President to build a Federal mac! 

The misuse of Federal patronage in coercing Congress ‘ 
prevented by an efficient national corrupt-pra¢ es act, wl I 
expect to introduce in the next Congress, or by constitutional 
amendment transferring the presidential power of nomination 
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to a permanent nonpartisan commission to be created, or 
putting the responsibility for such selections upon Senators and 
Until legislative action be taken or a constitu- 
amendment be adopted, ny own idea would be for the 
to decline to confirm presidential nominations in any 
if unsatisfactory to Senators from the State in which the 
itinent made. This action by the Senate would abso- 
destroy the existing referee system in the South, for the 
ites to national conventions from Southern States would 
realize that the referee’s promises of patxonage in return for 
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their votes for the administration’s candidate for President 
could not be fulfilled without the Senate’s assent and cooper- 
ation. 


As long as I remain in the Senate I sball never vote for the 
confirmation of any executive nominee who is objectionable to 
the Senators in the State where the nominee is to serve. 


PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES SHOULD DECLARE ATTITUDE. 


Mr. President, I hope the crystallization of public opinion 
against the misuse of this power will force presidential candi- 
dates in both parties to publicly announce, prior to their nomina- 
tion or election, that if elected they will place upon Senators 
and Congressmen the responsibility for making selections of all 
Federal appointees in their respective States. Such a plan 
would be based on the assumption that Senators and Con- 
gressinen are better qualified to judge as to the efficiency and 
fitness of citizens in their States than the President himself or 


any delegated agent could possibly be. This arrangement, 
from every viewpoint, would give better service. The pos- 
sibility of the Senators and Congressmen misusing such a 


power would be minimized by the realization that they would 
be held more strictly accountable by their constituents, in case 
of making poor selections, than would the President. If this 
nominating power is to be misused, it is infinitely less menace 
to the country to have it divided among 92 Senators and 391 
Congressmen than to have it centralized in one man, as it now 
is in the President, or delegated by him to a member of his 
cabinet or the chairman of the national committee, or both in 
one. 

THE SYSTEM, NOT AN INDIVIDUAL, CRITICIZED. 

Mr. President, in view of my well-known advocacy of the 
largest possible power in the hands of the people and in view 
of the manner in which I have discussed this subject, it seems 
hardly necessary to assert that my criticism is aimed not at 
an individual, but at a system, the existence of which is her- 
alded by an individual’s proclamation. I care not who is the 
originator or promulgator of an idea, a fundamental, or a law, 
or who its opponents, if, upon mature deliberation, it appears 
to be for the general welfare, I shall support it, while if it 
seems to be against the general welfare I shall oppose it. 

Due respect for the high office of President of the United 
States is becoming to every citizen, but higher than that office 
and vastly higher than any temporary incumbent is the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and above and beyond that the 
eternal principles of human liberty and justice. I am no wor- 
shiper of men or offices, nor do I believe constitutions can not 
be improved. If men interrupt the progress of society, their 
sphere of activity must be changed; if offices become an injury 
rather than a help to government, the powers incident thereto 
must be altered; if constitutions fail in their purpose to pro- 
mote the general welfare, new provisions must be written 
therein. All these are but temporary and shifting instruments, 
no more fit for human worship than the penates of ancient 
Rome. 

PEOPLE WILL PROBLEM. 

Proud of American institutions and of every page of history 
that records their progress, I have been loth to point to evils 
that exist. Preferring peace to controversy, I have long de- 
layed public utterance of views frequently expressed to Mem- 
bers of this body. But putting aside personal inclinations and 
placing public welfare above all else, I have endeavored to 
present what appear to be facts regarding gross abuse of the 
presidential appointing power. 

I have confidence in the intelligence and honesty and re- 
sourcefulness of the American people. They have capacity to 
judge whether trading of Federal patronage for votes in Con- 
gress or in convention is either constitutional or wise. They 
have the honesty and the courage to make their opinions 
known, and they have the resourcefulness to find means to ex- 
press their views. We will leave the subject to the judgment 
and conscience of the American people, knowing that in their 
own time and in their own way they will voice their desire and 
enforce their will. 

Mr. CRAWFORD 
dressed the Chair. 


SOLVE 


and Mr. SMITH of South Carolina ad- 
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The 
Dakota. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I desire to resume the re- 
marks I was making this afternoon when I yielded the floor 
to the Senator from Georgia [|Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I merely desire to say that 
I gave notice on Saturday last that I would address some 
remarks to the Senate this morning on the question of reci- 
procity. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On what? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. 
agreement with Canada. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, before I make 
my remarks on this subject I think a few words of explanation 
from my standpoint are necessary. I do not propose in what I 
am going to give to the Senate of my views on this question to 
enter into any of the details. What I desire in my remarks to 
the Senate, as I have written them, is to give what I conceive to 
be the proper attitude of each and every one here relative to this 
subject, and particularly of Democrats, in reference to any meas- 
ure coming from any source that is moving in the proper direc- 
tion in so far as we construe the proper attitude of the Govern- 
meut toward the governed. I shall not question the motives of 
Mr. Taft in attempting to bring about this relation between the 
United States and Canada. All that I propose to do is to ad- 
dress myself to what I actually find expressed by him. If that 
expression is in accord with what I believe to be correct Demo- 
cratic principles and correct rules of government, I shall sup- 
port it; if it does not go far enough, I will go with him just as 
far as I believe that it is proper and correct according to Demo- 
eratie standards for me to go. Secause I certainly can fear 
nothing from a right direction of right forces, no matter 
whether or not the one who inaugurated them has an ultimately 
sinister purpose. 

Therefore I shall take what the President has transmitted 
and the reasons he has given therefor as being sincere, coming 
from the Chief Executive, and for a few minutes I ask the 
indulgence of the Senate and beg their pardon for reading it. 
I have tried, however, to boil it down to where the logic of the 
situation, from the Democratic standpoint, seems to me to be 
unavoidable and from which there is no escape. 

I want each and every one to understand that in the dis- 
cussion of this question there may be a tendency on the part 
of some to say that because Canada is so small a part of our 
great foreign relations, therefore, no matter what arrangements 
we might*make with her, it would not amount to a great deal 
and might disappoint some. The minutest application of a 
principle necessarily must be as proper as the greatest applica- 
tion of that principle. My truthful dealing with the child is 
as essential and necessary as my truthful relation with the 
adult. 

It is hard for me to understand, as a Democrat, how any 
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On the proposed reciprocity 


man who believes in the principles of Democracy can afford to 
vote against this proposed treaty, for the reason that Democ- 


racy stands for the freest possible access to all the markets of 
the world, both as to buying and to selling, with the simple 
limitation of enough duty on importation, plus other sources of 
revenue, to supply the needs of the Government. A tax for 
any other purpose, from the standpoint of a Democrat, becomes 
a tax for a special privilege, obnoxious to the very fundamental 
doctrine that we profess. 

It is no argument worthy of a Democrat to say that because 
for so many years the Republicans have committed the Gov- 
ernment to a doctrine of protection that, therefore, so long as 
one article is protected all others should be likewise protected. 

From a Republican standpoint this would be, and is, a con- 
sistent argument. But from a Democratic standpoint it is 
totally untenable. 

In the practical application of this argument, as brought 
about by this proposed treaty, only two sides of the question 
seem to be considered—the producer of the raw material and 
the producer of the manufactured article. 

There seems to be a tendency to totally ignore that great class 
who do not own the farm or ranch to produce the raw material, 
or the factories to produce the finished product—that vast army 
These seem, and are, left 


out of the count. And, according to the contention of those who 


oppose this treaty, they are the ones—this great class—upon 
whom it is sought to impose the entire burden of this tax. 

It is argued that it is unjust and unfair to the cattle raiser 
to bring him in competition with the cattle raisers of Canada, 
while the man who butchers the cattle—the great slaughterhouse 
and packinghouse king—is protected in the sale of his meat; 
that it is unjust and unfair to bring the wheat growers of 
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America into competition with the wheat growers of the Do- | dividual relation to others, and yet these same men will discard 
minion and protect the manufacturer of flour. | this loyalty to principle, this loyalty to conviction, in reference 

And when I use the word “ Canada ” I mean the principle ap- | to governmental affairs, as to what is right and proper and 
plied to every wheat-growing country on the globe. And so on | advocate that because the other man is doing wrong and profit 
through the whole list of field and ranch and factory. Is it not | ing out of me by so doing that I must retaliate by doing wrong 
true that if the raiser of cattle is protected equally with the one | also and profiting out of him. 


that produces the meat, that the consumer of that meat must | 1 feel like congratulating the President for coming to a Demo- 
inevitably pay a double tax? Is it not true that the consumer | cratie viewpoint. 
of flour, if the wheat grower is protected equally with the manu- A great writer has said, “A false principle wrought into real 


facturer of that flour, must pay a double tax on the bread he | life will always work itself out in disaster,’ and the present 
eats? Is it not true that if a tax is put upon rough lumber | condition of the Republican Party stands as a startling illustra- 
equal to the tax placed upon the planed and manufactured | tion of that truth. The doctrine of protection, as taught and 
article, that the consumer of lumber, the home builder, and | developed by them, has resulted in the practical disruption, tem- 
those who consume it in our domestic relations must pay a! porarily at least, and from all indications permanently as well, 
double tax? of the Republican Party. It is instructive to the people at 

Therefore the correct position of the true Democrat is not | large to compare what the President says in his message ae 
to contend that so long as the manufactured article is protected | companying the proposed treaty, in reference to the tariff, and 
the raw material shall be protected likewise, but that, in addi- | what the leaders of his party said during the debates on the 
tion to an open market for the raw material, there shall be an | tariff in the last Congress. He says: 


open market for the manufactured product as well. And that, We have reached a stage in our own development that calls for a 
though the Government is committed to the doctrine of pro- | statesmantike — = ad os ot our futur é nomic status and its 

set s - : aa ist ite . Roaet Rone . : a eseaai requil ents Ye have drawn upon our itura resources in such a 
tection, and though it has iniquitously discriminated in favor of way as to invite attention to their necessary limit. This has properly 


the manufacturer as against the raw material and the vast | aroused our effort to conserve them, to avoid their waste. and to 
army of consumers of the finished article, we, as Democrats, | restrict their use to our necessities. We have so increased in popula 

. . * io and in ¢ * cons iption of foor yrroducts ams he other necessities 
can not afford to say that the raw material shall also be pro- | 0" 274 1 our consumption food product 1 the other n en 


: , aes of life, hitherto supplied largely from our own country, that unl 
tected until such time as the manufactured article is unpro- | we materially inerease our production we can see before us a change 
tected. In a word, we can not afford to assume the attitude | in -_ "i momic Gon from that of a ce ea selling to the world 
hg “ . * Sen s 2 » : food and natural products of the farm and forest to one consuming 
" » ¥ “a ng ‘ » . ra : oad 
that while the good stealing is going on we are entitled | 314 importing them. © © * Ought we not, then, to arranae & 


to our share. The test—the real test—of one’s loyalty tO a | commercial agreement with Canada, if we can, by which we shall have 
principle is one’s willingness to make a sacrifice for that prin- | direct access to her great supply of natural products without an ob- 
ciple. If I, the producer of the raw material, contend that I | St*ucting or pronibitory tail? 
be protected in what I produce because the manufacturer is pro- The high cost of living and the very necessities of the case, 
tected in what he produces out of what I produce, I am simply | and over and above all the result of the November election, 
giving up the principle for which I contend. have caused the head of the Republican Party to see sufficient 
The proper attitude for me to assume, as a Democrat, toward | light to begin, even in the minute corner of the Northwest, to 
this principle of government is to stand fast to my doctrine; to | deal fairly with the people on these great questions, 
insist that no unjust law shall burden the people for my benefit. rhe contention of the Democratic Party has always been, in 
and that I, the producer of the raw material, am willing, in at- | reference to farm products, that the tariff did not and could 
testation of my loyalty to this principle, to see that it goes | not materially benefit them, for the reason that the surplus 
without protection, even at a loss to myself, while, in justice to | fixes the price, as sold in the foreign markets, for the domestic 
all, I fight for a reduction, or, rather, a removal of all protec- | market. 
tion for protection’s sake on the manufactured article—standing There has been a delusion amongst the farmers who produce 
to my doctrine, yielding not one jot or tittle, and insisting that | the raw material. There has been held out to them the faise 
if the other man does injustice that I be not placed in his class. | promise, the empty promise, that if they would vote for pro 
It is almost a parallel case to say that because I happen to | tection it would mean the protection of their product as well, 
be in a community, or amongst a class of men where lying and | while even last year, with the greatest of home consumption of 
cheating are permitted and the profits of business depend upon | American wheat and the least exportation of the same, we 
lying and cheating, that I myself must lie and cheat until such | exported 92,000,000 bushels. 
time as I can get public opinion educated to where they will During the tariff debate of last year there was an investi 
stop it or a law that will forbid it. What time would I | gation as to the cost of living. According to the report of the 
bring it about if I practiced that which I condemn in others? | majority the tariff was exonerated from any part in this bur- 
If in my heart of hearts I believe that it is destructive to moral | densome increase. 
character and manhood to lie and cheat, I will neither lie nor I happened to be a member of that committee. The whole 
cheat, though I lose every dollar I own. If I believe that the | saler, retailer—the numerous class of middlemen—who distrib 
principle of protection is wrong, I will not vote for protection | uted these articles of necessity were the ones guilty of burdening 
to protect me, even though the other man profits by protection | the American people with this extraordinary cost of living. 
at my expense. Now, therefore, when the President proposes an agreement with 
Hancock said that protection was a local issue. That is, | another country, lowering the tariff on some and removing 
that as long as it profited a section at the expense of another | entirely on other articles, there is a cry to the effect that if this 
section or other people to advocate and to put into operation the | be done, the producers of these articles in this country stand 
law of protection, that that community would be protectionists. | face to face with bankruptcy for the benefit of those who eat 
But where a community could not profit by it, but suffered for | the food. 
the profit of another, they were antiprotectionists and that, So long as the investigation had no power to enforce a law, 
therefore, it was a local issue, involving no principle. Ac-| such as is proposed in this treaty, it seemed to be a problem 
cording to this theory, there is no principle in the world, in fact. | as to what was the real cause. Mr. Taft, in one proposition, 
They could all be reduced to local issues. According to his | has uncovered to the American people the real cause in half 
doctrine, if it was profitable in Washington to be honest and | the time and at infinitely less expense than all of the investi 
truthful, I would advocate and practice honor and truth in | gation of the committee on the cost of living. 
Washington, If, in Baltimore, it was unprofitable, I would | What is this reciprocity that he proposes? He has put cattle, 
be dishonest and untruthful there. In a word, in this great | horses, hogs, sheep, poultry, alive and dead; cereals of all 
theory of government, according to him, there was no real prin- | kinds, hay, fruits, and vegetables on the free list, together with 
ciple involved; no sense of equity, justice, and right. But|a lot of other articles, amongst them wood pulp and rough 
simply what is profitable to me or my community in dollars and | lumber. The primary and secondary stages of all food products 
cents, regardless of how this profit comes. | have in the first instance been put on the free list, and in the 
Every real advance of the human family has been based upon | second instance the duty has been lowered materially. 
an unswerving conviction as to principle, and a loyal adherence As to the percentage of reduction on manufactured articles, 
to that principle at any cost and any sacrifice. And this is as| fresh meats have been lowered 16 per cent; bacon and hams, 
true of parties as individuals. 67 per cent; meats of all kinds, dried and smoked, 66 per cent; 
It is interesting to note how some men will grow eloquent in | flour, 60 per cent. In a word, throughout the whole list second- 
their plea that men shall be honest with themselves, stand by | ary articles have been materially reduced, so that the Canadian 
their conviction of what is right, pleading for each and every | markets, in all the articles specified, are open to a greater 
one to stand by hs principles of honor and integrity, regardless | American trade, while the American markets have likewise 
of whether they stand alone or go with the mass. They boast | been open to Canadian trade, guaranteeing a greater market 
of their delight in standing by their principles in other matters | for such things as we can produce more cheaply than Canada 
affecting their individual character and their personal or in-| and a greater market in America for such things as Canada 
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rod I heaply than we. Embodying the very prin- | 
r h the Democratic Party has always st his 
quest | y may not have gone far enor but as 
far it certainly has gone in the « of 
Ly ‘ doctrine 
f the opponents of this measure were those who 
nored for free lumber, because they happened to be in those 
St where there was a searcity of lumber, and which Stat 
were nearer to Canada than they were to the s sin u 
United States where there was an abundance of lumbeli 
Lo when the circumstances are changed, these vt men 
re clamoring for protected wheat against free wheat, yet when 
free lumber promised to benefit them they wanted free Inimber, 
but when free wheat promises to injure them they w pro- 
tected wheat. They were perfectly willing to give the people 


of the United States free lumber if in so doing they could benefit 
themselves, regardless of whether it benefited or injured the bal- 
of the « 


anes ountry. But they are not willing to give free wheat 
if by ) doing the balance of the c untry will be benefited 

One of the leading Republican Senators, during the tariff 
debate of last session, declared that the duty on California 
lemons was high enough or perhaps too high, and stated, as 
his reason for this seeming Republican inconsistency, that New 
York could import lemons cheaper from elsewhere than they 


could from California. 

I can not understand the attitude of some of the so-called in- 
surgents on this question. During the discussion on the Payne- 
Aldrich bill there were no more stalwart champions of a reduc- 
tion of the tariff downward than they. The cotton schedule, the 
woolen schedule, the iron and steel schedule, the meat trust, all 
these were attacked with a comprehensiveness and vigor that 
endeared them mightily to Democratic hearts. And profound 
was their seeming disgust when at last the bill was passed and 
the President affixed his signature thereto. But now that the 
President seems to have seen the error of his way and has 
discovered one of the factors at least of the high cost of living, 
and is honestly endeavoring to relieve the condition as far as 
he may, these champions of a tariff reduction seem loath to 
follow their own Republican President when he, partially at 
least, accedes their strenuous clamor of a year For 
what reason, they doubtless will explain in the course of this 
debate. 
affected are produced in their States. 

We have no right to denounce the selfish, heartless, greedy 
trusts and combinations of wealth in this country because they 
have practically monopolized some of the great of 
life and distressed the people by putting an unjust price upon 
these articles if we, the representatives of the people, clamor 


1o ago. 


necessities 


for a protection for those things which we or our localities are 
interested in. We have no right to denounce in another that 
which we are practicing ourselves. If, because of the scarcity 


of lumber in America, because I own lumber or my community 
owns lumber, I become a party to exacting from the balance of 
America a price far beyond that which they could obtain in the 
open markets of the world, I have simply placed myself iu the 
sume category with the much denounced and despised protected 
trusts and combines, for the principle is identically the same. 
‘The man who clamors for a protection on wheat because it will 
benefit his community and the wheat growers in his section, at 
the expense of the balance of the American people, when the 
American people could buy this wheat at a cheaper rate if 
allowed the open markets of the world, is putting himself in 
identically the same category with the so-called iniquitous trusts 
and combinations. 

Vhen I demand that 
munity interested 


the 
shall 


article in which I 
be protected 


and 1 
because the 


uy com- 


are 


Let us hope that it is not because most of the articles | 


and nays. 


article | 


that we produce or manufacture can be purchased cheaper else- | 
where, I have arrayed myself under the same flag under which 


the Oil Trust, Beef Trust, Steel Trust, and all the other pro- 
tected combinations that are fleecing the people are fighting 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I wish to say that President 
Taft, in his proposed treaty with Canada, has challenged the 
pluck of every Democrat, of every insurgent Republican, 
every party or individual who have stood for a lowering of 
duties, of the widening of the market, who believe in equal 
rights to all and special privileges to none under the law. And 
I for one shall vote for and uphold this measure, imperfect 
though it may be, as a step in the right direction, which, taken 
advantage of and followed up, may ultimately lead to the libera- 
tion of the oppressed. 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the following reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. Breveripcre January 9, 1911: 
Resolved, That WILLIAM LORIMER was not duly and legally elected 


to a seat in the Senate of the United States by the Legislature of the 
State of Illinois. 


kota 


| State 


of | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Branpecer in the chair), 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a _ second to 
demand ? 


Mr. CRAWFORD. 


the 


Mr. President I desire to be heard 





Mr. OWEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair a 
sufficient number have seconded the demand, and the yeas and 
nays are ordered. 

Mr. OWEN. Before that was put by the Chair recognition 


was demanded of the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Texas. 
Mr. HALE (at 10 o'clock p. m.). 
motion that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The Chair recognized the 


I make the privileged 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. STONE. I wish it to appear in the Recorp that the 


Chair cama not put the question on ordering the yeas and nays 
when Senztors are addressing the Chair. 

Mr. PIiSNROSE and others. Regular order! 

Mr. BAILEY. In reply to that I want to say to the Senator 
from Missouri that by demanding the yeas and nays I had no 
purpose to prevent him er any other Senator from addressing 
the Senate, but I was recognized and made a privileged demand. 
The matter is still open for debate. 

Mr. STONE. I understand, and I had no thought of this 
immediate question before the Senate, but this same thing has 
been done on one or two previous rather noted occasions. I 
think it is an abuse of the power and right of the Chair. I 
wish to make a point of order. 

Mr. PENROSE and others. 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
has so ruled. 

Mr. BAILEY. The yeas and nays on the pending resolution 

have been ordered. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 


Regular order! 
I insist on my motion. 


The yeas and nays have been ordered, I under- 


So the Chair understands, and 
he 


Mr. HALE. I do not understand that the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 5 

Mr. PENROSE. They have been ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have been 


ordered on 
pending resolution. The pending question is the motion 
of the Senator from Maine. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks the Senator from Maine if he will yield. 

Mr. HALE. I will not yield for any further debate. 


} 
' 
il 


Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. PENROSE, and others. Regular 
order ! 
Mr. OWEN. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield until 


the opinion of the Senate may be taken upon the ruling of the 
Chair, from which I appeal. 

Mr. BAILEY. There is 

anded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Chair asked if the demand was seconded, 
and enough Senators seconded the demand to order the veas 
Now, Senators who did net want to order the yeas 
and nays might have called for the other side, but they did 
not, and there is no question before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South 
to a parliamentary inquiry. The Senator 


no decision of the Chair. I de- 


Da- 
rises will 
it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Do I understand that the ordering of 
the yeas and nays shuts off absolutely further discussion on 
the resolution? 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to address the Senate on the 
resolution. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the Senator from Maine 
has moved that the Senate adjourn, and that motion is not 
debatable. ; / 

Mr. STONE. There is a question of order pending. The 
Chair had no right, under the parliamentary usage of the 


Senate and its rules, to take the question on ordering the yeas 
and nays when a Senator is addressing the Chair before the 
| question was put. 

That was the point I raised. 


Mr. OWEN. 








































1911. 








Mr. STONE. There is a question on the right of the Chair 
to do that, and if the Chair overrules the point of order I 
desire to appeal from it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of order. 

Mr. STONE. 


The Chair overrules the point 


Then I appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 


Mr. HALE. Pending that - 
Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no; let us dispose of this. 
Mr. HALE. Evidently, nothing further can be done; but I 


leave it to the Senate. I move that the Senate now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is the motion of 
the Senator from Maine that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. : 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I made a point of order which 
the Chair overruled. My point of order was that the Chair 
could not determine the question and submit the ordering of 
the yeas and nays when the Chair was being addressed. 

Mr. STONE. Before it was submitted. 

Mr. OWEN. The Chair was addressed before the question 
was submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘That question is not debatable, and conse- 
quently no Senator could address the Chair on ordering the 
yeas and nays. But if the Senate desires to settle it I hope 
the Chair will submit the appeal taken by the Senator from 
Missouri from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit the ap- 
peal, of course. The Chair recognized the Senator from Texas, 
who demanded the yeas and nays. The Chair asked if there 
was a second, and, in the opinion of the Chair, there was, and 
the Chair declared that the yeas and nays were ordered. The 


Chair could not recognize Senators at that time, as he had rec- | 


ognized the Senator from Texas. The Chair understands now 
that the Senator from Missouri appeals from the ruling of the 
Chair. On that the question is, Shall the ruling of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I desire the parliamentary ques- 
tion of order to be submitted formally to the Senate, so that 
everyone may clearly understand what the point of order is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair understands the 
question, it is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. OWEN. What is the ruling of the Chair on the par- 
liamentary point of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ruling of the Chair was 
that the yeas and nays had been ordered. The Chair under- 





stood the Senator from Missouri to claim that the Chair could | 
not declare that the yeas and nays were ordered, although the | 


required number had asked for them. 

Mr. OWEN. The point was that the Chair submitted to the 
Senate the question on the yeas and nays when the Chair was 
being addressed and before it was submitted to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair overruled that point 
of order. 

Mr. STONE. The point, Mr. President, I raised is not that 
the Chair had wrongly decided that a suflicient number had 


‘ 
‘ 


seconded the demand for the yeas and nays, but that when the | 


Senator from Texas was recognized and demanded the yeas 
and nays, before the Chair submitted it both the Senator from 
Oklahoma and the Senator from South Dakota and ad- 
dressed the Chair, and the Chair refused to recognize them, and 
persisted in submitting the question of ordering the yeas and 
nays to the Senate, and decided, so far as that goes, very prop- 
erly, that the yeas and nays had been ordered. The Senator 
from Texas says the question on ordering the yeas and nays is 
not debatable. That is true, but the yeas and nays can not be 
properly ordered, nor a yote taken, nor any step of that kind 
undertaken until the debate itself has been terminated. 

Mr. PENROSE. ‘This debate is out of order, Mr. President. 

Mr. STONE. Ido not know whether it is out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
rose to a question of order. 

Mr. STONE. It is not out of order. I should like to have 
the Senator from Pennsylvania furnish any authority upon 
which he states that this is out of order. 

Mr. PENROSE. I call the attention of the Senator to Rule 
XX, page 20, of the Manual: 

And 


debate. 


rose 


every appeal therefrom shall be decided at once and without 


That is, an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. STONE. But the question of order is. unquestionably 
debatable. Still I have no wish to protract the debate or con- 
sume the time of the Senate. I want to say to the Senate, 
however, that this is a bad precedent for us to establish by a 


‘ 
« 
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deliberate vote of the Senate, for it may be a black chicken 
that will come home to roost on some other occasion. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. PENROSE, and others, Regular order! 
Mr. STONE. I am proceeding in the regular order. If 
Senator from New Hampshire does not think so, then his sug 
gestion is proper. Otherwise, it is exceedingly improper. If 
the Senator desires to say anything, he had better rise and ad 

dress the Chair, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will answer the Senator by saying that 
if he will read Rule XX he will find that an appeal is not de 
batable; and if the Chair will enforce that rule the Senator 
will not take any longer time on this question. 

Mr. STONE. I am through, anyhow 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Missouri that if he had risen to a question of 
order and so stated he would have been recognized by the 
Chair. He did not rise to a question of order. The Chair was 
putting the demand of the Senator from Texas, and during 
that he could not recognize anybody else. The Chair under 
stands that the Senator from Missouri appeals from the ruling 
of the Chair. 

Mr. STONE. I did rise to a question of order. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator did not state it 

Mr. STONE. How could the Chair know for what purpose I 


rose unless the Chair recognized me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator did not state that 
he rose to a question of order. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I rose to address myself to the 
























question of order, and the Chair did not recognize me, but in- 
sisted upon putting the demand for the yeas and nays 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator now rise to 
that question? 

Mr. BAILEY. But one question of order can be entertained 
at one time, I submit to the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the de 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. OWEN. On that I ask for a division. 

There were, on a division—ayes 45, noes 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision of the Chair is 
sustained by the Senate. 

Mr. OWEN. I call for the yeas and nays 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On what question? 

Mr. OWEN. On the question just announced by the Chair 
that the decision of the Chair is sustained 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this question the tor 
from Oklahoma demands the veas and S 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What is the question before the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the S 
is the demand of the Senator from Oklahoma for the yea l 
hays upon the decision of the Chair inding as the judgment 
of the Senate. Is there a second? 

Mr. STONE. Pending that. I move that the S« ite adjourn 
until 11 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Vending the demand for the 










yeas and nays, the Senator from Missouri moves that the Se 
ate now adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there ais d for the 
demand for the yeas and nays made by the Senator from 
Oklahoma ? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is the question 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair | ldy s al 
the question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I beg the Chair's pardon, but I was called 
out of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oklahoma 
has demanded the yeas and nays on sustaining the ruling of 
the Chair upon the question of order raised by the Sena 
from Missouri. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. A parliamentary inquiry. What did the 
Chair rule? 

Mr. KEAN. If the Senator had been here, he would have 
heard it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state for the 
information of the Senator from Indiana that the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. BaILey] demanded that the question on the pending 
resolution be taken by yeas and nays, whereupon the Senator 
from Missouri rose. The Chair asked if there was a second to 
the demand of the Senator from Texas, and, in the opinion of 
the Chair, there was a second to the demand. ‘The Senator 
from Missouri appealed from the ruling of the Chair d stated 


that he should have been recognized, the Chair und 


stands. 


L 


as 







CON( 


33S 











Mr. OWEN Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would prefer not 
to be interrupted during the statement of his understanding of 
the parliamentary Situation. 

Mr. OWEN, |] Should be delighted to have the Chair con- 
‘ ae 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oklahoma 

demanded the yeas and nays upon the appeal from the 

fecision Of the Chair. which was lost oD a rising vote. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On what point did the Senator from Mis- 
‘ourl rise to address the Chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
rose and addressed the Chair and made a point of ord r. The 


Chair overruled the 
souri appealed from 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


point of order, and the Senator from Mis- 
the ruling of the Chair. 
What was the Senator’s point of order? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order was that 
he ought to have been recognized when the Chair was putting 
the demand of the s nator from Texas for the yeas and nays, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think it is very clear. 

Mr. PENROSE and others. Regular order! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ord: ring 
the yeas and lays, demanded by the Senator from Oklahoma. 
Is there a Second to the demand ? 

rhe yeas and Hays were not ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER aud Mr. PENROSE. Regular order! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I desire to address the 


senate, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
kota is recognized for that 
Mr. CRAWFORD resumes 
With interruptions. for 2 hours and 
Mr. OWEN. | rise to 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Oh, my good frieng— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. One moment. 
Oklahoma rises to & question of order. 
Mr. OWEN, I Suggest the al 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
fests the absence of 


Mr. CRA WFORD. 


The Senator fron 
purpose, 
1 his speech. 


1 South Da- 


After having spoken, 
20 minutes, 
a question of order, Mr. President—— 
The Senator from 
The Senator will] State it. 
sence of a quorum. 
The Senator from Oklahoma sug- 
2 quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 
My time is being wasted recklessly, be- 
cause it is going to take me some time to conclude my argument. 
Mr. KEAN. The Senator said it would not take him mere 
than 15 minutes, 
Mr. CRA WFORD. 
The VICE 


I did 
PRESIDENT. 


; ind I said it in zor 
The Secretary 


“Ml faith. 
will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
“answered to their names: 
Bacon Crawford Heyburn Rayner 
Bailey Culberson Johnston Richardson 
Bankhead Cullom Jones Root 
Beveridge Cummins Kean Scott 
Rourne Curtis La Follette Shively 
Bradley Davis Lorimer Simmons 
Brandegee Depew McCumber Smith, Md. 
Briggs Dick Martin Smith, Mich. 
Bristow Dillingham Nixon Smith, 8. c 
Brown Dixon Oliver Smoot 
Bulkeley du Pont Overman Stephenson 
Burnham Fletcher Owen Stone 
Burrows Flint Page Swanson 
Carter Foster Paynter Thornton 
(Chamberlain Gallinger Penrose Warner 
Clapp Gamble Percy fatson 
Clark, Wyo Cronna Perkins Wetmore 
(rane Guggenheim Piles Young 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-two Senators have an- 
swered to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 
The Senator from South Dakota will proceed, 

Mr. CRAWFORD resumed his speech. After having spoken 


“bout haif an hour he yielded to Mr. Ow1 N. 


Mr. OWEN. I raise the point of order that there igs ho 
quorum, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules the point of 
‘ rder, 

Mr. BAILEY. | was just going to Suggest that no business 
has intervened sinee the last eall. 

Mr. OWEN. | call attention to the precedents in this case, 
In a similar case the Senate has heretofore held, as will be 


found in Gilfrey’s Precedents, that discussion comprises business. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate has repeatedly held 
that discussion js not business, but the present occupant of the 
chair, regardless of that rule, at any time when a reasonable 
length of time has been consumed in discussion and it was 
reasonably apparent that a quorum was not present, should 
cutertain the demand for a roll call. But where, as in the 
present case, a roll eal] has twice been demanded Within the 
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| last 40 minutes and each 
answered to their hames, there having 
business save discussion. 
made—that a Senator car 
quorum present 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, 
the empty seats. now obvious, 
quorum present. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
suggestion of the abse1 
of the fact that the C 
has elapsed, in th 
under the rules. 


time upward of 70 Senators have 
been no intermediate 
the Chair sustains the point of order 


1 not raise the point that there is no 


I call attention of the Chair 
Which show plainly there 


to 


is no 


I suggest that the Senator withdraw his 
ice. Of a quorum for the present, in iew 
hair has held that if a reasonable time 
e opinion of the Chair, a Senator has his rights 
and that until the Chair thinks a reasonable time 
has elapsed, no point of this kind be made. If at that time the 
Same point is made, of course there will be discussion upon that 
ruling. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order 
which is the Speech of the Senator from South D 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the S¢ 
kota yield to the Senator from Georgia ? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do. 

Mr. BACON. | want to make a rem 
order. I am unwilling that th 
has just made as to the 
quorum, shall pass with the 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. BACON. | shall not now 
endeavor to appeal fr 
Willing for it to pass 


is demanded, 
akota. 


nator from South Da- 


ark upon the point of 
e ruling of the Chair, which he 
question of the right to call for a 
apparent acquiescence of the Senate. 
[t did not. 

at this late hour of the night 
om the ruling of the Chair, but I am un- 
Without an expression of my dissent. I 
do not think that there is anything in the rules of the Senate 
or in the general principles of parliamentary law which will 
Sustain the ruling, with all deference to the Chair. Of course 
the Chair will not misunderstand me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly not. 

Mr. BACON. I make the Suggestion Simply with the view 
that whenever the question comes up hereafter it will not ap- 
pear to have been made with the equiescence of the Senate, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I lay be mistaken, but I 
under the impression that many times in the House 
the Senate this precise question has arisen, 
motion. My impression is th: 
repeated the Speaker of the 
again that mere discussion 
have sent for the Precedents 


am 
and also in 
though on a different 
it where motions to adjourn were 

House has held over and over 
Was not intervening business. [I 
of the House. If | am mistaken 
about that, I was mistaken about the point of order: but I 
think it will be found that without distinction of politics the 
Speakers of the House have held that it was hot competent to 
repeat motions to adjourn with nothing but discussion inter- 
vening between them, If I am not mistaken, one of the most 
distinguished Speakers whieh the State of Georgia ever fur- 
hished to the House of Representatives during my membership 
of that body held that precise question. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not Wish in any manner 
to take issue with the learned Senator as to what may have 
been done in the other House. I simply wish to remark that 
the methods in the House are altogether and fundamentally 
different from the methods in the Senate, 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true, but on the particular question 
as to whether discussion is intervening business or not, I take 
it the rule would be the same in both bodies, 

Mr. BACON. No: Mr. President, not the same, 
mental reason that the House procee 
of the presiding officer to exercise a 
allowed to a presiding Officer in this body. The distinguished 
Senator from Texas himself said a few weeks ago that the 
Presiding Officer of the Senate occupies a very different relation 
to this bedy from that which the presiding officer of the House 
occupies to that body. The presiding officer of the House is a 
Member of the House; he is elected by the House; he is the 
representative of the dominant party of the House, whereas in 
the Senate it is altogether different. 

The Presiding Officer of this body is not 
body; he is not elected by this body; 
tive of this body; he is not responsible 
controls itself and 
Officer, except so far 
rules of this body. 

There is a vast distinction betwe 
the presiding officer of the House 
chosen by that body, responsible 
sentative of the dominant party j 
power to exercise a discretion 
recognize a Member, whethe 
because if he decides wrong 


for the funda- 
ds upon the assumption 
discretion which is not 


& Member of this 
he is not the representa- 
to this body. This body 
not to be controlled by its Presiding 
as he is called upon to administer the 


is 


In the one ease 
r of that body, 
and the repre- 


en the two. 
is a Membe 
to that body, 


n that bedy is clothed with 
as to whether or not he will 
tor not he will entertain a motion, 
it is always within the discretion 
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and power of that body, if necessary, to depose him from his 
office. That is not the case here. This Senate is a self-govern- 
ing body, and the only power that the Presiding Officer has is 
to administer the rules of this body. He has no other. 

Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me to proceed, I 
desire to state again—with all deference to the Presiding Officer 


and with no disposition to criticize in any way, but simply to | 
the | 


express an honest difference of opinion in this matter 
ruling of the Chair necessarily assumes to the Chair the ex- 
ercise of a discretion to determine when the matter shall have 
progressed to a stage where the Presiding Officer will recognize 
it intervening business, in some instances 


as recognizing that 
it will be intervening and in other instances not intervening 
business. I respectfully submit that the Presiding Officer of 


the Senate has no such power, because he is not a Member of | 


this body, he is not responsible to this body, and he can not, 
in case he rules wrongly, be called to account by this body. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair call to the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Georgia a ruling made in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, and may the Chair read it? 

Mr. Hill raised a question of order, viz, that when the presence of a 
quorum was determined by the last roll call a Senator can not immedi- 
ately thereafter ggest the absence of a quorum, no business having 
intervened ; and 

The Presiding Officer (Mr. Bacon) sustained the point of order. 

| Laughter. ] 

Mr. BACON. I am entirely familiar with that case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the last Congress it was repeat- 


su 


edly held by the Chair, and the Chair was repeatedly sustained 


by the Senate, that debate was not intervening business. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I may be permitted to rejoin 
to the precedent cited by the Chair at the time I had the 
honor to oceupy it, that it does not correspond with the question 
which is now before the Senate. I recoliect the occasion dis- 
tinctly. I then had the honor to be in the chair when the then 
Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr. Quay, called for a quorum, 
and the roll was called. Immediately thereafter, not after de 
bate, but before there had been any debate, he called again for 
a roll eall on the ground that there was no quorum. There 
had been literally nothing done. It is not a case, Mr. President, 
where it had been ruled that the roll having been called and de- 
bate having proceeded with, when the roll was again called 
that was not intervening business. It was a case where the 
roll was called and a quorum disclosed by a call of the roll, 
and immediately thereafter the Senator from Pennsylvania 
again demanded a roll call, alleging that there was no quorum 
present. I think the then occupant of the chair, who happened 
to be my own unimportant self, correctly ruled, there having 
been no debate, no question, no proceeding of any kind, that 
there had been no intervening business. If the occasion was one 
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in which there had been debate, and the occupant of the chair | 


at that time had ruled that there had been no intervening busi- 


ness, and for that reason no roll could have been called, I would | 


certainly stand confounded by my own decision at that time; 
but that was not the case. 

I want to submit to the Chair this proposition: If you will 
leave out of question for the present the exercise of discretion by 


the Chair, it amounts to this: That a Senator can take the floor | 


sé 


and he can announce to his party, “I am going to speak for the 
next five hours, and you all can go off and go to bed and go to 
sleep; there can be no call for a quorum during that time, be- 
cause I will not yield the floor, and the fact that there has been 
no business, except debate, will be recognized as a conclusion 
that there has been no intervening business, and consequently 
no roll can be called. 
to stay here, because they do not know what minute I may stop 
or what minute I may demand a vote. Therefore you can take 
your ease. I can hold my political opponents here indefinitely ; 
they can not call and bring you back, but they can not leave, 
because I have got the floor and they do not dare to leave while 
I have it.” Of course, Mr. President, that is a reductio ad ab- 
surdum. The only alternative to that is that the Presiding 
Officer of this body shall exercise a discretion to determine 
when a sufficient amount of debate has been had to justify his 
decision that it is an intervention of other business. 

Mr. SCOTT. Regular order! 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is just what the Chair assumed 
to do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This is the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is the speech of 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. CrRawrorp]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from South Dakota yield to 
me for a moment? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Da- 


kota yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. CRAWFORD. 


I yield. 


On the contrary, our opponents will have | 


D099 
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I simply want to say, in reply to the statement 


Mr. BAILEY. 


of the Senator from Georgia, that I recently called attention 
to the fact that the Presiding Officer of this body was not 
chosen by it, but the Senator omits to say that I made tha 


at the Presidin 
» in the light « 


Statement merely for the purpose of insisting t 
Officer must administer the rules of the Sena 
the precedents of the Senate. 

I did not mean to say then, and I 
the circumstance that the Vice President 


{ 

» 
if 

I 


h 
‘ 


would not say now, that 
th 


of re United States 


is made by the Constitution the presiding officer of the S 
ate takes from him the power to construe the rules of t! 
Senate. 

Mr. BACON. I know, Mr. President 


Mr. BAILEY. Or the power to enforce those rules accord 
to general parliamentary law. That the whole of the 
gestion. I repeat, though I repeat it with no great degree of 


is sug 


confidence, but I repeat that my impression is that the Speal! 
ers of the House of Representatives have for many years held 
that a motion to adjourn could not be repeated as discussion 


proceeds, because they have held that debate is not intervening 


business. I may be mistaken about that, but if I am, then I 
misunderstand the Precedents. I do not think I do 

Mr. BACON. The Senator can not state it more strongly 
than I would do. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask for the regular order. We are staying 
here—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
demands the regular order. 

Mr. SCOTT. To hear the Senator from South Dakota. I 


want him to go on with his speech. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The regular or 
the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I rise to a parlia 
inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. One moment, until the Chair gets 
through making the statement. The Senator from South Da 
kota has the floor. He can continue, but he can not yield to 
another in the face of an objection, and a demand for the 
regular order an objection. So the Senator from South 
Dakota must proceed or yield the floor. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am perfectly willing to proceed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. © Does the Sen 
order ? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I rise to ask 
Dakota to yield to me for a moment. 


‘der is the speech of 


mentary 


Is 


ot 


tor rise to a point 


the Senator from South 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
{Mr. Scott] has demanded the regular order, which precludes 


the Senator from South Dakota yielding, the Chair regrets to 
say. 

Mr. SCOTT. I object. I demand the regular order 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of 
reading 

Mr. SCOTT. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas can not 


do that in the face of the objection of the Senator from West 
Virginia. The only thing in order is the speech of the Senator 
from South Dakota, 

Mr. CULBERSON. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair bas made no decision. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Chair has ruled that there was no 
intervening business, although half an hour had elapsed since 
the previous roll call, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That was half an hour ago. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Nothing has occurred since 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That was half an- hour 
the Senator from South Dakota has proceeded since. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Now, I suggest the absence of a quorum 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has four times counted 
those present in the Senate during this discussion, and 46 is the 
least number of Senators who have been here at any 
time during this discussion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 

Mr. SCOTT. I demand the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Four times 

Mr. BACON. I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Se 
ator from Indiana, not as a matter of right, but the Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Indiana to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


and 


ago, 


present 


President. 


The parliamentary inquiry is this: Does 


the Chair assume the right to count a quorum? The Chair has 
just stated—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Under certain circumstances the 


does. 


Chair does; under existing circumstances the Chair 
Mr. SCOTT, I cali for the regular order. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I appeal from that ruling. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I make the point of order, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that there is no quorum present, and that the Chair is in 
error in attempting to count a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. At the present time the Chair will 
order the Secretary to call the roll. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Clark, Wyo. Johnston Shively 
Bailes Crane Jones Simmons 
severidge Crawford Kean Smith, Md. 
Borah Culberson La lollette Smith, Mich. 
Bourne Cummins Lorimer Smith, 8. C. 
Bradley Davis McCumber Smoot 
Brandegee Depew Martin Stephenson 
Briggs Dick Nixon Stone 
Bristow Dillingham Oliver Swanson 
Brown Dixon Owen Thornton 
sulkeley du Pont Page Warner 
surkett Fletcher Paynter Warren 
Burnham Foster Penrose Watson 
Burrows Gallinger Percy Wetmore 
Burton Gamble Perkins Young 
Carter Gronna Piles 

Chamberlain Guggenheim Root 

Clapp Heyburn Scott 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names, and a quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Senator from South Dakota will proceed. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I have examined the Prece- 
dents as well as I could in a hurry, and I find that I was mis- 
taken as to what the Speaker of the House held on the question 
of intervening business, within the meaning of the rules. I do 
not find the later decisions which I thought I would find, but I 
find as early as 1834 the Speaker of the House held debate was 
intervening business. 


I make acknowledgment of my mistake, and I desire to have | 


that acknowledgment appear in the REcorp. 

Mr. CRAWFORD resumed his speech. After having spoken 
for 25 minutes, 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In order to keep the matter along sys- 
tematically I desire to read the first paragraph from the 
Precedents on the page from which the Chair read a few 
moments ago. 


The bill (H. R. 174) repealing the duty on tea and coffee being under 
consideration, a call of the Senate was had, followed by a motion to 
adjourn, which was not agreed to. Without debate, another motion to 
adjourn was made, which the Presiding Officer [Mr. Ferry of Michigan] 
ruled out of order, “no business having intervened.” 

Discussion having taken place, a third motion to adjourn was made, 
to which an objection was made. The Presiding Officer [Mr. Ferry 
of Michigan] said “there was discussion that intervened, and therefore 
business of the Senate.” (See Cong. Globe, p. 2627.) 

I want to insert this in the Recorp in connection with what 
was said by the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Texas to the fact that all that took place 
in the Forty-second Congress, and the ruling to which the Chair 
referred took place in the Fifty-fourth Congress and subse- 


quently in the Sixtieth Congress; the Senate twice voted that 


debate was not intervening business, once upon the direct ques- 
tion submitted by Vice President Fairbanks and, second, upon a 
motion made by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu] 
to lay an appeal on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Upon all of which protests were en- 
tered. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Which later was reversed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Chair to-night read only the ruling 
made by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is quite right. 
the Chair read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Georgia explained 
that by showing that the demand for a roll call was immediately 
after a roll call had disclosed the presence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not want to prolong the discussion 
of this most important matter at this late hour. I rose only in 


That is all 





view of what the senior Senator from Texas has just said to 
us, to say that when this matter comes up at a more convenient 
time, if it should be insisted by anyone that a quorum may not 





be suggested, intervening debate having taken place, a question 
will be raised in the opinion of Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber quite as important as the pending question itself, at 
which time there will be a presentation of the precedents and 
authorities. Familiar as the Senator from New Hampshire is 
with the ruling made at the time the emergency currency bill 
was pending and about to pass, that ruling, as the Senator from 
Texas has well said, was made under protest, and was, as the 
records will show, not adhered to at later sessions. 

That is all I desire to say at this juncture. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from 
yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I simply want to add in this connection— 
and I thank the Senator from South Dakota for permitting me 
the privilege at this time—it occurs to me it would be a very 
unfortunate thing if we broadly decide that debate is business, 
because a Senator holding the floor can utter one sentence, a 
point of order can be made that there is not a quorum present, 
the Senator can utter another sentence and a point of order 
again and again be made. So I think we ought to guard that 
matter very carefully, and not upon the broad proposition that 
debate is business, absolutely put the Senate in an attitude 
where it could not possibly transact the public business. So 
we could destroy the Government if we agreed to that proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
South Dakota yield to me for a moment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator 
to discuss this question, which is, I repeat, a question as im- 
portant as the pending one, more than to say now that it will 
be very fully discussed, and to answer the suggestion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Senator suggested what all Senators here know, and espe- 
cially the Senators on the other side know to be the fact, that 
this rule once established means possible cloture in this body. 
The question will be fully presented as to whether we are going 
to change the constitution of the United States Senate, our 
rules of procedure; whether we are going to end the practice 
of a century and a quarter and begin by a series of rules to 
adopt cloture in this body. 

I myself am a Republican and I am from the North; but, as 
I have stated before in more than one debate in this Senate 
as against the position of some of my own party, I myself got 
my first convictions upon this subject from the exhaustive learn- 
ing and unanswerable arguments of my predecessor in this 
body—Senator Turpie. I regard it as a question of funda- 
mental importance, and as was stated, and I think the Senator 
from New Hampshire concurred in that statement about a year 
and a half ago, rules had been made under the heat of circum- 
stances which, if adhered to, would mean absolute cloture in 
this body. But this will be gone into quite fully, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do. 

Mr. JONES. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll, 
40 minutes having elapsed since the last roll call. 

The Secretary called the roll and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


South Dakota 








from South 


Bacon Crane Heyburn Shively 
Bailey Crawford Johnston Simmons 
Beveridge Culberson Jones Smith, Md. 
Sourne Curtis Kean Smith, Mich. 
Bradley Davis Lorimer Smith, 8. C. 
Brandegee Dick Martin Smoot 
Briggs Dillingham Nixon Stephensen 
Brown Dixon Oliver Stone 
Bulkeley du Pont Overman Swanson 
Burkett Fletcher Page Taylor 
Burnham Flint Paynter Thornton 
Burrows Foster Penrose Warner 
Carter Gallinger Percy Warren 
Chamberlain Gamble Perkins Watson 
Clapp Gronna Piles W etmore 
Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim Root Young 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have answered 


to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. The Sena- 
tor from South Dakota will proceed. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Georgia? 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I do. 
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Mr. BACON. I want to ask the Senator if he will not yield 
to me in order that I may take a moment of the time of the 
Senate as to this matter. 

I want to say, Mr. President, that I do think, with all defer- 
ence to the gentlemen who disagree with me on this subject, 
that a question of the right of a Senator to a seat in this body 
ought to be discussed fully, and ought to be determined with 
the utmost candor and care; that it ought to be treated with 
dignity that far surpasses any requirement of dignity in any 
other matter this body can be called on to consider. 

I want to ask if Senators, after reserving enough time to 
fully discuss this question, will not now agree on some day and 
hour upon which we may take'a vote upon the question 
whether the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lorrmer] is entitled to a 
seat in this body. I do think that every consideration of the 
dignity and the high character of this body and the high char- 
acter of the question invokes at our hands a proceeding alto- 
gether different in its character from any other proceeding I 
can imagine requiring the consideration of this body. I appeal 
to Senators to fix a date, whenever they wish; I appeal to them 
to le 
tion whether a Senator has a right to a seat on this floor let 
us treat it differently from what we would other matters 


sole 


Chicago he met Mr. Browne in the Briggs House, and Mr. 
Browne admits that he met him there; Mr. Browne admits 
that he gave White some money there, but claims that it was 
a mere loan, and only a small amount. Mr. Dennis can not be 
charged with having the slightest interest in the result of this 
investigation. It does not appear that it makes the slightest 


| difference to him whether Mr. Lorimer remains as a Member 


us wrangle about other matters, but upon the great ques- | 


of contention and let us fix a time when this vote may De |} 


taken. 

I do not suggest the time myself; I am willing for any time 
to be adopted that will give the fullest opportunity for every 
Senator who desires to do so to express himself upon this 
subject. I say to the Senate very frankly, I will not discuss 
this question. This is the first time my voice has been raised 
in the Senate upon this subject. I have, however, made a very 
careful study of it; I have come to a conclusion in regard to the 
matter which I am ready to express by my vote. I have no 
doubt that every other Senator has done the same thing. It 
does seem to me that we ought to put aside all other considera- 
tions, in view of the higlf character of the question that is 
ed and the great responsibility which rests upon us. I 

Senators to the putting aside of all other considerations 
whatever and coming to a conclusion in regard to this matter. 
I will fix any date that Senators may suggest as the most re- 
mote date which may be needed. We have other matters to 
contend about; let us contend about other matters; but this is 
too big a question, too solemn a question, too far-reaching a 
I ion, and one too influential in its results, so far as it may 
affect the future, for us to trifle with it in any way or deal 
with it in any way except in the most solemn of all our 
capacities—the capacity of judges. This is not an ordinary 
question. 

Mr. President, I repeat, this is the first time my voice has 
been raised on the Lorimer case, and whatever may be my judg- 
ment as to the vote I shall cast, whatever may be the judgment 
of any other Senator, I do think the time has come when we 
should put aside everything else except a recognition of our 
obligation in the most solemn of all matters, to discharge one 
of the highest of all obligations. I will ask now if the Sena- 
tors will agree that we shall take a vote, say, at any hour on 
Friday next? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, with the same obliga- 
tion that the Senator from Georgia expresses, I ask for the 
regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, at the time the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] began his address this afternoon, 
when I gave way to him, I had commenced to make some 
comment upon some phases of the testimony taken by the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. I was referring to a state- 
ment made by a partner or quasi partner of Charles A. White. 
It seems that at one time White was engaged at O’Fallon, IIl., 
in a sort of real estate and insurance business, and he had a 
partner there named John W. Dennis. Mr. Dennis was in a 
position to know something about Mr. White’s movements and 
something about Mr. White’s financial condition. Mr. Dennis 
was called as a witness in this case, and he testified that on 
about the 15th day of June White, who did not have a dollar 
on earth according to his testimony, left O’Fallon, [l., and went 
to Chicago. 

Mr. Dennis says that Mr. White was gone for a day or two 
and then returned to his home at O’Fallon; that he saw him 
the next day after his return in his office; that Mr. White had 
there the sum of $200 in money—currency—he saw it lying 
on the table and saw him handling the bills—bills of large de- 
homination. That testimony in itself indicates this much: 
That Mr. White went to Chicago without money and came 
home with money. 


INVOL 


it 1 
LILV PING 


The regular order is the Senator 


of this body or goes out of it. No possible motive has been 
shown on his part to tell anything except the truth about this 
matter, which was one of simple observation on his part. No 
attempt was made to discredit Mr. Dennis; no attempt was 
made to show that his testimony was in any 
tradictory or unworthy of belief. Not the slightest attempt was 
made anywhere to show that he is not a reputable citizen, 
credible witness in every respect; and he brings his story here 
under oath and it is put in the record in this case. 


particular con 


The fact 
is that this dissolute man, without a dollar in the world, left 
his home and went to Chicago; the admission of Browne is 
that he met him there; that they had some transaction with 
each other, and that he returned with a considerable sum of 
money. 

I was commenting on the fact, just before I gave up the floor 
this afternoon, that Mr. White, upon his return from Chicago, 
went over to a department store in his town late in the after- 
noon, apparently too late to get into the bank. He knew one 
of the employees there, Mr. Hollander, as I recollect, and he 
asked Mr. Hollander if he would not make some arrangement 
by which he might leave some money he had in his office with 
the cashier of that department store during the night. Mr. 
Hollander went to the cashier of the store, Mr. Kirkpatrick, and 
made the request of Mr. White known to Mr. Kirkpatrick, and 
brought Mr. White to Mr. Kirkpatrick. Kirkpatrick took an 
envelope and handed it to Mr. White, who took it, counted out 
a large amount of money, folded it up, put it into the envelope, 
sealed it up, wrote the amount of money, $800, on the outside 
of the envelope, wrote his name on the envelope, and handed 
it to Mr. Kirkpatrick, who put it inte the vault of that depart 
ment store and kept it over night; that the next morning, 
along about half past 8 or 9 o'clock, Mr. White called and got 
his envelope and this money. Mr. Kirkpatrick or Mr. Hol 
lander—I do not recollect at this moment which, but one or the 
other of them—was called as a witness, put under oath, sub 
mitted to examination and cross-examination, and he stated 
these facts. Nobody has ever attempted in the slightest degree 
to discredit this witness. There is not a thing in the record to 
indicate that he is not a perfectly trustworthy reputable citizen 
of O'Fallon, Ill. Not one thing indicates that his story was 
not credible and worthy of belief. He could not have the 
slightest interest in the event of this inquiry. It could mean 
nothing on earth to him personally. No motive on his part to 
tell a falsehood or commit perjury has any foundation what- 
ever, and it would be the most unreasonable thing in the world 
for anyone to conclude that this statement of the employee in 
the department store of O'Fallon, IIL, is untrue. 

So you have Mr. Dennis, of O'Fallon, IIL, an acquaintance of 
Mr. White, one acquainted with his financial situation, one 
knowing of his movements, giving testimony that he left O’ Fallon 
on a certain day, went to Chicago, and returned with an un 
usual sum of money in his possession. You have this testimony 
of the employee in this department store giving in detail the 
facts with reference to his having $800 in money and leaving 
it in that department store. Are Senators to say that this testi 
mony is to be brushed aside; that it is unworthy of any con 
sideration whatever; that it is not entitled to any belief? 
Upon what ground? Upon what theory? What foundation is 
there for such a claim as that? 


But it does not stop there. Miss Vandeveer, a stenograph 


a young lady living at O'Fallon, Ill., had done stenographic work 
for this man White in his insurance business and in his real 
estate business. He was owing this young lady for her services 
some $50 or more. I think he paid her some $50.50, and he owed 
her considerably more than that. 

After he returned from Chicago upon this occasion—when 
he went there at the invitation of Mr. Browne, Mr. Brow 
admitting that he had an interview with him in the Bri 


House—when he returned from Chicago to O'Fallon, Miss 
Vandeveer, his stenographer, says that he called her into his 
office the next day and there, at his request, they made out a 
list of his indebtedness to different people in O'Fallon; they 
made out a list of creditors to whom he was indebted there 
that neighborhood; that then they were called in one after 
another and he made settlements with these creditors of his; 
that she assisted in the transaction; that they conversed to 
gether about it; that she compromised her indebtedness with 


iil 


Mr. White says that during his visit to! him, which was something like $80, as I recall, and accepted 
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fifty dollars and some cents, and gave him a receipt for ore, Dennis, at O’Fallon, White’s partner, saying he went to Chicago 
| on the 15th. 


money. She 
rather 
l; 


says the 
have, 
and 
and bills 
assisted in 
of paying 
went on the 


the money 
for White to 
irge denominations of the bills, 
backed money—gold certificates 
This girl noticed that. She 
she assisted in the trans 
Mr. White; and 

to that effect. 

I want to ask Sena if there is any reason why the testi- 
mouy of this girl should not be accepted as testimony worthy of 
belief—as credible testimony—a most straightforward story told 
in a natural manner, and so natural in detail that one could not 
but be impressed by its truthfulness? Why should it be brushed 
Why should it be disregarded? Why should it be 
considered unworthy of any weight testimony in this 
There is basis on earth for indulging in any such 
presumption as that or for drawing any such conclusion as that, 

A stenographer, performing the simple services of a stenog- 
rapher in an office, perhaps working in several other offices 
performing such service, and witnessing this business transac- 
tion, was called by the committee, put under oath, and 
this testimony in that simple, straightforward manner, 

corroborated. 

Mr. President, as to the evidence of Mr. White 
ceived money from Mr. Browne on the 16th day of 
the adjournment of the legislature at Springfield, I 
showing corroborative testimony from a 
and of a disinterested character, because a very savage 
has been made upon Mr. White’s statement as coming from a 
man so degraded that it was unworthy of belief. I am calling 


lay on table, that it was a 
that she noticed the 
that it was yellow- 
of that character. 
making up this 
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ense? ho 


and 
having: re- 
June, after 
have been 
disinterested source 


attention to testimony that can not be attacked upon grounds 
of that kind; and I have instanced here the testimony of a 
former partner of his, Mr. Dennis, of O'Fallon, IIL, a disinter- 


ested witness, against whose character not one single charge has 
been made and against whose testimony not one single incon- 
sistency or contradictory feature has been designated. I have 
also called attention to the testimony of Mr. Hollander, an 
employee in a store at O'Fallon, Ill, where Mr. White upon 
his return from Chicago deposited $800 in cash; and not one 
single charge against the character of Mr. Hollander or 
his testimony has been presented here. 

I have also called attention to the testimony of Miss Mollie 
Vandeveer, the stenographer, who was in Mr. White's office 
when he counted out the money and made payments to his 
creditors the next morning after he returned from Chicago. 
Not one single charge of inconsistency or of contradiction is 
laid against the testimony of the stenographer, Mollie Vande- 
veer; not a breath of suspicion against her credibility as a wit- 
ness has been brought. There you have three—Hollander, 


the store, who saw the $800 in cash; Dennis, the former part- 


ner, who knew of the visit to Chicago and saw the money in 
White’s possession on his return; and Mollie Vandeveer, the 


stenographer, who saw it on the office desk and s 
ing these payments with it. 

And you have something more than that. 
record the bills themselves of Mr. White’s creditors, at O'Fallon, 
lll, with whom he made settlement that next day after his 
return from Chicago. You have those bills receipted by these 
creditors and put in the record in this case. Do you want bet- 
ter corroborative testimony than that? If the fact of White 
having money in his possession after his return from Chicago 
is not established by that testimony, distaterested, positive, 
direct, and simple, then you can not prove a fact. 

A man can be hanged on the gallows, and would be by the 
verdict of 12 disinterested jurymen upon testimony as conclu- 
sive as that; and how can Senators undertake to say there is 
no testimony corroborating the statement of Mr. 


saw him mak- 


You have in the 


met Mr. Browne in Chicago on the 16th day of June and 
received this money from him at the hotel in Chicago, the 
Briggs House, when, under date of June 16, 1909, the date when 
White says he met Browne there and had this transaction with 
him’? Upon the hotel register in the Briggs House in Chicago 
is the name of Lee O'Neil Browne, made at that time. 


Little circumstances like that 
mony. 


are the strongest kind of testi- 
The straws for which no particular individual can be 
responsible, but which are the necessary incidents to all human 
transactions, are the strongest kind of testimony, stronger by 
far than mere oral testimony; and there is the name on the 
hotel register of the Brigg House in Chicago, on June 16, at 
the time when White says he met Lee O’Neil Browne and got 


this money from him; there is the signature of Lee O'Neil 
Browne upon the hotel register. Pretty good testimony; pretty 


strong corroborative testimony. 


They fit together like links in 
a chain. They fit together 


like pieces of dovetail. John W. 


attack | 


against | 
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He returned on the 17th or the 18th, and he had 


| this money when he came back and did not have it when he 


went; the admission of Browne that he met him in Chicago on 
the 16th, Browne’s name on the register on that day; the testi- 
mony of Hollander, in the department store, that Browne on 
his return came into the store after banking hours and left 
SSOO in cash; the testimony of Mollie Vandeveer that she helped 
him to make out a list of the creditors and the amounts and 
assisted him in paying these bills; the receipted bills them- 
selyes—do you want any better corroborative testimony than 
that? 

No one has attempted to overthrow a single one of these 
corroborative collateral facts. Now, I say that it establishes 
the fact that Mr. White went over to Chicago a few days after 
the legislature adjourned, met Browne there, and came back 
with money which he could have received from no one but 
Browne. Nothing to indicate that he saw anyone there but 
nothing to show that he had any transactions with 
Corroborated by all these dis- 
‘an draw but one conclusion, my 


fellow Senators, and that is that for some reason or other he 


| met Browne there, and Browne gave him this money. 





White that he | 


What did he give it to him for? Has anybody ever offered 
any explanation except the one that is testified to positively in 
this record? The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lorimer] in his 
statement the other day made no reference to anything of this 
kind. He left it severely alone. Can you leave it severely 
alone? Upon what theory? It is corroborated by disinterested 
witnesses, by record testimony made at the time. There is no 
escape from it. 

So here is one man who got money, got in over in Chicago 
from Lee O'Neil Browne on the 16th day of June, 1909, after 
this legislature adjourned. He got $800. He had received $100 
down in Springfield before he left there. I have called atten- 


| tion to this one instance to show that the testimony of the re- 


ceiving of money has the strongest sort of corroboration from 
disinterested witnesses, from disinterested sources. 

Now, we take one of the others. Take Beckemeyer. Becke- 
meyer was in St. Louis, he says himself, on the 21st day of 
June, 1909, and on the 15th day of July, 1909. He says that 
on the 2ist day of June, 1909, he went there at the request of 
Lee O'Neil Browne, from whom he had received a communica- 
tion of some sort, either by letter or by telegram, requesting 
him to come, and that he went. He met Lee O'Neil Browne 
at the Southern Hotel in St. Louis; that he received from Mr. 
Browne there $1,000, which Mr. Browne told him was Lorimer 
money; that afterwards, on the 15th of July, he was requested 


| to go there again, and that he went, and there he met at the 
in | 


same hotel Robert E, Wilson, a Democrat from Chicago, who 
had voted for Mr. Lorimer, and that Robert E,. Wilson paid him 
in cash $900. 

You can say: What is the corroboration of that? The record 
is full of it, and it is that sort of corroboration that is absolutely 
convincing. For instance, Mr. Beckemeyer went over to the 
Commercial Trust Co. in St. Louis upon the very day that 
he met one of these men in St. Louis to deposit $500 in cash. 
He had to be identified and he called a man with whom he was 
acquainted, James Gray, who knew the officers of the bank, to go 
with him and identify him to the officers of the bank. This 
man was called as a witness. Was he an interested witness? 
Not at all. Any charge laid against him-as being unworthy of 


belief? None whatever. Any claim that his testimony is im 
probable and inconsistent and unworthy of belief? None at all. 


Not a single claim of that kind is made; and this man testifies 
that he went in and introduced Mr. Beckemeyer to the officers 
of this bank; saw him count out this money; saw a hundred 
dollar bill in the roll; saw him put it in the bank. 

Now, that is a circumstance to corroborate Mr. Beckemeyer, 
who says that on that very day he met Browne or he met Wi'- 
son, whichever one he met that particular day, at the Southern 
Hotel, and he paid him this money, and he had it on his person, 
and he wanted to do something with it, and he got this friend 
to identify him over at the Commercial Trust Co., and he made 
a deposit of this considerable sum there. Is not that corrobora 
tive testimony? If not, I do not know what corroborative test! 
mony It is a circumstance that fits into and supports and 
sustains the testimony of Beckemeyer himself. 

Beckemeyer testifies that he met Browne in St. Louis upon 
the 21st day of June, and there upon the register of the South- 
ern Hotel, in St. Louis, under date of June 21, we find the name 
of Lee O'Neil Browne. Is that corroborative testimony? Cer- 
tainly it is corroborative testimony and proves conc ‘lusively 


is. 


that Lee O’Neil Browne was in St. Louis, was at the Southern 
Hotel, had engaged a room at the Southern Hotel, just as Becke- 





7 
meyer stated he had been there that day, had been at this 


hotel, had a room in it, and met him in that room; and no con- | 
certed arrangement between Beckemeyer and the clerk of the 
hotel could be presumed by which through some sort of concert 
they were manufacturing testimony of this kind. Such a con- | 
clusion as that would be perfectly wild and ridiculous; and 
vet here are two independent facts established from two inde- 
pendent sources—the testimony of Mr. Beckemeyer that he 
met Lee O'Neil Browne on the 2ist day of June at the Southern 
Hotel in St. Louis in his room in that hotel, and the hotel regis- 
ter of the Southern Hotel, under that very date, showing that 


Lee O'Neil Browne was there; that he had engaged a room 
there. 
Strange coincidence if this is manufactured testimony, a 


wonderful guess on the part of Beckemeyer if he was making 
up a false story and happened to guess a day when the register 
of this hotel showed that Browne was there. That is nonsense, 
the wildest sort of nonsense. That is the wildest kind of 
fancy—to undertake to get away from facts that have been 
established as these have been established by asserting that 
this is not credible testimony. 

[fe said he went back on the 2ist day of July. and at this 
same hotel he met Robert E. Wilson, and that Robert E. Wil- 
son paid him $900; and when you consult the hotel register of 
the Southern Hotel at St. Louis under date of July 21, you find 
there the name of Robert E. Wilson, of Chicago, IIL, and that 
he had been assigned a room that day at that hotel. 

Do you call this manufactured testimony? Do you say that 
is not worthy of belief; that this man Beckemeyer is manu- 
facturing a story; and yet he fixes upon a day when he met 
Robert E. Wilson at the Southern Hotel in St. Louis, and the 
clerk of the hotel produces the register of the hotel and there 
upon that very date is the name of Robert E. Wilson, assigned 
a room? 

What are you going to do with corroborative proof of that 
kind? How are you going to get away from it? Try to snuff 
it out, wipe it out, ignore it by saying it is not worthy of 
bel Does the register at the Southern Hotel at St. Louis 
commit perjury also? Is the register at the Southern Hotel in 
St. Louis committing perjury, and is it a confessed criminal 
that you will not believe? Utterly ridiculous! You can not 
get away from it. 

That is not all. Mr. Beckemeyer says that when he met Lee 
O'Neil Browne at the Southern Hotel in St. Louis on the 21st 
day of June he also met there in Mr. Browne's room in that 
hotel Mr. Link, Mr. Luke, Mr. Clark, Mr. Shephard, all of 
whom were members of the legislature, all of whom were 
Democrats, all of whom had been in Springfield during the 
session which closed only a few weeks before at which Mr. 
LORIMER was elected United States Senator. Is he corroborated 
in that? Just mark that. He says that on that day in the 
Southern Hotel he met Mr. Browne and he also met these other 
members of the legislature—Shephard, Clark, Luke, Link— 
that they were all there. 





+ we 
ers 


Is that corroborated? Yes; it is corroborated by these very 
men themselves, Browne admits it except that he says his 
recollection is that Clark was there. But Clark was the 


only one who says he was not there, and Browne says that 
since Joe says he was not there it may be that he was mis- 
taken. But Link says Clark was there; Shephard says Clark 
was there; Beckemeyer says Clark was there; and Browne 
Says he thinks Clark was there; that it is his recollection that 
Clark was there. Do you want any better corroborative testi- 
mony? Each of these men not only admits that he was there 
himself, all with the exception of Clark, but admits that he saw 


these others there. If that is not corroborative testimony. 
then IT do not know what corroborative testimony is. It fits 
together, dovetail fashion. It fits together like the links in a 
chain, 


You are not dependent upon Beckemeyer’s statement alone, 
because you have to the statement of Browne, the 
Statement of Link, the statement of Shephard, and these other 
Withesses, and you have the hotel register to go along with 
the rest. That is pretty good testimony. Men have been hung 
many times on weaker testimony than that. I would not be 
afraid to submit that testimony to any 12 honest, fair-minded 
jurors in any part of the United States, and with absolute con- 
fidence I would expect a verdict at their hands that these men 
were, to say the least, all together in this hotel in St. Louis on 
this date. 


Suppor 


A strange circumstance; a strange incident, unless you find 
its proper place as a part of the transactions which precede it 
at Springfield, Ill. 

Exactly the same thing is shown with reference to the next 
meeting, the one at this same hotel in St. Louis on July 15; only at | 
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the meeting of July 15 White was there. White was not there at 
the first meeting, the meeting on the -Ist of June; and when you 
get the history of the facts you see why White was not there. 
It was not necessary for White to be there. He had met Mr. 
Browne over at the House, in Chicago, on the 16th 
day of June, and he had received his swag—his $1,000 had been 


Briggs 


paid to him there and at Springfield—and so, when they had 
the meeting in St. Louis on the 21st day of June it was not 
necessury for White to be there, and he was not there. They 
did not even notify him of that meeting, and he did not go: but 
everyone of the others went, because they had not been paid. 
But on the 15th day of July here is a meeting over in St. 
Louis at which Browne was not present; but Robert E. Wilson, 


who had been in the legislature and who was one of the Demo- 
crats who had voted for Mr. Lorimer, was there in his place; 
and at that meeting here comes Beckemeyer, here comes Clark, 
here comes Luke, here comes Link, here comes this whole bunch 
who had been there and had met Browne there on the 21st day 
of June. Only the 15th day of July afterwards here they all 


come back and meet Wilson at this same hotel, and there one 
after another gets $900 in cash. Link admits that he got $900 
in c2sh; Beckemeyer admits that he got $900 in cash; White 


admits that he got $900 in cash; Shephard says that he did not, 
but that statement of Shephard is the only statement as to that 
fact which very because Shephard is not 
able to give any satisfactory reason or explanation of his being 
there. He can not do it; he can not explain why he was there. 
He tried to fix up a story as to how he came to be there. He 
discovered out at his garage that he did not have packing for 
his auto; that he happened to discover, and it took him over to 


is a improbable one, 


St. Louis to get new packing just at this time, so that his 
arrival there would be most timely and would bring him into 
St. Louis at the very time his confederates arrived there. 

It is an invented story indeed, because this man who went 


over to get some packing for his automobile immediately gravi- 
tates over to the Southern Hotel. Immediately after he gets to 
the Southern Hotel he his way up into the room where 
Lee O'Neil Browne is meeting these other men, or where Robert 
E. Wilson is meeting these other men. He goes up there, meets 
these confederates, and is interviewed by Robert E. Wilson in 
the same bathroom into which Mr. White had been invited, and 
in which he had been paid, according to his own statement, $900 
in cash. He goes into the same bathroom into which on the 
same day Mr. Link had been invited and in which he had been 
paid $900 in cash. He goes into the same room into which Mr. 
Beckemeyer had been invited and in which he had been paid $900 
incash. Mr. Shephard says that he was asked by Mr. Wilson to 
go into that same bathroom. There was something about that 
bathroom that seemed to make it a very uble place in the 
middle of the day in which these men were not to go there alone, 
but to be accompanied always by Robert E. Wilson. I do not 
know in just what condition they could hi been, but it was 
necessary fi r Robert to go with them. 
When Mr. Shephard is asked to explain why 


finds 


desi 


ive 


he went in there 


he says, “ I am a bachelor, you know, and when I was at Spring 
field, while the legislature was in session, I had a lady dine 
with me one day, and when I got up into Mr. Wilson's room in 


the Southern Hotel, Mr. Wilson took me into the bathroom, and 
there closed the door, and then in the profound se ‘recy of that 
wonderful place he asked me who the lady was that took dinner 


with me in Springfield.” [Laughter.] What do you think of 
that? Senators who are so incredulous about the statement of 
these other witnesses, where it is corroborated. as the testi 


mony of White is corroborated by Miss Vandeveer, by John W. 
Dennis, by Mr. Hollander, who saw the cash when he returned 
from Chicago, how quickly and readily you believe the state 
ment of Mr. Shephard, that all that was said when they got 
into that bathroom up there in the Southern Hot f Mr 
Wilson closed the door was that Mr Wilson asl ed Mr. SI ra 
who the lady was he had at dinner with him down at Spring 
field. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Si I m South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Oklahom 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield. 

Mr. OWEN. I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Dakota whether this record discloses who the mysterious ady 
was? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. He says it was his sister-in-law. 

Now, is that an explanation as to why on certain day in 
St. Louis Mr. Shephard, who dropped in there and met these 
old pals of his at Springfield, with whom he had associated the 
winter before—incidentally dropped in to see his friend Wilson 


and have this little exchange of pleasantries, with a confidence 
about the lady who took dinner with him—happened to be in St. 
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Louis that day? Ah, that will not do. That is, to use common 
F : i ‘ gauzy.” 

Mr. Beckemeyer says that when Mr. Wilson was paying him 
he had a S500 bill, and he says, “I was told to give this to 
Shephard.’ Oh, no! what a significant remark for Mr. Wilson 
to make when he was paying off these other men in the bath- 
room and had a $500 bill there—‘*I was told to give this to 
Shephard.” Shephard was a banker. How did this man Wilson 
come to make such a remark as that? Do you mean to tell me 
that was a pure invention of H. J. Beckemeyer? Upon what 
sround—upon what theory—has anyone the right to say that this 
tatement which Mr. Beckemeyer says Mr. Wilson made in the 
bathroom when he paid him and showed that he had a $500 
bill there, “I was told to pay this to Shephard,” is mere fiction 
md to believe Shephard? It is an utterly improbable story 
that he met this man in the bathroom to have a little talk about 
his sister-in-law having taken dinner with him down at Spring- 
field months before. Ah, that will not do. Reasonable men 
will never be satisfied with any such explanation as that. 

Then let me tell you something else. This man Shephard is 
a banker. This man Shephard had a safety vault over in the 
Commercial Trust Building in St. Louis, and that very day 
when he was in St. Louis he went to that Commercial Trust 
Bank and he visited his safety vault. What for, do you sup- 
pose? He did not want to take that $500 bill that he had ‘just 
received from Wilson and put it in an open account. He is a 
pretty shrewd little fellow, a pretty canny bachelor. Although 
he could hardly expect reasonable people to accept this story 
about the conversation in the bathroom relating to his sister- 
in-law, he did not want to take the $500 bill that he had just 
received from Wilson and put it in the bank and he visited the 
Commercial Trust Co. where he had a safety vault. Is that 
corroborative testimony ? 

Take the story of these witnesses, each telling his own story 
in his own way, and mark them all down as the blackest scoun- 
drels on the face of the earth, and yet their testimony dovetails 
together, not in language, but in the events to which each inde 
pendently refers, and is corroboratetd by testimony which none 
of them created, but which exists over and beyond their control. 

Mr. President, I have now been giving some of the corrobo- 
rating testimony that establishes conclusively the fact that there 
were two meetings of these men who are under the charges 
put upon them by this record of having corruptly bartered away 
their votes, and showing the improbability of any claim that 
they did not hold these two meetings at St. Louis and there re- 
ceive corrupt money. I am not through with that branch of the 
case. The corroborative testimony is overwhelming. 

Mr. President, when men are conscious of the fact that they 
are guilty, suspicious of the fact that some one is on their 
trail, criminals generally act in about the same way—that is, 
they make fools of themselves. These men in that respect were 
not exceptions at all. What I mean by that Is that when they 
discovered that White had betrayed them, that White and a 
detective were looking them up, their conduct is not that of in- 
nocent men, but their conduct is that of guilty men.. Why? 
Immediately this man Beckemeyer hurries from his home down 
to Centralia and meets Joe Clark there. They hustle over to 
Springfield, and they meet Robert Wilson there. They rush 
back up to Chicago, and they meet Wilson, they meet Holstlaw, 
they meet “ Manny” Abrahams, and they meet their attorneys. 
rhen they go to manufacturing testimony, and they jump from 
the frying pan into the fire; they get into the mire deeper and 
deeper, aS men are very apt to do who are guilty. An innocent 

un is never driven to any such expedient as that; an innocent 

n, conscious of his innocence, is not impelled by fear to do 
these ridiculous things. 


Beckemeyer was over in “ Manny” Abrahams’s saloon; he 





fishing somewhere; don’t tell anybody where we are. We don't 
know where we are.” Is that a guilty man or is that an inno- 
cent man? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, we are all interested in 
the Senator’s description of the fleeing of these innocent gen- 
tlemen with their guilty consciences. May I suggest to the 
Senator that probably they were not fleeing from a guilty con- 
science, which at no time appears to have troubled them, but 
from the Nemesis justice. They were fleeing from the wrath 
to come and were arranging alibis to protect them when that 
day arrived. As to any guilty consciences, I do not think they 
had any consciences, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The Senator is right about that. I think 
I am called upon to withdraw the statement where I used the 
term “guilty consciences,” because the Senator is certainly 
right. There is no evidence here of a guilty conscience or of 
any other kind of conscience. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. But they acted like guilty men. Becke- 
meyer hastened down to see Joe Clark. Joe Clark was the 
most hardened old criminal in this gang. I think if you want 
to find a real thoroughgoing, unadulterated, thick-hided, up- 
to-date criminal, you may find him in one of these lazy, good 
for nothing police-court magistrates, or policeman in some little 
country town. Joe Clark was the one to whom Beckemever 
hastened in his flight. Beckemeyer wanted to know if Joe 
thought it would be all right to absolutely deny that they 
were in St. Louis at all, and Joe thought that it would be. 
He had an interview with Link, and suggested to Link that it 
would be a good thing to absolutely deny that they had been 
down there at all. Before they met this ingenious police mag 
istrate, however, who advised this short-cut way of protecting 
themselves by perjury, they tried to fix up another way of ex 
plaining how they came to be in St. Louis. 

There were two explanations for these two trips to St. Louis. 
There was one explanation for the first trip, when they met 
Mr. Browne at the Southern Hotel. Then there was another 
explanation for the second trip to St. Louis, when they met 
Mr. Wilson. Explanation first was this: They claimed that 
the rendezvous where the politicians of southern Illinois met 
for consultation was at St. Louis. Lee O'Neil Browne was 
the minority leader, and it was necessary for him to have con- 
ferences with his associaties from southern Illinois. There- 
fore he appointed this first meeting on the 21st day of June, 
at which he was to meet his leading political associates from 
southern Illinois at the Southern Hotel for a conference. Mr. 
Lee O'Neil Browne says that he went there to talk matters over, 
to have a political visit, to have a social visit, and to spend 
several days with his companions looking over that great city, 
which he had only been in once or twice before in his life. 

I want to call the attention of Senators to the fact that the 
only political leaders whom Mr. Lee O'Neil Browne met at the 


| Southern Hotel at St. Louis on the 2ist day of June were the 


ad a saloon keeper from his town along with him; and he says, | 


‘I don’t know where I am at, now that this story of White's | 


coming out. We have been away on a fishing trip, and we 
going again. Don’t tell anybody where we are. I don't 
now where I am at, now that this story of White’s is coming 
” Is that the talk of an innocent man? Is not that the 
luct of 


fa guilty man? They talk about the meeting at St. 
Louis. First, they decided that they would deny that they had 
been in St. Louis at all 


They did just as guilty men, ninety-nine times out of a hun- 
dred, will do. They will resort to lying, deception, and perjury 
to cover up their tracks. They had these hurried meetings. 
[ can almost see them fleeing, trying to get away from the eyes 
of men that they knew were fixed upon them, to escape from 
themselves, and to get away from their guilty consci 





nNnces, 
You see them fleeing from Chicago down to southern Illinois, 
and back to Chicago again, saying: “We don’t know where 
we are since this story of White's has come out. We are going 


particular individuals with whom he had just been associated 
in the legislature of Illinois many months, and that legisla 
ture had adjourned only about a fortnight before this. They 
had been together all winter and all spring at Springfield, in 
daily communication there all this time, had just left and gone 
to their several homes, and yet Lee found it necessary to call 
a conference for consultation at the Southern Hotel in St. 
Louis to talk over the political situation; and the only men 
invited were the particular individuals with whom he had had 
some very suspicious transactions at Springfield only a few 
weeks before. 

There are some very, very remarkable things about this 
political meeting at St. Louis. Lee O'Neil Browne went there 
for a political interview and to spend several pleasant days look 
ing over the city and indulging in a social visit with these ol 
friends of his. He got there in the morning; he registered at 
the hotel, and his name is on the register. He got his r ‘ 
and before evening the business was all done, and he took the 
train and went back to Chicago. There is not a word in the 
testimony to show that politics was ever mentioned in any 
conversation between them, but he talked with Link, I think, 
about some pacing horses. 

The only men he met there were not county committeemen 
nor State committeemen nor postmasters nor local politicians 
of the community, except as they were all represented and em- 
bodied in the persons of the genflemen with whom he had had 
seme very suspicious transactions at Springfield only a few 
weeks before. He went there to have a political conference, 
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and a strange political conference it was, because he got his 
room at the Southern Hotel, and these men dropped in and out. 
They stayed a marvelously short time when they got in his 
room, but they got the “ready necessary,” and then they 
skipped. 
errand for which they had visited St. Louis was at an end, and 
each went his way and, like the Arab and his tent, disappeared 
after this little transaction was settled. It did not take a very 
extended conversation between them to settle it. It was not 
necessary to into any embarrassing details at all. 
understood each other perfectly. 
were there, and they knew very well why they were there, and it 
took only a short time; in fact, Mr. Browne did not find it neces- 
sary to stay all night in St. Louis. 


£o 


And it is very apparent that when they got that, the | 


They | 
Mr. Browne knew why they | 


| 





This meeting at St. Louis, which was held there between these | 


men and Mr. Browne, lasted only a few hours, and he met each 
one of them apparently separate from the others. 
he had engaged he did not find it necessary to occupy even one 
night. He got there in the morning, he met these men, and had 
a little business with them, a little quiet business, which took 


only a short time to transact, and then before night took a 
train and went back to Chicago. He said it was a political trip. 
When he was asked what they talked about, he said: “ We 
talked about that about which we talked.” That is illuminating. 
Iie could not give more details about their conversation than 


that, except that he discussed pacing horses with Link. 

Now, Mr. Browne had a marvelous memory in some ways. 
He went back to a date prior to the election of the Senator on 
the 25th of May, and they asked him about what occurred in 
the evening when it is said that he met Charles S. White in his 
room. when White claims that Browne told him there would be 
$1,000 in it—in the Lorimer deal—and about the same amount 
from other sources. When Mr. Browne was on the stand and 
was giving his testimony in regard to that matter, he went on 
and with marvelous accuracy he told all about what occurred in 
the office of the St. Nicholas Hotel, in Springfield, Ill., on the 
night of the 25th day of May, 1909. He spoke about the Kansas 
City hummer coming—the K. C. hummer, he called it—and 
he told the very hour and the very minute that it was due, 
if it was on time; but he says that night it was late, did not 
arrive in Springfield until 11.41; that a certain gentleman from 
Peoria or somewhere came into the office, and before this gen- 
tlenan had registered he went to him in the hotel office and 
asked him to and speak to another gentleman there and 
convey some request that he wanted that man to receive through 
this gentleman; that the man attended to this for him; that 
he then registered; and he told the order in which his name 
appeared on the hotel register at the St. Nicholas Hoie!, and 
that Charles S. White did not register until after this man 
registered. He told about this man being assigned to a room, 
and how long he remained in the office, and when he disap- 


Pr 
co 


peared, and that White did not go—could not have gone---to his 
room until after that. 
This was May 25, 1909, and Browne was testifying last Octo- 


ber; and yet his memory was so clear and so accurate and so 
marvelous that he could go back over these intervening months, a 
year and a quarter or a year and a half, and give the exact 
minute when the Kansas City hummer arrived in St. Louis; 
but when he was asked what they talked about when they had 
this meeting down at the Southern Hotel on the 21st day of 
June, when he met Clark and Beckemeyer and Luke and Link, 
he could not remember one single thing that was said except 
that he talked with Mr. Link about pacing horses. 

The explanation that this meeting at the St. Nicholas I[otel 
between Browne and these men was a political meeting was a 
cooked-up story. That is self-evident. 

What about the next meeting? They tried to fix up an ex- 
planation for the meeting on the 15th day of July with Robert 
E. Wilson. What was that? They arranged that Robert E. 
Wilson should write a letter and send it through the mail or in 
some fashion to Browne and Beckemeyer and Link, and in this 
letter say to them that some of the boys wanted them to get up 
a banquet in honor of Lee O'Neil Browne, and that they de- 
sired that they meet in St. Louis on the 15th day of July to 
talk the matter over. 

This letter was written in fact in 1910, after Charles S. White 
had given this exposure to the public, after they had discovered 
that White and a detective were looking into these matters. 
They were frightened; they were on the run; they were in a 
panic; and they feared that it would leak out and be proven 
that they met Wilson in St. Louis and that they got this 
money. So for the purpose of fortifying each of them against 
the circumstances that they knew might appear to 


This room | 


indicate | 


their guilt, they deliberately agreed among themselves to manu- | 
facture this testimony by writing a letter in 1910 and dating | 


it back prior to the 15th day of July, 1909, and putting such a 
letter in the hands of Mr. Link and Mr. Beckemeyer and others. 
They intended to use this letter and offer it in evidence as an 
explanation for their meeting in St. I Beckemeyer con- 
fessed to this, produced the letter, and the letter is in evidence, 

Oh, what a ridiculous piece of manufactured testimony, and 
how like the action of guilty men fleeing their 
in fear! 

Doc. Allison was one of these Democrats 


Auis. 


from shadows 


LortMER, and here is this letter that they made up among 
themselves : 

CHICA J 
Hon. H. J. C. BECKEMEYER, Carlyle, Il. 

Friend BECKEMEYER: Doc. Allison was speaking to t dit t 
ting up a banquet for Lee in his home town, Ottawa, and asked t I 
take matter up with some of the boys. I expect to to St. Lou 
the near future in connection with our submerged-land committee, and 
will advise you in advance as to when I will be ther ind would 
for you to meet me. With best wishes, I am, 

Very truly, yours, RosertT E. WILSON 

Beckemeyer destroyed the envelope in which this letter was 
sent to him, and because he did not want that envelope to be 
discovered with the postmark on it. This letter, he says, was 
written in 1910 and dated back in 1909, and sent to these 
guilty men simply to be used as fake testimony for the purpose 
of making it appear that they had an innocent reason for 
meeting in St. Louis. Lee O'Neil Browne's secretary, Mike 


Giblin, is the man who upon his typewriting machine wrote this 


letter. It came from him as the result of an intrigue between 
Beckemeyer and Link and Lee O'Neil Browne to manufacture 
in cold blood testimony to be used for the purpose of making 
it appear that their meeting in St. Louis was an innocent one. 
Oh, but the chain of guilty circumstance wenaves a web about 


these men, puts them in meshes from which afterwards there 
is no possible escape. 

Mr. President, after they had manufactured this testimony, 
and after Beckemeyer aud Link were in possession of this fake 
testimony, they got still more under the influence of panic and 
fear and they went down to see Joe Clark, and he suggested 
to them that they deny that they were in St. Louis at ail. So 
when they were haled into court and brought before the grand 
jury and put under solemn oath, Beckemeyer testified that he 
was not in St. Louis at all; that he had not been there on 
either the 15th or the 21st at all; and when Mr. Link was 


brought before the grand jury and imterrogated about these 


transactions he stated under oath that he was not in St. Louis 
at all. 

soth of them were indicted for perjury; both of them were 
facing a conviction for perjury, because the evidence that they 
had been in St. Louis was absolutely overwhelming. So they 
began to squirm. They began to realize that they were dealing 
with the majesty of the law itself, that they were facing a 
charge and a trial from which there was no possible escape. At 


last persuaded, it is true, by the public prosecutor of Cook County, 
they decided that the best thing they could possibly do was to 
frankly confess to the truth, and they made their confession, Then 
this miserable story of corruption and bribery w laid before 
the world, and these men under oath confessed that they had 
been in St. Louis and that on the 21st day of June Mr, Browne 
had paid each of them $1,000, and on the 15th day of July Mr 
Wilson had appeared there in Mr. Browne's stead, because Mr. 
Browne was sick, and had paid each of them S900. Mr. Becke 
meyer stated that Mr. Browne told him when he paid his thou- 
sund dollars that it was his Lorimer money, and that when he 
paid this money he told him, “ This is coming to you.” 

Now, Mr. President, the conduct of these men is so i 
sistent with any theory of innocence and so perfectly consistent 
with the theory of guilt that I confess I have regarded it 
the most puzzling problem I have ever failed to explain to my 
self, how Senators whom I know to be absolutely honest and 


sincere could come to any other conclusion than that these men 


were guilty of tratlicking in 
in the senatorial ‘tion at 


legislation : 


Springtield. 


nd of lil r their votes 
ele 


What inducement appears in the record from any source as 
an explanation for the payment of this money? That the money 
was paid is so thoroughly well established that there is no 
escape from it. When we look into the motives of men and 
undertake to find where the reason lies for these transactions, 
the logic of the testimony points as unerringly as the needle 
points to the pole to the senatorial election at Springfield. For 
instance, take Broderick. Mr. Lorimer himself has helped us 
a little there because he says that Broderick is his friend: 
that the friendship reached back to a time so far in the past 
that he can not remember when it began, and that Broderick’s 


relatives lived over in his district 
customed to use 


Brod ric k 
those friends 


and 
his influence with 


had 


to 


been nk 


vote for 




















Mr. I {ER é »¥ a candidate for Congress over and 
‘ { t b 
Mr. Broderick in the State senate at Spring- 
\\ ind M Brod k had been in the legislature in 
i number of years, so that Mr. Broderick knew 
s th have at Springfield for doing things. 
I B < ween there long enough to make, I d Say, 
ms in regard to the jack pot regard 
of votes, in regard to the suppression of 
l t he of money, and in regard t the 
or { passage of bills in the con 
( hed tl tl ise of me i - 
| \ f limit t that sort of thing had be roing 
( t Sy f yeal I w not give a ul here 
ue ! I ] \ con i but 1 ve! ] inent 
elt ( ot ti “1 « 1 to! he « ler day Ct W way 
| 1 that for I's ey had be 1 the habit of making up 
a purse, yu . to sometimes a hundred thousand dollars, 
through different i : ind had used it there. 
I know nothing about it except this sort of conversat 
l appears in this record. But it does appear in this re 
ord, and appears to | iceded in this record by both sides, 
{ t d bee for years at Springfield what they called 
pot, a corruption fund used for the purpose of influenc- 
islation. And I have been amazed to hear men say that 


li if things exists in more than one of the capitals 
of the States of the Union. I refuse to believe it; it is too 

alling to believe that this sort of thing exists at the capitals 
of different States, and has existed there for years. But it 
appears to be conceded in this case that it had existed for a 
number of years at Springfield. Mr. John Broderick, who 
had been a member of the legislature for a number of years, 
was one of the men very likely to know of it, and he is the 
senator who had this transaction with his colleague, Senator 
Holstlaw. 

Do you say there is no testimony here to show that this 
money was to be used for the purpose of influencing the elec 
tion of a United States Senator? How can anyone possibly 
make a claim like that in the face of the testimony we have 
here? The testimony of Holstlaw can not be brushed aside by 


Oli ¢ 





seying that Holstlaw is a bad man; that he is a confessed 
bribe-taker and unworthy of belief, because all the circum- 
stances in the case corroborate him. 


Mr. Broderick, according to the statement of Mr. Lorimer 
himself, was an old friend of his, with whom he had been on 
terms of the closest intimacy politically for many years, and 
whose relatives and kinsmen lived in his district. Broderick 
had been accustomed to lend him assistance over and over 
again. John Broderick had been in the legislature at Spring- 
field for a number of terms. It was a matter of common knowl- 
edge that there was in each legislature a corruption fund. John 
Broderick evidently knew of this corrupt practice. It does 
not appear here that John Broderick was personally interested 
in any particular item of legislation in regard to which there 
was an inducement to him to make an improper use of money, 
but it does appear that John Broderick, Democratic senator 
from Chicago, was very deeply interested in the election of Mr. 
LoriMer to the United States Senate. 

I say that because the statement of Mr. Lorrer himself 
shows it; I say that because the testimony of John Broderick 
siven in this case shows it; I say that because the testimony of 
Senator Holstlaw, with whom this transaction was had, shows 
it. It furnishes a very consistent ba 





‘kground and setting when 
we look into the nature of this transaction between Holstlaw 
and Broderick. 

[ have said it did not appear that Broderick was interested 
in any other transaction. That is not correct when I reflect 
that the agreement made with Holstlaw in regard to the sale 
of furniture was coupled, so far as Holstlaw’s statement is 
coneerned, with a recital of a conversation he had with Mr. 
Broderick in relation to his vote for Mr. LorrmMer. 

Now, I have given you the setting and situation from which 
to judge the motives and the purposes of these men when we 
look into this transaction in which the $2,500 was paid. 

Mr. Holstlaw was brought to book before the grand jury at 
Springfield, charged with having made a corrupt agreement as 
un member of a committee to buy furniture for their capitol build- 
ing, charged along with his associates, Senator Pemberton and 
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this representative, Joe Clark, with having made a corrupt | 
bargain with a company that wanted to get the furniture con- | 
tract, that if they gave to them this contract they should re- | 


ceive a commission out of it. 
Holstlaw was to receive, according to an agreement between 
him and Mr. Johnson, I think his name was, the sum of $1,500 


if he would enter into this corrupt agreement, and Mr. Johnson, 


| 
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if that is his name, said that that was more than they were pay- 
ing Clark; that they were going to pay Clark only $1,000. Mr. 
Holstlaw was brought to book in this furniture deal, and the 
grand jury over at Springfield indicted him. He was confronted 
with a most serious situation. He realized that there was 
nothing between him and the door of the penitentiary; and Mr. 
Holstlaw realized that there was only one escape, and that was 
to come out and tel! the truth in regard to this whole trans- 
action. 

You can not overthrow testimony of that kind by saying that 
it is not to be accepted because the man who gave it was under 
indictment, for over and over again in the history of the trial 
of cases that kind of testimony has been found to be satisfactory 
to reasonable men and convincing to juries, and verdicts have 
been rendered upon it when corroborated, as this testimony is 
corroborated, and others have been convicted and sentenced to 
long terms in the penitentiary upon just such testimony. 

Mr. Holstlaw came out and made a statement. In that state- 





ment he said that the night before Lorimer was elected in 
Broderick—this old friend of Senator Lorrmrr from Chicago, 
living in the adjoining district, who had been his faithful politi- 
cal supporter for years—came to him and said: “ We are going 


to elect LORIMER to-morrow. And when Mr. Holstlaw replied to 
that statement in some form he said, “If you vote for him, 
there is $2,500 in it for you.” 

Iam glad to have this testimony strengthened by what app: d 
here in the statement of Mr. Lorrmer himself; that Broderick 
was his old friend and between them there was a political 
friendship extending back for years; that he had been accus- 
tomed to help him politically. This is an additional cir- 
cumstance which makes the testimony of Holstlaw all the 
stronger. 

The next day after that statement of Broderick’s, when the 
roll was called in the legislature, Mr. Holstlaw, a Democrat, 
voted for Mr. Lortwer, a Republican. The record shows that. 
Then, on the very same day—remember this—that Charles §, 
White met Lee O’Neil Browne at the Briggs House in Chicago, 
and got his $900 for voting for Lorimer, Mr. Senator Holstlaw 
comes into Chicago from his home, away down in southern 

llinois, goes out on to the West Side, where John Broderick’s 
saloon was located, which he had never visited before in his life, 
is taken into Senator Broderick’s office, and is paid by Senator 
Broderick the sum of $2,500. 

No testimony! Is not that a remarkable thing that on the 
rery same day two transactions between different men occurred 
in the city of Chicago in relation to the election of Senator 
LORIMER—$1,000 or $900 being paid by Browne to White and 
$2,500 being paid by Broderick to Holstlaw? 

I was commenting upon the very remarkable fact that upon 
identically the same day two circumstances oecurred in Chicago 
between two different men acting independently of each other— 
in the Briggs House between Browne and White, in which 
Browne gave White $900; in the saloon, over in West Chicago 
between Holstlaw and Broderick, in which Broderick paid 
Hoistlaw $2,500. Is not that remarkable? Ah, there is corrobo- 
ration in this case! These are remarkable circumstances be- 
yond the power of any mind to create. What makes this testi- 
mony convincing? How do you explain circumstances like 
these? 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Kean], in a sort of 
ironical way, says that I intimated that my remarks would 
last only 15 minutes when I began, and that here I am talking 
into the late hours of night. That is true. I no more expected 
to go into this extended review of the testimony than I did of 
leaving the city to-night, and I, in perfect good faith, expected 
to speak briefly in behalf of Gov. Deneen and stop. But we 
might just as well understand each other here and now, and it 
will be profitable to both when Senators like the Senator from 
New Jersey understand that other Senators can not be trampled 
down here by a relentless determination that no concessions 
shall be made; that not even a recess until 8 o'clock sha!! be 
taken; and that if we should be diverted for 10 seeonds, snap 
judgment will be entered and a roll call ordered. 

It was when that sort of thing was resorted to here that I 
deliberately determined that it was my duty to enlighten Sena- 
tors on the other side with reference to what the testimony is 
in this case, because I am afraid they do not know it. 

Here was a most remarkable circumstance—on the very 
same day two independent transactions between different men 
relating to the election of this Senator occurred in the city of 
Chicago. How explain it? You say it is not so; that it did 
not occur. Mr. White says that on that day he got $900—550 
on the first day and $850 on the next—and awhile ago I re- 
viewed at some length the use he made of the money when he 
got back to O’Fallon. That is corroborative testimony. 
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What was the consideration for this thousand dollars that 
Browne paid to White? It does not appear that White voted 
- some bill that Browne was interested in, for which he was 
making this payment. There is nothing in the record showing 
rhere is nothing in the record showing that there was 
any other transaction for which he was to receive money from 
a general division of what they called the jack 
ud his vote for LoRIMER. 

Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINceR] the 
ther day appeared not to satisfied with this because he 
thought it was incumbent upon the Senate to trace this money 
which Browne paid to White—to trace it back into the pocket 


owne, except 


be 


of Mr. Lortmer—or else, apparently from his viewpoint, it was 
Vi eless, 

fhe moment you trace one single dollar of it to Mr. Lorimer 
with reference to one single vote, no matter whether that vote 


was necessary to give him a majority or not, you connect Mr. 
LoRIMER personally with this transaction, and one tainted vote 
would defeat him. But if you show a sufficient number of 
tainted votes to reduce his vote below the number necessary 


to give him a majority of those present and voting it does not 
make a particle of difference where the money came from 

not a particle. You do not need to trace it. tut if it was 
money from some source, corruptly used, which caused a sufli- 
Cie number of tainted votes, so that he did not have a ma- 


jority of those present and voting, you do not have to trace it. 
And the Senator from New Hampshire need borrow no trouble 


whatever on that point. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Knowing the Senator’s anxiety to con- 
clude his speech, I interrupt him with hesitancy; but I will 
remind the Senator that a little while ago he said it was a 
common thing to have a jack pot around the Legislature of 
Illinois—sometimes a hundred thousand dollars. Now, is the 
Senator from South Dakota sure that jack-pot money did not 


circulate among this bunch of perjurers and liars that the 
Senator is dealing with? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. No; I 
picious that it did. 


am not sure. I am quite sus 


Mr. GALLINGER. But that jack pot the Senator said was 
to influence legislation. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I did not confine it to that. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator did. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Oh, no. 





Mr. GALLINGER. Now, the Senator is talking about this 
man White, the man who undertook to blackmail Senator 
LoriMerR. Failing to do that, he sold his yarn to the Chicago 
Tribune for $3,500, $1,000 down and $2,500 contingent. It may 
have been that this contingent fee figured somewhat in this 


money that White had to go off on his junkets with. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Let me call the Senator's attention to a 
little circumstance right there that will relieve all the trouble 
he is having about that, and that is this: That the agreement 


between White and the Chicago Tribune and the payment of 
the $3,500 did not occur until long after the vote for United 
Stat Senator; long after the payment of this money in the 
sricxgs House; long after these trips on Lake Michigan to 
Benton Harbor; long after these great sprees which Mr. Browne 


refers to when he uses that poetic expression about the 
flowers; long after that—nearly a year after that. So it could 
not have been any money received from the Chicago Tribune. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota further yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is barely possible that that enterpris 
ing paper might have made an advance payment when they set 
out to destroy Senator LorIMeER. 





Mr. CRAWFORD. Oh, yes. They had some kind of pre- 
; e by which, way back when the Legislature of Illinois 
was voting for United States Senator, they were foreordaining 
that on a certain day in June, 1909, Broderick should meet 
Holstlaw in the saloon over in West Chicago and get $2,500 
from him, and that down at the Briggs House Browne should 
pay White $900. The Chicago Tribune, way back there, was 


putting up this job, with the 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I can not understand the process by which 
the Senator arrives at that conclusion, but I can only say it is 
a& very strange one, indeed, when we look at the testimony in 
this case, because here are separate transactions between men 
who figured in the testimony, 


se subsequent details in it, was it? 
Possibly. 








Absolutely nowhere during that | 


period are the transactions which this testimony discloses « 


nected even remotely with the Chicago Tribune or any ot! 
newspaper. 

I say it makes no difference, in fact, \ re the 1 ey came 
from. If it was jack-pot money, used to procure \ s for M1 
LORIMER, and they procured a sufficient n ber, w it which 
he would not have been elected, it vitiates the . 

Mr. President, when you look for corrol tive te mony of 
the Holstlaw transaction, how are we to get vay from the facet 

| which occurred immediately after the payment of 
Do Senators arbitrarily, by a sort of forced f of 

| exercise, undertake to say that Holstlaw did t go, after 
had gotten this money over at Broderick’s saloon 
in the State Bank, and that the certificate of cd 
due course of business is only a fiction, and that e testin \ 
of this bank clerk, who comes into court and say 

This man Holstlaw on that day came int ink I 
action with him, and he put in this nk $2,500 in « 1, and I pla l 
it to the credit of his bank at Iuka, and here is the de; | 

Do Senators say: “ We will brush that all aside: we refuse to 
believe this cashier or clerk, whatever he is, although ther: 
not a breath of suspicion against him; we will refuse to accept 
his testimony, although there is not one contradictory th 
about it; we will refuse to accept it, because it apy is that 
Gov. Deneen was a stockholder in that bank? 

I can not understand that method of weighing testimony or 
that method of arriving at _a conclusion or that method of as 
certaining facts from testimony. I do not understand it It is 
absolutely beyond my comprehension, and I do not believe that 
many people in this country, reading that testimony with noth 


ing more or less than rational 
conclusion except that it is true. 


Well, what was it paid for—this $2,500? 


intelligence, will con to any 


He 


says that it was 


paid to him for voting for Lorrmer. He was a Democrat He 
voted for Lorimer. He had his talk about \ for LORIMER 
with Broderick. Broderick told him there was $2,500 in it for 
him, and here he appears and gets his $2,500. Broderick, an 
old friend of years and years standing, interested in the po 
litical success of Mr. Lorimer, had this talk with Holstlaw, 
made him this promise, and afterwards Holstlaw goes to his 


place of business and gets this money. 
do with this? Brush it aside; 
true? Why? Because John 
erick denies some of it, and 


What are ve 
refuse to believe it: say it is not 
sroderick denies it? John Brod 
some of it he does not deny, but 
dodges. Where he fears that he is running some risk if he does 
not tell the truth he refuses to say anything. When he was on 
the witness stand and was asked, “ Did you write to Senator 


ul going to 


Holstlaw to come up there the day you said he appeared 
there?” he declined to answer. 
‘I decline to answer.” Why? If he had written a letter to 


Senator Holstlaw, and he said he did not write it, that letter 
might be produced, and he would be in the same position that 


Link was in and Beckemeyer was in when they said they did 


not go to St. Louis and were indicted for perjury. He would 
have been in the same boat. But he was not truthful enough 
to say, “I wrote him to come,” but he said, “I decline to 
answer.” 

Senators may get around that by some process of reasoning 
that I do not understand, but I say when the ordinarily intelli 


gent people of this country read that man’s testimor 
that he declined to answer a question of that kind they will s 
that man dishonest; that man is not frank; 
keeping back the truth, and he like a guilty man. 
Another question : 
Who was in your saloon that day when he came th ’ \. Id 


is that 


acts 





to answer. 

He declined to answer. He might name some part 
inquiry might be made of them and lh ud Is ! 
statement. At any rate, he was afraid to make ve 
so he says, “‘I decline to answer.” 

Now, you have here first a D FH g for 
Republican, Lorimer. You have | ed L conversation 
between this man and this old ft d of Lorimer, Broderic] 
which he says “there is $2,500 in * you vote for him 
After the legislature adjourned you find Ss m Holst 
coming from away uown in southern Illinois up to C 
and being there the same d that I O'Neil Br ! 
White over at the Briggs H ce, t \ ] ad] 1 the o 
just exactly the amount that h iys Broderick 1 
should have for voting for Lorimer. Then you have 
mony corroborated by the officer of that bank, who is abs 
a disinterested witness. How are you going to get away f 
that? Oh, just simply say I will not believe it Wwe Iw 
believe it. I can not see any escape from accepting it with 


the circumstances attending it and accepting it as the 
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Now, I never yet have understood why when this anak! They omitted the following: 


was made it left out all reference to the statement of these 
witnesses that they were not in St. Louis which they made 
before the grand jury. I do not understand why that occurred. 
While the committee has been criticized, I never have believed 
that the committee had anything to do with that trick. But 
it is there, and my theory of it is that whoever furnished the 
transcript of that testimony to the committee which they put 
in their report omitted some very significant testimony. Then 
counsel who were representing Mr. LoriMer undertook to draw 
an outrageously unfair conclusion, which could not stand for a 
moment when that testimony is in there, but which might 
have a plausible basis with that testimony left out. I never 
have understood why that was done. But there it is. I refer 
to the attempt to make out that the testimony of these wit- 
nesses is not to be believed because it was obtained under 
duress. On page 11 of the report of the committee they put 
in this part of the testimony and left out this other part. 

On page 6 of the committee’s report they have these ques- 
tions and answers: 

Senator Burrows. State what you said before the grand jury.—A 
Well, I answered questions, but 1 disremember what all the questions 
he asked me were. 

Senator Burrows. State those you can remember, and your re- 
plies.—A. I denied receiving any money for voting for Senator Lori Mer. 

By Judge HANEcY: 

Q. Then did you leave the grand jury room ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After those different questions were asked you?—A. Yes, sir; at 
that time I did. 

Now, in the record of this testimony here is the part that is 
left out: 

Senator Burrows. State what you said before the grand jury.—A. | 
Well, I answered questions, but I disremember what all the questions 
he asked me were. | 

Senator Burrows. State those you can remember, and your re- 
plies.—A. I denied receiving any money for voting for Senator Lorimer 

Senator Burrows. What else?—A. Denied meeting parties in St. 
Louis; I didn’t remember of meeting them, that is, at that time. 


Why was that left out? For what purpose was that left 
out? It was left out because it was thought that what is left 
in there would establish a claim that there was an attempt 
made to compel these witnesses to testify to a falsehood. That 
is what it was left out for. It was left out because Judge 
Hanecy, the attorney trying to make the argument, undertook 
from this garbled testimony to make the claim that the condi- 
tion placed before Link and Beckemeyer upon which they might 
escape conviction was not by telling the truth but by testifying 
falsely. 

And so these excerpts were omitted in the committee report 
by some trick for which I have never in any sense sought to 
hold the committee responsible, because I know too well that no 
member of this committee would intentionally omit that part 
of the testimony; but whoever furnished that excerpt was seek- 
ing to furnish just enough to establish a false charge against 
the State’s attorney of Cook County, else why did he not put 
it all in? That is only one instance of this attempt to deceive | 
Senators. 

At the top of page 9 of this report, between the first and | 
second questions, the following question is omitted: 


Q. Do you remember the incident of a young lawyer coming there | 
and saying to you and some officer of the State’s attorney's office, 
“What are you holding this man for?’—A. No; the substance I do; | 
I don’t remember the exact language. 


Then on page 9 they left out this: 
Q. He did stay there until that time?—A. Yes, sir. | 
First the following question: 

Q. Now, was he in the room of the same hotel or place 
Chicago when you and Detective O'Keefe were there, when this young 
lawyer came in and asked O'Keefe: “ Why are you holding him in 
custody 7?” A. He certainly was. I remember the conversation, I 
think; but I paid no attention to it at that time. 

Q. Did the detective threaten that if this lawyer did not ‘ it | 
that he would arrest him and take him before the grand jury? a 3 
It made him rather spunky; I disremember the exact words, but he 
said something in that line. 

Q@. He gave him to understand he would have to keep away ?—A. 
Yes, sir. 





On page 9 of the committee report, after the following ques- 
tion and answer: 

Q. By the same grand jury you had been before ?—A. Yes, sir. 

The following question agd answer, found on page 295 of the 
record, have been omitted: 

Q. Was it for perjury for not telling them you had received money 
for voting for LorimMrr?—A,. That I had not met Robert Wilson 

Robert Wilson was the man he had met in St. Louis. 

That I had not met Robert Wilson—no money consideration entered 


} 


at all—-but that I had not met Robert Wilson. 

Then on page 11 of the report, after the following question 
and answer: 

Q. That was not true?—A. That was not true; no, sir. 


Q. And that is what the State’s attorney wanted you to tell the 
grand jury, was it not?—A. I presume just two answers. If I would 
answer when I went before the grand jury. That is all that Mr. Way- 
man asked me, was those two questions. 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. What were they? 

Here Judge Hanecy, an attorney for Mr. Lortver, who appenred 
to want to suppress the drawing out of this witness that the rea- 
son why he was indicted was because he had said to the grand 
jury he was not at St. Louis, when Mr. Austrian asked the 
Witness this question, said, “I am examining him.” He cut 
the question off; shut it out, saying, “I am examining him.” 

Senator Burrows. We will probabiy get at that. 

Then said Judge Hanecy: 

Q. Did Mr. Wayman there tell you at that time that he indicted 
you; that he was going to take you before the criminal court if you 
did not tell the grand jury what he wanted you to teil? 

The manifest purpose of that question is clear: Judge Hanecy 
wanted to put the words in the mouth of this witness from 
which he could claim that the State’s attorney undertook to 
make the witness give false testimeny, saying, * You must give 
this as your testimony, or you will go to the penitentiary,” be- 
cause here is his question: 

Q. Did Mr. Wayman there tell you at that time that he indicted you, 
that he was going to take you before the criminal court if you did not 
tell the grand jury what he wauted you to tell? 

What do you think of a bulldozer like that undertaking to 
compel a witness to testify in a way that he wanted him to 
testify to make out a certain theory in this case by which he 
could claim duress? 

The committee left that testimony out. The committee did 
not do it intentionally, I know, but the trickster who furnished 
this transeript did it designedly, so that as presented by the 
committee the testimony would give plausible color to this 
claim that these witnesses were under the influence of duress. 

Yet this witness did not answer Judge Hanecy as he wanted 
him to. This witness said in answer: 

I don’t quite understand the question. 

He did not see what the judge wanted to fish out of him: he 
did not understand what the judge was driving at. The judge 





understood it, but the witness did not. 


And the committee left that out. That is not in this testi- 
mony that is placed under the conclusion of the court that there 
was duress and that these poor creatures, held in the clutches of 
a relentless law officer in Chicago, were put in mortal fear of 
an indictment brought not for the purpose of vindicating the 
law, but for the purpose of making them the mere tools of the 
State’s attorney, so that he might manufacture, through these 
tools, testimony upon which to claim that there was duress. 

Out upon such a performance as that on the part of Judge 
Hanecy, or on the part of the stenographer, or attorney, or 
whoever may be liable for this attempt to mislead the com- 
mittee into putting into the record these partial excerpts of 
the testimony for the purpese of leaving a basis by these omis 


| sions for making the claim that there was duress! 


They tried to put into the mouth of this witness that Mr. 
Wayman had cooked up a story, and that he must, in order to 
save his neck with this indictment over him, go before the grand 
jury and tell the story that Mr. Wayman cooked up. That is 
what Judge Hanecy is trying to make him say: 

Q. Did you tell the grand jury, then, on the questions of Mr. Way- 
man what Mr. Wayman wanted you to tell? 

Senator Burrows. What did he tell? 

Now, that is omitted. Here is still more of it. On page 12 
of this committee’s report, the testimony which you will find 
on page 300 in the record here, a part is left out. For instance, 
after the words “ He wouldn't let me answer. the question at 
all,” near the bottom of the page, the words which appear on 


| page 300 are omitted, as follows: 


Did Mr. Wayman teil you to answer “no” to that question put by 
the State’s attorney and grand jury in Sangamon County ?—A. He had 
a representative, Mr. Reed, the lawyer there at Springfield, that read 
a great many decisions in relation to incriminating yourself, etc. 

Q. Did he send an assistant down there—an assistant attorney —to 
Sangamon County grand jury with you?—A. Not with me; but there 
was one there. 

Q. He met you there?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. To advise you and represent you there?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who was he?—A. An attorney by the name of Reed. 

®. F. F. Reed?—A. I don’t know his initials, but his name was 
Reed; from Aurora, I think. 


rhat is omitted, and an attempt is made to leave the impres- 
sion by putting in only a part of the testimony that there was 
some sort of jugglery with these jurisdictions in Chicago and 
Sangamon County, simply playing through the forces of these 


| grand juries upon these men for the purpose of compelling them 


by duress to give as their testimony a cooked-up story, false, 
manufactured, for the purpose of fastening guilt upon inno- 
cent men. Material testimony omitted. 
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Here is some more of it left out on the same point: 
vs : | 
At that first interrogation the question of Robert Wilson was dis- 


1. but not the Browne $1,000. 


cuss 


Q. All right, then; 


the one they first interrogated you about when | 


vou went before the grand jury, as to whether or not you had met Wil- 


son in St. Louis?—A. I denied it. 
This was the basis for the indictment against this man, and 
he was asked before the grand jury before which he appeared 


the first time whether he had met Wilson at St. Louis, and he | 


said, “I denied a 

They left that out in giving the testimony here on which they 
claim there was duress. They also left out this: 

Q. Was that true or a falsé hood ?7—A. I guess it was a falschood. 

Ah. it was this that got the witness into trouble and caused 
the indictment, and he said, “I guess it was a falsehood.” We 
all know it was a falsehood, because Link was in St. Louis. No 
one can doubt that, and yet he had gone before this grand jury 
and denied that he was in St. Louis or that he met Wilson 
there. 

A. I guess it was a falsehood; but I didn’t remember of meeting him 
at that time, or didn’t know the date. 

The committee left this out when they made their report and 
put in certain testimony to establish the theory of duress. This 
did not appear in that testimony. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Da 
kota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator is making 
what I think is rather a serious accusation against the com 
mittee. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. No; not against the committee. I have 
said over and over again that whoever furnished the transcript 
left this out. Does the Senator question that? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator just said the committee left 

out 
" Mr. CRAWFORD. That is not quite fair. It was left out 
in the report of the committee, but I would not make that 
statement that the committee did it knowingly, and I tried to pro- 
tect my words against a charge like that. It is not possible 
that the committee did it, but whoever furnished the transcript, 
I say to the Senator from New Hampshire, left out the very 
portions which sustain the indictments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, here is the testimony. 
Of course the Senator did not expect the committee would 
put that all into the report. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Oh, no. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The committee reported every word of 
the testimony, and Senators have it before them to examine 
for themselves. 

Mi. CRAWFORD. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I can not believe that any stenographer 
or transcriber could have picked out certain portions and 
omitted them. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let me ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire how he satisfies his mind upon the significant fact that 
here was a most serious charge against the State’s attorney 
of Cook County, a charge that he was using the processes of 
the court and the machinery of the grand jury to compel wit- 
nesses to testify to that which was false, and the committee 
rently were led in sincerity to believe that claim and re- 


ferred to it in the report and then put the testimony in which 
they considered established that claim, but omitted from that 
testimony the very testimony given by these men which fur- } 
lished the basis for their indictment. How does the Senator 
from New Hampshire explain the omission? 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think that might happen without any | 
purpose of misleading anybody. The whole testimony is here. 
CRAWFORD. Yes, but does not the Senator see that 
upon the face of the report, with only partial testimony, a most 
unfair thing occurred with reference to the State’s attorney 
of Cook County? 
‘ii. GALLINGER. That may be so. The committee, of 
cor . Were not under any obligations to put a word of that 
te ony in their report. 


CRAWFORD. Oh, no. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. They might have reported that 
the charges were not prover and have left it there, but they 
did put in some portions of the testimony, and I have no doubt 
that the committee acted in good faith. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am not gainsaying that—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; I understand. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. But if the Senator will permit me, I 
am saying it is exceedingly unfortunate and it was unfair to 
the State attorney and it was misleading to Senators to hare 
the very testimony upon which indictments were returned 
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omitted from that part quoted to show that these indictments 
were wrongfully used for the purpose of compelling witnesses 
to testify to falsehoods. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That may have been an unfortunate 
omission. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It certainly was 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yet I recur to the fact that here is the 
testimony, and every word that was uttered is in that yolume 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Kansas 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the Senator from Kansas 

Mr. BRISTOW. I should like to inquire, 


| with the permis 
sion of the Senator from New Hampshire, whether, if the 
mittee put in any of the testimony, it should rot have put in 
all the testimony that gave the story complete instead of that 
which just gave one side of it‘ 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course they ought not to have put 
in one side of any statement, and I have no idea that was 
the purpose. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It happened, though, in some manner. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There may have been inadvertently an 
omission of a paragraph, which perhaps justifies the Senator 
from South Dakota in making the criticism he does. But I 
can not believe that it was done purposely by anybody. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am frankly and without reservation 
glad to say that I am absolutely convinced that it was not 
done in any manner with the knowledge of the committee 
But I can not relieve myself from the feeling that through 
some souree and back of the committee there were interested 
parties who were furnishing the transcript; that some one 
who had an interest in having that matter appear plausibly 
here must have omitted from the testimony those very im 
portant parts as they were reported in connection with the 
eonclusion. That is all. 

What are you going to do with this charge of duress and this 
claim that they were using this machinery to make this man 
tell a cooked-up story, a faisehood, for the purpose of doing an 
injury to innocent men, when he says here, when pressed by the 
State’s attorney : 

A. They didn't ask me to lic 

In this claim that there was duress in this testimony sub 
mitted, for the purpose of showing that immediately in connec 
tion with the committee’s finding, this was not presented: 

Q. The perjury char; was correct, was it not?—A. Afterwards it 
proved it was; yes, sir 

Here is the man who had made these false statements admit 
ting this. 





Senator Frazier. If it were true that you met W in St. Le 
and he paid you $900, and that you met Browne and he 1 you $1,000 
didn’t you tell that when you me up h ror grand ju 
ind before Mr. Wayman? What were you concealing it for? = 
didn't want to get myself, perhaps, in trouble and my friends in trou 
I didnt know where the money came from That was the only 


He did not know where the money came from. I insist 
makes no difference where the money came from if money was 
corruptly used and by its corrupt use enough votes were pro 
cured for Mr. Lorimer without which votes he would not | 
been elected; it makes no difference where the mo 









from, the corrupt use of the money and the resulting el 
from the corrupt use of the money corrupting enough of th 
He was afraid he would get his friends into trovb 

Q. Why didn’t you tell it if it were a fact that you got it, 
| you met those gentlemen? What were you trying to I 


A. I didn’t know anything what there was_a 
} to criminate myself for taking this money. I 
| from. 

This question of duress, I think, is an exceedingly import 
question, because it is the thing upon which those rely w! 
dertake to get around the testimony of these 
make the claim that it is unworthy and should not | 
| sidered. 

Now, this man Link was asked if it were a present to 
money, and a fair and honest transaction for cam} 
or a gift. 

Mr. President, Mr. Link was interrogated with reference 
the matter of coercion, and I shall call attention to that 
ticular part of his testimony in which the Senator from 
| nessee [Mr. Frazier] asked him, speaking of this money th: 
had been paid to him in St. Louis: 

Q. If it were a present to you, and a fair and honest trar 
for campaign purposes, or a gift or otherwise, why were you t1 
conceal it?—A. I had no reason at all for concealing it 

Q. Why didn’t you tell it?—A. Pardon me, I will 
was afraid of getting somebody into trouble; I didn’t 
money came from. 

Q. Who were you afraid of getting into troubl 
mine or myself. 

Q. Who were your friends?—A. I had a great many friends on the 
Republican side and on the Democratic side in the general assembly. 


bout it, and didn't <« 
didn't know whe 








3040 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 27, 





Ab, there he connects the receiving of this money with his 
friends in the general assembly on both sides, Republicans and 
Democrats. Why did Mr. Link think that if he stated openly 
and frankly to the public the fact that he had met Mr. Browne 
and Mr. Wilson in St. Louis and received this money from them 
he might get a number of friends of his in the legislature, mem- 
bers of the general assembly, both Republicans and Democrats, 
into trouble? Can you answer that question? Can Senators 
answer that question without inferring that the reason he was 
afraid was that it would get friends of his in the general as- 
sembly, both Republicans and Democrats, into trouble, because 
he knew that this money was being paid to him corruptly, and 
that friends of his in the general assembly, both Republicans 
and Democrats, were also implicated in the corrupt receiving of 
money? That is why he was afraid; is it not? What other 
explanation can be made for this man’s fear? What other rea- 
son can even be conjectured why he should be reluctant about 
frankly admitting that he met these men in St. Louis and re- 
ceived this money? 

If you sit down and think about it, think about the manner 
in which it was done, the circumstances that surrounded it, 
can any Senator give himself any satisfactory reason why Mr. 


| them out. 


Link should be afraid that the giving of this information to the | 


public would make trouble for his friends in the legislature, 
except because it was a corrupt and guilty transaction for 
which they were all amenable under-the law? 

Q. Who were your friends?—A. I had a great many friends on the 
Republican side and on the Democratic side in the general assembly. 

Q. How would you get your friends into trouble by telling the 
truth, if this were a perfectly honest and legitimate transaction ?—A. 
I didn’t know how it would get them into trouble, only it struck me 
I might get them into trouble. 

Can any one have an answer for it except that he knew as 
well as he knew he was in existence that it was a miserable, 
dirty, criminal transaction, that he was not the only one in- 
volved, but that there was a whole brood of them involved in it 
over at Springfield? Ah, that explains the testimony; and you 
can not explain it in any other way. 

Q. You didn’t care to admit that some one had given you $1,000 
without any explanation about it?—A. No, sir. 

Now, about this question of duress a little further. This 
does not appear in the testimony in the report, but Beckemeyer 
was asked—this is on page 254 of the record— 

Q. Were there any threats or duress used upon you for the purpose 
of making you tell anything with reference to the Lorimer payment 
of money that you have testified to here?—A. There was not. 

We are informed here directly by a telegram which the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. BevEeRIDGE] put in the record, that Mr. 
Keeler—I think that was his name—who undertook over in 


| him that he would see that they were not put in. 


I am not quoting that testimony literally, but I am giving the 
substance of it. Well, Shephard was hopeful at once. He 
wanted to get the scalps of these newspaper men who had been 
abusing him down there at Jerseyville, and he wanted a pledge 
that they should not have the post office. It was not a ques- 
tion of their fitness for the post office; it was not a question 
with him as to whether they would be excellent servants of the 
public or of the post office; it was not a question with him of 
the public service or the public welfare at all; but he wanted 
to drive a bargain by which, whether it interfered with the 
publie service or injured it, he could keep that newspaper man 
and his deputy, or whatever he was, out of that post office. 
sSrowne said: “I have found out that is different; that is in 
Congressman RAINEY’s district. He is a Democrat. Lorimer 
can do something about that.” So he took him to Lorimer 
and Shephard laid this situation before him and wanted him 
to state whether or not he could control the appointment at 
Jerseyville and keep these men out. ‘“ Well,” said Lorimer, 
“T have got my voice in the distribution of patronage as 
United States Senator, and I do not see why I can not keep 
I will undertake to do my best to keep them out ’— 
or words to that effect—I am not undertaking to give it literally 
correct, but I am giving it substantially as it is—and he assured 
Shephard 
said, “ Well, I will vote for you.” 

It did not stop there. I do not know what else occurred. 
That is probably not all that occurred. I would not say but 
that this is all that occurred between Mr. Shephard and Mr. 
LoriMer. But Shephard’s connection with these deals does 
not seem to end there, Mr. President. He voted for Lorimer; 
but he appeared at St. Louis on both occasions when the other 
boodlers were there. How do you account for that? You can 
not get away from that. This Henry Shephard was there both 
times. This was the identical Henry who wanted to settle the 


| postmastership at Jerseyville, and he turned up when there was 


| get his share. 


some feed over at St. Louis to be distributed, apparently to 
He says he did not get any money; but it does 
not look right. I am not satisfied with Henry Shephard’s 
denial. I do not know what he was there for if he was not 
there to get some money. That is what the other fellows were 


| there for. I do not know what he was there for on both these 


dates when these other men were there, why he appeared at 
the hotel where they were, why he went to the same room 
where they went, and why he went to his vault in the Com- 
mercial Trust Co.’s bank, why Mr. Beckemeyer should hear 
Mr. Wilson say, “I have a $500 bill for Shephard,” if Shep- 


| hard was not mixed up with the distribution of this money, 


Chicago to swear that a third-degree process was used to com- | 


pel these witnesses to swear falsely, has been convicted of 
perjury for making such statements. 

You can not break this testimony down on the theory that 
duress was used. That claim is absolutely exploded and abso- 
lutely destroyed. I quote from the testimony: 

Q. Did you tell the truth then as you have told it now?—A. Yes, sir. 

Where is your duress? There is none. You can not get away 
from the testimony of Link and Beckemeyer and Holstlaw by 
technicalities. Someone said that they testified that they in- 
tended to vote for Lorimer and they would have voted for 
LorIMER without havigg this money paid to them. Does any- 
body for a moment believe that they were at Springfield passing 
the boodle around in chunks of $1,000 and $900 to men who 
were going to “deliver the goods” without it? It is absolutely 
ridiculous. This man Holstlaw says that Broderick told him 
that if he voted for Mr. Lorimer there was $2,500 in it. 

Shephard is a very peculiar man. He talked a good deal 
when he was on the witness stand, and explained that when 

srowne came to him and wanted him to vote for Lorimer he 
told him he could not do it; that he was a dyed-in-the-wool Demo- 
crat. But finally he intimated that he might do it if he could 
get the post-office matter adjusted at Jerseyville. Jerseyville 
is his town. The postmaster there owned a newspaper and 
had abused him for a good many years; he did not like that 
editor and did not like the deputy. He said if he could be 
assured that neither of these men would be appointed post- 
master at Jerseyville he might consider this proposition. 
Browne said: “We can not do anything with that; that is 
not in our jurisdiction; that is a Federal matter.” Shephard 
would not give him any encouragement, so he says; but a few 
days afterwards Mr. Browne came to him again and said: 
“TI have found out that this postmastership is in Congressman 
RAINeEY’s district, and Rarnry is a Democrat. RArNey can not 
control the appointment of postmasters at Jerseyville, because 
he is a Democrat, and the Senator will control the appoint- 
ment of postmasters down there. It is different from what I 
thought it was the other day when we were talking about it.” 


both of what was called the “ Lorimer money” and what was 
called the “jack-pot” money? You can not explain satis- 
factorily to a reasonable man that Shephard happened over 
there accidentally both times in that great city of St. Louis, 
and landed over there at that hotel, where these other fellows 
met, and went right to the very spot where the corrupt money 
was being distributed, and got right into the inner circle, into 
the bathroom where it was being paid, and then undertake to 
say that Henry Shephard just happened to be over there to get 
some packing for his automobile. He fixed the date for getting 


| the packing at the identical date that Lee O'Neil Browne was 


inviting these men to meet him there and later on when 
Wilson was inviting them to meet him there. Oh, Henry's 
skirts are not clean; Henry’s conduct has a bad odor about 
it. He made a corrupt agreement about his post office, and 
after that was made satisfactorily he got into the other deals. 
He got in them, and he got his pay—his part of the swag. 
seckemeyer, White, Link, Holstlaw, Luke, and Clark are 'n 
this so deep that I confess I can not understand how any person 
on earth can read this testimony and say that those votes were 
not corrupt votes, absolutely corrupt votes, corrupt as they 
were cast for Mr. LorrmMer, because there was a consideration 
in money that induced them to go where they did. Lee O'Neil 
srowne, we were told the other day, did not deliver any votes, 
but friends of Mr. Lorrmer delivered Lee O’Neil Browne and 
he could not help himself. That is a remarkable condition of 
things when Mr. Lee O'Neil Browne, who has been heralded 
here as a wonderful man, and whose testimony has been quoted 
over and over again as the basis for claiming that White's 
testimony ought to be disregarded, Link’s testimony ought to 
be disregarded, Beckemeyer’s testimony ought to be disre- 
garded; and this man Browne claims that he had.30 votes that 
were under his leadership and that went where he wanted them 
to go, and that he in his repeated interveiws with Mr. Shurtleff 
and Mr. Lorimer insisted that they should not one of them be 
cast for Mr. Lorimer unless they would elect him, and that 
after that understanding was reached he went at it himself and 
his lieutenants and made a canvass to get these 30 men in line. 
He admits that himself. That very night they met at the St. 
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Nicholas Hotel. They had conferences. They made reports to | 


Mr. Lortrmer and Mr. Shurtleff, and finally reported that the 30 
votes could be delivered, and the election came off the next day. 

Mr. Lee O'Neil Browne, who had been the choice of these men 
for minority leader, admits that he had this understanding with 
Mr. Shurtleff and with Mr. Lorimer himself, and that he had 
started out to get for him these votes. Mr. Lorimer claims that 
he himself got only 34; he had to get 19 more; and who got 
them? John Broderick and Lee O'Neil Browne and their lieu- 
tenants got them. And how did they get them? Mr. Lorimer 
does not claim to have had personal influence enough to get 
any beyond the 34; and he says his friends got the rest. How 
did they get them? They got them in the manner that this 
record discloses, Lee O'Neil Browne's friends delivered him? 


Well, that is utterly ridiculous in view of Lee O'Neil Browne's | 


testimony as he has given it to us here in the record. 

He says on page 665 that these 30 men voted upon a signal, 
and that signal came in the form of a statement “yea” or 
“nay” made by Manny Abrahams; that that was the signal 
upon which they as a faction all decided how they were going 
to vote, right or wrong. 

This man had control of these men, and he wanted all there 
was in it for his influence and control over them, and he used 
his power and influence over these men for the purpose of get- 
ing money, 
the testimony discloses that he so used it. 


Now, I claim that Mr. Shurtleff and Mr. Lorimer and Mr. 
Lee O'Neil Browne were working together; that these three 


events which occurred at Springfield—the election of Speaker 
Shurtleff, the selection of Lee O'Neil Browne as minority 
leader, atid the uniting of interests between LorimMer’s friends 
and those handling the jack-pot money—that these three facts 
all worked together and resulted in the election of Mr. Lorimer. 

My claim, based upon these three facts and what followed 


them, is denied, and it is attempted to get away from them by | 


undertaking to show that Gov. Deneen was responsible for 
Mr. Shurtleff’s election as speaker because he had abused his 
authority and his position as governor at Springfield in under- 
taking to dictate as to the organization of the legislature. I 
undertook to explain to-day how that claim 
unfounded, because this contest against Gov. Deneen began 
in the campaign before the election in November. It began 
immediately after the primaries at which the governor was 
nominated; and his opponent at the primaries, ex-Gov. 
Yates, joined forces with Mr. Lorimer, and they practically 
bolted Mr. Deneen’s nomination, and moved heaven and earth 
to beat him, so that he carried the State by only 20,000 or 
something like that when President Taft carried it by a very 
large majority. 

When the legislature met at Springfield this opposition to 
Goy. Deneen, which began in the primary fight and contest 
and was waged after it and up to the election, went on and on 
and on, and it was not necessary for Lorimer to be out at 
Springfield in person, because he bad his lieutenants there and 
everywhere in the State carrying on this contest to overthrow 


a governor in his own party. They were the men who suc- 
ceeded in keeping out of the caucus of their own party and 
going in with the Democrats in electing Shurtleff speaker and 


securing the control of the legislature. 

To show that I am right about that, I will read from a speech 
made in the Senate in May, 1910, by Mr. Lorimer, giving an 
account of the enmity toward him on the part of the Chicago 


Tribune, and in this speech, which I find on page 7294 of the | 


CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD, under date of May 28, 1910, this state- 
ment: 


After another bitter contest for governor in 1904 the newspapers sue- 
ceeded, and Deneen became the Republican Party nominee for governor 
and was elected governor of Illinois. The strife continued in the party 
during his whole term. During the last year of the governor's term 
Senator Hopkins urged me to join with other Republicans, with a view 
to selecting a candidate to oppose Deneen for the Republican nomina- 
tion for governor in 1908, and promised his support. n March of that 
year the friends of Gov. Yates urged him to become a candidate, which 


he did. He had the support of the organization Republicans in Cook 
County, who had organized the State with the friends of the Yates 


oeeteatien and succeeded in electing Hopkins Senator a few years 
prior. 


went over to the Tribune newspaper combination, 
joined with them and prevented his friends from supporting Yates, 
and urged them to support Deneen. When I discussed his attitude with 
Senator Hopkins, and told him that he was the first man to urge me 
to support a candidate other than Deneen for governor, he admitted 
the fact, but said he must hold to his present course or Deneen and the 
hewspapers would defeat him for reelection. 


Then he goes on to speak about the primary afterwards, as 
follows: 


But actions speak plainer than words and sentiment. 
votes were cast for governor. 
majority. 


made his peace, 


Over 400,000 
Deneen was nominated by about 10,000 


Yates’s friends were overwhelmed with the proof that almost 
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and he used it in this case for that purpose, and | 


was absolutely | 


It was not until after Yates announced his candidacy that Hopkins | 


NATE. Saye! 


every man with whom Hopkins had Influence in the State, at Hop! 


sins s 


request, had supported Deneen, while the friends of Yates had supported 
| Hopkins and carried the territory for him in which they lived. 

After the defeat of Gov. Yates, all of the power of the city, county, 
State, and Federal administrations, under the leadership of Senator 
Hopkins, Gov. Deneen, and Mayor Busse, assembled into a misfit or- 
ganization to make the final assault upon and destroy the last vestige 
of the Republican organization that had stood as a stone wall against 
the dictatorship of the Tribune and its newspaper combination for 
many years past. I was removed from the executive committee of the 


party. 


These were the Lorimer Republicans. Does anybody mean to 


say that after this long, hard contest between Hopkins and 
Deneen and LORIMER and Yates, Mr. Lorimer and his friends 
went down to Springfield, or that Mr. Lorimer’s friends—he 


being here—went down to Springfield and did not undertake 
to elect some man for speaker of the house whom neither De 
neen nor Hopkins could control, elect some man for speaker of 
the house who would not use the patronage speaker for 
either of them? They went 


as 
Ah, no; no one can believe that. 
down there to put in for speaker some one who would be abso 
lutely against Gov. Deneen and absolutely independent of Mr. 


| Hopkins, and they were so determined to do that that they 
| would not go into a Republican caucus. They stayed out of a 
| Republican caucus. They would not agree as party men to ac- 
| cept the decision of a caucus in selecting a speaker, but they 


went over completely and formed an alliance with the Demo- 
} crats, 

Mr. BRISTOW. Formed a new party. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes; these regulars, always so regular 
and always so loyal, who always take their medicine, to hear 
them tell it, and never falter, and never fail, when they got 
licked out by Gov. Deneen and Mr. Hopkins at the primaries, 
| bolted. They went against their ticket, moved heaven and 
earth to defeat their own candidate, and then went down 
the legislature and refused to go into a caucus, refused io have 
anything to do with the caucus, they were in the 

minority, and went over openly and made an alliance with the 
| Democrats and selected Shurtleff Do you tell n 
| that this election of a speaker was not an anti-Deneen and an 
anti-Hopkins matter, a Lorimer bipartisan Democratic-Repub 
lican-alliance victory, and I snap my fingers. 1 you have 
not read this testimony nor studied the logic of it if you do not 
know that that is what they did, and nothing else. When they 
got Mr. Shurtleff elected speaker, whether at that particular 
time Mr. LorkIMeR was intending to be a candidate for the Sen- 
ate or not immaterial, the history afterwards 
developed, it was one of the powerful occurrences which was 





to 


because 


speaker. 


Sily 


is because, as 


necessary to a favorable situation which caused him to be a 
candidate afterwards. 
You say he had nothing to do with the election of Lee O'Neil 


Browne as minority leader. Perhaps not directly, but the fact 


that a man of Lee O'Neil Browne’s character, corrupt habits, 
unscrupulous habits, was selected as minority leader and put 
in control of the minority patronage in the State was a fact 


| which, along with the selection of Shurtleff as speaker, played 
into the hands of the men who were determined to defeat Mr. 

Hopkins and to prevent Goy. Deneen from controlli I u- 
ation. 

Well, when these two steps had occurred, then came the ques- 
tion of making the most of the situation which existed there 
in which such men as Browne and Holstlaw and Beckemeyer 
and Link and Luke and Shephard could be brought into | 


ling the sil 


e 


| through the influence of this jack pot. That was another re 
lated fact, along with the control of the speakership, along with 
| the power which Lee O'Neil Browne had as minority leader, 
which enabled Mr. Lorimer and his faction to hope that they 
could control the election of the United States Senator. So 
after they had got into the saddle in this way, supposing we 
admit that through the influence and popularity which Mr. 
TorRmMER had built up in the deep-waterway movement, and 
through his influence as the organization head over there in 
Chicago, and the favors he had bestowed here and there upon 


such men as Manny Abrahams, that he could in an emergency 
secure, say, 34 votes, which he claimed, he did not have enough ; 


there were 19 short; he had to get them somewhere, and the 
question in this case is, How did he get them? I never have 
| gone to the extent of saying that he personally went out and 


bought them. Although he seemed to feel that I dealt unfairly 
with him in regard to it, what I said about that part of it 
in the speech which I delivered here January 10, in which I 
said: 


is 


And one can conclude, after carefully reading all the evidence here, 
that Mr. Lorimer himself did not know that fraud was being com 
mitted. I wish I could believe that he did not, because I bear him no 
ill will and would not do him the smallest injury or injustice knowingly. 


I meant every word of that. 
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I said this morning, and I say it again, that I can not under- 


stand the vindictive man. I do not know how to read the 


malicious man; he is a mystery to me. I can realize something 
abor fiiful temper; I have a little of that myself; but the 
man who vindictive and malicious, and out of malice and 
in a vindictive spirit would do harm to his fellow man, either 
to his character or in any other way, I can not understand. I 
used this language: 

I h I could believe that he did not, because I bear 1! no ill 
will and would not do him the smallest injury or injustice knowingly 


I 
Why- should I? He never harmed me in the work. If it 
were a mere personal matter between him and me and not this 
question, which, to my mind, is the infliction of an awful 
wound in the heart of the Republic itself, I would be glad to 
waive it myself. 


But I can not overlook the fact that for days and nights immedi 
ately preceding the 26th day of May, 1909, when these corrupt and 
tainted votes were cast for him, he was in Springfield 

He said he had a right to be there. I say he had a right to 
be there, but I say he was there “directing his own cam- 
paign ’’—he admits that—that he was in almost constant con- 
ference with Lee O’Neil Browne. He did not admit that, but 
that appears—he did not deny it, and the testimony of these 
other witnesses shows it—that 
he was in almost constant conference with Lee O'Neil Browne, and 
Speaker Shurtleff reported progress to him, and that he assured Sliep 


ard, the Democrat, personally, that he would procure the appointment 
of his friend as postmaster 





Browne says: 

I did. 

Q. You gave it very serious thought ?—A. Yes, sir (p. 594). 

Q. Now, after you made up your mind and after your talk with 
Mr. Shurtleff and weeks or few days of consideration by yourself, did 
you have any talk with Mr. LORIMER 


Ah, here is Lee ONeil Browne and Mr. Lorimer coming to- 
gether hers 
with reference to his candidacy?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When, for the first time?—A. I can not tell you. 

Q. Can't tell us how soon after you made up your mind to be with 


_ that you had a talk with him?—A. No; because I did not notify 
ilm first. 

Q. Who did you notify first?—A. My recollection is that I gave Mr 
Shurtleff an answer (p. 594). 

Q. And you told Mr. Lorimer. of that fact?—A. Conditionally. 

Q. There was a condition?—A. Yes. 

Q. And what was that condition?—A. I stated to Mr. Shurtleff, and 
I stated afterwards to Mr. LortMer, that I would not consent to having 
a single one of the Democrats that I had any influence with cast a vote 
for Senator LORIMER unless his election was an assured thing; that I 
would not have those votes cast away absolutely (p. 595). 


Why should Lee O'Neil Browne be so insistent that these 
30 votes which he claimed he controlled should not be cast for 
Mr. LorIMeR unless they would elect him? What was the 
reason? If he was a friend who wanted Lorimer elected un 
selfishly, why not cut loose and give him the benefit of his 
vote and give him a boom, whatever it is? Oh, no; not one 


| should vote for him unless their votes should elect him. Why 


I think that is a little too broad; that he would prevent the | 


appointment of his enemy is more correct— 

at Jerseyville if Shephard would vote for him, and that Shephard 
afterwards turned up with the other boodlers at St. Louis on June 21 
and July 15 to get his share of the money reward distributed by 


Browne and Wilson; and Mr. LoriIMER, personally, had a talk with 
Link before his election and secured Link’s promise to vote for him, 
and that this same Link also appeared with the boodlers at St. Louis 
and got his reward in cash 

Now, that is absolutely true. 

Mr. President 

I said 
that Mr. LorimMer knew enough about what was going on at Spring 
field to put a reasonably prudent man upon inquiry 

Upon inquiry; that is all. 

Now, he perhaps was not a “reasonably prudent man.” Te 
may have been overconfident; he may have been led by his 
friendship for these men to absolutely trust them and inno- 
cently believed that they were doing nothing but what was per 
fectly regular. I do not go to the extent of saying otherwise; 
but I say that it was a situation which should have put a rea- 
sonably prudent man upon inquiry. The courts of equity ever 
since chancery courts were first established to do what was 
just and right as between men in equity and in good conscience 
have held men responsible for what occurred through agencies 
they put in motion and under circumstances that would put a 
reasonable man upon inquiry. No one can deny that this is a 
sound proposition. If I select my agent and send him to do 
certain things for me, and he is engaged in my presence in 
using methods and devices that are fraudulent, I may not have 
actual knowledge of what he is doing; but if the facts and 
circumstances surrounding his conduct are such as would put 
a reasonable person upon inquiry and I accept the fruits of 
his conduct, then I am held responsible for it. 

That is as far as I went—that there was enough occurring 
there to put a reasonable man upon inquiry 

That Shurtleff and Browne were his political agents and that he rati 
fied their acts and accepted the fruits of their corrupt practices, of 
which he must at least have had some knowledge, and that he-was not 


That is as far as I went, and I think it is a fair and just 
conclusion from the record and the testimony in this case 

Now, were Mr. Lee O’Neil Browne and Mr. Shurtleff acting 
as the representatives of Mr. Lorimer or not? What does this 
testimony show? I will call attention to it. 

Mr. Browne says, in his testimony, after this conversation 
with Mr. Shurtleff, he said Shurtleff had come to him a few 
days before the election—two or three weeks—and asked him 
to ascertain how many of his followers would vote for Mr. 
LORIMER, Now, just think of this. Here was Mr. Shurtleff, a 
Republican speaker of the house of representatives, elected by 
Democrats and Lorimer Republicans, who came to Mr. Lee 
O’Neil Browne and asked him to ascertain how many of his 
fellows would vote for Lorimer. You will find that on pages 
592 and 594 of this record. He asked him how many of his 
friends would vote for Lortwer. Then he was asked: 


Now, after this conversation with Mr. Shurtleff did you consider the 
proposition which he made or suggested? 


was such a condition as that put on? The votes would not be 
worth anything unless they delivered the goods, would they? 
They would not have any commercial value unless they were 


| the means of procuring the election. That is what Browne 


wanted. This man Browne was a sharp bargainer in the po- 
litical corruption business. He wanted the goods. He wanted 
the money, and he wanted to have the votes delivered so that 
they would have a commercial value. That is why this debate 
the day Mr. LorRIMER was elected occurred, when he said on 
the floor he could not cash dreams, and English said: ‘“ Yes, 
but you can cash votes.” English knew him. Mr. English knew 
what kind of man he was talking with there, who was get 
ting up and saying you can not cash dreams, and it came 
back like a shot from English, ‘‘ Yes, but you can cash votes.” 
English knew what had been going on. Rotten things had been 
going on. This testimony shows that. After Shurtleff and 
Browne and Mr. Lorimer entered into this cooperation they 
began to make this canvass to get these 19 votes; Mr. LorIMER 
with his great personal influence—and I can compliment him on 
his fascinating victory over great obstacles and in the way he 
has made his way up in the world. I am glad to see that, but 
I say there were 19 votes they had to get for him. 

Mr. President, I am willing to admit that the Senator from 
Illinois was in Washington on the 7th of January, as he says, 
and voted on a motion over in the House of Representatives; 
but I insist that, following that Yates-Deneen fight in Lllinois, 
the lines were drawn and he had that following intact. When 
they went to Springfield they knew very well that it was a part 
of their business to see to it that neither Goy. Deneen nor Mr 
Hopkins was permitted to select the speaker or to control the 
speaker. They were willing to bolt their party, to refuse to go 
into the caucus, to make an alliance with the Democrats, 
and do almost anything in order to secure control of the organi 
zation of the house and the patronage of the house. There was 


|} a Senator to be elected, and there was a $20,000,000 issue of 
| bonds to be made in their deep-waterway project. These forces 
| were contending for the control of both. I say that the election 


of this speaker was a part of this program, and that in his elec 
tion they were willing to turn away from and absolutely throw 
to the winds the wish of that large vote which had been cast 
for Senator Hopkins. 

I do not claim that every man who voted for Mr. Shurtlefl 
knew what this game was, for he did not. Many an honest ma! 
undoubtedly, through plausible reasons, voted for him. I sup 
pose they worked the claim that Gov. Deneen was trying to dic 
tate who should be speaker for all there was in it. No doubt 
they shook that, like a red flag in the face of a bull, for all 
there was in it, and many a voter may have been misled by 
it; but the men who were playing that game of politics knew 
what they were doing. Do not forget that. 

Any child in politics can see that there was method in this 
proceeding. The cry that the governor was undertaking to 
usurp the legislative function and dictate who should be speaker 
of the house, was a mere political strategy, according to the 
ways of machine politicians and their methods. I can see 
through that. It was a game; and I said when I made my 
speech on January 10 it was a game. I say here to-night it was 
a game, and nothing but a game. 
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The dist 
known all over the United States for the siatement he has 
made that politics great game. That the way they 
regard it in Illinois: and this was a game these fellows were 
playing. They wanted the speaker and in a cold-blooded way 
they proposed to have him, because they wanted to control the 
patronage and the issuance of these waterway bonds; they 
wanted be in on the ground floor in the selection of a 
United States Senator, and they wanted to score one againsi 


is 


is a is 


Lo 


Hopkins and against Deneen, and they did not care how. 
They went into this deal with the Democrats in cold blood— 


that is plain enough—for the purpose of preventing them from 
controlling this legislature and putting their own tools in the 
That is plain enough; anybody can see that; and they 
scored in their game. 

1 do not claim for a moment—I want to be fair—that the 
Senator from Illinois had anything to do with this election of 
Lee O'Neil Browne by the Democrats minority leader. 
Lee O'Neil Browne managed that; but when Lee O'Neil Browne 
became minority leader, knowing the kind of a man Lee 
O'Neil Browne is, knowing what Lee O'Neil Browne would 
do if there was something in it, they went into a deal to use 
him and his 380 robbers—as the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Roor] calls them—for all there was in it; and they made 
a deal with him to deliver just as many of them as he could to 
Mr. Lorimer. He started out to get them. 

Now, I come to the things which happened while he was 
trying to get them. They wanted votes, and they wanted them 
badly. They had 34 Democrats, but that was not enough; 
they had to have 19 more. They went out to get them. This 
man Groves tells us how they tried to get him. Mr. Groves 
was a bluff old Democrat, apparently of the old school. | 
admire him very much from reading the testimony. He was an 
outspoken, courageous, and honest man, a Democrat of whom 
the Democrats can be proud. He was asleep in his bed in his 
room in the hotel after this agreement had been entered into 
between Shurtleff, Lee O’Neil Browne, and Mr. Lorimer that 
they should go out and get these votes. Groves was in his bed 
in the hotel, and Douglas Patterson, an ex-member of the legis- 
lature, raps on Groves’s door. Mr. Groves gets out of his bed 
and opens the door, and in comes Douglas. Douglas says, 
‘Mr. Groves, I think it could be made a matter of mutual profit 
to you and to me for you to vote to-morrow for Mr. Lorimer.” 
Ah, Douglas evidently had lived in this corrupt atmosphere at 
Springfield, where they had the jack pot and the existence of 
which he knew, and he thought he could go into bluff old Jacob 
Groves’s room and say to him, “ I want you to vote for LoriMeER 
to-morrow, and it will be to the mutual advantage of both of 


saddle. 


as 


us.” So he made that suggestion. Mr. Groves said, “ There is 
not enough money in Springfield to buy my vote for BILL 
LORIMER.” Patterson said, “ Put down the transom; you are 


talking too loud.” Groves was an honest man. He blurted out 
what he thought of this kind of business, “ There is not money 


enough in Springfield, or in Llinois”—whichever it was—* to 
buy my vote or to cause me to vote for BiLt Lorimer.” Patter- 


son wanted the transom put down at once, and wanted to make 
his escape. He saw he had made a mistake. 

Is there any testimony in this record to dispute this state- 
ment of Jacob Groves? Where is it? 

That is the testimony. It is not questioned; it is not disputed. 
It stands here in the record absolutely uncontradicted from any 
source, 

What does that indicate—this ex-member of the legislature 
in the dead hours of the night, gently rapping upon the door 


of Mr. Groves, a member of the legislature, and on being 
admitted saying to him, “I want you to vote for Lorimer 


to-morrow "—this man Groves was a Democrat—“ and 
might be to the mutual advantage of both of us?” When the 
answer rings out through the transom, ‘“‘ There is not 
enough in Springfield to buy my vote for Britt Lorimer,” 
reply is, “ Please put down the transom.” 

Draw your own conclusions, Senators, as to that transaction. 
I think you know what it meant. 

I come now to Henry Terrill. Henry Terrill was a Repub- 
lican, and he was a Hopkins man. Terrill evidently believed 
that he was bound by the expression given by the voters of 
his State. He met Mr. John Griffin, the man whose vote 
Hinky Dink, I think it was, assured Mr. Lorimer that he would 
get if he was a candidate for Senator. Hinky Dink got Griffin 
to vote for Lorimer, and Griffin met Terrill when they were out 
ransacking for Democratic votes, and asked him to vote for 
Lorimer. Terrill asked Griffin what there would be in it. 
Terrill was trying to find out. I suppose he had heard some 
rumors around town that money was being used to get votes; 
he asked this question. 


it 


the 
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inguished junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Youne] What was Griffin's answer? “ Why.” Griffin said, “a tl 


oh" es 
ede} de 


oOu- 
sand dollars, anyway.” What do you think of that? When 
you stop to consider that that is the exact amount paid to 
White, to Beckemeyer, to Link—a thousand dollars—when you 
stop to think that was the going price for members of the 
house (in the senate they got a little more because they did not 
have to have so many of them over there, and Holstlaw got 
twenty-five hundred), but in the house the regular catalogue 
| price appears to have been $1,000. 

Terrill voted for Hopkins. There is no testi \ a ¥ 
that he was committing perjury when he made this statement. 
He could not be bought. ‘Terrill is not discredited There is 
nothing here upon which men are justified in putting aside his 
siatement. 

Ah, this was a nasty, rotten, corrupt arrangement at Sprii 
field, and why can not Senators see it? I do not know lt 
surpasses my comprehension. It is so plain to me that I am 
amazed there should be any question about it. 

Here is still another circumstance. George W. Meyers I 
know what has been said about this, but George W. Meyers 
was a Democrat. a member of the house of representatives; and 


mouey | 


this record shows that so far as he is concerned he could not be 
bought. The Senator from New Hampshire |Mr. GALLINGeR] 
says he ought to have struck the man who said what he did to 


him. I do not think he ought to have committed a crime like 
that. and if what they say is true, that this jack pot had been in 
existence at Springfield for years, and that everybody knew it 
was there; that they had been buying legislation with it or 
suppressing legislation with it and dividing the boodle at the 
end of the session for years; and it was so well known that 
even counsel in this case on both sides accepted it as a matter 
of common knowledge, I do not know why Mr. Meyers should 


be terribly surprised and why his virtuous indignation 
should work him up to the point where he ought to commit the 
crime of assault and battery on the floor of the senate because 


so 


this man Browne said to him there is plenty of the “ ready 
necessary.” 

I know that the Senator from New Hampshire, with all of 
the indignation of an honest man, would resent such a sugges- 
tion as that if made te him, and I do not know but that he 


might strike such a man, but the Senator from New Hampshire 
is not Representative Meyers, and he has not lived in an atmos- 
phere like that of Springfield. He has not lived in a com 
Inunity that kas become so benumbed apparently that a matter 
of a jack pot used for the purpose of buying legislation and sell- 
ing it is accepted as a matter of course. So the way he would 
look at it and the way Mr. Meyers, who I believe is an henest 
man, looked at it, are two different things entirely. Mr. Meyers 
is not impeached. No one attacks his testimony on the ground 
that he is an unworthy man; not at all. 

But what does Mr. Meyers say? He says that on the day of 


this election he was in 


his seat; he got a note or a summons 
from Mr. Browne to come over to his seat, and he went over 
and Mr.. Browne asked him to vote for Mr. Lorimer. Both 
these men were Democrats, remember. Mr. Meyers, a Demo- 
crat: Mr. Browne, a Democrat: and yet Mr. Browne, a Demo- 
crat, was asking Mr. Meyers, a Democrat, to vote for a Repub 
lican. He said to him he would like to have Mr. Meyers go 
with him, because they were going to elect Mr. Lorimer, and 
that there were plenty of good jobs and the ready necessary, 


and that Mr. Meyers says, * Lee, I ¢ 

Then the Senator from Texas [Mr 
from New Hampshire 
lieve because he 


in not do it.” 
BAILEY | 

[Mr. GALLINGER] would le: 

t do it, but did not 


protested he could ne 


mit a crime by assaulting this man, that it is evident he is an 
untruthful witness. I think that is an unwarranted con ion. 
I do not think it is rensonable. I do not think it is natu [ 
do not think it is justified. I think the answer that Mr. Meyers 
made, considering the time, the conditions surro ling it. was 
just about the answer that the average honest member of the 
legislature would make. 

Senators refuse to be surprised at the tes or of these 
other witnesses in relation to what oecurred at St. I ind 
in Chicago, but when it comes to this incident connected with 
Mr. Meyers they throw up their hands in horror and say it 
could not have occurred, because Mr. Meyers would have imme- 
diate iN reported this man and prosecuted him or beaten hi 

Mr. Meyers makes the statement that Mr. Browne suid to 

| him that they had good State jobs to give away and “the ready 
necessary.” Some one says, “ Why, the idea of Mr. Meyers go 
ing over to Mr. Browne's desk in the open session upon ihe 
floor of the assembly hall and such a conversation occurring 
there in the open session is absolutely preposterous.” How Any 


Senators make note of what happens between two Senators if one 
goes over to the seat of another and exchanges quietly, perhaps 





in whispered conversation, a few words with that other Sena- 


r 
They 


tol do not notice what is said once in a hundred times, 
because they are not eavesdroppers meddling with the affairs 
of er Senators, There was no occasion for them to make 
n f what occurred, and it is absolutely absurd for men to 
3 t this could not occur without everybody knowing it. 

re is t a Senator on this floor who could not go to an- 
oO Senat and, in an undertone, carry on a conversatior 
I tter and go back again and not another soul in 
the Senate except those two men know what they said to each 
t] Now, you all know that. I do not think this is an ex- 
traordinary thing at all, or an unnatural thing under the cir- 
eumstaneces which prevailed at Springfield. 

Mr. Meyers said that this occurred. Mr. Browne denies it; 
but Mr. Browne is a scoundrel, and everybody knows it, and 
Mr. Meyers is a reputable man, against whom not one word can 
be said except what may be claimed from these circumstances. 
He did not sell his vot 

They tried to show by a page that the page did not see him 
zo over to Browne's seat. There is nothing in that. Would 
what a page might say with reference to an event that oc- 
eurred 14 months ago, that he did not see a Senator from this 
side of the Chamber go over to exchange a word or two with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], be consid- 
ered as evidence against the fact that he did go? It is not 
worthy of consideration at all. It has absolutely no value 

George Alschuler—I have heard nothing said against him | 
as man; I do not know anything about him—sat back two 


or three seats behind Browne, and he said he did not see this, 
but it might’ easily occur and Mr. Alschuler not see it or hear 
what was said. He was in no position to deny it a year and a 
half afterwards, 

But Mr. Meyers, who did know, who was the one 


St 


to whom the 


remiurks were addressed, the one to whom the appeal was 
made, who was the one whose vote was sought, said it did 
occur and that this man did solicit his vote and tell him they 
had the good State jobs and the “ ready necessary.” 

I can not refuse to believe the statement of Mr. Meyers. He 


is unimpeached. He is not discredited. He is not attacked by 


any testimony that appeals to me, and his statement fits in 
with the statement of Henry Terrill, which shows what was 
going on. It fits in with the statement of Jacob Groves, which 


shows what was going on. It harmonizes with 
fact that there was a corruption fund there. Then, in the same 
connection, about the same time, is this Holstlaw transaction 
that I have reviewed over and over again. I can not drive my 
mind and coerce my faculties into any process of reasoning by 
which I can get away from the compelling force of all this 
testimony. I can not get away from it. 

Senators must not expect me to get away from it. I can not. 
I have no prejudice in this case, but I have got to be governed 
by my judgment and my convictions, and I can not get away 
from it. : 

I am a country lawyer and I have tried a good many cases, 
some of them involving a good many thousand dollars, some of 
them involving human life and sacred personal rights, and I 
have had some experience in weighing testimony. 

I can not get away from the compelling force of this testi- 
mony nor throw it aside nor reject it nor escape the logical con 


the admitted 





clusion that it forces upon me that this transaction between 
Holstlaw and Broderick was a corrupt transaction and a crime. 
Then there is De Wolf. They said “ poor old Jacob De Wolf,” 
whom I have abused. Jacob appeared to be around hunting for 
some Republican to deliver his vote to from the time the thing 
started almost. Jacob wanted to deliver his vote to Hopkins 
and tried to go and organize the Democrats for the purpose 
of delivering them to a Republican, and I see in this record 
that Jacob over and over again during the various roll calls 
voted for Lee O’Neil Browne for Senator. 

What do you think of the purity of motive and disinterested- 
ness of De Wolf when he was a blind follower of Lee O'Neil 
Browne, voted for Lee O’Neil Browne for Senator, and fol- 
lowed Manny Abrahams as his bellwether? In August, just 
after these transactions occurred in St. Louis, where money 
was paid, Jacob makes a payment on his real-estate transac- 


tion of $600. I do not like the looks of that myself. 


Joe Clark, outside of Lee O’Neil Browne, was one of the 
smoothest villains of them all, but he left behind him a trail 
of the most suspicious circumstances all the way through. He 
happened over here at St. Louis on both occasions. He tells 
White, so White says, that if it had not been for him Link, 


[ think it was, would have delivered his vote for less than what 


he did, but that he induced him to hold out and got his thousand 
dollars. 

Oh, these votes were not honest votes. These Democratic 
yotes cast for a Republican, with all these circumstances so 
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well established about them, were tainted votes, corrupt votes. 
To use not elegant English but truthful English, the transac- 
tion was rotten. 

Beckemeyer, White, Holstlaw, Link, Luke, Wilson, Browne, 
and Broderick, everyone of them Democrats who voted for Lee 
O’Neil Browne and by this testimony so clearly established that 
I can not escape it, voted for him for a consideration in money, 
This can not be set aside as a trifling matter, not to be seri- 
ously considered. The personal equation, the kindly feeling 
toward the sitting Member, the reluctance about putting him to 
any inconvenience and having him go out of here with this his- 
tory of these transactions connected with him, are expected to 
overbalance and put away from consideration these tremendously 
serious facts in regard to fraud and corruption in connection 
with the votes cast for the sitting Member. 

Mr. President, if the elections in the United States are.to be 
the subject of cold-blooded purchase, what does this Government 
amount to? You arraign these poor people over in Adams 


| County, Ohio, because they sold their votes, but you never hear 


| away from it with such talk as that. 


| bread. 


a word said about the men who bought their votes. In this day 
and generation, where poor people are struggling for an exist: 
ence in this world, and where in some localities they are 
pressed by hunger and by want, I can see some excuse for them. 
I say that there is some excuse for the poor man driven by 
hunger and by want and by privation, if they yield to the temp- 
tation and sell their votes, because they need the money to buy 
But I ask, where is the excuse for the man who has the 
money and who seeks to use it by corrupting the ballot box, 
who goes out and holds this gold up in the face of these poor 
people and tempts them by that gold to sell their honor and 
to corruptly deliver their votes? 

If that sort of thing is to go unchallenged and be accepted as 
a matter of course, the American Republic is fast approaching 
its end. What are we to think or contemplate if in this day of 
which we speak so often, when great fortunes have been 
amassed, where the holdings of one man may mount up until 
they are counted not by millions, but by billions, if this wealth 
is to be used among the poor for the purpose of buying from 
them their honor? What is to become of the American Republic? 

It will not last long. And yet a situation like this we view 
apparently with indifference, and look at it, not from the 
standpoint of the public welfare, not from the standpoint of 
the preservation of purity in our national life; all that 
treated as too far way, and the whole issue narrows down to 
a feeling that the purpose of the investigation is the protec 
tion of the good name of the sitting Member. To my mind 
this matter is so fundamentally serious; it reaches so deep; 
its consequences are such a menace to our national life, to the 
public welfare, to the existence of the Government itself, that 
I can not think of the incumbent of the office except as a mere 
incident of secondary consideration and that the integrity of 
the election, the integrity of our political institutions, are 
vastly more important. 

We live in an atmosphere of indifference, of self-satisfied 
existence. We do not borrow trouble on account of to-mor 
row; we are living for to-day. We are absolutely drunk with 
power. The great corporation or the political machine which 
has power gets drunk with power. It exercises it for the very 
of exercising it, and feels a delight in crushing with a 
steam roller, or some other process, every helpless individual 
who stands in its way, and gloats in it and glories in it 
There is too much of that. It becomes unscrupulous. If you 
ean not win one way, win another, because the only thing in 
the world is success, no matter how you get it. All you are 
asked to do is to win, no matter how. Power without scruple is 
what counts. Results are what tell. If you have money, use if. 


is 


love 


If you need votes and do not know any other way to ge 
them, buy them—just so you get them. This is the creed 0 


wealth and power with its boss and its machine. 

I am not overdrawing this picture. So help me, God, I am 
telling the truth about it. Make a great big purse, and each 
man put, and each company put up, and go to Springfield with 
go to some other town with it, and use it and get results; 
that is what you are asked to do. What is going to become 0} 
the integrity of our political life if we are to treat with 
callous indifference a situation like this? 

Throw it to one side and say that the man who is trying to 
stand for honesty in these things is playing to the galleries; 
that he is simply bidding for the support of the muckraking 
magazines to make himself prominent; that he is not sincere; 
he is a reformer. Ah, it will not do to treat a question like 
this by dismissing it with such talk as that. You can not get 
I will tell you what you 


it; 


are going to do now, and I am not indulging im any idle 
prophecy: We are going to have more honesty. 


We are going 

























































—_—_—— } 
to set our faces more sternly agains tuations like this at 
G efield. W going to hold men who are the benefi 
ies of the transactions to a strict accountabilit ind if 
‘ i e th » are going to turn them out 
els ire a i e ; olution. I do not mean ; 
‘ { of odsi l ot l: but, whether it i wise 
or unwist y he 3s d or unsound, you are going to 
have revolution in our form Government, and you will 
ha 1 ce 1cy ind a] democracy because of the dis 
trust that sit ons il s { I P pe e of this 
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Oh. m 1 will ju s is tl ilk of a demagogue 
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f ! Ww’ « en e evidence show t there | 
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t know | se list doe rt how do 
hat changes are t work « rywhere of one form and 
‘ and we all do know tha tests are coming uy] 1 on 
a : other, and cha es ‘ isted » of one kind 
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United State De is tire il ( } it it men 
» this body by the unlawful use of money, whether it is 
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ve g¢ for then lever that conviction fastens itself ge 
( y throughout the United States, do you know may 
happen I do not; only I am sure something very radical w 
happen. 

You can not dismiss this situation lightly with the charge 
that it is the result of demagogic attacks or of attempts to 
destroy character. It is too serious for that. Het re Browne 
Holstlaw Broderick, Wilson, Link, Luke, Be kemeyer, Shep 

7 


hard, this bunch of fel appearing in Chicago and 
voting corruptly, dishonestly, and 
for a candidate for the United States 
not be here but for those vote 
This is the testimony, testimony that ou to be considered: 
that read everywhere by intelligent and 
Chey have an absolute 


lows St. Louis 
1 This 
to do so by money, se 


e who would 


e 





is men 


testimony 








honest men, just the same as we read it. 

conviction in regard to it. Is this testimony overthrown? By 
whom? I think it is a rule recognized everywhere that a state 
ment made by a criminal against his own interest is good 
testimony. His own statement in his favor is not good. Self 
serving declarations are not good; but missions of guilt, ad 


og 
aa 
against himself are regarded as credible testimony. 
This testimony, especially the testimony of a man who, like 
White, was often found to be under the influence of drink, hi 


missions Ss 


Ss 
discretion gone, his caution gone, giving expression, without 
realizing its consequences, to his thoughts; what he said under 


such circumstances is the most valuable kind of in 
my opinion, no matter how black you paint him. It is the most 
important kind of testimony because it testimony where 
under the circumstances you can not charge him with making 
®% statement from any selfish motive, but involuntarily h 

I thoughts. When we find him talking 


expressing his innermost 


testimony, 
is 


e 1s 





with the cigar girl at O’Fallon, and down at Springfield prac 
tically offering his vote for a corrupt consideration, the man 


was giving expression of himself against his own interest; and, 
to my mind, for that very reason, his testimony is corroborative 
instead of , 

Last year, when Mr. Lorimer made his address, he paid a 
very high compliment to Lee O'Neil Browne. He could not con- 
ceive of the possibility of any person ever approaching Browne 
with a corrupt proj; l. He said he recollected a cireumstance 


self-destructive 


oOFal. 


several years ago, when he was having a pleasant chat with 
Mr. Browne, and Browne told him that he believed the Bible 


from cover to cover, that he was an exemplary Christian man. 
Well, Lee does not appear to be that kind of a man. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He fell from grace. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. He did fall with a vengeance. He fell 
a long way. We have painted White about as black as a man 


crys 


ean be painted here—I think deservedly; we have made him 
out a dissolute wretch and a seoundrel, and yet Lee O'Neil 


Browne called him his “dear old pal.” 
" after this swag was distributed, set apart a time when he and 
his “dear old pal,” White, could go off on a bumming trip and 
enjoy the fruits of the boodle that the one had paid to the other. 
The letters that. They up and down, the 
Lakes, in their baechanalian celebration. Lee O’Neil Browne— 


Lee O'Neil Browne, 


disclose go 


across 
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ul without which he would not have bee ected That is 
what this testimony shows. I st l al j 
weighed, I do not now how vi in es ( e corn ion, 
because it is in the record. 

Mr. President. if we are to consider the st made by 
the sitting Member as test ony it undertak ) ount I 

me oft these Democrat votes Di { I s I | Ol 
accounting for all of them. 

Ile gave the circumstances der ich he ‘ f 
State Senator Hearn, a Democrat, and Mr. Gor 1) 
erat, Ile claimed be t Gorman thi ! e «lk 
proposition; that Mr. Gormar ve Lb ! lu 
eu | people in his town, thout regard ) rty n 
fa of Mr. LoRIMeER on that account, and they came up d 
asked that he be elected He s \ 
vote of Gorn He also undertakes ) ‘ f 
Mr. Riley on account of the deep water 
hobby of Mr. Riley, and Mr. LoriMer l 
of time and magnificent ser‘ e to that a 
he got the vote of Mr Riley. 

He undertakes to account for the te I i ( 
Democrat. He says he was honest: tl he } 
connection with the proposed amendment to ‘ on 
for the sale of $20,000,000 of bonds. 

He says he got Henry Shephard’s 
planation he gives for that vote: 

Then we con to He Ss ] 

Well, I think there is a good d 
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That is he says ab fenry; bu 
Henry s: | we d me ote for LORIMER ‘ 
ribbed Democrat; and he would not vote 
circumstance, unless it was one. That was 
Mr. Lorimer did not mention that. Tl 
prevent the appointment of his enemies 


zht vote for Mr. Lorimer, bui 
sibly fetch him. Mr. LontMer said nothing 
He got a promise because they had a Lb 


' down there, and he got a promise that he accepted as d 


office he mi 


3906 


tion of his support. 


He got a promise from Mr. Lorimer, upon 
which he said he voted for Lorimer. It was a corrupt promise, 
too. 

But that is not all connected about Henry Shephard. Henry 
pears in several other acts in this play. The curtain does not 
dt there, so far as Henry is concerned; but Henry turns up 
in Louis when the boodle is being divided. Henry gets there 
and lands in the Southern Hotel at a very propitious time for 


ay 


St. 


Iienry. Henry is not in the habit of missing things like that. 
There was some intuition that led Henry to believe that it would 
be a good thing for him to go to St. Louis and be down at the 


Southern Hotel on a certain day, and Henry was there. So was 
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it is manufactured and untrustworthy. You can not get rid 
of it that way. It will haunt you forever afterwards, when 
you reflect upon it and undertake to dismiss it on the theory 
that it is all manufactured and untrustworthy. It is not. 
There is no way to establish such a preposterous claim as 


that. These are established facts, from which there is no 
escape, and it ptts a taint of corruption upon from 7 to 
11 votes, and the question is, Without them would Mr. Lorr- 


MER have been elected, and would he occupy a seat here with- 
out them? He certainly would not; and if without them he 
would not be here, would not hold his certificate, how are we 
going to permit him to remain here? 

If we weigh this testimony, weigh it conscientiously, and 
weigh it as jurors would weigh facts and testimony in the 


| ordinary affairs of life, it seems to me there is no escape from 


Lee O'Neil Browne; so was the whole gang of them—Clark, 
Luke, Link, Beckemeyer. The whole crowd was there, and 
Henry was there. I think Henry got some of the swag. I do 
not think it was an accident. I think he knew that the money | 


was to be divided, and he considered that he was entitled to his 
share, and he went there, and I would have no doubt that 
got it. 

Itenry went home, and on the 15th of July, when these noble 
heroes met there again to exchange felicities, Henry was there 
Oh, yes; he went there this time to get some packing 
for his auto. He was there. Henry never missed a good thing. 
Henry’s intuitions were simply remarkable, because he knew 
when there was to be a meeting where swag was to be divided 
in St. Louis, on the other side of the Mississippi River. Henry’s 
automobile needed packing just at that time. Henry went. 

Of course, Henry found it necessary for reason on the same 
day to visit the bank where he had a safety vault, and to 
visit the Southern Hotel on the same day, and to meet his old 
friends, whose acquaintance he had made at Springfield dur- 
ing the winter before, and so he appeared there. 

I do not 
of the jack pot 


«a! 
atisd, 


-the $300—because Beckemeyer says that when 


he got his Wilson says “I have this $500 for Shephard.” He 
went over to the bank. 
Mr. LorRIMER goes on, after he gets through with his little 


statement in reference to Shephard, to explain about 
Alschuler. George was a bitter enemy of Hopkins. Of course, 
George was a Democrat, and he could be a bitter enemy of 
Hopkins, and he could be a consistent Democrat by voting for 
a Democrat, but he was a bitter enemy of Hopkins, lived in 
Hopkins’s town, and the fact that he was an enemy of Hop- 
kins was used as an explanation of his vote for Mr. Lorimer. 
And then he was in favor of this deep-waterway movement. 
Suppose we accept that; do not question it at all, and pass on 
to the next. That is not enough. 

We come then to Charles Luke, and he undertakes to ex- 
plain why Charles Luke; a Democrat, voted for him by saying 
that Hopkins was a bitter partisan; that he had made cam- 
paign speeches over in Luke’s district and had abused the 
Democrats, and so Luke had it in for him; and he gives that as 


George 


an explanation of why Luke voted for him—Lortrmerr. I 
am not satisfied with that, because there is a whole lot more 
testimony here about Mr. Luke that Mr. Lorimer does not 


appear to know anything about. 

Charles Luke seemed to have that intuition with which Henry 
Shephard was gifted, and when they met over in St. Louis on 
the 21st of June and on the 15th of July to divide the swag, 
Charles Luke was there both times. He was invited up 
the room with the rest of them, and a great deal remains in the 
record identifying him with these corrupt transactions. Mrs. 
Luke, it is true, says the time when she saw him have $950 was 
before he got this telegram to meet Wilson in St. Louis on July 
15. But it was some time after the legislature had adjourned, 
and she says he was out of town somewhere, she does not know 


just where, and came back with this money. The testimony 
indicates he went about the time these other men went to St. 
Louis—the first time June 21. She saw him have $950 in bills. 


After that she knows he got a telegram calling him to St. Louis, 
and he went, and the other witnesses say he was there both 
times. 

Now that is very much more testimony than Mr. LorRIMER 
was able to give us; and it shows that Mr. Charles Luke, who 
put the Democratic candidate for Senator, Mr. Stringer, in 
nomination, was his supporter until the 26th of May, when he 
flops over and votes for Mr. LORIMER. 

That looks bad. It fits in with the rest of this record. It 
dovetails with the rest of this testimony. It indicates guilt on 
his part in common with that of Link and Beckemeyer. 

Mr. President, this is not all imagination. This is not all 
manufactured story. It is preposterous, absolutely preposter- 
ous, to try to dismiss this closely connected chain of circum- 
stances and facts and incidents, so many of them not within 
the control of the men who were playing their parts, by saying 


into | 


he 


| invalid, although he knew nothing about it. 


the conclusion that there was 
1ever attempted to discuss the law of this case. It not 
necessary now; it never was necessary for me to discuss it. 
It has never been anything but an application of a simple rule, 
and that is this: If this Senator would not have been elected 
except by receiving these tainted votes, then his certificate is 
There can be no 


not a valid election. I have 


is 


| question about that. 


think there is any doubt that Henry got his part | 








What I insist upon is that this testimony shows at least that 
much, and [ insist that it also shows, not that he willfully 
knew and connived and participated in the fraud—I never have 
made that claim—but that he was present and had his agents 
at work, and there was enough going on during his stay there 
to put a reasonable man upon inquiry. 

That being true, by the most simple rule of equity and chan- 
cery he is bound by what followed, and he can not accept the 
fruit; he can not be the recipient of the fruits of these fraudu- 
lent transactions carried on under these circumstances by these 
men who were going to and fro among these purchasable Demo- 
crats and using somebody’s money to secure their votes for him. 
He can’ not escape personal responsibility for the acts of these 
men. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt but that every Member of 
this Senate will agree with me, and agree with me without 
any reservation whatever, that the very existence, indeed the 
right to exist as a nation and as a government, depends upon 
the simple question whether we are honest and faithful to the 
underlying principles upon which this great fabric of govern- 
ment rests. If honor has departed and money has taken its 
place, if integrity has lost its force and control and commer- 
cialism has been installed in its stead, if seats in this body, 
representative as it is of the national life and national exist- 
ence, are to be a matter of barter and sale and a mere question 
of purchase, we have no right to exist; we are unworthy, and 
the sooner we go out of business the better. 


Legislators, of course, will make mistakes. It is to be ex 


| pected that they will make mistakes; but if they are honest and 


true to their trust the mistakes are not serious. The mistakes 
are easily corrected, but if we are going back to. the days of 
Robert Walpole and Lord Holland, when it is a question of 
buying place and corrupting voters, we had better stop that 
clock and turn it back and turn our faces to the rear instead 
of forward, because we have reached the acme, and from this 
time on we are going down. 

No; what we must insist on here is honesty and sincerity and 
loyalty to conviction, and absolute loyalty to the people who 
sent us here. 


TARIFF AND RECIPROCITY, 


Mr. President, by way of digression, I wish to say that two 
years ago, just after I had been elected to the Senate, I came 
to Washington to attend an extra session of Congress. I had 
been in Washington but twice before in my life. I had never 
a national legislature in action but as a visitor in the 
gallery once or twice in the long years that preceded my elec- 


seen 


tion as Senator. On one of my visits Grover Cleveland wis 
President of the United States and on the other Theodore 
Roosevelt. My whole experience in life had been confined 


largely to the great West, in the heart of which I first saw 
daylight on my father’s farm up among the Mississippi River 
hills in northeastern Iowa, in an old farmhouse out in the 
woods, away from the roadside, in that pioneer stage of early 
life of Iowa when they were just opening up in the woodlands 
her first settlements. My father and mother were of the old 
stock of Scotch-Irish Presbyterians, who believed in the West- 
minster Catechism and practiced the Ten Commandments. 
There were 12 children in the family—9 boys and 3 girls—and 
each one had his little Testament. The family prayer that was 


offered every morning was a prayer for the President of the 
United States and for the preservation-of our Constitution and 
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for a blessing upon the rulers of this Republic. 
tion at which I became a candidate for this office, a Republican 
convention, we declared for the protective tariff, but we made 
two or three exceptions. We wanted free coal, Mr. President, 
and free lumber, and free iron ore, and if there was a monopoly 
nroducing a manufactured article we wanted the tariff upon it 
reduced to a point which would permit importations sufficient 
to create competition. That was a very nice theory and it was 
a fine declaration to put in our platform. 

Ve based our belief in this doctrine of free lumber and free 
and free iron ore upon the claim that it rested upon a 
proper conservation of our natural resources, and would pro- 
mote the preservation of these resources. When we were mak- 
ing up the tariff bill, the question came up with reference to 
putting certain articles on the free list. I was for free lumber 
and free coal and free iron ore. 

The Democratic Party in its national convention at Denver 
had declared for the same things, and while I had some doubt 
about the support of eastern Democrats or eastern Republicans 
from manufacturing districts for this proposition, I had no 
doubt but what the Democratic Party would be largely united 
upon the proposition that we should have in this new tariff law 
free lumber, free coal, and free iron ore. 

I made a speech in favor of it, and I remember that in a few 
days afterwards a member of the Senate, whom I learned to 
love, he was a true gentleman, one of nature's noble 
men, a gentleman of the old school, and always kind to me 
a Democrat—who sat here or near here—Senator Daniel, of 
Virginia—stood up here and made an address, in which he op 
posed putting lumber on the free list, and he opposed putting 
coal on the free list, and he told us in an inimitable way why 
he objected to removing the tariff from lumber and from iron 
ore. He went on to tell how in Virginia thousands of laboring 
men were dependent upon their labor in the iron mines for the 
support of their families, and how they went down into the 
poison-laden vapors of those mines and took their lives in their 
hands for the purpose of earning a wage there that would en- 
able them to support their families. He protested against per- 
mitting iron ore to come into this country from Cuba free, which 
might interfere with the opportunity of those laboring men in 
Virginia to earn their living. 

He opposed for the same reason largely the removal of the 
tariff from lumber, and I remember how he stood up behind his 
desk here and put his crutches over against it and looked 
with a sort of proud and haughty air over the Senate Chamber 
and said: 

I do not care what you call this; you may call it a tariff for revenue, 
or you may call it a tariff for protection, but it is a good thing for 
Virginia, and I am for It. 

So I discovered that my dear old friend, Senator Daniel, in 
the making up of this tariff, felt that he was obliged to repre 
sent what he considered the best interests of the people in 
Virginia, the State which he represented; and while I, a Repub 
lican from a Republican State, was advocating the placing of 
lumber upon the free list and iron ore upon the free list and 
coal upon the free list, notwithstanding the Democratic plat 
form at Denver had declared for the same things, this doughty 
old Democratic warrior from the grand old Commonwealth of 
Virginia, the mother of Presidents, was arguing for a substan 
tially protective tariff upon lumber and coal and iron ore. 

I remember also that during that debate the distinguished 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Stwmons], who so ably re] 


eoal 


because 


resents his State here, with his associate, made a speech in 
which he defended a tariff upon lumber, and made what it 
seemed to me was a very good Republican protective tariff 


speech. 

I remember that when we passed over into the 
Georgia, one of the Di ratic Senators from that State voted 
for keeping a tariff on lumber and the other voted to take it 
off, and both represented what he believed was the best interest 
of his State and voted according to what he believed was a 
loyal expression of his view as a member of the Democratic 
Party. 


State of 


mot 


[I remember that when we came over into the State of 
Mississippi, the very able and distinguished senior Senator 
from that State [Mr. Money] declared in favor of the tariff 
upon lumber as a tariff for revenue. His position was that it 
was an article of con ree and that it ought to pay its share 
of the revenue; that it was a mere detail and that it ought 


not to be specifically mention 
Which he maintained should 
without committing itself 


d in the party-platform matter, 
declare general party principles 
to details. 
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In the conven- 


I remember also that when we were making up that tariff | 
something of a contest arose between the Senators from Florida 
and the Senators from Maryland. The Senators from Florida | 


wanted the tariff on pineapples increased quite materially, be- 


| 
t 


Dd 


cause they said that Cuba had the advantage over Florida in 
the raising of pineapples: that their season was earlier, and 
they could get their fruit on the market sooner; there was an 
advantage in favor of the Cubans in the laber cost, and they 
said unless the tariff was increased upon pineapples they could 
not compete with Cuba; so they asked for an increase of the 
tariff, as I recall it, of over 100 per cent 

Immediately there was a very sharp difference of opinion be- 

tween the Senators from Florida and the Senators from Mary- 
land in regard to the tariff on pineapples. Mar i would 
seem from the speeches at that time, cans pine ples in rgze 
quantities, and wants to get them from Cuba without ; 
So we had here a difference of opinion between ir d 
friends from Florida, who wanted the tariff on pineapples in 
creased, and our good friends from Maryland, who wanted it 
taken off entirely. That was all right; it was consistent 
enough; but it showed that as representatives of their re 
spective States these able and distinguished and honorabl 
Senators were doing the best they could, in a give-and-take 
policy, to represent their constituents in establishing sched 
ules that would be as fair under the circumstances as could be 
secured. 

+ The situation was very similar in many other things. The 
Senators from Colorado and Idaho wanted the tariff upon lead 
ores increased. The Senators from the Northwestern States 
wanted the tariff retained upon lumber and upon shingles rhe 
distinguished Senators from California wanted an increase on 
lemons. By great ability and diplomacy and most excellent 
Inanagement they succeeded in securing what they wanted 
but then I am told the Union Pacific Railroad Co. increased 
the transportation charge On lemons by just the amount which 
they succeeded in having the tariff upon lemons increased, and 
they lost the benefit of it. 

So I discovered, Mr. President, that under the old method 
of making tariffs it was a sort of a grab game, in which each 
community was seeking to get all that it could out of it and to 
make the best bargain with its neighbors that was possible 
and that the result was not satisfactory The result under 
such circumstances could not be expected to be satisfactory. 


[ discovered that this old method of making a tariff was the 


same which had been followed in making tariff laws for genera 
tions, and that in the absence of some better way each Senator 
considered himself as a trade ambassador to represent his 
State in driving the best bargain for its people that he could 


drive. 





The State I represent in part was no exception. Our people 
had some sheep out on its western ranges They were pro 
ducing wool, and they thought the tariff should remain on that 
commodity The legislature that sent me to that extra session 
passed a resolution through both houses almost nanimously 
protesting against the reduction of the tariff on the very 
legislature that gave me my commissic made that sort of a 
declaration. I could not escape from it, no tter if I thought 
the tariff on wool ought to be reduced The people to whom |] 

s indebted for my commission and wh here ¢ 
pressed their wish in regard to it, and I felt b lt by their 
nstructions and voted against changes in the w chedule 
This shows the condition of things under the old method of 
making a tariff. Selfishness, local interests, rise above eve 

ther consideration and it was a sort of grab-bag 1 hod Phi 
East was trying to get all it could get 

Mr. GALLINGER. And it did. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. And it did. The We \ l ¢ the best 
it could; and it did. California did magnifice work, 1 
cheated out of it afterwards. The Pacific s ‘rtair 
up a magnificent fight to retain 1 tariff mb oO 
southern brethren wanted free 1 | : di aly 
thought they ought to have it; but they di t it, tl l 
they got free sulphate of a1 ni 

A TARIFI 

I do not believe in this reciproci friend, for 
whom I h very great adi tor from Ind 
[Mr. BreveripGe], advocates, beca rt t one-sided 
iffair; but, Mr. President, I do b mmis 
I President Taft were to « t s ( ore ! 
into an extraordinary session d 
we out TONY oO re S¢ t] toriff | 4 } } 
in » the old method of rev with no test ( 
acting for his locality, by the old grab-! i 3s, | 
believe, after the severe drubbing w ive I 1, af 
lesson which experience has taught us, if w 1 f 
old method that we could make any better t bill agai ! 
the Payne tariff law of 1909. I think we would get about tl 
same result if we went at it in the old way, | 
no testimony. We were told that over in the other He t 
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Committee on Ways and Means sat for a number of months 
and took a lot of testimony, but what was it worth? Who gave 
that testimony? What kind of people gave it? On one side 
the importer, who is dealing in imported articles and wanted to 
get the tariff off entirely. He testified in his own interest, and 
his wish was to cut it as low as he could possibly cut it. He 
wis an interested party. On the other side was the manufac- 


turer, who wanted to make money in a protected market and | 


wanted to shut out foreign competition, so that he might per- 
sonally profit by its exclusion. He testified in opposition to the 
importer and allowed his imagination to carry him to any 
extent which he thought was necessary to maintain his theory. 
The testimony came from men governed by the same motives— 
testimony ex parte, hearsay, and prompted by supreme selfish- 
Such testimony is not worth a pinch of snuff. I would 
not give a penny for a bushel of it. 

I remember one day we were working upon the tariff sched- 
ules, when all at once a sharp debate arose as to whether the 
tariff should be increased or reduced on quebracho. I said to 
myself, “ What is quebracho?” 

It was a new word to me. I had never heard of it. Whether 
it was a mineral or a tanning extract I did not know. None 
of it is produced in my State. I discovered, however, that the 
two Senators from Virginia were very much in favor of keep- 
ing the tariff on quebracho, while the distinguished Senator 
from Wisconsin wanted it materially reduced. I found out in 
a little while that it was a tanning extract. I think they get 
it down in South America somewhere, and the tanners wanted 
the tariff on it removed. But an equivalent or a substitute for 


ness. 


it is made out of chestnut bark from the chestnut trees they | 


grow in the Allegheny and Blue Ridge Mountains, and men in | 


the mountains are earning a living for their families by 
stripping and selling this chestnut bark for an extract which 
comes into competition with quebracho. So the Senators rep- 
resenting the Appalachian region were insistent that the tariff 
should be kept and even increased on quebracho, while the 
States where great tanneries exist wanted quebracho to come 
in free. 

There you are—a conflict of interest and no testimony. There 
was absolutely no testimony from which I could ascertain how 
much less it costs to produce this tanning extract called que- 
bracho than it does to produce the extract from the chestnut 
bark. I knew nothing as to what the difference is in labor 
cost, or in transportation or in production. Did anybody else 
know? Mighty few. Almost everybody was Situated just as 
I was. What could you do with it but make a guess—a guess 
in the dark, a guess without testimony? It was just so with 
reference to one item after another. We had no testimony. 

Mr. President, my contention is that the only way out of 
this tariff wilderness is for us—and we would like to pre- 
serve some protection for our home market place—to have an 
efficient and nonpartisan tariff board or commission, with 
power to investigate each item of the tariff, to put people under 
oath if necessary; make them produce their books and papers, 
get to the facts, report the facts to Congress, and make up a 
book after the style of the Pharmacope@ia, which the druggist 
uses, which will enable us, when an article like quebracho is 
being considered, to turn over its leaves and find the name of 
the article and ascertain from experts who have investigated 
the subject where it is produced, how much it costs to produce 
it, what is its substitute in the United States, how much it 
costs to produce that, what the difference is, and what is a rea- 
sonable margin to protect our home market. 

Reliable and ready information like that furnished when the 
next revision is made will enable us to vote intelligently in 
fixing a duty on quebracho and all other articles. 

I am in favor of a tariff commission, and we ought to pass 
the bill now before the Senate; take this bill and put it through 
here to-night. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
and if you have the votes. I do not know whether you have 
the votes. I will not vote for your Lorimer resolution, but let 
us put the tariff commission through. I am satisfied the Ameri- 
can people want it. 

Some try to make out that the result of the last election was 
a Democratic victory. I do not believe that, because it was 
simply due to the dissatisfaction of Republicans over the tariff; 
yet they believe in protecting our home market. I want to see 
the tariff-commission bill go through. It will make our party 
stronger than ever. It will put us on a sounder basis than we 
have ever been upon before. I wish the Senator from Indiana, 
instead of chasing after this will o’ the wisp, Canadian reci- 
procity, would remain true and steadfast to his first love and 
stand by the tariff-commission proposition. 


Let us pass the Lorimer resolution first. 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to relieve the anxiety of my 
friend from South Dakota. My being in favor of Canadian 
reciprocity did not make me abate one iota of the passion I 
have for the tariff commission, to which I am willing to give 
all my strength and every effort I can. I should like to see it 
passed this morning, and would fight to do so. 

RECIPROCITY. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I take no stock in this 
sort of false god they are putting up here for us to worship, 
called reciprocity, when it is not reciprocity. I think that it 
is really the worst and most one-sided and unfair proposition 
that has ever been presented to our people. I will tell you why. 

The American farmer is not yet an extinct specimen of the 
human race. The American farmer is a positive force in the 
life of this Nation. Every farm home in the woodlands or on 
the prairies is a recruiting station that is furnishing blood and 
strength and sinew for all the walks of life and maintaining 
that stability which is absolutely necessary to keep alive the 
civilization that we enjoy. 

The American farmer raises wheat out in the Northwest. 
They say that the tariff on wheat does not amount to anything, 
because we export wheat. It amounts to something in that zone 
along the border, greater or less in area; it amounts to a great 
deal there and always has; and we are just approaching a 
pericd when it will amount to something all over the United 
States; and then here comes a proposition to do what? Put 
it on the free list. For what purpose, pray tell me? They say 
to make bread cheaper. They keep the tariff on flour, and bread 
is made out of flour. They take the tariff off of wheat. Who is 
that going to help? It will not make your loaf of bread a par- 
ticle cheaper, but it will help the millers over in Minneapolis, 
in Buffalo, and in the cities along the border, because they will 
get wheat from Ontario and Winnipeg and Assiniboine and 
Saskatchewan and British Columbia, and Mr. Hill, with his 
Great Northern Railroad, will haul it and get the profit out of 
hauling it, and the millers will grind it. But the Canadian 
flour can not get in at all. That is a one-sided affair; that is 
not in the interest of cheaper living at all; it is in the interest 
of your Millers’ Trust and in the interest of your railroads. 

Look at this reciprocity schedule, and you will find that bis- 
cuits and crackers, sweetened and unsweetened, are on the pro- 
tected list—articles that are made out of this flour, are sec- 
ondary products or third-stage products, or whatever they may 
be. They are on the protected list. The things that your hun- 
gry people, your poor people, must buy in these congested cen- 
ters that are protesting against the high cost of living are put 
on the protected list. The tariff remains upon their biscuits 
and their crackers, and yet it is taken off the wheat for the 





millers. That is not fair. 
Take breakfast foods—oatmeal, Cornflakes, Force, Grape 


Nuts—if there is a monopoly in the United States, it is the 
monopoly which has control over those breakfast foods which 
are sold in packages. The manufacture of them is controlled, 
and a trust dictates the price to the retailer, below which he 
does not dare to sell, for if he does they take the trade in them 
away from him. 

That is the poor man’s food—those breakfast foods—oatmeal 
and Cornflakes and Force and Grape Nuts. It is the poor man’s 
breakfast, and yet it is left on the protected list, while wheat 
is put on the free list. Can anyone explain to me why any 
such a one-sided bill was negotiated: why these people who 
make Cornflakes and oatmeal and Force and Grape Nuts that 
the poor man has on his breakfast table should be protected 
while the wheat and oats that are turned into the dour out of 
which these articles are manufactured is to come in from Can- 


; | ada free and go into competition with the American farmer? I 
Put them both through if you want to 


will not stand for a one-sided bill like that. 

There is no justification for it. It can not be successfully 
defended. It is unfair. Oh, but they say, and no one says it 
better, more eloquently, than my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
3EVERIDGE], “ We must look at It in a larger relation; we must 
look at it as the great cementing influence between two nations 
that speak the same language and as opening up a field for the 
enlargement of our trade.” That is fine talk to indulge in 
when you are trying to make the American farmer think you 
have not swindled him, but it is an argument that is never made 
when they are raising the tariff upon the articles of the maau- 
facturer. They do not indulge in these fine sentiments about 


extending American trade. 
I think it is an absolutely unfair, one-sided proposition, and 
it is not going to promote this extension of trade and good feel- 
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ing between our Canadian brethren on the north to make the 
American farmer absolutely resentful in his heart against a 
proposal like this, 

The other day I had a letter from an old farmer up in my 
State. In fact, Mr. President, since this so-called reciprocity 
trade compact has been negotiated I have received letters from 
a class of my constituents that I never had heard from before. 
They have not been in the habit of writing letters to Congress 
men and Senators. They are not politicians. They do not care 
who is postmaster or register and receiver of a land office. 
They are not interested in that. During all the time we were 
framing up the Payne tariff law these men sent no letters here, 
but I tell you, Mr. President, that when this Canadian trade 
pact was put through these men began to write letters. 
sturdy old farmer in one of the northern counties in my State 
wrote me and said, “ Who got up this trade pact? Was it an 
immigration society out in western Canada?” 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


One | 


It seems to me it must have been, because there is one thing | 


dead sure. It will promote emigration into western Canada. 
It will increase the price of lands in western Canada and it 
will depress the value of my land and the lands of these pio- 
neers out on the South Dakota prairies, and I do not think it is 
fair to the men who have opened up this Commonwealth and 
toiled and sacrificed and made it a success to now depress 
their values and establish an immigration bureau for western 
Canada. 

Oh, the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SmMitrH] made a 
most stanch and patriotic defense of our great Republican 
President the other day by saying this was the finest act he 
ever did. I admire the President and am very fond of him, 
and I think this is the only real mistake he has made. It is not 
fair. You let the cattle come in from all over this north coun- 
try. trooping down across the lines free, and yet these packing 
products of all kinds are on your protected list. That is not 
fair. Who gets the benefit of it? The Packers’ Trust, the Meat 
Trust, the Millers’ Trust, the Breakfast-food Trust, the Lumber 
Trust, and the railroads, and the farmer gets the worst of it. 
The consumer receives no benefit from it. That is my opinion 
of this trade compact with Canada. 

Talk about lumber. We would like to have free lumber in 
South Dakota. What does this give us? It puts rough boards 
on the free list. Who buys rough boards? The farmers do not 
buy them. They buy finished lumber. They buy lumber planed 
not simply on one side, but on both sides, and grooved, and 


scantlings and studdings, They are planed or finished. They 
do not buy rough boards. Who will use rough boards? If any 


one will use them it will be the mills on this side of the line. 
They will get the rough boards across the line and finish them. 


Then the Lumber Trust will sell them to our farmers. Who 
gets the benefit of this kind of free lumber? It is a fake! The 


American farmer will not get any benefit, and I do not believe 
in it. It is a one-sided arrangement. It is not fair or just to 
the American farmer and it will bring no relief to the man who 
is complaining about the high cost of living. 
trusts who want to extend their trade and commerce. 


list. 


It may aid the 


They do not even put agricultural implements on the free | 
I have offered an amendment, in which I have proposed to | 


put everything that comes in from Canada that is mentioned in | 


the trade compact on the free list. Will you Democrats vote 
for that? That is fair. If we are going to put the farmers’ 
products on the free list, Canada is not going to complain if we 
put all the other articles named in the pact that come in from 
Canada on the free list, Let them send in plows and harrows 
and agricultural implements from Canada free. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Did not Canada complain? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not understand so. Is it not fair to 
let these things come in here free? Why not have full reci- 
procity with Canada? I am inclined to think that would be a 
good thing. At any rate it is wholly unjustifiable to give us 
this one-sided, unjust pact, in which our farmers are subjected 
to competition from the farmers in Ontario, and Saskatchewan, 
and Winnipeg, and Manitoba, and Alberta. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bricés in the chair). 





Does 


the Senator from South Dakota yield to the Senator from South | with 


Carolina? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I am sure the Senator from 
South Dakota wants to be fair, and I have been informed by 
pretty good authority that those who formed this compact 
wanted to put all the secondary articles, such as meat and 
flour, and so forth, on the free list—the manufactured as well 
as the raw material—and Canada balked at it. Now. he says 
he thinks it would be a pretty good thing to have them all on 
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the free list. I think our commissioners offered to put them 
on the free list and Canada balked. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not think Canada objected to having 
the United States Government remove the tariff on products 
coming in from Canada to us, but she would not abate the tariff 


upon articles going from the United States into Canada. We 
do not ask that. Let us take it off on this side of the line. 
You certainly can do that here. If it results, under the 


favored-nation clause, in having these 
come in free from all nations, will 
Carolina complain? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. No; certainly not. But if they are going 
to discriminate against the American farmer and make him go 
into the protected market to buy his plows, his harrows, his 
hay rakes, his reapers, and his mowing machines, and every- 


agricultural implements 
the Senator from South 


No. 


thing of the manufactured kind that he has to buy and put 
everying that he raises and puts on the market on the free 


list, I will advocate putting these imports from Canada which 
the farmer uses on the free list. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I take the liberty of inquiring of the 
Senator how much longer he thinks it will take him to com- 
plete this interesting speech, which in the beginning he thought 
he could deliver in 15 minutes? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. What time does 
Hampshire usually get his breakfast? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am thinking of it 

Mr. CRAWFORD. This early? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It is pretty early for breakfast. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota 
that there is a special order for to-day immediately after the 
Journal is read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senate should 
would not be possible to execute that special order. I do 
not myself desire that that shall be interfered with, and if 
the Senator from South Dakota has no objection, I will move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. When am I going to have an opportunity 
to conclude my remarks? 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator wants to 
certainly shall not make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator would have that oppor- 
tunity after we vote on the special order if he got the floor, 

Mr. BAILEY. If he wants to go on— 

Mr. BULKELEY. Let him go on. 

Mr. BAILEY. I withdraw the motion, and the Senate will 
stay here after 12 o'clock. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Until after 12 o'clock? 


the Senator from New 


how. 


continue in session 


it 


conclude them, I 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
has the floor. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not understand what negotiations 


are going on. I have been confined to the floor. 

Mr. KEAN. Regular order! 

Mr. CRAWFORD. But I want to—— 

Mr. BULKELEY. Regular order! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
has the floor. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 

Mr. BAILEY. I 
address now. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. All right. 

Mr. President, in reference to barley. Here is barley malt 
made over in Canada, brought into this country with a duty 
of 45 cents on every hundred pounds. Barley malt is protected 
but the barley of the farmers in North and South Dakota and 
Minnesota and Wisconsin is put on the free list. Can anybody 
tell me why? Why not bring the barley malt in free? 

Oh, they say that it is not fair; that we are asking protection 
in the Dakotas against New York. Well, have we not a right to 
something out of this protection business? If we have not, 
let us do away with it. Here are these hardy pioneers, who 
went out among the blizzards, upon those prairies, and struggled 
bunch breaking up the tough sod, living in sod 
houses, and plowing up a few acres each year and planting 
out their little crop of flax and taxing themselves to buiid 
schoolhouses and pay teachers’ salaries and educate their 
children in the country schools, and I have seen them during 


South Dakota 


I will yield. 


insist that the Senator shall complete his 


grass, 


the last 30 years in the Dakotas build magnificent States; 
they have done it and they have done it in the States all 


around us, 
One of our most important crops in North Dakota and in a 
large number of counties in South Dakota is barley. We raise 
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it. The Minneapolis brewers buy it. The Milwaukee brewers 
buy it. The Buffalo brewers have to buy it because there is 
a tariff upon the barley that comes in from the other side of 
the Niagara River, and they have to buy our barley. They 
tried two years ago to have the tariff taken off of it so that 
they could buy their barley from Ontario farmers. They did 


not sueceed. 

Now, they want this 80 cents a bushel taken off, and then 
your brewers and maltsters in Buffalo and in Rochester and 
in the other cities of western New York will buy their barley 
from the farmers in Canada they are nearer the 
barley fields of Ontario, and they will not buy the barley from 
Dakota farmers. 

They have a right to continue in the business and not be 
subjected to this competition just as much as these factories, 
these paper mills, these woolen mills, these cotton mills. All the 
manufacturers on this side of the line are claiming protection 
for the purpose of paying better wages, and all that sort of 
thing, and they are going to have it. Now, they take the tariff 
off from barley to help these brewers, and they leave it on 
barley malt because they do not want that product to come 
from Canada over here to compete with them. So you have 
your brewer trust, your lumber trust, your packers’ trust, your 
breakfast-food trust, your millers’ trust, and your railroad in- 
terest that wants to haul these cereals. You have got them all 
into a combination here to do what? To enrich themselves at 
the expense of the American farmer and give the benefit to 
them, but not to reduce the prices one single penny to the 
American farmer on the things which he must buy. 

I say I have here letters from my constituents, men 
have not been in the habit of writing upon this subject before. 


because 


Here is one from Mr. G. B. Walters, a farmer at Selby, S. Dak. | 


He goes on to say that he wonders if an immigration bureau 
in western Canada did not propose this trade agreement. 

Another letter is from W. R. Eastman, of Chamberlain, in 
my State, who says: 

I am opposed to the Canadian reciprocity treaty. It does not 
fairly by all classes. 

Here is another from a farmer in my State, Mr. H. P. Walsh, 
of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., who says: 

In regard to the treaty with Canada 
farmers. 
Canada would not and could not affect the price of wheat, as we have 
to compete with the markets of the world. Mr. Hill—does he forget 
the speeches that he has been making for the last two years, where he 
says that the farmers of the Northwest would have to improve their 
method of farming, or they would not be able to feed the people of the 
United States at the rate they are increasing? In other words, just at 
the moment that the farmers of the United States could derive some 
benefit from the existing tariff Mr. Taft would have it removed. This 
would be an insult to the farmers; still, would make Mr. Hill millions 
could the tariff be removed by hauling Canadian wheat into Minne 
apolis. 

Now, that is 
soil, who has opened up his farm and is raising crops upon it. 
Men like that are entitled to consideration when we are pro- 
posing, at the suggestion of Mr. Hill, to take the tariff off of his 
product and put him in competition with the farmers of Canada. 

Iiere is another. This is from Hamburg, S. Dak., February 
9, addressed to me: 

Allow us to make this statement 


I think it is very bad for the 


in regard to proposed reciprocity : 


who | 
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deal | 


In Mr. Hill's speech in Chicago he says that the treaty with | 


|} compact, 
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Here is another from Mr. N. H. Kent, a farmer in my State, 
who says to me: 


Iiow do you like the President’s position on Canadian reciprocity 


bill? We thinks all cereals should be admitted free of duty, but holds 
that manufactures should have duty about as high as they now 
enjoy. I suppose he is influenced somewhat, because his own State 


is more interested in mannufactories than it is in agriculture. If it is 
good to help the Canadian farmer by admitting his wheat and other 
products free of duty, why not give their manufacturers the same 
good ? 

The motive back of the whole thing is the interest of our manu 
facturers. They want cheaper food for their labor and conclude the 
way to get it is to admit Canada’s agricultural products free. It is 
shown by a careful investigation of the cost of production that the 
average price of wheat is not equal to the cost of producing it. 

Now, on this showing is it right or just to force the American farmer 
to a lower price? Again, see what an impetus the additional price would 
be to the Canadians. Their wheat lands are very much cheaper than 
ours are. Hence the very material difference in the cost of production to 
them. There may come a time in the distant future when the difference 
in the cost of production will not be so great as now. It will then be 
soon enough to come to their rescue by lowering the duties on their cereals. 

This notion of sympathy 


Will the Senator from Indiana take notice of this? It 
farmer writing this letter 


This notion of sympathy that the manufacturers are trying to work 
up as between the two countries is all nonsense. 


Is a 


This is a plain substantial honest tiller of the soil, who has 
opened up his home and is living upon his farm and raising 
products, and he says it is nonsense. 

These farmers of the Northwest who are writing in their sim- 
ple, honest, homely fashion here protesting against this trade 
which means so much to them, have a right to be 
heard; and in their way they can state it as effectively and as 
eloquently as it can possibly be presented, and I am going to 
give them a hearing. This old friend of mine says: 

This notion of sympathy that the manufacturers are trying to make 
up as between the two countries is all nonsense. We have our own 
interests to care for just as Canada has, and let us see that they are 
eared for. We have succeeded as a Nation by keeping up our own 
interests and letting other people do the same. Why not continue in the 
good work? The farmers are not ready to take the duty off their 
products yet. 

Why should they not be permited to choose the time of the removal 
of the duty and not permit the manufacturers to choose for them? 
Treat all interests alike. 

Yours, N. H. Kent 

Mr. President, I shall have something further to say upon the 
subject of reciprocity and in behalf of these farmers, and in con- 
nection with this resolution possibly, but I understand that the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow] desires to be heard, and as 
the Senate has patiently indulged me for several hours I will 
yield the floor to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I have refrained from any 
extensive discussion of this case because it has been very elabo- 
rately and ably discussed; but it seems that further discussion 


| has become necessary. 


a good honest farmer who is living next to the | 


I was very 


much interested in the address of the junfor 
Senator from 


South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp], but I noticed 


| that there were some of the witnesses upon whose testimony 


Seemingly we all like to be protected, though only our own produc 
tion The other party's industry may see how it comes along. High 
living prices without doubt point to speculative manipulation in farm | 
products, as far as they are concerned. Our wheat and barley prod 


ucts, which marketed two-thirds to three-fourths in September to 
November around 50 cents and 70 cents, later in the season when on 
the other side of the mill and big elevator, get well up, but have passed 
the producer. teef sold in cities averaging twelve and fifteen is sold 
by the producer here at two and a half and three and a half. York is 
up until we have a new supply Butter and eggs product down one 
half evident. While labor, tax, mode of production, supplies 
keep fairly pace with principle of protection, though for the 
that principle we are asked to let our protection drop 

Now, is there anything in the line of tariff protection from the soft 
warm wool to the hard cold steel that the farmer, living as he does 
in this latitude, could get along without and so shirk his end of the 


burden ? 


Reason 








And now only one season with only local drought Ss swept these 
Stat and another more general, and where is our imaginary pros- 
perity? To reason, luxury and exaggerated high fly are poor signs of 


prosperity 
country 


Deterioration by 


either crop failure or legislation for this 
spells exodus, 


impetus to the city and to Canada. 


Yours, truly, JOHN MOBks. 
That is a good substantial farmer, a Scandinavian, a re- 


spected citizen in my State 

Here is another, a friend of 
Edward F. Beganelka. Hi 

I come to you in an humble way and ask you to try and put your 
power against the reciprocity treaty between the United States and 
Canada, for it would fail to do any good to the farmers of the 
Northwest 

That is 
thing else. 


mine, an actual farmer, Mr. 


SaVS : 


all about that. The rest of the letter is about some- 


sake of | 


he did not elaborately comment. That being the case, I feel 
that since I am to discuss it I possibly should take up the part 
of the evidence which it seems to me he has not dealt with as 
extensively as he might. 

I will begin with commenting upon the testimony of Mr. 
White, and in order that the Senate may understand the full 
nature of it I shall read extracts from it and comment on the 
extracts. White has been depicted here as a very bad man. 
The character of White seems to be one subject in this contro 
versy upon which there is no difference of opinion. He has 
not found any defender, and all have universally condemned 
him. His defense has been lacking; his evidence has been 
questioned and declared worthless by some Senators who have 
discussed the subject; others have pronounced it as strong 
and conclusive, because of the corroborating evidence which 
supports it. Since he was the leading witness, it seems to me 
White's testimony should be incorporated, or at least a large 
part of it should be incorporated, in the record. Mr. Austrian 
seemed to be an attorney who represented the Chicago Tribune, 
and was a very important factor in this case; indeed, I think 
more important than he should have been. Without desiring 
in any way to criticize any members of the committee, I would 
differ with them somewhat as to the methods of investigation 


that I should have favored had I been a member of the com- 
mittee. I would not presume to say that the methods which 


I would have suggested or endeavored to have followed would 
have been better, but they would have been more in harmony 
with my judgment; and since I am to discuss the case I feel 
that the Senate ought to have the benefit of my judgment, of 
little value as it may be. 

Instead of Mr. Austrian having charge practically of this 
investigation, it seems to me that the committee should have 
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| 
utilized him to the best advantage that they could and taken a 


more aggressive part in seeking the evidence themselves. It 


seems to me that instead of depending upon the attorney for the | 
Chicago Tribune, who was one of the agencies in securing in- | 


formation here, as much as they did, it would have contributed 
more to the satisfactory investigation of the case if the com- 
mittee had itself followed up all of the leads, had taken charge 
of Mr. Austrian and directed him more, and left him to direct 
the committee less as to the character of the investigation. 

Mr. White was sworn, and the first question put to him was 
this: 

©. Mr. White, will you state to the committee your name, age, resi- 
dence, and occupation?—A. My name is Charles A. White; my residence 
O'Fallon, Ill.; my age is 29 years. 

That was the first interesting thing to me that I observed in 
this testimony; that this man White, who has created such a 


furor in the politics of Illinois and of the Nation, should have | 


been so young a man—but 29 years old. I expected from what 
I had heard of White before I had read the testimony that he 
was a man of mature years, but it seems he was young. That 
may account to some extent for his character. He came into 
this whirlpool of political corruption which seems to infest the 
lllinois Legislature at somewhat tender years, and as a result 
to have imbibed all the vices with which he came in contact, and 
he seems to have retained none of the virtues that he certainly 
must bave had in his youth. So he starts out on this political 
career, which has been somewhat spectacular and not altogether 
commendable, at the age of 29. 

Q. What is your business?—A. I am not occupied at anything at the 
- ‘ies po a member of the Forty-sixth General Assembly of the 
State of Illinois?—aA. Yes, sir. 

Q. When were you elected ?—A. November 3, 1908. 

Q. Prior to your election what was your business?—A. I was con- 
ductor on the street railway—interurban railway. 

Senator Burrows. Speak a little louder, please. 

That is another thing that attracted my attention. I would 
like if some member of the committee, if he can, would give me 
some information in regard to that feature of this testimony. 
Senators who have read it will observe that on almost every 
page of the testimony of every witness Senator Burrows, or 
some other Senator who was on this committee, continually 
called upon the witness to speak louder. 

Why was it, let me inquire of some member of the subcom- 
mittee—and I see that I am honored with the presence of one 
of them to-night—why was it that the committee had to con- 
tinually urge the witness to speak louder? 

Mr. BULKELEY, Their voices seemed to be lacking; that 
is all. 

Mr. BRISTOW. That was a very interesting feature of this 
investigation, and I observe it was true all the way through. I 
wondered if it was the qualities of the voices of these wit- 
nesses or whether it was the acoustic properties of the building 
in which the investigation was held. 

Mr. BULKELEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 

Mr. BULKELEY. The Senator asks a question, and I will 
say to him that it was a very general habit of the witnesses 
that were questioned in the first place by the attorney to whom 
the Senator refers to address their remarks to the questioner 
rather than to the committee, and consequently they were 
often reminded by the chairman of the committee that it was 
desirable that they should speak a little louder, so that the 
committee could hear as well as the attorney. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Of course, I can realize that it is quite im- 
portant that the committee should hear the witnesses. I thought 
possibly that the habit that these men—not all of them—the 
Witnesses against Mr. Lortmer and for Mr. Lorimer, were af- 
flicted with the same undertone in their testimony 

Mr. BULKELEY. I do not think there was any witness for 





Mr. Lorimer introduced at all. I think they were all intro- 


duced, if I remember correctly, by Mr. Austrian. 

Mr. BRISTOW. 
were a number of witnesses who were very decidedly for Mr. 
Lorimer in their testimony. 

Mr. BULKELEY. 
his favor; that is very true. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Their bent and tone and the character and 
nature of the testimony was such that it was clearly manifest 
that they were really Lorimer witnesses, although they may 
have been called by the Chicago Tribune's attorney. 

Mr. BULKELEY. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
further yield? 

Mr. BRISTOW. 





Oh, certainly. 








Yes; that may be true; but, in fact, there | 


Yes; the testimony might have been in | 





dS 1 





Mr. BULKELEY. I would like to state, in connection with 
the first remarks of the Senator rather criticizing the committee 
for the course of their investigation and allowing this attorney 
to take so active a part in it, that this matter was called to 
the attention of the Senate by a memorial from the Voters’ 
League, and, as I recollect, ! 
committee was a request from the representatives of the Voters’ 
League, who stated that they had no attorney, for the commit 
tee to allow Mr. Austrian to represent them That is the way 


almost the first request before the 


he happened to be conducting the investigation 

Mr. BRISTOW. I am very much obliged to the Senator, and 
am glad to have the information. 

Mr. BULKELEY. I think the Senator will find that t . 
true if he will read the report of the committee in the e 


part of it. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes; I have read it. 

Mr. BULKELEY. But the Senator neglected to state that 
and rather represented that the committee did it. 


Mr. BRISTOW. The beginning of this investigation, as I 
remember, was a statement of a gentleman by the name of 
Barnes, who, I think, through the senior Senator from Lllinois 


[Mr. Cuttom], filed in this Senate a very voluminous do 
ment. That was the origin of this investigation, and that is 
incorporated in the report, with some very extensive addresses 
from the attorneys as to what scope the investigation should 
take. 

Mr. BULKELEY. I think the Senator will find, also, in the 
early part of the report a request of this same representative 
of the Voters’ League that this attorney should be allowed to 
represent them as the original suggestor of this investigation 

Mr. BRISTOW. That is true. I rememb that very dis 
tinctly. 

Now, to get back to the matter of the fre 
the committee to witnesses to speak louder, I thought it possi 
ble that the habits of their lives had been such as caused them 
to spenk in undertones. All of the conversatio 


juent requests of 
{ 
{ 


is seemed to be 


in a low tone of voice, and that of itself is suspicious. From 
the very beginning of this volume there are suspicions that 
grow on a man’s mind. The fact that the witnesses speak so 
low and indistinctly that they can not be heard and have to be 
continually urged to talk louder is significant. 

Senator Burrows. Speak a little louder, please 

A. Yes, sir 

Q. Whereabouts?—A. At East St. Louis, Iil.; I was with the « 
pany that operated at East St. Lo 

Q. Any other occupation immediately prior to your election to tl 
forty-sixth general assembly? A. No, sir 

Q. Were you ever employed by the labor bodies to be at Springfield, 
Ill. ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Springfield is the place in Illinois where the legislature meets, 
is it not?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. What time did you spend in Springfield, Ill., and doing what ?— 
A. I was there during the session of 1907; I ¥ State | slati rep- 
resentative of the Street Electric Railway Employees of Illi 

Q. After you had n elected, you were elected as a member of the 
house, were you not?—A. Yes, sir 

@. There being two bodies, the house and the senate’ a house 
and che senate; yes. 

Y. State to the committee how many members there are in the 
houses—how many in the senate A. One hundred and fifty-three 
members of the house and 51 in the senate 

«. After you were elected member of the house, did you | 





acquainted with Lee O'Neil Browne ?—A., Yes, sir 

If I remember aright, this is the first place that the name of 
Lee O'Neil Browne appears in the record, and since I will be 
required to discuss the record at some length it seems to me th 
it is necessary to explain just who Lee O'Neil Browne is, and to 
understand the relations between White and Lee O'Neil Brow) 
[I will read on a little through the record, and it will probably 
disclose the matter more clearly than I could explain it: 

Q. Who was Lee O'Neil Browne?—A. He was the rit 
the forty-sixth general assembly of the house 

And since the Legislature of Illinois is Republican, Mr. Lee 
O'Neil Browne was the Democratic leader. 

Q. On what side?—A. The Democratic side 

Q. Were you a Republican or a Democrat \ D t 







Q. What, if any, cor did y vith I O' Nell 
| Browne immediately after ifter yout ‘ 1 to t forty 
sixth general assembly? there w es of ! 
cations; the first one, I belle was congratulating me on my els 
| tion and notifying me tha was a candidate for minority leader. 
I think that was the first am not mi ken 
Q. That was on or about the 7th of November, was it not, 1908? 


That was a natural thing, was it not? Here was a Demo 
eratie member elect, and the first communication that he had 
| with Lee O'Neil Browne was one conveying congratulations 
That is not unusual. Senators here will remember, possibly 
from experience, that when there is a candidate nominated or 
elected in the legislative districts, the first communication 
they receive from aspirants for legislative honors is a message 
of congratulation. The purpose of that, I infer, is to put the 
new member in pleasant and cordial relation by the letter, 





“| 


If Mr. White was as bright a man as he ought to have been | 
and as he must have been, he should have known when he | 





received the first letter of congratulation that there was some- | 
thing else coming after it, and he should have been put on his 
guard in regard to Mr. Browne. If he had, it might have 
saved him a great deal of trouble and the United States Senate 
a great deal of time. 

Q. What, if any, communication did you have with e O'Neil Browne 
immediately after or shortly after your election to the forty-sixth gen- 
eral assembly ?—A. Well, there were a m er of communications; the 





first one, I believe, was congratulating me upon my election. 
Lo you not think that that is a truthfu 
not believe him when 
Browne was a letter o 
And notifying me tl 
think tha he fir 


1 statement? Do you 
says the first letter he received from 


e 
congratulation, and the next: 


h 
f 





iat he was a candidate for minority leader. I 
one, if I am not mistaken 





Congratulations, and then he noticed that Browne was a 
candidate for minority leader. I believe that is the truth. 


Q. That was on or about the 7th of November, was it not, 1908?— 
A. Yes, sir; if I remember correctly | 
Q. When did the house convene in 1909? The forty-sixth general 
assembly, as you recall it?—A. On January 6. 

Q. (Showing witness paper.) Will you look at the letter which I 
now hand you and tell me if that is the communication that you refer 
to?—-A. This is one of them; yes, sir. I would not be positive about 


it being the first; I think it is though. 
Mr. AUSTRIAN (handing letter to Judge Hanecy). I will show you 
these two at the same time 
Judge Hanecy. What is this, anything except to show 
Mr. AUSTRIAN. To show his efforts to get his su rt for’ minority 
leader. 
Judge Hanrecy. Nothing special in it. 
Mr. AUSTRIAN. That is the same thing 
Judge Hangecy. How are those material? 
Mr. AUSTRIAN. It would show the relation of the parties. 
Judge HaNgEcy. Mr. Browne is not a party here 
Mr. AuSTRIAN. When I said the relation of the parties I referred to 
the relations of Mr. Browne, the man charged with having bribed 
this member of the legislature. I want to show the relations of the 
two members of the house, one a Democratic minority leader and the 
other a member of the house. 


That was a very proper thing to show in the beginning. 

Judge LIANEcY. They are both members of the house 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. We know that. 

Judge Hanecy. I didn’t know, the way you stated it 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. One a Democratic minority leader and the other a 
member of the house. 

Judge Hanecy. I do not know what materiality there is in this, 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen. 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. Simply to show the relations of the parties; that 
is all. 

Now, of course, I am not competent to criticize these attor- 
neys, but it seems to me that these two lawyers took up a good 
deal of space here and did not give much information. I have 
been reading this five minutes or more, narrating the efforts 
that these two distinguished lawyers were making te ascertain 
whether or not these two men were members of the Illinois Leg- 
islature, and all the way through this testimony you will observe 
that, day after day, these men put in a great deal of super- 
fluous talk in their efforts to establish what everybody knew. 
That may be the legal method; it may be necessary to do that 
in order to conform to the legal requirements. But it seems to 
me the committee ought to have cut out that—to use a 
familiar phrase—to have required them to talk less at random 
and more to the point. Indeed, that is a suggestion which 
possibly the Senate itself might profit somewhat by and possibly 
will in the years to come. 

Continue the testimony : 


Mr. AUSTRIAN. Simply to show the relations of the parties, that 
is all. 

Senator Burrows. Between whom? 

Mr AvustTrRIAN. Between Mr. Browne and Mr. White. The Senate 
Committee on Privileges and Elections have held that it is perfectly 
competent, that you can even show bribery in the caucus 

Judge Hanecy. That is not the question I am raising. When you 
get to the bribery, that is another question. This is a lot of stuff 
which, I assume, does not show that nor tend to. 

Mr. AusTRIAN. It tends to show that this man was the minority 
leader, and the witness in the chair became one of his supporters at 
that time 

Judge Hanecy. He says he was the minority leader; we will admit 
that, and we will admit that he was a candidate for that position. I 
have not read the letters, and do not know what is in them. One of 
them has 3 pages and the other 2 pages each. 





I should like to know what was the use of that question. 
That is another one of those superfluous and useless questions 


that are injected in here which elicits no information. 

Mr. BULKELEY. What was the question? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will read it again: 

Judge Hanecy. He says he was the minority leader; we will admit 
that, and we will admit that he was a candidate for that position. I 
have not read the letters, and do not know what is in them. One of 
them has 3 pages and the other 2 pages each. | 

Mr. BULKELEY. There was no question about that. 

Mr. BRISTOW. No. I think that was: merely a suggestion, | 
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Mr. BULKELEY. That is all. 
STOW. I guess that is right. 


Mr. AUSTRIAN. They simply show the solicitation of the witness, 
White, to support him in his minority leadership candidacy. 

Now, you know we have been going through a page, and this 
is the conelusion of all this stuff, which was clearly manifest in 


| the very first answer of White, that he received these letters, 


One was a congratulation, followed by solicitation for his sup- 
port. 

Senator Burrows. Mr. Austrian, the witness has already stated that 
Mr. Browne was the minority leader. These communications shed no 
additional light on it. 

I think that is a very just rebuke of these lawyers who in- 
dulged in a great deal of superfluous talk, and I want to con- 
gratulate the committee, because in the reading of this testi- 
mony I may not have a great many occasions to congratulate 
them, and I want to do so when opportunity affords, and I 
want to commend the chairman of the committee for his efforts 
to suppress as much of this superfluous conversation as he pos- 
sibly could. 

Mr. AuSTRIAN. I will let the witness state the fact in lieu of the 


letters if you desire, but counsel may object because it is expressed in 
} < 
he letters. 


Judge Hanecy. I will admit that Mr. White did not know Mr 
Browne, and that Mr. Browne did not know Mr. White, until they 
were elected to that session of the legislature. 

If I remember rightly, he made an admission there that was 
not justified, for this evidence as it is followed up as I remem- 
ber does show that they were acquainted, that they had met in 
the former legislature when White was there as a representa- 
tive of the labor organization. So that Mr. Hanecy in this case 
admitted something that was not correct. 

Q. Were you 
leader of the 


yes, sir. 


solicited by Mr. Browne to support him for minority 
1iouse as early as November, 1908?—A. I think I was; 


We knew that at the beginning. 


Q. Did you have frequent or a number of meetings with Mr. Browne, 
together with other Democratic members of the house, looking to his 
lection as minority leader ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In or about the month of January, 1909?—A. Yes, sir. 

(), Were you one of his supporters in that election?—-A. Yes, sir. 

(). Or candidacy 7?—A. Yes, sir. 

I can not understand the use of that question, either. 

Q. Did you at any time have any talk with Lee O'Neil Browne, the 
same Browne I heretofore referred to, with reference to voting for 
WILLIAM LORIMER for the United States Senator?—A. Yes, sir. 
©. When did you have the first talk?—A. On the night of May 24, 
1909 


Senator Burrows. Witness, it is utterly impossible to hear anything 
you say 

There it is again. 

The Witness. On the night of May 24. 1909. 

(. Whereabouts ?—A. In his room in the St. Nicholas Hotel, Spring- 
field, Tl. 

‘). Had you been at Springfield and had Mr. Browne been at Spring- 
field since the opening of that session the greater portion of the 
time ?—-A. Yes, sir; on legislative days. 

Q. During the days they voted for United States Senator?—A. 
Yes, sir 

Q. Who was the Democratic candidate for United States Sena 
tor ?—-A. Lawrence B. Stringer. 

Q). Prior to your talk with Browne had you or Browne voted for 
a Republican for United States Senator ?—A. I had not: no, sir. 

«. Had Browne, so far as you know?—A. Not to my knowledge. 

(). You say you had a talk with Mr. Browne on the night of the 25th 
of May ?—A. On the night of the 24th of May. 

Q. Where and at what time?—A. Well, I couldn’t state exactly the 
time when 

Q. (interrupting). Approximately, in the evening, or night, or in 
the morning?—A. It was in the night, possibly between 10 and 2; I 
couldn't state exactly what time. 

(). Between your first acquaintance with Mr. Browne, in November 
or December, 1908, and this May 24, 1909, had you become well 
acquainted with Mr. Browne ?—A. Yes, sir. 

«. Ilad you seen him ‘both in and out of the House a great deal ’— 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell the committee, if you please, what conversation 
you had with Mr. Browne on this night of May 24, 1909?—A. Mr. 
Browne asked me if I coald vote for a Republican, and I told him 
that I could. He asked me if [ could vote for Mr. Lorimer, and I 
told him that I could. He told me that was strictly “ under my hat;” 
to say nothing to anyone about it. I told him all right; I would keep 
it quiet. I asked Mr. Browne if certain other members were going to 
vote for him, and he said some would and some would not. Mr. Browne 
told me he wanted me to keep it strictly “under my hat.” He said it 
would not be any chicken feed, either. That is about the substance of 
the conversation that night; that is about the substance of the conversa 
tion. There might have been something more he said. 


That to my mind has evidences of truth in it, because it is 
the natural form of expression which men of the habits and 
life of White would use—“ keep it under his hat.” That is the 
language of men of his character, and that it would not be 
chicken feed—that is, would not be any small stuff. 


Q. The general assembly had been voting in joint sessions for United 
States Senator since January 19 or 20, 1909, hadn't they ?}—A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. When you asked him whether or not certain Democrat members 
were soing to vote for Lorimer, did you call off the names of the 
members of the house, or some of the names of the members of the 

suse 2—A. I did. . 
ss O Will you state to the committee what names you called off and 
what reply Mr. Browne made to your in uiry ?—A. I don’t know that 
I can call them all off now exactly, but I remember asking him about 
some members. The minority was split into two factions at that time, 
known as the Tibbitt faction and the Browne faction. 

I have often wondered, in reading and thinking about this 
testimony, if the Tibbitt faction was as rotten as the Browne 
faction, and how many of the votes of the Tibbitt faction did 
Mr. Lorrmer secure? Were any of these alleged bribe votes 
members of the Tibbitt faction? As I remember, there is no 
evidence which shows that any financial dealings were had 
with Tibbitt. But it seems that Browne gathered under his 
wing the corrupt element of the Democratic side of the legisla- 
ture, and—possibly I may be mistaken in this—these men who 
rather revolted against such a leadership as Browne’s were 
attached to the other faction. 


Q. Will you state to the committee what names you called off and 


what reply Mr. Browne made to ong! inquiry ?—A. I don’t know that | 


I can call them all off now exact 
some members. 
known as the Tibbitt faction and the Browne faction. 

Q. They were both Democratic factions?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You called off the names of some members and to some he an- 
swered “ Yes” and to others “‘ No? ’’—A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have any subsequent talk with him, prior to the time 
of the election of Mr. Lorimer, on the 26th?—-A. I had a talk with 
him on the afternoon of May 25. 

Q. Mr. LonIMER was elected May 26?—A. Yes, sir. 

©. What talk did you have with Mr. Browne on May 25, 1909?7— 
A. I went to his room and asked him—he requested me to come to his 
room before I went there, and I had sent word—I didn’t send word, I 
spoke to Mr. Giblin, his stenographer, and asked Mr. Giblin what 
there was in it, and he told me it looked pretty good to him, and he 
went to Mr. Browne—— 

Judge Hanecy. I object to the conversation with somebody else in 
relation to this. 


y, but I remember asking him about 
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The minority was split into two factions at that time, | 


Mr. AvsTRIAN. This is not important, this particular conversation. | 


I will withdraw it. 


Now, I should like to know what good it does to withdraw 


it when you still leave it in the book. If all of this testimony 
that was decided to be useless and which permission was asked 
to withdraw had been withdrawn, our labors would have been 
greatly reduced, because the volume would not have been more 
than two-thirds as large as it is. 

So, when he asked to withdraw it, it seems to me that he 


ought to have done as we do here in the CoNGRESSIONAL REcoRD— | 


cut it out. But here it is, withdrawn, but not withdrawn, and 
the reading of this testimony and the studying of it gives one 
somewhat an insight into the trial of cases. 
a question, which is an improper question. The question at- 
tracts the minds of the jury to an idea. The opposing attorney 
objects, and it is immediately withdrawn. Through the labori- 
ous trial the minds of the jurors become somewhat confused, so 


A lawyer will ask | 


| 


that they do not discriminate between that which they have | 


heard and that which they have been told not to believe, which 
is withdrawn, and that which they have heard they are expected 
to credit: 


Judge Hanecy. I ask that it be stricken from the record. 

Senator Burrows. It will go out of the record—what Mr. Giblin said. 
a Mr. White, you remember of seeing Mr. Browne, do you?—A. Yes, 
sir. 


The Senator said it would be cut out of the record, but it | 


was not. 
edited. 


It seems to me that this record ought to have been 


here that the chairman of the committee ordered cut out. It 


was not eut out. It is here. If I may be permitted, I will say 
that I think a great deal that was ordered cut out was material 
which ought not to have been cut out; so probably it is better 
for the illumination of the transactions that occurred at Spring- 
field that this record was left as complete as it is, although it 
seems to have been contrary to the wishes and purposes of the 
chairman of the committee in many instances. 


Q. Mr. White, you remember of seeing Mr. Browne, do you?—A. Yes, 


Q. Where ?—A. In his room. 

@. On May 25?—A. Yes, sir. 

% a was the second talk on this subject you had with them?— 

es, sir. 

Q. Mr. White, did you vote for Mr. Lorimer on May 25? 

Senator Burrows. Where was his room?—A. At the St. 
Hotel in Springfield. 

Q. The conversation was in the St. 
was it not?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In Mr. Browne’s room?—A. Yes, sir. 


Nicholas 


Nicholas Hotel at Springfield, 


For several minutes I have been reading a lot of stuff | 





Q. Mr. White, when did you first vote for Mr. Lortmer for United | 


States Senator?—A. May 26, 1909. 
_ &. Was that the only time you ever did vote for Mr. Lorrmmer?—A. 
es, sir. 
Q. And that was the time that Mr. Lorimer received 108 yotes, was 
it not?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And was declared LNo 


United States Senate? 
answer. ] 


elected to the 
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Q. This talk with Mr. Browne on May 25, 1909—will you kindly 


detail to the committee what that talk was?—A. I asked Mr. Browne 
what I was to receive for voting for Mr. Lorimer; how much I was 
to get, and he replied by saying, * You are not afraid to trust t 

to me, are you, old boy?" I told him that I was not afraid to trust 
it to him, but I would like to know. He says, “ You will get $1,000 
and it is ready cash, too.” He implored me to keep it quiet Ile 
told me he was damned suspicious (I u his exact language) of a 
little place above called ‘“ Joliet.” 

Now I wonder what that was. That is one thing I could 
not understand in this testimony. What was the little place 
above called Joliet? I know there is a city in Illinois named 
Joliet; but how could Browne be suspicious of Joliet when he 
was at Springfield? 

Mr. BULKELEY. The State penitentiary is there. That 


| the reason. 


Mr. BRISTOW. Oh, I do not blame Browne. I see now: he 
had that in mind. That is right. That is a good suggestion 
It shows that these visions concerning which the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] has been talking to us to-night 
were pursuing Mr. Browne even then when the negotiations 
were in progress. He wanted this kept under the hat. He 
was suspicious of “a little place above called Joliet.” He did 
not want this information to get out, because it might land 
him in the penitentiary at Joliet. I see now. I am very much 
obliged to the Senator for the explanation. 

I told him I would keep it quiet. 


Now, that is one promise he kept for awhile, but he after 
wards violated it. 

He asked me to talk to no one about it. Then I asked him how much 
we were to get from the other source, and he says, “ You will get 
about that much or a little more.” 

He overestimated how much the jack pot would bring in, be- 
cause, if I remember the testimony aright, he got only about 
$900 out of the jack pot. 

Judge HANEcY. I object to that. 


Of course, the judge would object to that, because 
very interesting and valuable testimony. 


That will be the principal purpose of this prosecution to bring in 
other matters and slime this proceeding over with something that 
members of the legislature said in relation to other matters—a jack 
pot, ete., and I object to their going in and trying the other members 
of the legislature, or the members of the legislature generally, for mis 
conduct in this proceeding. 


that is 


I notice all through the testimony that Judge Hanecy tried 
to keep out of the record all testimony relating to the jack pot. 
It seemed that the evidence in regard to the jack pot was so 
conclusive that it could not be disputed, and the connection 
between the two funds, the jack-pot fund and the Lorimer fund, 
was so close that I can see the skill of the judge in his efforts 
to bar all evidence relating to the jack pot, beeause all through 
the testimony disclosed that; the one corroborated and 
ported the other. They were two pillars of an arch, both neces- 
sary to suppert the structure. 

I ask the pardon of the Senate for reading so slowly, because 
I can not comment as I would like to do and make any more 
rapid progress. While it may take some time to get through 
the entire testimony, nevertheless I hope to make it as complete 
as possible, and where any of it appears to be somewhat uncer- 
tain or hazy to amplify it and make it plain. 

That was the purpose. 


Sup- 


Now Mr. Austrian, after Judge Hanecy’s objection to this—— 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANprecee in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Kansas yield to the Senator from Okla- 


| homa? 


Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. OWEN. I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will 

Mr. OWEN. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The from 
suggests the absence of a quorum, and the Secretary wi 
the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


state if. 


Senator 


Bailey Crane Kean Simmons 
Bankhead Curtis Lorimer Smith, Md. 
Borah Dick McCumber Smith, Mich. 
Bradley Dillingham Martin Smoot 
Brandegee Dixon Nixon Stephenson 

| Briggs du Pont Oliver Stone 
Bristow Fletcher Owen Swanson 
tulkeley Flint Pace 


Gallinger 
Gamble 


Burkett 
Burnham 


Paynter 
Penrose 





surrows Guggenheim Percy 

Carter Heyburn Perkins Wetmore 
Chamberlain Johnston Piles Young 
Clark, Wyo. Jones Shively 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. 
The Senator from Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. BRISTOW (reading) : 

Judge Hanecy. The purpose is to put it before this committee and it 
has nothing to do with the Senatorship. 

That is, information as to the jack pot. 
, Mr. AUSTRIAN. If I am permitted to state the purpose I will be pleased 
oO 

Mr. FLINT. I hope the Senator from Kansas will have the 
attention of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Senator from Cali- 
fornia desire to ask me a question? 

Mr. FLINT. No; I suggested to have order so that we 
could hear the Senator. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will try to speak loud enough. My com- 
plaint of the disorder does not indicate that I had desired that 
any Senator should leave the room. I would very much prefer, 
of course, that they stay because I am reading the testimony. 

I fear that a great many Senators, busy as they are with 
the crowding duties in the closing days of the short session, 
have not had an opportunity to read this testimony. I think 
that every Senator here ought to hear it if he has not read it 
before he casts his vote upon this most important question. So 
I voluntarily hope to relieye—— 

Mr. KEAN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 

Mr. KEAN. The Senator says we ought to read the testi- 
mony or hear it read before we cast our votes. At what time 
would the Senator like to have us vote? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Oh, I will leave that to the pleasure of the 
Senate. 

Mr. KEAN. The Senator does not seem to want to give any 
one an opportunity to vote. 

Mr. BRISTOW. But the Senator from New Jersey certainly 
does not want to vote before he has heard the testimony? 

Mr. KEAN. But I have read the testimony. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Has the Senator read it all? 

Mr. KEAN. Yes; all. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think that it would be profitable to the 
Senator from New Jersey to hear it a second time. 

Mr. KEAN. I shall listen to the Senator. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Of course, in reading this testimony, I 
expect to illuminate some features of it. I hope the Senator 
from New Jersey will not feel that these efforts of mine are 
wholly in vain. 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. If I am permitted to state the purpose, I will be 
pleased to. The evidence will disclose that there were certain Demo- 
cratic members of the house and senate that entered into a combina- 
tion in respect to this so-called bribery matter, that is the purpose of 
it. A senate committee held it was proper in the Clark case. 

I wondered if there were any Republican members of that 
legislature who were bribed. As I remember the evidence, all 
of the members who are alleged to have been influenced in their 
votes by the promise of money were Democrats. I have won- 
dered if there was any corruption as far as the senatorial elec- 
tion was concerned on the Republican side. It seems to me that 
the committee—and I do not want to offer this as a criticism, 
but merely as a suggestion—has failed in its duty in not under- 
taking to investigate the Republican members of the legislature 
with that degree of vigilance they seem to have exercised or 
that seems to have been exercised in bringing out the facts as 
to the Democratic members. 

But that difficulty could not lie with this committee, because 
the committee was composed of both Democratic and Repub- 
lican members. Still all the corruption seems to have been 
developed on the Democratic side, and I wonder if the Demo- 
cratic members of the committee or the subcommittee were as 
vigilant as they should have beén in the pursuit of the investi- 
gation of the members of the opposing party. However, be that 
as it may, I am digressing, and I think the testimony is more 
useful than these side observations. 

Judge Hanecy must have been a great orator in a way, be- 
cause he makes the longest speeches in arguing this question 
as to the purpose of bringing out information as to this jack- 
pot fund. He said: 

Judge Tianrecy. There is no system here, notwithstanding the re- 
marks of brother Austrian about a “ jack pot.” I submit that it is 
unnecessary, because a man is charged with taking a bribe of a thou- 
sand dollars for voting for another man for United States Senator to 
prove that the man committed some other offense. 

I disagree with him there, for if that man was accustomed to 
accepting bribes, if it clearly appeared that he did accept a 
bribe for some other cause or for some other purpose, would not 
any evidence tending to show that he had accepted a bribe for 
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the purpose of influencing his vote for United States Senator— 
would not the fact that he had been bribed to vote on other 
things be material in enabling anyone to weigh the probability 
of his having accepted that money? So, I think, Judge Hanecy 
was wrong in that statement. 

For instance, that he set fire to somebody's building or his own build- 


ing for the purpose of defrauding some insurance company or committed 
murder or some other offense. 


That is true, but they were not trying to show that this man 
had killed anybody or committed any murder. What they were 
endeavoring to do was to show that he had accepted bribes from 
the same men during the same time for other purposes as well 
as for voting for United States Senator. 

If that is to be the rule here, then there can be no limit to it. It is 
not competent, and can not be, that the other matters had to do with 
the election of a United States Senator, as Mr. Austrian says, because 
some man got money for doing other things, and the system he says was 
so that they could get money for other things, and the other things have 
no relation whatever to the senatorship. The senate, as a whole, is a 
separate body created by the Congress of the United States under the 
Federal Constitution. It is not a legislature. They meet in a separate 
house, and they never meet in joint assembly except for the election of 
the United States Senator. That was determined in the Davidson and 
McCall case, where the question was gone into by the best lawyers in 
the Senate and in this country. Then the law in that question was 
tested in the matter of the governorship between Charles 8. Deneen, Re- 
publican candidate, and Mr. Stevenson, the Democratic candidate, and 
the only body that could decide that contest for the governorship was the 
legislature, and that is the law. It is made the law by the Federal 
statute under the Federal Constitution, and there is no other law that 
can control it. There is not a word in the statutes of Illinois or in 
the State constitution about the election of United States Senator, and 
the only body that can elect is the joint assemblage created by the 
Federal statute of 1866. 

It can not be contended that he did. When they meet in joint assem- 
bly the Federal statute provides that they must meet at 2 o'clock, 
meridian time, wherever it may be, fixing the time, and says that they 
must take at least one vote each legislative day until a Senator is 
elected. 

They took one vote each day. On a few days they took more, but 
just as soon as they took that vote and adjourned the senate marched 
out of the joint assembly to their own room, and they separated and 
transacted business. 

Now, I should like to know what that had to do with it? It 
seems to me that it had nothing whatever. What is this argu- 
ment—here is a full page of it by this lawyer—instructing this 
committee of United States Senators how the legislature pro- 
ceeds to elect United States Senators? Everyone of them was 
a Senator, and some of them had been for many years. They 
knew just how the election of a Senator takes place—the for- 
malities that are observed—and still they let this fellow stand 
there and talk to them for 10 or 15 minutes about a matter that 
is wholly immaterial and of which they had absolute knowledge. 
I think I will leave it to the Senate if just criticism does not 
lodge against the committee for this waste of time, waste of 
printing matter, waste of public funds, waste of the time of the 
Senators who are compelled to read it. But listen to it. 

They took one vote each day. On a few days they took more but 
just as soon as they took that vote and adjourned the senate marched 
out of the joint assembly to their own room, and they separated and 
transacted business. Now, will it be contended by anybody, much less 
a lawyer, that what the members of the house and the senate did in 
passing legislation in relation to Chicago, or Cairo, or Galena, or 
Waukegan, or some other place during the separate recesses can be 
grafted onto the proceedings in the general assembly and have the 
election of a United States Senator and the candidates before that joint 
assembly who were running for United States Senator charged with 
what they did? That is just what this means and it does not mean 
anything else, 

Just think of that! I am not sure but here is another half 
page of this meaningless, pointless stuff incumbering this 
record. 

Now, if we have got to be smirched by that, why then there is no 
safety for anybody. All they have to do is to say, “‘ We are going to 
make charges against those men; the man who went to the legislature 
was a bad man; he divorced his wife, or he murdered his wife or his 
child or something else.” Because that is competent to show what be 
did—I say, rather, thet if that is competent to show what he did in 
the separate assembly rooms or the separate house, why, then. it 1s 
competent to show what he did at the Leland Hotel or to show a con 
sultation that he had at home to show that he took bribes or did other 
offenses contrary to the criminal law. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I should like to inter- 
rupt the Senator. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. - 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Of course, we have heard the testl- 
mony, or most of it at least, in the Lorimer case and we are 
more or less familiar with what has been said by all of the 
witnesses. Would it not be of more profit to the Senate if the 
Senator would read something with which we are not familiar, 
for instance, Elliott’s Debates or the Old Testament or the New 
Testament or anything that the Senate has not before heard? 

Mr. BRISTOW. If the Senator from Oregon will provide me 
with a copy of the New Testament or a copy of the Old Testa- 
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ment, I shall be very glad to read him a chapter. I think it 
will be profitable to him, and I shall gladly comply with his 
request. 
the books referred to by the Senator. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I presume that the Presiding Officer 
ean furnish the Senator with any of the books I have men- 
ioned. 

Mr. BRISTOW. ‘That is very good. Not having the Bible 
or the Testament here, I think that I should, until they arrive 
at least, devote myself to the presentation of the evidence in 
the case that is now before the Senate. I know that the argu- 
ments of these attorneys are very uninteresting and of very 
little value, but if I omitted the arguments I would be accused 
of gurbling the record, and that is an accusation that has been 
made against the committee. I do not want to fall into the 
same fault that the committee is accused of having fallen into. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I submit in perfect good faith, and 
without any disposition to be frivolous in the matter, that the 
reading of Elliott’s Debates would be very much more inter- 
esting to the Senate than the reading of the testimony in this 
ease that was taken in Chicago. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Doubtless the reading of some of George 
Eliot’s novels might be more interesting and might be more en- 
tertnining. Indeed, I might read the debates of the coustitu- 
tional convention, but I am presenting to the Senate the evi- 
dence directly upon the case that is now under consideration, 
and I hope I shall not be criticized for reading the very evi- 


dence upon which the Senator must base his ultimate decision 
when he casts his vote upon this case. I appreciate very deeply 


indeed the kindly suggestions of the Senator, and I would be 
glad to comply with them if it were convenient, but I regret that 
it is not. 

I do not want to miss any of this: 

Because that is competent to show what he did—lI say, rather, that 
if that is competent to show what he did in the separate assembly 
rooms or the separate house, why then it is competent to show what 
he did at the Leland Hotel or to show a consultation that he had at 
home, to show that he took bribes or did other offenses contrary to the 
criminal law, and that is what this mrr- is for at this time, and 


I submit nothing else; and therefore I[ say it should not come in here. 
Senator HEYBURN 
This is the first time in this record that the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Heyspurn] has asked a question of the witness 
White. Further on in the testimony you will observe, as you 


follow my reading, that he became very active in the discharge 
of his duty as a member of the committee. I want to pay that 
compliment to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon sug- 
gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I am very sorry to have my remarks inter- 
rupted by these continued roll calls, but I know of no way of 
avoiding it. 

The PRESIDING 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 


Bailey Crane 





| LAIN], to which I thoroughly 


| least not to render an extraordinary 


| that 


McCumber Smoot 
Bankhead Culberson Martin Stephenson 
Brandegee Curtis Nixon Stone 
Br du Pont Oliver Swanson 
Br Fletcher Owen Thornton 
Br Flint Page Warner 
B Gallinger Paynter Warren 
B Gamble Penrose Watson 
Burnham Heyburn Percy Wetmore 
Burrows Johnston Piles Young 
Carter Jones Shively 
Chamberlain Kean Simmons 
Clark, Wyo. Lorimer Smith, Md. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators having 


answered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I want to say that, 
acting in the capacity of judges of one of the highest judicial 
tribunals in the United States, I feel that we ought to give Mr. 
LORIMER a vote on this question and determine whether or not 
he is entitled to a seat in the Senate. But I feel and realize 
that there are some concessions that ought to be made by his 
friends, and that the matters at issue between the men on 


| that is in 


both sides of this question in the Senate ought to be determined. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Kansas has yielded to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I am frank to say that I am opposed 
to the position which the friends of Mr. Lorimer take in the 


The Chair understands that the | 


Senate, but yet I feel that, acting as judges, we ought to de- | 


termine this question and vote for or against him. But what- 
ever else is pending in the Senate, we ought to make some con- 
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cession, 
now. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, continuing, I am sorry to an- 
nounce that a great deal of this testimony is taken up with a 
discussion of the attorneys, which is very dry at 


and I think we ought to determine the matter right 


d uninteresting 
rent: indeed it 
was difficult for me, in reading the testimony the first time, to 
carefully read these long-winded discussions of the attorney 





[I could not get much value out of them, but it was 1 sary 
to read them in order to understand fully the weight of tl 
testimony that followed that was admitted or to understand the 
character of the testimony that was to be excluded. 

I was starting in with the examination by Senator Hh N 

Senator Hrysurn. As I understand it, you urge no ob tion to that 
part of the question, that he was to 1 ive a thou 1 dollars‘ 

Mr. Hanecy. I have no objection to that. S 

Senator Heybpurn. Well, now, t { ‘ \ 
tion 

Then he was interrupted by Judge Hanecy. I think the ques 


tion that was to be nropounded by Senator Hryrvut 


IN WAS a Very 





pertinent and proper one. But he is interrupted by Hanecy, 
and there was a long discussion here that I think was very 
irritating; it certainly must have been 

Mr. Hanecy. If in the same conversation he stated that the considera 
tion he was to receive for his vot n t t conve t ! stated | 
was to receive a certain additional sum or additional wunt or | 
centage. Now, would that be equally a part of the r his 
vote as the thousand dollars, Mr. Senator? If h y f ss 
should swear here that it was agreed that he was to ind 
dollars for voting for LorImMeR and then w t t cow f se in 
addition to that, that he was to get some other consideration for doing 
that thing—not something else then it is mpetent | But unless 
it is, then it is not competent here, | bn 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. I would just like to answer what « s has said, if 
I may. 


Now, Austrian comes in wi 
Senator Burrows. Certain] 


The Senator was very courteous to him 
Mr. AUSTRIAN 





Now, we have an address to the committee by the counsel for 
the Chicago Tribune. 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. Counsel is mistaken in what t! w is in this State, 
as well as in other States What the law is has been held by the Sen 
ate committee of which Chairman Burrows is a member rhe purpose 
of it is, if you will permit me, Mr. Chairms and I will not take nearly 
so long as opposing counsel did—-the pu » of it is te how that in 
that legislative body that there was general corruption 





Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Kansas yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY (at 7.45 a. m., Tuesday, Feb. 28, 1911). Acting 
upon the suggestion of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBER- 


Does the Senator from Kansas 


assent, and which I think entirely 
wise and proper, I am going to ask the Senate to take a recess, 
if I can have unanimous consent, until half past 11 and 
see if it is not possible to reach some basis of agreement upon 
which the Senate can proceed to dispose of the matter pending 
before it, and then proceed to dispose of other matters, so as at 


— . 
0 clock, 





session of Congress abso- 
lutely necessary. 

I ask the Chair to submit as a request for u 
the Senate take a recess until 11.30 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
o'clock this morning. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 


mnsent 


1animous ce 


Texas asks 


take a recess until 11.30 


Will not Senators have plenty of time for 


any possible arrangement that we can make if we take the 
recess until 10 o'clock? We have not many more days left 
Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator from 


North Dakota 


that half past 11 would give Senators but three hours in which 
to have breakfast, change our linen, and do such other things 
as are necessary. There are certain groups of Senators who 


desire to have some conferences, and I think if we 
back at 11 or half past 10 we would probably find ourselves 
still not ready to dispose of the matter. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If there is any hope of settling the 
controversy and going on with the business of the 
of course it would be well for us to adjourn until to 
morrow, if it could be done, and get through with this. I hay 
not much hopes of our being able to secure it. 

Mr. BAILEY. There is a special order fixed for to-day im 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, if we reach that 
time, and I hope we will, without any doubt, and I feel that it 
would be time saved to take a recess until half past 11. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I shall not object, if the Senator has any 
hopes of accomplishing anything. 


were to come 


itter 


Senate, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I notice the absence of the chairman of the 
committee. I think he should be here before unanimous con- 
sent is given. 

Mr. BAILEY. TI will say to the Senator from Idaho that I 
have consulted—I did not see the chairman—with some other 
members of the committee, and those that I did happen to 
see — 

Mr. HEYBURN. I say that merely because the chairman 
requested me to be on guard here, and he might feel that I was 
not representing him properly if action should be taken in his 
absence. I should want to know that he had personal knowl- 
edge of the proposed proceeding. Otherwise I should feel that 
I was neglecting a charge that he had requested me to look 
after. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator from Idaho that the 
chairman of the committee has not been personally consulted 
because it was not convenient to consult him. I was responding 
to the suggestion made by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAm- 
BERLAIN] Only a moment ago; and in conference with some 
Senators on both sides who are interested that seemed to me 
to be about the best course. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, of course I feel that 
IT am a new Member in the Senate as compared with some of 
the distinguished gentlemen who are here to-night, but it seems 
to me that what has been done here has been merely child’s 
play. To be entirely frank with my distinguished friend, the 
Senator from Texas, and other friends, I want to say that I 
am in favor of unseating the gentleman who has been sent to 
this distinguished body from I)lineis, but the condition precedent 
which has been imposed upon us of deciding that question and 
deciding the question as to the creating of a tariff board, which 
has been suggested by the distinguished Senator from Iowa, now 
confronts us. It seems to me, acting in the capacity of one of 
the judges on this important question, that the sitting Member 
is entitled to a vote on his case. He may be dismissed from 
this body, to which he claims to have been elected. It may be 
that he will be seated as a Member of this body; but whether 
that be true or not, it is the duty of the Senate, acting in the 
highest capacity of any body in this Union, to decide that ques- 
tion first, and then to determine the question whether or not we 
want a tariff board, as suggested by the President. 

I believe, Mr. President, if we will dispose of the first ques- 
tion—whether Mr. Lorimer is entitled to a seat in this body— 
all else will follow in order, and tying it up with something else 
that ought not to be linked with the question as to his right 
to a seat in this body is mere nonsense. 

I believe, with the Senator from Texas and others who have 
spoken here to-night, that if we will wipe out from the consider- 
ation of this body the question as to Mr. LortMer’s seat, all else 
will follow in order. I think we ought to determine that ques- 
tion as one of the highest deliberative bodies in the Union, and 
I hope the Senate will determine that question first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BULKELEY. In view of the suggestion of the Senator 
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I think, Mr. President, after what I have witnessed to-night 
that it will be a long time before I again engage in a filibuster. 
I am rather inclined to think it may be a useful lesson to me, 
and hereafter when my part of the debate is over I shall be 


| ready to vote, and certainly when other Senators have concluded 


from Texas, I should like to ask the question, Suppose the Sen- | 


ate now takes a recess and reassembles at 10 or 11 o’clock and 
goes on with its proceedings, under some arrangement, on this 
legislative day, when 12 o'clock comes what becomes of the 
special order? 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course, that is a parliamentary question 
which might be properly addressed to the Chair, but since the 
Senator from Connecticut does me the honor to ask me my opin- 
ion on it I say to him very frankly that I think that order 
would be displaced. 

Mr. BULKELEY. That is my own view of it. 

Mr. BAILEY. In other words, the order is for a vote imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal. If this session of 
the Senate does not terminate before the next daily session 
should begin, there would be no Journal to read. 

Mr. BULKELEY. That is my view of it. 

Mr. BAILEY, But I hope we will not encounter that condi- 
tion. 

Mr. BULKELEY. I suggest the regular order. Let us go 
on with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course, I could make a motion, but I did 
not want to do that. I rather felt as if there was irritation 
enough already. I do not want to beat anybody again unless 





without any trouble, but I should like to see it done unani- 
mously, 


their real addresses I think I shall never obstruct unless it be 
in a matter involving the safety of my own constituents. 

I hope there will be no objection now to the recess, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Displacement of the special 
order could be avoided by an adjournment after the Senate con- 
venes after the recess. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that. That could be avoided if 
we meet at half past 11 and adjourn at 5 minutes to 12; that 
would save that. There is no question on that. 

Mr. STONE. I concur in what the Senator from Oregon said 
as to the right of Mr. Lorimer to have a vote. I have not 
sought to prevent a vote being taken, and shall not. I agree 
with the Senator from Oregon that the question of agreeing 
upon a time to take that vote should not be coupled with any 
other controversy, so as to endanger an agreement as to the 
Lorimer case. I do not care to stand in the way of the 
progress of the Senate’s business if I can avoid it. 

I apprehend that the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Battey] is predicated upon something that I had 
said to Senators as well as upon what the Senator from Oregon 
has said. I think it would be advisable to take the recess as 
suggested, that there might be some conferences among NSena- 
tors as to the best course to take, out of the hope that those 
conferences might lead to some agreement by which the difli- 
culties confronting us could be adjusted. 

Nevertheless I think it due to say that I do not wish it under- 
stood by anything I have said that I have assumed any responsi- 
bility of assuring an agreement. I will be glad to contribute 
so far as I can to bring it about, but we may come back here 
at the end of this recess no better off, no further advanced, than 
we are, and I think it proper that I should make that state- 
ment so that we will proceed with a clear understanding, or 
at least avoid any possible misunderstanding, and that I ought 
to make this statement, as I do, before any recess is agreed to. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, of course we who are 
here and participate in the ceremonies of this occasion, if I 
may so say, appreciate to the full the difficulties which con- 
front us. But there is one thing that we are liable to over- 
look. Our constituents and the public at large are likely to 
look upon the preceedings of to-night as a wastefulness of effort, 
and an expenditure of the people’s money that is entirely un- 
justified by anything that has happened here to-night. 

As I said awhile ago, I am one of those who differ with my 
friend the Senator from Texas. I believe that the country ex- 
pects, and I believe the testimony which has been adduced here 
to-night justifies, the exclusion of Mr. Lorrmer from the Senate. 
I say that reluctantly, because I have known and respected him 
for a great many years. I have learned to love him for his 
many excellent qualities of head and heart, but I believe, Mr. 
President, that the testimony which has been adduced here 
warrants us, as it would warrant any jury under the same cir- 
cumstances, to render a verdict against him. 

However, taking all of these things into consideration, there 
are other matters which the public expects from us. It expects 
from us that we shall discharge our duties not only with re- 
spect to the individual whose fate is in our hands to-night, but 


| it expects us to discharge our duties with reference to the pub 


weal and the public welfare. 

So looking upon this question, it is not only one as to our 
duties with reference to the sitting Member; it is a «I 
tion with reference to our duties to many pressing public mess 
ures which are resting upon us for decision to-day. One of 
these important measures is the question which the dis 
guished Senator from Iowa has insisted shall be determined, : 
well as the decision of the right of Mr. Lorimer to a seat in th 
body, and that is the proposal which has been submitted to 
in regard to the establishment of a tariff board. 

That is not all, Mr, President. There are not only these «! 
tions, but there is another very important question for us to 


| determine, and that is as to the reciprocal agreement between 


the United States and Canada. 

But not only that. There are many other questions which 
devolve upon us as representatives of the people of this creat 
country. There is the great question as to whether we shall 
continue the Government of the United States by the appropria- 


| tion of sums of money sufficient to carry on the affairs of 
it is absolutely necessary. I think we could take the recess | 


Government as they have been carried on in the past. 
But leaving all of these questions aside, Mr. President, sit- 
ting here as a member of one of the greatest tribunals in the 





1911. 


world, realizing my duties and responsibilities, and feeling as 
I do upon the question now before us it seems to me that no 
Senator here can refuse to accord to the man who is now on 
trial not only a prompt but an immediate settlement of his 
claim to a seat in this body. It may be, Mr. President, that we 
may determine he is not entitled to a seat in this body. It may 
be that we may determine that he ought to be excluded from 
the Senate. But whatever may be the decision of this great 
tribunal, it is our duty to determine it at once, and then all 
things which follow may follow in the ordinary sequence of 
events, 

I say, Mr. President, in according to Mr. Lorimer the rights 
which the Constitution of the United States, which the consti- 
tution of every civilized body accords to him, it is our duty in 
determining that question to say whether these other great 
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| Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely want to say that I submitted 


my parliamentary inquiry, thinking that the status was as the 


Chair ruled, and therefore I call the attention of every Senator 


questions which come near to the hearts of the American peo- | 


ple shall also be determined promptly. In that respect I agree 
heartily with the contention of the Senator from Iowa; and 
while I do not insist upon it as a condition precedent, the 
Senate, as a deliberative body second to none on the face of 
the globe, ought to determine these questions now in a man- 
ner becoming to the dignity of this tribunal. 

I was about to ask, Mr. President, that we come to a vote 
now, first upon the question as to whether Mr. LoriMer is enti- 
tled to a seat in this body, and, second, as to whether we shall 
have a tariff board; but upon the suggestion of my distinguished 
friend from Texas I simply leave that question open. 

Mr. BAILEY. It has been suggested that it would be more 
agreeable to some Senators to meet at 11 o'clock instead of 
11.80, so I modify my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Texas that the Senste stand in 
recess until 11 o’clock? The Chair hears none, and the Senate 
stands in recess until 11 o'clock. 

Accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 10 minutes a. m., Tuesday. 
Teb. 28) the Senate took a recess until 11 o’clock a. m. 


AFTER RBECESS. 


The Senate reassembled at 11 o'clock a. m., at the expiration 
of the recess. 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of Senate resolution 
015, submitted by Mr. Beveripce on January 9, 1911, as follows: 

Resolved, That WILLIAM LORIMER was not duly and legally elected 
to a seat_in the Senate of the United States by the Legislature of the 
State of Illinois 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Bristow] has the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I rise to a parliamentary 
ny own right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair begs to 
Senator about that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I submit to the Chair the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Very good; the Chair will listen 
to the Senator anyhow. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The parliamentary inquiry, as the Chair 
will see, is an important one. This is a continuation, as I un- 
derstand it, of the legislative day. The parliamentary inquiry 


inquiry in 


correct the 


is that if this legislative day should continue to and past 12 | 


o'clock, will that vitiate the special order for that time? 
The VICE PRESIDENT, It certainly will. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The special order, I understand, is the 
vote upon Senate joint resolution 134, proposing an amendment 
of the Constitution providing for the election of Senators by a 
direct vote of the people. 

Mr. President, that being the case. I ask unanimous consent 
that at 11 o'clock and 55 minutes the Senate shall stand ad 
journed. In that way we can save the special order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
that—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think we need no unani 
mous consent. The Senate can adjourn without 
consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
mit me a moment—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield further to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I yield. 


from Indiana asks 


unanimous 


Objection is made. 
I merely want, if the Senator will per 





| the Senator from Minnesota. [Putting the question. ] 
|} appear to have it. The ayes have it, and the n 





present to the predicament in which we may find ourselves 

that Senators can all have it in mind in 

make a motion to adjourn, which I shall do. 
Mr. GALLINGER. We have been th 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f 


ase anyone should 


inking of it 


rom inal is 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota ? 
Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 
Mr. NELSON. I move that when the Senate 1j s to-day 


it adjourn to meet at 11.50. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. At 11.50 to-day? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 
11.50 to-day. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A motion has been made which is 
not debatable. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am aware of that. I do it only by 
sufferance. The motion as I understood it 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it ought not to 
be done even by sufferance. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well; I think the Chair is right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to make a suggestion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not debatable. 
even, is debate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am not debating it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair just stopped the Senator 
from Indiana on the theory that anything is debate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent to make a sug- 
gestion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks 
unanimous consent to make a suggestion. Is there objection? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not want to object to the Senator 
asking unanimous consent, but it has been ruled against me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order 

Mr. HEYBURN. I suggest that we are in the legislative day 
of the 27th day of February, and an adjournment, even if it 
was taken to a period 15 minutes hence, would be an adjourn- 
ment to meet on the 28th. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We understand that. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator may understand it, 
was not so expressed. 
we will have no trouble. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ihe Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. 
definite and clear. 
day, February 28. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 


An objection, 


but it 
I think if we keep our dates straight 


The question is on the motion of 


I move to amend my motion to make it more 
It is to adjourn to 11.50 on this calendar 


T 
bithel ah 


| The ayes 
otion is carried. 


Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me f 


i 


; & moment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from K 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, yesterday afternoon é 
motion for a recess to § o'clock I voted for a re Ss 1 went 
away supposing it had carried and feeling quite unwell I went 
home and went to bed. I did not know of the « tinue \ight 
session until this morning, when I had not to e here at 
10 o'clock. Having learned the history of st night’s trans 
actions briefly from several gentlemen I want ixe a ttle 
statement. 

I do not believe that anvyh« dy on tl I erat de of this 
Chamber wishes to postpone or delay for one mor t vote on 
the Lorimer case. I believe when I say that I re 


resent eve ry 
Democrat here. It is certainly my sentiment. On the other 


hand, when it comes t 


») passing the tariff board bill, which in 
my opinion should not have been put in here at a short session 
for the dominant party to deprive Democrats coming in of 


the instrumentality which they will choose for themselves, I 
will not consent to take that up at any time 

tut I want to say further that there is no disposition on 
part, or on the part of any Democrat here, to filibuster on 


mw 
ny 


uny- 





a 


Ss 
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thing. If there shall be an extra session, it will be welcomed 
by many gentlemen on the Democratic side, but not by me, for 
I think it will most seriously affect the beginning of what is | 
predicted a prosperous year and very much arrest industrial 
enterprises and the rising values of the country. 

The Republicans are here in a very large majority and can 


nY 


moment pass any bill they choose to take up if they can 
come to an agreement, and it can be voted upon either yea or 
nay I do not believe and I certainly would very much dis- 
like to think that any Senator can be influenced by any intima- 
tion from the White House as to anything affecting his cen 
science, but in a matter of expediency and policy we must take 
note of the utterances of that gentleman by who 
stand or fall with him when he chooses to do so, with or with 
out 





ventle > 
gentiemen 


resison. 
it does not seem to me, briefly, that this treaty is of sufficient 
importance to make this great trouble. 





to waft a feather or drown a fly. I have weighed that 
treaty as a member of the committee as carefully as I 
could, and I do not find that taking it altogether its ad- 
vantages or disadvantages are very great. It will affect a local 
interest injuriously here and another local interest favorably 


there. 


I announced to that committee distinctly that I would not 


support the treaty for its commercial advantages but simply 
because, as there are only three peeples upon this continent, each 
one extending to either ocean, we must exercise some states 


manship in providing for a friendly mental attitude with our 
good neighbors north and south that will make them so friendly 
to us by the interweaving of commercial, social, and 
domestic ties that they would be in the future unwilling to fur- 
nish on their soil a basis for military operations from either 
ocean against the United States. 

That is what has influenced me. But I was only one of two 
on that committee who really approved of the bill putting the 
agreement in eperation. I mean on all sides, there are only 
two members who really at heart favored that re 
treaty. 

Now, I am not so much wedded to my opinion, nor have I 
much of the vanity of consistency as will maintain the record 
I made in that committee. The consistency which I have 
always endeavored to maintain here is that of doing what I 
thought was under all circumstances, and 
frequently make me change my mind. 

I am willing now to have that agreement come up and to 
dispose of it in the interest of the public welfare, to vote to 


close 


‘iprocity 


so 


best 


circumstances 


kill it if necessary, but I am informed this morning that the 
President would not for a moment submit to the defeat of tha 
agreement by an arrangement for its defeat. I can not see 


the difference between an out-and-out arrangement the 
changes of mind in some men to vote for or against the agree- 
ment and any other arrangement that usual legislation 
to secure the passage or defeat of a measure. 

I regret, Mr. President, that there seems to be engendered 
somewhat in this attrition of wishes, and that on the floor of 
the Senate, a little bit of acrimony which has heretofore kept 
out of the Senate, at least for some time. I heard with great 
pleasure this morning from the Senator from Vermont [Mr 
DILLINGHAM] that the speech of the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon] last night rose to a great height in the expression 
of his sentiment for preserving the peace and good order 
and dignity of the Senate and acting in good faith toward 
everyone. 

Now, I want to I will be here only four days. My 
public career will and I will retire to my farm. As 
Thomas Jefferson said when he was asked to run a third time 
by the legislature of Vermont, I want to go to my farm with 
clean and empty hands. 

I love peace, and there is nothing on earth that so distresses 
me as strife and conflict. I am willing to make any sacrifice 
I can for peace. There has been no reason for any display 
of feeling that I know of. The Democrats have won a large 
and, in some measure, an unexpected success at the polls. The 
Republicans have suffered unexpected reverses in a larger 
measure than they had expected. But I have heard of no 
gloating over the Democratic triumph on this side, nor have I 
noted any particular depression on that side. 
of the vicissitudes of political fortune, and no man need be 
either unduly elated or depressed or discouraged. The country 
has not given us the whole legislative branch of the country. 
The people have given us a large majority in the House. The 
tepublicans will still control the Senate by a working majority. 
This ought to be a guaranty to the country that there will be 
neither hasty nor ill-considered legislation. 


of 


is in 


say, 


close 


It is raising a tempest ochus, and he and Sappho were adjudged by the Greeks of the 
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it is possible, let us agree to go on with this business in an 
orderly way without any intention of dilatory motions or any- 
thing of that sort. 

Of course, if a Senator like my friend from Kansas has 
something to say on a vital or great question he should say it, 
and so should everybody else, but nothing for the mere purpose 
of obstruction. 

I look at this situation as a man almost on the outside. Since 
I have been speaking there has come into my mind a few verses 


| from an old Greek poet, which perhaps the Senate will indulge 


imme in repeating, for I think they are extremely applicable to 
the situation in hand. It was the invocation or exhortation of 
an old Greek poet to his own soul. His name is now very 
rarely ever heard, for his splendid genius is only attested by 
some magnificent fragments that fortunately for posterity were 
embedded in the writings of other people. His name was Archil- 


| classic age of Greece, the age-of Pericles, as being the two who 


It is simply one | 


were second only to Homer. His lines, if you will allow me, 
were these: 
Tossed on a sea of troubles, soul, my soul, 
Thyself do thou control; 
And to the weapons of advancing foes 
\ stubborn breast oppose ; 
Undaunted ’mid the hostile might 
Of squadrons burning for the fight, 
Thine be no boasting when the victor’s crown 
Wins thee deserved renown; 
Thine no dejected sorrow, when defeat 
Would urge a base retreat: 
Rejoice in joyous things—nor overmuch 
Let grief thy bosom touch 
"Midst evil, and still bear in mind 
Iiow changeful are the ways of human kind. 


Although that was written 700 years before the beginning of 
the Christian era, yet neither before nor since has there been 
a sounder philosophy or a manlier sentiment expressed in 
nobler It is a lesson that we can take each one for 
himself. 

I think I have stated the position of the minority. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I do not understand that 
the Senator from Mississippi attempted to speak for all upon 
this side, but lest there should be any misunderstanding I wish 
to state my personal views briefly upon the matters which he 


has discussed. 


verse. 


Personally I do not favor postponing or preventing a vote 
upon any of the questions that are now under consideration ; 
but I could not join with the Senator from Mississippi in an 
endeavor to prevent a vote regarding the tariff board. I am 
for a tariff board as an enlightened method of ascertaining 
facts upon most complicated questions. I do not fear that a 
tariff board appointed by President Taft will embarrass the 
Democratic Party in its work regarding the revision of the 
tariff. I am willing, so far as I am concerned, with reference 
to the Democratic nominees upon that board to trust a Presi- 
dent who appointed upon the Supreme Bench a White, a Lurton, 
and a Lamar. I do not believe that that board, however ap 
pointed, whether partisan or nonpartisan or bipartisan, will 
fail to discharge its full duty in the ascertainment of facts. I 
believe that the oath they will take and the quasi-judicial capac- 
ity in which they will act will impress their action in ascer- 
taining the facts, and that for the present unscientific method 
of ascertaining the facts, a method which has been hitherto 
pursued by both parties and which, in my judgment, has the 
disapproval of the entire country, we will have substituted a 
method of careful examination of all the facts relating to for- 
eign commerce, just as we have to-day an examination of the 
facts relating to interstate commerce; and that a bipartisan 
board will be as fair, as just, and as true in its ascertainment 
of all the facts relating to foreign commerce as has been the 


present Interstate Commerce Commission, a bipartisan com- 
mission, with reference to interstate commerce. So, instead 
of opposing a vote upon the tariff board bill, so far as 


I am individually concerned, I shall do everything to facili- 
tate it. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 11 o’clock and 21 minutes 
a. m., Tuesday, February 28, 1911) the Senate adjourned 
| until Tuesday, February 28, 1911, at 11 o’clock and 50 min- 


But above all, if | utes a. m. 
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HOUSE OF 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. 


REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 27, 1911. 


Couden, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 


approved. 
DISTRICT OF 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
The SPEAKER. 
Michigan rise? 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 


COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 
Mr. Speaker 





For what purpose does the gentleman from 


To make a motion that the House 


resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 


state of the Union. 
The SPEAKER. 
at this time for that purpose, as the Chair 
conference committee desires to make a report. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. M 
mentary inquiry? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
ports to be disposed of, does that 
having District day after they 
The SPEAKER. 
business it desires to consider, 


necessarily 
are disposed of? 


rollment 


The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
is notified that 


a 


r. Speaker, may I make a parlia- 


If there are some conference re- 


debar us from 


The House at any time can determine what 
but with the en 


of 


appropriation bills just in front of us, and all of them prac- 


tically to be settled, the Chair 
of the public business. The House can, 
consider a conference report. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I 
morning a privileged bill from the 


following that I propose to call up my bill. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, 
on the bill (H. R. 29360) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, and 
ask unanimous consent that the accompanying statement may be 


read in lieu of the conference report. 
The SPEAKER. 


ment accompanying the conference report may 


intended to 
Committee 
Means, but I cheerfully give way for the conference report; 


APPROPRIATION 


a pause.] 


must take notice of the status 
if it desires, 


eall up 
on Ways 
but 


BILL. 


I call up the conference repori 


The gentleman from Massachusetts calls up 
a conference report and asks unanimous consent that the state- 
lieu 
The 


be read in 


of the report. Is there objection? [After 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will read the statement. 
The Clerk read the statement. 


(For conference report and statement see Recorp of 


day, February 25, 1911, page 3444.) 
Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, 


to the conference report. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
that the House agree to the conference report. 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I make 


there is no quorum present. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point of order that there is not a quorum present. The Chair 
will count. [After counting.] One hundred and thirty-seven 
gentlemen are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House, 


The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. 
Sergeant at 
the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, 
answer to their names- 


Arms will notify absentees, 


Ames Esch Hitcheock 
Andrus Fassett Hollingsworth 
Ansberry Focht Iioward 
Ashbrook Foelker Hi ff Pa 
Barchfeld Fordney Hi ig a s, W. Va. 
Bates Fowler Hu . lowa 
Boutell Gallagher Ji e 

Bowers Gardner, Mass. K inkai d, Nebr. 
Bradley Gardner, N. J. Lafean 

turke, Pa. Garner, Pa. Langley 
Burleigh Gill, Md. Latta 

Byrd Gill, Mo, Law 

Capron Glass pees 

Clark, Fla. Goebel Li 7 
Coudrey Goldfogle Li 

Cravens Hanna Livingston 
Crow none - ced n 
Davidson ia McDermott 
Davis Hayes McGuire, Okla. 
Denby He: ld McHenry 
Durey Higgins McKinley, Il. 


Elvins Hins haw McLachlan, Cal. 








I move that the House 


The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
and the 


and the following Members faile 


Massachusetts moves 


the point 


We ought to have a quorum. 


Malby 
Maynard 
Millington 
Moon, | 
Moon, ‘Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morehead 
Morcan, 
Mudd 
Murd k 
Murphy 
mer, H 


sons 
er 


Okla. 


Pa Ww. 
Par 

Dat mn 
Plumley 
Pou 
Pratt 
Prince 
Ransdell, 
Reid 
Rhirock 
Riordan 


La. 
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the 


refuse to 


this 
and 


Satur- 


agree 


that 


the 


Clerk will call 


“d to 


Rucker, Colo. Smith, Cal. Sulzer Weeks 
Sabath Smith, lowa Swasey Weisse 
Sherley Snapp ‘Taylor, Ohio Willett 
Slemp wy Southwick Thomas, Ohio Wood, N. J. 
Small Sperry Wallace Woodyard 

The SPEAKER. The roll call shows 273 Members present, 
including the Speaker—a quorum. 

Mr, GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with fur- 
ther proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to, and the doorkeepers were directed 
to open the doors. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, the conferees of the Senate 
and the House have come to a complete agreement, except 
upon one item, the assay office in North Carolina. That will 
be taken up after the conference report is considered rhe 
conference report, although it was not required to be p ed 
was included as a part of my remarks on Saturday st, and 
Members will find it on page 5444 of the Recorp. The state 
ment has just been read. 

It seems to me the only item that the House has shown inter 
est in, and which I should expect would excite attention now 

| is the salary of the Secretary to the President. Members wil! 
remember that the Senate put on an amendment raising it 
from $6,000 to $10,000. The House disagreed to that amend 
ment, It went back to conference and the conferees have now 
compromised, raising it from $6,000 to $7,500. Whether that 


Mr. GILLETT. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the action of the con 
ferees is a distinct repudiation of what were practically the 
| instructions from the House. This is the second instance in 
which the conferees upon this bill have ignored the action of 


























































3ISV 


not tell. 
of $7 


be glad 


course TIT « 
am in 
question 


will meet the views of the House. of 
Inasmuch as I was in favor of $10,000, I 
If any Member desires to debate that 
yield to him. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 


an 
favor 
1 will 


HH), 


to 


I would like five minutes. 


the House upon specific items. 


When the conference report was before the House on the 16th 
of February, the gentleman from Massachusetts moved to re- 
cede and concur in the Senate amendment which fixed the com 
pensation of the Secretary to the President at $10,000 per year. 
Upon a division taken on that question, 52 Members voted in 
favor of the motion and 130 Members voted in opposition to it. 


The Recorp shows that the gentleman from Massachusetts then 


} 


asked for tellers, and not a sufficient number of Members arose 
to give tellers on the vote. The Recorp then shows that the 
following transpired: 

Mr. FITzGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the HU 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; it is proper to leave it to t I ‘ the con 
ferees will understand this, and I will say to my f 1 New York 
ihat if it ever comes back I will stand by hi 

Mr. FITZGERALD. We might as well settle it now 

Mr. MANN. I do not think it is fair to t 

br. FITZGERALD. Very well, Mr. Speake I 1 the on 
I will move that the House further insis n its dis ‘ ent to the 
Senate amendments 

rhe question was taken, and the motion was agreed to 

Mr. Speaker, unquestionably a great majority of the Ik 
would have voted in favor of the motion to adhere to the He 
disagreement to the Senate amendment, and that amendiment 
would never have gone back to conference if the motion had 2 
been insisted upon; but it was not. insisted upon, out of cour 
tesy to the conferees on the part of the House, and in the 
belief that they would represent the sentiment of this House 1 
not recede on an item upon which there had been such a 
stantial vote in opposition. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts has not the ex 
occasion usually given by conferees, that this is a 
agreement upon this bill, and that it is essary to « ' 
compromise in order to complete the worl The report back 
in disagreement four amendments upon which the House | 
Senate can not agree. There is no excuse ever, pl \ 
given, for the failure of the conferees. to respect t sentiment 
of the House upon this occasion. 
| Mr. Speaker, if the House is to pass upon the compe : 
of this official, it should be given ai I t1 ty to do j f 1 
conferees could not have agreed. I insist that the conferees 
had no right, in view of the record, to le Vv oO 
| mise or to have taken any action not in harmony with the 
| ment of the Louse. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to enter into a lengthy d 
sion as to any merit there may be about this proposition: but 
| when the Secretary to the President appeared before the 
mittee on Appropriations asking authority to reorganize 
| White House staff he never suggested or intimated any in 
l crease in compensation of the position occupied by him, and 
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the matter has neyer been presented to any committee of this 
House. 

I am opposed to having items inserted in this way in the 
Senate d haye the House surrender its attitude simply be- 
cause some gentlemen think they know more than the House 
does about what it desires. I hope the conference report will 


be voted down and this item will be sent, with other items in 
disagreement, back with the notice that the House will not 
yield its position on this matter. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the criticism of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzcGeratp] upon the con- 
ferees is just. It is quite true the House did express itself 
decisively against the salary of $10,000, but it does not follow 
that the House would be equally opposed to a salary of $7,500, 
the same salary that Members of Congress receive, for an office 
which, I think, all of us will feel requires as muck varied ability 
and more work than is involved in membership of the House. 
Therefore we bring it back to the House to decide whether 
$7,500 shall be allowed. I wish to say in this connection that 
the statement in the press, which Members doubtless saw yes- 
terday or to-day, that the Secretary to the President has been 
selected, is not authorized and is not correct. The criticism of 
the gentleman from New York that this proposition was not 
brought before the Committee on Appropriations when the re- 
adjustment of salaries was made is also unfair, because at that 
time it was not known that the present secretary was to leave 
his place. Consequently the need of a change in salary was not 
appreciated, but since then, when this present secretary an- 
nounced he would retire, and it was found that it was necessary 
for the President to get a new secretary, then the salary became 
a live question, and the administration found that to get the 
person it wanted required an increase in the salary. I think 
this increase to $7,500 is reasonable. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Does the gentleman from Massa- 
echusetts think that there is any difficulty in securing a proper 
man at a salary of $6,000 a year? 

Mr. GILLETT. I would not say that it is impossible. No- 
body knows that. I do think that we will be more likely to get 
a proper man for $7,500 than for $6,000. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. May I ask the gentleman what 
the salary of the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury now is? 

Mr. GILLETT. I think it is $5,000. 

Mr. MANN. Four thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Five thousand dollars. It was increased two 
years ago. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. There is no difficulty in securing 
a man for that position, is there? 

Mr. GILLETT. Of course there is no difficulty in securing 
a man at $6,000 as Secretary to the President. We undoubtedly 
will have a Secretary to the President, no matter what the 
salary is. What we want is to get the best man. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Is there any difficulty in ob- 
taining a competent man as Assistant Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at $5,000 a year? 

Mr. GILLETT. I think it would be difficult to get the most 
competent man for that salary. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman does not mean 
to say that the present Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Hilles, is not a very competent man. 

Mr. GILLETT. For what? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
Treasury. 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, I think he is. 
an unusually competent man. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think so. Now, does it re- 
quire a more competent and efficient man to be Secretary to 
the President than to be Assistant Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. GILLETT. He has proved himself so competent that he 
has been lured away from that office—and I do not think that I 
am saying anything that is confidential—to a very much more 
remunerative place outside of the Government. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. That is generally the way when 
they school themselves in that position, not simply altogether 
on account of competency. 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, I do not agree with the gentleman. I 
think they show their competency there and then prove they 
are worth a very much larger salary than we pay them, and 
therefore the Government loses valuable services. 

Mr. MADDEN. As a matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
say, for the information of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
that the man who occupies the place as Secretary to the Presi- 
dent now was getting $50,000 a year before he took that job. 

Mr. GILLETT. I de not know whether that is true or not. 

Mr. MADDEN. Weil, that is true. 


Assistant Secretary of the 


He has proved himself 





Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised to hear that the 
newspaper reports are not correct as to the appointment of Mr. 
Hilles. I know him well, and want to say that he is eminently 
qualified for any position, and especially as Secretary to the 
President, and I will be ready to vote for even $10,000 a year 
salary to a man of his splendid qualifications, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. After he has been Secretary to 
the President for, say, a year or two, at $7,500, would he not 
be very likely to be offered a more remunerative position in 
private life than $10,000 a year? Have we got to place 
people in positions where they can get better salaries in private 
life by increasing their salaries in public life? 

Mr. GILLETT. Why, we are not educating them; we are 
simply giving them an opportunity to show their quality. I do 
not think we want to do that. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman permit me a suggestion? 
Does not the gentleman know it is frequently the case that a 
valuable servant of the State, the secretary of railroad investi- 
gating boards, like the State boards of commerce or Interstate 
Commerce Commission, or something of that kind, when these 
men get thoroughly competent by their knowledge of the affairs 
of corporations to enable them to serve the public, then they 
are offered unreasonable and unusually large sums to take them 
away from the service of the State? 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, no; I do not know that. Mr. Speaker, 
as to the suggestion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] that this is not an entire agreement, and therefore 
it might as well be sent back, because we have got to go back 
anyway, I think it is a mistaken statement, because this is a 
complete agreement except as to one small item; and if the 
House, as I hope it will, disagrees to the Senate amendment to 
that item, I am very confident that the Senate, when it goes 
back to them, will recede from it and then we will have a com- 
plete agreement. 

Mr. PUJO. Will the gentleman answer me one question? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. PUJO. I ask this question for information: How much 
does the clerk to the Committee on Appropriations get a year? 

Mr. GILLETT. Four thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. PUJO. Four thousand five hundred dollars? That is his 
salary for a year? 

Mr. GILLETT. Then he gets $2,000 extra. 

Mr. PUJO. ‘That is $6,500. As a matter of fact, does he not 
perform nearly all the labor necessary in the preparation of the 
appropriation bills, the great supply bills of this House? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes; he has a great part of that prepara. 
tion to do. 

Mr. PUJO. How long has he been in that position? 

Mr. GILLETT. About 30 years, I think. 

Mr. PUJO. Each administration keeps him in that position! 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. PUJO. Does not the gentleman believe that his employ- 


| ment or the services performed by him are of more value to the 


American people than that of secretary or clerk to an executive 
officer? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not wish to enter into a comparison. I 
have the very highest admiration for the clerk to the Committee 
on Appropriations; he is invaluable in that position; but it does 
not require services which command so high a remuneration 
outside as the peculiar qualities which are required for a suc- 
cessful Secretary to the President. I now yield five minutes t« 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CoopPrr]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call 
attention to a provision of this conference report, which may be 
said, in a measure, to repair an injustice done by the first re- 
port, but which nevertheless falls far short of doing real justice 
to certain underpaid Government employees. My colleague from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Korr], when the first report was before the 
House, called attention to some of the items which had been 
agreed upon by the Senate and House conferees. That repori 
showed, as this one shows, how employees of the rank and file 
are neglected and discriminated against. Here is a copy of 
the first report. I ask attention to some of its provisions. For 
example, it provides an increase for a chief clerk from $3,000 
to $4,000—a one-thousand-dollar increase for a man receiving a 
salary of $3,000. I do not object to that increase. Perhaps he 
is worth it. Yet it is true that he was already receiving a 
pretty fair salary. But what follows? To this I ask especial 
attention. Immediately after the $3,000 clerk’s $1,000 increase 
is this—I read from the report— 
five firemen at $660, instead of $720, each, as proposed by the Senate. 


The Senate, it seems, wished to give the firemen $720 each, 


Finally all the conferees 


but the House conferees objected. 














agreed on S660. These five firemen were to receive only $55 
instead of $60, a month each. Refuse them even the little si 
ary of h, but give a $3,000 man $1,000 more! 

Lloweve this time the conferees have reported provisik 
fol ht firemen at $720 each. The suggestion of my colleag 
seen o have had some effect. This is a slight improven 
It ses si vy of each of these men $060 a year, and y¢ 
th ual salary of $720 is grossly inadequate. 1 
‘ove ent of the United States has no business to pay on); 
cA mouth to any reputable man regularly employed in this 
service. No man can live as 2 white man, nor as a black n 
‘ t live, in the city of Washingten, provide for his family, 
| f und food and clothing, and perhaps pay rent and ix 

en doector’s bill on $15 a week. It is the duty of this 
Gove i t ft iy a decent living wage to every man and 
wol 1 its employ 

I am red by my friend, the gentleman from New Yerk 

Mr. GouLpEN], that no watchman employed by the city of 


receives less than $900 a year. But the Governme 


of United States, the richest—yes, vastly the richest—e 
pl in the world, pays its watchmen only $720 a year, and 
they work—t least some of them do—every day in the year. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes, 


FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman know we ¢ 
not afford to pay those men more? 
r. COOPER of Wisconsin. Well, I have an idea. 


ir. FITZGERALD. We are too busy wasting our 


why 


money in 


other enterprises. We have got to defend the country and the 
Ci build ships and all that. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, it is that not all 


true 


Government employees are underpaid, though many of them 
al but I ask the candid judgment of every man on this floor 
as to whether it is right that the Government of the United 
States should pay watchmen who work every day in the year, 


including Sundays, as one of them told me last he «id, 


Week 


only $60 a month. My attention has only recently been called 
to this subject. One of these watchmen mentioned it to me. 
iI as a wife and four children. Week before last he said 
to “Mr. Coorrer, I do not know that I ought to speak to 
you about it, but I have used up my little savings, and it wor- 
ries ny wife and me almost to death to know what to do. I can 
not go into anything else; I have no other business. I get only 


eoo al 
1 ke 
Ile 


city 


onth. The price of living is going up so that we barely 
‘p soul and body together.” 

is an employee of the United States Government 
in one of the most magnificent buildings in th 
‘There many Government clerks and 

se wages are too small. 

Now, a nan is not necessarily a demagogue because he speaks 
here as a friend of these underpaid men and women. Ad- 
vocates of better wages for these people are not demagogues. 
This a question of simple justice. It is utterly wrong for 
the United States Government to have any person work for it 


in this 
e world. 


other employees 


are 


Is 


in any capacity for the meager, inadequate pay now received 
by many in its employ. When the opportunity comes, I shall 
do what I can to help get adequate salaries for the faithful 
body of Government employees. [Applause.] 

Mr. GILLETT. I yield to the gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. 


MANN] five minutes. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
1 moment stated he had been in favor of increasing the 
silary of the Secretary to the President to $10,000 a year, and 
efore, of course, he was in favor of the present proposition 
of $7,500. I do not agree with him. I was in favor of increas 
the salary of the Secretary to the President to $10,000. I 
uld be in favor of increasing the salary of the secretary to 
$15,000, but not to $7,500. The idea in my mind as to increas- 
ing the salary to a large amount is in order to make the Secre- 


ago 


List 


mt) 


tury to the President practically an assistant to the President 
und receive such a salary that he would be on a plane where 


ould send for Cabinet officers receiving a salary of $12,000 
a year and give to them directions when necessary, so that he 
might help the President in performing the manifold and nu- 
duties which are imposed upon him. tut when it 

to merely increasing the salary from $6,000 to $7,500, 
reason does not prevail. is like any other increase. 
Secretary to the President now receives a salary of $6,000. 
I an automobile allowan which amounts, probably, 
to $2,500 a year. He is provided, like the Cabinet officers and 
the President, with transportation, which no other official of 
Government And the salary of $6,000 with those 
allow: ; ought to cbtain, and have obtained, the services of 
to perform the duties which are now im 
Secretary to the President. And merely 


} rons 
LiCrOuUus 


cr 1eS 


re This is 


ie receives 





licient 
d upon 





secretary 
the 


post 


+ 
to 
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{ espe ‘ y 
r of I i $ 
i upon hin 
il DOLGLAS \\ 
l MANN L 

Vir. DOUGLAS ( ‘ ‘ WW 

g secretary L ‘ 7: 

Mr. FITZGERALD ‘ Lt 3 

| from SS > 1 t j 

\ DOUGLAS. D 
al f the Pre ( s 
much, indeed? 

Mr. MANN. Undoubtes ‘ 

] < > le VW ‘ 

Mel s ( ‘ 

t! 1) itch ) 
ecretal Pbhey we sted! 4 ps 

Phe mld be sati ; it \ | 
give directions to ¢ l — 

before us. 

Mr. GILLETT. M sp L vield f l to 1 g 
tien from New Yo ’ 

Mr. YOUNG of Ne } Mi I want to take 
opp lity to reg I e salaries 
t ire | e 1 to tl ! ( Gov Mr. 
( as brot ere the f \ 1 has ‘ I ; 
through my mind ¢ Lily I \ een in this Ilous 
t! there are ! (il | ‘ 1 tl il Is ¢ ( who are 
employ of the Government who are | paid I rly es 

aries inadequate to keep them decently I ell 
families or to enable them to do their rk effi tly I |} e 
been surprised constantly to find men wot . for the Govern 
ment at salaries so meager that see! I mos ! ble 
for them to keep soul and body togetlh« 

In the city of New York or in any other of the great es 
of this country men are being paid Se es are 
not so valuable, whose work is not so impor that of 
these who are employed by the Government in tl ty of Wash 
ington. I say that $720—and in a number of cases I find on 
the roll people employed at salaries as low as S600 
is an insult to the people of this country Cher re those here 
who have stoed up for organized labor in mn honest, and 
energetic way, to see that it is properly take ‘ of liere 
is a great bedy of employees of the Government who have 
organization, who have no protection, who are d pM went l 
the action ef this House to give them an adequate amount to 
live ¢ li, 

Now, I want to speak of the Assistant Secretaries of the 
Treasury and of the Secretary to the President here are three 
men who are Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury who are 
worth twice as much as they are being paid, and who could 
eirb twice or three times as much as they now receive if they 


were in private 


into 


rhe 


much less 


employment. Secretary to the President 


cane the ion than he 
had 

Sole 
that | 


of 


position at a 


compensat 
been earning 

say he had been receiving $30,000 or $40,000 a year and 
ie sacrificed a very large income to come into 


the President of the United States at 


a salary of 


year It is proposed now—or the newspapers have stated 
that ene of the Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury is to be 
taken from that position and appointed as Secretary to th 
resident. I say to you, as to that gentleman, that he is worth 
S10,000 or $15,000 or $20,000 a year in privat fe I te you 
the great corporations and the large individual love , 
a great business need such me Men become nupetel 
become qualified, and are just at their most | point 
they are taken from the service of the Govet tt I 
viduals and corporations, and I say this « rs ) 
the President is worth $7,500 if it I 
is hardly any gentleman in this HH 
the money that is in it, and those w 
for the honor and not for th mpe 

Now, I ask gentlemen « both sides H to r 
to the Government e1 ove » pay ke { 
they e rth dl t 1 » al 
done het hat an | ) s 
be advanced. I thin ( ey J 

| ary of t s I the P t | 1 | 
$7,500 a ye t leas \ e.j 

Mr. Speaker, I yield bi ( { 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Spe I vield f 
Missouri three nute 

Mr. RUCKER of Mis I Mr. S m2] 
what interested in the debate that take 
proposition to raise the salary of the § ‘ 1 





sII2 


from $6,000 to $7,500 per year. Gentlemen on the other side 
of the argument in favor of this increase, have 
called attention to the woeful condition of Federal employees 


in and about the city of Washington. I want 


aisle, as an 


to suggest 


Mr. Speaker, that it comes a little late and with poor grace from | 


the Republican majority on this floor, the party that has been in 
absolute control of the legislative machinery of this Government 
for 16 years, at all times having a strong partisan majority on this 
floor, with evel 
except inclination, to 
relieve the condition of these employees who are drawing 
meager salaries, and yet have stubbornly failed and refused to 


do one thing looking toward the alleviation of the condition 


y opportunity and facility, with nothing wanting | 
introduce and pass bills which would | 


of those for whom they pretend to plead, though the proposed | 


amendment has no reference to them. 


After this Republican | 


majority has been driven from place and power in the expiring | 


moments of this session they seek to go before the country 
with a plea in favor of men who work for small salaries. 

It would have been more commendable and doubtless more 
gratifying to employees in the departments of the Government 
if our Republican friends who are now such firm advocates of 
higher wages for the poor man had made an effort in that direc- 
tion while they had the power and when they could have car- 


ried some relief to the underpaid clerks in Washington. [Ap- 
plause. ] 
It looks to me like this is a mere play to the galleries. If 


gentlemen are in earnest about it, why have you not taken 
action before? You gentlemen who favor an increase of big 
salaries have had the power at every session of Congress to 


recommend increases of salaries for those who are drawing the | 


small salaries. 
House, and now gentlemen who have been indifferent to the 
appeals of the low-salaried clerks during all the time they 
have been in control of legislation fall upon the necks of their 


But we heard nothing of it until now, when a 
different political party is about to assume responsibility in this | 


fellows and weep over the condition of the unfortunate clerks. | a 
| utier 


[Applause.] It looks to me like hypocrisy, and I want to be 
very mild in my language—in fact, I am always mild. 
ter. ] 

Mr. COOPER 
question? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired and the gentleman has no time to yield. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. If I am given time I will gladly 
answer the gentleman. 

Mr. GILLETT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEy]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I favored the increase of the 
salary of the Secretary to the President from $6,000 to $10,000, 
and I am in favor of this increase, it not being possible to 
secure the former recommendation. I favor this because no 
matter who the man is that performs that service he stands in 
that class of relationship with the President of the United 
States that he is entitled to all the salary that Congress will 
appropriate for the office. 

I said in discussing this item before that we make a mistake, 
and some of us are doubtless prejudiced against the increase 
because of the title which this office carries. The title of secre- 


of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit a 


{[Laugh- | 
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Fi 
bilities that from time to time are placed upon the President of ke 
the United States and which must be delegated by him in the 
very nature of things. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 
Mr. FITZGERALD, How long has the gentleman enter- 
tained these views that it is necessary to increase the salary? 
Mr. 'TTAWNEY. I have entertained them for some time. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has been in a position 
where he might have brought some recommendation into the 
House and made this speech on a bill properly before the House, 
but he has been suspiciously silent. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GILLETT. I move the previous question. : 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the confer- 
ence report. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, ; 
FITZGERALD) there were—ayes 122, noes 115. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I demand the yeas and nays, : 
The yeas and nays were ordered. : 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 145, 


answered “ present ” 7, 


Adair 
Alexander, N. Y. 
Anthony 

Austin 


Barclay 
sarnard 
Bartholdt 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bingham 
soutell 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Burke, S. Dak, 
Burleigh 
Burleson 


Calder 
Calderhead 
Carlin 


| Carter 


Cassidy 


| Cocks, N. Y. 
| Cole 
| Cooper, Pa. 


Cooper, Wis. 
Cowles 

Cox, Ohio 
Creager 
Crow 
Crumpacker 
Currier 


| Dalzell 


Dawson 
Diekema 
Dodds 


| Douglas 


tary to anybody does not imply independent responsibility, ex- | 


ecutive or administrative authority. It does not imply execu- 
tive ability and executive responsibility. We are too apt to 
form our judgment of what compensation should be allowed by 
the title of the office rather than by the duties and responsi- 
bilities of that office. 


Draper 
Driscoll, M. E. 


Aiken 
Alexander, Mo, 
Anderson 
Ansberry 
Barnhart 
sartlett, Nev. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Boehne 
Booher 
Borland 


| Brantley 


Mr. Speaker, the duties of the President of the United States | 


are being increased constantly by the Congress of the United 
States. We at every session of Congress impose upon him exec- 
utive work and responsibility not with the idea that he himself 


surgess 
Burnett 
Byrns 


|} Candler 


will personally superintend the doing of that work, but with the | 


knowledge of the fact that it will be necessary for him to dele- 
gate the discharge of these duties to some subordinate. 


I agree with the gentleman from Illinois that the President of | 


the United States should have a man there with experience, 
both legislative and executive, capable of discharging almost 
any duty that the President of the United States is required to 
discharge. But the President will never be able to get a man of 
that character, a man of that experience, as long as the title of 
“secretary ” is retained. I do not believe that if you were to 


make the salary $15,000 or $20,000 a year that it would be suffi- | 


Cantrill 
Cary 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Conry 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Cullop 
Davidson 
Davis 
Dent 


| Denver 


ciently attractive to any man who is capable, who has the ex- | 


perience and the judgment that a man should have to act as 
assistant to the President of the United States. You must make 


the title to the position so that it will imply executive authority, 
so that it will imply responsibility, and then you will attract 
men who are capable of discharging these duties and responsi- 


Dickinson 
Dies 

Dixon, Ind. 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Dupre 
Edwards, Ga. 


Andrus 
Ferris 


wv 


YEAS—151. 


Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis 

Elvins 
Englebright 
Estopinal 
Fairchild 
Fassett 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foss 

Foster, Vt. 
Fuller 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gillett 

Good 
Goulden 
Graff 
Graham, III. 
Graham, Pa. 
Grant 
Greene 
Griest 
Guernsey 
Hamer 
Hamilton 
Hanna 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hayes 

Heald 

Henry, Conn, 
Higgins 
Hobson 
Hollingsworth 
Howell, N. J. 


Howell, Utah 
Hull, Iowa 
Johnson, Ohio 
Keifer 

Keliher 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Kopp 
Kronmiller 
Kiistermann 
Langham 
Legare 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCall 
McCreary 
McCredie 
McGuire, Okla. 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 


not voting 81, as follows: 


Palmer, I. W. 
Parker 
Payne 
Pickett 

Pray 

Reeder 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Rucker, Colo. 
Scott 

Shar 
Sheffield 
Simmons 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Sperry 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn, 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Swasey 
Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 





McLaughlin, Mich.Thomas, Ohio 


MeMorran 
Madden 
Madison 
Martin, 8S. Dak. 
Massey 
Miller, Kans. 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Pa, 
Moxley 

Nye 

Olcott 
Olmsted 


NAYS—145. 


Ellerbe 
Esch 

Finley 

Fish 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Fornes 
Foster, Il. 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Godwin 
Gordon 
Gregg 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Hay 

Heflin 

Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitchcock 
Houston 
Hubbard, Iowa 
Hubbard, W. Va. 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, N. J, 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphreys, Miss. 


James 
Jamieson 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 


Jones 
Kendall 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Kitchin 
Korbly 
Lamb 

Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 

Lenroot 
Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 

Macon 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Mann 

Mays 

Miller, Minn. 
Mitchell 
Moon, Tenn, 
Morrison 
Morse 

Moss 

Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 
O'Connell 
Oldfield 
Padgett 
Page 
Palmer, A. M. 
Pearre 
Peters 
Poindexter 
Pou 

Pujo 

Rainey 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—7, 


Howland 
Langley 


Rothermel 
Smith, Mich, 


Tilson 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Washburn 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Young, Mich, 
Young, N. Y. 
The Speaker 


Randell, Tex. 
Rauch 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Roddenbery 
Rucker, Mo. 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Sisson 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Sparkman 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sulzer 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Velle 
Turnbull 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wickliffe 
Wilson, III. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Woods, Iowa 


Wanger 








1911. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. BAS: 


===: [i oe ~ 








NOT VOTING—S81. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina 
Adamson Gallagher sindsay Plumley that the House recede from its disagr ent > the amend 
AshDI k ‘1 - . —_ a iin vies | of the Senate just read and cor | rn 
shbrook a. UTE SACS j , 1crT ag ‘ 
McDermott Ransdell, La. | Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speak 
McHenry Reid The SPFAKER his is a prefers fol mot » but 
' McLachian, Cal. Rhinock a 1 ee “ee ae 
nnet Malby Riordan the rules and practices the gentleman 1 Massachus 
Wwers gle Martin, Colo. Sabath | entitled to the floor. 
irke, Pa Havens Maynard Small | ‘ ' wep — ee . ee ‘ oo the 
om Hill Millington Smith, Cal. Mr. GILLE! :. lL) Lik rentiel 4 h t ure 
impbell Hinshaw Mondell Smith, lowa | question? 
aoanmnll Hloward Moore, Tex. Southwick | Mr. WEBR For abou hree 
ipron : Mr. LBB. rr about three minu 
‘lark, Fla. Huff Morehead Spight . iy le} thr minut to t) ‘ 
eee Hughes, W. Va. Morgan, Mo. Wallace Mr. GILLETT. l vik d three minute to le ¢ \é 
‘ovington — y, Wash. 4 ae Sm weltees Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I shall be very bi be 
ae ; Kahn Mucdock Wood, N. J. | matter was before the House last week. <A few days ag 
Dickson, Miss. Kennedy, Iowa Murphy Woodyard | we had about 60 Members present, this matter « 
Foelker pln teri | consideration, and on a very close vote they cont l ( 
set ne ee ogag atinenaes greement. I feel like apologizing to the House for dis 
So the motion was agreed to. eae which ae ¢ thet a a Sage ny 3 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: ee err os Se as ee ae Pee vere zs 
F h ion too small te haggle about, and vet that s the trouble betwe 
Yor » session: . y 
M ; wanemn with Mr. ADAMSON the Senate and the House now. I congratulate the Hous 
Mr. Ht SHES of West Virginia with Mr. Byrp ferees on having settled all the other differences amicably, and 
. Pe G ce os ad 7 = —_ i is > nl ne lef i ifferens » | t ) the Ouse al 
Mr. Smiru of California with Mr. Cravens (not transferable this is the only one left in difference | ee ne Sa 
dl y circumstances) the Senate. The question is whether for the benetit of 206 ce 
I rany cire stances). . . 1 ; ‘} ‘ } 
a eee with Mr RIORDAN positors of gold at the assay office at Charlotte, N. C., the G 
Mr. san wiih Mr. G1 ASS amie | ernment of the United States shall simply spend the infinites 
' Awe 7 a ' 
oa ‘1 of Michi Yori Sl $700. appear u gentlemen a very small item 
Mr. Satu of Michigan with Mr. CrarK of Florida (excepting | SW of $700. It appears to you gentlemen a ee 
District legislation) | perhaps. The amount of money that the Goverument will be 
5 fish ) . | t : } > 0 . . 
U til further notice: | called upon to pay will be only $700 for keeping this histor ' 
nu , s | stitution open. It was built in 1881 on a tract of land that only 


Mr. Mupp with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. Gorsert with Mr. WILLETT. 

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. WEISSE, 

Mr. Pratt with Mr. RoTHERMEL. 

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. SPIGHT. 

Mr. Moreneap with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Monpdect with Mr. Ranspett of Louisiana. 
Mr. Marsy with Mr. Moore of Texas. 

Mr. LAw with Mr. McHenry. 

Mr. LAFEAN with Mr. McDERMOTT. | 


cost the Government $40, which tract of land now is worth 
| about $250,000, and because this assay office does not pay the 
Government of the United States a revenue, the Secretary of 
the Treasury recommends that it be discontinued, that he can 
get along without it. I submit, gentlemen, on a parity of 

soning, that we ought to abolish the entire Post Office Depart 
ment of the United States; that on a parity of reasoning we 
ought to abolish the Navy and the Army, because some might 
get along without those. On the same parity of reasoning othe 


> “ things coul ve left out which carry millions of money Low 
Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa with Mr. Livery. a N rth oat “a : . mil Z old-vr a in acai n a 

» . NO are hi © i »-a sok ro icing section, ere tiie 
Mr. Kaun with Mr. Linpsay. , 


production of gold is increasing very much. ‘This last year 
production of gold increased SO per cent, and it is increas 
every year, and 206 depositors deposited their gold in this offi 
last year, making it a great saving and convenience not only to 
North Carolina, but Virginia and Georgia as well. Gentlem« 

I say to this House that we can not afford to indulge in si 
cheeseparing. Our State is a modest State, and has nev 
asked for much from this Government, but now the North Caro 
lina Legislature has asked that this Congress do not discontinur 
this historic institution. The Greater Charlotte Club, one of the 
largest financial and business organizations between Washi 
ton and Atlanta, Ga., has petitioned Congress not to discontinu 
this office for the sake of the pitiful sum of $700. Consider th 
good it does and what good it will do to keep it up, and th 
great convenience of it to the people. Now, gentlemen, I ha 
made this statement to you frankly, and all I wanted to do y 
to lay the situation before you and ask at your hands that yo 
will not abolish this great institution, which is of so much va 
in my district. North Carolina will appreciate your consid 


Mr. Humpurey of Washington with Mr. Howarp, 
Mr. Hvurr with Mr. HAvENs. 

Mr. GARNER of Pennsylvania with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
Mr. GAINES with Mr. Giitu of Maryland. 

Mr. Densy with Mr. GALLAGHER. 

Mr. Capron with Mr. Giri of Missouri. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. Dickson of Mississippi. 
Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania with Mr. CoviNGToN. 
Mr. BARCHFELD with Mr, Bartiettr of Nevada. 
Mr. Bates with Mr. Bowers. 

Mr. McLaAcuian of California with Mr. ASHBROOK, 
Mr. Ames with Mr. Rem, 

Mr. Murpock with Mr. Rutock. 

Mr. Woop of New Jersey with Mr. PAtrerson. 
Mr. MILLINGTON with Mr. MAYNARD. 

From February 22 until February 28, inclusive: 
Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. Sanartu. 

From February 21 until February 27, inclusive: 





Mr. Morcan of Oklahoma with Mr. Ferris (reserving the | 


: tion of her wishes. The magnificent city of Charlotte will fe 
right to transfer and release on all labor questions). | grateful to you; and, of course, my 1 preciation will 1 
O1 angen en | gr to | ; and, purse, My appreciati lb 
\ : tis vi - : ' bounded if you will save this office. [Applause.] 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. HowLanp. The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman expired 
rr ° j . ra 4 e il i £ l ll l aS l i 
rhe result of the vote was announced as above recorded. | 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate that, of « 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, there is » matter le i ; ; : 
: I mer, there is one matter left in the gentleman from North Carolina does not wish the 


which there is a disagreement between the Senate and the 


: is 7 ice re ¢ i “l. None of us like to ! e itr 
House, and that is the matter of abolishing the assay office at — rs - rere - : “se on rs . 
‘har! >_N.C ; ° “Pn os ‘Xper ure taken away from our States, 
Charlotte, N. C. I believe the gentleman from North Carolina | °*Peme! ions * ; ms 1 in er led t 
; “tte le we! ee . : . nw for s recon lender oO Is \ Tile adepatl 
[Mr. Wess] wishes to make a preferential motion, or I to turn — ; a1 : . 
pe because of personal reasons like this any « ‘ 
oan ‘(DRART ‘ | ecor ies fr > ~partmen vill utte1 be discouraged 
The SPEAKER. Covered by one amendment or several? economies from the de] irtme it N rh 
Mr. GILLETT Ther . aa. 4 Now, it is $2,500 instead of $700, as the gentleman sa 
Mr ILLETT. There are several amendments, but it a an femmes ld us th it is al ut that ther 
‘elates to one I ask sania data; a 7 : rhe department told us that it is absolutely ciess ‘ e 
relates ne. ask unanimous consent that they may be aaa anv assav office i North Cal Cher 
ey sidered tozet he re ; should be —e — Se ie ot eee . — . ae > 
r pr a 1 ‘ os ‘ modation to speak of to the mi rs; there is no rem 
7 he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. tion to the United States. It is a constant expense. It 
The Clerk read as follows: ation to the _ ; = { . ' re f : n il pe 
xaetlv as well be done a ie other ssay offices, w 
Amendment 99, page 84, after line 2 nsert “ assa fice ¢ ee te es , | 
lotte NC I 1e 24, insert “assay office at Char | noticeable increase of expense, and they reco ended tl 
1 Amendment 100, page S84, after line 24, insert “assayer and melter, | the interests of economy and good administration it s 
s 00 P 7 T T , 
$1,500. ; 0 done he House supported the committee. The S« 
Amendment No, 101, page 84, after line 24, insert “for wages of | be so done. 1 ¢ ' 


workmen and other clerks and employees, $900.” where we sometimes think pe rsonal influc e ¢ ints f 
Amendment 102, page 84, after line 24, insert “for incidental and lthan it does here, insisted that this should go back But 
ea _ ae a | believe now, if the House disagrees, it will end the 1 
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede | and the recommendation of the Secretary will be carried 
and concur in the Senate amendments. as I hope it will. . 





I \ 1 to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LivinGstTon] 
t e minutes 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. May I ask the gentleman 
fl ¢ tion first? 
GILLETT. Yes. 
M THOMAS of North Carolina. Does not the Govern- 
nie still assay at the Charlotte assay office $100,000 annually 


ili hl? 


‘ir. GILLETT. It 


assayed SSS.000 





THOMAS of North Carolina. Does not that pay ex- 
penses and more than pay expenses? 

Mr. GILLETT. It does not anywhere near pay expeuses. 

\ WEBB. Last year it was $149,000, 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. The gold coming to the 
assiy office is constantly increasing, and my colleague says 
it has increased 90 per cent in the last year. 

Mr. GILLETT. He is mistaken, It is a decrease instead of 
an. increase I have the figures right here in the report of 
the Director of the Mint. 

Now I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[ Mr. LIVINGSTON |. 

Nir. LIV INGNSTON, Mr Spet Ker, this is one of the small 
items in this bill that we have had a disagreement upon, and 
the chief reason, perhaps, why some are opposed to its remaining 
in the bill or being accepted by the House conferees is the fact 
that the assay office at St. Louis went out. The gentlemen from 
North Carolina and the Senators that are contending so strenu 
ously for this amendment, and the Legislature of North Caro 
lina, are not responsible for that assay office in St. Louis going 
out of the Dill. I want to suggest to the gentlemen on this side 
of the House, at least, that there is a great deal of gold in that 
vicinity. Above the water in the soil it can be worked; below 
the water it is mixed with sulphur, and they are now endeavor- 
ing to get a process by which the sulphur can be separated from 
the gold; and if that is done that mint there ought to be kept 
ope by all means. You closed the mint in Louisiana from 


handling gold: our own mint 
closed for quite a 


in Georgia, 
while, and all the gold 
been brought to Charlotte. It is not a question of economy, and 
I went it is not $2,400 or $2,700, 
to concede all of them almost, 

Mr. GILLETT. 


at Dahlonega, has been 


in north Georgia has 
to suggest because we agreed 
taking only $1,S00, 
Will the gentleman allow me? 





Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. GILLETT. Did you hear the amendment read? It was 
$2.400 or $2,500, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I know what the amendment is. 

Mr. GILLETT. That is what it is. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I know the conferees at the other end 
have agreed to cut it almost in two. 

Mr. GILLETT. And it is before us as $2,400, and that is 


what the gentleman has agreed to concede. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ‘The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Weep] said $700, and you got up and said $2,400, and I have a 
right to say the conferees agreed to $1,800, [Laughter.] That 
all there is in it. I know what the amendment I am not 
asleep, 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN] two minutes. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I hope 


is is. 


Members on this side 
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of the Chamber will vote for the motion submitted by the gen- | 


tlemen from North Carolina [Mr. Wespp]. 
own personal knowledge that recently a large company has been 
organized and is now actively at work in the gold-mining busi 


Now, I know of my | 





y)” 
al, 


FEBRUARY 


and if you are going to inaugurate a system of cleaning out and 
cutting off I hope we can begin somewhere else than at Char- 
lotte, N. C., on the comparatively small appropriation of $2,500. 
And if there is no other reason that will appeal to this side 
of the House, the fact that the State of North Carolina gave 
to the country and to this House the splendid man that occupies 
the position of Speaker of this House, should be sufficient, 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, IT yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from 
North Carolina has said, this is a small matter from a financial 
standpoint, and it might easily be disposed of if it were not for 
the fact that a qnestion of even-handed justice is involved in 
the ¢: If the gentleman from North Carolina had made the 
speech which he delivered here this morning before 
the Committee on Appropriations, when the matter was up in 
that committee, and then had made it when it was up in the 
House originally, he might probably have played on the sym- 
pathies of the Democratic side with sufiicient strength and I 
inight have played upon the sympathies of the Republican side 
sufficiently to have saved both the Charlotte and St, Louis assay 
offices, 


Mr. WEBB. 


ise, 
eloquent 


May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No. I regret that I must 
have but five minutes. 

When at the beginning of this session it became known that 
the Treasury Department had recommended the abolishment of 
these two assay offices in accordance with a plan of economy 
and reform, IT appeared before the Committee on Appropriations 


decline. I 


and told them that the assay office at St. Louis should be con- 
tinued in any event, no matter what might happen to others, 
first, for the renson that we are paying no rent, inasmuch as 


the assay office there is in a Government building; secondly, that 
our business there had increased T0O per cent during the last 





five vears; and, thirdly, that the expense of assaying the gold 
would be just as much as, if not more than, it would be any- 
where else if the assaying were not done at the St. Louis office. 


But in spite of these representations the committee 
Con 


came to the 
lnsion that the assay offices both at St. Louis and Charlotte 
should be abolished, 
Mr. COWLES. 
The SPEAKER. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. COWLES. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield for 
just suggestion ? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will if I have the time at my disposal. 


I have a long story to tell. 

Mr. COWLES. I remember hearing the gentleman from Mis- 
souri state that they paid no rent at the assay office at St. Louis, 
I want to say to the gentleman and to the House that the Gov- 


ernment also owns the United States mint at Charlotte, and 
that we pay bo rent there. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. That has been already stated. The two 


assay offices are on all fours, so far as that is concerned. But, 
Mr. Speaker, the friends of Charlotte slept on their rights 
when the Committee on Appropriations considered the matter, 
and they slept on their rights when the matter was up originally 
in the House; and not until a gentleman representing that 
State in the other House, a member of the conference commit 


tee on this bill, moved to insert Charlotte did they wake up 
and ask this House to reinsert Charlotte and leave St. Louis 
out. I say that would be unfair discrimination in favor of 


Charlotte and against the great city which I have the honor to 


| represent on this floor. 


ness in North Carolina. It has purchased a large amount of 
Valuable machinery and shipped it into that State, and has 
inaugurated an extensive mining operation. I hope that this | 


assay office will be continued until we can go further into prac- 
tical, up-to-date mining development of that region of the South. 
I believe that with improved machinery gold mining can be 
ade profitable in North Carolina, Georgia, and Tennessee, and 
I hope that the Republican side of this Chamber 


will not at 
this stage in the mineral development of the Southern States 
do anything to discourage, but, on the contrary, will do every- 
thing to encourage, the successful development of the resources 


of the Appalachian mining region. 

This is a very small appropriation, and I trust that a Repub- 
House will not take the responsibility of blotting out an 

institution that has been in operation almost a hundred years. 


Such an action will be construed as an act of unfriendliness on 
the part of a Republican Congress toward the South, and I | 
hope we will not take that responsibility, but that we will 
so on record as sustaining the motion of the gentleman from 
North Carolina. 

Now, there are lots of appropriations that, perhaps, are not 
needed in other branches and departments of this Government, 


Now, I would be in favor of either putting them both back o” 
striking them both out. jut you can not come here now and 
ask that Charlotte be inserted and St. Louis left out, when, as a 
matter of fact, St. Louis does three or four more times as much 
business as is done at Charlotte. 

Mr. WEBB. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. What is it? 

Mr. WEBB. The gentleman charges me with not 
fight in favor of this proposition. 
home with a sick child, and that 
made. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am not criticizing the gentleman from 
North Carolina, I am merely stating facts. I want this House 
to know that while the Representatives from North Carolina 
were silent I raised my voice before the committee as well as 
in the House in behalf of my city, and it would be a great in 
justice to me, as well as to the people of St. Louis, if, because 
of the action of the Senate, the larger of the two assay offices 
were abolished and the smaller continued. The parliamentary 
status of the matter is now such that St. Louis ean not be 


making a 
I want to say that I was at 
is why the fight was not 


inserted, and therefore to carry out the plans of the Treasury 





IS it. 


officials. the amendment of the Senate in favor of Charlotte 
should be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cow es]. 

Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, I want to appeal to our friends 
on this side of the Chamber to not turn us down on this propo 
sition because of the fact that St. Louis has not won out. 

Mr. MANN. But they turned the gentleman down. 

Mr. COWLES. That is true; yet, I hope our friends on this 
side of the Chamber will stand by us. 

Mr. MANN. We should feel better about it if they had not 
unjustly turned down the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. COWLES. Well, I appreciate the compliment the gentle 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] thus pays me, and while I 
deplore the lack of good judgment displayed by them in turning 
ne down, still I harbor no ill will against them for that, and 
iope iny friends on this side will vote with me. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, in view of repeated insinua- 
tious and stetements of hostility with Japan, I desire to insert 
in the Recorp the following statement: 

[By Associated Press. ] 
Tokyo, Wednesday, February 1 (mail correspondence). 

A meeting of Americans résident in Japan was held in Yokohama 
rece? in the interest of international peace movements A resolu 


tion designed to refute the reports that public sentiment in this coun 


] 
} 








iry is stile to the United States, was adopted as follows 
“ Resolved, That in our opinion the people of Japan have at all times 
entertained the most friendly and cordial sentiments toward the Gov 
ernment and people of the United States, and that there has never heen 
and is not now, any feeling other than one of conf > and gratitud 
We believe, upon evidence which n not be doubted, there is not to 
] f d in the Japanese Empire any wish or tho other than ) 
I tain the most friendly and cordial relations Republic f 
1 United States, and that any representations to the contrary, \ 
emanating, and from whatever cause proceeding, are basele 
I which, if uncontradicted, can only result in vast mat 
» the people of both Governments and in creating an unhapp) 
j e between them.” 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will decid 
this not on the sympathy for St. Louis or North Carolina, but 
e with the recommendation of the department for economy. 
if they do not, it will discourage all efforts in that line. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recede 
d concur in the Senate amendments. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Ir. Wess) there were 115 ayes and 45 noes. 
Mr. GILLETT. I demand the yeas and nays. 
‘The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are demanded. : 


1 
il 
in favor of taking the yeas and nays will rise and stand 


util eounted. {After counting.] Twenty-four gentlemen have 
en, not a suflicient number. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


o amend the motion by inserting “ St. Louis.” 
Mr. GILLETT. I make the point of order that it is too late 
The SPEAKER. Objection is heard, 


refused, and the motion is agreed to. 


the yeas and nays are 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBI APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I call up the con 
ference report on the bill (H. R. 31856) making appropriations 
for the District of Columbia. I desire to say that the point 
raised on Saturday has been stricken from the bill, and the 
conferees of the two Houses have arrived at a full and fre 
agreement I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
conference report and statement be omitted. The statement 
was read on Saturday, and I suppose no gentleman will care 
to have it read again. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani 
mous consent that the reading of the report and statement may 
be omitted. 


The statement of the managers on the part of the House is 


as follows: 


STATEMENT. 
The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 





th ‘ecing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
ti nate to the bill CH. R. 31856) making appropriations for 


the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 


1912 submit the following written statement in explanation of 
the effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the ac 
companying report as to each of the said amendments, namely: 

On amendments Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12. 13. s nd 
14, relating to the executive offices: Increase the salaries of 
the commissioners from $5,000 to $6,000 each; 1 stenographer 
snd typewriter from $720 to $840; the purchasing officer from 
$2,500 to $2,750; 1 clerk from $1,200 to $1,300: 8 clerks from 
S600 each to $720 each; the inspector of buildings from $2,750 to 
*3,000; reimburses 2 elevator inspectors for maintenance of 
XLVI 
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| trict, other than those in the public-school system and police 


ted 


- Ss 
pe} 


motor cyeles at $15 per month each: and strikes out the pro 


posed increase of salary of the storekeeper from 


On amendment No. 15: Extends to the en 


SOOO) To SL OK), 


Iplovees of the Dis 


and fire departments, the same provisions of leave of absence 
as is provided for by law for employees of the executive depart- 
ments, 

On amendments Nos. 16 and 17: Increases the salary of the 
clerk and stenographer in charge of the force for 


t 


| district building from $1,800 to $2,000 


| 


On amendments Nos. 18 and 19 
clerk at $720 in the assessor's office. 

On amendment No. 20: Provides for extra labor in the m 
ration of tax-sale certificates in the sum of $S00, as pro] 
the House. 

On amendments Nos. 21, 22, 23, and 24, relating to the au 
ditor’s office: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the b 


Provides for an additional 


and provides for an additional clerk at $1,000 
On amendments Nos, 25 and 26 


2 Provides for an additional 
stenographer at $S40 in the office of the corporation coun 

On amendments Nos. 27, 28, and 29: Increases the salary of 
a clerk in the office of the superintendent of weights, menusures 
and markets from $1,000 to $1,200. 


On amendments Nos. 30, 31, 32. 33, and 354, relating to the 
engineer commissioner's office: Strikes out the proposed inc1 
in the salaries of the engineer of highw ivs an i the superintend 
ent of sewers from 82.000 to S8.300 each: increases the 

he chief clerk from $2,000 to $2,250; and of 
0 to $1,400, 


On amendments Nos. 25 and 365 Appropriates $2,500 fer a 


gasoline motor truck for the mut pal architect's office 
On amendments Nos. 37, 38S. and 39: Strikes out the m 
posed increase in the salaries of two clerks from $1,200 to $1,300 


each in the special-assessment office 

On amendments Nos. 40, 41, 42. and 48, relating to the off 
of the superintendent of insurance: Increas the i] \ et 
examiner from $1,500 to $1,700; the statis 
700; and of one clerk from $1,000 to $1,200 


On amendments Nos. 44 and 45: Increases the salary of an 


assistant computer from $825 to S200 in the survevor’s of ; 
On amendments Nos, 46, 47, 48, and 49, relating to the free 
j public library: Strikes out the proposed incrense in the ry 
|} of the assistant librarian from $1,500 to $1,600; provides f r 
}one additional assistant at $720, and for one additional cat 
logner at $540 
On amendment No. 50: Appropriates $34,500, as pro] 1} 
the House, instead of $37,500, as proposed by the S« f 
| contingent expenses of the government of the District of Co 


Lunniteia. 
) amendment No. 51: Appropriates S$10.000 inst ad of 


1 
$0,000, as proposed by the Senate, for post 

On amendments Nos, 52 and S35. re tit to the ee er’s 
office Makes the appropriations available for the 1) . 

i tenance of meal of trans n. instead of ! 

of horses or horse hire,” and inserts the provisic 

posed by the Senate, relating to juries of S 

On amendment No, 54: Appro tes S500, as proposed by tl 
s te, for erection of historical tablets 

On amendment No. 55: Limits the use of the fees of the re 
corder of deeds for purchase of typewriters to those of the year 
1911, instead of the vears 1911 and 1912. 

On amendment No. 56: Makes available during the fiseal ve 


Wi2 the appropriation of S10.000 made for the vear 1910 for 


r of buildings that mav be iniured by 





| On amendment No. 57: Inserts he prov on, proposed by 
Senate, authorizing purchases wit! t advert g for pro} 
in amounts not exceeding $25 
On amendment No. 58: Appropriates $500, as proposed by the 


| Senate, for purchase of apparatus for the office of the inspec 
) OF as} halts and cements 

On amendment No. 59: Strikes out the appropriation, prop 
bv the Senate, of $3,000 for alterations in the repair sho 

“On amendment No. 60: Appropri tes SS40(KK) as propost 1 bv 
the Senate, instead of $180,000, as proposed by the House, for 
assessment and permit work. 

on nmendment No. 61: Appro] riates $10,000 as proposed by 
the Senate, for paving roadways under the permit syste 


I I 


On amendments Nos. 62, 63, and 64: Appropriates $79,500, 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $61,500 
| the House, for work on streets and avenues. 

| On amendments Nos. 65, 66, and 67: Strikes out the appropria- 
| tion of $27,000, proposed by the Senate, for removing granite 
| block and repaving with asphalt Seventh Street from K Street 


to P Street; appropriates $14,000 for grading and improving 
~ | 


ws proposed by 
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tue George Washington [ 
assistant cook, at S560, increases the sa 
ain from $480 to S600, 


Stliary of the e 


a of the launa 


strikes ont 


igineer from $720 to JOO, and increases {h, 
Silary of the farmer from S200 to $560, in the Tuberculosis 
ij tal, and strikes out the increase in the appropriation pro 
posed by the Senate. from $1,000 to $1,500, for repairs and 
lmuprovements to buildings and grounds for that istitution 
On amendments Nos <02, 203, 204. 05, 206, 207, 208 -U9, 210 
d 211, relating to child-caring institutions: § rikes out the 
Provision for an additiona] placing officer at >1.000 and the ! 
Crease in the salary of an investigating clerk from $900 to Saco 
for the Board of Children’s Guardians: incresses the salary 
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t Stableman at $300 for the Industrial Tome for Colored Chil 
dren; strikes out the increase fr m $6,000 to $7500 for nm 


tenance and from $250 to 3450 for 
the institution, 

On amendments 
posed by the 
the pr perty 


furniture and equipment for 


Ni iS, 2] 


Senate 





’ 213: Inserts the provision 
authorizing the acceptance as a dona 
known as the Night Lodging House: and 
Strikes out the appropriation of $5.G00 proposed by the Senate 
for the Columbia Polytechnic Instit 

On ; Inendment 
tion hers 


ute, 
No. 214: Prohibits the 
(ofore made, as well as of 
for 1912, for a reformatory, asylum, or workhouse in 
Virginia or Maryland Within 10 miles of Mount Vernon. except 
the one at Ove MUA. 


Nos. 215, 


use of any appropria 


dppropriations contained in 


(in Amendments 216. aus: and 210, relating to 














se at) Occoquan: Appropry} feS $193,000 instend of 
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workhouse. 


’ 


Mr. MANN. To withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SIMS. But it has already been acted on, and you will 
have to set aside the action of the Chair. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to 
any request such as is made by the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but the gentle- 


man from Illinois did not make the request; it was the gentle 











Mr. COX of liana Mr. Speaker, I yield two 1 ites to 
the ge el from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to 
tte this « ‘rence report as a whole. I do not intend to 
crit e £7 n on the conference committee, but I am mn 
plexed to know yw hy the Iiouse conferees insis ed on s king t 
the Senate amendment, whic \ Ss | OnLy ood ame in 1 
the bill. I refer to the Senate amendment appropriating $5,000 
for the aid of the blind for the Polytechnic Institute. It does 


seem to me that if any class of American citizens could appea 
to the generosity of Congress and to the intelligence of Members 
of this House, it would be those who are so unfortunate as no 
to be able to see the light of day. When the Senate amended 
this bill restoring an appropriation which bas heretofore been 
l, as I understand, of $5,000—and if it has not been her: 
tofore carried, it ought to have been carried—why the House 
conferees insisted on striking it out is beyond ny CoOlMlpl | 
SLOn, Since this legislation has been initiated in the Senat 
legislation founded in sympathy, justice, and wisdom, I am not 
in favor of sustaining any conference report that strikes it on 
I believe it ought to remain in the bill. I believe those peop 
numbering about 100 unfortunates, who have been sustaini 
themselves with the aid of $5,000 from the Government, oug 
to be encouraged to continue to sustain themselves. They oug 
to be encouraged to put forth such eft r co 
dition can reasonably put forth to protect themselves from be 
coming objects of charity. I regret very much that the House 


conferees struck that provision out of the bill, and because they 








Orts as pe ple in thei 


did I shall vote against the adoption of the conference report 
That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five mi 
utes to the gentleman from Michigan |[Mr. Smira]. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, ordinarily T am not 
in favor of legislating by way of appropriation bills, but if th 
ever was a time for so doing in the interest of District busine 
that time is at hand. 

I desire to say, in justice to my associates upon the Distr 
Committee, that, in my judgment, there is no committee 
this House, no committee of the Sixty-first Congress, that h 
been more willing to convene and do business than has tl 
Committee upon the District of Columbia. It has seemed 
the chairman of that committee, especially during the last 
sion, that it was not possible to call that committee togeth 
at any time of the day, in the forenoon or the afternoon, or « 


in the evening, when the committee was not willing to respo 


As a result, this committee has reported about 60 bills wl 


I hope will be enacted into law before this Congress conel 


its labors. Beginning with about the middle of last May, 
District Committee of the Tlouse, he fore whom some of 
matters in this bill would naturally come, have been de! 
as all know, the right that is due it under the rules of 
House to present its legislation; and as a result, since tl] 
dle of last May this committee has had only one legis 
day and three hours of another day. It has therefor 
impossible to even dispose of the bills which the committ | 
rr ried and which are upon the calendar at this time. 1 
for this reaso in justification of n elf and in justit 
ol t other nbers of he com ttee W > mA fer s 
that I have spoken as I have with refers e to the bu 
the ID il { 

There is an 1] tention t 
tl] t is this () if ence Tel ! 





The asphalt bill was never introduced, and it is due f 





commissioners to say why. They recognize, as have Me 
of the District Committee for months, that it w Is 
introduce s h legislation, because the committ eve 
it were willing to make a report on the legislation to the Ho 
was ntinually denied the right under the rules to preset 
legislation to the House 

I am in favor of this legislation in the conference report 
another reason. I am informed by one of the Comn 
of the District that this street-cleani pre n W 





’ 





the District $40,000 a year after the first year, and, as I u 


| stand it, this is the year when they let the contracts, and it isa 
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e Il I ) t tl if report I ‘ 
‘ { { 1 it that are ectional MM f[ANN. I 
| ad be S ‘ the j tilica of \ SIMS | I 











t erest of all tl | for this is th I} SPEAKER > ‘ 
City of r Natio I hope th ference report W h sagre ( ti 
tw rd Applause. ] report 
GARDNER f NM hig Mi pCa ie dl « i i The ¢ ris Fe ] I \ 
1 from Ne Yo! [M 1 LD] i 
\ oe GERALD Mr. Ny] ker, I understand that the n 
s over t ! sat ( Commission f vi 1 
1 in ord to rd the I hn opportunity | ¢}, 
ree SI nh 1} S COI nt that all proceedings | ( 
t e report tf \ ted, lt it the confel rs ‘ \ 
! eed t Phat w eave the Senate amend ts the \ 
dered by the House. It will ve time and Mi at is correct 
cas i ie ‘ k W { é 
| AK EI The Chair understand hat the only tl i a 
PZGERALD As far as wv t nd , 
ON of Indiana rh s renlly the 1 e of ntenti \ t 1 2 
PEAKER. Then will the gentle: modify his request , 
proceedings touching the consid fil nfere ( | SPEAKER. D f 
and that the conference report be rejected, \ it i 
dinents of the Senate be disagreed to save the Vr. GARDNER of M \I N 
ents specified, namely, touching th« diaries of the com Llouse recede and coneu 
nd that that be disposed of by a vote of the House? i SPEAKER. The 
GARDNER of Michigan Mr. Speaker, by a majority | the Llouse recede and e Ne 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Myr. ¢ 
SPEAKER. Oh, ce have is good faith « \ 
Mir. GARDNER of M Mr. Speaker, I desire to say lou rhe gentle from N You BEN 
word twice referred t Sen ‘ Lin 
fr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker me 9 other day a motion ude, 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? to suspend the rules ‘ ( { 
Mir. BENNET of New York. Reserving the right to object have | hat any ti f 
I SIMS Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I | Hf ‘ I do f tl \I 
to make a parliamentary inquiry. Will this vacate | fo | rendment ng 
y the Chair on the point of order on the report? to SG ) ‘ | | 
| SPEAKER. It vaeates everyth , $5,000 Orig lly it wi fixed ‘ 
SIMS So that it will not hereafter come up Now ‘ CLES 0 
mnimous consent vacate S7 “aie 1 we ~ uM 
'EARER It vacates all proceedings touching this ‘ir. SIMS. M | 
‘ rt It insists on its d ore ent to all t Mr. GARDNER \ 
s e Save the ol Hnely l ¢ the \I SINIS | 





PEAKER. Is there object rAt e] TI r. GARDNER 
tion. The only thing 1 before the H t 
f tl mendment t } ! S es of th ly aun | 1 
d the Clerk will renort e same i 
ur XI VN M ~ Ie i y Vin Er f. I 
i . ’ i ‘ 
} ] R T tier : ‘ ; t 
: i 
\ (NN i tl I S } I wl has t S75 ) 
1 i what } mes of } ; : +} It nee 
ted and that the from Ind 
f ore ye S « 
. : i 
1 - : : 
RARER tl} ( r overruled that ] t of er \I SIMS 1) l 
1 ( t, is w 1 L the i 
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l Ws 
ANN Vir _ Like?! I unde! } { it 7 rt ] t ‘ 
\ to | r conferel I I d I ry { 
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} } ha { 
i \ | Lt Wil i \ 2 | ol ad 
i LADDEN Tk ] < 
\l N3 they | ne in ther ¢ t ‘ 
1 it. Then \ ld 1 e t 
t again 
T r ‘ : : ; 
i ( X of Mr. Spe er, I did | t 
} 9 
{ nt could Db al { { 
} . , 
( ‘te on the i tl I 
t 
t S is far as I wa Vv « 
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jected to ( more or less, in order to hold his 
| ere lh « s these commissioners under no 
( ( tO J 

Mr. GARDNER of Mic! in. That is true. Some gentiemen 
: d, I told, in a single campaign more than they 

two yveurs for \ h they are elected, which is an 

f { ‘ if it is true, but that does not justify the 
vent t 

Mr. SIMS I but is it not a fact that there are ex- 
| that ar vitimate and unavoidable connected with 
ever pa here a man has political opposition or oppo 
sition in his own party for nomination which tLese commis 
sions do not have to incur’? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Granting that, they have many 
other expenses which are an offset, and more, too, to those | 
which would ari out of campaign expenses properly Con- | 
ducted 

Mr. SIMS. Does not the gentleman think that the dignity of 
his office here is as great us that of a commissioner? And does 


not the gentleman have to spend money on account of his office 


in Washington that he otherwise would not have to spend? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not see that we have any advantage of them 
the way of expenditure by residence in Washingt 


in gt 
Mr. BUTLER. 


on. 


their constant attention? 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Every hour in the day. No 
three men in this District work harder than the District Com- 


missioners 
Mr. BUTLER 


They have no opportunity, then, to do any 
other work except 


the work involved in that office? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. T am glad the gentleman raised 
that question. The chairman of the board of 
and I have this on authority, after a few days in the office, 
censed to take his lunch out, and now takes it in the office, and 
goes there in the morning and stays there until night constantly 
on duty. He ordered his private desk in his place of business 
to be wrapped up and to be put in a loft until he gets through 
He absolutely abandoned private 


commissioners, 


as commissioner. has 


his 
business, 


Mr. OLMSTED. So as to be on duty all the year? 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER One of the commissioners has abandoned a 


business here? 


of Michigan. 


of long standing 
Mr. GARDNER 
Mr. BUTLER. 
business? 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
abandon his personal attention to it. 
Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 
Mr. GOULDEN. 


our commissi 


Yes, 


Yes; he has been compelled to 


is oners 


DOO a 


and 
year. 
answer to the statement 


tax commissioners 
And 
of 


al 


‘ nd electrics 


ers S 


cominissior ‘ 


ment mn 


let 
my 


me make 
friend from 


another state- 


rennessee, 


that the State of New York limits the campaign expenses of 
ench Member of Congress to $4,000 at each election. and he is 


make a sworn st 
exceed it without danger of 

Mr. GARDNER of Michig 
utes to the gentleman from 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, we passed the con- 
ference report this morning on the legislative appropriation 
bill, which had added to it after it left this House $106,000 in 
laries. We now have under consideration a con 


increase of salai 
ference report which carrie it left 


pledged to atement to that effect, and can not 
having his office vacated, 

an. Mr. Speaker, I yield three min- 
illinois [Mr. Foster] 


‘Ss increases of salaries after 


Do the duties of the commissioners require | 


I will say to the gentleman that we pay to | 


Hle has been compelled to abandon his private | 


this House and came back here to the amount of $54,000, mak- 
ing a total in these two bills in the increase of salaries of 
$160,000, TI desire to say that most of these increases have 
been in salaries that were already large; not in the small sal- | 


aries of men wl 


10 are getting $1,000 or less a year. but in the 
of 


those who are already getting the larger salaries 


laries 


from this Government. 
Now, then, we are asked to recede and agree to an amend- 
ment placed in this bill increasing the salaries of the Commis- 


strict 


of 


ese salaries 


uml 





1) ia from $5,000 to $6,000. 
nat t shall be at $5,000 


there ought 


Before these 
ilaries are increased in to be some leg- 


this way 


slation taken up by the District Committee, increasing, if it 
Ss hecessary, these salaries and doing it in a regular and orderly 
ay. 


the gentleman yield a moment? 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes, 
Mr. SIMS. 1 would like to 
help him out. It is th 


Mr. SIMS. 


Will 








state a fact to the gentleman to 





The | 


is: When the last vacancy occurred, when | ings of Washington likewise have society that they must ent 


i. 
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° 
Mr. Rudolph was appointed, very many good men in the District 
were anxious this position of District Commissioner, 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes. I will say to the 
that there has been no difficulty whatever in securing the sei 
ices of good men, and those who come in always exceed, in the 
value of the rendered. those who preceded them: and 
so far the qualifications of these men who now bold thes 
important offices are concerned, we have to-day the best n 
that are to be found anywhere for $5,000 a year. 

I think this House ought to fully understand this questior 
whether we want to on and in and increase the 
salaries which are already high, and yet stand here refusing to 
increase the salaries of the clerks in the departments, who a1 
getting the small salaries. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to place in the Recorp 
a table showing these increases. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks una: 
mous consent to insert a table of the increases. Is there obje 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The table referred to follows: 


to get 


rantlamar 
senuenhh 


services 


as 


Lo ‘reuse 


District of Columbia 


Salaries. Other items. New Ney 
items, t 


Departments, 








expenses, 
Senate! Senate In De- other 
increase. decrease. crease. crease items. ri 
Contingent expenses $10,295 $7 , 40 $4, 750)... .20- ? ‘ 
Improvement and repairs_-|_......-.|-....... 200 OD {G7 S00 
Street A ‘ 20,000 
Vashington Aqueduct . 
Publie schools - 40,000 62,400 J 1, f 
Police department , bakin . $5,000) ...... , 
Health department_. 3K 19), 
I gceney fund clase dsica sang achat 1,000 42,34 
rities and corrections 2.100'... bute 9,700 §$ ,000 >, OW) 
lepartment sini ideeenaece ‘ i 210,00 
Rk | department_-. 1,400 - I oo ead ara Ree et 
e politan police 18,520 ph cwadietol caksadaaenty eae 
Fire department_.......... 3,450 a a hls Rpg 
Courts sor initia itdiaineaiia aus ALE cite: btsiaeaioianaods A citidin dike Rendieiidenmiata 
Courts and prisons........-. 1,8 ‘ esi SOW tsb nabs tarda ] 
Sewers ‘ sctialiaeliy ghiiciaar gis indiatimes o 59 alcatel oe ial aN a a 
Militia, District of Colum 
Wie tiitc etches ote esl ia . Rie edsicnukalomeniadcaletes 
ieee oe 110,475 69,800 352,950 95,000 995,240 1 
otal increase, Senate amendments, $1,507,785. 


increa 
increase, 


Senate, salaries, 


S54 505 
Senate, other items, $1,253,190. 


I 

Total 

Total 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, in opposing the mot 
made by the gentleman from Michigan, I wish to assure | 
House that it is no personal matter with me. I am w 
quainted with any of these commissioners. So far as I ki 


they are able, brave, and fearless men. But I am opposed to 
the constant and everlasting increase of the salaries of Gover 


ment officials, especially, Mr. Speaker, of men who are alread 
getting a reasonable salary. It does not appeal to me at 

to say that men occupying a certain position in life have gr 
responsibilities thrown upon them and for that reason th 
should have their salaries increased. I know, as I have ssid 
on this floor time and time again, of no law upon the statu 
books of the United States or upon the statute books of t 
different States of the Union that compels a man to accept and 
hold an office. The moment he finds it to be a losing 
far as the law is concerned, he becomes free to exercise his © 
free will as he sees fit, and if he is in office solely for the | 
of making money out of it and is losing money at t 
game, my advice to him would be to abandon it, vacate, 
quit. [Applause.] 

The argument that the great city of New York pays some 
their subordinate officials the enormous salary of $75,000 a y: 
does not appeal to me. Washington City has not a Wall Str 
in it, nor have the great cities of the country Wall Streets 
them. The great city of Indianapolis, the center of the United 
States, pays its mayor $4,000 a year. He has been drawing t! 
salary to my knowledge for the last 15 or 20 years, and y 
as every election comes around in the city of Indianapolis t 
is a tremendous struggle to secure the oflice of mayor. 

I have heard the argument advanced here time and ti! 
again as to increasing the salaries of these officials beca! 
they have such great responsibilities resting upon them; “ t! 
must entertain society,” and for these reasons a tremendous 
expense is entailed upon them. I want to say to the Members 
of this House that the charwomen that clean the public build 


frame so 
iti ar 


pose 


el 
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t: and yet few and far between do we ever hear a word said | r the s ~ thes ssioners was { l 
in half of that older class of public officials in an attempt to » this House in the res r way, in a D ref 1 t 
get their salaries increased. [Applause.] ilar way to the Con ee on the District of C 
~ As the gentleman from Illinois has well said, this bill went | which committee he is a member, and I want to sk | 
to the other eid of the Capitol, and in the way of increase of | whether his Committee on the District of | imbia 1 r 
S s nlone more than $50,000 was added to it. I challenge | ported in favor of increasing the salaries of these co ssioners 
the statement that no man can read these amendments in the Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I can Vv speak f 
wav of increase of salaries added at the other end of the | and I would say that I was entire; 1 fay f re 
( . that you will find invariably that the increase goes to | these salaries on the basis of 1 i 
some man who is already well paid. I quite agree with the Mr. BENNET of New York. But t 
gentieman from Michigan that the laborer is worthy of his hire. | done it. 
rhey have been hired for this job for the last 25 or sO years Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I w : 
sulary of $5,000. If it has been sufficient, lo, these many | tion. In the city of Philadelphia, which t g 
years, what has come over us to-day that will justify us cedes is a great city, we have five departments undet t 
easing the salnries now? What new conditions have arisen | the mayor receiving $12,000 a year d these d 
the last days of this Congress to justify us in increasing the | rectors receiving $10,000 a year. Under es de 1 
salaries of these public officials? heads are the chiefs of bureaus, to w 1 wot! rf 
This conference report has been before the House on two oc | neering or of a Spec inl character is d I ed ml very fe 
easions, and the bone of contention is our failure to get a direct | of them receive less than five or six thou ad ¢ rs ve 
ite upon the increased salaries of these officials. I believe in | I was wondering whether when the gent 1 spoke of W 
sincerity thet they are paid well enough, and I hope when | ington being the equivalent of his great ty of New ¥ 
e vote is taken that the motion made by the gentleman from | greatest in this country, with : 1] rexcess of 4.0000) 
Michigan will not obtain. [Applause.] people, he was not rather o his 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, how much time | ferring to a city the size of which in population is not gr 
have I remaining? perhaps, than that of the congress al dis t repre ted by 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman has 45 minutes of the hour. | the gentleman 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I will yield five minutes to Mr. BENNET of New Yor! rhe ge ( 1 did 1 teh 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNet]. my comparison. I said that the office held by the t 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I doubt if ever | missioners was equivalent to the mayora f the city of Ne 
before in my service here I have spoken against the increase of | York, not that the work done by them was equiva 
salary, but when I find that it is proposed to raise the | done by the executive department of the city of Ne \ 
salaries of the men who perform the duties equivalent to the The SPEAKER. The time of the gentle n has expired. 


d s performed by the mayor of the city of New York to a 


sum $3,000 higher than is given for the execution of those 
duties in our rich city, it seems to me that the House ought to 


pay some attention to the 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. 
Mr. BENNET 


Will the gentleman yield? 
of New York. Yes, 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Does the gentlemen know that the 
executive branch of the District government costs about one 
third as much as that of any other city of its size in the United 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If that is so it is a matter of 


ig tulation. 
FORNES. Does not the city of New York pay for the 
work equivalent to that performed by the of 
ie District of Columbia as much as $75,000 
Mr. BENNET of New York. No, 
FORNES. If you take the salary of the comptroll 
e president of the various boroughs, I think you will 


Commissioners 
a year? 

SIT. 

r and 
d that 


it adds up, in the aggregate, to that amount. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. There are, in addition to the 
( ssioners here, various appropriations for executive offi 
cers, but the commissioners are equivalent to the mayor, and 
it is proposed to raise their salary, in the aggregate, to S1S.0G0 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Does your mayor inspect the sewers 

Mr. BENNET of New York. He makes some report upon 
them 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Does he inspect the schools? 

Mr. BENNET of New He makes, as I say, some repo 


York. 


During his term of service Mayor Gaynor has re 
ed on such matters. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. He is the executive head. and t] 
commissioners are both the executive head and have other 
duties to perform. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. There are inspectors to do that 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Does the mayor of New York have 
to d nything that requires an engineer's education? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. He has to have very « ler 
able e neering qualities in order to get elected, , 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. That is true, and that is the kind 
of quality that the engineering commissioner of the District 
does not have, but he is an engineer of great ability id 
oversee all of the engineering work of the city. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. And the mayor of the city of New 

’ York, of course, has to spend considerable money to be « d 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In order to be fair, is t 


true 
nd 


al 


that the work in the great city of New York is subdivided 
turned to bureau cl whose salari 
excess of paid the Co 
Columbia ? 


over 
those 


iiefs 


of t 


nmissioners 






increase, } 


iries would be in 


Mr. BENNET of New York. So it is here. There are bureau 
chiefs and inspectors, and I want to sav to the gentle! 1 f ! 
Philadelphia, also a great city, that this particular matter of 




























































Mr. GARDNER 
minutes more, 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
not a fact that the 
bia do el 


of Micl Teel 


it Comn 





very lat this specialized \ k that is 
signed in the la cities to separate bran s of tl ‘ 
ment? 
Mr. RENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, a co usive an 


swer to the gentlen tl 





an 1s s If the Com tee on the ID 
trict of Cotumbia, of which he is a member and which has 
the charge of legislation increasing the salaries of these eo 
missioners, think they ought to have a larger salary, let f 
report out the bill. Do not let them get it on a ’ 1 
bill without a hearing, without going before the r 
mittee, without going before tl commit wl ' c 
them about their work in co ou W ‘ 
whiel has been eriti Zod 

Mr. MOORE Pennsy ly 1 The | s that 
sundry efforts have been made to get before 
House, and that those efforts have f d 

Mr. BUTLER. But why have not y 1 e | 

Mir. BENNET of New York. And, fur ‘ er 

vid ask them in connection with such things as the t te f 
t} Attorney General of the 1 S ho y te to \ 
Wendell that the smoke ordinance, w! is of impo e to 
the health of the city, was not being enforced 1 t th 
District Commissioners ought to be prodded 1 On ft p 
their f re to remove the snow, on f the i 3 
nection with taxation, without a word of { 


and ask for an 


What reason is given except that i sts t 1 


to ‘ Let them live on les t } ss 1 \ ! 
to go before the pron Col ti of ¢ © Ss | 
eX 1. of why thev ask this i r I 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan Mr. S I 
utes to the 1 in from Wi ! - 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker 
triet in Washington is yu he 
tire ntry s In Size a I 

on form of gove 
| of the size of Was ‘ f 
of c 1 government. It 
t of bod ti \ f 
( yl the ad st of ) | 
a ‘s large nti er j | 
‘ { Las] 1 Vv 
! 1 y 1 dy t ( | ‘ 
ot e the 1 es t 

’ seis y 1 2 
District 

Any Member who is ed eD 
W h comes | e this body | vs ( 
tion, if not all, is first submitted the D te 
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it is to see that the buildings are erected in accordance with 
f the District. We have inspectors in every branch 
charged with the responsibility of seeing 
ills of the work are properly carried forward. W< 

rporation sel charged with the responsibility 
that sare de in a rdance with the w. We 
cit r° f ) charged with the responsibility of 
‘ P it S r ! build eS re lrawh in the w l 
hich they should be dr 1. We have in fact, who i 
1] d to be an ex] n charge of every bureau of the 
sovernment of the District of Columbia, and the Commissi rs 
re not over ded with the work which comes to them by 1 n 

f their appointment to this office. 

Mr. GOULDEN, Will the gentleman yield to one question? 


Mr. MADDEN. Ce ri 
Mr. GOULDEN Who is responsible 





for all these bureau 


ch peri dents, and commissioners? Who are held 
countable for them? 


Mir. MADDEN rhe cominissioners have the power to 





point these men, and I regret it. I regret that the appointment 
to every pl » within the ju liction of the mmission $ 
nade as the result of political pull instead of as the res if 


} Wu , found by exan tion; and no such increase of sala 
would be reported from the other end of this Capitol were 
not for the fact that every man whose salary is to be incrense¢ 
is upon the pay roll on account of political pull. That is 


| As a matter of course, if the commissioners are good to 
at 
meuts, increase the expenses of the city government, why, it is 
the most natural thing on earth that recommendations should 
| be made for an increase of the salaries of the men who a1 
| good to the people who want the places. 

I served on the Committee on Appropriations for four verrs 
and on the subcommittee in charge of this bill, and I never 


people who want places and do, as the result of these appoit 


} voted for an increase of any man’s salary or for an increase of 
} any ice which did not appeal to me as necessary for 
proper conduct of the government of the District of Columl 


I if 
‘These commissioners could afford, because of the prominet 


| and honor which is conferred upon them by reason of their 


|} appointment, to serve free of cost, and thev would be id 
to do it. The mere fact that they would be called upon by 
reason of their appointment to do social work is no 1 

for an increase in their salaries. [Applause.] 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield 
| Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman speaks of tl 
| So distinction and honor attached to the position of ¢ 
missioner of the District of Columbia 


Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 
Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is not the position of M 
| ber of Congress an honorable place? 
| Mr. MADDEN. I hope it is. 
All the men who occupy these g it places eon l 
are rich, and they are appointed becaus f the flue 
s exerted by the rich people of the District, not be 
| } ] qual th \ h tl | e |] I 
} or u duties wl | nae t I ( 
| of { District, d I hoy ey ! t< ) ease 1! 
sa [Appl e.] 
| Mr. GARDNER of M Mi ‘ ( I vield f 
| ute the gentlen from ‘] s ir. Bul 
1 M BURLESON Mr. § I | rtily 
the s iries of ft] Disty ( 1 ( I se { 
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| Mr. § ke to ] ovel 
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Mr. BURLESON, ¢ ers I 
Mr. FISH. I \ e to k tl rerit le wl ! x 
‘ | e tl ‘ ‘ ‘ : 
i . © D ‘ . , 
URIELESON I | did ‘ before the ‘ I [ é \ 
Phe | it ‘ ly ( Let It ‘ « ~ S 
t ! l f I do} t to I s tlous 
l ( Ilouse to a d ssion of 1 Ss e, whe 
! ! ict Cor l to ict this i >é 
\\ 1) l ( s | ! 
. ré ‘ | \ S t Ss session of ¢ ress N \ \ 
hie ens of I> Columb ew the s | f te s to be | | 
ve | SOq d ring that s g | Distr t e te \ \ \ 
‘ they | ‘ before the Com 1 | tl eve es of e ] ( 
‘ t &. J Mr. § tl] sno l or the Gene Gove ! 
1 14 3 l rv la \\ ( } ( 
! { ‘ t f t fle s rv of t to al if { or. ¢ 
Com ers | 7% t SO.000 At i { re o < 
‘ S was a city of 177.0 inhal its At t { et hie s perfor g S 5 
expenditures of this mounted approximately to | t S1,.200 
OOO. S e that t has “od to a city of L \ ) 
» 60 bit S d l res have eased te tl earns his \\ 
0 for each 1 r. The res| ty for the ex s 1 ¢ ( ey " 
Ll e of this vast \ z % ey rests upon the sl lers { I . 
f tl three men appointed by the VPresident of the United ss el vot ble « ( \ 
States as District Commissioners, and I cha ge any Mem some cig \ s Maj. Ji - s 
this House to name any officer of this Govern t who | tendent of Pul L 1 ¢ : \\ 
d upon to expend and who is made responsible for the | Hous nd he has a salary ved \ (WM) 
liture of $12,000,000 a year who is paid so small a | $1.00 re than M Ji 
ry as is paid to these District Commissioners. 
rhe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappeEN] says they are | years his jr r, Maj. Cay f ed ik ri 
sistant commissioners to aid them If there is any by aL tl: g ent ‘ i e 4 
flice as “assistant commissioner” in this District govern re eS ¢ 2.7 ‘ 
ent I have never heard of it. They are given subordinates, | that of M: Cosby ! ef 
just as subordinate officials are found in the government of | thing in giving ! ‘ 
ery other city of the United States, but I venture to say | ward of the G 
that there are fewer subordinates of the higher class in the | perfor gv f | e 
government of the District of Columbia than in the govern country 1 1 
ment of any other city of like size in the United States in the sum of $1.2 re t 1 he l 
Mr. MADDEN, Will the gentleman yield? to re r work as an « \ 
Mr. BURLESON, Yes. tret lous 1 y that 3 
Mr. MADDEN, Does not the gentleman from Texas know | D t 
that they have two assistant engineer commissioners, Arm; Mr. MANN. W 


ers 


Mr. BURLESON. Oh, Ves $ there is no questi n about that Mir. MANN Is it $ ‘ 1 








We have two assistant engineers. ‘I hey are assist t « rin = or : it : flicer of « 
rather than assistant commissioners, and they are called “en to be « f 
neer commissioners ” on!iv because they are emploved under Mir ! YLOR of © 
the engineer commissioner's department. I 
Mr. Speaker, I do not hesitate to say tv of Was! : . a 
ton, in the conduct of its municipal aff: ‘ f f hy { 
and corruption and enjoys as economic ! he w 
rs as any city in the United State 1 l 
this is due to the character of men wh d and 
the office of commissioner. I w d be only too glad to 3 ‘ bye Tr) R 
comparison between the administration of 1 : I, 
the city of New York, or the tv of Pl wiell 1 ‘ " STMEN \I ! 
Indianapolis with that of the city of Wasi { I ve 1 NM 
ture the assertion that if we could ge t th cost 
I stration of the city of New York v v 1 find that 
unts paid there for adi MISTI n e ¢ I 
to what is being paid to the Dis tf Con Ss pa 
I will venture the assertion that if we <« 1 get 1) 
of thie executive de] irtment of he ty of Vi vale 
find that that city expends S10 
c 1@ Same pu OS? Line ( \ l \\ 
seanaoae’ the line pul in ‘ ae ; | , 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, T yield It 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 1 \ 
\ TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Spe p to say t I 
l at the time the bill was before tl IT 1 ¢ 
1 W hole that e 4 tte« ‘ ( 
t rits of t Sil \ re wel 
t Wat t, 1 ' ‘ ‘ ‘ 
i Mir Bt SON } } \ 1 “ 
ear S70 \ e ‘ 
ry But Id t | 
bas it be use we | e | seq] r ow ‘ : 
I est My ‘ dj re » fix 
pl rvants ce ! Sil \ 1 S 3} ] | 
hi ’ to the Con iis the Dist of ¢ 
me, is not too 1 ry fe I ‘ 
] r the ID ‘ it 
ur. & re ~ ] I 
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1 t dor 1908S, and finally the island st 
c ted 1a well ¢ d and ¢ it Te 
I t 1 f G News Lette iblished 1 ! t 
interesting I t 1 tisement ft lie by a local } 
f f veget is of kind : ia 
I eve it Is { y that t int s of tl pe e of G ’ 
well as t e « the United States, have always “ W l 
vy tl Americ ver! s, and t t reh of improve t 
ee! nt ! Much, howeve s iins to be done l 
ent it n the part of the | ic at ho will aid mat \ 
t ‘ ts « the men on the s who suffer under the handi f 
a i and indifference to their needs. 
{Fifth session, Friday morning, Oct. 21, 1910.] 
T CHAIRMAN. Our subject for discussion this morning is Ix ) 
Rico, and it gives me great pleasure to present as the first sp 
lion. HERBERT PARSONS, Member of Congress from New York. 


THE OLMSTED BILL AND ITS PROVISIONS. 
(Address of Hon. Herrerr PARSONS.) 


The Committee on Insular Affairs, of which for several years I have 





been a member, reported to, and pressed to passage through, the H ° 
of Representatives, the Olmsted bill reforming the act providing a 
government for Porto Rico, in order to put into the fundamental law 
f orto Rico the new provisions: 





1. A provision ma 
{ the United States 
~. A provision by which hereafter voters additi 
ore registered must either be able to read at 
a member of a 


ie citizens of Porto Rico collectively cit 3 


n to those h ) 
e or own tak e 


is 





‘al estate personally or as 





3. A senate of 13 members, to be chosen quadrennially, of ich & 
shall be elected at the first election. 6 at the second, 7 at the t b 
ind an additional one at each succeeding election, the balance te : 


appointed by the President, and this senate to take the place of the 
executive council, which now consists of 6 Americans and 5 Porto 
Ricans. 

4. A house of delegates to consist of 1 member from each of 33 
districts instead of 5 members from ch of 7 districts. 
5. A centralized health department, with a commissioner at the head 
appointed by the President 

6. Minimum appropriations of $130,000 for each of the next five 
years, out of insular revenues, and 15 per cent out of municip I 
comes, for sanitary work. 

7. A civil-service director, to be appointed by the President, and a 

















prohibition of the passage of any law which would prevent the 3 
transfer of persons in the classified service between Porto Rico and a 
United States in the case of a position requiring expert scientific } J 








edge, or any citi of the United States or of Porto Rico from tx} y 
civil-service examinations for such position and securing appointment 
without preference as to residence 

8. The establishment of a public-service commission which w d 
have charge of the granting of franchises and should consist of tie 
attorney general, the treasurer, the auditor, the commissione f t 
interior, and two Porto Ricans to be elected by the people; this com 
mission to have the power over franchises hitherto exercised by the 
executive council and also its power in regard to municipal loans ! 
funds and advancements of insular funds to municipalities and | 
boards. 

9. A provision excluding any corporation from the business of \ 








and selling real estate or holding or owning real estate not re , 
necessary to enable it to carry out its purposes and effectively prol t 
ing a corporation engaged in agriculture from owning or leasing 1 ’ 








than 3,000 acres—a provision which takes the place of the 
ineffective limitation of 500 acres. 

10. A provision enabling the Porto Rican legislature to creat 4 
department of agriculture, commerce, and labor, if it shall et 
do so. 

11. A change somewhat limiting the jurisdiction of the United States 
district court for Porto Rico and providing that the salavi f 
judge and officials and the court expenses shall be paid by the | 
States 

12. A provision that the municipal judges of Porto Rico s! ! 
after be appointed by the governor instead of elected 

13. The governor is given absolute power of veto of any law } 1 

i P No franchise is legal unt 












by the Porto Rican Legislatt 
y the President after passage by the senate of Porto . 
gress still reserves the right to annul any franchise or iv | 








The bill passed the House of Representatives, but 














acted upon by the Senate. 
Why did the Committee on Insular Affairs recommend thx , 
in the fundamental law of Porto Rico? 
nship, Porto Ricans were In an anoma! 
at under e Foraker Act t} wel cit I e 
rs that they were not. If the lat 
f Port o, bu men and women ¥W ) 
ist 3 on why they ould e <A 1 
vas W > Mexicans of New M 
reason the hould be itizer of 
r been for vears under its lav c 
1 | t of it i n wh the ji f 
me hould 1 Imitted to citizensh \ 
» | of ntiment nd it s 
wi to | lt n to us by the strong ti 1 
ntin f er popular rights in the way « ing 
t i ( 1 I ti t 1 I ‘ = ; 
illiterac Porto R When we t ‘ 
vv i7 er nt and t ! l da y 
vite S zg n > in s 1 3 
} a ce Sa + 20) ] 
t | \ ‘ 
stant edu with a tin ! 
te }  S na put i 1 of it n irs 
mitation of S re was lit obit r se 
o now have the it te ( itinue to have it t 1 the 
future new voters must eithe e able to r 1 and y own 
property 


able farming class that is illiterate, and I have 
been told that such people of the hills vote far more independently 
than do many of those in the cities who : able to read and wri 

These farmers will still form part of the voting pepulation, and so will 
their successors; but the future laborers in the sugar centrales, said t 
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Salaric l ey £ as fait] V and ¢ eutly in 
their ed Vite Ss We are disposed to Ss the high 
sa les, I would not fee “O much inclined to pas this 
mend t. I do not know ¢] t it is the ( on of any 
} ere, but it looks as though the off Ss whose salaries 
‘ be raised and the Members of Congress who are j ined 
lo © those salaries, are bent On getting the raised now be 
Lore we Bet out of power, on the theory apparently that they will 
hol be raised by the Fentlemen on the « ther side of this Cham 
ber when th ¥ come into power. J q nt know but that is a 
( Mipilinent lo thie other Sick of this The ise, and I Tol ole do 
he 1M ‘Ve it is coe L politics for 1 to do j Lo mv ] hd 
tnere is no good reason, either as a business pr “ition Or on 
! srounads, that we should raijss ries Of these com 
i Vers 
Only ai fey months ago there were two y neies on this 
co hi on hd there were a dozen o1 more candidates. so 
far as I know a l al competent, and honorable men, who 
Wanted to get these positions, Two of those nen were ap- 
Ppeimted and the othe; Were disappointed. "Those two men are 
hardly warm in their seats before it is proposed to raise their 
s ries. It is so all along the line, not only in the Federal 
service but in the State and municipal lines of the service, 
De pie ] il] every wire and invoke every possible influence to 
ket positions, They actual y crawl on their bellies for the 
Jarl and as soon as they get them it immediately occurs to 
them that the salaries ire hot big enough and they want more. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I just want to ask the 
enian if he considers the centlemen referred to were ap- 
Puicants, or, that they Wanted the jobs, because I want to in- 
fort him that they were not. 
Mr. MICHAET, kK. DRISCOLL. 1 do not know about that, 


but I ha 


Positions: 


they felt highly honored in 
and if they were hot applicants for those posi 
and if they did not want them, and if now they do not want 
their salaries raised, as I am imformed is I do not see 


ve ho doubt 


getting those 


tions, 


the case, 


any good reason Why the Congress should at this time under- 
take to raise them. These commissioners are high-class men 
aud are doing very excellent work in the S0vernment of this 
City, and they are entitled to all honor and respect on the 


part of the people 
further entitled 
hot demanding 


They have 


» of this city and of the country, and they are 
fo our highest conside ration because they are 

an increase of salary, 

this dignified and 


proper appreciation of 


honorable 


position, They could probably make much more in their pri- 
fe business, but they are willing to spend freely of their 
tine and energy for the public good and for the freat honor 
hich is due them. and I am one of those who are willing to 


ke Phese men are not 
honorable, resp 
Standard. 


is and take 


disposed to re 
nsible, and powerfuy] posi- 

They are willing to accept the 
the balance of their compensation out 


off our hats to them. 

duce these dignitied, 

tious to the dollar 
larv as j 


S it 


1 honor, dignity, and social influence Which go with these 
vetons; and this is a high and wholesome ambition, Fiye 
Heusand dollars is not a small or higgardly Salary for these 
ntiemen, and will Support them in a fair degree of comfort 


d abundance, even if they have no Private fortune or income 


ether than their salaries. It would not support them in luxury 

> MM extravagance or in a high social Vay, but I submit that 

in this as well as in other positions in the Federal] Service, and 

in the publie service generally, men Should not expect or try 

lo exact salaries go large that they may liye in luxury and ex- 

{: ance on them. The same rule should apply to these mn n 

\ uo applies to judges, Senators, Re resentatives, and other 
hich-grade servants of the Government. 

On the question of the ‘mount Of salary and its Supporting 

telly these commissioners should not be es npared with 

YOrs throughout the e untry. The office of mayor of a city 

‘ize of Washington—anqd smaller as well as larger—is 

cht after by distinguished citizens not Simply for the Salary, 

‘or the honor and dignity which go with the places. But 

who is elected mayor in any city is, of necessity, required 

la larger or smaller amount in his campaign; and if 

he is required to spend money all the year around in 

ling toward all sorts of charities and publie and private 

Mrises In the city. Then there are people calling on him 

{ © Tor contributions Which he can not well escape. 

~ hot strictly true in Washington, because the commis- 

ire not elected and are not responsible to the rank 

of the pe ple, and are hot under obligations to them, 

ierefore are not e: lled upon to respond in smal] contri- 

! Ns to their politica) supporters when in need. In this as 

r dignified and hon rable positions in the public service 

of the country the Salary is reasonable, and the position is and 
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ee 


should be sought for 


the hon 
be i 


in It; and for this 


use these sa] 


r, dignity, and the food that can 
reason trust that the motion to 
Will not prevail. [Applause. ] 
GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min 
to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. FORNEs]. 
FORNES. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, in the first place 
to express Iny aopreciation for the compliment ae- 
me duri the discussion of the subject, a few days ago, 
tablishing an asphalt plant. My colleague was kind 
enough to express the opinion that owing to Iny experience jp 
municipal affairs J might be able to Say something valuable 
upon that point, From that point of view Iny remarks regard- 
ing an increase of Salary may be of some Weight, in order to 
eet & comparison of the Salaries paid in the administration of 
the city of New York, My esteemed colleague from New York, 
to whom I haye frequently listened with the sreatest admira- 
tion and profit, in his Statement is somewhat in error consid 
cring the cost of the administration of the city of New York. 
However different that may be, it can not haye a direct bear- 
ing as to the increase of the There is a £00d theory 
to observe that When the office Seeks the man the Office gen- 
erally gets the right man, but When the man Seeks the office, 
then it is a question of debate as to the merits of the man, 
Whenever that is the question it seems to me that at a salary 
of $5,000 the office is Seeking the man, and, owing to the con 
ditions and the administration of the affairs of this beautiful 
city, I believe that the man sought for is fully qualified as to 


aries 


utes 

Mir 

I desire 
, 


i 
corded ng 


of es 


se salaries, 


the fulfillment of that work. A mistake has been made in 
the assertion that the administrative responsibilities of the 
executives of the city of New York are not as great as are 


those of these com 
Whoever has charge of the é 
York has the 
Who is paid s¢ 


uissioners, It should be made known that 
idministration of a borough of New 
appointment of a public highway conminissioner, 
000 a vear, but who is not held as responsib] 


] 
i@ 


for the execution of the work of the office as is the commis 
sioner in the city of Washington, We should bear in mind 
this one proposition—that he Who has the fina] decision in the 


Matter 


is he who is held responsible 
work 


pertaining to the Office, 


for 
whether 


the execution of the 
you have deputies or 


Whether you have assistants or a commissioner, or like the 
Senior member of the firm, who is held responsible for the 
success of the enterprise and the execution of the work, 

When we consider that these three commissioners are re 


sponsible for the annual expenditure of $12,000,000, and at an 
oificial salary of $5,000—is that a fair recompense for the re 
Sponsibility assumed ? Would not a commerci: 
transacting a yearly business of $12,000,000 
$9,000 a year insufticient for the responsibil] 
the results accomplished? Is it hot a fact, ther 
are imposing a duty upon an executive in 
the recompense should be at least 
Sponsibilities? Here it is stated th 


il house which is 
leem a Salary of 
ity assumed and 
1, that where you 
regard to work, that 
in comparison With the ré 
at the salary of a commis 


Stoner for the last 20 years has been $5,000 a year. What has 
been accomplished by these commissioners? What is being a 


complished every day? 
ment necessary to answer the question. 
have been accom plisheq— — 

Mr. GOULDEN, And these commissions 
responsible to the people of the 
ble, through the Represent 
country. 

Mr. FORNES. Yes; 
recognize that responsil 

Mr. MOORE 


The beauty of this city is the only argu- 


The great things that 


TS are not only alone 
District, but they are ri 
sponsi itives in Congress, to the whole 
and it is for that reason we ought to 
vility and pay for it fairly. 
of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman Will permit 
me, I desire to say that he comes from a great city, and I come 
from nother great City. Does not the gentleman think the 
city of Washington is one of the best governed cities in this 
country 7 

Mr. FORNES, Yes, sir: 


and I will Say this, that the city of 
Washington is virtually 


the great national city, a central at 
traction of the entire world, and I do not care where they come 
from, and we ought to show our sense of appreciation ‘by ¢ 
couraging these commissioners and giving them at least a f: 
recompense for the time that they have devoted to keep this city 


in the condition it is, and who have built it up to its present de 
gree of beauty and measure of perfection. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the £entleman has expired, 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, | yield two minutes to the ge 


tleman from New York [Mr. OLcorr }, 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, J] can not see 
uny question that it would be a proper thing to raise these 
Salaries. I think the éreat mistake is that a Suggestion has 
been made to raise them to $6,000 a year. I think they ou 
to have $7,500. The Suggestion 


how there can } 


Silt 


that my colleague from New 
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York [Mr. Micuart E. Driscor.] made, that they had been 
crawling to get their salaries increased, is ridiculous. The 
board of trade has asked to have these salaries increased. 
rhev are entirely inadequate at $5,000, The civilian commis 
sjoners are both men of means, and that is the only reason why 
they ean hold this position. The gentleman from New York 
‘ir. MrenaeL EF. Driscott|] made the suggestion as to there 
wavs being plenty of people to fill positions, and that we are 
raising the high-salaried men and not the low-salaried men 
I believe in raising the low salaries, but I never yet have heard 


that there were any governmental positions where there were 
not more applicants than there were offices to fill. 
Mr. GOULDEN The gentleman, I understand, is a leading 





member of the Committee on the District of Columbik 
therefore, is familiar with this subject? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I am a member of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and have been for the last six years, and 
I know these commissioners are hard-worked men, and that 
they work faithfully and honestly. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. There is a bill before the Dis 
trict Committee to increase the salaries. Why does not the 

umittee report that bill out? 

Mr. OLCOTT. Whoever introduced the bill certainly did not 
press it, or it would have been considered by that committee. 
Besides that, the Committee on the District has some twenty 
eight general bills on the calendar, and we have failed to get 
an opportunity to have them considered. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman recall 
the commissioners having appeared before that committee to 
press such a bill? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The District Commissioners have never ap 
peared before the District of Columbia Committee and have 
never asked any increase of salary or the passage of that 
bill. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, in concluding this 
discussion, I want to say that it has been represented over and 
over again on the floor of the House to-day that the two civilian 
commissioners were applicants for office. I desire to disclaim 
that representation. They were sought for and did not seek 
the place. As to the engineer commissioner, the third mem- 
ber, he is assigned here by the President of the United States 
just as any other Regular Army officer is detailed and assigned 
to special duty elsewhere than in the line. Again, gentlemen, 
it is asserted that we have raised the salaries of the high-class 
men and not those of the low. Anyone who will go through 


this bill will see that a large percentage of all the agreements 
are upon the raising of men who were getting from S600 a year 
to $1,000 a year. Above that amount is the exception. We 
have endeavored to raise the low men to where they could pos- 
sibly live on the salary which the Government pays them—a 
large number from $600 to $720, which is the next lift. And 
we believe we are entirely within bounds when we ask that 
the commissioners shall receive $6,000 a year, and yet we only 
ask what they can live decently on in the city in the place 
which they have been called to fill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Will the 
me ask him a question for information? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Is not one of the civilian 
commissioners a retired officer of the Army? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Without pay. He resigned 
from the Army. He gets no pay whatever, although rank 
as a brigadier general in the Army. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] has shown that 


‘ +? 
gen 


eman let 


work is divided. Tle himself stands at the head of a great ins 
tution. He never would have been there for a year or a month 
] ad not the ability to select his subordinates That j 


] 
true of our public school system. We pay our superintendent 
more than any other man in the system because we assume | 


has the ability to select good subordinates. That is: what puts 


the general at the head of the army. We pay our generals 
large salaries because they have or ought to have the genius to 
select nen under them that can perform the business of war. 
That is true in a creat enterprises, corporate and otherwise 
\ir Speake I hope this motion w pre l LI ask for 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recede 


from the disagreement and agree to the Senate amendme s 
mbered 1, 2, and 3. 
he House divided: and there were—aves SO. noes 76 


I 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I demat 


A 

Z 
— 

L 
- 


Mr. CARY. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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j 
governors of t ‘ ! States and Territories co rned, the 
res it maiay che h oflicers of the act list of the Army from 
| | er coml Is r duty as inspectors and instructors of 
Lhe Org i M I s Toll ~ name] Not to « eet 
for 1 re ds rate bat i of infantry 
B if oO ‘ a2 2 ided, That e officers d 





th the Organized Militia under the provisions 

reof, together with those detached from their proper commands, 

under the provisions of law, for other duty the usual period 

I ( \ ii ¢ Kceeds one y il shall be subje t to thre pre isions [ 
st ‘ twenty-seven of the act approved’ February second 

eteen lred and one, with reference to details to the it 


Cor] total number of 

hy to these provisions sha 

t That the numl 

‘ ( of the several brancl of 








fM h; they shall be of tl 5 
‘ d the 1 er deta 
pro] the number in tha 
the w d vy. The vacancies 
rad if se d lieute } 
I Lrv} existing law, one-half in each ti 
f vacancies shall have been 
10 iancies in the grade of sec 
’ fis year sl be filled by apy 
rida ely: First, of cadets 


gradua 

















ed 


hot exceed 


detacl 


two hui 


wer of such officers detached from 
the line of the Army shall be 
conunissioned strength of thi 
rades first lieutenant to colone!] 


hed from each grade shall be in 


} 
{ 


grade now pro ided LN | 
hereby caused or created 1h) 
be filled in 


‘ 
until 


accord 
the total 
ille vided, That her 

ma occurring in any 
ointment in the following order, 
ted from the United States Mil 


SCal veal 
i: Fe 


lieutenant 








ul Academy during that fiscal year; second, of enlisted mx 
Alab \ » fitnes ior promot hall ive been j 
titive exal ition; fl didate 
Lwe i the ages of twe ’ d sty l 
President is authorized to make rules and 
i rded the provisions into effect P) id That s 
3 ke I ind if I) men he! reased | two three te 
, | this is \ lone sevel rs, and eighteen captains, the vacancie 
=t sd oo tui reated to be filled by promotion ind d iil i ordat ; 
f ‘ vi ‘ 1 20 of the act approved February 2, 1901"; and the 
M @ if I] © agree to the ne 
] \ 1d 1umbered 49: That the House recede from it 
sugreement to the amendment of the Senate ered 4!) 
ind wire » ti sa wi 1 tmendment as follows: Sti ‘ 
. of t \ r appearing ij said amendment and insert 
, eu thereof tl followi Ilereafter there shall 1 
. : ‘ ta (| to the Medical Department a dental corps, which shall be 
Lor eA ( osed of dental surg ns and acting dental surgeons, th 
er iumber of which shall not exceed the proportion of 
‘ h thoi d of actual enlisted strength of tl Army 
. : r of de | surgeons shal ot « eed GO, and the n ‘ 
of ting dent surgeons shall be such as may, from time 
a 7 ¢, » i be authorized by law. All original appointments t 
a he orps shall be as acting dental surgeons, who shall have 
—" , the ime Official status, pay, and allowances as the cont 
lent surgeons now uthorized by law. \cting denta 
geons who have served three years in a manner satisfactory to 
the S etary \\ be eligible for appointment as det 
g eons, an ter passing satisfactory manner an ex: 
eC dls 1 { 1 whicl be preset by the Secretary of War, 
Ss f H.R ) SsiO 1 with the rank of first lieutenant in the de 
f corps to fill the vacancie existing therein. Officers of 
s met i and | de 1 corps shall have rank in such corps according to dat i 
l ds their commis ns therein and shall rank next be ff 
: oe Med Reserve Corps rheir right to command 
I ted t he ade : The pay and allowat! 
. ‘ l rgeol hall be those of first lieutenants, includ 
‘ ~ ! to ement on a t of age or disability, as i 
l Oo officers Pre ded, That the time served by ce 
i 2 is as gd il o1 tract dental surgeo sha 
d i puting the i eased vice pay of su 
ssi d ler this act rh ppointees : icting d 
! 1 ] S ul ( zeus o1 1 Lnited States betwe és 
S \ \ 26 ol graduates of a standard denta co g I 
\ y pay moral ¢ acter and good professional education, and 
3 . requ red to prt ss the us 1 physi il exan { 
( ed for appointment in the Medical Corps, and a prof 
Si v7) l ‘ tion which shail i ude tests of skill, i ract 
I] W 1 1 of proficiency in the sual subje of t 
( nieg rs Py i l, That the trie dent S 
vended 7, strike or s tached to the Medical Department at the time of 
| listr { < bia ] of this l be elig ¢ f a ointment iS . 
( d Lit I dental | witl limita tic s to ‘ \ 
iW l i S at Lj Phat tl professional examination f 
tment be y ved the case of t lent s 
led, i 1e 1 ke th e at the time of the passage of tl t 
ih ul icit I ( l lf. VV st ethic ( \ ( entrance exami! { mm are - 
Uj e requ f tl factory rhe Se I ar is authorized to appoint boards 
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of three examiners to conduct the examinations herein pre Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes: even if serving abroad. The next 
scribed, one of whom shall be a surgeon in the Army and two | amendment refers to inerease of officers for detail to the 
of whom shall be selected by the Secretary of War from the National Guard and for other put Ses The Hlouse voted on 
commissioned dental surgeons”; and the Senate agree to the that and fixed the number as 4H) flat inerense and 3O 
me. nerease in the Quartermaster’s 1 rtment. We have come to 
J. A. T. HULL, aun agreement on that number of officers, lenving it as fixed by 
Gro. W. PRINCE, the House, but we further amended the 1 mn bv striking 
WM. SULZER, out the words as to the governors of each State and Territory 
Managers on the part of the House. and the District of Columbia, se hat ne ! s sha he de 
F. FE. WARREN, tailed to serve on the governer'’s staff or wit! TOV r of 
; ; a Territory or with the District w nvtl eX t 
M. G. BULKELEY, .s ; 
pr zation of the militin itself. In other word e det \ 
Jas. DP. PALIAPERRO, xo direct to the regiments or batt 3 Ol en ent of 
Managers on the pa t of the Senale the battalion. i 
STATEMENT Mr. MANN, Wi the gentle) vield 
; ; ’ Mr. HULL of lowa Certainly 
Amendment No. 18, in disagreement between the Houses, re Mir. MANN rhe o nth Ne ® amendment provided 
fers to the status of paymasters’ clerks, and the House recedes | filling vacancies in the grade of second lieutenant, one-tit : 
from its disagreement and agrees to the same with an amend- | each year 
ment placing the Army paymasters’ clerks on exactly the same Mr. HULL of lowa I was col x to that i moment We 
footing us the Navy paymasters’ clerks. changed that to one-half, as th unber is reduced from 612 


no 


Amendment No. 23, in disagreement, refers to increase of | to 250 
ofticers for the Army for detail with the militia, and other pur Mr. MANN I was going to ask whether that was dene 


poses, and the House recedes from its disagreement and agrees | because of the reduction in the mber of officers 

to the same by striking out all details for each State, Territory, Mr. TULL of Lowa That is the renso We chat 1 that 
and the District of Columbia, division, brigade, and permits the | to one-half. because in place of G12 we | e 230. and to ex 
detail for the organizing of the militia only, and provides for tend the 200 over five years would be unreasenable and deprive 
filling the vacancies one-half each fiscal year, and agrees to the the militia of the object which we have in granting this uber 


umendment made by the House in regard to the Quartermasters | Of officers 

Department. Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Will not this result in all of 
Amendment No. 49 relates to the Dental Corps. and the TTouse the 200 being drawn from civi fe and 1 from West Doint 

recedes from its disagreement and authorizes the grade of first or the enlisted mi 

lieutenant only for the Dental Corps. Mr. HULL of Iowa No: the proportion of each vear 1 he 


F é. A. TF. HUES, ess than before In other words, it takes tw VOUrs w to 
Gro. W. PRINCE, fill up the 200, while before it took tive years to fi p 612. less 
W. SULZER, the 30 provided for the Quartermaster’s Departmet 
Managers on the part of the House, Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota My point is West Point gradu 
ites now with the quota of I td] men who receive co niis 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I assume that the House Slous just about fi vicancies 1 the mobile In h of the 
understands the report, as it has been pretty fully debated here Army, and yet if we add 100 each year the 
tofore. The first amendment that is in dispute relates to the | Wiese will have to be filled from ( 
Pay Corps, the paymaster’s clerks. Mr. HULL of lows My Ss thi: his is bette 
Mr. COX of Indiana. What amendment is that? for filling from West Point than the on t] provision that we 
Mr. MANN. The paymaster’s clerks is No. 18 practically adopted in the House, \ hw d 4 “ 


Mr. HULL of lowa. The proposal that has been agreed upon Now, as to the exact number required to f e ova 
varies from that which was provided for in the original bill by the Regular Arn y during the f net 





the Senate in this, that the paymaster’s clerks enter the service Bot tiquire ito tliat It w ale te ‘ 
at $1,125 a year. Under the present law they enter at $1,400 a | for some second li nants Trot e, but I 
year. This provision will increase their pay each 3 years until My fre id that there are a good n vy 
after 12 years of service they will reach $2.000, which is prac Who are graduates of mi ry wis, ¢ , 
tically the same as was provided in the Army bill in the original tary department of State t OW | 
Senate amendment. The Pay Department suggested the inser War Department as eligible t ssious e A { 
tion of an additional proviso providing that no paymaster’s hey will undoubtes ( eof the ) 
clerk should have his pay reduced as a result of this legislation ; OTe 
but the committee believe if we were going to put the two . mAaAV EXT he ] f 

ervices on an exact equality the clerks should suffer the loss sted men of t \riliy w f 
while they are young and get the benefit as they get older and | | r get ) =io} i 

fter years of satisfactory service. So we declined to make any | ©! fhe Tost vat e+ we » get : { \r 7 
rest on of that kind and put it flatly on the same service as | Ves . ul youl We 

the Navy. I think every member of the committe will ackuow i Shows his rer 

edge that a paymaster’s clerk of the Army, compelled to travel , Chaure the hal rea : 

h the Propics or Alaska or wherever it is necessary in the dis studies ult Le pRIsse ee) thre ‘ 

charge of his duty is entitled to as much yriy as the snme ies Mr. STEVENS of J . | 

of the service in the Navy. This should be a final settlement of | Man if he does not t aeRtan: 4 licen \ 

the question for the National G rel 


Mr. O'CONNELL. Will the gentleman yield? Mr. ELA 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Certainly. to have some 

Mr. O'CONNELL. As I understand, you did that to equalize Mr. HULL of Loy Iw 
the Navy. In the repert of the Naval Committee have they | Minutes Nov neXt Al 
hot recommended to have the dentists get three ranks? " | Was a serious disagre ni 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I have not yet reached that, but I will | the dent Ss ol \1 





say here that is not the law. ffort made by ‘ 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? conMmMiss ! t] 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Certairz ly. sit y ce ' t dent supere 
Mr NI ANN. I’; ymaster'’s clerks, as I wunderstan 1. in the rie t sy | r for ‘ 
Army under this get the same pay as in the Navy? ! jors, So 1 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. They will, if this is adopted. I a t be ‘ 
Mr. MANN. Under this provision, I mean. ilow about when | ‘| ci ed to tr ( 
I r abr ad? ' = . ‘ in 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. The same exactly. They do not get) proiessiot L 1 wil | 
increase in pay on account of that. They get no incre: 1} the lin if tl nd 
pay for that. hey should have some rank. 1 
Mr. MANN Do they get the shore pay of the Navy?) the grade of tenant | 
Mr. HULL of Towa. Shore pay. at S2.000 a year ey are now get S1.S00 
Mr. MANN. Even if serving abroad? |} them for 20 yeal service 4U per cent 








! ( m ‘ of the 
li of the ¢ that was 
\ 
i i S rs 
} 
11>! ti 
| f | ad have ( 
hed 
> LRN | ] elt 1 fre 
i] LJ , ¢ l Vy ¢ I 
Lhe ‘ ( S 
’ ' 
\\ 1 t 
\ | | Ny S ( 
endy 1 1 \ ch 
| n } or ji ] s ‘ tment 
) ~ lé ( 
ea i ) th I] > his « 
11 es ontt ( | ent 
ext ) ston i 
\ } f the service f r 
Mr. SLAYIIES It 1 ( Cl re s Will ft 
( i | St the Sai l mtinu pressure 
Mr. TUL! Low Absolutely; but my judgment is if th 
IS t ad here how t W end the controvers for the next 
°%) years. 
Mr. O'CONNELL Wi gentleman tell me why it is he 


rgument that the 
( ivy and he denies it to th 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I wil 
gress of the | ted States 


uses aS an paymaster’s clerk gets rank in 
s branch of the ’ 
Say to the gentleman that the Con 


Y 
has not yet given the rank asked for 


by the Committee on Naval Affairs It is not the law If it 
were the law, while I would regard it as going way beyond 
what the Congress should do, yet I would say at once that, in 


justice to the two branches of the service, they ought 
equality with each other. 


(WOCONNELL. Now, after a 


to be 


kept 


i 
on an 


Mr. 
rank 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
would be getting pay 
salary of $2,100 vear. 

Mr. O'CONNELL. I 
New Jersey that 

Mr. HULL of 
ment 

Mr. O'CONNELL. I 
practically, by the gentleman 

Mr. HULL of lowa. It 
ata and has never had, 
New Jersey 

lL new yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from 
Llay | 

M1 


service of 20 years, what 
They will be first lieutenants ye ’ 
of $2,800, and they would retire at a 
understood 
it provided A 
lowa. It 


from the gentleman from 

retired rank of major. 

does not. That is the Senate amend 

understand this is a_ bill 
from New Jersey. 

has no provision of that kind in it, 

as introduced by the gentleman from 


introduced, 


Virginia | 


i 


Mr. 


HAY. 


Mr. Speaker, I do not care to occupy the time of 
the liouse on this report, because I believe it is the best that we 
can do, and it should be agreed to by the House. But the Secre 
tary of War has seen fit to address a letter to the chairman of 
the Committe Military Affairs calling in question certain 

tatements made by me when the conference report on the 


under 
irman of 
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appropriation bill was 
from lowa, cha 
letter in the 


‘ation: aad the 
has pub 
The Secere 


the com! 


RECORD 


eman 


the 


rent ittee, 


lished 





tary of War addressed this communication to the gentleman 
from Iowa, which he undertakes to refute argument 
which I mad the fl of the House, and, among other 
things, he says 
1 | the 1 { y that the statement I l was ap 
I in ted 1 tl ite wl f owed, and I 
( mer ndu whicl my e fully 
pre the f 
Ney) Mr. & ker, T pass by the questionable taste displayed 
by the Secretary en in question statements made by a 
Me I f tl Tlouse lebate ind if I had been guilty of 
1 ling the Hous is he charges, I would certainly not 
q 1 hi » CO] e, Which he could have done by 
a | er to 1 l t to a third person 
No let wl sleading the Ti the Secretary 


\ he f the ¢ f of Staff of the Army before the 
Co \ s, House of Represe! tives, on a 
b (li. KR ‘ » tl eflicis y f the Organized 
M 1 Ses the fo] -r « yuy tool 

) 
] 

M . } t in 1 1 

1 l l or in ¢ 
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V ! ni lw school Is that number too large, all 
W i ] a 1 ninety-thi is the total y hay I 
ad think 1) um t 2 
With a view to obtaining more definite information relative 
» 1 details of these officers, I requested the Adjutant Gen- 
( on February 15, 1911, to furnish information 
ent f ’ +} ' comma! 
} t , d t T ‘ 
I ance y h this request the Adjutant General sub 
nitted f f owing tter and tabular statement: 
Wa I> 
PHE AI ra? G I Ore 
WW el 1911 
I J ] 
I S I your personal request of to-day in 
I is 1 n ‘ ‘ers now abst i their comman 
aerachea = & ! as instruct students at military 
lu i i n I have the honor to transm herewit! 
it la te! ( das of Janu », 1911, which gives th 


“Very 1 tfu F.C. Al 
The 


NSWORTH, 
Adjutant Gene 


Offi of { } absent from the commands o detache 
¢ } ( ( ( a fudents at schor on Jana) 
1911 
Ir St 
Wii cated struct he Total 
ors - . 
\W ( e¢g 14 ) 
| ed States Military Ac le V i 8] ( 
Ar Service Schools, For Leavenworth, Kal 929 67 & 
Artillery School. Fort M Va 14 40) t 
Mc ed Serv School, Fort Riley Kans § 94 } 
Engineer School, Washington Bat ks DPD. ¢ > . 
s | of Musketry, Presidio of Mo ey, Cal 9 
At schools in Europe ) 
Student in C ell Universit 1 
ot 148 179 
Inst sa l« t ul tions - 64 64 
Aggregate 212 179 i 
‘Does not include 6 other officers on detached duty there nor the 7 
protes 
$16 cad were there Jan. 30, 1911 
rom the foregoing official statement it will be seen that in 


of 
structors, 


*stend 


there 
or in 


being 293 officers “detailed at schools as in 
Way or another connected with schools,” as 
stated by the Chief of Staff in his hearing before the Committee 
on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, there wer« 
actually 391 officers so detailed on January 30, 1911, not in 
cluding 13 officers on duty at the Military Academy. 

It will also be seen that the call made upon the Adjutant 
General and the response made by him to that call related 
exclusively to officers on detached service either as instructors 
er students at ind had no relation to any students at 
those than detailed officers. And the remarks 
made by House of Representatives on February 16, 
in « this during cousideration of the 
Army referred exclusively to officers on de 
tached instructors or students at schools and 
had no relation students at those schools other than de 
tailed officers. 

The letter of the Secretary of War of February 18, as printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of February 23, 1911, is mislead 
ing in that it confuses the issue, and apparently endeavors to 
discredit the official statement made by the Adjutant General 
and the remarks made by me in connection therewith by brin." 
ing in a lot of figures concerning enlisted men on duty or under 
instruction various including the School for Cooks 


one 


schools 
other 
the 
with 

appropriation bill 
service either as 


to any 


schools 
me in 


mnection subject 


schools, 


and Bakers and the School for Horseshoers and Farriers. 
These figures are valueless as a basis upon which to attempt 


the 
upon which that 
ment and the report 


to discredit statement made by me or the official report 
was based, because both the state 
referred exclusively to detailed officers. 
And if these figures with regard to enlisted men are as far 
from correct are figures that were given by the Chief 
of Staff at his hearing before the House Military Committee 
with regard to detailed officers, they are misleading as well as 
irrelevant. The production of these figures suggests the making 
of a somewhat s« inquiry with regard to the many Army 
schools, the num vhich appears to be constantly increas 
ing, and I hope that in the not-distant future there will be 
an opportunity to make such an inquiry with a reasonable pros 
pect of eorrective action being taken as a result of it if such 
ction is found to be necessary. [Applause.] 


statement 





as the 


irching 


ber of 


As I 


fit to question 


said before, I regret that the Secretary of War has seen 


a statement made by 


me in debate on this floor. 
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I excus . because doubtless the Secretary derived his Mr. HULL of Iow yes; 
1 his information from those who are adv ting Mr. STAFFORD \ 
“ l 1 who, in their eagerness » persuade Me } t “i « t 
i it. have neglected their duties 1 the War De ) HULL! I | 
t : ‘ it their tir in buttonholing Members 
St 1 have finally induced the Secretary f War te | 
\ 1 ad 3 he CO l e and s ws . Ol \ 
\ h th ibject 1, to say the | of it Sil e we ‘ 
\] se. | \ thie ie 
\ HULI lowa If no M ber d s time, I d s fh 
\ tt ‘ 5s of age t \ 
SLAYDES M eal EY d Kk r thi St Ss dentists in a d 
HULI f lowa I yield three 1 utes to th ! WN 
‘ en ] Gira’ A th 1) 
Vi STLAYDEN Mr. Speake I unfo r 
he vil 1 made his stateme ) t ‘ ( Mr. HULI N 
t und i the | ters . | 1 t] 
rt « Mr. STAFEF*% | 
} Pe I rl ‘ ‘ thei eS 
le of 1 Navi Mr. HUI | ; 
L\YDEN rh S ie r fish, th ‘ | Nl STAFFORI ‘ 
l \ HUT. I \ 
MANN They etired Phat is all they w t after 10 , 
SLAY DIN rl a4 I ( \ DALZEI I v 
iw t to si MM Sy} i while I I 0 ILI f 1 
j eve thre ‘ t of hie ferees oud! to be el \I DALZELI 
S ethi = said le £ ( se d Lit LI] f t 
. rene \ vy unchallenged 4 bie x Ore il of f 3 
Ll by Oe er ‘I I) ELI ! 
‘ ‘ matter of fact, there is no extraordi skill, ready in the servi 
req ed for the discharge of the work that is lodged pon \I HULL of Iowa Yes 
th isters’ clerks It is the simplest and most pri Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. 8) ker, a par mie 
rl of caleulation All they need i hav mer rhe SPEAKER T) 
who are capable of making the simplest calculations in figures Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, is ssible ea 
d rsing that money honestly It was s ested th we f s repert, so as to ] ' 
! ffer the misfortune of losing the ser s of these cen wl ly les for t it oF I 
few years because they would get better plac Fhe SPEAKER 
We : f we ild by law fix it so that after they had had the ; e cl * understane ; 
ce of this position for a little while, a temporary bridge Vr. SLAYDEN | er the S rs 
to ething better, the very best s« \ ( Lie Ss re} 
he would be to so change the w that the uld Mr. GARNER I Il 
of this service and go into comm l walks. \ wl 
rewards are certainly better than the privilege of being Mr. HULL of Towa Mr. Speaker, I d 
d with the rank of a first lieutenant and ultimate pay s word on this payma b eS j ‘ 
rman suggests, of about $2.S00 a vear. S1.400 a vear rt 1 ente 


\I IIULL of Iowa. Not for paymasters’ clerks S if 81.195 a vear Phe f 
Mr. SLAYDEN They get first lieutenant’s pay, do they not it would | 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Two thousand dollars is the limit rhey Mir. SI 

t $1,125 a year. Mr. HULL of I 











’ SLAYDEN. It 1 s the arguin tl ore f ( ( I r ( 
[am not impeaching the character or th ! ty of st few 1 I 
ll. But I only say in the interests of the people that hoy. repor ' lopted 
slation is not needed, and in the erests of good 1 t the Congress e ] ‘ ‘ 
stration it is not required; and while i s always a 1 the , Ly 
‘ ingly difficult thing and, in a way, an unpleasant thing t sol} \ dgment, 1 
ose these conference reports, I believe the best we could do report will have the effect of de 
W d be to vote down this feature of the report and continue Mr. SLAYDEN. T en v1 
perating the office of the paymasters’ clerks on the basis it hope that this feature of € propose 
l heretofore been operated on. \ h IL be to 
Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield for a quest ( ‘ ntlemat ‘ 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes. neople is such as to ins 
Mr STAFFORD. I know that the gentleman S give Vv res 





iry matters a great deal of consideration. W he k lly ¢ 
chten the committee with his views as to the dental sur Mr. HULL of 1 | 
[Is that legislation necessary? h tl iver ‘ 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will state to the gentleman from Wis Mr. SLAYDEN, It ! e! 

it IT spoke very fully on that subje the other day i hopes to 

leavor to make myself perfectly plail I t it | SPEAKER | 
or of it ference ren 
Mr. STAFFORD. I presume the gentleman's opposition 1 rl | 

his me 1 long the lines of his position as expressed tl Mr. S 
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r t I een hundred 1 tati of printir trad 
6 , 
\ t 1 ing n all nt 
‘ net . it w us ted i 
y a t nd depriv hundred 
{ f ind rades of tl I f 
I . it f of t \ 
tr . 4 Post Off Depat t can < 
d 
i t ’ t ! rat on tT razin } 
n I ) ; 1 ‘ } 1 
a law would p ) n é 1 
t | ‘ W d } t him to pass 1 
I t the obiect of the 1 ' r ent 
' ‘ 
i Ww 5 h ntrod d, 
‘ d t r it 
Repre tiv vi 1 would 
hid head in 1 M vy other 
) } I ! \ é ceived i ing one from So] 
Ii I t icr, Who int sed the p is-post bill 
New York 1 ] 
I¢ ‘ i \ Bil ¥ I ‘ ’ it iD Ss PA 
! SA 
\ 1 dj n at a meeting in 
tr t t \ lical ¢ f 
I ! i t rine ig t l b ( ig 
the t ( ul I join ‘ I 
{ No 1 \V I ! s U1 No. 25s I 
\ tion I s | ! 3 nd t lob | I ‘ 
I) from d t N 1 of tl Internatior \ 
f M n who work th nanuta ty z 
v > | n 
I t d 1 ra were 1 ved from a imber of we kn 1 
, 1 W f ( man $ rk, in which 
2 ind id t t the np ed n } 
é in t il n t per ‘ t I da § 
il if of ti t if S | i eral parcels ] twas] l 
f 1 e 1 t lejici t} ost Office Department il 
‘ ’ ced f f to increa post 
} oo} } 
\ ter W I t H f Robert Hk & in which , 
saic l i \ d with the « t { I t ind 
nr \\ igton as being opposed to the b t i s 
t} 1 
an is protest gainst the bill were adopted 
Eveni: World. ] 
1 w 1 ‘LJ { [ASS M CONDEMNS INCREA 
MA INE MAIL RATES 
Ne vi printers, in mass meeting at Cooper Union yest 
warmly ¢« ! dt | sed increase of postal rates on mas 
Mhe followir union V re sented: Pressmen’s Union No i 
W | ! s U1 1 No. 25, Franklin Association of Press | 
‘ the Press lers’ Uni and the printing press bi 
I) N 15 of t national Association of Machinists 
i ird Nolan, of é en's Union No. 51, presided \r gt 
ers were John P. Mir of the Frank! Association, and Jehn 
Ix V pre dent of the International Association of Machin 
[ Evening Sun.] 

















I oO! Pros L BILI MEETING OF PRESSMEN AND I D 
PUT THE TRADES ON RECORD 

rhe ll to inerease the postage on magazines was condemned ye 
a el I meetir in Coop Union, called under the aus 
( tine int ¢ ‘ ce of mechanical crafts in the printing trades 
re ing tour or izat ) they are Pressmen’s Union No. 51, W 
Pre n's 1 1 No o, Prat Association of Press Feeder 
2 ind the J Press Feeders’ Union. ‘he branch of district No. 1 
t Internati Association of Machinists, whose members w < 
the nurackur [ printing pre S, Was also represented 


Pressmen’s Union No. 51, presided, and spe 




















col iatory of the bill were made by John P. Mines, of the I 
\ i on, J. Keppler, vice president of the Inter 
\ tion o sts The chairman that the bill if it 
law Vv dn ve 50 per cent of the magazines out of 

a e nt of power in the hands of the Tosti 
( Ww would mal him the arbiter of the existence of |! 
macnz 

relegrams W received from Miss Sophie Irene Loeb, the suffra 
lender; Congressman WILLIAM Sv! , and others regretiing the 

ty to attend nd condemning the Dill Miss Loeb said that 
! er sol on of the matter would be the establishment of a pa 

Cor essman SULZI i his telegram declared that tl I 

ease in post rates was an unjustifiable imposition and abs 

ni sary in v of the fact that if Congress would pass his 
i neral parcels post there would be no postal deficit. 

Le rs were read from Robert Hoe, of Robert Hloe & Co., and 
Mur | Court Justice Leonard A. Snitkin, expressing sympathy Vv 
Lhe tC ol the meeting. 

[Tribune, Fe 
oP! HIGHER ! AGE—PRINTIN EN SII v I 
MAGAZINES 

The p 1 measure now before Congress increasing the ! 

p is nl zines was opposed at a meeting yesterday after 


1 Cooper Union, called under the auspices 





mechanical crafts in the printing ti 3, which was f 

cem be to protest a the bill conference represents VL’! 

men’s Union Web Dre mn No ‘ranklin Ass 
of Dress No. 23, » Press Uni K 
tatives of the lodge of District No. 1 t) tional A 
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B3G18 CONGRESSIONAL 
D LWAY LIGHT CO 
PEAK 1 before the House the bill (S. 9903) to au- 
t S lan R way & Light Co. to conust1 d ope! 
{ l, telegray ( hone, electric powe1 1 troll 
( kort Macke e Military Reservat nd for 
poses, with House amentiments disagreed to by the 
M IIL of Towa Mr. Speaker, I move that t Tlouse 
j : ‘ lI nts and agree to the outers e asked for 
| ¢ Ce ite 
| iv reed to 
r PEAKE! pointed a iferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Hunt of Iowa, Mr. Stevens of Minnesota i Mr. Hay 
FORT D. A. RUSSELL MILITA RI mVATIO 
I SPEAKER also i before the HTlouse the bill €S. 9004) 








granting cert way on the Fort D. A. Russ Military 
hte ition at Cheyer Wvyo., for railroad ii county road 
purpose with House amendm s disagreed to by the Senate. 
Mr. TIULL of Tow Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
insist « ts ( ments nd agree to the conference asked for. 
The tion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER appointed as cor ferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Ifutn of Iowa, Mr. Stevens of Minnesota, and Mr. Hay. 
CERTIFIED CHECKS FOR DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 


to aut 
for 
poses, 

he 
Mr. 
the S« 
The 


nationa 


for 


checks 


taxes, 


on 


and 


horize the receipt of certified 
dut and internal 
Senate amendments. 


ies on imports 


with 
Senate amendments were read. 

PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
amendments, 

motion was agreed to. 


ite 


LOCATION OF OIL AND GAS, 


to proiect locators in good faith of oi] and gas lands 


have { 


ffected an actual discovery of oil or gas on 
lands of the I nited States or their successors in intere 
Senate amendments. 
Tl Senate amendments were re id. 
Mr. NEEDHAM Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hous¢ 
in the Senate amendments. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 


other 


agree 


BSO05TO) 
1 banks 
pur- 


To 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (TL. R. 32344) 
who ] 


shall 


the public 


wit 


what 


is the effect of these Senate amendments? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. ‘This bill, as it passed the House, excepted 
land under any withdrawal, and the Senate amendments con- 
tine the exception or proviso to mineral withdrawals. As the 
law is now, on land withdrawn like national forests you can 
carry on mining, and the bill as it passed the House would stop 
that. This amendment of the Senate is to correct that, and 
refers to mineral withdrawals so as to make the bill logical and 


the House. 


affect lands 


ssed 


when 
ITAZGERALD. 
purposes 7 
NEEDHAM, 
mittee on the P 


it pa 


It does ne 


as it was intended 
Mr. |] 


othe r 


Mr 


rt withdr 


This : 


Iblie Land 


mendment was “l to in t 


and I 


awn fi 


ir 


he Com 
] 


Ss, was requested to make this 
motion on behalf of my colleague Mr. Smirnu, of the Committee 
on the Public Lands, who has gone home quite ill 

The motion was agreed to, 
VALLEY PAPER CO. V. DONNELLY, PUBLIC PRINTER. 
+N unanimous consent, on the request of Mr. Cooper, of Penn- 


sylvania, leave was granted to print in the Recorp the 
ing « sion of Mr. Justice Gould, of the supreme cour 
District of Columbia, sustaining the demurrer of defe 
the ter of the Valley Paper Co., plaintiff, v. Sa 
Don vy, Public Printet 
in 1 sul I t of t District f m I € 
20461. ] 
H VALI PAI i F. 2 Ic I 
Fred B. Rh attorney for plaintiff 
‘ »R \ n I ted State tt ne for Dis 
Regit 3. Huidekopé issistant United States 
t of ¢ i nd Frank E. Elder, s 4 s t 
Genel attorneys for defendant 
PI OF THE Ct 
itiff t tit is a « ration ] t! 
M | 1 taxpayer of t United 
t i s the United States Pu Printe 
I ’ 8 tted a pre 1 for suy pape 
2S, 1911, to the Joint ¢ ttee 
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\ , Ss JONATHAN I N Dt 
( ( » ALLEN F. (¢ I , and DAvIilr 
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ittee on Printing: that “none” of them “ were” ever ap 
: das members of said joint committee by either “ the President 
of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, or by any 
ffi n eit liouse having authority to make such appointment ; 
i 1 t ipon recites the provision of the act of Congress of 
Aug 6, 1852 (ch. 91, 10 Stat., 34), which provides: “ There shall 
be a Joint Committee on Public Printing consisting of three Members 
of the Senate, appointed by the President of the Senate, and three 
Nie ‘'s of e House of Representatives, appointed by the Speaker 
the House, who st have the powers hereinafter stated; that the 
luties I wers of said joint committee were enlarged by the act of 
Janua 1 S95 (ch ~S Stat., GOL), but that no change was made 
is to the inner of the appointment of said committee. It recites 
section 5 of said act, whi requires the sealed proposals to furnish 
I » be opened in the esence of the joint committee and the con 
tracts to be awarded * to the lowest and best bidder for the interests of 
the G nment but that no proposal shall be considered which 
not accompanied by a bond approved by a judge or clerk of a court of 
record in the penalty of $5,000, ete and that the persons named 
req ed that bidders should give bond in the sum of $10,000; * com 
plainant further avers that the said body acting as rresaid awarded 
contracts for suppiving paper for the public printing without in any 
cas juiring the bond to be approved by a judze or clerk of a court of 
record, and that the bid of complainant was the only bid opened by 
that body, acting as aforesaid, which was accompanied by a_ bond 
ip} ad by a judge or clerk of a court of record.” 
It is next alleged that under the act of March 2, 1895, it is provided 
t when no joint committee has been appointed the Committee on 
Printir either of the Senate or Tlouse then in existence shall act 





s no Joint Committee 


to have 


on l’rinting in existence, complainant 




















entitl his bid considered by the Committee on Printing 
of the Senate, consisting of six members, and the Committee on Print 
ir of the House, consisting of three members. Notwithstanding the 
rights of complainant to have his bid considered as aforesaid, said 
R » SMoorT, who without authority or appointment assumed to act 
a airman of the body which opened and rejected the bid of com 
plainant, refused to permit three members of the Senate Committee on 
Printing to sit with the body considering said bids, or to have any vote 
in determining whether or not complainant's hid should or should not 
be accepted, although requested so to do by one of said Members, to wit, 
Stephen B. Elkins, United States Senator from West Virginia Com 
plainant further shows that notwithstanding the fact that defendant 
has been advised that there has been no compliance with the provisions 
of the law hereinbefore referred to, providing for the performance of 
certain acts as a condition precedent to entering into any contract for 
paper for public printing, said defendant has persisted, to the injury 
ind prejudice of the rights of complainant, in purchasing paper under 
certain all contracts with various firms which have not been ap 
I ed by Joi Committee on VPrinting or by any other persons o1 
rod a ! d i 

The special prayer is that the Public Printer “ show cause why he 
! i be permanently restrained and enjoined from issuing any 
ord per for the public printing for year ending February 2s, 
1M11, 1 contracts entered into as aforesaid.” 

TI Printer interposed a demurrer to this bill, alleging sor 
11 rease why it was bad in substance, and also a return to the rule 
issued thereon, in which he states, substantially 

First. That plaintiffs proposal failed to conform to the requirements 


of law 





and when opened by the persons named in the bill, which pe 
sons con sed the Joint Committee on Printing, together with othe 
proposals for supply of paper, was rejected, and the contracts wer 
awarded to other firms who were the lowest and best bidders for t 


Government 


interests of the 
: nd. That “the Committee on Printing of the House of Repre 





atives, consisting of Grorce C. Stcrceiss, ALLEN F. Cooper, and 

ip | FINLEY, were appointed by the Speaker of the House of Rep 
resentatives to act as such Committee on Printing of the House of 
Representatives, and members of the Joint Committee on Printir { 
and this defendant further says that the Committee on Printing of t } 
Senate consisted of eight members, who were duly appointed in accord 


ance with the l of tl 





rules e Senate for selecting the personnel of com 











mittees, to wit, by the Committee on Committees, designated by t! 
President of the Senate, whose recommendation in this regard was 
formally approved by the Senate of the United States; that in pur 
ance to the rules and regulations of the said Senate and by exp: 
resolution of said body of February 15, A. D. 1909, the said commit 
was constituted the Committee on Printing of the Senate, and the said 
Reep SmMoor was appointed its chairman, with power and authority 
select two of the members of the committee to act with him as men 
ers of the Joint Committee on Printing, and acting as aforesaid t! 
said Reep Smoot did designate and select Senators JONATHAN Bourne, 
ir ind Drncan VU. Fur HER to act with him as Senate repress 
tives of the said joint committee; and the said Rrep Smoot, being 
hairman of the said Senate committee, was by force of the rules and 
tions of said Congress duly constituted the chairman of the s 


















Joint Committee on Printing, in strict accord with said rules and regu 
lation ind in conformity to law nd this defendant further says that 
if said acts were done by said committee in the composition of said 

committee and in performance of their duties as such Joint Committ 

) Printing in full accordance with law and within the scope of 
autl tv of the legislative branch of the Government.” 

There are numerous additional defenses set forth in the return wh 
need not be considered The return is under oath. 

By stipulation, the cause was heard on bill, rule to show cause iss 
the nm. return to said rule, and demurrer to the bill 

1. The first question naturally suggesting itself upon the fac 
plaintiff's bill is, By what right does plaintiff corporation claim in 
tive protection of equity? It is alleged that plaintiff is a taxpay 
the United States; there is no allegation that its taxes will be increa 
if the Public Printer is not enjoined; there is not even such ar 
feren in the bill It is alleged that it was a bidder for the cont: 
let by the Joint Committee on Printing to certain unnamed and 
disclosed competitors: there is no allegation that this action b 
joint committee caused the plaintiff loss. There is no allegation 
plaintiff corporation will be affected in any property or corporate t 
in the slightest degree, by the continued issuance by the Publie I 


of orders for paper for public use under the contracts entered into w 


its competitors The gravamen of the bill is that certain officials 
without legal authority in awarding certain contracts to othe 
plaintiff. There ts no contention in the bill that these officials ought 





have awarded the contracts to plaintiff corporation and by not so ad 
caused it financial the char that the aforesaid official 
illegally usurped governmental functions; only this, and nothing mor 





loss: is 



































































executive official, the Public Print 
iper under s contracts fo express 
bill is an arraignment and 
who assul d to act as a Joint ¢ i 
had no title to such office, ult 
nsor morum, asks e to ir 
tho da t no 
n equity It deals y with pr 
civil right ! 
f S yer (124 [ s ~ ) 
| ice nd sdiction of a « t equity I i 
ta mited to the pr n of t ) 
of Gt 1 MI 69 Fed., § kh. a A. oS 
l I tT " n tl < cuit co Ss % iis 
d this la iL 
< lt ta hancery is con, t \ 
nd the 1 I nce ¢ civil right I l \ 
tion in matters of a political natur nor to ter WW t 
inv department of Gwe ument, unless unde vere 
d when necessary to t tection of rigl of | 1 
rs merely criminal or merely immoral which do not 7 ! 
r t ty ° 
a f People in | 
i ar } ) I f 
I ( rt | ‘ t 
; i low =T j ny 1 
d 
ults as t! for } that B | 
dow ict awarded 1 | i 
n ! bidder i 1d st 
of co ] on taken in ! 
i ly rel n his capa is cif 
ver ! Ss own nan ih ¢ 
y nklin Co. for the 
t} nt h the report W 
\ consent and approval, had made with that compa 
n tion preventi the said contract from being « l 
t? ould not do . for several reason In t 
Stat being a party to the contract, would | 
! cause; and it could not without its express conse 
1 to any kind of action oe A contract to w 
irty in not be annulled without having the Stat 
nd, as Byrd could not make the State a party to tl 
g. t would be suflicient to end the matter 
ndl the injunction granted necessarily operated a nst 
rnor of the State, not eo nomine, because he is not a party to 
1, but practically ecause it suspends tl operation ¢ 
which | participated officially in making In Mayo Ren 
$27) this court said ‘The governor could not be made : 
I heed of a coordinate branch of the Government, the 
! not well enjoin him Equity, as well as law, would it 
i + > , 
thirdly, even if obstacles above pointed out were not in 
v not, as a mere taxpayer, entitled to maintain 
1s utterly failed to show that, as uch, he was 
injured by the letting of the contract to the Franklin ¢ 
in any event, absolutely essential for him to show that n 
e of the action taken by the governor and the report 
private citizen, sustained some injury It is difficult to con 
w, in this capacity, he could have been injured at all. except 
ease in the amount of his te ixes ind as to this there w 
on, nor ven a pretense, t publication of the Supreme 
ts by the Franklin ¢ ost the State a sing ( 
n would have been the case if the contract had |} n awarded 
I i himself or to sor one else Iie was not in a } tion to in 
d not insist, that the State could, in any event, get t 
ne at a price less than own bid.’ ; 
It ease of World's Col ian Exposition v. United 6 
‘ \.. 58) a bill was filed seeking an injunction against the 3 
t the opening of the world’s fair on Sunday, aver t 








ng would be “of great injury and grievous prejudice to the 
good and the welfare of the people of the United States.” In 
he bill Chief Justice Fuller said: 

ce and jurisdiction of a court of 

= statute re limited to the protection 
nversant only with questions of pre ’ 
zhts, and exercises no jurisdiction in matters merely political, 


nal, or immoral.’ 



























‘ ro Lumber Co. v. Cicero (176 Tl, 9), the court said: 

The eneral rule is that when the duty about to be violated 
poration or its officers is public in its nature and affects a ‘ 
nts alil one not sufferir any special injury can not in ; 

e or bv unit with others maintain a bill for an injunction 
pr te individual can not maintain a bill to enjoin a each of pu 

t without showing that he will be specially injured ther: 

j gS ¢ ition of es might be greatly extended (See Re velt 
Draper, 23 N. ¥ S18: Miller . Grandy, 123 Mich DAO: it eX 
lavlor Lord, 28 Oreg., 498.) It ient to say. howevy 
t 1 a few ad rdant opinions ( slough Rro 11 

{ “0; 23 L. R. A., 410) the great yf judi l ar 
t s the pro tion that equity will by the extrao 
I netior nly when the suitor s pecial and irrey 
t himself or his pi rty diffs that wl 1 wi ‘ 
1 0 rs simi lv situated 
i . ther or tien, p ly Bud lary t t t t } 
i plaintiff's relief The law r tlatin the i ince of in 
! vy an ¢ ty court is a law of proportions; t t is to s 
if ed ft t the relicf \ 
‘ ts of the plaintiff more imp ! 
1 ts of tl defendant, the r ly d 
ple was ¢ mplified by the Supreme f 
Shaw (204 0. S +), whet 1 suit w 
I to prevent the const! iA 
| rt ] 
( rlv t ‘ I merit in t ‘ plaina t 
! Vv St t n ma be protected t 
‘; I nt affectin him or his property 1 
adv i \ ijunction does n rt foll 
ul | | ling and the inte t 





considered as well as those of the complainant. 
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( Printir t ( t Ss louse 
~ I ' 1 r to 
! 1 t Ss I] for 
I t or 1 I ty ings 
] t n the we 1} ES I n the 
! 1 Member of « i M a 
wl stat t 
t 4 It joint om 
ted t Sp t t id that t 
]’ ting of t Senate onsisted ¢ eight members, who 
eS aj nted in lar ith t t Senate; that in 
of ! rules and by express resolution of tl Senate, Senator 
ted chairman of said committ with power and au- 
1 » of the men of the committ to t with him 
I t J t Committ on Printing, and t t he did 
B BL HEE So that ve f the court 
1 ! I t g t tt 4 t 
1 ft t t ( | I I t r conclu 
that 1 vas I tuted I with the 
1 TV ) 
i » % demurt! will be sus 
tata 
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE, 

Mr. MANN Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (HI. R. 30292) to change the name of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospit Service to the Public Health Sery 
ice, and to increase the pay of officers of said service, and for 
other purposes, which I send to the desk and a to have read. 

The Clerk read as f 

Be it e te Chat 1 Pu Health and Marine-Hospital Serv 
ice of the 1 1 States s hereafter | wh and designated as the 
Pul Health Se nd l laws pertaining to tl Public Health and 
M ne-H t Ss e United States shall hereafter apply to the 
HW S l reg tions now in for made in accord 
an t] Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the 
Ur is t nd remain in force regulations of and 
for t | Ilealth ‘ ntil changed or rescinded The Public 
i S ' t nvestigate the dis se man and con 
a the ition and spread thereof, ir iding sanita- 
1 id 1 ther directly or inal tiv of the 

Fs I { nd lal of t} United States, and it li from tim 
to ti information ir ! form of bu ns and herwise for 
tT 

- 2 I nit I Ist day of J xt 

\ tl ilar t missioned 1 l ‘ 
I il ser ‘oa wing rat 
Genera S6,000 \ Sul Gen i >4,! ) 
VW ; r on 1 
1r s 1 I S240 ‘ I 
> $2,000; and t! Surgeon General, shall re- 
‘ n 0] cent of the annual salary as 
al t for t m te xceed in all 40 
per t ] I including t ngevity in- 
! I f vir rates Assistant Surgeon General, 
$5,000 I $4,500 rgeor $4,000: J ded furthe 
hat t i H 1 SE help as 
may led Cr 


Mr. BORLAND 
The SPEAKER 


the gentleman from Illinois is entitled to 20 minutes, and the 
gentleman from Missouri to 20 minutes 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this bill does two things: It makes 
slight iners tl vy of the rgeol the Public Health 
rs nd M I service d give l 1 S ay that 
s given to rrespond irgeonus the Army d the Navy 
| t does ve them the same iowa ( While tl pay Ss 
increased 1 orrespond with the pay in the Army and Navy, 
t Ww: re me eased I » provides that the 
re He l d Marine-Hospital Servi title which is 
\ gr f the ervi s! hereafte | kr 1 as the 
11 Lik Sel ( 
It . that the Pul He h Sei e may study 
1 ‘ gate the 4 s of 1 d conditions fluet ‘ing 
t] \ read thereof, i ‘ ¢ sanitation and 
\ i < { ‘ her direct] ( ndirectly, of the 
gal a | f tl United States d that it 
v fi { nfo1 { n the form of publ 
tir f \ of t 
There ( 1 | h it his H Se d in the 
otber Hous f « ss \ ous proposit s in regard to the 
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Public Health Service of the country. There have been bills 
introdu to create a dk ent of health, a number of such 
bills. There have been vai | 1 to create al 

f healt Hearings have i House 1 in 
the S« ‘ these bje 4 reported by 
the é I rsta C ree is f tl 
purpose, if it should be enacted, of disposing, it is hoy 

the agitation in regard to increasing the activities of 

Pul Health Service, and providing not for a department 

lie h, not for a bureau of health, but merely authorizing 
present Public Health Service to make scientific invest tion 
of disease and to publish that information very much 


the sume lines as are now followed by the Bureau of Anima 
Industry in the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. To what extent does this law extend the au 
thority the Public Health Service now has in the matter of 
making investigations relating to disease and the pollution 
water and other things of that sort? 

Mr. MANN. There is no department of the Government 
authorized by law to make investigation of the pollution of thi 
vater or the streams of the country. The Public Health Si 
has now jurisdiction in the investigation of certain conta ‘ 
or infections diseases which are named in the law, but they 
have no authority to investigate any other diseases except. pos 
sibly, in the public-health laboratory which they maintai 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I want information with refer 
ence to the acts that created the Marine Hospital Service, that 
no doubt the gentleman can supply. I observe that thes 
tlemen are referred to as commissioned medical officers, and 
forth. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Was it contemplated in the original 
that they should have military rank, title, and privileges +? 

Mr. MANN. Well, the Marine Hospital Service, L suppose, is 
one of the oldest services of the Government, originally for the 
purpose of taking care of the seamen of the merchant mari: 
Many acts have been passed and they now have titles. N 
additional titles are conferred here except the title of senion 
surgeon, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. When were those titles given by law? 

Mr. MANN. Many years ago. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Are you sure they were created by law? 

Mr. MANN. This does not change the law in any res) 
whatever. They are appointed by the President, confirme 
the Senate, and have the titles that are named in the bill ex: 
that of senior surgeon. 

Mr. COX of Indiana, Does this add any new oflicer? 

Mr. MANN. It adds no new officer. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I understand they have what is called in th 
Army “ fogy increase.” 

Mr. MANN. ‘They have that now. 

Mr. OCONNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Massachus 

Mr. O'CONNELL. I have received a number of comm 
tions protesting against this bill, and one of the reaso 
their objection to this bill is because they say this bill 
the officers a chance to invade the privacy of homes w 
any notice. 

Mr. MANN. Let me say to the gentleman from Massa 
and the other gentlemen of the House that there was decided 
position, and I think very properly so, to some of the |! 
which have been pending. Some of the provisions in the 
created a department of health, and there was decided o; 
tion on the part of Christian Scientists and other people whe did 
not believe in what is sometimes denominated the regular s 
of medicine, but after this bill was introduced-—this bill 
tests flooded the House with reference to the subjeet, and 
hearing was given to those opposed to the bill, the Lea: of 
Medical Freedom, various Christian Scientists, and IT w 
that they have none of the objections which they had it 
to the provisions of the bills which were introduced. Tl 
nothing in this bill which will authorize a medical officer 
vade the privacy of anyone’s home. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Does the gentleman refer to this 
ing where these associations were represented by Mr. Gi 
the former lieutenant governor of Ohio? 

Mr. MANN. Yes 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is what the gentleman refe 
and his bill is not objected to. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, there is objection to tl bill; they 
afraid it may be extended. Now, let me say that the American 


‘ t 
tie 
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YCONNELEL and Mr. FITZGERALD ros 
fhe Si’ LAWLER pro tempore. To w im does the gentlematr 
' Mr. MANN I yield to the gentlem from New York 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to ask the gentleman just 
how h does this bill extend the present power and juris 
f the Public Health and Ma e-Hospi Service. Before 
{ gentleman enswers the question, I wish to call his att 8} 
fact that in the sundry civil bill provision is made for 
rvice to take into one of its hospitals at any one time 10 
‘ S suffering Trom contagious diseases. Will the gentleman 
eX 1 if, under this bill, the present powers and jurisdiction 
ol e service are extended ? 
MANN The Public Health Service now has jurisdiction 
ertain s] ified contagious disenses 
Mr. COX of Indiana. What d st 
MANN I am not » to mierate them to the g ‘ 
] } t smialhpy X e] era i rey t] is of that i 
vy have also jurisdiction where there is an infectious o1 
ous disease that breaks out, like bubonic plague ri 
‘ ive jurisdiction in connection with the of iis of the 
fhey have now jurisdiction in their laboratory to inves 
lise ilso, and Lhey have been investigating the dis 
if pe rhere is juestion as to whether they have 


ae oa 
urisdiction 


to 
hookworm, 


make investigation of such diseases as 


and 


s gives them the 


| era, some new dise 


which have co 


to investigate those 


“s18es 


authority 





specifically includes the authority to investi ution 

water supply, which no branch of the Government now 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a ques 
Mr. BARNHART. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [M1 


‘ot 
rst 


BARNHART] f 


Mr. BARNHART. IT want ask, Mr. Speaker, if this would 





cive the Government authority over the State boards and city 
| f health. 
: VEANN It would not 
ir, BARNHART. There is no specific instruction here for it 
{ »anpything except to investigate and report? 
I MANN, hat is all the power it has. I will say to the 
in that there have been various bills pending that pi 
o have the Publie Health Service given authority to call 
State boards, and so forth. There is nothing of the s 
n this bill. We did t desire to include that 
Mr. DALZEL!I fhe text of the bill on page 1, as T re 
loes not do any more than to change the 1 f the Pul 
Hlealth and AM; 1e-Tlos | Service 
Mr. MANN, hat is all it does on page 1. 


Mr. DALZELL. And at tl LOP « f | ige 2 is all the 
power that ] | | 


is given 





] 4 
MANN. TI is absolutely true The only add 
in the bill given to the Publie H th Ser e is in ( 
from 1 to 7, inclusive, on page 2 
DALZALELL. And section 2 relates entire ly tO nel ( 
Mir. MANN, Relates entirely to increase of salaries 
Mr. MADDEN. How mt dees this increase the sala 3 
nd how much is the total increase in the cost of the servic 
| how many additions will it mak 
Mr. MANN Nobody can tell the total of the inereas ‘ 
that is a matter of longe vy pay. They now re ( 
ty pay. I will state to the gentleman what the 
s so far as individuals are concerned. The Surgeon Gens 
ir receives $5,000. He has no longevity pay. This v | 
rj him $6,000. The senior surgeon now gets $4,060 1 t 
! 10 senior surgeons. This would give thet a possil 
So,.000, The surgeons now receive a_ possible $3,500. Thi 
would give them a possible $4,000, That would include tl 
full 20 years’ longevity pay. Passed assistant surgeons now 
receive $2,000. This would give them $2400. The assist: 


geons now receive $1,600, and this would them $2,000, 


give 
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that t. But this bi ( far beyo ything that the G 
to tl er) t has « undertaken.to do het for 
i ve! t the ( { ers of Ti t 
i ! 2 | ve it ritv to the 1 ted s 
: the ( to enter the States and examine into the condit sini 
doubted | to the propagation and spread of disease, examine sa 
I Tos sel ( sewage, and so forth It strike me that that is a matter 
lise [ } e which ought to be left exclusively to the States. I : 
He said | every State in the Union has a State board of health that of 


Mar Hospit: to be competent to examine into these ma 
Ir. FOSTER of Illinois. Will the gent 
; » Mar H Set e is Mr. COX of Indiana. Certainly. 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. How about agriculture? Do yi 
1 
i 


t think the States oug ke re of all the agricultural inte: 


} ‘ ’ that \ 








‘ ( tle ‘ there i ny | ests of the State 
} { nd rity of t Mr. COX of Indiana. That is different. I am unalterab 
Hi f 1 hece 34 estigate | opposed to letting anything go through to lay a foundation 
7 ‘ nd s diseases s the a great department of health, to any proposition that will lat 
hool ! ‘ t h | fl s heir; and) on be multiplied and enlarged upon and made the foundati 
! that I n s fixed in the | of a great department of health. That I am absolutely oy 
1 d io! and ; \N he ‘ ’ posed to. 
| t ed o1 It is getting customary for the people to come to the Gover 
! tate t in tl ! that the existing rules | ment of the United States to get the Government to do every 
reculation of the Pub He 1 Marine-Hospital | thing. If it does not stop soon I do not know where w ire 
‘ : i regulations und the W, 28 going to land It strikes me that the people to-day are growil 


this bi and I wrote to the Public Health | more and more helpless back in our country and territory, 

| Marine-Hospital Service for a copy of their rules and | The re getting in the habit of coming to Congress to get thi 

d I have ti re in my hand You can se Government to do something for them that they can and ought 

of them, but you de t know hat is in them. But to do for themselves, and I believe that we are laying the 

I f d tl e thi ( that their thority and juris foundation here for the Government to do the very thing which 
lict heretofore seems to be confined to quarantine and quai the State ought to do for itself. 

ble disease Kverytl these reg practically Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield for a 


refers to qj rantine 1} iters ind, as the ] I I of the question? 
Com! tee on Interstate dad Foreign C meree said awhile Mr. COX of Indiana. Yes. 
their prese operations are confined to the boratory Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman send to the 
e, but if this bill is enacted their operatic \ be n- farmers in his district the book on the Diseases of Catile and 
fined by the boundaries of the United State Horses? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore ry} time of the gentleman Mr. COX of Indiana I do; but I do not propose to allow the 
has expired Government to send its physicians out there to practice medi 
Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I yield ty Ss more of cine in my district in opposition to the physicians in my district. 
my time Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Have the veterinarians or the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore The gentl fre Missouri farmers ever complained about it? 
Mr. Boria? vields two minutes to the gentle from Cok Mr. COX of Indiana. Well, they are not very wild over it o1 
wit M MARTIN much informed about it, and I doubt if this expense has ever 


kk \ i 
\ MARTIN of Colorado [It would be enlightening if some paid for itself 
gentler who understands this business better than I do Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, this is a pretty safe bill to 
ould ke tl I and thes egulations and go through them vote against in any case. If it accomplishes no more than tl 
j isdiction chairman of the committee explained in his opening 
if this new Public Health Service. then it is scarcely worth voting for. If it accomplishes no e 
Now, I find this regulation than that, it would hardly find a place on the floor of 
. ' aad ; Pretty nearly everything in it relating to the power of the Pu 
the Surgeon General, from time to ti pecial rese a leas ' Health and Marine-Hospital Service is already embraced 
prevent ausation, ar of disease, matters relatir to 11 ieir power, and they are to-day doing it. 
aa os —— - ss For the purpose of giving the House as much information ; 
\s I say, this authority now seems to be very ed It is I or any Member possesses as to the functions of that burenu, I 
imited to the laboratories down here; it is ! ed to quaran am going to send to the desk and have read from the Coners 
i tions to prevent the coming in of immigrants with cer- sional Directory a description of the functions of the Bure: 








( d es—only about seven in al But this bill of Public Health and Marine-Hospital Servic 
suithorizes ft] iwestigation of all diseases of man. and who will The Clerk read as follows: 
\ t of t ‘ les and re ons, that it w ot PURLIC TIEALTH AND MARINE-IOSPITAL SE ICE 
- | } ; 1 ’ ' r+ « , y , , 1 + : ; 
en 5 WwW it orsement and re i ( i eth I t ay ed July 1, 1902, “An act to iners the effi 
is of tr ment 1 the remedies, thereby vil st 1 a of the United State Marine-Hospital Se 
ithenticity to certai Is of med ne? provid for a Bureau of Public Health and e-liospital § 
’ : : \ mn cor 1 of ven divis o} ns <« 
i : I a Paps 1 I find the ¢ i he qi { 1 il are und he immediate p 
Div on f (het ? «} h e certain 1 re ( of +) w » ( Il | 
f e Dir Pat iB erio . I Division of § I Rese 1.andS tio 
at . 5 ' 4 3 f tl vi ‘ ‘ 
{ ‘ d ind t he Chief of I Phat I Wasl { \ t 
\ ’ t } t f 1 ad é { f l fect 1 | é ! 
e) ; ect lar ‘ t i I 
eas the \ s t me. endange the f c — 
I ‘ } v ¢ l } ons 4 } ted f \ | j ( 1 \ 
a at 1 eu . . n Genera t any e 0 
] S l 7 - nm Ce 
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S a 17 ‘ i | ry 19 
! vision ov t oft é ged in the pl 
me i ! or at Vi ~ = 
t Din f bb Ir rstate) Q 
f n t oe 15, 189 relatin 
. f tagious infectious dis s 
S I y i ot I neludes tl 
Tt ) S rR rts 1 Stat 
\ t idition of forei 
| t i i \ in United States, ir 
i witl 1) i { 
i R 1 trans! 1 to Stat md 1 ! 
t Livis f Mari! ii nd R 
{ nd d | men ¢ 23 1 
‘ r} ; 
d i ! I ! { I ted S 
| Cutt Ss nd I } Ser ‘ n 
the M Ri ( n d i l 
‘ Arr , a I ] 
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Mr. Speaker, the 


Mr. BORLAND. Ilouse can see 


statement about what the functions of this hos} d 
service are. It is preposed now to grant an incre f 
ill down the line to perform some additional duties If 
| 1 does not impose any additional duties bey md wh 
were explained, there will be no justification for this bill or 
the increase of salaries. If the additional are 


duties 


d anywhere in this bill, they are at the top of page ‘ 


Publ Health Service may study and investigate the diss 
onditions influencing the propagation and spread thereof 
| believe in the old-fashioned school of medicine. While 1 
l thize with all others who believe in other lines of medi 
ne and who believe in different schools for the cure of human 


I believe they ought to have all of the liberty that is safe 

1 consistent in this country But here we will clothe this 
hoard with more than its preper Federal functions. It is now 
roposed to clothe it with part of the police powers of the 
State, or what will conflict directly with the police powers of 
le State, by giving them the right to investigate all of the co 
citi« s out of which all the diseases of all of mat kind may 
sibly arise. If that is not a broad power, I never heard of 


ve of a bill being drawn any broader 


he I can 
an that 
To say that this board may study the diseases of man and the 
(dl ns influencing the propagation and spread thereof is a 
ry broad power to grant. There is absolutely nothing under 
t kind of power that this board could not perform, whether 
be of a local or national character. Evidently that is what 
given rise to the opposition and fear of this bill. Evidently 
kind of function is beyond the jurisdiction and power of 
he Federal board. They now have the power of calling a con 
all of the State officials in regard to contagious dis 
ises and propagating all of the information that the State offi 
s themselves are able to gather, either through the local aid 
f State officials or through their laboratories here in Washing 
ton. They have ali of the information in regard to human ills 
{ he Agricultural Department can furnish us in regard t 
animals. The Agricultural Department when it under 
kes to cure hogs—and they put this on the same level with the 
of undertake to send out the serum and 
nto the hogs. It did that once or twice, but now it send 
i¢ inquirer to the State universities. 
It is trying to do those things through the State 


not 


concee 


? e of 


£ 
me I 


hogs—does not 


authorities 





nd this board could do its work through the State auth es 
Vv « ing a conference, as the law provides. and having its 
by tories here in the city of Washington and then sending 


he information It should act in cooperation with the State 


| ties. There is no need for this law and no demand fo! 

the part of the public and no need for this increase of 

1 yield three minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
Mr. McCay]. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. 8] I | received a le from a 

distinguished constituent of mine, President Eliot, of Hay 
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There are to-day many diseases which affect man that the 
( e d preve wot understood, d we hope that with 

prope much may be learned and thereby human 

rave } ly « ved 

rl ly deals with the question of the cause and prevention 
of disease ind not ny partic r kind of practice AS a 
pl in I feel that we ought to give more ttention to the 
investigation of this great question, and it is to be hoped that 
if this bill becomes a law it may be the means of saving human 

fe I hope the bill will pass, | Applause. 


MANN Mr. Speaker, there is not a line in the bill, not 


‘ Md in the bill that in any way will affect the rights of the 
States ovr the rights of local communities or the rights of in 
dividun to he protected under the aw n every right which 
they have. There is not a line or a word in the bill that con 
fers upon the General Government or upon this department the 
authority to interfere with the States or eipaitties, or 
with individuals. What does this bill do in the main?’ The 
Iain provision in the bill is the authority to study the pollu 
tion of the water supply of the country, the pollution of the 
navigable streams and the lakes of tlie country. If we keep 
on as we are going now in a few years in this country it will 
be impossible to drink water any more, and we w be driven 


abroad of drink 
waht to the 


and investigation 


to the position to which they have been driven 
ing wine in place of water. [Applause.] I 
water supply studied; I want to see a study 

of the subject in such a way that we will be protected in the 
use of water, and this bill will give authority to make a study. 
This bill authorizes the study and investigation 

the publication of the of 
thorizes a scientific study of the man 
make a study of the diseases of hogs and chickens, 


see 


of diseases and 
investigation. It 
ol aus we 


and I 


results such 


diseases 


how 
think 


it is just as much worth while for us to know about the diseases 
to which we are subject as it is to know about the diseases 
to which hogs are subject, to which our horses are sub 


ject, to which our 
to 


cOWS are subject. 
100,000 


The other day we passed 


legislation authorize more of the horse 


copies 
book 

A Member. And the cattle book. 

Mr. MANN. And 100,000 more copies of the cow book. I 
want to the time when we furnish information to the 
people as to the diseases to which they are subject | Applause. | 
I believe by a proper study of the subject that we can eradicate 
many of the diseases to which the human now heir. It 
only takes scientific investigation and a publication of that in 
vestigation to eradicate many of 1 {Loud ap- 


see 


can 


flesh is 
those diseases. 
plause. | 
The SPEAKER pro tempore 
expired All time has expired. 
the rules and passing the bill. 
The was taken; and 
aves seemed to have it. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Division, Mr. Speaker 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 125, no¢ 
Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Tellers, Mr. Speal er 
Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ind 
Mr. HEFLIN. I for Mr. Speaker. 


The time of the gentleman h: 


The question is on suspending 


is 


question the Chair announced that the 


dem the vedas and havs, 


ask tellers, 


Tellers were refused, 54 Members, not a sufficient number, 
mt onding the demand. 

Mr. HEEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays 

The SPEAKER (after counting). Chirtv-two lemlb rs. hot 
a suflicient number 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the other side. 

The negative vote was taken on the demand for the yeas and 
Liiis s 

The SPEAKER. On this vote there are 52 yeas and 144 nays. 
The yeas and nays are refused. , 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) th rules wer 
suspen led and the bill was passed. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS ON FORTIFICATION OF THE PANAMA CANAL. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 


consent that Members may print remarks on the fortification 


amendment for four days. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mi rTAWNEY Mr. Speaker, I und 


lerstand the gentleman 


|Mr. Foster] | asked unanimous consent to 


print. me ks on the fortification amendment to the sundry 

\ ly . 

The SPEAKER Yes for four day Ss 

Mr. TAWNEY I have been requested by a number of Mem- 
bers to make that request in their behalf generally, but, of 
col ‘ W Tit ao so how, 


—a 


au- | 





GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 
Mr. 


TIOnS, 


TAWNEY, by direction of the Committee on Appropria- 
bill (H. R. 57) making appropriations to 


or 
Dm 


reported a bi 
supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal vear 1911, and 
for prior years, aud for other purposes, which was read a first 

referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
the Union and, with the accompanying report 


and second time. 


on the state of 


(No, 2268), ordered to be printed. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order 


on the bill. 


BONDING OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, sub 
mitted a report 
to inquire into the rate of premium heretofore and now being 
charged, as well as those proposed to be charged, by surety o1 
bonding companies for bonds of officers or employees of thi 
United States, which was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 


(No, 2267) of the jeint commission of Congress 


GOLD 


PAYNE. 


BULLION AND FOREIGN GOLD COIN. 


Mr. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 


take from the Speaker's table the bill S. 10457 and pass the 
sane, 
fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 


suspend the rules and take from the Speaker's table the follow 
ing Senate bill and the same, which bill the Clerk will 
report, 

The Clerk 
A bill ¢S 


pass 


read as follows: 


10457) 


tion 6 of the currency 
act approved March 


to amend 
amended by 


se of 


March 


1907 


act 
4, 


14, 


as ibe 











Re it enacted, ete., That section 6 of an act to define and fix th 
$ dard ef value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued 
or coined by the United States, to refund the public debt, and for othe: 
purpose approved March 14, 1900, as amended by the act approved 
M 1 4, 1907, be, and the same is hereby, further amended so as to 
re follows 

6. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to receive deposits of gold coin with the Treasurer, 01 
any assistant treasurer of the United States, in sums of not less thar 
$20, and to issue gold certificates therefor in denominations of not lk 


than $10, and the coin so deposited shall be retained in the Treasury 


and held for the payment of such certificates on demand, and used for 
no other purpose Such certificates shall be receivable for customs 
taxes, and all public dues, and when so received may be reissued, and 


when held by any national banking association may be counted as a part 








of its wful reserve: Provided, That whenever and so long as the gold 
coin and bullion held in the reserve fund in the Treasury for the ré 
demption of United States notes and Treasury notes shall fall and 
remain below $100,000,000 the authority to issue certificates as herein 
provided shall be ispended: And provided further, That wheneve1 
and so long the aggregate amount of United States notes and silve 
certificates in the general fund of the Treasury shall exceed $60,000,000 
the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, suspend the issu 
of the certificates herein provided for: And provided further, That 
the ount of such outstanding certiticates one-fourth at least shall 
be in denominations of $50 or less {nd provid d further, That t 
Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, issue such certificat 
in denominations of $10,000, payable to order tnd provided furthe 
That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, receive, wit! 
the assistant treasurer in New York and the assistant treasurer 
Francisco, deposits of foreign gold coin at their bullion va 
amounts of not less than $1,000 in value and issue gold cert 
therefor of th description herein authorized: fad p ovided f t} 
Phat the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, receive, w 
the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, de! 
of gold bullion bearing the stamp of the coinage mints of the U1 
States r the assay oflice in New York, certifving their weight, fir 
and value, in amounts of not less than $1,000 in value, and issue ¢ 1 
rtificates therefor of the description herein authorized. But 
amount of gold bullion and foreign coin so held shall not at any t 
exceed one-third of the total amount of gold certificates at sucl 
outstanding And section 5193 of the Revised Statutes of the I 


States is hereby repealed.” 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not opposed to this bill, M: 
Speaker, but in order that the House may understand wl 
the bill is, unless someone who is opposed to it 
ond, I will demand a second myself. 

The SPEAKER. A ordered 


desires a s 


is 


second is under the rule. 7 


centleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] is entitled to 20 1 
utes and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNbERWoopD] is ¢ 
titled to 20 minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is identical with Ho 
hill BISS7, to amend section 6 of the currency act of Ma! 
14, 1800, as amended by the act approved March 4, 1907, wh 


bill was reported unanimously from the Committee on W 
and Means. It simply allows the Secretary of the Treasury 
issue certificates for the value of the gold bullion and gold « 
that has been deposited in the Treasury of the United Stat 
or in the subtreasuries at New York and San Francisco, I | 
lieve. 

One object of the bill is to get rid of the expense of recoina 
Under the present practice a large amount of foreign coin 
States and recoined here and then s¢ 


brought into the United 









































































abi 1 and recoined there, and this would save the expense of 
our | ! It amends the section of the act which provides 
for t oinage of gold into coin and the issuance of certificates 
ag that: but the chief object of this bill is to save the 
coinage of the gold bullion and the gold bars that are deposited 
in tl freasury and issuing certificates therefor similar to those 


issued for gold coin. 

Mr. NORRIS Vill the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether the 
bill provides what these certificates shall be called. Will they 
be a new form of certificate? 

Mr. PAYNE It does not give apy particular name to them. 
It simply authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
certificates for the gold bullion deposited Of course, they 
would be similar. 

Mr. NORRIS. Are they the same as the present gold cer 
tif q 


ates 


fr. PAYNE. They would pass as currency the same as the 
present cold certificates, and would be of the same value as 
the bullion represented by these certificates, just as the | 
certificates certify that gold coin has been deposited in the 
Treasury to such and such a value. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the law provide that they shall be a 
legal tender? 

Mr. PAYNE. ‘There is no express provision to that effect. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is no express provision to that eff 
in thi ect, but there is provision in the general law. 

Mr. NORRIS. Would that apply to these certificates? 

Mr. PAYNE. This law becomes a part of the act of 1900 
and to the amendment of that act in 1907, which requires that 
all of these certificates shall be redeemed in gold coin. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘There is another provision of law, carried on 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, which authorizes the 
ing of the certificates and requires them all to be of the s 
size niform in size. 

Mr. NORRIS. On the presentation of these certificates the 
Government would have to pay them, not in gold coin, 





Mr. PAYNE. In gold coin. 
Ir. NORRIS. They would deposit gold bullion, and the men 
who had them redeemed would get gold coin? 

Mr. PAYNE. They are redeemable in gold coin 

Mr. NORRIS. That would obviate the necessity of the coinage 
of the gold’? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes: and it would save the expense of if 

Mr. NORRIS. There might come a time when they would 
have to coin this bullion in order to have enough gold with 
which to redeem these certificates. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is provided for. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will ask the gentleman, Would 
this effect a saving to the Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. In answer to that I would say that the Secre 
tary of the Treasury, in his letter, under date of December 19, 
1910, addressed to the Speaker of the House of Representa 
tives, said tha 























During the last 20 years there has been iported into tl try 
$379,000,000 in foreign gold coin, and of this amount $511,000,000 was 
deposited at the mints for recoinage In the meantime. $829,000,000 
of the United States gold coin has been exported rhe $311.000,000 of 
foreign gold coin was recoined at our mints at the expense of our Gov 
ernment, while more than d » that amount of our own money \ 
exp d during the same period The coinage of $311,000,000 of 
foreign gold coin into American coin must have cost at | t SS00.000. 
or $40,000 per year 

W have now some $940,000,000 in gold coin stored y i t 
various subtreasuries and mints, the ater part of wil 

erve gainst gold certificates that in likelihood will n r 

ented for redemption in coin In the majority of cases where ld 
certificates are presented in large quantities for redemption it is for 
the purpose of securing gold bars, yet we continue to coin each y 
nearly $100,000,000 in gold, at an annual cost of somew betw ! 
$200,000 and $300,000. If gold certificates might ssued gainst 
Coie d bullion, the major part of this cost would be saved without 
im at way impairing the redeemability of t certificates, and at t 
same time bankers and exchange dealers could be in a position to 
Se 1 they prefer for purposes of export, with gr 

I 8 1 less expe In view the fact that erica 

d Sit VUU,000 In 1 per ye nd that the inevit 

ol i must be f 1 America, it is ] iliar I ona that a 

ae p t f tl g ld \ ich ‘ pl d ce ho | 7 ‘ 7 f j 
at into 

n ce ted ir I following y ted bill i 
Van feguard inst the excessive reduction of the deposits of 
United Stat in gold held against the certificates in requiri that 
the nt of d bullion » held shall not at any time excced 
third of the total int of gold certificates at such time outstanding 

i providing that tl receipt of gold bullion and reign d 


any possible objection upon the part of any gen 


tleman to the bill. 
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Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Spe 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 













Mr. DALZELI Wie be withstanding the question 
( le by 1 iu, there is some question 
t Ss ve of t in its present shape would 
‘ \ i ft iufacture of matches. It 
Iw re e it if gentlemen wish. 
The J sphorus | in lieu of which this resolution 
re] te ! Cs out of existence the m: racture 
Hiatehe h white pl horus After the first hearing 
e 4 nittee it red that to pass the bill as i ( 
ead \ d be to te a monopoly in the Diamond Match 
( manufacture of matches in this country. While this 
\" true, the rue ressure from some source or other, 
oO that the Diamond Match Co. was induced in th first place 
to oller igrr’é en} to the so-called inde} lent l tech 
inufacturers that upon payment of a certain- amount of 
money and the performance of certain things the Diamond 
Mateh \ ld rant them the use of the French patent 
under which that company manufactured; still the agreement 
appeared to the committee to be so unfair that it was not 
willing to accept it is a ication to the committee in recom 
mending the passage of the bill. Subsequently the Diamond 
Match Co. surrendered its patent, 
but there still remained in the committee a serious doubt as 
0 whether the safe material out of which the Diamond Match 
Co. makes its matches can be procured in sufficient quantities 
by outside companies to carry on their business. Furthermore 
questions arose as to patented machinery and patented pro 
esses, and all that sort of thing, and the committee is not 
prepared to say now that to report the bill in the shape in 


which it came to it would not be to establish a monopoly in 
the manufacture of matches in this country. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does this danger of a monopoly 
arise out of something connected with patents? 

Mr. DALZELL. Out of the fact that the Diamond Match Co. 


owned a French patent for manufacturing sesquisulphide, which 
is the only known to be safe material out of which to 
facture safety matches. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I 


manu- 


th: 


understood the gentleman to say it they 


had canceled the patent. 
Mr. DALZELL. They canceled the patent, but there is a 
question whether or not a sufficient quantity of sesquisulphide, 


which is controlled by 
to the independent 


the Diamond Match Co., 
muitchinakers, 


be furnished 





Mr. LONGWORTH. 1 suggest also to my colleague that it 
is a serious question, as shown by the hearings, whether the 
passage of the bill in its original form would in fact stop the 


miainufacture of white sulphur matches, 
Mr. DALZELL. That true. 
Mr. CALDER. It would not. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Is there any bureau 
ment capable of making this investigation ? 
Mr. DALZELL. I think there are several. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman thinks they 
time to do it between now and the convening of Congress? 


Mr. DALZELL. I think all of the 


is 


in the Govern- 


would have 


investigation that is neces- 





sary could be made between now and the convening of Congress, 
certainly in time to legislate at the next Congress 
Mr. COX of Indiana Does the gentleman express any opin 
ion on this proposition, as to whether or not there is trust 
existing in the manufacture of matches? 
Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I think there would be if the bill as 
introduced were passed 
Mr. PARSONS Will this investigation be confined to mat 
ters here, or will they investigate matters abroad als 
Mr. DALZELL. I will read to the gentleman what is pro 
posed to be investig ted: 
Srerion 1 rl | lont } r } 1 ‘ t ” 
! ‘ nd « ‘ ‘ \ t tl n i Ss the 
United State x t ‘ 1 r which the 1 S is 
( lon, and 1 to ¢ Dece 1911 s follows 
I resent li s I ‘ Te n t! 1 of 
t! mployr 
d. What ny whit hospl 1 be nd 
1 \ 1 the d ers l in the 1 uf e, d l 
{ i t 
I \W re f { n patent <« and 
{ I t £ d en and ur s ed 1 eral 
1 and t f exce t pared with tl I tches now pro 
‘ 1 
Fourth. ¢ dd 1 nation as to the comm con 
‘ ns ‘ W du carried on, whether cont d by 
1 tior nd vy er the sale of the product is in any 
V Ww t t t ducers, beyond the point of 
i 1d ‘ pet and whether the proposed 
pre tor t se of whit | sphorus in the manufacture of 
’ Wy i tend Ward a monopoly of what has become a necessity 
‘ fi 
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Sec. 2. The sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise appropriated for the purposes of this inquiry and 
investigation. : 


Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, if my colleague will permit mx 
a moment, I think that I can answer the question of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Parsons]. If it in order, or if I can 
get unanimous consent if not in order, I would like to offer an 
amendment to page line 15, to insert after the word “ co) 
ditions ” the words *‘and cost in this and foreign countries,” 
that the investigation would include not only looking into tl 
matter of whether this business is controlled by a trust 


is 


sO) 
a 


in o1 r 


own country, but the extent to which it is also controlled in 
foreign countries. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. 

Mr. GAINES. 
mit. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentle 
whether he does not believe the Tariff Board could investigat 
this condition. 

Mr. GAINES. The Tariff Board might, in the 
time, reach that; but it was supposed that this matter sounded 
in the public health and that there ought to 
action. I think that is the answer. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, while I do not see any ol 
tion to the amendment of my colleague, still, at the same tine 
it seems to me that $5,000 would not cover an investigation of 
that character. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. 

Mr. JAMES. ‘They already have that right under the bil 

Mr. PARSONS. But the first part of the bill does refer to 
visiting factories in the United States, and it might be « 
strued to be limited to the United States. 

Mr. JAMES. But the language directing the investigation of 
the trust or monopoly does not confine it to the United St 
The language of the bill “whether controlled by any con 
nation or trust.’”” It does not say in the United States at all. 

Mr. PARSONS. That might be so, and unless they can in 
vestigate conditions abroad then we will not learn what they 
have been able to do in foreign countries where they have rid 
themselves of these white phosphorus matches. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Escn], the author of the bill. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is not what I had 
hoped as the result of the introduction of the bill last June seek 
ing to prevent the use of white or yellow phosphorus in the 
manufacture of matches. A hearing was had before the Commit 
tee on Ways and Means and men expert in the matter presented 
their views, and disclosed a state of facts which would render it 
inadvisable to much longer defend legislation seeking to prevent 
the use of a poison in the making of matches. However, 
this resolution the utmost which the Committee on Ways 
and Means are willing to report at this time, 1 am to 
support it. We sought by several means to prevent the use of 
the white or yellow phosphorus. We thought at one 
might be done by the exercise of the power given under 


Will the gentleman yield? 


If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will pet 


course of 


be some 


I would have to object to th 


if tes 
ib 


Is 


as 
is 


content 


time it 
¢} 


interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution, but we found 
that that would not be a suflicient preventive, because factories 
could establish themselves in the several States, confine their 
operations to those States, and thus continue the use of this 


poison. Therefore we thought we would use the taxing powet 
of the Constitution to prevent the use of this poison. The | 
introduced by me based upon that proposition. Now, thls 
resolution directs that a special investigation be made as to 1 
extent of the use of white or yellow phosphorus and of }* 
sible innoxious substitutes, to patents that are 


s to questions of monopoly, if any such monopoly exis 


is 


as now ust i 


and a 


the matchmaking industry. The information thus obt: L 
doubtless will be of value, yet there is in a Government | 
lication already an exhaustive report as to the use of white and 





yellow phosphorus in the match factories of this country. 1 
January, 1910, number of the Bulletin of the Bureau of Laby 
gives the location of every factory and gives numerous insta 


of the disease known as necrosis. 


The showing is of such a character as to make every 


this House favor some legislation that will prevent this terril 
occupational disease. We sought it in the bill that we lay 
introduced, but if that bill is imperfect in form or in t 


character of the penalties prescribed, we are willing to subn 
to any amendment that may be offered to perfect it. 
this resolution will sgme additional evidence t 
lighten the committee and the Members of Congress as to th 
character of the legislation we should enact. Let the purpose o1 
Congress be to destroy this occupational disease. This plan of 
legislation is to my mind the only effective form to reach that 


disclose 


ol 
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desirable end. A large percentage of the matches now made in The new thought now engaging the n Is of p ress 
t] are made of white and yellow phosphorus, made by | and women everywhere is to | e the b { e death 
e Diamond Match Factory, a so-called trust, and this trust | injury or loss of health of the work: no on] shoulders 
owus the French patent for the use of the sesquisulphide of case of | | thos \ \ ‘ 
! sphorus, an innocuous substitute. It has voluntarily can dren, but 1 S i 
“i Its patent, leaving the sesquisulphide available to anv 1 tl pub { 
wifacturer who wants to use it. In the carrying out { { ht there y reanized 
ir. COX of Indiana. When did they do that? this country five or six years eA f tl 
Mr. ESCH. They did that within one month, as the result | International Asss { I | ea i 
he agitation following the introduction of the bill. has alrendy taken a1 tive . 
Mir. COX of Indiana. That was the very question I was about | aiming to improve the ‘ the A j 
1 sk the gentleman, bas given much attent to the in ~ 
Mr. ESCH So that if no legislation fellows now, the agita diseases 
will have had that effect. There are other innoxious ele In the fall of 1908 Dr. Jol B. Andrew 
ments that can be used 2s well as sesquisulphide, and are now | American Assi tion for Labor Tes ‘ ed 
used in some continental countries. I want to say every | study and ir ' . ' ; ' 
siderable country, Kngland and most eve ry other country of know! as “ phossy j — tis ‘ ‘ ‘ ed 
] ype, is prohibiting the use of white or yellow phosphorus, | wif} the manufactur f ' — _ ; ' ! 
America, Claiming a superior civilization, permits the use| phorns. Shortly after 1 had started ‘ ‘ ane 
of this poison in the manufacture of matches. Commissioner of Labor. H 4 a Ne : 
Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman permit a question? | jpyy, gation. and Dr. A swis 1 te ' te | 
] s the gentleman think that the Congress would get the) pesylt of 1 ie ead ices naa : —e ; 1910) 
ition it needs if this investigation is confined to the) pymber of the Bull ft 1 f | rhe report is 
| ed States? Ought it not to be an investigation of the con ex] oi. 20 ; ; fa ; th. i ted 
s in other countries also? States having been inve ed ners —_— Dr. A 
Vir. ESCH. I think the investigation in the United States drews or some offici of t Phere f | 
\ disclose suflicient information for Congress to act upon, | van found. ti . 14; f 
idea is to get that information as speedily as possible United States in 1909. e1 ver fy 1 1 : o h 2004 
| nd is using the French patent, the sesquisulphide, and | were males and 1.253 fe ‘ i 
ental Europe is using the red or searlet: phosphorus, | pyumber of ch en und Its f d was 314 
h is innexious I believe the thing to do is to get the in Sixteen defi ‘ eases of 1 S S W 3 
on and to act thereon. eovered nd ft cS Y f eS 6 it f t 
MOORE of Pennsvivanin Can the gentleman give any that 1 ot) eases } ] ‘ | \ S | 
ation in regard to the fire losses or loss of life by the use by Int And w the le eS f . of 3 of } 
ese matches? factories disclosed a total of S2 ens | » factories & per 
Mr. ESCH. It is extremely large, and it is one of the things | ¢, ye outl ed s . — ‘ @ « d 
might largely be avoided by the use of these substitutes during 1909 ad references ail : , More 
Mr. YOUNG of New York. I want to ask the gentleman a} over he discovered records of , 11M) ges a : 
estion with regard to Japan, where matches are made very very short time. notwithstanding thi s made bv s . 
y of the 1 hon f ers this « l net existed 
ESCH. I have no information with regard to that. O in a serious form for 20 years in this 
e most encouraging signs of the present day is the inerens Dr. Andrews further repot f 
terest how being taken in protecting the health and we am eae 
of our laboring classes. Not only is this true with ref = eee ‘ee eae Maer aoe . 
e to State legislatures, but it is also true with reference mn entir “ine : 
Congress. The safety-appliance acts and the locon ve nee 1892. I n fern ¢ 
, : rae ; saan 40) 
er inspection bill just passed, together with provisions sé : aa Me 48 1 , a 
vreater safety to railway mail clerks by requiring the { ‘ t loss ‘ y d ‘ ted 
the part of common carriers of steel mail cars, indicate | deat et eee ae ' t ls of 21 
Congress is directing its attention along hum tit } nf sie sti ee a9U 
id is doing what it can, under constitutional limitations, The det d investigation 1 t of the 16 facet d 
safeguard the lives of employees of the Government as we business in the 1 ted State showed an ' f 
s of the common carriers, and incidentally of the general s were wo! inde l ! 
| to ft f s of phos rus | t 
fhe establishment of labor bureaus and the enactment of | yx ling and thi ie we n ! were ( more 
s placing upon employers the ibility for injuries rece i eX lt } , I 
] of duty by their emplovees;: the regulation of the hours | of 1 dren under 16 years of | v eX ! 
of bor; tl e | revent on of ld labor; and the amelioration he number of ses dis om t v 
e working conditions of women on the part of State legis ress Sl SO 
res attest this new spirit in matters of legislation. { r of the diseas tself It re f { ‘ 
fhis movement has only started. It is far from b " the phosphorus mes in the mixing, d ae ; 
s inated, but we should feel encouraged at the progre | gy | f ries 1 f 
rs y¥ made. Both State and Nation have for years been cis tself, particles beco1 gy at hed t e | i 
l r to prevent injuries to our fruits and grains and for the | tr sferred to the mouth 
] ection of our food animals, and the result of such legisla Ong ; att 
has saved millions of dollars to our people and added i 
sely to the quality and amount of our agricultural products 
ne will or can raise an obje m to this class of legisla oI 
l but it seems inconsistent that for so many years so much 
1) 1 b o 1 to the 7 1 ol 1 rops and t . 
Is, wl prote on to the human anin il has 7 
red. x 
i tudy “re il diseases 1 the { ed States has 
| sad lected. Our ind il Eu In I s have far 
ed us in this particular l have « 1 sti t \ ‘ 
both protective and regulator order to whoily abolish : . f 
Ol nil ze such diseases ©) Tey Ss tes have s clit - s 
to protect human life against occupational diseases. With in yav nd in s 
crease of po f and of our manufacturing interests | single oper 
the need of such legislation is ever increasing. We are begin he « f f : f phos 
! to re » that it is not onomy to permit any dustry - hes was d | kK 
t jure the health or tal life of a workman, and t! by ! f tl phos ! I | 
possibiy impose upon the public the care and keep of himself in I s ) this ‘ 
or of his family. {cate it through regulation. Th g 1 
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I se of McCrea vr. United States, de led in 1H \ S i 
margarine colored in imitation of butter was upbeld W i 
| npos 1 of a tax of 1 cent per 100 matches, as pre led 
| . would be proh bitive and would econ the ws 
ious substitute such as the sesquis hide ! 
| ‘ ~ 
t! rovueh ¢ ninntion of these Teh f nie f : 
? Y Intion, I ca to the « Sion t The ! ! 
\ 1 Ty é iost e! 4 id theret ( } re est ] 1 } 
t f » Associa 1 for Labor Legislation I | 
( | oo the st draft of a bill mm i ie f . : 
. 1 
> a \ s dra , up by tl } . \ e] ; 1 ‘ 
! S ration and « sultat » with \ a re | I 
ol C OrOVE ment, cert it tS wel s ~ ) ; 
I iw workal t ma ein | ' : 
ember 19, 1910, of House \ ae ; 

| fo. on white phospl ri ; 

this bill elaborate hearings were had before the If a 1 — : 
{ ttee on Ways and Means, but no final action was taken , : 
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al 
n ¢ +1 ht ‘ thy 
‘ ft t it, ia i 
r Vt. J 1 { 
R 
e ID ( ] t 
1 ‘ wl 
e of t I S \ t 
‘ The ] ( 
I t d free f 
t I | to t = his 
I \ t « n t I i! 
I of Wi n t I [ 
ent f 7 
‘ 1 t n } ( y 
distir d non 
i nd 
f 1 for ( I < rit 1 of 
t ¢ } n A | re j 
} y , net 
I dot ‘ | 
t| I } ' 3 } 
te | ‘ I g iv for 
y Ww I i a ve or; 
lent n l g nded that 
dl Mr. E 1 
! phe { to! ¢ 
thi l d 
not de ed t I if 
np yn s match was o I bv tl 
pularly known, t Match Tr t 
ed that it wel ed this reform 
Ww ng te | the | ent « | 
ise of it. ar subsequently er 
ind ndent representing t ) per nt of the 
‘ independents were licensed to use the patent. 


sStar, Cincinnati, Ohio, 


Feb. 1, 


IN THE CAUSE OF HUMANITY 
ommendation made in the President's ni l messa 
‘tection of those engaged in the r nufact ( 





pre 





ruit more quickly than many of the most sanguine 
Representative Escu, of Wisconsin, to prevent the 
reading white phosphorus by p ng a_ prohibitive 
upon it has not vet en acted upon But the one 
made to it ha heen met ‘the action of the 
known as the Match Trust in surrendering its 
exclusive use of sesquisulphide, the only substitute 
s now known It was the contention of the inde 
panies th t prohibitir the use of e | sphorus 
iving the Match Trust a monopoly Of « se this 
{ the ground 
30 y certain that the day has rrived for the 
n dustry that has cl I victims and in 
‘ s the almost s teady employ 
fol d in the « ot hut nit 








tes, New O s, La., Feb. 2, 1911.] 
rhe I ; TH MATCH WO - 
lent Taft's recommendation in his nr 
\ kmen engaged in I { t ‘ 
W rf W nsin introd ed 1 Con 
ve a \ on ill ms hes cont ning \ 
s ) en by the House on the tr 
n the y action of the Dia nd 
l W 1 opens tl \ f the 1 e of 
Ww om the mt t it Ss desi ed 
rm ~ I V 
a t t e it is knowr cs naking 
ad industry ¢ e 1 1 
I | I nd in tl ( they 
‘ a loaths I of the 
¢ initariar d t Uni 
f | nd in kk I 


‘ i Match Trust ine 
ed pater e for 
' 7 ing nyt ' 
1) iM ( 
' ed ‘ t ] j 


L. 3 IK) I 1 1911 
} [AN T 
l ( t t pl 
i try . 
| ' T | 
\ ‘ 
i | ( 
I “ i l 
( t caus 
{ f ’ 
‘ t | I ( l 
I ‘ > 1 es can | to 
} 
i — 1 that t ' oie 
iw ! I ! ‘ i | 
! I red | h 
it \ d be no serious it nvyenience to 
tion of this wicked industry, 


























| Statistics vy that the wh is to be « lited 
With a large } ti of the istrously t p 
erty nd life Out of S75 1 co of a 

j ¢ e is kr wn 1.0890 were e hazard the 
saf match and of t se made is much less than 
that the f 

Preside aft S expressed he Esch bill; it is 
indorsed } dep nts zations, nd 1 ° 
unions It is ed by the ke money at the 
cost of human life 

Recently the Car n m t 
bill in parlia t i to a f 
th Esch | We e not on 
und which it was given pl el t 
ment 

It is d tful if the Esch bill will reach consid ent 
‘ n The pre il of other questi of 1 4 
human, concern may require postpon ent of actio t ) 
] s at the earliest op tunity It is typical « 
tion of which the is going to be more as we re zw more keenly our 
responsibility for safeguarding life and making existence ea | 
happier for the multitude. 

j [World, New York City, Feb. 19, 1911.] 

} Congress should not adj n with ing the Esch bill pr t 
in the use of poison phosphor es S e the DD d 
Match Co., at the request of Pre placed the sesquisulphid 
patent in the hands of ti tees fou il use there is no } ‘ 
p ection to the bill The poison phosphorus not only gives =a 

to the workers, but it is dangerous in the home. 


‘een Bay, Wis., Feb. 22 


1911.) 





FOR THE SAKE OF HUMANITY. 

Esch bill, which has been introduced in the United States Hones 
‘ wresentatives, providing for the abolition of the use of poisonous 
pl horus in the manufacture of matches, will, if passed, be tl 
menuns of saving many lives and also intense suffering Sixty-five ps 
cent of all match workers are liable to contract the disease known 
| 1ossy jaw,” while 95 per cent of the women and SS per cent of the 
children are so exposed, it is claimed. ‘The list of the victims are 


growing monthly 


| rhe disease is caused by the absorption of phosphorus throngh the 






























|} teeth or gums Inflammation is set up, which extends along the jaw, 
killing the teeth and bones The gums become swollen and purple, tl 
teeth loosen and drop out, and the jawbone finally becomes decomposed 
which sometimes breaks through the neck, forming an abscess In this 
manner an employee of any match factory where poisonous phosphor 
is used is exposed Not only are deaths caused in this manner, but 

| it is commonly learned that children die as a result of eating the heads 

| of matches Some of State legislatures in the United Stats have 
memorialized Congress pass the bill as introduced in Congress, while 
others, it is reported, are to take a similar action. 

It has been contended by opponents of the Esch bill that it is un 
constitutional, since it attempts to protect the public health throuch the 
u of the ta power of Congress It is held by others, however 
that if it is constitutional to levy a tax in the interests of an industry 
as is done by the tariff system, and if it is constitutional to levy a 
tax on the circulating notes of State banks, then it is constitutional to 
levy a tax in the broader interests of public health and safety It is 
almost assured that nothing will be done with this measure during this 
short session, but many associations and societt in the country 
now earnestly at work in an effort to have it passed and enacted int 

la law 

; ’ ; 

} [Times, New York City, Feb. 22, 1911.] 
MR. ESCH'S PHOSSY-JAW BILL. 

Now that the Diamond Match Co. has canceled its patent for mal 
matches by the harmless sesquisulphide of phosphorus process, so t 
C\ itch manufacturer « ise this process free of cost, it le 
neumbent on Ce ress to tax out of existence w t is in effect 
I derous trade of making matches that inflicts on the factory 
the disease of phe Ww, o called, from the eff s of the po 
white 1d yellow pho sed 

W e alread a I pu ittention to this ter le busines I 

ly lv for t iol dis f the jaws w 1 the phosp! 

‘ < hed ti eth o1 ims is thie .tting out o 
dis ne ten al ting to the entire jaw. President 1 
personally ir red into t litions in the matel ctories 
nds the } of the Esch bill i\ving heavy taxes on 
t t fail t the | . tutes f 1 poiso 
Sas a The ad of t np ‘ ta very serie S abus¢ l 
‘ pl iW t phosphe is free 
i ‘ ad ad n, who s on 1 vd of tl 
) S 1 dient Letters to Congressmen urging th 
of tl I | tial 
| 
{T: I New York, M lL, 2011.] 
SSY JA\ FITS 7 

It trar nd d 1 that anti phorus legislatie 

ti ‘ n dat ind t Ww t tui ‘ { ‘ 

ly n tl r ‘ r ‘ phosph« s poi l wel 
hye T nin G t Britai igainst tchmake I 0 
larly i i phossy son ven! o lat 1 the v 
1! ! m of t i I t dust t nduet 
t} ed of re m 8} ily, methods of reform we t lackir 

I ( S S ~ ns y I 

| t t ted OV a re que n of pe I j s 

\ is g tion w t ad ’ I ! 

Y n WwW h did 1 Ww h it “ iy t 

{ of indignat Linst t sou ‘ t w hi 

I ealtl nd to its ¢g I But - 
{ ‘ r is ti tis tos the vho op] s mt l 
|} reform do so | t r fraid t : it. % | 
pr ts for sor ‘ i n They are not willing t t od s 
‘ ‘ st sor | from it We 1 vy can me t! n 
( tion is e creditable, « ] liscredit har 
| OPP . 1 I I tu { n t ‘ 
| But there is no convincing proof that t reform would have t re 
| sult of adding to anybody's profits. If it did, that would be 1 y 
| ment against it Indeed, it might even be argued that a concern which 


had the enterprise and the 


humanity to adopt a harmless substitute tor 
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give the use of the patent it owned to any independent 






at that ti During last summer I carried on quite an « 
Sive correspondence with the dentists throughout the country. Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. I 
The use of white phosphorus in matches, where there is a‘ rules and pass the bill (H,. R. 13474) 


ww 


f*e { 
(323 


s 


ment ‘ f ft District of Columbia and to provide for 
yi elie s, and for other purposes. with com 
l ‘ ‘ which I send to the Clerk’s des nd ask 
to | dd 

rhe ¢ read the bill CH, R. 13474) to provide for the pay 

‘ f the debt of the District of Columbia ad te rovide for 
] ent Lprovemen aud tor othe purposes, Wil = il 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan Mr. Sy. er, I f going 1 

to have the bill read and the as hive end 

ments read but 

The SPEAKER. Other amendments than those re ! 

Mr. SMITHL of Michigan Yes, sir 

Mr. TAWNEY. I suggest to the gentle an 1 n Michigan 
that he withdraw that bi nd offer another b i move to 
pass that other bill with the amendments that he is prepared to 


SMITIT of Michigan I will do that. Mi Speaker. 


send upoaiob which contains all but one at lil ‘ t 

Wish to offer, as suggested by the gentleman from Minnesota. 
fhe SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Michigan prepared 

to withdraw his inetion and make another? 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes, sir. I move to suspend the 


riies til pass the bi las sent now to the Clerk's desl with one 
endment, which [T will send up in a moment. 
The SPRAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves to 
spend the rules and pass the following bill, with an amend- 
ment. The Clerk will report the bill and amendment. 
fhe Clerk read the bill (S. 3260) to pros idle for the pavinent 
of the debt of the District of Columbia, and to provide for per 


niahent Imp roey 
imendmeuts. 


Mr. SIMS. 


t 
ements, and for other purposes, with sundry 


Mr. Speaker, I demand a 


second. 


The SPEAKER Under the rule a second is ordered, 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the amendment just reported 


by the ¢ 


; ‘lerk did not state 
Mr 


FITZGERALD. I 


iserted. 


that the h 


to be i 


unanimous 


where it 


ask 


wis 


consent 


be reported as it will read when the amendments are inserted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that that is 
the way it has just been read. The Chair is informed at the 
Clerk’s desk that though this is numbered as a Senate b it 
has not vet passed the Senate, or at least has net come to the 
HIouse, but that the gentleman from Michigan is seeking to 
puss it as a House bill. Is that correct? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is correct, and if I can have the 
attention of the House T think IT can make my position ¢ irely 
clea But to save time, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out all 
after the enacting clause in the House bill and insert what I 
have sent to the Clerk’s desk. I desire to modify my motion 
so as to get before the House exactly what I want to do. The 
Hlouse bill which I sent to the Clerk’s desk had these amend 
nents exactly as in the Senate print. I do not want to mis- 
lead anybody in the House. Some Members seem to think that 


some 


that I 


of the 


Sent 


amendments in the Senate 


to the desk. 


print are not in the bill 


Mr. OLMSTED. I understand the gentleman's desire is to 
move to suspend the rules and pass the House bill in the fon 
in which he has sent it up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is sire 


the de 
| move 


ul to 


the 


strike 


of gentleman from Michigan the House 
to out all after the and in 


suspend the rules and pass the bill as amended 


to 


enacting 


tuke 


clause sert, 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A parliamentary inquiry, M1 
Speaker, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is it the gentleman is going 
to insert? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it, the ge eman 
wants to pass the text of the bill introduced in the Senate 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Has the bill passed the Senate 

Mr. MANN. No; this is not a Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Michigan that, without further interrupting the business 


of the House at this time, this matter be postponed until to 
iInerrow, so that we can find out what the motion is. 

Mr. SMITE of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I was about to ask, 
in view of the fact that so many Members want the bill 
reprinted, that we have a reprint of the bill, and I ask unani- 
us consent that it be printed in the Recorp. 
The SPEAKER By unanimous consent, 
come up as unfinished business to-morrow. 

Mr. SIMS And I ask unanimous 
offered may be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 


to see 


this matter will 


consent that the bill 


as 
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FEBRUARY 


The following is the bill (H. R. 13474) as amended, which it 


is proposed to pass under a motion to suspend the rules: 
A bill (H. R. 13474) to p de for the payment of the debt of the 
J t of ¢ ia and to provide for permanent improvements, and 
I i 
j te ( t from and after June 30, 1911, the C 
t I> ( mbia, in determining the estimat 
ivailable for appropriation for each succeeding fiscal year, sl l 
le f 1 set aside from the estimated District revenues 
m I t all estimated and fixed charges required a 
ly f 1 said revenues, including interest at 3 per cent 
on t inn balan due the United States on account of advance 
made to the District of Columbia, and including further the im of 
Soh 0 ! \ nt on unt of snid advances until the ind 
nes t District of ¢ mbia to the United States shall | ex 
tir d, and the nual ¢ ites of appropriations for the expenses 
t yovernment of the District of Col ibia, exclusive of the charg 
iforesaid and including ar nts estimated or to be estimated uns 
neral appro ition bill, shall not exceed in the aggregate m 
‘ rt noun the said District revenues then remainir 
[re ed, That the said nissioners shall allow for the extin 
ment of the bonded debt of the District of Columbia out of the 
di nue fund innually including in their estimat of 
| ns sum eq o the sum heretofore annually appropriat 
t est and king fund, namely, $075,408, until the said d 
idenced b tstanding bonds hall be extinguished: Pro led ( 
Phat hereafter the Commissioners of the District of Colun 
pl id nt Ir esti s of appropriations for permanent wor! ot i 
provement a sum not less than $1,250,000, beginnig with the fi yeu 
ending Jur @, 101 and annually thereafter an amount not Ik 1 i 
t Sau sum in ised by the sum of $100,000 for each succeeding 
cn ir until and including the tiseal vear to end June 30, 1924, and 
said imates for permanent improvements shall include the 1 l 
tion of the Ana i flats above the Navy Yard Bridge and tl 
version into a park or parks, the gradual extension of the park stem 
( { District, the « truction of buildings on lands now auth« j 
t red for such purposes, the construction of public w 
exten ns of trank water and sewer mains into the suburban | 
1 ft I) ‘ t lin on of dangerous grade crossines nad 
other pei nent public works as may be authorized by ¢ 
I { to tit 


rO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. WILSON from the Committee on 





I 

Bills, reporte 1 that this day they had presented to the I 
dent of the { ted States, for his approval, the f ing 

IH. Re. 10480 An uct to authorize the estab! ent of a 
marin biological station on the Gulf coast of st ol 
) Ol ley 

If. R. 23015. An act to protect the dignity and honor « 
uniform of the United States; 

H.R. 24158. An act for the relief of John Marshall; and 

H. R. 32440. An act authorizing the Moline, East Me e §& 
Watertown Railway Co, to construct, maintain, and operate a 


bridge 
Mississippi 


branch ot 
of Wate 


he south 


village 


thereto 


point 


and approaches across t 


River from a in the 


Ro Island County, IL, to the island known as Cal 
Island 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A messnige from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its cle 
announced that the Senate bad passed, without amendiie 
Line Ta wing bills 

H.R oo. An act for the relief of the legal representative 


Swofford, decensed : 


lati An nat to authorize the estublishment 


mariy biological station on the Gulf coast of the Stiite 


Hi. &. 26606. An act for the relief of Charles A. Caswell: 

H.R. 28215. A { to fix the time of hoiding the cireuit and 
distil ourts f the northern district of West Virgir l 

H.R. 382440. An act authorizing the Moline, East Moline & 


way Co, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
roaches thereto across the south branch of 
a point in the village of Watei 


County, IIL, the island known as ¢ ay 


lo ain 
message also announced that the Senate had passed 
ng titl the concurrence of the I! 
Representatives was requested: 
S. 10% An act to the 
econjul with a Perry's victory centennial celebration ©! 
Put say Island during the year 1913 in commemora 

the one hundredth anniversary of the Battle of Lake Eric : 
the northwestern campaign of Gen. William Henry Harrison 
the War of 1812; and 

S. 10882. An act to authorize the county of Ouachita, in t! 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge the Quachita 
River. 

The message also announced that the Senate had 
following bills, with amendments, in which the 
the House of Representatives was requested: 

H.R. 18014. An act to amend section 996 of the Revise 


the follow which 


es, in 


92 promote erection of a memo 
ition 


il) 





ACTOSS 


Passe 1 the 


concurrence of 


] Stat 


| utes of the United States, as amended by-the act of February 
119, 1897; 






























































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








H. R. 32544. An act to protect the locators in good faith of | Mississippi River from a point in the \ ge of Watertown, 
immd gas lands who shall have effected an actual discovery tock Island County, I to the island known as ¢ pbhells 
‘ and si : ; 
of oil or gas on the public lands of the United States, or their Islnnal: 
< essors in interest; and H.R. 24158. An act for the relic e J Marsl ; 
H.W. 30570. An act to authorize the receipt of certified checks H.R. 23015. An act to protect the dig y and honor of the 
drawn on national bunks for duties on imports and internal unifon of the United States: 
tuxes, and for other purposes. H.R. 1430. An act to authorize the ¢ blis ent f 
LIso, that the Senate had passed the fo lowing resolutions: rite biological St 1 oh the GQuil ‘ st of tie tite of 
Senate rese { n 372 Florida: 
| t the Senate expresses its profound sorrow on a “ H. Rt. 26606 An act for the 1 ef of C] S.4 ‘ ad 
leath of the Hon. CHarLeEs Qvincy TirreLr, late a Member of H. R.d5455. An act for the relief of the 1 Si tives 
Ilouse of Representatives from the State of Massachusetts of M. N. Swofford, deceased. 
ed, T t the tf the Senat be now susp in « ler 
tributes I! tid his high character and distinzuished MESSAGE FROM THI SENA 
i rhat the S eta r I 1 cop f thes ns A) sage from the Se by Mr. C1 ‘ ore 
Hiouse of Representatives and to the family of the deceased announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
S resolution 3571 committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
i. That tl Senate expresses its profound sorrow on yunt IIouses on the amendments of the Senate to the b (tl R 
f leath of the H Wittiam C. Lovering, late a M ’S406) making appropriations for the curr ind tinge 
| Repl ntatives from tl Stat Massa setts , ae : , : ; 4 
Chat ¢l S « s be now suspended in order | @Xpenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
iw tri sl paid hi chara nd d guished | sti ittions with various Indian tribes, and for othe 
oe ae oe : ; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, 
YT t = etary ¢ mu t 1 CO} f these res ns . 
{ il of Rep entatives and to t family of t deceased JOHN BL. HENDERSON, JR 
1" S t! k pect to the memory of Mr : ce ; ; — 
am ru } w now adiourn Mr. DALZELL. Mi Speaker, a Tew uVvs >the it st t 
} ssige » Nenate asking for the turn of Se init 
ths thy sel te had I essed the following resolution s - 5 to the ms = : BS for u ee ; 
" wae), 7 resolution 145, It is on the Speaker's table Ml T ask t it 
is rive? . . 
3 . : . be taken from the table, 
Phat the Secretary be requested to inform the House of The SPEAKER laid before tl f ‘ w — 
I tives that the enrolled Senate joint resolution (S. J. Res. 145) Phe 3 AKER ona efore the House fron a ae : ; a 
or the filling of a vacancy which will occur on March 1 tuble S. J. Res. 145, providing for the fi Zor a \ \ 
ird of regents of the Smithsonian | itution of the which will occur March 1, 1911, in the Board of Reg s for the 
than Members of Congress is now and was in the pe n &, } saad Institut f | — \! | f 
liouse when the House requested its return on the 24th of 9 SUtsonian MSUTUUOH OF a Class OUC! , ; 7S 
ving been delivered to the House on the 25d of February, Congress, 
| by the Speaker Mr. DALZELI Mr. Speaker, T offer the fe \\ c 
\ further message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of The SPEAKER. The Clerk w report 
erks, announced that the Senate had passed, without The Clerk read as follows: 
endment, bills of the House of the following titles: Amend by striking out, in line 8, the w i \ 
Hl. R. 18512. An act for the relief of S. H. Robinson, of im Heu thereof the words “the city of 
4 . ‘ 5 lut n will re 1 as follows 
\llegheny County, Pa.; and * Resolved, That the va the B lof R 
It. R, 26656. An act to prevent the disclosure of national-de sonian Institution of the class other than M« ‘ 
fense secrets will occur on M h 1, 1911 the re t bb 
a " ‘ > . dersor to take effect on that d f d y the t n 
iat the Senate had passed the following order: B. Henderson, jr., of the city of W 
( /, That the Secretary be directed to return to the H e of sed 
I ntatives, in compliance with its request, the engrossed copy of The amet dment was agreed to 
resolution «S. J Res 145) providing for the li of i rhe joint resolution was ordered to b read a ra I \\ 4 


i I i f 
which will occur on March 1, 1911, in the Board of Regents of ypead the third time. and passed. 
Smithsonian Institution of the class other than Members of Mr. DALZELI Mr S) - . I sub ea 


- aa ; lution ¢ Pes. 104K)) yl | S d to the desk | t 
\lso that the Senate had p: 1 the following concurrent : H. Re ; 4% 1 I send 


ae ee have read 
re tion (S. Con, Res. 41) : 7 Sar 
he Clerk read as follows 
1 by the Senate (the House of Representatives coneu a). ; i ; oS ; ; Neg 
i »000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 725. Sixty-f t ; f ed, That the Speake of the I of Repre yi 
‘ third ssion, be printed, 3,000 for the ise of the House of ereb Is, directed t il LH Ss sicnat t | 
l entatives and 2,000 for the use of the Senate oes sme pemnte (So. i om ; = se 1 
i : the zx of t vine wey Ww \ 
rhe message also announced that the Senate further insisted Board of Regents of t Smit n I] 
ts amendments to the bill (H. R. 31856) making appro than Me of Cor d that ‘ 
: . . > t n the ime t Ss rnd s ‘ 
priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the .; as i 


District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Re} resen 
tatives, and agreed to the further conference asked by the 
Hlouse on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. TILLMAN as 
nferees on the part of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the Senate further insisted 
pon its amendments to the bill (H, R. 28406) making appro 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various ADJOURNMENT 
indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the II 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, that is ne ! in 0 
straighten out the parliamentary tangle 

The SPEAKER fhe Chair suggests that the words be a 
‘as amended.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Very well, I w offer that amend 

The SPEANRER. The question is on agreeing to the amend t 

The amendment ws agreed to 


The resolution as amended was agreed to 





June 30, 1912, Nos. 48, 76, and S2, disagreed to by the House adjourn. 
f Representatives, and asked a further conference with the rhe motion was agreed to: accordi y (at ¢ } 
louse on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. and the House adjourned uutil to-morrow, Tuesday, I 


I 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate, Mr. CLarp, 1911, at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Mr. McCumber, and Mr. STONE. 
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Post 
General, transmitting schedules of papers and documents t 


needed for public business (H. Doe, No. 1411) was taken 


The following coneurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 41) of the 
¢ was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the 





Committee on Printing: ' : ala ferr I c mit 
Resolved hy the Nonate (the HTouse of Re resen es concurring) the aS table, easansteh rae Sy eas - 
; 5456 caaeas conten of Eenate Seseeen © Sixtv-first Con. of Useless Executive Papers, and ordered to be printed 
3, third session, be printed, 3,000 copies for the use of the House ¥ 
Rept ntativ and 2,000 copi for the use f the Senate REPORTS OI COMMITTEES ON PUBLIK BILLS A i? 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. RESOLUTIONS 

| Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were ss 

that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills | erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 

of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows 
H.R. 32440. An act authorizing the Moline, East Moline & Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the Dis 

Watertown Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a | trict of Columbia, to which was referred the resolution of the 

bridge and approaches thereto across the south branch of the Senate (S. J. Res. 82) directing that a portion of square No. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORLA 


By Mr. MONDELL: A Dill (HL. R ;) 
’ S er t aS 
‘ I f 
i | m. BR. SZ 5 
“= { 
" } 
~ ( 
l 
| \ PRI? \ HW. R 
l 
\ \ \ ‘ 
ANDREWS \ ‘ 1 (H yr. 
‘ 
+} 
f N Mex to tl ( 


] e of | 1 St S 
\! 
| ALE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
\ i | t XXII, private bills l res 
’ a lL and verally referred, as follows: 
By lr. ANDERSON: A bill (HL R. 32959) granting 


crease of ] sion to Joseph A, Beach; to the Commi 


i 
Invalid Pensions. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


p= 
/ 





I II. ¢ to t { { 
In be 
By M BURLEIGH A b rs. ie 2962) gi r 
J ce ( I 
H. FR 63) rense of ] 
| bs ‘ t ) ( tt I 1 1% 
By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (HL. R. 52964) g1 ting 
| nn Martin: to the C ! tee on Invalid Ps 
I M HUGHES of West Virg A bill (H t 2 
i ease ¢ ns 1c. D. AG to tl ‘ 
mit I ad Pe Ss 
\ | H. R é ) l or t 
CoM { n f Inva ‘ 


‘ » (TT I? : } ne PO i 
s NN. & l I S 

2 (H. R ? ’ } se oL pen 
Te) Pry t » the ¢ Pensio 








on lesk l referred as follows 
Ry KI Petition of mass meet held a 
I] praying that Congress take mind 
nr the « ut n ot Crete to Greece to U! Conil ttee on i 
\f : 
rial of the Legis re of the State of Washing 
r fi u xte on of time for desert SS tO: 4 
c ttee on the Pub Lands 
n of Mr 1 <> I l of Ik ». of the Philip) 
Ic s. protest ¢ eertain st its made by Secre 


\lso, petition of Milk Producers’ Association of Illinois, Wi 
sin, d Indiana, protesting against the ratification of t] 


nt with Canada; to the Committee on Ways at 





i" sand Me 
of Pur e Quarterly Meeting of the Religi 
Soci f Fi | ting tl fortification of 
, C ( tt ( Interstate 1d For 
( CLTCE 
\ 1X 1 of the Westbury Qu z of the 
of ] _ of New Yor Citv. 1 rainst tl 
til 1 DP 3 OU ‘ l 
Fore ( 
' 1 \ (nh l. Ii} I 
fa pal to the Cor 


f } ] 1 departm«s t t 
( ‘ | t di ( n Co neree. 
} \ e of ft S e of New Yor! 
locicla » <« } } I Is-nost syst t 
I 
( te ] ) and Post Roads 
\ ! 1 of M. Jessie Wright. of Chebanse, I 
i st the es s] t of I to the Ce 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Pu m County Grar 
Rimer, Ohio, against reciprocity with Canada; to the C 
tee on Ways a1 ns. 
Also, petition of the National Piano Manufacturers’ A 
n, in favor of Canadian reciprocity; to the Co it 


— 
L 





Ways and Means. 


By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of L. S. Miley, Harry B, Ber 





i 
tolette, S. Otto Troutman, C, VY, Van Niman, O. D. Bruce, A. G. 





CONGRESSION AL 


Frable, M. Booth, of Shreve, Ohio, favoring the passage of the 
i vy bill; to the Committee on Militia. 
‘ i of the official board of the Methodist Episcopal 
C] against increase of postal rates on second-class matte 
Col ittee on the Post Office and Post Roads 


Also, petition of Monroe Grat No. 1890, Blissfield, Ohio, 


st 1 proposed Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the Com 
( Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Floral Grange, No, 158, 
North Bucksport, Me. against Canadian reciprocity; to the 
( mittee on Ways and Means, 

so, petition of St. Albans Grange, St. Albans, Me., and Pob- 


» West Gardiner, Me., against Canadian 
‘ procity treaty; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of National Piano Manufacturers’ 
\ssociation of America, for Canadian reciprocity; to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Polish National Alliance, against further 
tion of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration 

d Naturalization. 

Also, petition of New York State Pharmaceutical Association, 
IIludson, N. Y., against House bill 25241; to the Committee on 
Wavs and Means. 

\lso, petition of 


lization 


<see Contee 


Grang 


Philadelphia Peace Association of Friends, 
rv neutra of the canal; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Petition of the Unity Club, against in 
crease of postage on magazines; to the Committee on the Post 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of 
of Ohio against Senate bill 404; to the Committee on 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, petition of 
American Mechanics, 


(tice 


the third congressional 


district 
the Dis- 


Plainview Council, Junior Order 

Dayton, Ohio, for House bill 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 100 members of Vermont Grange, No. 1630, 
cainst Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, petition of citizens of Middletown, Ohio, against 
parcels-post law; to the Committee on the Post 
Roads, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Jeannette, Pa.: German 
Curpenters’ Union, No, 164, of Pittsburg, Pa.; and the Junior 
Order United American Mechanics of Charleroi, Pa., urging the 
enactment of House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigra 

n and Naturalization, 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of citizens of Salem and Hudson 
Falis, favoring Senate bill 3776; to the Committee on Interstate 

d Foreign Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Sundance Commercial Club,, 
propriation for a public building for 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: Petition of Syracuse 
tern Makers’ Association and Coopers’ Local No. 

N. Y., for House bill 15413; to the Committee on 
gration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. ESCH: Vetition of and Ar 
kansaw, Wis., against f postal rates on second-class 

tter; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
By Mr. FOSS: Petition of H. Daniels and 

th Chicago, opposi postage rates: to the 
Committee Roads, 


Also, Chapter of the An 


United 
15413: to 


any 
Office and Post 


Washington Camp No. 751, 


for an 
Wvo.; to 


ap- 
Sundance, the 
Pat 
OS, of Syra 
Imini- 
citizens of Appleton 


Inerease oO 


. Of ing any 
on the Post Office and Post 


the Zion 


Inerenase In 


petition of City 


al I l 
W n’s League, composed of over 100 women, against ine ease ol 
] alrates; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Michael Collins, against " 

postage rates on s d-class matte to the Co ittee on 

e Post Office nd Pest Roads 

A », petition of National Piano Ma i turers’ Ass i 
\merica, favoring re¢ i} rocity with ¢ ada to the Committers 
on W Vs a d Means. 

Also, petition of J es FE. Marel g st the ition 
! 0 the Committee on Immigrat and Natu Z ! 

Also petition of C% rs We \ , ee ( S « ¢ 

t pro} sed Dos i eb ’ he Com ae t! i 

Of and Post Roads 

By Mr. FULLER: | t i ke © 1 | —_ 
I for tl Esch (Il. R&R mes 1 ( 
Vi nd Me s 

Also, petition of the N (ssociation of M : 
of \ I ! md « ns of S ji} es oe l 

se of postal rates o1 es; to the C ( 


the Pest Office and Post Roads. 
By Mr. GREENE: P 
other citizens, of New 


tition of Joseph T. 
Bedford, Mass., 


Timberley 
against 


and 
increase of 


other citizens of 
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County; and the i S ( ¢ No. 47 f il 
bandry, against re ron y i ( ( 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Ni } , in town 
No. 


v 151, Patrons of Hus s Ri N. J 

a ust Canadian reciprocity; to ( \ | 
Means. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Was! 
Laurel Grange, No. 2OS, and other ens, « \\ 
against Canadian reciprocity; t he ¢ 
Means 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition by tizens of M 
testing against parcels post; to the Conn ee on the Post O 
and Post Roads, 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of John Kay gh and Michael La 
Londe, of Bay City, Mich., against the es - it of 
rural parcels-post service; to the Committee on the Le © 


and Post Roads. 
Also, petition of George A. Goddard and 12 other residents of 
Wolverine, Mich., for a general par 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, petition of Red Oak Grange, No. 1292, Oscoda C 
and Weadock Grange, No. 1145, Weadock County , agai 
Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means 
By Mr. McDERMOTT: Petition of A. C. Mill 
Ill... for the Burkett-Sims bill; to the Comm 
and Foreign Commerce 
By McKINNEY: Petition of Maple City 
Woman's League, Monmouth 
matter; to the 


els post; to the ¢ ee 


Ill., against increase of postage on 
second-class 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: 


Committee on the 


Petitions of Elizabeth 


others, of Huron County; Charles W. Cadow and others, of San 
dusky; Walte MeLeod and others, of Otter Lake, Fosto1 and 
Columbiaville, all of the State of Michigan, protesting against 
Senate bill 404 and House joint resolution 17; to the Coniunittee 


on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Salem, 
Weeping Water, Baroda, Martell, Beatrice, ; 
Lincoln, Nebr., against passage of a parcels-p 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

by Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Paper relative to ext 
sion of time to homesteaders; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


By Mr. NICHOLLS: Petition of Washington Camp No, 177 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, Seranton, Pa., for Tk e | 
15413: to the Committee on Immigration and Natur: d 

By Mr. OCONNELL: Petition of Nation Piano Ma 
turers’ Association, for Canadian reciprocity ; to the ¢ 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of the Gener ( rt of Mass n 
setts, favoring reciprocal trade relations with ¢ 
Committee on Ways and Me 

Also, petition of citizens of Ma huset ind others, f 
ing passage of resolut bv ¢ f 
Crete with Greece: to the Con tee on I] ‘ ad bk 
elgn Commerce. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: I t f Pa ( ] 
Order United Ame Ve ‘ | 
I sage of Il se bh 141 ( I 

1 Naturalization. 

By Mr. SVARKMAN I 
1 ids of ‘ \ I 
t yi rt te ‘ 

( neree 

| Mr. STEENERS¢ | f 
\} esota. f ‘ 

\ ( ! ’ ( 

I Mr. SULZEI I S ‘ 
Comn l Is { 

| Mr. TAYLOR of ¢ let f citizens 1) 

> e ce miitte ( t] i Citic Lars ! 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: TD y j Band ( 

her citizens of ¢ I I 
‘ h: to the littee on I md | on ¢ 

By Mr. WANGER: Petitior f the M ‘ ‘ 

New York in behalf of the | (H. R. 3254 f the re 
Gregory Beunett; to the Com ee I ‘ nd | i 


Commerce, 
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SENATE. 
spay, February 28, 1911. 


I] secretary p 
i f Monday, February 27. 
KEAN Mr. President, a pa ‘li 


reading of the Journal sh 





comply with the unanimous-consent agreei 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks would 
Mr. KEAN Then I ask unanimous consent that the further 


reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 





Mr. BACON Mr. President, I object, for the reason 
that [I want an opportunity for all Senators to be present, and 
some mav not now be here. 

Mr. KEAN [I withdraw my request, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request is withdrawn. The 
Secretary will continue the reading of the Journal 

I reading of the Journal was resumed 

DAVIS Mr. President, I ask unanil sent that the 
further reading of the Journal be dispense 

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President 

I VICE PRESIDENT Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
intend to object? The Chair was about to state the request of 
the Senator from Arkansas, but if the Senator from Wisconsin 
intends to object the Chair will not state it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE I do not intend to object, Mr. Presi 


dent, if IT am certain of having a parliamentary question settled 
to 1 \ satisfact 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
mentary question. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
unanimous-consent 
the m 
sent 
after 
me it ought not to 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
change the agreement. 
BEVERIDGE. 
VICE PR 


ion. 


The Senator will state his parlia- 
It occurs to me, Mr. President, that a 

t to dispense with the reading of 
previous meeting changes a unanimous-con 
provided that a vote should be taken 
been read. If that is true, it seems to 
be done. 


agreeme! ; 


inutes of the 





agreement which 
the Journal had 
‘ 


The Chair thinks it would not 


obiect 
that if 


If there is any doubt about it, I 


ESIDENT. The Chair the 


suggests 


reading of the Journal be dispensed with some action will have 
been taken before the vote is had on the joint resolution. That 
is a The Chair thinks to dispense with the further reading 
of the Journal would not change the unanimous-consent agree- 
me 


1 


any doubt about that the 
and quickest way is to object, and also for the rea 
stated by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana objects. 
Che Secretary will continue the reading of the Journal. 

Che Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of 
Journal 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
read will star 


“Mr. BEVERIDGE. If 


easiest 


there is 


Sons 


the 


Without objection, the Journal as 


d approved. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOT! 

Mr. KEAN Let us have the regular order, Mr. President. 

The Senate, as in Co1 ittee of the Whole, re med the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 134) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators shall 
be elected by the peo] le of the several States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. I ques 1 is on agreeing to 
the joint resolution, which, without objection, the Secretary 


will again report. 

Mr. NELSON. There is an amendment printed in t 
resolution I do not think 1 
amendment. 

The VICK 


Wion 


e joint 


have offered it. I withdraw the 


PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
as it will be voted upon. 


will read joint 








fhe Secretary read as follows: 
j ed il the Senate nd House of Representatives of t} United 
t f A ica in Congress assembled (tt ls ( H S 
ia Wt?) ein), That in lieu of the first par ph « s n 3 of 
ti I of tl Constitution of the United St , and i of so 
0 of pa h 2 of the same section as relates to t ing of 
\ ! , th wing be proposed as an amendment to the ¢ tity 
i whic | be valid to all intents and purposes as pa tt 
Constitution when ratified by the legislatures of three-fo l t 
States 
The § of the United States shall b mj 1 of t Seni 
s from each State, elected by the people th Six y and 
ut Senator shall have one vote The 


electors in each Stat 


the 


shatl 
the qualifications ré 
wanch of the State legislatures. 

“When vacancies happen in the representation of 
the executive authority of suct 


juisite for t 


electors of most nul 


any State in the 
1 State shall issue writs of elec- 
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| tion 


erous | 


vacancies: Pre 


ided, That the legislature of any Stat 
le executive 


l thereof to make temporary appointments 


to fill such 
m t 


i iy emInpower 


until the people fill the vacancies by election, as the legislature may 
| direct 
‘This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 
t n of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the 


Constituti 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
joint resolution 
Mr. BACON obtained tl floor. 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President - 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
yield to the Senator f 
Mr. BACON. 
Mr. BORAH. 


Mr 





Does the Senator 

rom Idaho? 

I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

yeas and nays were ordered. 

BACON. I desire to make an inquiry as to the par 
, tion. As I understand, the joint resolution 

has not been passed from the Committee of the Whole into the 

Senate 
Mr. 
Mr 


senate 


from Georgia 


situa 


BEVERIDGE. 
BACON. And the agreement to vote imports that the 
shall take up the joint resolution in the situation in 
vhich it is found and proceed to its conclusion without debate. 
I do not understand that it dispenses with any of the regular 
parliamentary procedure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from that of the Senator from Georgia. 
standing is that the vote shall at 
passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BACON. I will state that the object I 
According to the regular parliamentary procedure the joint 
resolution, resting as it now does in the committee, would be, 
by the usual formula of the questions, transferred to the Sen- 
ate, and when it reaches the Senate the question would be 
upon the adoption of amendments which had been agreed to i 
Committee of the Whole. It is with that view, desiring myse 
to offer an amendment, that I make the inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that the question 
now is on the passage of the joint resolution in accordance 
with the unanimous-consent agreement; that all the prior 
actions, through committee, and so forth, are assumed to have 
been taken, and the question now is upon the passage. 

Mr. BACON. Of course I would not at this stage endeavor 
to take issue with the Chair on the subject. I just desire to 
say that I should not like for it to be adopted as a precedent 
vithout dissent, because I do not think it is in accordance with 
the practice of the Senate in that regard. I think that under 
no interpretation heretofore has it ever been recognized that a 
matter pending in the Committee of the Whole could be voted 
upon as it can be in the House—the rule in the House, I know. 
is that way, but it is a very different rule and a very different 
practice here. 

I want to say that-I am not in any manner going to trespass 
upon the ruling of the Chair, but I wanted to say that my pur 
pose was to offer this amendment, and I am going to ask unani 
mous consent that I may offer it. I understand there is an 
amendment of a grammatical character which the Senator 
from Idaho will want to ask to have made, and possibly, by 
unanimous consent, we might be allowed to vote upon this as a 
part of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
request would be a n 
agreement 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Which the Senate has 
refused to do. The Chair thinks it can not be done. 
tary will call the roll. 

Mr. BACON. 


No. 


, 


\ 


The Chair’s understanding differs 


The Chair’s under 
once be taken upon Li€ 


have is thi 


nh 
if 


The Chair 
odification of 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that the orde! 
is that the vote shall be at once taken without debate, and t! 
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order. 
Mr. BACON. 


const 
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I want to say for myself that at the time tf! 
nt was given, I supposed it was the usual consent whi 
is always with us to vote upon the bill and amendments the 
upon the joint resolution, as it may and t! 
amendments. 

I will say, in brief, that the amendment I wanted to offer is 
simply this: After the words 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Se 
be prescribed in each State by the legi 


offered, or be, 


nators shi 

lature thereof— ‘ 
Add: ‘A 
Provided, That the Congress shall have power to prescribe the times, 

places, and manner of holding such elections in any State the legis! 

ture of which fails or refuses to prescribe such times, places, and manper. 
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ment mong t several State ind without regard to any census or 
en I 
f it 
/ / the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, That the 
said posed amendment to the Constitution of the United States of 
Amel we, and the same is hereby, ratified by the General Assembly of | 
tl of Colorado 
j t certified copies of this preamble and joint resolution be for- 
by the governor of this State to the President of the United 
S Secre of State of the United States, to the Presiding Officer 
of t United ites Senate, and to the Speaker of the United States 
Lic of Representatives 
STEPHEN R. FITZGARRALD, 
President of th Scnate. 
GrorGe McLACcHLAs 


Speaker of the House 


of Representatives 


Approved this 20th day of February, A. D. 1911 
JOHN F. SHAFROTH 
Governor of the State of Colorad: 
Filed in the office of the secretary of state of the State of Colorado 
on t 2ist day of February, A. D. 1911, at 5.435 o'clock p. m Re- 
coracd in bOOK ,», page 
JAMES R PRARCH Necretaryu of State, 


DILLON, Jr., Deputy. 


STATE OF COLORADO, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
Unrrep STATES OF AMeERrIcaA, State of Colorado, ss: 

I, James B. Pearce, secretary of state of the State of Colorado, do 
here certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript 
of senate concurrent resolution No. 3, by Senator Garman, concurrent 
resolution ratifying the sixteenth amendment to the Constitution ef the 
United States of America, which was filed in this office the 2ist day 
of February, A. D. 1911, at 5.43 o'clock p. m., and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Colorado at the city of Denver this 23d day 
of February, A. D. 1911. 

[ SEAL. J JAMES B. Pearce, Secretary of State, 


By Tuomas F. DItuon, Jr., Deputy. 


Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of New Hampshire, praying that an 
investigation made into certain existing conditions in the 
Territory of New Mexico before the ratification of the constitu- 
thereof, which was referred to the Committee Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of Lincoln Post, of Newark; 
of John M. Wheeler Post, of Montclair; of Uzal Dodd Post, No. 
12, of Orange; and of Major Dandy Post, No. 1438, of Perth Am- 
boy, all of the Department of New Jersey, Grand Army of the 
Republic, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage 
of the so-called old-age pension bill, which were ordered to lie 


be 


tion on 


on the table. 
He also presented the petition of H. B. Cornwall, of Prince- 
ton, N. J., praying for the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 


agreement between the United States and 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Angle Manufacturing 
Co., of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against any change 
being made in the rate of postage on periodicals and magazines, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Hie also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hackensac*, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict 
immigration, which were referred to the Committee Iimmi- 
gration. 

Mr. CARTER. I 
Twe fth 


Canada, which was 


on 


present a joint memorial adopted by the 
Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, which I 


ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 
a 


There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
Conunittee Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands 
ind ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


on 


Senate joint memorial 4. 





Petition to C« to enact such legislation as will be necessary for 
the establishment of pleasure grounds on the irrigation districts now 
laid out, and also naming Fort Shaw Military Post as one of said 
7 ? s 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress of 
th United States assembled: 

The Great West Life Commission, with headquarters at 
Spokane, Wash., a of organization instituted recently by 
the executive department of the Government of the United States with 
a view of inaugurating a movement for the improvement of country-life 
conditions, has for its object the removal of unrest among the farmers 
and their families on account of their isolation from urban enjoyment, 
and especially has for its object the improvement of rural conditions 
80 as to add to the attraction of farm life, and in furtherance of this 


purpose has formulated a plan for the establishment of pleasure grounds 


to be known as the Country Life Commission grounds, on which shall 
be erected halls hoolhouses with suitable athletic fields, picnic grounds, 
and such like auxiliaries, thus affording means for education and 
amusements such as are furnished through the grange hall, harvest 
fea and picnics of the Order of the Patrons of Husbandry, the 
grounds thus to be dedicated to embrace an area of from 10 to 20 
acres, as occasion may demand. 


The State of Montana, desirous of increasing the fascinations of farm 


life, sives its unqualified Indorsement to this movement, and therefore 
Resolved, That we, the Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of | 
Montana, the senate and house cone urring, do hereby petition the Con 
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vising engineers of the several reclamation projects within this State 
shall be empowered to lay out such grounds for pleasure parks—-of from 
10 to 20 acres in every 20,000 acres of reclaimed land—and that the 
title to such parks so established shall be conveyed to a board of trus 
tees to be appointed by the governor of the State, the title so vested to 
be held in trust. 

And we further petition that that portion of the old military post of 
Fort Shaw, abandoned for garrison and Indian school purposes and 
now unused, embracing about 60 acres of land, and described as follows 

Lots 11 and 12, section 2; and that portion of the north one-half 
northeast one-fourth section 11, township 20, north of range 2 west, 
lying north of the Great Northern Sun River line right of way, the 
north one-half northeast one-fourth of section 11 being divided east 
and west by the Great Northern Sun River line right of way, be con 
stituted a pleasure park for the reclamation districts known as the 
Fort Shaw unit of the Sun River reclamation project 

We do the more readily request the dedication of the Fort Shaw 
Military Post grounds for pleasure-park purposes as the buildir 
thereon are adobe and are not in condition to be moved, and the ground 
on which the buildiags stand is valueless for agricultural purposes and 
the territory adjacent to the post is thickly peopied. 

Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the 


secretary of state to the honorable Secretary of the Interior and ou 
Senators and Representative in Congress, with the request that t! 
use every effort within their power to secure the enactment of such 


legislation as is needful to effectuate the purposes herein indicated. 
W. R. ALLEN, President of the Senate. 
W. W. McDoweELL, Speaker of the House. 
Approved February 17, 1911. 
Epwin L. Norris, Governor. 
Filed February 17, 1911, 
A. N. Yoper, Secretary of State. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 

I, A. N. Yoder, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do here! 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of Senate joint mi 
morial No. 4, petitioning Congress to enact such legislation as wil! 
necessary for the establishment of pleasure grounds on the irrigation 
districts now laid out, and also naming Fort Shaw Military Post as 
one of said parks, enacted by the twelfth session of the Legislative 


Assembly of the State of Montana, and approved by Edwin L. Norris, 
governor of said State, on the 17th day of February, 1911. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affixed t! 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 17th day 
of February, A. D. 1911. 
[ SEAL. ] A. N. Yoprr, Secretary of State 

Mr. NIXON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Reno, 
Ney., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called par- 
cels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Federation of 
Citizens’ Associations of Washington, D. C., favoring continu- 
ation of the present public school system, which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the International Pulp and 
Paper Mill Workers’ Unions of Fort Edward, N. Y., remon 
strating against the ratification of the proposed reciproc 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. YOUNG. I present a telegram in the nature of a men 
rial from the secretary of the Commercial Club of Des Moines 
Iowa, relative to the consolidation of the pension agencies. I 
ask that the telegram lie on the table and that it be printed in 
the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to lie 
the table and to be printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 
Drs MOINES, iowa, February 27, 1911. 
Hion. LAFAYETTE YOUNG, js 

Washington, D. C.: 

If pension offices are to be reduced in number by the consolidation 
why not favor the offices located in Government-owned p! 
ties, with adequate facilities for their accommodation? In Des M 
the Government owns a Federal building worth, with grounds, t 
quarters of a million, used exclusively for Federal offices and « 
also another building, worth $500,000, exclusive of real estate, 
exclusively for post office. In the first building is the pension of 
using half of the second floor. The entire first floor, of over 10,0 
square feet, is not now in use and is available for pension office 
would afford more than twice the room now occupied, leaving a 
room for courts, custom, and other Federal offices and for their ex 
sion for the next 50 years. 


officés, 


COMMERCIAL CLUB, 
GEIS BorTsFrorp, Secretary 

Mr. BURTON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cle\ 
land, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to further 
increase the efliciency of the Organized Militia, etc., which \ 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ROOT presented petitions of sundry labor organizations 
of Albany, Amsterdam, Auburn, Buffalo, Batavia, Binghamton, 
Bridgehampton, Brooklyn, Cornwall, Elmira, Glens Falls, Ge 
neva, Hudson, Herkimer, Ithaca, Kingston, Lake Placid, Lock 
port, Lestershire, Montgomery, Minaville, Manlius, New Yo! 
City, Newburgh, New Rochelle, Ogdensburg, Poughkeep: 
Perry, Rochester, Rifton, Syracuse, Union Course, Utica, Wa 
verly, Yonkers, and Valley Stream, all in the State of New : 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation to further re 


strict immigration, which were referred to the Committee on 
gress of the United States for the passage of legislation whereby super- | Immigration, 











1911. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


He also presented a petition of the North Side Beard of 
Trade, of New York City, N. Y., praying for the extension of 
the pneumatic-tube system into the Borough of the Bronx, New 
York City, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Reads. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Grafton, W. Va., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the interstate transmission of race 
gambling bets, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Okonoko, 
W. Va.. remonstrating against any increase being made in the 
rate of postage on periodicals aud magazines, which was or 
dered to lie on the table 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 22270) for the relief of 
Amos M. Barbin, reported it without amendment and submit 
ted a report (No. 1261) thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Finance, to which was 
referred the bill (CH. R. 30281) to provide for the entry under 
bond of exhibits of arts, sciences, and industries, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1262) thereon. 

Mr. OWEN. From the Committee on Post Offices and VPost 
Roads, and on my own behalf, I submit the following report 
to accompany the bill (H. R. 31539) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes. The attention of 
the Senate is called to the amendment proposed by me on the 
1 instant relative to the rate of postage on periodicals and 
rAZi I move that the report be printed as Part 2, Senate 
Report No. 1242, submitted by me a few days ago. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 32486) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 1263) tliereon. 








DUTY ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. LODGE. From the Committee on Finance, I report back 
favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 28626) to amend 
the internal-revenue laws relating to distilled spirits, and for 
ther purposes, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 

ation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 








Be it enacted, etc., That section 5255 of the Revised Statu us 
mended by act of June 3, 1896 (29th Stat., p. 195), amended so as 

read as follows: 

“Sec. 3255. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with th 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may exempt distillers of | 
made exclusively from apples, peaches, grapes, pears, pineapples, ot 

icots, berries, plums, pawpaws, persimmons, prunes, figs, or cl S 





from any provision of this title relating to the manufacture of s] 
e tax thereon, when in his judgment it may seem expedi 
: Provided, That where, in the manufacture of wine, arti 
ng has been used the wine or the fruit pomace residuum 








il SW et i 

y be u in the distillation of brandy, and such use shall not pre- 
vent the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approv of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, from exempting such distiller fror ny provi 

n of this title relating to the manufacture of spirits, except s 
t tax tl n, when, in his judgment, it may seem expedient to do s+ 


Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask a question of the Sen 
tor reporting the bill. I should like to know how much rey 
enue is involved in the exemption of the brandy made from 
those articles. 


Mr. LODGE. Nothing is exempted. The bill will save to 


the Government about $800,000 in revenue. The Senator. of 
urse, in the confusion did not fully get the purpose of the 
bill. The language in which the word “ exempt” occurs is the 


existing law, and the exemption applies to everything except 
taxation. It exempts it from the rules applying to whisky and 
other articles. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was read amid great confusion. 

Mr. LODGE. The necessity arises from this fact. The law 
Says “exclusively,” and it has been held lately that if sugar 
is applied to the grapes or fruit before fermentation then it is 
not exclusively. It would throw out of business a large number 
of manufacturers who have been engaged in business for mot 


than 40 years and cost the Government about $800,000 a year 
. 


n revenue. 
Mr. HEYBURN. The bill was read amid much confusion 
and I caught it imperfectly, but in this day I am inclined to be 


rather on the watch for legislation that diminishes the revenues 
of the Government in one branch so that excuse may exist for 
changing them in another. 

Mr. LODGE, This prevents a reduction of revenue, 














































Mr. OWEN. Let the bill be read. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been o ae 


Senator desire to have it read again? 

Mr. OWEN. I do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without bject the Secre ry 
Will again read the bill 

The bill was again read 


Mr. OWEN. I should like to have a brief ey ! t he 
bill. 
Mr. LODGE. Down to the proviso s the « “t ' 


The Senator will notice that in that law it say x 

as applied to the brandies made from fruit it } 

recently held by the Comptroller that if sugar was ‘ 
the fruits prior to fermentation it was no | er eXé 

and that fruit brandies did not therefore come within 

vision of the law. There is quite a x 

certain States, which has existed for s 1 


of the Treasury Department this bill was n, as 


ision would 








de put an end to that form of indt ¥y and \ dl 
ost the Government some SSOU,000 ; year in reve e, 

The bill has Passe 1 the House una ‘ Si\ rh is recon 
mended by the department. All that is new is the s 
which says even if the sugar is used beforehand they 
be classified as fruit brandi 


Mr. OWEN. I have no objection to the bil! 





Phere being noe objection, the | was considered s 
Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported to the Senate wit { rm 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time nd passed 

rAX ON ALCOHO! 

Mr. LODGE. From the Committee on 1 
favorably and ask for the present consideration of the | 
(H. R. 29857) to amend section 3287 of the Revised St: te 
of the United States as amended by section 6 of chapter 10S 
of an act approved May 28, 1880, at page 145, volume 21, United 
States Statutes at Large. 

Phe Secretary read the bill: and, by unanim« consent, the 
= = i Com t otf he \V\ t 
sideration It proposes to amend sé ” | | 
Statutes of the United States, as amended St ’ 6 ol 
chapter 108 of an act approved May 28, 1880 ge 145, of 
vol 21, United States Statutes at Lars 

ollows: 

Provided further, That al 

ee of tax l | is 

464, Revised S ‘ { 

om the r it Ss t 

osed 1 tl storage tanks s 1 ! 

: f sferred y I 

pon tl ‘ 
I Secret I I 


The bill was reported to the Senate y it a l it 
ordered to a third readivg, read the third time ] passe 


back favorably, without amendment ] H. BR. 17483) 
amending section 1709 of t R 1 St l 
States I ask unanimous const ! ! 


There being no object the ‘ 
the W hole proceeded to ide? 4 I ne to 
mend section 1709 of the I s s ! i 
States by the additi of tl fo ! 

~ +? ? \ ? ‘ 

l nd f { © 

re s effects to }t 
whic hay heretof 

l pay th ‘ 

| ition Ik these effs 
nt within two yea! 
ad =¢ l 6 ‘ 

lebtedne ( t ’ 
ess: I 
5 t | 
T1 
{ otnee 4 

The 1 vas ¢ ! 1 to < 1 
ordered to a third 1 ad 1 | | 

Mr. BURROWS. Fro the ¢ mittee | 
Elections, I report | k fi rablv the b (S. 10862) 
the regulations respe g¢ the n ier of | ‘ 
se tors, which I ask may g » th ; 

Mr. ROOT. I sk the chair1 1 of the « ! ee if ‘ 





not his intention to ask for the present consid n ‘ 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michiga ted 
i} that he wished the bill to go to the calendar. 
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Mr. ROOT 


If the chairman of the committee expressed the 


wish that the bill should go to the calendar, I have nothing 
further to say; but if the Senator has no personal objection, as 
the bill relates to the matter of the election of Senators, I ask 


for its present consideration. Let the bill be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill just 
reported by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I object, Mr. President. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill 
wili be placed on the calendar. 


CLAIMS FOR LOSS OR DAMAGE TO PRIVATE PROPERTY, 


Ir. BURNHAM. From the Committee on Claims, I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 10890) for the 
payment of certain claims for damages to and loss of private 
property. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of that bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appro- 
priate $25,535.22 for payment of 200 approved claims for dam- 
ages to and loss of private property belonging to citizens of the 
United States, Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands that have 
arisen previous to February 21, 1911, estimated for’in House 
Documents Nos. 1242 and 1404, Sixty-first Congress, third ses- 
sion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 


THE SENATE MANUAL, 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Rules, reported the 
following resolution (S. Res. 378), which was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to (S. Doe. No. 846) : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to prepare a new 
edition of the Senate Manual, and that there be printed 4,000 copies 
of the same for the use of the committee, of which 200 copies shall be 
bound in full morocco and tagged as to contents. 

AFFAIRS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. PILES. I submit a concurrent resolution and ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 
42), as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee of both Houses of Congress is hereby appointed, 
to be composed of five members of the Senate, to be appointed by the 
Presiding Officer thereof, and five members of the House of Representa- 
tives, to be appointed by the Speaker thereof; and any vacancy on the 
committee shall be filled in the same manner as the original appoint 
ment. The said committee is hereby empowered and directed, by subcom 


such times and places as they may deem desirable, to visit Alaska and 
make a thorough investigation of existing conditions and of the re 
sources and needs of that Territory, to employ a stenographer and such 
other assistants as may be necessary to carry out the purposes for which 
such committee is created 


The said joint committee shall conclude its investigation and report 
to the Sixty-second Congress the result thereof, together with its rec- 
ommendations concerning such legislation as may be advisable regard- 
ing Alaska The expenses incurred by said joint committee shall be 
= equally out of the contingent funds of the Senate and House of 
tepresentatives upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate and of the Commit 
tee on Accounts of the House of Representatives, respectively. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the concurrent resolution? 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will not ob- 
ject to the consideration of the resolution. It is a matter of 
importance, and not something of mere passing moment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under the law the resolution will have 
to go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex 
penses of the Senate, and therefore can not be acted upen now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas: 

A bill (S. 10806) for the relief of Lizzie E. McCord, adminis- 
tratrix of Moses SS, McCord, deceased: to the Committee on 
Claims, 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 10897) granting an increase of compensation to 
bookbinders, printers, pressmen, clerks, and laborers in the 
Government Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $3,500 for the salary of the Superintendent of Documents, 
Government Printing Office, intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DU PONT submitted an amendment relative to the re- 
quirement of the 40-foot open space for fire protection at the 


| post office at Smyrna, Del., ete., intended to be proposed by him 


to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURNHAM submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $12,000 to pay the State of New Hampshire for land and 
fort in Portsmouth Harbor ceded to the United States, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, which was ordered to be printed and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $25,000 for the establishment of a fish-cultural station in 
the State of Wyoming, etc., intended to be propoged by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURKETT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $10,000 to provide the necessary conduits, cables, wires, 
and labor in connecting the central heating, electric light, and 
power plant from Freedmen’s Hospital to the various buildings 
on the Howard University grounds, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRANE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,000 to pay the Norcross Bros. Co. for certain work 
in remodeling the fourth floor of the Treasury Building, ete., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $50,000 for the establishment of a biological and fish- 
cultural station on the St. Johns River, Fla., etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment proposing to settle the 
accounts of former postmasters who served at post offices in 
the various States and Territories of the United States be- 
tween July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, ete., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to pay the sal- 


|; ary accounts of certain former postmasters of the State of 
mittee or otherwise, to sit during the sessions or recess of Congress at | 


Colorado between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, ete., intended 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $5,000 for the construction of a walk from the National! 
Military Cemetery at Natchez, Miss., to the sidewalks of that 
city, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Aj pro- 
priations. 

Mr. BRADLEY submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $45,000 for the completion of the post-office building 
at Lancaster, Ky., intended to be proposed by him to the sendry 
civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment relative to chaplains 
in the Navy, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the nava! 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BANKHEAD submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $101,938.81 in settlement of the claims of the Mobile 
Marine Dock Co., ete., intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $14,000, being an additional amoynt for the police 


fund of the District of Columbia, and $7,000 for the firemen’s 
relief fund of the District of Columbia, ete... intended to be 


proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment relative to the employment 
of substitute teachers in the public schools of the District of 
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civil appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed, and, | ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on | amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
Appro rriations. * $1,600": and the Senate agree to the same 


| 

Columbia, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry | That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
| 

Hie also submitted an amendment relative to the granting of | That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 


leaves of absence to members of the fire department of the | ment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with 

Ivistrict of Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the | an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 

sundry civil appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed, | “ $114,086 ”: and the Senate agree to the same. 

and. with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee | That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 

on Appropriations. ment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with 
Mr. PAYNTER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- | an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 

propriate $2,000 for the salary of one pay-roll clerk, office of | said amendment insert the following: “ The provisions of the 


tl e Deputy Public Printer, ete., intended to be proposed by him | act approved March 15, 1898, as amended by the act approved 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to | July 7, 1898, regulating leave of absence to employees of the 


the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. Federal Government, are hereby made applicable to the regular 
WAGES AND COMMODITIES. 


annual employees of the government of the District of Colum- 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 377), 


bia, except the police and fire departments, and public-school 
officers, teachers, and employees”; and the Senate agree to the 


which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to 

: , my. | Same, 
(S. Doe. No. S47): mn" , : ; t 

h lved, That the report of the select committee of the Senate au Phat the House recede from tts disagreement to the amend 
t d to investigate and make report relative to wages and com ment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with 
I s, and the views of a minority, together with the hearings and | an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


es, be printed as a document. 


a “$179,810 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 
RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
Mr. DU PONT. I present an article on Canadian reciprocity | ment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with 
and the American farmer and manufacturer, which I ask may | an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
be printed as a document (S. Doc. No. 842). said amendment insert the following: “ two cataloguers, at $540 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. | each’; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will inquire of the Senator from Dela- That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ware what the paper relates to? ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with 
Mr. DU PONT. It is in regard to Canadian reciprocity. I | an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 

will state to the Senator that it contains a great deal of valu- | “ $40,940”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

able information. That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


Mr. GALLINGER. If we go into the matter of printing edi- ment of the Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with an 
torials in the Recorp on Canadian reciprocity, I have a basket- | amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
ful of them against it. I suppose this paper is in favor of reci- | “ $123,650”; and the Senate agree to the same. 
procity. I think if the Senator could have it printed as a docu- That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment and not encumber the Recorp with it, it would be better. ments of the Senate numbered 89 and 90, and agree to the same 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the request | with amendments as follows: Transpose said amendments and 


to be to have it printed as a document. | insert the same on page 33 of the bill, after line 26, amended 
Mr. GALLINGER, I think the Senator from Delaware asked | as follows: In line 8 of amendment numbered 89 strike out the 

for both. word “ seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ one 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand | hundred”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

the request. The order is that it be printed as a document. That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
Hf. R. 50292. An act to change the name of the Public Health 


ment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
** $65,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 


and Marine-Hospital Service to the Public Health Service, to rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with an 


increase the pay of officers of said service, and for other pur- | eer mB ; ; : Perce ea 
poses, was read twice by its title and referred to the Commit- | amendment as follows : In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
tee on Public Health and National Quarantine. FISD O00"; ane the Renate agree to the same, 

I. J. Res. 290. Joint resolution authorizing the President to Phat the House recede rene ae Gisngrecenent ” the — 
appoint a competent person to investigate the manufacture of | M€Bt of the Senate numbered 95, and agree to the same with 
white phosphorus matches and report to the next session of | *mendments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
Congress was read twice by its title and referred to the | >-00,000," and on page 35 of the bill, in line 24, after the 
Committee on Finance. word “ specifications,” insert the following: 


‘ Provided further, That whenever it shall appear to said com- 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. missioners that the work now performed under contract, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: namely, street sweeping and cleaning alleys and unimproved 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


streets, can, in their judgment, be performed under their imme- 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R., | diate direction more advantageously to the District, then, in 
31856) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of | that event, said commissioners are hereby authorized to per 
he government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year | form any part or all of said work in such manner, and to em 
ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, having met, after ploy all necessary personal services, and purchase and maintain 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do| such street-cleaning apparatus, horses, harness, carts, wag 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: tools, and equipment as may be necessary for the purpose, 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, | and of this appropriation the sum of $40,000 is hereby made 
3. 11, 20, 30, 31, 37, 38, 39, 46, 50, 59, 65, 69, 75, 78, 79, 80. | immediately available.” 


8&3. S4, 85, 86, 101, 104, 107, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115. | And the Senate agree to the same. 
116, 117, 118, 123, 129, 134, 137, 140, 142, 143, 147, 150, 152, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


159, 164, 165, 171, 172, 175, 176, 181, 187, 188, 190, 191, 196, | ment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with 
199, 200, 202, 203, 204, 205, 209, 213, 220, 222, 230, 231, 232, 235, | an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 


SS ’ 
o 


«20S, 259, and 240. said amendment insert the following: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- “Interior Park: For the condemnation of land in the interior 
ments of the Senate numbered 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 16, 17, | of square 534, within the limiting lines shown on approved 
18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 32, 33, 35, 36, 40, 41, | plans in the office of the Engineer Commissioner of the District 
42. 43, 44, 45. 47. 51, 52. 53. 54. 55. 56, 57, 58, 60, 61, 62, 63, | of Columbia, and for the development of the land so acquired 
G4, 66, 67, 68, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 76, 77, 82, 87, 88, 91, 92, 96, | as an interior park: Provided, That the said land shall be con- 
97, 98, 99, 100, 103, 108, 119, 120, 122, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128,| demned by a proceeding in rem in accordance with the pro 
130, 131, 185, 188, 189, 141, 144, 146, 153, 154, 158, 162, 166, | visions of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for 
167, 168, 169, 170, 178. 174, 177, 180, 182, 183, 184, 189, 193, | the District of Columbia within six months after the date of 

214, 
234, 


194, 197, 206, 210, 212, 215, 216, 217, 221, 223, 224, 225,| the passage of this act: And provided further, That of the 





1 
4 
4 
1 
1 


226, 227, 228, 229, 233, 234, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, | amount found to be due and awarded by the jury in said con- 
«45, and 249, and agree to the same. demnation proceedings as damages for and in respect of the 
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land to be condemned, plus the cost and expense of said pro- 
‘ ot less than one-third thereof shall be assessed by 
t \ : benefits, $78,000.” 

e So te agree to the same. 


he House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

hii of the Senate numbered 105, and agree to the same with 

follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
nd the Senate agree to the same. 

rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
n t of the Senate to the same with 
dment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 

and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Ilouse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed in- 
*; and the Senate agree to the same. 

use recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as fellows: In lieu of the number proposed in- 
sert “sixty; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
© $940,000.50"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
$536,170"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with 
an ameudment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$51,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: 
** $128,800 ”; 


iM ent as 


numbered 106, and agree 
an amel 


“S13 500”: 


and the Senate agree to the same. 


ment of the Senate numbered 151, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “ The Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia are hereby directed to make an investiga- 


tion as to the necessity of installing a high-pressure fire-service 


In lieu of the sum proposed insert | 
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i ** $6,480 ” 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 


FEBRUARY 28. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 179, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said 
amendment insert the following: “900°; and the Senate oeree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 185, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: 


In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“S40”: 


and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 186, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“ $97.015”: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 

ment of the Senate numbered 192, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
$34,000”; and the Senate agree to the same, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 195, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: On page S4 of the bill, in line 16, 
strike out the words “four hundred and eighty.” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “six hundred”; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 198, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed iisert 
“$17,220”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 201, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed iusert 
“$48,290”: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 207, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: “ stableman, $800”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 208, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 211, and agree to the same with 





|} an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 


system in the business section of the city of Washington, and | 


to report the results of such investigation 


to Congress at its 
next regular session ” 


; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 155, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “Provided, That hereafter any 
inspector of dairies and dairy farms may act as inspector of 
live stock when directed by the health officer”: and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 156, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: On page 6S of the bill, in line 6. 
strike out the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“fifteen ’’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 157, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted’ by 
said amendment insert the following: “ For the construction of 
a pound and stable, to be immediately available, $10,000: Pro- 
vided, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
authorized to build said pound and stable on public space owned 
or controlled by said District adjacent to James Creek Canal”: 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 160, and agree to the same with 
aun amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
$11,740”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
ment of the Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: “‘ Deputy financial clerk, 
$1,500"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 163, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$28,380; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disag 


agreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 178, and agree to the same with 
iil 


an In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
* $5,600"; and the Senate agree to the same. 


to the amend- 


amendment as follows: 


* $15,930; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 218, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 22 of said amendment, afte: 
the word “‘ workhouse,” insert the following: “or in the Wash 
jngton Asylum and Jail”; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 219, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed inser 
“$48,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 236, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
“$sO”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the an l 
ment of the Senate numbered 257, and agree to the same 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed itse! 
“$80”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
B. R. TI_MaAn, 
Managers oun the part of the Sen! 
WASHINGTON GARDNER, 
E. L. Tayror, Jr., 
A. S. BurLeson, 
Managers on the part of the Hous 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state that the only change 
report is that the House disagreed to the provision increasing 
the salaries of the Commissioners of the District of Columb 

The report was agreed to. 

RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA, 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, before the morning business 
closes I wish to ask that a certain portion of a letter submitted 
and read into the Recorp on the 2ist day of February, 1911. ! 
expunged therefrom. The letter is one which deals with the sul 


ject of Canadian reciprocity, and, while it contains many im)” 
tant and strong points on that subject, it also contains n 
things that ought not to have gone into the Recorp. 
of that letter stated: 

I am so stirred up that I can not but express my resentment. 

And he carried this spirit into his letter so strongly that I 
think he gave vent to some expressions which, if he had con- 


The writer 





chive a ENG IE 
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sidered them, he would not have cared to be spread upon the 
RECORD. 

Mr. President, the portion of the letter which I ask to have 
expunged refers to Mr. James J. Hill, and it, to some extent, 
questions his integrity and capability. As one of the repre- 
sentatives of the great Northwest, I feel it incumbent upon me 
to say that there is no man in the whole country who has done 
more for the upbuilding, and for the general welfare of the 
entire northwestern section of this country than has Mr. Hill, 
and I know of no American citizen who is more patriotic, sin- 
cere, ardent, and industrious than is he, in laboring for what 
he considers the best interest of the country. The great irriga- 
tion project which is to make productive vast sections of the 
West is only one of the fruits of his careful investigations and 
zealous labor. The value of his studious life in bringing home 
to the country the rapid and worse than wasteful exhaustion 
of our national resources, and his instructive addresses over the 
whole country on the subject of increasing the fertility and 
productiveness of our farms, are beyond computation. While I 
am compelled to differ from him upon the effect of the Cana- 
dian reciprocity matter, I can not question, nor do I think any 
other person can justly question, the patriotism of his purpose 
or his integrity in compiling and presenting facts and figures 
to the public. 

Mr. President, this letter was received by my colleague, the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. GRonnaA], and was immediately 
presented without much time for careful reading. I am certain 
that had he read over carefuly every paragraph of it, he would 
have bluepenciled certain portions before he asked that the 
letter should go into the Recorp. The Recorp should contain 
no personality or vitriolic accusation of any character against 
any person. I was going to suggest to my colleague that he 
himself, inasmuch as he asked for the reading of the letter, | 
should request that the portion to which I have referred be 
expunged; but, inasmuch as he is not present in the Chamber 
at this time, I can say that I have talked with him upon the 
subject, and that I am certain that he agrees with me, and 
that he would say to the Senate were he present that this por- 
tion inadvertently printed into the Recorp ought to be expunged. 

I will therefore ask, Mr. President, that on page 3040, second 
column, of the Recorp of February 21, after the word “ us,” in 
the eleventh line of the tenth paragraph of the letter, all that 
follows, down to and including the word “ rot,” be stricken out, 
and also that ail but the first four lines of the second paragraph 
from the bottom of the column be expunged, so that the para- 
graph will close with the word “way.” I ask that the order 
may be made at this time. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request | 
of the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none, 


and the matter referred to will be expunged from the Recorp. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, Executive clerk, announced that the President had ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

On February 27, 1911: 

5.608. An act for the relief of Charles T. 
nuel H. Proctor; 


Tr 


Gallagher and 


Sal 


Ss. 7640. An act for the the relief of James M. Sweat; 
S. 7804. An act for the relief of David Jay Jennings; and 
8.10015. An act for rebuilding and improving the present 


light and fog-signal station at Lincoln Rock, Alaska, or for 
building another light and fog-signal station upon a different 
site near by. 

On February 28, 1911: 

8.5452. An act to authorize the city of Seattle, Wash., to 


purchase certain lands for the protection of the source of its | 


water supply; and 
8. 10318. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
grant further extensions of time within which to make proof 
on desert-land entries in the counties of Benton, Yakima, and 
Klickitat. 
REPORT OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines and ordered to be printed: 

T'o the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the 
annual report of the Philippine Commission for the year ended 
June 30, 1910. 


y Wm. H. Tart. 
Tue Waite House, February 28, 1911. 


i ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House still 


further insists upon its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 28406) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and 
for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 1912; 
agrees to still further conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Burke of South Dakota, Mr. CAMPBELL, and Mr. STePHENS 
of Texas managers at the conference on the-part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the fol- 
lowing bills: 

S. 9908. An act to authorize the Sheridan Railway and Light 
Co. to construct and operate railway, telegraph, telephone, 
electric. power, and trolley lines through the Fort Mackenzie 
Military Reservation, and for other purposes; and 

S. 9904. An act granting certain rights of way on the Fort 
D. A. Russell Military Reservation, at Cheyenne, Wyo., for rail- 
road and county road purposes. 


av) 


SHERIDAN RAILWAY 

Mr. WARREN submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 9903) 
to authorize the Sheridan Railway & Light Co. to construct 
and operate railway, telegraph, telephone, electric power, and 
trolley lines through the Fort Mackenzie Military Reservation, 
having met, after full and free have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement 
ment of the House, and agree to the same. 


& LIGHT CoO, 


conference 


to the amend- 


F. BE. WARREN, 
M. G. BULKELEY, 
JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
ad. A. %. HOTS. 
F. C. STEVENS, 
JAMES Hay, 
Managers on the part of the 
The report was agreed to. 


House, 


FORT D. A, RUSSELL MILITARY RVATION. 
Mr. WARREN submitted the following report: 


RES 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 
| 9904) granting certain rights of way on the Fort D. A. Russell 


Military Reservation at Cheyenne, Wyo., for railroad and 
county road purposes, having met, after full and free confer- 
re- 
spective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its amendment. 

FE. E. WARREN, 

M. G. BULKELEY, 

JAS. P, TALIAFERRO, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. A. FB. FEUER, 

EF. C. STEVENS, 

JAMES Hay, 


Managers on the part of the House 

The report was agreed to. 

ATLANTIC COAST LINE RAILROAD CO, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Order of Business 1126, being the bill (S. 
102397) for the relief of the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill named by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURKETT. I object to the consideration of any bills by 


unanimous consent, unless we can go to the calendar and con 
sider the bills there in regular order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska objects, 
SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 


Mr. LORIMER. Mr. President, last Wednesday when 
made some remarks to the Senate, in referring to the organiza 
tion of the forty-sixth general assembly I made reference to a 
member of that body, Francis Brady, and I also referred to the 
use of patronage in organizing that body. Yesterday the Sena- 


[ 











tor fr Ss 1 Dakota [Mr. CRAWFoRD] read into the Rrecorp 
stat ‘ tempting to refute some of the statements that I 
nh J a telegram, which I send to the Secretary's 
di the speaker of the forty-sixth general assembly, and 
[I ask tl it be read. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection the Secretary 
will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
CuicaGco, ILL., Fe dary 27, ILL. 
II VW : &, j 
United Statcs Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
rhe esentativ Francis P. Brady came to my office and pledged his 
vote for me for speaker voluntarily in November, 1908. Later he 
ret and sai t was against Gov. Deneen vis! and he could 
not e, tl it would lose him his State patronage and he with 
drew pledge pport 
EpWARD D. SUURTLEF: 
Mr. LORIMER Mr. President, I also pre it a telegram 


from Representative Brownback, which I ask to have read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read requested 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sr. Louris, Mo., February 27, 1911. 
Hion. W 1 LORIM 
Senat Washington, D. C.: 
Report that Go Deneen made no effort to organize the forty-sixth | 
I is absolutely untrue He urged me to join his forces | 
and i ted that he would defeat Shurtleff for speaker even if it was | 
ne vy t ise all of the patronage of his office J. W. Ford, presi- 


dent of Ford Manufacturing Co., was present at this interview 
D. D. BROWNDACK. 
Mr. LORIMER. I submit a further telegram. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the third telegram. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Sr. Louis, Mo., February 27, 1911. 
llon. WILLIAM LORIMER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
I was present when Gov. Deneen told Representative Brownback that 
he was doing everything within his power to defeat Shurtleff for speaker 


for the Forty-sixth General Assembly of Illinois and that he was cer- 
tain that he would win the fight Deneen promised Representative 
Brownback in my presence, among other things, that he would make me 
a commissioner of southern Illinois penitentiary in ! ded him 


in Shurtleff’s defeat, 


HOT SPRINGS (ARK.) RESERVATION 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of two bills. One supplements the other. They 
relate to the Hot Springs in Arkansas and are matters neces- 
sary to the due administration of affairs there. It will require 
but a moment or two to consider both of them. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair hears none. 


The bill (1. R. 32082) limiting the privileges of the Govern- | 


ment free bathhouse on the public reservation at Hot Springs, 
Ark., to persons who are without and unable to obtain the 


means to pay for baths was considered as in Committee of the | 


Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, | 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 31806) to amend section 1 of the act ap- 
proved March 2, i907, being an act to amend an act entitled 
“An act conferring jurisdiction upon United States commis 
sioners over offenses committed on a portion of the permanent 
Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, Ark.,” was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without am 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GREELEY-ARIZONA IRRIGRATION CO. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I ask unanimous consent to ll up the 
bill (S. 10808) to authorize the Greeley-Arizona Irrigation Co. 
to build a dam across the Colorado River at or near Head Gate 
Rock, near Parker, in Yuma County, Ariz. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands with amendments, on page 1, after the word “dam,” 
in line 5, to strike out the words welve feet high,” and on 
page 2, line 3, after the word “ within,” to strike out “ five” 
and insert ‘‘ four,” so as to read: 


+ 





That tl Greeley-Arizona Irrigation Co., a corporation organized 
under tl aws of Arizona, is hereby authorized to construct, maintain, 
and operate a diversion dam in and across the Colorado River at a 
pl » | wn as Head Gate Rock, near Parker, Yuma C<¢ t 1 the 
Territory of Arizona, in aceordance with the provisior f tl act 
ap! ved June 25, 1910, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to regulate the construction of dams across navigab! ters,’ ap- 
proved June 21, 1906:" Provided, That the actual construction of said 
dam shall be begun within two years and completed within four years 


from the date of the passa of this act. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

G. A. EMBRY. 

Mr. BRADLEY. I desire to call up and ask immediate « 
sideration of the bill (S. 5087) for the relief of G. A. Embry. 

Mr. STONE. I gave notice that after the reading of th 
Journal this morning I would proceed to address the Senate on 
the resolution relating to the right of the Senator from LIllinoi 
[Mr. Lorimer] to occupy his seat. The Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. OWEN] gave notice that he would proceed at 2 o’clock. I 


have been depending upon the chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections to see to it that two hours, at least, 
were not taken up with other matters. 

I now give notice on my own account, which is rather a 
delicate and embarrassing thing for me or for any other Sena 
tor or gentleman to do, that after this bill has been disposed of 
I shall object to the consideration of any other bill. I wish to 
say that I do so solely because I do not wish to trespass fur 
than is necessary upon the Senator from Oklahoma. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kentucky? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
G. A. Embry, of Estill County, Ky., $200 in full compensation 
for services rendered the United States during the war with 
Spain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


lh 





ther 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask that the unfinished business be laid 
before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan asks 
that the unfinished business be laid before the Senate. The 
Secretary will state it. 

The Secretary. A resolution (S. Res. 315) relative to the 
election of WILLIAM LoRIMER as Senator from the State of 
Illinois. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, because of an illness from which 
I suffered during December and the early part of January my 
vitality was somewhat impaired, and as I have not yet re 
covered from the exhausting experiences of last night I do not 
know whether I will be strong enough to complete what I have 
to say or not. Nevertheless I will do the best I can. 

Mr. President, before I take up the matter immediately be 
fore the Senate I desire to advert briefly to two other matters 
not connected with the Lorimer case. The first of these re 
lates to something which occurred here last night. During the 
proceedings last night, when the chair was occupied by a dis 
tinguished Senator, not by the Vice President, the Senator fro 
Texas [Mr. BatLrey] rose, simultaneously with other Senators, 
and asked recognition of the Chair, which was given him. He 
then demanded that when the vote should be taken on the pend 
ing resolution—that is, the Lorimer resolution —it should be 
taken by yeas and nays. 

Immediately I rose to my feet. Two other Senators—the 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] and the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp]—also rose immediately, and 
| all of us addressed the Chair with such vigor and volume olf 
voice as we could command. The Chair would not recognize 
us, but proceeded arbitrarily to submit the question to the 
Senate, whether the yeas and nays should be ordered. 

After that I raised the question of order that the Cha 
had no right under the rules and the parliamentary practi 
obtaining in this body to persist in submitting that question to 
the Senate when Senators were clamoring for recognition. Th 
Chair overruled the point of order, and from that ruling | 
appealed. The Chair submitted it to the Senate, and the Sen- 
ate by a decisive vote sustained the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss the question in- 
volved at length. I well know that there are other Sen:tors 
so much better versed in the rules of the Senate and the pri 
cedure which has characterized this body for years, and with 
parliamentary law in general, that I prefer to leave a ful! dis- 
cussion of the question involved to them on some suitable 
future occasion, and I have assurance that that will be done 
when such an occasion presents itself. 

I wish now merely to register my protest against the ac 
curacy of the ruling I challenged. I know it has one or two 
precedents made in the recent past to support it, precedents 
| established very much in the same way as this one. Mr. Prest- 
| dent, I desire to say that if that ruling is to stand as the per- 
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manent judgment of the Senate, then we have now sndeiiiee | 
practically established cloture. We have now a rule of parlia- 
mentary procedure against which many of the greatest Senators 
who have ever served in this body have resolutely and con 
sistently stood, and it never found a place in the laws govern- 
ing the Senate until within a very recent date. | 

Mr. President, if an alert occupant of the chair, instinct with 
the spirit of usurption, refuses to see, hear, or recognize a | 
Senator when he rises to address the Chair, as I did last night, 
and persists in ignoring his calls for recognition, and goes 
on in spite of protests to submit the demand for the yeas and 
nays. and to count the hands uplifted in support of the de 
a ind to declare that the yeas and nays have been ordered 
if that is to be the permanent policy and rule of the Senate, 
hen we have reached a point when substantial cloture exists 
in this body. With the occupant of the chair in sympathy 
with and having knowledge of the purpose of the Senator 
whom he recognizes, it can easily be arranged for the recog- 
nition of the favored Senator, submit his demand to the Senate 
in spite of clamorous protests, and declare that the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. If that is to be the rule of conduct, 
then we have progressed or receded, as you may regard it, in 
the parliamentary procedure of the Senate of the United States. 

With an alert and willing occupant of the chair, aided by a 
well-coached clerk sitting just in his front, he can, with the 
slightest lull in the proceedings, start the roll call, and thus 
end the debate by sharp practice. 

Mr. President, I have heard Senators on this floor within 

week, as well as on former occasions, protest in eloquent 
terms against the Sutherland amendment to the resolution 
providing for the direct election of Senators, saying it opened 
a way to the enactment of a force bill and to other statutory 
evils that might afflict any State or section of the country, and 
at this time and in the immediate future, the Southern States 
especially. 

Mr. President, I devoutly hope no such legislative crime as 
a force bill will be presented to the Congress of the United 
States in future. I hardly believe one will be, and yet it is 
within thé scope of the possible, may I not even say the prob- 
able, that many extremely objectionable measures of one kind 
or another may be forced through the Senate without deliberate 
consideration and full debate and by the arbitrary denial of 
a Senator’s parliamentary rights. 

I think this is a question that Senators on both sides of this 
Chamber should deeply reflect upon. If this precedent is a 
bad one, it should be set aside. It is highly important that it 
be looked into, that it may be determined whether it so reflects 
the final, thoughtful, and deliberate judgment of the Senate 
that it should stand. I can not believe that the great Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate], who has served with such distinction 
and great influence in this body for a generation, believes in 
the correctness of this ruiing, and I am confident no Senator 
on this side would consent to such a change in the parlia 
mentary practice of the Senate as this ruling would bring about. 

Saying this much, Mr. President, I will dismiss the subject, 
at least for the present. I may recur to it on some other and 
more opportune occasion, 

There is one other subject not connected with the Lorimer 
case to which I desire to advert. The Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. McCumper] moved this morning—and I think 
very properly—to expunge certain parts of a letter inserted a 
few days since in the Recorp at the instance and on the re 
quest of his colleague [Mr. GronnA]. At the time the letter 
was read the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hrysurn] in- 
timated an objection to having a letter phrased as that was 
being incorporated in the Recorp, but he did not press the ob- 


jection. Shortly afterwards, because of the personally offensive | 


nature of the letter, I made a direct objection to its insertion in 


the CoNGREssionaL Recorp, but the Chair ruled that as the | 


Senate had given consent to the reading of the paper an objec 
tion would not prevent its being read: but he said he would 
submit it to the Senate, which he did, and the Senate, by a 
vote, authorized the whole letter to be read and inserted in the 
Recorp. This letter may have made special reference to oth- 
ers, I do not recall, but the gentleman to whom the paper par 
ticularly referr 
th Great Northern Railway. I do not know why Mr. Hill ad 
are ssed this letter to me, but he did. I think it appropriate 
in the circumstances that this communication from Mr. Hill 
should also be inserted in the Recorp, The letter is as follows: 





i Sr. PAuL, MINN., February 25, 1911 
Hon. WILLIAM J. Sronr. ; 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
G My Dear Sexaror: The newspapers contain an account of Senator 
Gaon xa, of South Dakota, having procured the reading in the Senate 
oS Ween in which was stated a number of assumed prices of wheat 
in nnipeg, Chicago, ete., and that Great Northern stock went from 


fi 
| each day of the months of November, 1910, January, 1911, and the firs 


1 was Mr. James J. Hill, the official head of | 
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129 to 136 on the day after the reciprocity agreement was passed 


the Llouse The attached memorandum, which I have prepared, yn - 
clusively disposes of both statements 
I also inelose a copy of an article written by a North Dakota farmer 
ntitled “ The tarif€ brought home,” which 1 think you will find i: 
teresting 
Yours, very truly, Jas. J. Hii 


Che matter referred to in Mr. Hill’s communication is as fol- 
lows; and to this I invite the considerate, if not prayerful, at 
tention of the Senate, and especially of the Senators from North 
Dakota: 


MR. HILL’S MEMORAN 
According to the news reports, Senator Gronwna, of North Dakota, pr 
ired the reading in the United States Senate of a letter in wl 
was stated that wheat pr s are now higher in Winnipeg than in ¢ 


cago, although they were formerly lower, and that Great N 
stock went from 129 to 136 on the day after the reciprocity : 


was passed by the House. The Senator makes himself as direct 





sponsible for these statements, if they are correctly reported, as if 
had uttered them himself Senator McCumper, of North Dak 

also said to have stated that American wheat prices have been for m 
years from 15 to 17 cents } ron the American than on the Canadian 
side of the line. Both Senators are fighting reciprocity on the ground 
that it will injure the American farmer They both show a fine dist 
card of facts, which the country is coming to expect from opponents of 
the treaty. Since their attacks is inspired by public statements mace 


by me, the facts should be stated 

I have taken the closing prices of May wheat as officially reported for 
‘ t 
16 days of February on which the exchanges were open in February o 
both 1910 and 1911 This covers the period to February 21, 1911 ] 
have averaged these figures to obtain the monthly averages for each of 
the three great markets—Chicago, Minneapolis, and Winnipeg. The re 
sults are not opinions, but facts. The following are the figures 


Chicago. Minneapolis.) Winr 





November, 1910 _ ” ] 4 

Jan , 1911 99.6 106.5 08 .6 
7, 1910 (16 days) 111.5 111.7 106.1 
7, 1911 (16 days) 93.7 100 05.6 


polis prices were practically identical. 


polis price was 9.4 cents higher A 
year later it was 6.3 cents lows Ibid tariff or reciprocity make these 
changes? Last February Winnipeg was 5.6 cents below Minneapolis, 
and 5.4 below Chicago Now it is 1.9 cents above Chicago and 
1.4 cents below Minneapolis With adverse freight charges of 10 and 
16 cents per bushel how would Winnipeg wheat affect Minneapolis and 
Chicago? May wheat this month was 11.7 cents lower than it w 


A year ago Chicago and Minne: 
Eight months later the Minneay 











the same month last year in Minneapolis It was 17.8 lower in 
Chicago than it was a year agi Look at the Winnipeg wheat market 
during the time when reciprocity was being most actively considered 
May wheat sold in Winnipeg at 974 on the first day of the prese 

month It fell to 943 on the 15th On the 23d it fell to 91%, I 
6 cents below the price of three weeks befor All the opponents of 


annexation in Canada are shouting that it will reduce the price of 































Canadian wheat, while on our side they are shouting that it will d 
press the American price. Their claims destroy each other. The 
fore, according to the line of rgument used by the gentlemen cited 
the proposal of reciprocity has caused wheat to fall 50 per cent 1 
in Chicago than in Minneapolis Phere is no end to the absurdities 
and contradictions that may be created by this method as long as this 
country is a large exporter of wheat 
Prices, as I have shown, vary just as much and more between local 
marl in this country where there is no tarifl For 10 years the 
ave! price in California has been 12 cents a bushel higher than in 
Ore nd in South Carolina 13 cents higher than in North Carolina 
The } vest price of wheat for May delivery in Chicago varied last 
year from $1.11] in August to 98 cents in November; from $1.05} in 
October to 9S cents in November The table given above exhibits far 
more singular fluctuations in respect to where the tariff can not apply 
than in those where it does 
The basic price of wheat is fixed in Liverpool and varies with the 
world’s supply and demand It has been affected by a visible supply 
ranging from 20,000,000 to 40,000,000 bus! 1 upward larger than 
a year ago, and by a world’s yield which me estir as high 
25,000,000 bushels larger. The local markets have additional variati 
from purely local causes. Minneapolis is reported as having nearly 
three times as much wheat in store as she had a year ago rl 
} the Minneapolis price has declined To ascribe such chang W 
causes are perfectly visible, to tariff or reciprocity is like charging tl 
comet with an epidemic of infantile paralys 
Referring briefly to the price of Great Northern stock, which |! 
connection with this matter except in minds either ignorant 
frankness, the official record shows that the lest quota » tl 
was 1514 on the Ist day of lebruary It was 1323 last Octo "\ 
the reciprocity question had not been raised I t Ma it v 140} 
and last January 145%. 
Let us dispense with oratory and get back to fact I y are stated 
as above. The man who is afraid to face them or! re] ts them is 
| the one who must give an account of himself 
[From North Dakota Fa 
Ht \ 
The Civie Club at the un conside s | iat 
| the work of studying and I ns 
| During the past year many |! f ! + havwe 
considered if n re of gre t I it t f 
| treated ist Frid meeting 
** Nort ( rariff t! { ] { 1 
| George Sha on f the n t ft and 
one of tl heavyweight He 1 giver £ ! r study to tl 
matter, as he was a member of the debath t hr resented tl 
| university in this year’s contest against Ha Universi at 
| time this question was the bone of contention. ¢ e is a real Nort 
| Dakota product himself, a resident of McKenzie ¢ nty, lan : 
nus of the Williston High School. He is a close d careful studext of 
North Dakota people and North Dakota condit In discussing the 


effect of the tariff in our State he said in part follow 
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Of all the questions before the public mind at the present time none 
has aroused more interest and none more widespread discussion than 
that of the tariff. For the first time in many years people in every part 
of the country are seriously asking themselves the question, Do the 
benefits derived from the tariff compensate for its injury to the coun 
try? North Dakota, like most of the other States, has always indorsed 
a high tariff, but it, like many of the others, has begun to doubt the 
wisdom of its action It is with the purpose of showing the effect of 
the tariff on North Dakota that this task is undertaken. 

There is only one way in which a protective tariff can be of any 
benefit to a State or nation. That is, by keeping out or obstructing for 
eign competition and establishing what is known as a home market 





So, in order to determine whether the tariff helps North Dakota, it is 
necessary to determine what North Dakota produces and to investigate 


the condition of the markets in which those products are sold. 
NORTH DAKOTA AN AGRICULTURAL STATE. 
North Dakota is primarily an agricultural State, and 73 per cent of 


its people are engaged in one form or another of that industry. The 
two chief branch of that industry are the production of grains and 





the raising of stock For many years vast hordes of cattle were raised 
and fattened on its western plains, and the Red River Valley has long 
since attained the reputation of being called the * Bread basket of the 
world.” At the present time there are nearly 2,000,000 head of live 
stock in the State, valued at $77,000,000. In 1907 about $3,000,000 
worth of cattle, horses, sheep, and hogs were sold outside of the State. 
There are 10,500,000 acres of land under cultivation, and still the 
great plains of the western portion are but scarcely touched In the 
production of grains North Dakota is progressing with leaps and bounds. 
The amount of wheat produced in 1908 was 58,428,000 bushels, while 
that produced in 1900 was 13,176,213 bushels (Statistical Abstract 
of United States, 1908, p. 132.) Nearly the same ratio of increase pre- 
vails in the production of oats, flax, barley, ete. It should be remem 
bered also that North Dakota produces more than one-half of all the 
flax used in this country. Hence, it will be seen from these facts, that 
not only has North Dakota been a great agricultural State in the past 
but that it is destined to remain so for generations to come. 








TARIFF DOES NOT AFFECT PRICE OF NORTH DAKOTA PRODUCTS 


Now the question arises, Does our protective tariff in any way in- 
crease the prices of either grains or stock to the people of this State? 
I do not hesitate to say that it does not now, and has not in the past, 
added one cent to the market price of either product. The reasons are 
obvious. The United States is the greatest agricultura! nation on earth, 
and its products find their way into the ports of every civilized country. 
At the present time, and long before North Dakota came into existence 
as a State, the United States was annually exporting a large surplus of 
grain and stock. And the prices of both grain and stock are not de 
termined in the local markets, but in the markets of the world. Liver- 
pool is the barometer of the world’s market. There the prices rise and 
fall, according to the supply and demand, and every rise and fall is 
reflected in the markets of every country. The difference between the 
price of wheat at home and abroad practically equals the cost of trans- 
portation from here to Liverpool, and no more. All other fluctuations 
are due to conditions in the home market. So long as we export wheat 
the tariff can not affect the price. It is, therefore, difficult to see how 
a duty of 25 cents per bushel on wheat heips the farmer of North 
Dakota, when the price of his product is determined in Europe. 

That the tariff will not prevent the price of wheat from going down 
so long as we are exporting a surplus is evidenced by past experience. 
Under the Dingley law, for instance, we had the same duty on wheat 
that we have now, yet everyone knows that prices ranged all the way 
from 60 cents to $1.25 per bushel during the 13 years that law was in 
force. Also under the Wilson bill, the much-heralded free-trade meas 
ure, there was a duty of 25 cents per bushel on wheat, yet the price 
went down to the rate of 40 and 50 cents per bushel. The man who 
says that the tariff on wheat is the cause for the present high prices 
must utterly disregard historical experience. It is very plain that in no 
case has the tariff prevented the price of wheat from falling, nor can it 
do so as long as the United States is exporting a surplus. 

The situation regarding flax is little different from that of the other 
grains. North Dakota is the greatest producer of flaxseed in the United 











States. In 1908 the crop amounted to 13,770,000 bushels. But not- 
withstanding such large crops, the United States exports no flax what- 
ever, and imports but very little, only enough for seed. That being the 


case, the duty of 25 cents per bushel on flaxseed is of no avail whatever, 
and the price in this country is determined almost entirely by the sup 
ply and demand. The reason the price of flax has ranged between $2 
and $2.50 per bushel during the past few months is in no way due to 
the tariff, but to the fact that the supply has not kept pace with the 
demand, 

Let us now notice a few facts concerning our export and import trade 
in breadstuffs The following table is taken from the Statistical Ab- 
stract of the United States, 1908, pages 400 and 433: 








Breadstuffs exported in year ending June 30, 1908. 





Barley ie “ inaicinat ___ bushels 4, 349, O78 
Bread and biscuit ‘ pounds__ 13, 052, 074 
Buckwheat ina — Sieeenees __._._.bushels 116, 127 
Corn do + 52, 445, 800 
Corn meal ; inatichanmibi cknligsld barrels 654, 515 
Oates ie eee ase: hl 1, 158, 622 
Oatmeal___-- apie . rate — pounds__ 24, 484, 199 
Rve . steabioclas : bushels “, 419, 958 
Eve flour ieee -_ barrels 4,105 
Wheat a . nie ‘ bushels 100, 371, O57 
Wheat flour * : ienittiniaten iodine ~._barrels__ 13, 927, 247 
Total value $215, 260, 588 

The above figures represent the largest surpluses of breadstuffs ex 
ported since 1903 

Breadstuffs imported in the year ending June », 1908. 

Barley icicleddichaditas dichiasatallinthcideesinddibesaee 199, 741 
Cor _ —_ di 20, 312 
oO i inten = do a 364, 307 
Q insigiaailonunesiianil do 344, 003 
RR aa — ica 17 
Wheat do 2 341, 617 
Wheat flour sa et .__barrels 39, 593 
Ts value = sctesuiiniiadiiliniababandaiabe -- $7, 138, 214 


A comparison of these figures will give some idea of the difference in 
e fF our exports and imports. The amount of wheat that we 
import, for Instance, is insignificant as compared with what we export. 
An little amount comes from Canada, and after being made into 
four becomes a part of our exports, 





The situation concerning stock is about the same as that of bread- 
stuffs. For generations the United States has been a great exporter of 
cattle, horses, sheep, and hogs, and North Dakota has always furnished 
its share of the supply, particularly of cattle and horses. Western 
North Dakota was for years considered one of the greatest stock-raising 
regions in America, and although the form of the industry is changing, 
still great numbers are forthcoming. The tariff on stock, as on grains, 
is of no value whatever. There is a duty of $30 per head on horses, 
and the American horse is found in every continent. There is a duty 
of $14 per head on cattle, and American beef is eaten by the people of 
every nation in Europe. ‘here is a tariff on pork, and the American 
hog has routed his way through the swamps of every country on the 
globe. In fact, sheep is the only animal that has failed to withstand 
foreign competition, and most of them have long since left North Da- 
kota, there being only one or two herds in the western part of the 
State 

The following statistics will throw some light on our export and 
import trade in stock. (Statistical Abstract of United States, 190s, 
pp. 398, 453.) 

Animals exported and imported in year ending June 30, 1908: 


Exported. | Imported. 





| 


en AEE SOLES STE OCT RL R ON re! 19,000 | 5,484 
a a ee ee ee a ee 349,210 | 92 356 
Ps nvr tcnnnsombanbaviiudcnmniéinninadakmeamealimle Ge lekdnbeneee 

TIRE NE i ac iit sal ai lal a aa a aa $34, 101, 284 
Total value imports ; ; etc ane casa ntimedimalniind 4, 777, 454 


That the tariff has in no way enhanced the prices of horses, beef, or 
pork to the producer is self-evident from these facts. This, however, 
does not mean that the tariff has not raised the price of beef and pork 
to the consumer, as will be shown later. 

TARIFF ON MINOR PRODUCTS. 

Resides the duties on grain and stock, several other minor products 
of North Dakota, such as eggs, potatoes, ete., are also well protected. 
As we neither export nor import potatoes, it is impossible for the tariff 
to in any way affect their price. And the only time it ever could affect 
them would be in the event of an emergency when there is a shortage 
in the crop. Then the people would be given the privilege of paying 25 
cents per bushel more for imported potatoes than what they would 
otherwise have to pay. There is a duty of 5 cents per dozen on eggs, 
and in the year ending June 30, 1908, the United States exported 
7.590,977 dozen, while our imports were less than one-fourth of a 
million dozen. Unless American hens go on a strike there is no danger 
of the tariff ever affecting the price of eggs. 

AMERICAN PRODUCTS CHEAPEST IN WORLD. 

But it may be assumed that the tariff upon these various agricultural 
products has made up for an unfavorable cost of production at home 
and abroad. That, however, is not true. Notwithstanding the fact 
that farm labor in the United States is the highest in the world, yet, 
because of the great fertility from soil, the energy and enterprise of 
our people, and the use of modern labor-saving machines, the American 
farmer can produce more cheaply and undersell the farmers of every 
nation on the globe. The fact that American products are daily selling 
in Liverpool, in competition with the products produced by the pauper 
labor of Europe, China, and India, is prima facie evidence of the truth 
of that statement. But there is other authority sustaining that proposi 
tion. Hon. Jacop H. GALLINGeR, Senator from New Hampshire, in an 
address in the United States Senate, said: “As regards power of pro 
duction, Mulhall has shown that a farm hand in the United States does 
as much as 2 in the United Kingdom, 3 in Germany, 5 in Austria, and 7 
in Russia. The farm laborers of Europe do nine times the work to get 
double the result of the farm laborers of the United States. That is, it 
takes 44 Europeans to equal 1 American. Extend the comparison t 
Asia and Africa, and we find that the average producer in the United 
States is equal to 10 the world over, outside of our own country 
(Citation: “ The Tariff and the Trusts,” by Franklin Pierce, p. 250.) 

Thus we find, not only that the products of North Dakota have been 
sold in direct competition with those of the other countries of t! 
world, not only that we are now and always have been producin 
cheaper than any country in either hemisphere, but we search ia vain 
to discover wherein up to the present time the farmers of this Sta 
have realized one dollar by reason of the existence of a protective tarifi 
If North Dakota has been benefited by the tariff it must be in other 
realms than that of agriculture, 

TARIFF BENEFITS NO INDUSTRY IN NORTH DAKOTA. 

Continuing our investigation, then, let us find if possible what people 
or industry of North Dakota has been benefited by the tariff. In taking 
a general survey of the State we notice that the tariff has established 
no factories, built no mills, stimulated the operation of no mines, fos 
tered no “infant industries,” and raised no man’s wages. We must 
conclude, then, that up to the present time the tariff has lent no 
assistance to the development and prosperity of North Dakota, 

CHIEF ARGUMENT GIVEN FOR TARIFF. 

Ilowever, the chief argument that has been given in justification of 
protective duties on agricultural products is not that they in any wa 
enhance the prices now, but that they will protect the farmer from 1! 
dangers of foreign competition in the future. Attention is called to t! 
fact that the population of the United States is increasing at a great 
ratio than our grain supply, and that in a few years this country w 
be importing cereals in large quantities. It is also pointed out thi 
Canada, our neighbor to the north, is rapidly coming forward as 
wheat-producing country; that by the time our country ceases to exp 
wheat, our markets will be flooded with the wheat from Canada; an‘ 
the high tariff is the only thing that can save the price of wheat from 
becoming ruinously low, and the consequent destruction of the wh 
raising industry in North Dakota. 

UNITED STATES WILL NOT BECOME IMPORTING NATION. 

At the first glance it would seem that the situation was indeed serious, 
but upon more mature reflection we find that there is really no cause 
for alarm. Of course it is true that we are not exporting such a large 
surplus of wheat as in former years, and that Canada is destined to 
become a great wheat-producing country, but at the same time there is 
no likelihood of our becoming an importer of wheat for a number of 
years to come. Senator P. J. McCumber, in an address in Grand Forks 
on November 12, 1909, admitted that it would be from five to eight 
years (Grand Forks Herald, Noy. 13, 1909). But that seems to fall far 
short of the mark. It utterly overlooks the fact that the wheat crop in 
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f North Dakota, we turn now to consider the more vital question, 
I t injure them; and if so, in what way and how much? a: 
TARIFF A BURDEN. Articles and nt I 
At the outset it should be borne in mind that protection, like any 
other institution, is in a certain sense a burden—that fs, it costs so1 
‘ itain it. There is a tariff on nearly everything we con- 
as on everything we produce. Our people are at the same 
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to f enormous number of manufactured ticles which our people stone 

au ly consuming. The reason for that is very clear. If we p | gar v : 
in ported article we must necessarily pay the amount of the tariff i-fra Is 

Bl than that we would otherwise have to pay for it. If we buy No. 1 





made or controlled by a monopoly, we pay an added price, 


ipproximately to the tariff, for the tariff is one of the things | Calks. t 






































whi makes it possible for the trust to impose high prices For in I ishers, |! 
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These facts and figures give some idea of the discriminations to 
which the American consumers are subjected at the hands of those 
manufacturers to whom they have given protection and prosperity. It 
should be remembered in this connection that our home manufacturers 
ie selli at reduced prices stated above, after paying all the costs of 
transportation, and in many cases after paying the duties imposed by 

‘ bore n countries, 

rhe farmers of North Dakota are consumers of every article con 
tained in the list just given, and it is In this way, by paying these 
enormous differences to the home manufacturers, that they help main- 
tuin the tariff, and at the same time assist in creating those large for 
tunes that have become so large in recent years that their shadows 
reach round the world. It is in this way that North Dakota pays for 
that system of protection which does not protect, and maintains that 
barrier against a danger which does not exist If we grant for the 
sake of argument that the duty on grains will enhance the price a 


few cents per bushel, still the difference which the people would realize 
would not pay the interest on the money which they annually pay out 
in order to maintain the system. But since the tariff fails to enhance 
the prices of the products of North Dakota both the principal and in- 
terest are lost—gone never to return. It is that much capital invested 
in a scheme which bears no profits; that much energy wasted; that 
much of a burden to obstruct and retard the progress and prosperity of 
the State North Dakota gets all of the disadvantages of the tariff, but 








none of its advantages; bears all the burden, but receives none of its 
benefits ; receives all of its injuries, but enjoys none of its fruits; gets 
all the harm, but none of its good; pays the price, but gets no return. 
TARIFF ONE CAUSE OF HIGH LIVING. 
But that is not all. Although at the present time the cost of living 
is exceedingly high, nevertheless as each day goes by it continues to 
end. Indeed, so high and so rapidly have the prices of the neces- 
saries of life risen that not long ago Congress appointed a special com 


mittee to examine into its causes 
cause for 


Of course, the tariff is not the only 


high prices. There are many causes, but there is no denying 


that it is one of the causes, and some would say the chief cause. 
There is, however, no dodging the fact that certain industries are abso- 
lutely controlled by a few private monopolies, that by virtue of the 
tariff they are able to impose high prices upon their commodities, and 
in that way extort illegitimate profits from the public. And as time 
goes on industry will become more thoroughly organized, corporations 
will become larger and stronger, the control of the home markets by 
the large combinations will become more complete, the tariff will be a 


more deadly weapon than ever before and will be used 
effect in taking advantage of the necessities of the people, 

North Dakota is now, and always has been, a prosperous and pro- 
gressive State. Its people are energetic, enterprising, thrifty, and 
progressive. jut it has prospered and progressed not because of the 


with greater 


tariff, but in spite of it. Its broad prairies have given homes to thou- 
sands of people from every State in the Union: its virgin fields have 
given forth large returns; and in the fresh vigor of its youth it has 
marched forward, hardly noticing the mill stone around its neck. Sut 


some time in the future, when the population becomes more congested 

and the soil more exhausted, then North Dakota will discover that 

cause which helped her least and injured her most—the tariff. 
LORIMER CASE, 

Mr. Mr. President, I come now to the case before 
the I do not expect to be able to say anything new 
or throw any new light on the discussion of the facts of this 
case. Necessarily I must travel for the most part along the 
same line pursued by those who have preceded me. I have 
not thought it was necessary to consume any great amount of 
time in the discussion of this case. It seems to me that an 
hour or two would be ample for any one to draw out the 
salient facts in the case and discuss them as far as is necessary. 

I shall not consume much time to-day, only just enough to 
state in concise form the principal grounds upon which I 
base my judgment. For some time I have had a fairly well- 
defined view as to the merits of this case, but hitherto I have 
refrained from giving expression to that view, because I de- 
sired to hear the case fully discussed before taking a final 
stand. I was all the more inclined to this course for the rea- 
son that illness and impaired strength, added to the press of 
various other duties, had made it almost impossible for me to 
examine the case with that thoroughness I would have liked 
and which it deserved. While I had devoted considerable 
time to the investigation of the more important phases of the 
case, I had not been able to examine all its details with that 
critical care which would warrant me in feeling that I was 
entirely familiar with all its features. I had looked through 
the testimony taken by the committee and had examined the 
briefs filed by attorneys, but I wanted to hear what learned 
Senators, who had made a more thorough and exhaustive in- 
vestigation than I, might have to say on the one side and the 
other before I reached a final determination. I was anxious 
to form as intelligent an opinion as I am capable of respecting 
the merits of the case and to arrive at a conclusion upon which 
1 could rely with sufficient confidence to justify me in acting 


STONE. 
Senate. 


upon it. My mind is now made up, and, as the case must be 
voted upon within a week if it is to be concluded at this ses- 
sion, I shall give voice to some of the reasons upon which my 


judgment is predicated. 

Mr. President, I desire at the outset to say that I have ar- 
rived at my conclusion reluctantly and with regret. I regret, 
first, that I am compelled to disagree with the report of the 
committee. The majority of the committee who signed this 
report are among the ablest, most distinguished, and honorable 
Members of this body. I recognize their great abilities and 
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have complete faith, as all their colleagues in the Senate have, 
in their absolute sincerity and in their high devotion to public 
duty. The one thing above all others that shakes my confi- 
dence in the correctness of my judgment is the fact that the 
Senators who made this committee report express the unhesi- 
tating opinion that Mr. LoriMer is entitled to retain his seat. 
Nevertheless, I feel reluctantly compelled by the force of my 
own judgment to put myself in opposition to their view. I re- 
gret, also, that I must take this position because of the per- 
sonal regard I have entertained for the Senator from Illinois 
and because of his ability to perform useful public services 
here. It is exceedingly disagreeable that I feel obliged to take 
a position antagonistic to him in the grave emergency which he 
now confronts, but my conviction is so pronounced that 
other alternative seems open to me. 

Mr. President, before adverting to the testimony delivered 
under oath by witnesses, I desire to make some observations 
respecting party organization and the question of political 
morality involved in party loyalty. 

I can not believe, as the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Bourne] 
believes, that we are upon the verge, the very dawn of the mil- 


ho 


lennium. The shining gateway to that most happy land does 
not open to my shorter vision. I am going to refer to the 


political morality of these gentlemen for the reason that when 
I come to consider this case the initial fact which challenges 
my attention relates to Mr. LoRIMER’s personal part in the 
senatorial fight at Springfield. Mr. Hopkins had been duly 
and fairly nominated by the Republican voters of Illinois at a 
State primary for reelection to the seat he then held in the 
Senate of the United States. 

He had been nominated over several opponents after an ardu- 
ous contest, and the result had been generally acquiesced in. 
The Senator from Texas [Mr. Ba1Ley], in the course of his very 
powerful address defending Mr. LoriMer’s right to a seat, re 
marked, I think facetiously more than seriously, that if any- 
thing would justify Republicans bolting that nomination it was 
the fact that Hopkins was the nominee. Most of us know Mr. 
Hopkins personally, and I think it not improper to say that 
he is a gentleman of rather acrid temperament and with very 
dogmatic and aggressive characteristics. It may be that he 
was not overly popular among his former colleagues here, and 

| that few of them would have been willing to play Jonathan to 
his David; and it may be that if it is true, as I suspect it is, 
that he is personally disliked by many people in Illinois, even 
of his own party. It is almost inevitable that a man his 
irascible and somewhat vindictive disposition would have per 
sonal enemies. Why, sir, even gentlemen happily endowed 
with such patient, serene, and amiable dispositions as the junior 
Senator from Texas and myself have been known to have ene- 
mies in their States. Nevertheless, this may be said for Mr. 
Hopkins, that he is a man of good character and good abilities. 
He is also a sturdy Republican, a believer in the doctrines of 
his party, and one of its consistent and stalwart fighters. Ilav- 
ing been duly and fairly nominated at an authorized primary 
election, concerning the regularity of which there was no ques 
tion, he was entitled by every rule of fair politics to the sup 
port of every Republican member of the Illinois Legislature 
when that body came to elect a Senator. I am myself a con 
sistent party man and believe in maintaining and standing by 
my party organization. I believe the struggle’ for party su- 
premacy and for the enforcement of party policies in public 
administration is necessary to keep alive a keen interest among 
the people at large in public affairs, and I believe that parties 
are essential in an important sense to the preservation of our 
institutions. Therefore I believe in party organization and the 
maintenance of party discipline. Whenever we abandon this 
idea we open wide the door to party disintegration. Whenever 
| there are several aspirants for the same position, if a political 
party hopes to win it must adopt some method for concentrat 
ing upon and selecting its party candidate. Necessarily this 
must be done by a primary election, a party convention, or a 
party caucus. Whenever a candidate is so selected I hold it to 
be the duty of every honorable adherent of that party and every 
advocate of its policies to accept the result, even though he may 
suffer a disappointment. No man can ordinarily bolt his party 
nomination without violating principles of good faith and po- 
litical morality. 

If parties are to be maintained, the voice of the majority 

| must rule. Unless it is known that the candidate is guilty of 


of 


conduct that makes him unworthy of public confidence, and that 
would make his occupancy of the office to which he aspires a 
| menace to the public welfare, no party man is justified in refus- 
ing to obey the voice of the majority and support the candidate. 
| Whenever I see a band of men conspiring to defeat a personally 
creditable nominee of their party, I at once become suspicious 
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of something discreditable and sinister in their motives. Only 
some extraordinary reason will justify a bolt. A bolter is not 
only a disorganizer, but he is often a public enemy. And right 
here, Mr. President, I will take occasion to impress this thought 
bv directing attention to some current examples. The States of 
New York and Montana have Democratic legislatures. A few 
months ago the people of those States renounced the Repub 
lican Party and by decisive majorities declared in favor of 
Democratic principles and policies. They did not mean to make 
a mere empty declaration when they cast their ball They 
meant to have a change in the Federal administration, and that 
the principles and policies represented by the Democratic Party 
should be applied. or at least have greater weight, in the prac 
tical administration of the Government. That w the verdict 


ots. 


is 


and the mandate of the people. But that verdict can not be 
made effective except through the agency of Democratic Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress. When the people of 
those States elected Democrats to their legislatures they in- 
structed them to elect Democrats to the Senate of the United 
States. Over in New York the Democrats of the legislature | 


met in caucus, and a majority of the whole number of sen 
and representatives elected as Democrats voted in 
caucus to nominate Mr. Sheehan, and he was nominated; 
yet we have the pitiful spectacle of a minority, a comparatively 
small minority, standing out against their party associates and 
tying up the legislature for weeks and weeks by their unwar 
ranted recalcitrancy. In Montana we have a spectacle even 
worse than that, if possible. A majority of the Democrats in 
the legislature of that State have voted and are still voting for 
Mr. Walsh, but a minority hold out against the majority and 
even refuse to go into a caucus to decide upon the party nom- 
inee. An almost similar situation in Colorado. Shall 
this on until these legislatures adjourn without electing 
Senators? If so, then they pursue a course that not only tends 
to party disorganization, through the creation of embittered fac- 
tions, but the bolters will be responsible for denying to their 
respective constituencies the right they won at the polls to be 


tors 


legislative 


exists 


or 
50 


represented in the Senate by Democrats, and that, too, at a 
time when the presence of Democratic Senators from those 
States is tremendously important. What right have these men 


to permit their ambitions or dislikes to imperil so much and 
many things of commanding importance? In a_ political 
sense, I look upon bolting as being little short of criminal, and I 
have no patience with men who are guilty of it—at ho 
patience with Democrats who are guilty of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will excuse the Chair 
fol 


SO 


least, 


one noment. The hour of 1.50 p. m. having arrived and 
the unfinished business being already before the Senate, the 
Chair does not think it necessary to again lay it before the 


Senate. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, WitttAm LortMer a Repub 
lican. He has been repeatedly honored by the people of 
State. He was not a candidate before the primaries for Sena- 
tor. He did not cross swords with Hopkins and ask the voters 
of his party to choose between them. Instead of doing that he 
went to Springfield after the rislature assembled. and thet 
organized a bolt among Republican Senators and Representa 
tives against the election of Mr. Hopkins. I say he organized 
the bolt. If he did not, who did? Can there be a reasonable 
doubt that his was the master influence and force at work which 
organized that revolt and directed its operation? Loriuer did 


is 


his 


if ‘e 





not like Hopkins. lis business at Springfield, primarily at 
least, was to defeat the election of Hopkins: and he was there 
from the beginning of the fight to its ending. He was the 
general in command, pulling the strings and directing the force 
he had organized. All others were subordinate to him; they 
were but his lieutenants. His was the master mind, and his 


the dominating influence. Did he leave his seat in 
and go to Springfield, and remain there for months counseling 
a course violative of party obligation, calculated to develop war- 
ring factions which tended to party disaster, if not to party 
disintegration, with no other idea than that of merely blocking 
Hopkins’s return to the Senate? I can not but believe, Mr. 
President, that the real motive for his remarkable and certainly 
most unusual activities w 
that contemplated his perset 
that he was influenced far 


Congress 


revenge so much 
I can not but beli 


more by vaulting ambition than by 


is not one of as one 


il promotion. ve 


any spirit of vindictiveness. If he did have locked up in his 
heart a secret or ulterior purpose, what was it? There can be 
but one answer to that question. That purpose must have 
been his own election to the Senate. The Scriptures teach us 
to judge a tree by its fruits. So must we judge men by their 


conduct and by the result of the things they deliberately do. 
It is said that the election was offered to Gov. Deneen. But if 
so, he declined to profit by party treachery, or to take honors 
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at such a price. He put the temptation behind him, and Lor 
MER Was elected. May not this alleged offer of the Senatorship 
to Deneen have been a part of the play? Let me quote from 
the testimony of Beckemeyer, given before the subcommittee 

Q. Was Gov. Deneen discussed as a candid for Un i States S 
tor that the Democrats, or many of the \ vote for \. I don't 
think that very many of the Democrats at that time would have voted 
for Deneen 

©. He was discussed among some of them, was | not A. I think 
probably he was 

There is other testimony to like effect. Was it known that 
such proffers would be rejected, or, if accepted, was it known 
they would not be carried out? In either event LorimMer’s position 
would be strengthened and his own triumph made surer at the 


end. The refusal of others to enter the race would leave him 
standing out as the one man available and force a situation 
which would compel his election as the only solution of the 
problem. Mr. Lorimer walked through a maze of most compli 
eated and confusing manipulation at Springfield, proving him 
self a master adept in politics, and came out at the end with a 
senatorial toga. He not only gathered a band of Republican 
legislators together, but he brought Democrats as well as Re 
publicans into his combination, and together they wrought out 
his scheme. Shurtleff and Browne were LoriMer’s chief lieu- 
tenants and reported to him. These three were a trinity in a 
close and most confidential aliiance. Lorimer and Shurtleff 
occupied the same rooms at the hotel, and there Browne visited 


them daily and nightly. There were between them 
and no reason for secrets, for the very necessities of the situa 
tion made the utmost frankness between all of them absolutely 
essential. When I behold Lorimer his seat in the 
IHlouse of Representatives on his way to Springfield, and when 
I see him there at Springfield, a quiet, soft-spoken but forceful 


no secrets 


leaving 


man, first gathering Republican senators and representatives 
about him and then seducing Democratic senators and repre 
sentatives into his camp, and so welding these antagonistic 


forces as to make a harmonious body subject to his controlling 
will, I can not but admire the marvelous skill with which he 
accomplished his purpose. He was elected by bolters, bolters 
from both parties, and numerically divided almost evenly be- 
tween them, The Lorimer Republicans bolted Hopkins and the 
Lorimer Democrats bolted Stringer, the regular nominee of 
their party. I have heard it said that these Democrats were 
justified in deserting Stringer, whose they was 
hopeless, and joining with bolting Republicans to defeat Hop- 
kins, because, forsooth, Hopkins was the Republican nominee, 
and this because such a course, they say, was calculated to ere 
ate factions and work harm to the Republican organization. 
It claimed that that was legitimate political warfare. We 
are told that Abraham Lincoln advised his partisans to a like 
course on one occasion, and other instances are cited where leg 


election say 


is 


islators representing opposing parties united on a_ senatorial 
candidate. gut the case of Lincoln and his fellowers and the 
case of Lee O'Neill Browne and his followers are not parallel. 


Lincoln during his candidacy was not a member of the legisla- 
ture, upon whom the responsibility 
cast, but was only a candidate for t 
was a candi for the Senate. 
hopelessness of hi andidacy, withdrew himself the con- 
test and advised his followers to vote for Lyman Trumbull, 
who, for all intents and practical purposes, was a Republican. 
Lincoln's followers did not desert him or their party; they only 
followed his advice that they might elect a Se whose views 
accorded with Mr. Lincoln’s, Sut in th 


Stringer did‘ not 
withdraw from the contest. He stood his ground, never wave1 


of legislative action was 
he Senate, just as Stringer 


Mr. Lincoln, realizing the 


s 





nite 


S Cal 


from 


x 


ine 
autor 


Ss ¢cnse 


ing and never advising or consenting that the men sole! y 
pledged and instructed to support him s uld d rt « ! ) 
another Democrat, much less to a Re l in 

No, Mr. President, Lee O'Neil Browne can not shelter himself 
behind Abraham Lincoln’s great name and excuse his dese i 
of Stringer, the Democrat, and h sul t of Ta { the 
Republican, by appealing to this episode in Lincoln's life : i 
precedent. But I will not longer stop to ¢ uss tl | | 
ethics or morality involved in a desertion ke that of which 
Browne was guilty, even in cases shorn of lity Since, how 
ever, the alleged example of Abraham I n has been cited to 
ius ify that course, I will take the | erty of quoting fiom 
another great Illinoisan on the same s e But before mal 
ing this quotation, and that it may be | { d tood { ‘ 
first say that the integrity of Salmon P. ¢ s ele on to th 
Senate by the Ohio LA cislature ehe Sen il IS48 wa t the ti 
a subject of much controversy. Clmase was elected by a 
bination of Democrats and Free Soilers. Among the Democrats 
were two men whose seats in the legislature were « sted 
‘hey were necessary to Chase’s election, and his friends in the 


rislature, as the result of an alleged bargain, yoted to admié 


le 
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the two contested Democrats. Charles § 

the Senate from Massachusetts in 1851, also by a combination 
of Den s und Free Soilers—a combination which subse 
quently for several reasons was severely criticized throughout 
the country. On the 3d day of March, 1854, Stephen A. Doug- 
las, the greatest of Illinois Senators, delivered a notable speech 
in the Senate during the celebrated debate on the Kansas- 
Nebraska bi Replying to strictures made by Chase and Sum- 
ner on his motives, Senator Douglas said: 

1 must be permi i to tell t Senator from Ohio that I did not ob 
tain my) it in thi dy either by a corrupt bargain or a dishonorab 
coalition I ist | permitted to remind the Senator from Massachu 
setts that I did not enter into any combinations or arrangements by 
which my character, my principles, and my honor were set 1 public 
auction or private i in order to procure a seat in the e of the 
United State I did not come into the Senat y ar ich means 
e. 3 . The Senator from Massachusetts comes up wi a very bold 
front and denies the 1 t of any man to put him on defense for the 
manner of his election , Everybody knows that he came het 
by a coalition or combination between political parties holding oppo 
site and hosti opinion But it is net my purpose to go into the 
morality of t matters involved in his election The public know the 
history of that notoriou ilition and have formed its judgment upon 
it It will not do f the Senator to say that he was not a party to it, 
for thereby I rays a con ousness of the immorality of the trans 
action without ting hims« if the responsibilities which justly 

to hi \ Il might the receiver of stolen goods deny any r« 
bil for tt larceny while luxuriating in tt proceeds of the 
as the Senator to avoid th onsequences resulting from the mode 
is election while he clings to the office. I must permitted to 
nd him of what he certainly can never forget, that when he arrived 
» take his seat for tl first time, so firmly w Senators in 
d h the conviction that he had been elected by dishonorable 
orrupt means, there wet very few who, for a long me, could 
it consistent with personal honor to hold private intercourse with 
So general was that impression that for a long time he was 
avoided and shunned : person unworthy of the association of gentl 
men Gradually, however, these injurious impressions were worn away 
by his bland manners and amiable deportment; and I regret that the 
Senator should now, by a violation of all the rules of courtesy and pro 
priety, compel me to refresh h mind upon these unwelcome remi 
niscences 


Mr. President, I do not care to further discuss the political 
morality of such combinations, except to say that if I had been 
a member of the Illinois Legislature I would have been 


en among 
those Democrats who re 


nained steadfast in loyalty to Mr. 
Stringer. I would not have deserted my party standard to con 
sort with the enemy as long as my leader stood h 
my flag was unfurled. The wage of political sin 
as the wages of other sins. If Lee O’Neil Brow 
honest and true, he would not have led his followers into a 
foul political mess which besmirched their names and 
ized their party 

Mr. President, I admit that the title of a Senator to his 
seat, whose election is untainted by actual fraud, can not be 
invalidated merely because his election was*brought about by 

h 


ground and 
is as deadly 
ne had been 


scandal 


some combination of hostile political forces. Su 
may be the subject of a just criticism, but it will not invalidate 
the Senator's title to his seat. What I have said, therefore, 
about LorRIMER and Browne and Shurtleff, and about their con 
nection with the earlier phases of this wretched 
been said that we might have a clearer insight 


an election 


business, has 
into conditions 
preceding the election, and into the conduct and probable 
motives of men. Mr. LorgimMer can not be deprived of his seat 
unless actual corruption is shown; nor even yet deprived, unless 
it is also further shown that his election was the result of that 
corruption, or that he had knowledge of it or sanctioned it. 

Mr. President, was bribery employed in this senatorial elec- 
tion? That is the first question. Was White bribed? He con- 
fessed under oath that he was. He swore to it before grand 
juries, petit juries, and the Senate subcommittee. Did he tell 
the truth? Senators contend that he is a miserable liar and un- 
worthy of belief; and undoubtedly, Mr. President, he is a most 
despicable character. He is both a Judas and a perjurer. He 
admits that he betrayed his State and party for money, and 
admits that he betrayed his friend—the man from whom he 
claims he received his bribe—for money. Unquestionably the 
unsupported testimony of such a man is not sufficient to con- 
vict anyone accused of any crime. 

While the testimony of this creature must be received under 
grave suspicion and weighed with the greatest caution, still he 
is capable of speaking the truth; and we must not forget that 
ordinarily it is impossible to expose the crime of bribery except 
through the testimony of participating scoundrels. White is a 
reprobate, and therefore the very kind of man to recklessly use 
his crime for profit through extortion. If he received a bribe 
and wasted it in riotous living, he is the kind of man who would 
seek to retrieve financial distress by blackmailing his confed- 
erates, or by putting up his criminal information for sale to the 
highest bidder. Such a thing is not unprecedented. He did 
seek to blackmail both Browne and Lorimer. 
money and sought in other ways to serve him. Were Browne's 
favors bestowed through friendship or through fear? His pa- 


srowne gave him | 
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umner was elected to | tience in dealing with the fellow’s exactions was exceedingly 
| great. If White's story is true, then he held Browne at a dis- 


advantage. If White’s story is true, then Browne must have 
feared this wolf when he began to show his teeth. He cozened 
him with many endearing terms. He called him “ dear friend,” 

dear Charley,” ‘‘old pal,” and by other tender and familiar 
appellations. Such endearments and favors were calculated to 
hold the creature in check, if not wholly lost to all sense of 
decency; but LogRIMER was wiser than Browne. He was wise 
enough to know that one demand of the blackmailer would be 
followed by another, and that to yield would only result in 
further and deeper involvement. And so LORIMER suavely 
showed White the door and turned him down with gracious 
regrets. But White was not content with the pitiful pin money 
he got of Browne; he was playing for a larger stake. When 
Lorimer turned an obdurate face toward him, he sought an- 
other market for his wares. He sold his story to the Tribune. 
Naturally White’s maneuvers were bruited about, and naturally, 
if there were guilty men, they would hunt shelter and seek 
defense against the coming storm. 

All this was to be expected, if White told the truth. Neither 
LoriMeER, nor Browne, nor any man whose name is associated 
with this alleged bribery, did anything that would surprise 
us, or anything that we would pot have expected, if White told 
the truth. Everything they did when exposure was threatened, 
and after it came, were the very kind of things to be expected 
of them, if White told the truth. To be sure, Browne might 
have showered his endearments and favors on White, knowing 
him to be morally depraved, and Lorimer might have written 
White, as he did, blandly congratulating him on his flattering 
prospects as an author, when he knew from White's letter to 
him and from all the circumstances that White was trying to 
blackmail him—all this may have occurred and yet White’s 
story be false and Browne and LorRIMER as innocent as the 
angels Certain it is that neither should be convicted on 
White's unsupported testimony. If there were no strongly cor- 
roborating facts and circumstances, LorIMER and Browne would 
stand instantly acquitted. Unfortunately for the men involved, 
White’s story is strongly corroborated, both by positive testi- 
mony and by circumstantial facts. Mr. President, White is a 
knave of the deepest die, but still it must be admitted that he 
could tell the truth. And here let me ask, What object could 
White subserve, what advantage gain, by making a false charge 
of this kind and bolstering it up by perjury? Even bad men do 
not do serious things without a motive. If he did not himself 
receive a bribe, and if he knew absolutely nothing that could 
involve LoRIMER, or Browne, or Beckemeyer, or Luke, or Link, 
or Wilson, or Clark, or Shephard, or any man in the meshes of 
dishonesty, what possible motive could have prompted him to 
commit a perjury so gross, and which inevitably would have 
been so utterly futile? 

Would a man even of his caliber and character deliberately 
brand himself a perjurer and take all the hazards of his crime 
without a motive? To say so would be to write him down a 
lunatic and put him in a criminal class all alone and without 
a counterpart. If he had a motive, it was prompted by cupid 
ity. But if the vice of avarice and the need of money were so 
great as to make him willing to commit such a crime against 
innocent and honest men, how could he hope to profit by it? 
If there had been no bribery, and therefore no creditable or 
possible proof of the crime, where could he have found a mar 
ket for his perjury? The Chicago Tribune is Lorimer’s in 
veterate enemy, but the manager of the Tribune is not a fool; 
and, however wicked his journal may be, he would not have 
dared to print an unmitigated lie like that, and thus impeach 
the oflicial integrity of so many influential men. If Browne, 
Beckemeyer, and the others had been honest men, with clean 
records, they would have been fearless. They would have 
been as free from fear as Representative Groves. who drove 
the tempter, Douglas Patterson, from his room. They would 
have spurned the charge and prosecuted White for perjury and 
the Tribune for criminal libel, besides instituting civil suits 
for their vindication. No, no, Mr. President, White would 
have found a poor market for his story if it had been a lie out 
of the whole cloth. Still, I say, White must be corroborated, or 
we must hold guiltless every man accused. Let White be dis 
missed, therefore, and let us examine the supporting testimony. 

Was Beckemeyer bribed? Was Link bribed? Was Luke 
bribed? Luke is dead, but Beckemeyer and Link are alive 
and were witnesses before the subcommittee. They were not 
willing witnesses, and the testimony shows that they uncov- 
ered their secrets with the greatest reluctance. Indeed, so un- 


| willing were they to acknowledge their part in this foul trans- 
action that they committed perjury by denying under oath 
before the grand jury that they had received corrnpt money 





¢ 
; 











1911. 


or had any knowledge that corrupt methods had been employed. 
And yet, in the end, driven by fear, they confessed to the receipt 
of money for things done by them as members of the legis- 
lature. Beckemeyer testified that he met Browne, on the lat- 
ter’s invitation, at St. Louis on June 21, 1909, a little more 
than two weeks after the adjournment of the legislature, and 
that Browne gave him $1,000, saying, * This is Lorimer money, 
and there will be some more in a few weeks.” 

Senator FRAZIER asked the witness if he understood that this 
$1,000 was paid to him in consequence of his voting for Lorimer, 
and he answered, “I could not possibly infer anything else.” 

Again, Beckemeyer testifies that he met Wilson, Browne's 
alter ego, in St. Louis on July 15, 1909, and then and there 
received an additional $900 from Wilson. Beckemeyer denied 
this when he first appeared before the Chicago grand jury. He 
started in to bluff it through, but when he learned he was likely 
to be indicted for perjury for denying even his presence in St. 
Louis at the time alleged he became panic-stricken and bur- 
ried back to the grand jury to correct his testimony, and 
thereafter confessed that he met both Browne and Wilson in 
St. Louis and received money from both. He was driven 
through base fear engendered by his conscious perjury to 
fess his crime. Did he tell the truth? If false, wliy would he 
tell such a lie? True, Beckemeyer testifies that while he talked 
with Browne shortly before LoriMer’s election about voting 
for LorIMER, and talked with other members of the legislature 


con- 


about voting for LorIMER, some of whom said, “I am from 
Missouri, and have to be shown,” yet he affirmed he never 
received an advance offer of money for his vote. It might be 
possible, strange as it may seem, that he voted for Lorimer 


without the hope or expectation of reward. He says that two 
nights before the day LORIMER was elected Browne talked with 
him about voting for Lorimer, and he told Browne he did not 
think he could do it, as it would ruin him politically at home. 
It may be that this man deserted his party standard, betrayed 
his party nominee, and faced an indignant constituency at home 


without a thought of any consideration for his sacrifice. It 
may be that although he received “ Lorimer money” he did 
not expect to get it. Whatever Senators may think of that, 


it can not be denied that Beckemeyer says that he met Browne 
a few days after the adjournment—mark you, there was no 
time lost—and that Browne told him that within a week he 
would see him and give him a package; nor can it be denied 
that a few days later he actually did meet Browne in St. Louis 
on Browne's invitation—indeed, that fact is not denied—and 
Beckemeyer swears that Browne then gave him $1,000, saying 
it was Lorimer money. If all Beckemeyer says is true, by what 
token can we denounce White's story as false? 

Michael Link testified that he met Browne on Browne's invi 
tation in Browne's room in the Southern Hotel in St. Louis in 
the month of June, shortly after the adjournment, and that 
Browne handed him $1,000, saying, “ Here is a package for you.” 
He also testified that in July following this visit to Browne he 
went to St. Louis again on Wilson’s invitation to meet Wilson; 
that he did meet Wilson in Wilson’s room in the Southern 
Hotel, and that Wilson handed him $900, saying, “ Here is a 
package.” On this visit he swears he met Shephard, Clark, 
Luke, and White at the Southern Hotel. Oh, quite a lot of 
these carrion birds were gathered there. Link swore before the 
grand jury that he did not receive any money from Browne or 


Wilson, and denied that he ever met them in St. Louis. For 
swearing that he did not meet those men in St. Louis he was 


indicted for perjury. Like Beckemeyer he broke down under 
this indictment and the pressure upon him, admitted that he 
had lied, and not only confessed that he met Browne and Wil 
son in St. Louis, but also that he received money from both of 
them. Like Beckemeyer he swore that he did not receive any 
reward or promise of reward for his vote prior to Loriuer’s 
election. He says he talked to Lorrmer and personally pledged 
him his support because of Lorimer’s attitude on the deep-water 
project. He says Browne approached him about 
Lorimer, but he told him was late, as he 
promised LorIMER his vote. 

Mr. President, I believe I will read a part of Link’s testimony 
at this point. It is quite diverting, 
tangled web men weave when they 
hoods to deceive: 


for 
ready 


voting 


he too had a 


and fitly illustrates what a 
attempt by ludicrous false 


Q. When after the session of the legislature in June did you see Lee 
O'Neil Browne ?—A. Some time in June ] 

(). Where did you see Lee O'Neil Browne?—A. At the Southern 
Hotel 

). What date?—A. I do not know 

(). Give the date to the best of your recollection A. During the 
month of June 

Q. How did you happen to go to the Southern Hotel in the city of 
St. Louis in the month of June to meet Lee O'Neil Browne ?—A. By 


invitation. 


Q. From whom?—A. I do not remember. 
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iber, sir: that is 
I do not remember 
1 adhere to t at 


Q. Was it In writing or oral?—A. I do not remen 
ny testimony on the stand here as a witnes 
whether it was oral, or telegraphed, or 
testimony. 











Q. But you went ?—A. I certainly did 

@. Did the message say, whether oral or in writing, the place for 
you to meet him, or did it not?—-A. Well, it told me where to meet 
Mr. Browne. 

«. Where did it tell you to meet Mr. Browne?—A. At the Southern 
Hotel 

Q. What did it say invthi rther, or did it savy the purpose of 
meeting him? \. No, sil i 

Q. What did 1 conclude the purpose was A. I had no idea. 

QY. Nothing at all A. N Ss 

(). Mr. Link, was there any surprise—did it surprise you when you 
received the message? 4. Not to any extent; he was our Democrat 
leader, and I respected him as such 

Y. You thought you were going down to a banquet, didn’t you? 

A. No opinion for that kind of a question i 

q. When you arrived at St. Louis in this month of June; what 
occurred ? A. 1 went into the Southern Hotel 

Q. Where did you go when you got into tl A. 
I asked where Mr. Browne's room was and the or 
some gentleman who had charge 

. Did you go up?—A. Yes, sir 

«. Unannounced, or did you send word that you were downstairs? 

A. I do not remember that 

Q. What took place when you got into Mr. Lee O'Neil Browne's pré 
ence in his room in the Southern Hotel in the month of June ?7—A. Well, 
we were glad to see one another 

Q What else took pla e? \ Mr Browne handed m« ome money 

(). What did he say when he handed you the money 4. H Lid 
“Here is a package for you.” ; 

Q. What amount?—A. 1 do not think he mentioned tl i t to 
my knowledge; I don't remember 

). Well, did you look it over? A. Oh, I did afterwards 

Q. How much was it? A. One thousand d irs 

Q. Did you ask him what it was for‘ \. No, sir 

4). Weren't you interested in knowing \. No, s 

©. You just took it, did you? A. I thought it was campaign money. 

@. When did you discover that‘ \. That is my knowledg¢ l can 
not recall that 

(). Mr. Link, you have testified before the Cook County grand jury of 
May, have you not ?—A. I presume it was; y« 

Q. Now, Mr. Link, after you received this $1,000, and after you went 
home to your home, did you again go back to St. Louis‘ A. 1 go there 
two or three times a week 

Y. Lid you go to St. Louis to meet Browne or Wilson during tl 
month of July, 1909? 4. Yes, sir 

i response to any invitation to come‘ A. Yes, sir 

rom whom did that invitation come‘ A. I disremen r whether 

from Bob Wilson or who it was from; it was an invitation to be 
1e Southern Hotel 

(). It was cither from Lee O'Neil Browne or from Robert FE. W n 
was it not? \. It was from some one connected with the Democrats ; 
I don't know who it was 

. You haven't any recollection on the su t?—A. Perhap t was 
Wilson. 

Q. It made no impression on you at all, sir, did it’ A. Not particu 
larly. 

Q. It was not anything unusual, was it’ \. It didn’t surpri me 
very much 

Q. Whom did you meet when you got there? A. Robert Wilson 

Q. Did you meet him at the time appointed in the commur tion 
you received inviting you to meet him at St. Li : a mae 
it was the time I had the invitation to come down i 

Q. Now, when did you meet Wilsor I underst i you to say it was 
tobert E. Wilson?—A. I rather think that is ft word I t—I 
invitation, or notice, rather 

Q. From Wilson?—A. Yes, sir 

]. That was what time, if you can tell the commit A. In July 

Q. When you met Wilson in St. Louis, w lid t I \ 
At the Southern Hotel 

Q. Can you give us the date, | ae I 

©. On your visit to s Wi 1 m di l t ! ) 
or were membet f ve T)lis I ‘ A. M Ss 1 M 
Clark nd M I . w dead and W ‘ 

@. Charles A. White‘ \. I think nam Ss 4 ries, and WV 
I bel e Robert KE. Wilson 

©. Now, Ww I did e \ I 1 t Sx i ull a 
presume it wa room, but I dot remembet I { 

n or what 1 t was 

©. It was a room in tl Ss rn H \. It 
Southern Hotel 

Q. When 3 I n the 1 1 at tl Ss 1 I I 
wel in Ss 1 Hot of 
t Ilinois Le iture pres vl I ted ) 

TY ti A. ‘The V { n I 
( t think 
) I) . t t t t 
1 t \ ve 1 ft \ I I \ 
‘ t < : 

> | 1 I ind \ \ 

oO. W i \ A | 

Oo Did ] ? } r ‘ 7 

l nois I I 

©. bid 1 I i I t 

’ Leg A. N ! 

oO Ww did tell 4 | \. H Ler S 
T ney 

( Did ’ i is a } | i a ! il ’ 

oO. Did t it A. N 

QO. Mr. Link, did nt the amour Re 2 

Q. Tov t A. Nine hundred 4d 

Q. Were y 1 vot it 4 N 

oO. Did ye e getting A. VW 
ho nee 

Q. ¥ didn't , } re getting anvtl : 

A. I had a right t onsider it t t way, if I l 
way I looked at it 

Q. Mr. Link, you didn't discuss the ri pt of 00 d 
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Q. What campaign did you have, or did you propose to have next 








after the n June or July, 1909?—A. I expected to go back to 
the next legis iré 

Q. When was the next legislature to convene or candidates therefor 
be nominated A. 1910 

Q. In what month?—A. In July. 

«. In July or August, was it not?—A. Yes, sir. 

QM. 1910° A. Yes, sir. 

«). It didn’t strike you as peculiar that Browne or Wilson on two 


separate or 


| ‘asions were going to contribute to your campaign expenses 

more than a year prior to your candidacy, did it?—A. I told you I 

was not surprised. 
* « a + > © 6 

Q. Mr. Link, when you went before the grand jury the first time, did 





you tell them the truth or did you lie?—A. I kept saying I didn’t | 


remember until Wayman wrapped me around his finger. 

©. Did you testify that you had not been paid $1,000 by Browne, 
and that you had not received $500 from Wilson, or didn’t you?—A. 
At that first interrogation, the question of Robert Wilson was dis- 
cussed, but not the Browne $1,000. 

Q. All right, then; the one they first interrogated you about when 
you went before the grand jury as to whether or not you had met 
Wilson in St. Louis ?—A. I denied it. 

Q. Was that true, or a falsehood?—A. I guess it was a falsehood; 
but I didn’t remember of meeting him at that time, or didn’t know the 
aate. 

Q. You stated you did not meet him at all, didn’t you?—A. I stated 
afterwards that I did meet him. 

Q. You stated afterwards you did meet him, but that was after- 
wards; after you had been indicted for perjury ?—A. Yes, sir. 

«. Now, Mr. Link, did Mr. Wayman or any of his assistants or any 
officer at any time ask you to tell anything that was not true; yes, or 
no, please?—A. They asked me so many questions, that is ‘a pretty 
hard question. 

Q. Did anyone, at any time, ever ask you to tell a lie?—A. Not in 
that specific terms. 

Q. Or in any other terms?—A. Not in that kind of terms. 

Q. Did anyone, at any time, tell you to testify to any fact other 
than the truth?—A. Well, I had so many conversations with him, it 
is hard for me to answer just any remark, Senator. 

Q. Tell me if anyone connected with the State’s attorney’s office, the 
State’s attorney, his assistants, officers, employees asked you to lie? 
A. They didn’t ask me to lie. 

Q. Now, after you were indicted for perjury, you were given the 
alternative of going before the grand jury and telling the truth, were 
you not, or be prosecuted for perjury?—A. I came before the grand 
jury to clear myself. 

Q. And tell them the truth?—A. To clear myself. 

Q. What do I understand by “clearing yourself?”—A. Telling them 
I had received some money. 

Q. Hadn't you received some money?—A. Well, yes. 

Q. You didn't tell the truth, did you, until you got the third-degree 
methods?—A. Yes; I did. 

Q. I am asking you—you are the one that knows, not I.—A. Well, 
I suppose when I denied seeing Wilson when I did meet him. 

Q. You denied, first, having any money?—A. There was no question 
asked about that. I said I didn’t meet him. 

Q. Didn't you deny getting any money from him?—A. I said I didn’t 
meet him, and how could I get any money if I didn’t meet him? 

Q. Didn’t you deny getting any money from him?—A. I don’t re- 
member. 

Q. Didn’t you deny getting any money from Browne?—A. That ques- 
tion was not asked me on the first occasion. 

Q. Didn’t you say before the grand jury that you didn’t get any 
money from Browne, and didn’t you say you got it after the third- 
degree methods?—A. The perjury charges was placed against me for 
simply saying I didn’t meet Wilson. 

Q. The perjury charge was correct, was it not?—A. Afterwards it 
proved it was; yes, sir. 

Q. Didn’t they give you a chance to go back before the grand jury 
and make a clean breast of it?—A. To save my life. ‘ 

Q. Didn’t they give you a chance to go back?—A. I didn't go back; 
I told them all I knew. : 

Q. You lied ?—-A. I don’t know about that. 

Q. Now, Mr. Link, you did go back before the grand jury?—A. I 
certainly did; on Saturday morning. 

Q. You told the truth, and then they nollied the indictment for per- 
jury against you; didn’t they?—A. Yes, sir; after I answered those 
two questions. 

Q. Mr. Wayman asked you to tell the truth, didn’t he? Did he or 
didn’t he; what is the answer?—A. That was about the Wilson affair, 
my yo here. I didn’t care about that; I was asked to tell the 
truth whether I had met Bob Wilson. 

Q. He interrogated you about the $900 and the $1,000?—A. That 
was afterwards; Mr. Wayman himself asked me those questions. 

Q. He asked you to tell the truth?—A. He didn’t ask me anything 
about telling the truth; I admitted that. . 

Q. When he talked with you; when Mr. Wayman first asked you 
whether or not you had received any money from Browne, you denied 
it, didn’t you?—A. Yes; of course I did. 

Q. When he asked you whether you had received any money from 
Wilson, you denied it?—A. That was not before the grand jury. 

Q. At any time you denied it?—A. To be sure I did. 

@. Why, to be sure you did, what was in your mind that made you 
deny it?—A. Because I didn’t want to get any third-degree methods 
up here. 

Pa You thought that might involve you in the third-degree meth- 
ods ?—A. No, sir; I didn’t know anything about that. 

Q. When you went before the grand jury subsequently you told them 
you got $1,000 from Browne ?—A. I answered two questions. 

Q. Will you please answer my question?—A. I answered two ques- 
tions : One was that I got $1,000 from Browne, and the other was that 
I got $900 from Wilson 

Q. In St. Louis?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You had denied it up to that time. Did you protest and object 
when the officer went with you to your home?—aA. I didn't have knowl- 
edge of the law enough. No; I did not. I got tired of it mighty quick. 

7 = ” * * 











Senator Frazier. If it were true that you met Wilson at St. Louis 
and he paid you $900, and that you met Browne and he paid you $1,000, 
why didn’t you tell that when you came up here before the grand jury 
and before Mr. Wayman? What were you concealing it for?—A. I 
didn't want to get myself, perhaps, in trouble and my friends in trouble. 
I didn’t know where the money came from. That was the only reason. 


Q. Why didn’t you tell it if it were a fact that you got it, and that 
you met those gentlemen? What were you trying to conceal it for? 
What was there wrong about the transaction?—A. 1 didn't know any- 
thing about what there was about it. And I didn’t desire to criminate 
myself for taking this money. I didn’t know where it came from. 

Q. If it were a present to you, and a fair and honest transaction for 
campaign purposes, or a gift or otherwise, why were you trying to con- 
ceal it?—A. I had no reason at all for concealing it. 

Q. Why didn’t you tell it?—A. Pardon me, I will correct that. I 
was afraid of getting somebody into trouble; I didn’t know where this 
money came from. 

Q. Who were you afraid of getting into trouble?—A. Friends of mine 
or myself. 

Q. Who were your friends?—A. I had a great many friends on the 
Republican side and on the Democratic side in the general assembly. 

Q. How would you get your friends into trouble by telling the truth, 
if this were a perfectly honest and legitimate transaction ?—A. I didn't 
know how it would get them into trouble, only it struck me I might get 
them into trouble. 

Q. You didn’t care to admit that some one had given you $1,000 with- 
out any explantion about it?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Was there anything said by you or Browne at the time he gave 
you this money as to why he was giving you this $1,000?—A. No, sir; 
I just supposed it was campaign money; but where it came from I didn't 
ask him. 

Q. You supposed it was what?—-A. For campaign purposes or some 
thing of that kind. 

Q. What sort of campaign purposes?—A. Down in Madison County ; 
it costs a good deal to be elected there. 

Q. Had Browne ever contributed to your campaign when you ‘vere 
a real candidate?—A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Had anybody else ever contributed to your campaign when yor 
were a candidate?—A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. You were not a candidate at that time?—A. I certainly was. 

Q. You were a candidate for the next time.—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Had you ever asked Browne for any money for your campaign ?- 
A. No, sir. 

Q. You had not?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You hadn’t suggested to him that you needed any money fo! 
your campaign?—A. No, sir; I might have told him—I did have 
several talks with him—that I was going to have a terrible hard pull 
to get back. 

Q. Did you suggest to him that you were glad to get that money 
and you would use it in your campaign?—A. I didn’t say anything 
about what I would do with the money. 

Q. You didn’t say a word about that?—A. No, sir. 

Q. As to where it came from or anything about it?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You didn’t ask him why he gave it to you?—A. No, sir; I 
didn't ask any questions. 

Q. He simply gave you $1,000 and you counted it and saw it was $1,00¢ 
and put it in your pocket and went away?—A. Yes, sir. 

- Q. He made no explanations to you and you asked no questions ?--A. 
No, sir. 

Q. You kept it and used for your own benefit?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you met Wilson in St. Louis, was that in response to a 
letter ?—-A. Some kind of a communication. 

Q. Now, when he gave you the $900, did he tell you why he was 
giving you the $900?7—A. No, sir; and I didn’t know where it came 
rom. 

Q. You didn’t ask any questions ?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Didn’t it rather strike you as an extraordinary sort of thing that 
a gentleman would give you $1,000 with no explanation, and the other 
$900 with no sort of an explanation?—A. I didn’t know what source 
or what business contributed a nickel of that money at all; never was 
in any consultation to know where he got this much or that, and how 
would I know about it? 

Q. Were you surprised when you took the $900?—A. Not very much. 

Q. Why weren’t you surprised ?—A. I was glad to get it. 

Q. Did anyone in your life ever give you $1,000 without asking you 
any — or making any explanation?—A. No; I don’t know as 
they did. 

Q. Why was not this an extraordinary sort of thing, then?—A. If 
he saw fit to give me a present for campaign purposes, I was glad to 
receive it and ask no questions. 

Q. You were not surprised that he did?—A. None whatever, sir. 

Q. You had never had anybody give you $1,000 before in your life 
or $900?—A. Not directly. 

Q. We want to get at the whole transaction, Mr. Link, and we are 
trying to get at the truth about it.—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And we would like to know if at any time there was any reason 
or any cause why these men should have given you $1,000 and $900. 
Did they owe you anything or have aay transaction between you or 
business or anything?—A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Did any other member of the legislature ever give yon $1,000 or 
$900 ?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Or any other man in your history as a pases or statesman in 
this State, did anybody else ever give you $1,000 or $900?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Just on these two occasions. You didn’t ask any questions?—A. 
I didn’t ask any questions, and there were no answers given to me or 
no reasons given to me. 

Q. Had you had any information, directly or indirectly, as to any 
gathering up of funds to be distributed among legislators for votes?— 
A. No, sir; no direct information. 

Q. Had you had any indirect information?—A. It was rumored those 
things; I don’t know whether they did or not. a 

Q. You had heard rumors of that sort?—A. Yes, sir; but nothing 
accurately or definitely. - 

Q. Did Browne, when he handed you the $1,000, say anything about 
your voting for Lorimpr?—A. No, sir; he did not. ‘ . 

Q. Just tell us exactly what he said, if he said anything?—A. We 
talked casually about 5 ; 

Q. (Interrupting.) Tell us exactly what he said.—A. I don’t remem- 
ber: he was going back to the next legislature, and so was I if I could; 
that was the conversation, so far as I could remember. . 

Q. When you first went into his room was there anyone in there ?— 
A. Not to my knowledge; I think he was by himself. 

Q. When he handed you the package, was it in an envelope or 
wrapped up in some form?—A. I think it was just in separate bills, 

Q. He just handed you out the money ?—A. Yes. sir. 

. Did he count it or did you count it?—A. I counted it. “ 

3 He handed you a package of bills and you counted it?—A. Yes, 
sir. 
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Q. When he handed you the thousand-dollar package of bills, did he 
say anything to you?—<A. He said, “ This is coming to you.” Nothing 
else was said as to the purpose, | 


} 


Q. He just said, “ This is con ing to you?’’—A. Something of that 


nature I don’t remen exactly; of course he was not dumb when 
he handed it to me 

©. That is what we want to find out A. I don’t remember the exact 
conversation, only he said, “ This is a present” or “ This is coming to 
a 
“ ©. Which did he say, “ This i ming to you” or “ This is a pres 


ent ’’?—A. I don't remember; it was something of that kind 

Q. You can't recall that?—A. No, sir. 

Q. What did you reply?—A. I says, “Ail right, Lee.” That is all 
tl at was said in relation to it 

QO. You counted the $1,000 ?—A,. Yes, sir. 

Q Did he say it was $1,000, or did he just hand you the package 
and say it was coming to you?—A. I don’t remember whether he used 
the word “thousand” or not. Not much was said in the conversation 
at all. 

s * * * * * © 


Q. When you met Wilson and he gave you $900, will you just state | 
what he said when he handed you the $900?—<A. Something similar to 
what Browne said, “ This is coming to you,” or “ This is for you, Mike.” 


“This is for you 

Q. Did you ask him what it was given to you for?—A. No, sir. 

@®. Did you see anyone else in his room during that time?—A. At 
that specific time I don’t recollect, but I mentioned the different gentle 
men that I saw there 

Q. Was there anyone else in there at the time he gave you the pack 
age of money ?—A. I don’t remember whether there was or not; I don't 
think there was, though. 

Q. But did you see other gentlemen come in during the 4. (Inter 
rupting.) No conversation was had, | was with Mr. Wilson quite a litt 
while that day. 

Q. Did you see .these gentlemen—members of the legislature—Mr 
Luke . A. Yes, sir; during the time. 

Q. Shephard and Clark?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And Mr. White. Those were all members of the legislature ?—aA. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. They were in his room during your visit?—<A. During the time of 
my call there some time, but I can’t say just exactly. 

Q. They were all members of the legislature who had voted for Mr. 
were they not ?—-A. I think every one of them had voted for 
Mr. LORIMER. 

Q. Did you see any other member of the legislature there that day? 
A. Not to my knowledge; no, I did not; I am quite certain. 

Q. You saw Shephard, Clark, Luke, and White?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. In Wilson’s room ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You don't recollect any others?—-A. Not now; no, sir: I do not 

Senator Burrows. When you got the $1,000 you say you didn’t know 
what it was for; did you count it?—A. I don’t remember whether I 
counted it there at that time. I did afterwards. 

Q. Why did you count it?—A. To know whether there was a—how 
much money there was in the package. 

Q. That was all?—A. Certainly; I wanted to know how much the 
present was worth. I wanted to know just what it was worth. 

Q. You had no other purpose in counting it?—A. No, sir; none 
whatever. 


What part of this testimony should be credited and what dis 
credited each Senator must judge. One thing this testimony 
does make perfectly plain, and that is that Link met Browne 
and Wilson in St. Louis and received money from both. He 
at first denied these facts before the grand jury, but now ad- 
mits he then swore falsely. He now acknowledges the receipt 
of the money, but still insists he does not know for what pur- 
pose these large sums were given to him. That part of his tes- 
timony is wholly improbable and unreasonable. When he says 
he had no idea for what purpose Browne and Wilson sum- 
moned him to St. Louis you know he lies. When he says he 
received this money from them without the faintest idea for 
what purpose it was given, and that he accepted it without 
asking for any explanation and without any explanation what- 
ever being offered, you know he lies. When he says he thought 
the two payments were two presents, or possibly two contribu- 
tions to his campaign for reelection, 15 or 18 months away, 
you know he lies. That story is too utterly ludicrous for any 
unprejudiced mind to give to it the slightest credence. It may 
be asked why he would admit receiving this money and yet 
deny all knowledge of the purpose or reason for which it 
was given and deny all knowledge or even suspicion of the 
source from which it came. I think this performance, asinine 
as it is, is not difficult to understand. Link knows that brib 
ery is a felony, punishable by imprisonment in the penitentiary 
and he knows that bribery is an odious crime and that a pub 
lie official guilty of it must wear forever upon his brow the 
brand of infamy. He feared to confess bribery and face the 
courts or his constituents. He shranl 











k cowering from a confes 
sion that he accepted a bribe for official work, and, hard driven, 
resorted to the silly device of saying he regarded the money 
us presents from generous friends or as contributions to a 
far-off campaign. The mental operations of the man are not 
difficult to comprehend. Mr. President, with Link’s story be- 
fore our eyes, is it difficult to believe the story of White? 

Luke is dead. But Luke was one of the traitorous Democrats 
who voted for Lorimer Ile was also one of tha. delectabl 
company invited to Wilson’s pay-day feast at the Southern 
Hotel. His wife saw. so she testified, the dispatch inviting him 
to attend, and there is abundant proof that he did attend. She 
testified that on one occasion after his return home from some 
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unknown place—that is, some place unknown to her, and he did 
h 


not disclose where he had been—but on returning he exh l 
a large sum of money, she thought $950 True, she says, this 
was before he went to St. Louis to meet Wilson, but when he 
went or where he went she did not know rhis sweet-s ited 
Wilson convention at St. Louis was held on the 15th day of 
July, and Browne's convention was abou e I ddle of Ju 

It is important just here to keep these dates in 1 d Brov 
was in St. Louis in June and Wi 1 in July Mrs. Luke ed 
that it was after Luke's return | » following e a l 
ment on June 4, and between that time and his s a ou 
in St. Louis on July 15 that her husba went ay ‘ 


mysterious journey and came back with this 


money. Did he go ; way in June to 1 brow ( 
be any reasonable doubt of that? All these occurren 
within the compass of a few weeks. Naturally, Mrs. Li 


voman, would shield the memory of her husband as fai 
possible. No doubt she sought to tell the truth, and U 


occasion for denying that she did. But did Luke see Br 
before he saw Wilson?, He went to Sc. Louis on Wils invi 
tation to meet Wilson, just as the others did. If Wilson gave 
White, Beckemeyer, and Link $900 each on that occasion ! 
| you doubt that he gave Luke the same amount? And if Luke 
got money from Wilson, can you doubt that he also received 
money from Browne? If he shared in the spoi dis 
tributed for Browne, can you doubt that he shat in that 
l using 








distributed by Browne himself? Mr. President, t 
circumstances all point in the same direction. They are ove 

helmingly convincing that Luke was one of Browne's band of 
criminals. Do not these circumstances involving Lu 
reasonable inferences to be deduced therefrom, ten 
corroborate and support the original story of Wh 

I come now to Senator Holstlaw—or rather to Senators Holst 
law and Broderick. They are so inseparably connected that we 
can not speak of one without speaking of the other. Driven as 
the others were by the fear of criminal prosecutions, Holstlaw 
confessed to the promise of a reward if be voted for Loximer, 
and that after he had voted for Lorimer he received $: 
one time, and $700 at another time. He testifies that on the 
night preceding Lorimer’s election he had a talk with his 


Li¢ 


‘ 





oO at 


colleague, Senator Broderick, in which both expressed the opinion 
that LorIMER would probably be elected on the following day, and 


Holstlaw swears that Broderick said this to him, “ Well, there is 
$2,500 for you,” or, “ There is $2,500 for you if you vote for him.” 
Holstlaw understood, as he must inevitably have understood, 
from Broderick that he would receive $2,500 if he cast his vote 
for Lorimer. And Broderick beyond all reasonable doubt in 
tended by what he said to offer Holstlaw this tempting bribe. 
I say this because a few days after the legislature adjourned 
Broderick wrote Holstlaw to come to see him in Chicago, and 
Holstlaw went to Chicago in response to that letter and visited 
Lroderick at his saloon on June 16, 12 days after the dissolu 
tion of the legislature. Several weeks after that he went to 
see Broderick again at the same place. Holstlaw testifies that 
these were the only two occasions he ever visited Broderick 
or ever entered his saloon. On his first visit, June 16, Broderick 
escorted him into his private room and there handed him $2,500 
in cash. On Holstlaw’s second visit Broderick gave him $700 
additional. Holstlaw says that he took the money when offered, 
and says that Broderick remarked as he handed him the $2,500, 
“Here is that money.’ According to Holstlaw’s testimony 
that was the whole conversation—‘ Here is that money.” What 
money? Why, that money. No explanation was asked or given 


as to where the money came from or for what purpose it was 
paid, and none was necessary. Broderick was not indebted to 
Holstlaw, they had never had a business transaction, and this 


was Holstlaw’s first visit to Broderick. Holstlaw was ask 
What did he pay you the $2,500 for? 
And he answered: 


I supposed he was paying it to me because he had 1 that he 
would give it to me after my having iid I vy 2 to f 
LORIMER, and I supposed that he paid it to: f 

Again, he was asked if Broderick in bh letter i ting him to 
Chicago indicated for what purpose he desired to see him, and 
Holstlaw answered 

Well, Mr. Broderick told me that he w | t $2 500 

rrue, Holstlaw would have the subco! ttee and the Senate 
believe that his vote was not bought or influenced by : os 
pect of reward. In this particular his 
assumed by Link and Beckemeyer, and, no doubt 


reasons. But if Holstlaw’s testimony as to 


with Broderick the night before the senatoria ion la 
to the subsequent receipt of the money is t e | } 
notwithstanding his belated profession of virtuous 


we have a clear case of an offer to bribe and the subse 
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payment of the bribe money. If Holstlaw is to be believed, we 


have a clear case of bribery, and bribery committed for the | Mr. President, taking an impartial and unprejudiced view of 


direct and confessed purpose of promoting Mr. Lorimer’s elec- 
tion. Did Holstlaw tell the truth? In answering that ques- 
tion I will say, first, that there was an utter absence of any 
motive for Holtslaw to tell a lie. There is an utter absence of 
any motive for Holtslaw desiring or consenting to do either 
LoriMerR or Broderick so foul a wrong as to falsely swear that 
Broderick offered and paid him money to vote for Lorimer. 
And I will say, secondly, that there is one circumstance that 
seems to put the fact of Holstlaw’s receipt of the $2,500 beyond 
all reasonable doubt. That fact is that on the very day he re- 
ceived the money, June 16, he deposited it in the State Bank 
of Chicago. 

Recognizing the damaging force of this circumstance the 
friends of Senator Lorimer have denied or sought to dis- 
credit the statement that Holstlaw made the deposit to which 
he testified; but, Mr. President, Holstlaw was corroborated 
in this behalf by the chief clerk of the bank, Jarvis O. Newton, 
who swore he received the deposit and made out the deposit 
slip which he gave to Holstlaw. The testimony Newton gave 
relating to this deposit was so furiously assailed, and charges 
so seriously affecting the integrity of the bank officials and 
the truth of Newton’s testimony were made, that the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. CumMMINs] procured the original deposit slip 
attached to an affidavit made by Newton, in which he identified 
the deposit slip as the one he had made and delivered to Holst- 
law. This original deposit slip and the affidavit of Mr. Newton 
were exhibited to numerous Senators here on the floor, the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. BatLey] among them. That Senator, 
on comparing the handwriting of the slip with Newton’s signa- 
ture to the affidavit, declared it to be his deliberate opinion 
that the two did not correspond and that the deposit slip was a 
forgery. I examined the same papers, and, although I do not 
claim to be a handwriting expert, I do not hesitate to say, with 
all due deference to the Senator from Texas, that to me the 
writing on the two papers is so strikingly similar that I have 
no doubt that the man who signed the affidavit wrote the slip. 
I can not at all agree with the Senator from Texas in this 
particular. Mr. President, why should this bank officer wan- 
tonly commit a forgery of this kind, and then appear before 
the Senate committee and commit perjury to bolster up the 
forgery? To my thinking that is wholly improbable, for there 
is an utter absence of motive for doing such a monstrous thing, 
and [ was astounded at the bold attacks made by Senators on 
this unoffending man. If the committee had the least doubt or 
suspicion that Holstlaw and Newton had sworn falsely as to 
this deposit they could have summoned the bookkeeper, the 
eashier, and other officials of the bank, and compelled them to 
produce their books to show whether this sum had been charged 
in the cash receipts and credited to the account of Holstlaw on 
the particular day named by the witness. But the committee 
had no doubt as to the veracity of Newton’s statement. Can 
it be imagined that the executive officers of a responsible in- 
stitution like this bank would commit or sanction such perjury 
or forgery, or would tolerate any false entry on their books? 

Why, sir, there could be no possible motive for such an act, 
and aside from every other consideration the exposure of such 
a crime would have destroyed the bank. If the books of the 
bank show that that deposit was made, then it was made at 
the time Holstlaw and Newton stated. 
deposit appears on the books of the bank then the deposit was 
actual and not fictitious. You can not believe that the bank 


ing himself behind this privilege and claiming this exemption? 


| all the facts and circumstances it is to my mind perfectly 


plain, almost indisputably so, that Holstlaw testified to the truth 
about his conversation with Broderick and about receiving the 
money. If Broderick told Holstlaw the night before LorimMer’s 
election that he would get $2,500 if he voted for Lorimer, from 
whom did Broderick expect that money to come? If Broderick 
gave $2,500 to Holstlaw on one occasion and $700 on another, 
where did he get the money? Do you suppose, Mr. President 
and Senators, that this saloonkeeper gave Holstlaw $3,200 of 
his own money? In your hearing on Wednesday last Mr. 
LORIMER described Broderick as his bosom friend; still Brod- 
erick would not likely pay Holstlaw $3,200 out of his own 
pocket without any consideration therefor. He swore he made 
Holstlaw no promise, and therefore was under no sort of 
obligation to him. If that be true, do you suppose that he so 
loved the junior Senator from Illinois and was so elated over 
his success, that, bubbling over with joy, he delved into his own 
pocket, fished out $3,200 of his own money, and made a 
jollification gift of that large sum to his senatorial colleague? 
Yes, sir; Holstlaw’s story bears all the earmarks of truth, and 
if it be true, what good reason have we for denouncing White's 
story as false? 

Mr. President, let me recur to the Browne convocation in 
St. Louis in June, 1909, that I may propound this question to 


| the Senate: Was the money Browne paid to Beckemeyer, Link, 


Moreover, if that | 


and others bribe money? I do not hesitate to say this, that 
whether this money, or any part of it, was paid for LorRIMER 


| votes or not, beyond all peradventure it was corrupt money, 


used in some corrupt transaction. Browne and Wilson, of 
course, deny that they paid any money to any man on the oc- 
‘asions stated. But can you, in the known circumstances of 
this case, give credit to their oaths? For what purpose were 
these men assembled at the call of Browne and Wilson in St. 
Louis? If the mission there was a proper and honest one, why 
was there so much secrecy about it; and, after the fear of 
exposure came, why did the participants in those meetings go 
scurrying about seeking to improvise some defense against the 
threatened danger? Why did Wilson, in May, 1910, after con- 
sulting with his stampeded associates, send out letters to them, 
dated back to the year before—back to June 26, 1909—inviting 
them to meet him i: St. Louis to discuss the question of giving 
Browne a banquet? Were they trying to hedge? Why was 
this posthumous story concocted? Manifestly because they saw 
the necessity of manufacturing some excuse for that St. Louis 
meeting. Therefore this letter was written and dated back 
a year so as to lay a plausible foundation for a contemplated 
lie. Does not that look as if those men were criminals, fleeing 
from the wrath to come? If these were honest men, and if 
the St. Louis meeting was for an honest purpose, there was 
no need of involving it in mystery; and no need to commit per- 
jury by denying that the meeting was held. There was no 
need for all that unless these meetings in St. Louis were the 
culminating acts in a monstrous conspiracy against the honor 
of a great State. If innocent, every man among them would 
have scorned the base charge White preferred, and, without a 
moment’s waiting, volunteered the whole truth and sought the 
vindication of their good names before the courts of the coun- 
try. But the skulking manner characterizing their every move- 
ment, their utter insincerity, their repeated deliberate perjury, 


| all combine to prove them a band of scheming rascals instead 


would give Holstlaw a credit for $2,500 without receiving the | 


money or its equivalent. 
that money as he stated, he received it from Broderick as he 
stated. If not from Broderick, from whom did he get it? Do 


Further still, if Holstlaw deposited | 


you suppose he carried this $2,500 in cash from his home to | 


Chicago that he might deposit it there and make it a basis of 
some false charge against Broderick? It seems to me that all 
talk and surmising of this kind are too absolutely absurd to 
deserve attention, It is true Broderick denies the conversation 
with Holstlaw on the night preceding LorIMer’s election, and 
denies that he paid to Holstlaw any money at any time. He 
did not deny, however, that he had written to Holstlaw to come 
to Chicago to see him, as Holstlaw had testified he did, although 
Holstlaw had never visited him before. He would not say whether 
he had written such a letter as Holstlaw said he received. He 
declined to deny that, for he could not tell but that Holstlaw 
might produce the letter. If you will read Broderick’s testi- 
mony you will observe that he refused on several occasions to 
answer pointed questions, giving as a reason for his refusal 
that he could not be compelled to give testimony against him- 
self, or testimony that might be self-incriminating. If Broderick 
were a truthful and honest man, why the necessity of shelter- 


of a company of honorable gentlemen. Mr. President, how can 
you escape the conviction that Browne paid out thousands of 
dollars to these men? Wilson was merely an agent of Browne, 
and Browne supplied him with the money he distributed. 
Where did Browne get this money? Do you imagine for a mo- 
ment—is it within the range of human _ probability—that 
Browne paid all these thousands out of his own personal funds? 
The very suggestion of that is preposterous. Rather might I 
ask if there can be a doubt that Browne not only received the 
money he distributed from some vitally interested source, but 
that he himself took care to feather his own nest in the in- 
terim? Is it reasonable to say that Browne would take the 
hazard of bribing men without himself receiving some personal 
emolument? 


Mr. President, do the circumstances of the case connect Sen- 
ator LorimMer with this bribery, and are they sufficient to con- 
vince us that he must have had knowledge, some well-grounded 
intimation at least, as to what was in the air? Remember, sir, 
his close, confidential relationship with Browne. He seduced 
Browne from his allegiance to Stringer and made him his right 
arm in the battle he waged for the senatorship. I know Senator 
LORIMER denies this. In his last speech he would have the 


Senate believe that Browne was forced by his followers to the 
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Senator’s support. But no man can read this testimony without 
that Browne was the one chief, potential force above all 
mong Democrats, and whose ceaseless activities wer 





continuously exerted to becuile Democratic votes to 
LORIMER’s standard: and the testimony shows beyond all intel 
ligent dispute that Lorimer depended upon Browne above any 


and all other Democrats. Their consultations for weeks ran 
through both days and nights, and their confidences were many 
and very close. In fact, I would be almost justified in saying 


that this relation was so close and of such a character that 
Browne might well be regarded as LorIMer’s commissioned 
agent authorized to employ whatever means he might deem nec- 
essary or advisable to bring his followers into line. Under 
these circumstances does it seem probable that Browne would 
discuss money considerations with his followers, make promises 
and afterwards keep them, with utter ignorance on LoRIMER’s 
part as to what was being done? Lorimer was in command, 
and he was to be the beneficiary of the contest. Can LoRIMER’s 
lieutenants be guilty of these crimes and yet LoriMer himself, 
the beneficiary, be wholly innocent? The question ‘“ Who fur- 
nished the money?” like Banquo’s ghost, will not down. 

Mr. President, I might go on and consume much time dis 
cussing other men and other circumstanees connected with this 
transaction—evidence tending to show a wide range of corrup 
tion, and tending to corroberate the story White sold to the 
Chicago Tribune. I might, for example, discuss the significance 
of Clark’s and Shephard’s presence in St. Louis, when White, 
Beckemeyer, and Link were there to receive money from 
Browne or Wilson. Clark and Shephard went to St. Louis on 
the same kind of invitation which carried the others there, and 
it seems impossible that they attended either of those particular 
meetings on a different mission. They were there in the same 
room with Link and White—the same room in which Wilson 
distributed his corruption fund. What were they there for? 
Wilson took Shephard into the bathroom. What for? Listen 
to Shephard’s answer to that as he gave it under oath to the 
subcommittee : 

®. Why did Bob Wilson take you into the bathroom on the 2Ist of 
July ?—<A. I don’t know ; he took me in there to ask mea question. I will 
tell you the question if you want to know what it is. He asked me who 
the lady was he saw me with in the St. Nicholas Hotel in Springfield 

. Neither of you being married, that question was so confidential 
that vou had to be taken by him into the bathroom so that he could 
ask you privately ?—-A. I don’t know what prompted him to do it; I 
can't say as to that 

Q. Did he close the door?—-A. I can’t say as to that 

@. Will you say he did not close the door?—A. I am not sure whether 
he did er not. I can’t remember 
Q. Were you the least bit surprised that he should take you out 
f the main room and into the bathroom and close the door or not 
close the door, whichever it was, just to ask you who the lady was that 





you, an unmarried man, had with you in Springficld?—A. I was not 
surprised at all. I did not think of it When I told him who it was 
I said, “I thought it was somebody else.” 

Q. Were you with this young lady in Springfield when Wilson saw 
you ?7—A. At the St. Nicholas Hotel, at the dinner table 

®. There was no secret about it? A. No, sir. 

@. It was a relative of yours?—A. Yes, sir; she is my sister-in-law 

©. And you were all in public?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. At a public hotel, dining with her?—A. Yes, sir 

. And a great many other people saw you besides Wilson ?—A. Yes 
sir; I presume they did 

Q. And just to inquire as to who the name of the young lady was 
you having been seen with her in public in the St. Nicholas Hotel—he 
took you into the bathroom ?—aA. Yes, sir. 

©. And that is all he asked?—A. That is the only question he asked 
me there and the only conversation we had there; yes, sir 





e 


enators, do you believe that to be a reasonable story? What 
was there about a member of the legislature dining with a lady 
the public dining room of a prominent hotel that made it 
‘cessary for Browne to employ such secretive tactics to ascer- 
tain her identity? And yet these two men, Shephard and Wil 
n, had the audacity to swear to that absurdity as a fact. No, 
no; Wilson did not invite Shephard into his bathroom for any 
such idle, albeit sentimental, purpose. 
Again, listen to what Shephard said about meeting Browne in 


rie 


So 


at Frazier. What did Mr. Browne want of you when he wroté 
to meet him in St. Louis?—A. I don’t know, sir. He just simply 
d in the letter or telegram, whatever it was: “ Will be in St. Louis 


Southern Hotel” at a certain date, “and if convenient will be glad 
you 
©. When you saw him did he make any explanation of what lh 
1 or why he had wi! ? \. No, sir; I suppose it was a 
Mr. Browne and I \ ’ good friends during the session, and 
he knew I went to St. Lot very frequently, as I do—I go down thers 
I ‘ l ye ‘ ‘ be I vi weet 
©. He made no expl as to why he wanted to see you? 
A. Ne 
Q. You did not talk } ties ?—A. We may have talked some politics 
there in the room I can't recall what the conversation was the 


Mr. President, I submit that that story, under all the facts 
and cireumstances of which we have been advised, is wholly 
incredulous. sut I forbear to further consume the valuable 
time of the Senate by pursuing this phase of the controversy. 
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Mr. Pre ‘ hat there was t of | ul ef 
! ring the senato! I st Ss! ae evid by the s 
Li Withess« 1 Ss of ‘ . t I ‘ { 
for LORIMER, as well as by the test ‘ of those who did te 
for hil 1 refer to such men ‘ d Groves Phese 
men stand unimpeached, and no charge of dis orable condu 
can be fairly laid at their door. Verhaps in saying this I ought 
to except the assault made upon Groves ad re rrill by the Sen 
ator from Texas [Mr. Bamtey]. With due respect, and certainly 
without meaning in the least to offend, I am bound to say that 
in assailing these men my distinguished and eloquent friend 
from Texas gave to his zeal and to his imaginat 1 too free a 
rein. What are the facts? Groves was twic« illed to the 


stand by the committee. On his first I 
ported by the stenographer as saying that Terrill told him that 
he had received a thousand dollars for voting for Lorimer 
Theat is the way the test mony appeared in the record. Later 
be was recalled, at his own request, to correct that statement 
and did correct it. He declared that he did not say on his first 
appearance that Terrill told him he actually got a thousand 
dollars for voting for Lorrmer, but that Terrill said that he 
had been told there was a thousand dollars in sight if he would 
vote for Lorrmer. This is all the Senator from Texas quoted, 
and thereupon he proceeded to speak with exceeding harshness of 
Groves. sut let me read what immediately follows Groves’s 
correction of that part of the reeord quoted by the Senator, 
and thus prove that Groves was both fair and honest: 
Mr. AUSTRIAN. The witnéss notified me that he d d to « 


that statement 





That is, the statement that Terrill told him that he received 
$1,000 for voting for Lortmer. Then this follows: 

Senator PAYNTER. Yes; I didn’t understand him to say that, anyway 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. That is the way the record reads [I didn’t under 
stand it, either, but that is the way the record reads 

So you will observe, Mr. President, that Greves did not swear 
that Terrill said he had received money for voting for Lorimer. 
The Senator from Kentucky |Mr. Paynrer] agreed with Mr. 
Groves, that the fault was not with Groves, but with the record. 
The Senator from Kentucky said, “I did not understand him 
to say that, anyway.” Surely that ought to settle it. I think 
the Senator from Texas must have overlooked what I have 
quoted, for I am sure he would not do Mr. Groves an intentional! 
injustice. I am sure he would not have sought to discredit 
Groves in the way he did if he had had the part of the record 
I have quoted in mind at the time. ‘Terrill himself said that 
a member by the name of Griffin, from Cook County, asked hin 
to vote for Lorimer, and, being curious to know what was in 
the wind, he asked Griffin what there was in it, and Griffin 
answered, “A thousand dollars, anyway.” And right here it is 
not amiss to call attention te the fact that Griffin was the 
Democratic member whose vote “ Hinky Dink,” the celebrated 


} 





Chicago politician, pledged to Lorimer. Griflin is the man 
Terrill swears told him that there was $1,000, anyway, in vot 
ing for Lorimer. It seems, Mr. President, that “a thousand 
dollars” was the standard market price for votes at Spring 


field at that time for members of the lower house. There is 
considerable testimony of this kind running through 
voluminous record, but I will keep my promise, and forbe 
follow it in detail. And so I will leave my dis sion of the 
testimony at this point. 

Mr. President, in the face of what Beckemever, Holtslaw, 
and others, whose evidence has been quoted, testitied ft 


face of all the damaging and damning facts deve “i by both 
positive and circumstantial testimony, d in the face of 
that appears in this most accusing record, Senator Lori 
silent as the dead. He had no expla! on to ke w f 
say. Why did not Mr. Lorimer take the w ess stand 

like a man who had naught to fear, auswer any qi 

pounded to him, and tell everything | 

Does this attitude of silence comport with im e? If it 
shown that Beckemeyer, Ho \ W! had d 
money for their votes, f it wi: Sho j hat othe erisl: rs 
had also been the recipients of corrupt money, and if 

shown that still others had been ! ed with corrupt « 
tures, did not this \ me ol ating testimony shift 
burden of proof on Mr. Lorimer and make it imperative t! 


should defend his title’ 





I ask again, if Browne paid this m y to Holstla | ‘ 
mever, and the others in the way they alleged, is it within th 
SCO} e of things probable that Browne : was ¢ y of offend 
ing against law and public decency, and that LorIMEer wended 
his tortuous way through the maze, always the a 
directing influence, without a stair [I will not 


is unnecessary, that Browne was 
that Lorimer was bound by all his 





30098 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 28, 





apply the legal maxim qui facit per alium facit per se—he who 
through another acts himself. I do not invoke the rule 
which governs the relation between principal and agent. It is 
suflicient for the purposes of this case that we try it by the 
testimony, unswerved by sentiment and unmoved by passion. 
It is sufficient if the facts brought home to the Senate convince 
you that want of knowledge on the part of Mr. Lorimer is 
wholly improbable. We must judge of Mr. LorimMer’s knowledge 
on probabilities—on probabilities that leave no room for rea- 
sonable doubt. I hold that it was incumbent upon him, and if 
innocent it was a duty he owed to himself, to answer before the 
committee. If innocent, he should have taken the stand and 
frankly stated all he knew and submitted himself to the most 
rigid interrogation, purged his election of taint, and thus de- 
fended his title. He made no attempt to defend himself under 
the sanctity of an oath, but preferred to remain silent while 
the investigation was in progress and come here to defend him- 
self in a speech before the Senate. He should not have waited 
to make his defense as an orator or an advocate, pleading his 
own cause before the forum which is trying him. His address 
was, indeed, replete with eloquence and pathos, but the Senate 
is obligated to judge the case solely on facts developed by the 
testimony delivered under oath. It was meet and proper for 
him to address the Senate, but that was not the opportune 
occasion, nor that the most convincing way for him to offer his 
testimony. Judging this case by the testimony submitted, I ‘am 
driven, Mr. President, by the irresistible force of my conviction 
to say that I do not believe Mr. Lorimer is entitled to the seat 
he holds. 


acts 


RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 32216) 
to promote reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion of 
Canada, and for other purposes. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of dis- 
cussing briefly the pending proposition to institute a trade rela- 
tion between the United States and the Dominion of Canada. 
I want to say clearly at the outset that I am opposed to this 
trade relation, this proposed reciprocity agreement. Before I 
enter upon that theme, however, Mr. President, I am disposed to 
give way to the temptation to make a slight reference to what 
the distinguished Senator from Oregon said last night; I think 
it was last night: so much has engaged the Senate and at such 
unseemiy hours that I would not be sure. You remember Rip 
Van Winkle was not sure it was last night after his 20 years’ 
sleep. 

In all my experience in listening to political addresses I do 
not believe I ever heard a more doleful story of a man’s own 
country than that which was given by the Senator from Oregon. 
I am sorry he is not in his seat now. I am told it is not 
courteous to make reference to a Senator who is not in his seat, 

But I have violated many precedents of the Senate and may be 
permitted to violate another. Just think of it, this lamentation 
of last night, this foreboding of evil, came from Oregon, which 
is washed by the waves of the Pacific, which has been termed 
our new American lake; in Oregon, where the flowers are in 
bioom and children at play. I felt at the conclusion of the 
Senator’s remarks that if I had been entitled to take any part 
in the performance arranged for last evening, I should have 
advised the Senator from Oregon to stop upon any street in 
Washington where he heard the music of the Salvation Army, 
in order that he might be where he could hear a rosy-cheeked 
hallelujah lassie shout “ Glory to God.” Then he might have 
taken new courage and might have set his face more hopefully 
toward the future. 

I want to say to the Senators that you are not performing 
the duties devolving upon you. This is part of my mission. 
The Senate should proceed to vote on the resolution involving 
the honor and seat of a Member of this body. The Senate 
should proceed to vote squarely upon the measure concerning 
which I have the honor to speak. The Senate should also vote 
on the proposition to create a tariff commission. The Senate 
should consider every appropriation bill and close up its busi- 
ness and go home, as the American people have a right to expect 
the American Senate to do. There is no sort of necessity for 
a special session of Congress. 

Senators discuss the way and manner of electing Senators. 
It has been said that if we change the manner of electing Sena- 
tors, we are going to secure better quality. I say to you that 


what is needed here is more patriotism and less attention to 
political factions and less ambition for factional leadership. 
This Senate can not retain the respect of the American people 
unless higher ground is taken and more consideration given to 
the country. 

Mr. President, when I return to my theme, after this digres- 
sion for the good of the order, I am reminded that a few days 


ago the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] made 
complaint in relation to the uncertainty of the predictions of- 
fered by the Weather Bureau. I want to suggest to him that, 
while there may be doubts about the Weather Bureau's predic- 
tions, there can be no doubt about the political prediction which 
I made in this Chamber on December 15 last foretelling the 
new assaults to be made on the interests of the farmer in any 
new arrangement of the tariff. 

Now it is proposed to arrange a swap with Canada, a sort of 
trade back and forth. 

I am opposed to the adoption of the proposed trade agree- 
ment with Canada. I am opposed to it because it is unfair. 
It is popular because of misapprehension. Reciprocity is used 
in trade generally to cover up sharp practice or hypocrisy on 
one side, or on both. Reciprocity is never satisfactory. It 
represents borrowing hoes and plows and kitchenware on the 
farm. You can not keep books with a neighbor on the plan 
of borrowing and lending. Borrowing and lending represents 
an undefined swap with no date fixed for final settlement. 
Those who have lived on a farm know that a borrowing neigh- 
bor is the worst thing that ever happened. If the borrowing 
represents a clevis or neck yoke, it is found never to have 
been returned and is missing when most needed. Pardon these 
familiar agricultural expressions. Some of those who hear will 
understand. If this borrowing ever happens and you find the 
articles you wanted are missing, it will be evident that there 
has been reciprocity in operation; some neighbor has secured 
the article and never returned it. This reciprocity business is 
a masquerade. There are millions of people in the United 


States who will never be satisfied until we have free trade 
and they never can present it in its own name and right. Free 


trade in the past 15 years has tried many aliases. I think 
it is time that it traveled in its own name. I read a story once 
about some young fellows in a frontier town in Texas, where 
the opportunities for entertainment were few and where there 
were no amusements, who, after a night of it, felt in the early 
morning hours that there was little more to be done. One of 
them suggested that as a new means of entertainment, they 
get together and tell their real names. Now, in this discussion 
of reciprocity with Canada, we have gone far enough to tell 
our real names. We are told that the flow of Canadian grain 
into the United States will lower prices of the farmer’s products, 
yet that nobody is going to pay anything less to the farmer. 
Once there was a merchant who said he sold his goods below 
cost and could not make anything except that he sold so much. 

Sensible neighbors neither borrow nor lend. They prefer to 
buy and pay for what they get. Thus they preserve friendship 
and self-respect. 

In reciprocity agreements each side feels that it has played 
a trick upon the other, and when one side discovers that it has 
had a majority of tricks played upon its side, notice is im- 
mediately given that reciprocity is at an end. The pending 
reciprocity, so it is stated, is to let Canadian grain in without 
doing any harm to the American grain producer. It is par- 
ticularly stated that the proposed agreement is to let wheat in, 
in order that certain of the American people may have cheaper 
bread. In the same breath it is stated that this arrangement 
will do no harm because the price of wheat is, and has been 
for a century, fixed in Liverpool. By this Canadian arrange- 
ment, we presume, the American is to surrender the American 
market to the Canadian and take the Liverpool market in ex- 
change. 

But we are told that the price of wheat is fixed in Liver- 
pool. I was born a Democrat and heard that alleged fact in my 
early youth. It made the West Democratic, at different times, 
but finally perished in face of the facts as fiction always 
perishes in the presence of facts. The Liverpool story is as old 
as the old Bryan statement about the parity between wheat 
and silver. If I could speak the dialect of Minnesota I could 
make this plainer. 

The alarming thing is that occasionally an American 
farmer has been found willing to make this exchange. In this 
connection it might be well to inquire why the Canadian wants 
to get into the American market if the price of wheat is fixed 


| in Liverpool. 


If the Liverpool market is so good and desirable, why does 
Canada prefer ours? Have you thought of that? If it is such 
a glorious thing to ship wheat across the Atlantic, why not let 
George do it? 


Is it possible that the Canadian maket is unsatisfac- 
tory? Is it possible that Canada prefers to feed the workmen 


who are engaged in building automobiles in Detroit, to taking 
any chance on the workman who buys his grain in Liverpool? 
The truth is probably to be found in the statement that Canada 
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has discovered, through observation of more than a century, 
that a good home market beats any market across the water. 


I am opposed to this Canadian trade agreement, because it | 


seeks to present to Canada a fortune as great as all the Domin- 
jon’s present possessions. It seeks to present to Ca ada what 
sje has needed ever since that historic day when Wolfe died 
on the Plains of Abraham, to wit, a market. 

“The Dominion has had resources, but has been in need of a 
tomer. The plan of the United States has been to locate 
resources and the customer side by side. The Dominion is 
larger in area than the United States; yet the United States 
bas 91,000,000 of people, while the Dominion has about 7,000,000 
Canada is big enough to be a country on her-own 


Cl 
the 


of people. 


secount. She should frame up and carry out her own ambi- 
tious. She should make her own laws, build her own roads, 


nnd put up her own lighthouses. She should establish her own 
school system, pay her own taxes, and achieve her own results. 
When we buy from Canada, we should pay her tariff duties. 
When Canada buys from us, she should pay our duties. In 
this way there will be no old book accounts to settle; there will 
be no hard feelings, and we shall speak as we pass by. 
When a Canadian comes to our markets, driving over 
roads and bridges with his grain, he should be required to sa- 
Inte the American flag, and in lieu of the usual salute 
should be required to pay a small amount in the way of tax 


for the privilege of a greater market than he has been able to | 


create. The American people should be paid something for 
knowing how to create markets and promote enterprises. The 
Canadians should be penalized for not knowing how. No for- 


eigner has any right to come in and do business with us without 


paying us something in the shape of taxes. I do not care 
whether a man comes in as a farmer or a manufacturer. A 
farmer is just as good as a manufacturer, and, in some cases, 

It has been said that letting the Canadian farm products 
come into the American market will do no harm to the Ameri- 
caus. The markets of our great products are said to be fixed | 
on the other side of the water. But suppose that when the 
American arrives in Detroit, Buffalo, Cleveland, Chicago, Mil- 


waukee. or any other great city within easy water transporta- 
tion of Canada, having with him a load of produce to sell, he 
is told that the Canadian has already been to town and has 
supplied everybody and that the American products must be 
hauled back home or shipped to Europe. Just as a matter of 


patriotism, I think the American ought to have an opportunity 


to get to town first. 
not to be ours. 

If there were a river, like the Yellow River of China, flowing 
down through Canada and on down through the United States, 
and that river did not begin to spread 
drown all the people until it reached the United States, is there 
a man who would not say that something ought to be done to 
the flow of that stream before it reaches our conntry? 
The illustration carries its own moral. The principal objection 


If anything is shipped abroad, it ought 
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to this proposed donation to the Dominion of Canada is yet to 
be mentioned. This so-called reciprocity agreement practically 


confers American citizenship on the Canadian. And he is not 
even asked to take off his hat while the oath is administered. 
If he has been holding a mean view of the Republic, he need 
not change his mind while coming to our market. If he thir 
the average American is a bluffer and pretender, 


iks 


he can con- 
tinue to think so. If he regards our free institutions as a 


joke and our public schools as a farce, he can adhere to that 
opinion. He is not going to contribute anything for building 
rozds or bridges on the American side. He is going to haul his 
grain over American roads. He is going to drive his cattle or 
hogs over our highways to our markets and sell to our people, 
returning to his Canadian home with his American money in 
his pocket. He can pass over an American road and in view 
of an American schoolhouse to which he has not contributed 
one penny. He can return to his cheaper land and paint his 
home or leave it unpainted, just as he elects. He can congratu- 
late himself that he did not locate in the great Republic, but 
that he was reserved for better conditions, where he could have 
all the advantages of the great Republic with none of its re- 
sponsibilities. He can congratulate himself that while he is a 
citizen of what many men consider the greatest kingdom in the 
world, he can sell his products in the greatest republic in the 
world. 


After this American donation is made a citizen of Canada | 


ought to feel proud. He will be, in fact, a cosmopolitan citizen. 
Great Britain is a great nation. We call her the “ mother 
country.” In enriching Canada we are enriching Great Brit- 
ain. In case of war with the mother country, Canada would 
furnish the largest number of soldiers to fight the Americans, 
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om the Canadian soldiers would have been matured and fat- 
} tened in the American market. I am not a jingo, and I never 


expect a war with Great Britain; I am only suggesting what 
might happen. Why should we enrich Canada? Why should 
we not try to cultivate American soil? Why should we not 





iInake a renewed effort 


to ennoble American agriculture for the 


} purpose of keeping American boys and girls on the farm? 
If we are going to make Canada practically a commercial 
member of the American Republic, why should not Canada 


help to maintain the American Agricuitural 


Department? Or, 
why should we not board up the American 


Agricultural Depart- 


ment and send Secretary Wilson back to his Iowa farm? Or, 
why should we not send him back to the lowa College of Agri- 


| culture, inasmuch as some branches of his education appear to 
| have been neglected ? 

If we are going to buy our surplus from Canada, why should 
we be spending millions of dollars in irrigation enterprises and 
in attempting to reclaim the arid lands of the Far West? 





If the proposed donation is made to Canada, the donation 
} Masquerading under tke name of reciprocity, there will be 
| thousands of good farmers this very year removed from the 


| 

| Mississippi Valley to Canada for the purpose of farming cheaper 
}land. In Canada these farmers will not be compelled to fur- 
| nish the hired man with a horse and buggy and give him pos- 
of Parlor A in the home. In Canada the hired man 
may be willing to sleep in the garret, as he did on the Ameri- 
can farms until the doctrine of protection made the American 
farmer a gentleman. In Cannda the American farmer can hire 
the Asiatic and produce wheat, oats, barley, and live stock for 
the American market, with no duty whatever. In Canada he 
can grow rich, provided the American market remains open to 
him. 


session 


| But why is this trade arrangement proposed? It is put for- 
ward as a means of reducing the cost of living. It is boldly 
proposed that the farmer shall receive less for what he pro 


duces in order that those who do not produce food products may 


buy their food supplies cheaper. Food is only a small item of 


living expense at the present time. 

| The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumper] told us 
| the other day that we spend more for liquor than we do for 
bread. Not a man here said anything about reducing the supply 
or the price of liquor. [Laughter.] A Senator from the South 


| the other day asked the Senator from North Dakota if he had 
the audacity to suggest an increase in the cost of bread. The 
southern Senator had just been out to see the price of cotton, 
|} and come back rejoicing that the price had gone up. What we 
reilly want is reciprocity between cotton and Both 
classes of farmers should make money. 

rhe unhappy thought in connection with this entire affair is 
| the refusal on the part of 
the farmer. 


corn, 


the publie to consider the rights of 
The farmers are regarded as a necessity, and there 


|} are those who feel their products are, like air and water—or 
| ought to be—incidental to human life and without expense. It 
is also singular that the intelligent and civilized world ealls a 
|} man great who has cornered the wheat market and made mil 
lions out of the public, while the same educated and refined 
| civilization feels that the farmer ought to produce it witheut 
|} apparent profit. A speculator is a hero and gets his name in 


print when he endows colleges or gives large 


sums to the Young 
| Men’s Christian but 


Association, 


| the producer is of no conse 
| quence. The large centers of population have been indorsing 
the Canadian agreement with the purpose, brazenly stated, to 


cheapen the products of the American farm. American history 
bes never disclosed such a spectacle. If the American is noted 
for anything, it is his willingness to pay a “ live-and-let-live ” 
price. 

The American people have received with applause every men- 
tion of reciprocity. It is applauded. be 
stood. Nearly every man means of 
cheating the other man. The laboring man regards reciprocity 
as a means of cutting down the earnings of the farmers, at the 
time increasing everybody compensation. From 

this estimate of justice may angels and ministers of grace de 
| fend Pardon this departure from senate 
may be necessary sometimes, 


ause it is 


not under- 


regards re rocitv as a 


same else’s 


— rial language; it 


in order to speak the truth. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I should like to in 
terrupt the Senator from Iowa, with his permission. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 


the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. YOUNG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, at some time during 
the debate this morning, about half past 3 or 4 o’clock, I sug 
gested to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow] that instead 
of reading the testimony he was reading to the Senate, with 
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Ww h w rr | familiar, he had better read the New Testa- 
n with ! I y of the Sennaiain: particularly on the 
R n are not familiar. I would ask the Senator 
fre ll attention to some of the truths taught in 
the New ono nt. 

M YOU Yes is has been said in = these other de- 
ba . ‘fahal eer » to that presently.” [Laughter.] 

but now. those who are not engaged in camila appear to 
want to fix the farmer's prices. The farmer has passed into 
i} ninority as a citizen There are Members of Congress 
elected who never see a farmer except when they go through 
the untry in automobile or the 18-hour limited. Formerly 
all hats went off to the farmer. Now his toil is unappreciated. 
He is looked upon complacently. He is mainly thought to live 
in Kk s and wear whiskers, 

If the farmer’s prices were submitted to a referendum of all 
the American people, lower prices would be ordered. 

The greasy loafer would come out of his cellar in the large 
city and would go to the polls and vote to reduce the cost of 
livin The same loafer has refused to go to the wheat field 
on special trains and there to receive $3 a day and board 
during the harvest time. 

If a man were to go to the city of New York and offer steady 
en] ent to 50,000 present-day loafers who want to reduce 
the cost of living, not a man would leave the city to go out into 
the sunshine and the open. He probably would fear that he 
would become a decent man under the elements. Nature 
baptizes the soul of man who works out under the sky. 

This Canadian contract is said to be popular. Boards of 
trade, commercial organizations, and all kinds of organizations 
composed of consumers have indorsed it. A great many men 
have voted for it without stopping to think. Others have not 
been considerate enough to care. 

As a rule, American people sympathize with all strikes and 
all the aspirations of all classes for greater income. 

A few nights ago 5,000 employees of the Government in the 
District of Columbia held a meeting in Washington to give 
expression in favor of greater pay. People of Washington 
generally sympathize with the movement. I do not think that 
the Government clerks are sufficiently paid. I hope their 
salaries can be increased. Sut their salaries should not be 
increased on account of the high cost of living, provided the 


free-trade arrangement with C 


anada reduces the cost of living, 
according to promise. The 


salaries should not be increased on 
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account of the high cost of living, provided those who receive 
the salaries intend to immediately arrange to reduce the cost 
of living. At the meeting referred to, which was for the pur- 
pose of demanding higher wages, I have no doubt a resolution 
would have been unanimously passed, demanding a reduction 
of the earnings of the farmer. These are strange contrasts. 
But there are other contrasts. The American Congress shuts 
out the Asiatic on account of American citizenship, and then in 
the next breath proposes to require the farmer to furnish 
cheaper products while denying him cheaper labor. If the 
Asiatics were permitted to overflow this country and were to 
work with the same industry they do at home, they could 
produce enough from the American soil to feed one-half the 
people of the civilized world. But cheap food does not mean 
happiness in any line. It does not even mean plenty. When | 


the corn laws of England were repealed, the workingman did 
not receive one additional comfort, and there are more idle men 
in London at this hour than before the corn laws were abro- 
gated. 

Why should the Pacific coast demand such protection at the 
hands of the Federal Government and receive it and the same 
protection to no greater extent be denied the American farmer? 

The farmers of the South used to complain that cotton was 
only 5 cents a pound, There was no clamor for cheap cotton. 
Cheap cotton meant an impoverished people. There was rejoic- 


ing when cotton went up to 15 cents per pound. Since that 
time the South has prospered, banks are overflowing with 
money, and times are good, 

Why should the cotton grower then be willing to join this 
crusade in the interest of Canada and against the American 
farmer? 

The southern cotton grower should remember reciprocity as 
between himself and his brother farmer of the North who 
produces food products. 

Yet I heard Se ator on this floor in this debate, a Senator 
who represent: cotton State, indignantly inquire if it was 
proposed to keep up the price of bread. 

The price of bread bears about the same relation to unground 
wheat that the dollar shirt bears to raw cotton. 


If Cuba were as large as Canada and produced cotton, there 
would not be a yote in Congress for the free admission of cot- 


| he was taxed, 
|} sad awakening. 
but if so, 





| sell in a protected market 
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ton at the ports of Charleston, New Orleans, Galveston, or 
Mobile. Is not the grain-producing farmer as well worthy of 
protection as would be the cotton-producing farmer under thx 

conditions I eit named? Should not the northern and south 


ern farmer stand together? It is true that there are cotton 
mills in the South, and it is true that the mill hands must be 
fed, but has not the cotton grower more interest in the northern 
American farmer than he has in the New England manu 
facturer? 

It is a pitiful story, but it is a fact, that a few thousand 
Massachusetts fishermen, some 30 miles from the center of 


intelligence in 
trade contract, 
regards their 


the United States, who object to the Canadian 
have been able to receive more attention 
objections than have the farmers of the Missis 
sippi Valley to the number of millions. Yet the fishermen do 
not grow fish. They do not plant them in the sea. An all-wise 
Creator put them there. The sea feeds millions of the world’s 
poor. The Gloucester fishermen simply go down to the 
in ships. Their fishing vessels and their labor constitute their 
entire investment. 

[I now come to the causes leading up to this proposed calamity. 
The blame should be placed upon the shoulders of men who 
call themselves insurgents. I notice they have all disappeared 
from their seats and are probably under the ammunition wagon. 
{Laughter.] The insurgents, having been defeated in Congress, 
decided to carry their factional grievances out to the people, 
not for the sake of the people, but in order to whip another 
faction and establish new leaderships. They infuriated the 
people. 

Some 


and } 


Ser 


great newspapers, broken hearted because wood, pulp 
aper were not put on the free list, backed up the insur- 
gents and urged them on. The insurgents made the speeches 
and the inflammatory arguments, and some of the great news 
papers did the rest. The mournful part of it is that these in 
surgents were from prairie States, from the States producing 
farm products. The insurgents took the commercial lives of 
their constituents into their hands and went forth to battle, as 
I think, for their personal ends. Now the country proposes to 


respond to the insurgents by giving the newspapers what they 
ask for, and by giving the farmers what they did not ask for, 
and giving the insurgents what they did not expect. But the 


insurgents are geniuses. They know the game of politics. 
They are preparing to craw! out from under the proposed trade 
agreement while the newspapers are preparing to enjoy cheaper 
printing paper and the farmers are preparing to get it in the 
neck. The insurgents and the newspapers are guilty, but the 
blow will strike the farmer. 

The insurgents say that they are opposed to this Canadian 
reciprocity because it does not far enough. An Irishman 
confessed to his priest and said he had been stealing hay. The 
good father asked him how much. He said, “ Your riverence, I 
might as well confess to the whole stack, as I am going back 
after the other half to-night.” [Laughter.] The insurgent 
want another chance at the farmer. 

Is there no other way to awaken that grand old party « 
Lincoln except to go through the valley of the shadow of de 
feat? How gloriously it came out of its last great defeat when 
it rallied and gave the country the gold standard. 

Unfortunately the farmer is not organized to contend against 
the organizations, political and commercial. He has been told 
during the past 10 years that the tariff ought to be revised down 
ward. He believed the politician and gave him his vot 
Little did he dream that hides were to be put on the free list 
and that shoes were to remain protected. Little did he conten 
plate that the same principles were to be carried further and 
that the manufacturer was to buy in a free-trade market and 
Little did he believe that when real 
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r 
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| tariff cutting began he would be the first to be attacked. = itt] 
did he believe that flour and meat were to be protected, le 
wheat and live stock were to be put on the free list. But ‘he 


went to the political meetings, he heard the statesman tell how 
and he voted for lower duties. Now comes the 
He may have faith in the politicians again; 
it will be after some reflection. 

But men say the Republican party has outlived a protective 
tariff and can get along without it. I heard a man say that 
the Christian religion could get along without the Bible, the 
religion being so well established. Another man pointed to a 
workman on a ladder. He said: “ The workman fs up there all 
right. Why not remove the ladder?” The moral fis apparent. 


It is difficult to make American people contented with their 
Amert- 
If 
or Japan had control of our market, 
Mr, President, I want to say for 


own market. Without a merchant marine the average 
can wants to start out looking for the markets of the world. 
Germany, France, Italy, 
they would look no further. 
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mvself that I am opposed utterly and always to this proposed 


free donation to the Dominion of Canada. It would be a wrong 
to every American. 

Big Tom Reed gave a tariff application to one of A®sop's 
fables. Tom Reed helped to make lowa a protection State. 
The fable related that a lean, lank, hungry dog was swimming 
across a stream with a juicy beefsteak in his mouth. Seeing 
the shadow of the meat in the water, several times as big as it 
was. the dog dropped the meat he had to grab the meat he 
thought he saw, and lost both. The great speaker also related 
that there crawled up the bank on the other side the wettest 
and hungriest dog in all that neighborhood. 

I omitted one thing when I referred to my distinguished 
friend, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Bourne]. I had hoped 
that he would be in his seat by this time, but I will meet the 
requirements of courtesy and read this speech to him some time. 
He talked about the political boss and about the utter death 
of political liberty without fixing the exact date. I want to 
remind him that there is greater political liberty in the United 
States now than at any time since Columbus landed. There 
are 57 varieties of Republicans alone [laughter], and the re- 
urns are not all in. The Democratic varieties will be dis- 
covered when the new Congress convenes. [Laughter.] I am 
not through with this part of my theme; I can return to it just 
as readily as others can return to the Lorimer case. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

I want to say to those Republicans of the 57 varieties 
who are going out of the Senate, and those who may chance 
to come in, that if you pretend to be Republicans, you have a 
work to do. Having in mind the lamentations from Oregon, 
I think the American motto should be that we buy at home and 
build at home. What will our ambitious young men do, what 
are their ambitions for if they are not to have employment in 
our own country? 

The farmer's life is one of toil. His prices are none too high. 
The past 10 years have been his most prosperous ones, The day 
has been at hand which the protectionists long foretold, and it is 
cruel, it is brutal, to continue to build hotels 20 stories high 
with a daily increase of price so far as every product on the 
table is concerned and to accompany all this with the demand 
that the raw material shall cost less. The northern farmer who 
grows food is just as worthy of a good price as the southern 
farmer who grows cotton. Both are just as worthy as the New 
England manufacturer. I want no Chinese wall built around 
America. I want America to trade with every country under 
the sun, but I want it to be on a cash basis. Reciprocity is free 
trade in a masquerade. It is the first move toward the de- 
struction of the American style of living and all that we eall 
American. The entire world would rejoice if the American 
Republic could be brought down to the world’s level of earning 
and living and of prices. If I were master of the situation, the 
world would have to wait a long time. I am in favor of eight 
hours for a day’s work. I am in favor of good pay for the men 
who do the work. I am in favor of gardens around the homes 
of the working man. I am in favor of the little home having 
a library and a piano. I am in favor of education and art. I 
am in favor of improvement, better roads, bigger and better 
schoolhouses, the church, and the music teacher in the village. 
I am in favor of more joy in the home and anything that will 
contribute to that end. I am in favor of loyalty to the Ameri- 
can flag and to this great Republic. It is a privilege to live 
in this great land where liberty is universal and opportunity 
so inviting. I want every country in the world to prosper. 
This end can be accomplished by every country cultivating its 
own patriotism and keeping its own ideals. 

The middle man may be robbing the public. The farmer is 
not doing it. He is working in the open. He is doing his duty, 
and is entitled to what he earns. 

The country owes something to the American farmer. He 
found the way from the New England beginnings to the path- 
less West. His ax stroke in the forest awoke the silence of 
the ages. He built the church on the edge of the clearing. He 
contended with all the dangers of the frontier. He has given 
to the country a sturdy race of men. He blazed the trail from 
Daniel Boone’s hunting ground in Kentucky to the valleys of 
California. He has fought the battles of the Republic ‘from 
Lexington to Yorktown, from Bull Run to Appomaitox. <Activ- 
ity made his sinews, dangers and responsibilities gave him his 
character and the alertness of his eye. His ear responded to 
the noise of the breaking twig as quickly as would the ear of 
the wild beast. His rifle has been above the door. His home 
bas been sacred. It is no flattery to say he has been the bone 
and sinew of the Republic. He is neither a loafer nor a revo- 
lutionist. He is for honor and peace. We owe him more than 
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forgetfulness when trade contracts are made and men are 
clamoring that everybody's products except their own shall be 
reduced in price. 

In China the farmer is considered the first of citizens, This 


should be his standing in the great Re} ublic of the United 
States. 

Mr. GRONNA, Mr. President, I would not trespass on the 
time of the Senate at this juncture, especially in view of the 
short time remaining of this session and the fact that a re 
number of very important measures remain to be considered and 


disposed of if it were not for the vital importance of the Cana- 
dian trade agreement to the people of the State which I have 
the honor, in part, to represent. North Dakota, however, is an 
agricultural State, and the acceptance of the agreement in its 
present form, or its rejection, means more to her people than 
it does to those of any other State in the Union. I should con 
sider myself remiss in my duty did I not attempt to make clear 
how this agreement will affect my State injuriously. In my 
discussion of the question I shall endeavor to be as concise as 
may be consistent with clearness, and as brief as possible. 

There are two questions that would naturally call for some 
consideration in connection with legislation affecting our com- 
mercial relations with another country—the one, the question 
of how the legislation will affect our own industries and our 
own commerce, and the other, the question of how it will affect 
our diplomatic relations with the other country and whether 
it will cause the two peoples to entertain more friendly feel- 
ings toward each other or whether it will arouse ill will. This 
latter question would naturally force itself upon us when con- 
sidering such legislation directed toward our friend and neigh- 
bor on the north, Canada, so alike us in many respects and 
separated from us only by a political boundary line. Simi- 
larity of language, customs, industries, products, ideals, and 
habits of thought, and identity of interests have always tended 
to unite neighboring nations, and it is small wonder that some 
of us, viewing Canada’s undeveloped resources and contemplat- 
ing her undoubted future, have dreamed of the day when but one 
flag would wave over all of North America north of the Mexican 
boundary line. It has been intimated that such considerations 
weighed heavily with our Representatives who accepted the 
terms of the proposed trade agreement with Canada, now 
pending in this body. 

If this were so, it might be well to hesitate before condemn- 
ing this agreement on purely economic grounds and consider 
whether it were not better to bear for a while industrial and 
commercial disadvantages in the expectation of reaping gain 
and glory for our country in the future. It has been authorita 
tively denied, however, that this agreement was negotiated with 
any such purpose in view, and I for one shall accept this de 
nial at its full value and decline to be influenced one way or 
the other by any consideration of whether the ratification of 
this agreement would be a forerunner of a commercial union 
between the two countries, to be followed later by a political 
union. As the amicable relations between the two countries at 
present leave nothing to be wished, and as a failure to ratify 
the proposed trade agreement by either country will be no 
cause for a break in these friendly feelings, we may dismiss the 
question of the political aspects of this agreement and consider 
merely its economic and industrial effects. 

Certain sentimental reasons have been urged in favor of 
this agreement, which appear to me to be irrelevant. The fact 


that the Canadians are our “cousins” does not prevent them 
from competing with our producers whenever the opportunity 
offers: nor does it make the loss resulting to the Ame! \ 


producer from such competition any less real; nor should the 
fact that many of our friends and relatives have emigrated ¢ 
the Canadian northwest and are now residents of Canada 
influence us in this matter. It is our duty to remember tht 
we are here solely to legislate for the benefit of the citizens of 
our own country, and that this consideration should be pura 
mount in deciding the fate of this trade agreement. 

The one question remaining is whether or not the adoption 
of this agreement will be beneficial to the people of the United 
States, If it is found that the agreement will benefit s 
sectiou, some class. or some industry, the question arise 
whether this will be at the expense of some other section, « 
or industry. These considerations will guide me in the 
cussion of the pending measure. I shall not debate wlx 
or not it may be expected that the agreement will in time 
change the political relation of Canada to the United Si:utes 
or raise the question of whether this was considered by 
representatives of either party to the agreement. 

This agreement has been favored by different men for differ 
ent reasons. Some have frankly expressed their hope of the 
| annexation of Canada to the United States and the hope that 
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thi ree! t will help bring this about. Some men, apt to 
j i nd other matters by the name applied to 
{ examining into their real nature and result, 
f 1 reement as it has been called a reciprocity agree- | 
1 d this term presupposes mutual benefits. Others 
{ imit they want free trade, and look on the adoption 
of gree t as the first step in this direction, expecting 
1 mer, when he sees all his products on the free list, to 
ae | that all other products be admitted free of duty. With 
I of these political considerations also enter in, and there 
are those who frankly admit that they hope for the ratification 


of this agreement, as it will tend to disrupt the Republican 
increase the dissatisfaction of the farmers with 
the Republican Party and the present administration, who will 
receive the blame if this agreement is ratified at this session 
of Congress. 

Then there are those favoring the agreement because they 
see in its ratification a benefit to the industry in which they are 
engaged. The) are: 

i. The manufacturer. He hopes to extend his market in 
Canada because of reduced duties on imports into Canada. In 


some instances his profits on each article manufactured will 
be increased, as he will be able to import his raw materials 
from Canada free of duty and at a lower cost than if forced to 
depend on the United States for raw materials. Some, perhaps, 


hope in time that the removal of the duties on farm products 
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bark; carbon electrodes; brass in bars or rods, and brass in 
strips, not polished; cream separators, and parts for repair: 
rolled iron sheets; crucible cast steel wire, value not less tha 
6 cents per pound; galvanized wire, 9, 12, or 13 gauge; type 
casting and typesetting machines and parts; barbed fencing 
wire; coke; rolled round wire rods, in the coil, of iron or stee! 
not more than three-eighths of an inch in diameter and not les 


te) oc 


than No. 6 wire gauge; wood pulp and print paper. With i 
fine irony, it is provided that lemons, oranges, limes, grapefruit, } 
shaddocks, pomelos, and pineapples grown in Canada are not 3 
| to be admitted free of duty to the United States. I am certain i 
I never met anyone who had ever heard of anyone guilty of x 
trying to raise these fruits in Canada. : 


The agreement also reduces more or less the duties on a num 
ber of manufactures. It is apparent at first glance that the 
products to be admitted free are farm products, raw materials, 
and the products of fisheries. While the tariff is reduced some 
what on a few manufactures, the old duties are retained in most 
instances. It will be interesting to note the duties on some of 
the manufactures, the raw materials of which are on the free 


a RR Me As ae es 


4 
list. Live animals of all kinds are to be admitted free, but 5 
fresh meats pay a duty of 1} cents per pound; so do dried and 5 
smoked meats; canned meats are protected by an ud valorem / 


duty of 20 per cent; fresh pork pays a duty of 1} cents a pound: 


| So does bacon; extract of meat pays a duty of 20 per cent ad 


will lower the cost of living to such an extent that the wages | 


paid their employees may be decreased, or, at any rate, that 
they may stop increasing. 

2. The railroads, who hope for increased business and in- 
‘reased profits carrying the Canadian products, especially the 
Canadian grain. 

5. Business men and commercial organizations, who hope to 
extend their business operations with the freer commercial 
intercourse. In many cases their indorsement of the agreement 
arises from an imperfect understanding of its real nature. 

4. Printing companies and large newspapers, who hope that 
the matters will in time be so adjusted as to give them free 
print paper. 

Our former reciprocity treaty with Canada was negotiated 
in 1854 and was in operation 10 years. It admitted free of 
duty grains and breadstuffs of all kinds, animals of all kinds, 
meats, cotton, wool, seeds, vegetables, fruits, fish of all kinds 
and products of fish, poultry, eggs, hides and skins; stone or 
marble, erude; slate, butter, cheese, tallow, lard, horns, ma- 
nures, ores of metals of all kinds, coal, pitch, tar, turpentine, 
ashes: timber and lumber of all kinds, unmanufactured; plants, 
shrubs, and trees; firewood, pelts, fish oil, rice, broom corn and 
bark, gypsum, grindstones, dyestuffs; flax, hemp, and tow, 
unmanufactured: unmanufactured tobacco; rags. 

Phis treaty was abrogated in 1864. During its operation 
many causes of dissatisfaction arose. While our trade with 


valorem; lard, a duty of 1} cents per pound; tallow, 40 cents 
per 100 pounds; poultry is free, but canned poultry pays a duty 
of 20 per cent ad valorem. Wheat is free, and flour is protected 
by a duty of 50 cents a barrel; rye is free, but rye flour pays 
a tariff of 50 cents a barrel; oats are free, but oatmeal has to 
be protected by a duty of 50 cents per 100 pounds; corn 
is free, and corn meal pays a duty of 124 cents a hundred: 
barley is free, and barley malt pays a duty of 45 cents a hun 


| dred pounds, and pearled barley pays a duty of 4 cent per 


Canvnda increased, it appeared that our imports increased more | 
th: our exports did, and it was charged that Canada derived | 
91!) t] j 


al ! s from the treaty. It was charged that while we 
were admitting free of duty practically all the products of 


Canada, that country not only did not admit free of duty those | 


articles that would naturally want to sell in her markets, | 
but was actually engaged in gradually increasing the duties on 
those articles. Mr. Israel P. Hatch, in a report to Mr. Howell 


Cobb, Secretary of the ‘Treasury, dated March 28, 1860, makes 
the following statement: 

Tl treaty was conceived in the theories of free 
mo! with the progress and ci zation of the ag 
forward in political science American legislation ha 
ized by an extraordinary liberality to a foreign neig 










Line f transportation upon an equality with our 1 
chants upon an equality with our own, in receiving foreign me di 
in bond. We conceded commercial freedom upon all their products of 
wl t the forest, and the mine, and they have either closed their 
markets against the chief productions that we could sel) to them or 
exacted a large duty on admission into their markets. 


ihe treaty had become unpopular long before the expiration 
of its 10-year term, and was abrogated by a joint resolution 
ved January 18, 1865. 
trade agreement which is now pending in the Senate 
the following articles on the free list: Live animals: 
ry, dead or alive; grains; peas and beans; corn, except into 


‘ for distillation; hay and straw; fresh vegetables; fresh 
ied fruits; dairy products; eggs; honey; cottonseed oil; 
including flaxseed; fish of all kinds, except when packed 


sh oils; salt; mineral waters; timber and lumber, not 

iving posts, railroad ties, and poles; wooden staves; 

pickets and palings; gypsum, crude; mica, unmanufactured, and 
mies, ground; feldspar; asbestos, not further manufactured 
than ground; fluorspar, crude; glycerin, crude; tale, not for 
toilet use; sulphate of soda; soda ash; extracts of hemlock 


pound; buckwheat is free, but on buckwheat flour there is a 
duty of 4 cent per pound; prepared cereals pay a duty of 17) 
per cent ad valorem; bran and middlings, a duty of 124 cent: 
per 100 pounds; biscuits and cakes, sweetened, pay a duty of 
25 per cent ad valorem. Flaxseed is free, but on linseed oi! 
the old duty of 15 cents a gallon is retained. Fish is free, but 
when packed in oil it pays a duty of from 2 to 5 cents a 
package. Timber and unplaned lumber is free, but on planed 
lumber the duty ranges from 50 cents to $1.50 per thousand. 
It might be difficult to convince anyone that it costs $10 more 
to slaughter and dress a beef dressing 800 pounds, in the United 
States than in Canada; that it costs our mills 50 cents more to 
grind a barrel of wheat than it does the Canadian milis; that 
it costs 15 cents more to manufacture a gallon of linseed oil, 
or that it costs from 50 cents to $1.50 more to plane 2 thousand 
feet of lumber in the United States than it does in Canada. 

I wish at this point to insert a table, showing the yield and 
value of crops produced by the United States and Canada in 
1909 and 1910, which I ask to have printed as a part of wy 
remarks. 

Crops in 1909. 











Yield. Value of crops 
| 
Crops ‘ae 
Canada. | United States. Canada. | United St 
Corn b hels 
Wheat l 
Oat do } 1 
1S ad j 5. ”) ary 
Ry do....} 1 715,000 S 
Ruck, t do 7,806,000 l 
Flax ! io 2,213,000 43 
Potat lo. -_ 99, 087 , 200 
Hiay ‘ tons... 11,877,100 
i sheaseneaiantntitieaialidads sorts ociceictiillestnaicnodiiaas 479,159,700 3 
Crops in 1910. 
Yield. Value of crops. 
Crops. 
;} Oanada. | United States. Canada. | United Stats 
Corn pane 21,277,000 | 3,125,713,000 | $12, | $1,! 8 
Wheat do...-| 149°989°000 | 69574437000 | 112 621,44 
‘ _---o.-.-| $23,449°000 | 1,126'765.000 | 114°365. 84,7 
ee 45,147,000 | 162,227 ,000 21,400,300 | 93,78 
--tons.-| 15,497,000 60,978,000 | 149,716,000 | 747 , 7 
| | 
Total__-. | | 


410, 546,300 3,370,68 


This comparison does not include all the crops that 
United States and Canada produce. For instance, in the 1!" 
table, I have left out the production of cotton and tobacco 
the reason that Canada does not produce these crops, and 








—— ee ee ss ns... 


imilarly I have left out some of the crops that Canada does 
t for the production of which in the United Stat 

have not been able to obtain any figures. My purpose is not 

ire the production of wealth in the two countries in any 





vear, or eral years, but to compare their production of | 
; which they both produce and in the sale of which they 
with each other. For the same reason I have 

ted t yields and values of rye, buckwheat, flax, and p 
in the table for 1910, as I had no figures available as to 
da’s production of these crops in 1910. } 
rhe v: of the corn, wheat, oats, barley, rye, buckwheat, | 
ad. potatoes, and hay produced by Canada in 1909 is thus | 
l he $479.159,700, and the value of these same crops |} 
( ed i i United States i $3,856,512,600. The value of 
wheat, oats, barley, and hay produced in Canada in | 
mund to be $410,546,000, and the value of these same | 
produced in the United States in 1910 is similarly found | 
70,682,000. Omitting the figures as to corn, which 

loes not, and never will, produce in sufficient quan- 
ititle her to be considered a competitor in its produc- 

ve the following figures for 1900: The production 

la, $466,599,700; the production of the United States 
144,000. For 1910 the figures are $398,454,000 and 
},.714,000, respectively. In other words, the production of 
da in 1910 of wheat, oats, barley, and hay is in value 


almost 22 per cent of the production of the United 


| 
States. When we consider that the production of these crops 


1 


{ ada, especially of wheat and flax at present, is increasing 
v i ; and bounds, we can not get away from the fact that 
is and will in the future be a competitor to be reckoned 


with in the production of agricultural products, and I submit 


ssembled here to legislate for the whole people, we can 

if we would do our duty, avoid the consideration of what 

t the removal of the duties on all farm products will have 

r agriculture, the industry on which the prosperity of 
Nation must ultimately rest. 

has been urged that the absorptive capacity of our markets 

eat that the influx of Canadian products will not affect 

\merican prices; it has also been argued that the price of most 

t | of the products of our farms is set in the world’s 

rket and that the removal of the duties on them will have 

‘ect on their prices. So far as the first contention is con- 

ed, I believe that a hasty examination of the figures of pro- 


duction of Canadian crops will convince anyone that Canada 


reduces enough wheat, oats, barley, and other crops to affect 
prices of those products when coming into competition with 
them. With regard to the second contention there might be a 
lifference of opinion. It may be instructive to examine in this 
nection the production of wheat for the last 10 or 11 years, 
d also the exports of wheat and wheat flour during the same 
ask to have printed as a part of my remarks a table 
the production and export of wheat for the years 
ud erports of wheat by the United States for the years 
1900-1910 


Exports, fiseal 
Production. |year en 





30 follo. ry 
Bus Bu le. 
seeoescesd 0 ) “n) 79 
~ibiilidiint saddle 748, 460,218 234,772 ) 
is itn lealatciaaatis 670,063 ,008 202 } x 
ee 637 ,821,835 120. 797° 613 
dade 2,390,517 44,112,910 
68? 97 io | 97 600.4? 
nee 735.260 970 14¢ 
634 S7 4) 163 Of 
664.60? 000 114,268. 468 
737 , 189, 000 S44 
695, 443, 0 . 
: 3 of wheat flour have been reduced to bushels, at tl 
( ) + to the barrel 


is apparent from these figures that while our production 


{ wheat is increasing our yearly exports are decreasing, due to 
act that our consumption of wheat is increasing more ray 
han our production. Following the short wheat crop of 
ur export of wheat and wheat flour fell to 44,000,000 
bushels. The short crop of 1910 will, in all probability, leave a 
rpius for export, although it will very likely be less than 
hat of any year since 1904. 
So long as we continue to export considerable quantities of 
it, the tariff on wheat will not raise the domestic prices 
above export prices, except in exceptional cases, as, for i 


Stance, the formation of a corner in wheat. As many people 
have found to their sorrow, however, successful corners are 
few and far between. 


? 


Sut when our competitor is as close a 
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eighb« s Canada the duty wl d | tead I 
1 S Dy preventing t ( Lala | sin, ed 
to them in the fall. The Canadian northwes ; new 

try As in other new countries wi ttle cay | go 
ere to win a home and \ f ‘ 

In the « ly years of ‘ I 

pul es art ( | \ 

them as soon as the e np is thr i l wit 3 ti rac- 

Li lly all the bills of the settler \ VN t l et} 

in the fall As soon as the crop i bra farmer must 


hurry his crop to the market in ord ‘ ob ; 
and the great bulk of the crop is mai ted i si e 








after it has bee thrashed Vl b 
ceptionaily heavy receipts w iO ub ‘ al I 
the price below its normal ‘ and the f vho is f a 
to sell at this time do rece 
that he should I u I | I i 
the marketing of farm produce have for y ed the 
growers of the United Sta : to “ hold 
rush it to market as soo) ras Bit 
Until late years, ev: though the ine have re nize 
wisdom of this pl: i 3 | ! ! e 
reason that the great ! f t \ 
growing sections were not in a position t . The 
compelled to sell most of their wheat in the fa ‘ 1 th eat 
markets were regularly glutted. Now this is changed; 
is more plentiful and the average farmer can hold his it 
if he feels that market conditions are s that he wil t 
realize its full value Witl tu free adm ‘ of CC: ‘ l 
wheat, however, there is danger that we sh: ain have the 
rush of wheat into our te ! 4 4 lly Minne 
and Duluth, in the f the eq unstea : 

of the market and the depression of the pric f wheat | WwW 
the point where it should be rl ‘ I te fi 
wheat growers, even though we may still be exporting rge 
quantities of wheat and wheat flor 

A consideration of the figures as to our production and our 
consumption of wheat, however, will convince any hat in 
time the latter will overtake the former and tl we sl ol 


sume all the wheat we produce. When that poin l ed 
the tariff on wheat will increase the domest price of wl t. 
With the tariff retained on wheat, I do not believe that we shal! 
import any considerable quantities of it for years to come. W 


do not now produce all the wheat of which we are capable 


1¢ 
1 
i 


There is still land left which will produce wheat, and altl gh 
this land, or much of it, will not grow wheat profitably with 
low prices, it will produce a large amount of wheat if the 
owners are assured that the price will remain high enough to 


make it profitable. This applies not only to land which 


present owned by private individuals, but als consid 

public land still remaining. Most of the ine e in our if 
production, however, must come from increased yields rather 
than from increase of acreage. More intensive cultivat l 
increase the yield per acre, and with the increase in price \ h 


will follow the overtaking of our production by our cons 


tion, such intensive cultivation will be brought about. If the 








tariff on wheat is removed, however, such in proved cultis ’ 
of our wheat lands will be delayed icultu an i y 
of diminishing returns; after a certain poi the 
tion of land has been reached, although addit l eu 1 
will increase the yield, each additional unit of crop so ] luced 
will cost more in capita id labor expended than 
preceding units. Consequently, those additional units yw 
be produced until the price received for the product has r ! 
such a point that it will be profitable to ¢ end this ld | 
mount of capital and bor rod tl \ 
markets thrown open to Canadian ! in f 
which is less expensive than that of 1 Ar 
p will be prevented by the Canadiar e 
‘ ‘ T T ‘ } t ) 
It is perhaps not absolute ces 
this creased production » retain I | ! 
the of wi t If the ft [ I ed ‘ 
i l fi } } ries, ft 
farmer buys will be lessened, and the pro 1 of tl li 
! I ht al ning 
‘ ad of by ‘ ha the price f t] I 
I e tal er 18 ( tl oO sul r under the disad) 
of » prot ed ! howe Ml vet be I ‘ l 
ta ete wit! e Cunadh 1A Li ‘ ) 
wheat from Canada for our own consum 1 within i 
ratively few years The fact of the cheaper product f 
Canadian wheat will operate to draw Amel in cay l 


labor into the Canadian Northwest even at a mor 


than has been the case these last few years. It would s 
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that no proof is required of the proposition that older lands can 
not compete with newer, more productive lands in producing 
wheat. It may be instructive, however, to compare the yields 
of the Canadian wheat fields with those of our own. The aver- 


age yie 


d of the Canadian wheat fields in 1909 was 214 bushels 
per acre. The average yield of the United States in 1909 was 


15.8 bushels per acre. The average yield of Minnesota was 
16.8; of North Dakota, 13.7; of South Dakota, 14.1; of Kansas, | 
14.5. For the sake of comparison I use the figures of 1909, as 


the average yield of the Canadian fields in 1910 is not available, 
and the year 1910 was an abnormal one in many of our grain 
States, the average yield falling to 5 bushels per acre in North 
Dakota. The value of farm lands in the great grain-producing 
Provinces of Canada are given as follows for the year 1909: 
Manitoba, $28.94 per acre; L.A acre; Al- 
berta, $20.46 per acre. It is safe to say that equally productive 
Jand can not be bought for those prices in the United States. 
The cheaper land and its greater productiveness explains why 


Saskatchewan, $21.54 per 


the American farmer can not compete on equal footing with 
the Canadian farmer, even not taking other factors into con- 
sideration. If we, the Republican Members of Congress, are to 


observe the rule laid down in the Republican platform adopted 
at Chicago in our tariff legislation that the tariff should be 
equal to the difference in cost of production at home and abroad, 
we can not justify ourselves in voting to remove the tariff from 
the products of the farm unless it is conclusively shown that 
these duties do not benefit the farmer now and will not benefit 
him in the future. 

The considerations to the tariff on wheat apply with 
greater force to the tariff on other farm products. Our yearly 
flax crop, for instance, has from 1908 until last year ranged 
from 23,000,000 to 29,000,000 Last year’s crop was 
14,116,000 bushels. As we retain for domestic consumption from 
nineteen to twenty-six million bushels annually, it will easily be 
seen where the duty on flax is going to affect its price this year. 
The average yield of flax in 1909 was 15.98 bushels to the acre 
in Canada and 9.4 bushels in the United States. I do not meaii 
to that the difference in favor of the Canadian flax 
grower is always as great as this. The yield of flax will vary 
more from year to year than that of wheat, and I do not have 
the figures for a series of years. 

In 1910 the average yield of flax in the United States was 4.8 
bushels per acre. I have not been able to obtain the figures as 
to the Canadian yield for that year. It is evident that the cost 
of rvising a bushel of flaxseed is greater in the United States 


as 


bushels. 


assert 


than it is in Canada. The duty on fiax under the Payne Tarifi 
Act is 25 cents per bushel. This certainly did not cover the dif- 
fereice in cost of production in 1909, and according to the prin- 


ciple enunciated in the Chicago platform of 1908, instead of re- 
moving this duty, it ought to be increased. It will affect the 
price of flax this year, and its removal can pot be excused on 
the ground that it has no effect on the price and is therefore of 
no benefit to the farmer. In normal years North Dakota pro- 
duces about three-fifths of all the flax produced in this country. 





In 1909 North Dakota’s flax crop had a value of $22,340,000. In 
1910 the crop was estimated to have a value of $13,578,000. If 


we remove the duty, we shall reduce the value of this cron by 
an amount depending on the amount of flax that Canada raised 
last year. 

I shall not take up the other crops separately. It 
to say that the cost of producing less on the new lands in 
Canada than it is on lands which have been cropped for a num- 
ber of years in the United States. I wish to insert here a news- 
paper clipping, showing how the farmers of western Canada 
view the agreement, which I send to the Secretary’s desk and 
ask to have read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

FARMERS 


is enough 
each is 


FOR RECIPROCITY AGREEMENT WEL( 


OMED IN WESTERN CANADA, 
SAYS SPOKESMAN OPENING UP OF MARKETS, IT IS ASSERTED, WILL 
CLEAR WAY FOR THE RAISING OF NEW CROPS. 

OTTAWA, ONTARIO, February 25 
‘As far as the reciprocity agreement goes, it has the complete ap- 


proval of the western farmers, but dissatisfaction is expressed at the 





smallness of the reduction in the duty on agricultural implements. 

This was the statement to-day of James Bower, president of the 
Canadian National Council of Agriculture and of the United Farmers of 
Alberta, who is in Ottawa to urge the Government to grant in full the 
demands made by the farmers’ delegation of December 15. 

“ If, however,” said Mr. Bower, “ the contention of some is correct, 
that the agreement is but the first step toward breaking down the whole 
system of protection, the farmers may well hail it with unqualified 
Bal staction. 


‘By opening up new markets the agreement would, without question, 








Rive a eat impetus to the agricultural industry, particularly in west- 
ern Canada, and would prove equally advantageous to the farmers of 
€a n Canada, especially in dairy products and hay. 

‘The antireciprocity speakers are absolutely wrong as to how it 
ss d affect western farming conditions. Take barley, for instance. 


mm Canada is particularly well adapted to growing barley, but for 
lack of a market none has been grown except for home consumption, 
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Now, with the prospect of a market, we could engage in growing the 
crop, which is most suitable to our natural conditions, and with the 
assurance of competition in the cattle trade and an outside market for 
our stock the cattle trade would receive a wonderful stimulus. 

“But perhaps the greatest boon reciprocity would confer upon the 
farmers of the West would its indirect results In reducing freight 
rates, which would mean increased production all along the line. This 
would, of course, mean a greater demand for manufactured articles in 
the West, and a greater ability to pay for them.” 

Mr. GRONNA. It has been argued that the free admission of 
Canadian grains will benefit the farmer because the Canadian 
wheat will not be shipped to Liverpool to break the market 
there, but will be shipped to the United States with its greater 
markets, where it will be stored and absorbed and later shipped 
gradually to Liverpool, steadying our own markets by steadying 
the Liverpool market, and that the American grain grower will 
thus secure control of the marketing of the Canadian grain as well 
as his own, and will consequently control the market to a fuller 
extent than he now does. How seriously this argument is taken 
by those who advance it is something that I have not been able 
to discover. It would seem that it is needless to call anyone's 
attention to the fact that shipping 50,000,000 or 100,000,000 
bushels of wheat into Minneapolis or Chicago is not going t 
give the American grain grower any control of the market. The 
American grain grower is not going to buy Canadian wheat. I 
believe that it is quite enough to ask him to share the American 
market with the Canadian wheat grower without expecting him 
also to buy the wheat of his competitor. I do not say that the 
Canadian wheat will not be bought after it has been shipped to 
our terminal markets and perhaps held for a while before being 
shipped to Liverpool or being ground into flour; I do say that 
it will not be the American grain grower that does this. The 
farmer does not as a rule speculate in his own products; he is 
quite content if he can secure a reasonable price for his prod- 
ucts, and he is not going to buy foreign wheat and haul it to his 
own granary and keep it there for two, three, or four months in 
order to steady the Liverpool market, strange as this may seem 
to certain gentlemen, I also wish to make another statement 
in this connection, which I do not believe anyone will dispute, 
and that is that the persons who do buy this Canadian wheat 
will not do it for the purpose of increasing the price that the 
American farmer will get for his wheat, and that the result of 
the trading in Canadian wheat will not be to increase the price 
paid the American farmer. It is a decidedly novel and unique 
theory that the price of wheat can be raised by throwing in- 
creased supplies on our own markets. 

The ratification of this agreement has been urged on the 
ground that the reduction of duties on farm products will de 
crease the high cost of living, and I have no doubt that many 
people who have not examined its provisions are under the im 
pression that this would result. There is one noticeable thing 
about this agreement, however, to which I called attention at 
the opening of my speech, and that is that while the farmer's 
products are to be admitted free, the food products manufac- 
tured from these still pay a duty. Wheat is free, but flour pays 
a duty of 50 cents a barrel. Cattle are free, but meats pay a 
duty of 1} cents per pound. We are to admit oats free, but oat 
meal pays a duty of 50 cents a hundred. Barley is free, but 
pearled barley pays a duty of 50 cents a hundred. Aside from 
fish—which is to be admitted free at the cost of the New Enz 
land fisherman—fresh vegetables, fruits, dairy products, exes, 
honey, and salt, the consumer will find nothing that he can « 
on the free list. 

It is a well-known fact that most people do not eat live ani 
mals, and they will therefore buy their meat from the protected 
beef trust; they do not eat wheat, and when they come to }) 
chase fiour they find a duty of 50 cents a barrel on it; they ¢ 
not eat oats, and their breakfast oatmeal is assessed a duty 
50 cents a hundred. Poultry may be eaten dead or alive 
out paying a duty. It is grim humor to pretend to lower t! 
cost of living by lowering the duties on the raw materia 
which the consumer does not buy, and retaining the duties on 
the finished products which he does buy. I do not know tilint 
anyone has ever seriously charged that the farmers get t 
high prices for their products or that they exact too high 
prices and are to blame for the high cost of living, and remoy- 
ing the duties on their products is certainly not going to 
reduce the cost to the consumer so long as the manufaciured 
product is protected. 

The farmers who are asked to share their markets with the 
Canadian farmers will derive no benefit from this agreement. 

It opens no new markets to them, and it reduces the duties on 
practically nothing that they buy. It is true that certain 
kinds of lumber is to be admitted free, but it is unplaned lum- 
ber, the kind that the farmer and other consumers of lumber 
do not buy and do not use. We do not export wheat, or oats, 
or barley, or flaxseed, or the other products of the farm to 
Canada, and we never shall. Canada will be exporting these 


be 











i911. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3009 


| 


products long after we have ceased to produce more than enough 
for our own consumption. It is noticeable that the few manu- 
factures from which the duties have been removed, outside of 
rough lumber, print paper, and wood pulp, are those of which 
we never have imported any appreciable quantities from Canada 
and in all probability never shall. It is evident that whatev: 
interests may derive benefit from this agreement, the only ones 
to suffer will be the farmers, fishermen, and producers of raw 

aterials. Ample provision seems to have been made against 
any manufacturing industry being injured, with the exception 
of the paper industry, and in the case of this industry it does 
not appear that their products will be admitted free for some 
ime to come, if ever. 

I wish to insert at this point a table prepared by the Bureau 
of Statistics, showing the exports and imports of Canada to the 
United States and to the United Kingdom, and also her total 
exports and imports, which I ask to have made a part of my 
remarks without being read: 


tin 


ts for consumption into Canada and share thereof from the 


i f l ty id 7ts i eat | 
1 States, United Kingdom, and all other countries during the | 
( ¢ 1900 and 1905 to 1910. 
Imports from Imports from Imports from! ,, 14 
Years. the United | the United all other anon. Poy 
: ; : orts 
States. Kingdom, countries. D ’ 


$102 080,177 


saat a 


296 146,718 


38,842 ,789 








cececce 168,798,376 i 913 
{S598 061 36, 724.398 
204 ,648, 885 2,813,756 351 , 879 955 





‘ 170,056,178 47,479, 236 288, 217 , 5 
7 > 4] 56 976,585 369,815, 


| / from Canada and share thereof exported to the Unitcd 
States, United Kingdom, and all other countries during the years 1900 
1 1905 to 1910 


Exports to Exports to Exports to 


Years the United | the United all other Fotal ex 
States. Kingdom. countries. . . 





4, & $15,538,682 S177 ,77 $ 
755 23,950, 275 201 , 472,061 
38 63 922 46. G57. 802 

7 6 21,118,996 192 , O87 
< 06 31,971,690 263 , St 2 
) 91, 85,154,856 ‘ > 366 
nnmaaie Lit 38,519,178 S,7¢ 3 
l ires for the years 1900, 1905, and 1906 are for the fiscal years 

nding June 50 of the years stated. 

I Ti for the year 1907 are for the nine months ending Ma 1 


that year, owing to the fact that the Canadian Government « nged 
fiseal year from ending June 30 to ending March 31. 

ires for the years 1908, 1909, and 1910 are for the fiseal irs 
1¢ March 31 of the years stated. 





lata taken from the Report of the Department of Trade and ¢€ 
of Canada for the fiscal year ended March 31, 1910, Part I 
BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 


This table shows that our exports to Canada increased from 
£102,060,177 in 1900 to $217,500,000 in 1910, and that our imports 
from Canada increased from $54,500,000 in 1900 to $110,600,000 

i910. It does not appear that our commerce with Canada 
was in such a languishing state that it was necessary to ne 
ate such a one-sided agreement as this in order to revive 
Of her total imports in 1910 Canada took almost 60 per cent 
the United States, and of her exports during the same 
we took considerably less than 40 per cent. Is it to be 
esumed that our commerce with Canada will be more favor- 
‘to us in case this agreement should be ratified in its present 
form’? I believe not, viewed as a whole. It is possible that 
there may be certain interests whose products will enter Can- 
more easily and which will, therefore, reap benefits from 
this agreement, but it will be at the expense of other producers. 
This agreement was negotiated in the dark. We have been 
irnished with no information as to what considerations led 
representatives to insist on certain reductions of duties or 
to grant others. We have not been informed what facts, if any, 
they considered in determining which industries should be 
vored and which shoul 
mined the less favorably is one impressed with tariff revision 
hy executive order. The agreement | F 


as come before us unde! 





conditions which make it impossible to secure the many 
nges which would be necessary to make it an arrangement 
beneficial to this country. One can not escape the conclusion 
that it is the result of hasty and ill-considered action, and we 
aire tempted to ask whether our representatives who agreed to 
this agreement did not unwittingly enact the role of the trust 
ing stranger in the large city. 


I 
1 not be. The more the agreement is | 


' 
' Canada, but with all coun 





























































In its drafting the plain words of the Chicago platfor in 
iccordance with which is pretended to have been form ted, 
are ignored, and the plain facts of present industrial conditions 


are disregarded. A few industries are to be aided to extend 





their markets into Canada, a d in orde to do tl the erests 
f the American farmer are to be sacrified ! \ 
i offered the farmer is that he has been so bad reated in 
the past whenever tariff legislation has been ted he 
can stand a little more at this time and not fe« ery h 
The dissatisfaction which arose ‘ es. 1 in 
justices of the tariff law of 1909 er 
petrating further injustice. In this partial riff revis he 
duties attacked are the very ones with which there h a8 
no dissatisfaction, as their effect in the past has been t 
negligible so far as the price of the products is cerned, and 


entirely so, so far as the cost of the articles manufactured from 


them is concerned. 


The Chicago platform demanded that the difference in cost 
of production at home and abroad should be the measure of 
protection in every instance. This agreement, in effect a revi 
sion of certain selected duties, makes no attempt to | ts 
reduction on this principle Instead of doi: so, it 
many duties which do not cover the difference in cost of pro 
duction, and does not change, or changes only very slightly, 
duties far in excess of this difference 

The one crying need at the time of the revision of the riff 
in 1909 was the lack of reliable, authoritative, and accurate in 
formation as to what duties would be just and reasonable on the 
different articles. If there is one thing for which the country 
has pronounced it is for a commission to obtain fact id 


data on which future tariff acts may be constructed d if 
there is one thing which the people of this country do not want, 
it is a tariff constructed by guesswork. We have at present 
a board that is gathering facts and data as to the cost of ) 
duction at home and abroad, and we expect to vote hundreds of 
thousands of dollars for it to continue its work. Yet, we have 
a tariff schedule drawn up for us and presented to us wit! e 
request and implied threat that we must make it lav t 
any facts justifying the different rates being presente 1 
with the tariff board, on which everybody relied, appa \ 
having been entirely ignored. It would appear that 
tional way to revise the tariff would be to secu the 
tion necessary to effect a scientific revision, before u 


to change any duties, except in cases of urgent need or whet 





everybody admitted that the duties were too high Ha 
ohbt ed this information. if it were a quest 1 of which rates 
to change first, it would seem that the ones to select would 
the ones the retention of which worked a hardship on the 
s1 r. The course pursued in this instance been « \ 
the opposite. With no attempt apparent to discover the et t 
of the proposed changes, evidently with no 
“tl with nothing else ;: ruide na 
ve some duties ( lian pl 
( ‘ whicl ybody l l 
t unt e la fe revision, as t 
been negligib they re not « ( 
o danger of I ’ 
rming behind them to force prices up to x b 
It has been hinted that this has be di ! 
the ‘iticis! bestowed ipon tue ft i | ] 
eve t thi dis I ] I | 
ihe sider the 1900 tarifl i ble, | s 
re ( s re ub t than tl V 
A Lie I er tl ‘ ( wi bi | 
the least benefit from prote ‘ 
to be deprived of what 
it in the future. The farn d 
favors, but he does demand Stl 
law S W ik at Lii ti i s ~ of 
h se our | ‘ ha cif { 
rd to do this t i 
ree { le i al ‘ | 
prot on i t othe ! 
ot i ? 7 
s it ] t j ‘ I | 
} s t] t rot 
« i 
a pe 1 i 
( d that he be permitted 
LeLs l it the ihaustl 
1. sudden change « | 





‘ Su l < L 
the farmer will suffer les 
ther industry. 
I am in favor of more liberal trad 
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ments, however, it is essential that all industries are given a 
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; us 


square deal, and that one industry is not benefited at the ex- | 


pense of another. I will not support an agreement which gives 
the brewing interests cheaper barley at the expense of the 
farmer, gives the Milling Trust cheaper wheat at the expense 
of the farmer, benefits the Meat Trust at the expense of the 
farmer, and aims to extend the market of the Steel Trust at 
the expense of the farmer. Neither do I intend to vote to sacri- 
fice the interests of the farmer in order to add to the earnings 
of the railway magnates of the Northwest, whose millions are 
made up of the forced contributions of the farmers, and who 
are now engaged in applying epithets to those who feel that 
the interests of the farmer is deserving of consideration. 

It is no more fair to make an agreement of this kind than 
it would be to admit all the cotton manufactures free of duty 
from. England and Germany while retaining the duties on farm 
products and all other manufactures. It has not been shown 
how the ratification of this agreement will benefit anyone in 
this country, with the exception of a few large manufacturing 


interests and certain railways, and it is apparent that the 
farmer will have to pay the cost. 
The name reciprocity attached to this agreement is mis- 


leading. When Canada demanded the opening of our markets 
to her farm products she knew, and we ought to have known, 
that she was giving very little in return for what she was 
getting. The reciprocity that Blaine espoused did not con- 
template the admission of foreign goods in competition with 
ours; the cardinal principle of it was the extension of our 
foreign markets by the removal of duties on goods which we 
did not produce ourselves and which would therefore not com- 
pete with American products. The reciprocity for which the 
late President McKinley pleaded aimed at the extension of our 
foreign markets by the removal of such of our duties as were 
no longer needed to encourage our own industries. Neither of 
them aimed at the extension of the market of one industry by 
sacrificing another industry. I can not find that the principle 
on which this agreement must have been based has anything in 
common with those enunciated by Blaine and McKinley. I be- 
lieve that the era of high tariffs is past; I believe that the 
American producer will in the future have to content himself 
with a tariff equal only to the difference in cost of production 
at home and abroad. It is possible that in their present temper 
the American people will go farther even than this. While 
part of this may be brought about by wisely and justly drawn 
reciprocity agreements, I am inclined to believe that more will 
be brought about by tariff laws applying to all countries alike 
and discriminating against no country not treating us unfairly. 
But whatever tariff policy we may pursue, it is essential that 
in applying it we treat all industries and sections fairly, and 
do not discriminate against one in favor of another. 
SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of Senate resolution 
815, relative to the right of Mr. LorRIMeER to a seat in the Senate 
from the State of [linois. 

Mr. HALE. Mr, President, the Senate has been in constant 
session from yesterday morning until now, with the exception 
of about three hours. Such a session as last night, with the 
burdens upon us for the next few days, is too exacting for the 
human system. It is the father of malaria and grippe and 
pneumonia, and so far as I am concerned I shali not ask the 
Senate to repeat last night’s performance. 

I do not think it would advantage the public business: I do 
not think last night’s session advantaged the public business: 
but to-morrow, Mr. President, I shall ask the Senate to take up 
appropriation bills, and I shall ask the Senate at 5 o’clock or 
half past 5 o’clock to take a recess, not for such a session as 
that of last night, but for actual business and the disposal of 
appropriation bills. It need not be a prolonged, drawn-out, 
exciting session; but three or four hours spent on appropriation 
bills will be a profitable investment of the time of the Senate. 

There is no reason, Mr. President, why by a reasonable hour, 
after a reasonable recess, the Senate can not to-morrow pass 
the agricultural appropriation bill, the Post Office appropriation 
bill, the counsular and dipi¢matie appropriation bill, the forti- 
fications apprepriation bill, and the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill, and get them out of the way, leaving the great 
appropriation bills for the last two or three days for the Senate 
to consider. 


I can not have my way about this, Mr. President. I do not 
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as the end of everything that is to be done. Unless some- 
thing is done in the way, first, of passing these appropriation 


bills and getting them out of the road and into conference, 
later we may not be able to properly consider the larger appro- 
priation bills, which are full of controversies. 

I have been appalled, Mr. President, as I have studied the 
great sundry civil appropriation bill and the naval appropriation 
bill, carrying together nearly $300,000,000, and full of proposi- 
tions and measures—I say “ measures” included in the appro- 
priation bill—that will necessarily involve controversy and dis- 
cussion. I am appalled as I have been attempting with the 
clerks to get the sundry civil bill in readiness, so that we 
may report it later. It has never been so formidable as it is 
this year sent to us; it never has been so large. It comprises 
over 230 pages, bristling from the first clause to the last with 
every possible kind of provision that arouses interest, and con- 
fronts objection and controversy, 

The naval bill is no better; and the final deficiency appropria- 
tion bill is different from any other deficiency bill that we have 
had of late years. It has been the fashion here to put on most 
of the items pertaining to such a bill at an early day on the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill. That was not done this 
year; and the general deficiency is the cleaning-up bill. 

I want to-morrow to be given to the consideration of the 
other bills I have named that we have got to get out of the way. 
As I have said, I shall not ask the Senate to stay here to-night 
for any proposition. If it does stay it will do so, so far as I 
am concerned, without any suggestion on my part. Neither do 
I think it will be good tactics in the way of setting forward the 
public business. I am sure it will not be for the benefit of 
the Senate in its condition and in its capacity for work in the 
succeeding days of the session. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Maine permit an inquiry? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. I am going to make a motion, but I 
will yield. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the Senator submits the motion I 
simply want to inquire if it is the Senator’s opinion, in view of 
the statement he has made, that the appropriation bills must 
fail unless the Senate can address itself to them within a rea- 
sonable time? 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt whatever about that, Mr. Presi- 
dent. We are going to have very hard work to get them 
through, anyway, and we are likely to be confronted with an- 
other condition as to these great bills. The Senator the other 
day made a suggestion that I have heard very many times since. 
Certain authorities, and good authorities, in the other House 
insist that the popular branch, which comes from the people, 
instead of this declining Congress, ought to make up the sup- 
ply bills for the next session; that it should make up the 
naval bill, the Post Office bill, the sundry civil bill, and the 
pension bill; that that branch represents the last verdict of 
the people; that there are no subjects of such importance as 
the framing of the supply bills; and that that work, instead 
of being done by a declining and discredited, as they call it, 
Congress, shall be done by the new organization. We have got 
to meet that difficulty, Mr. President, and it will grow all the 
time. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
yield to me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; I will yield for any suggestion. 

Mr. BURROWS. With a view of facilitating the purpose 
which the Senator from Maine has in mind, of early action 
upon appropriation bills and other matters, I am constrained 
to ask unanimous consent that on Wednesday, to-morrow, at 
1.30 o'clock, the vote be taken upon Senate resolution No. 315 
without further debate. 

Mr. HALE. What resolution is that? 

Mr. BURROWS. The resolution in reference to the election 
of Mr. LORIMER. 


Does the Senator from Maine yield 


Mr. President, will the Senator from Maine 


Senator from Maine 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the unfinished business. The 
Senator from Michigan asks unanimous consent that on to- 


morrow, Wednesday, at 1.30 o’clock, without further debate, 


| the vote be taken upon Senate resolution 315, known as the 


know what has been done and I do not know what trafficking | 
has been done; I do not knew but that there is some other pro- | 


gram that is better than this. I shall feel, however, if this 
can not be carried out, that I have at least presented it to the 


Senate, with a view of the waning length of the session and the | 


fact that Saturday noon, only four days away, stands before ' proposition and everybody is in favor of it. 


Lorimer resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, as the Senator puts that, it 
can only occupy the time of the Senate to be consumed by a 
single roll call. But I am not so unreasonable as to insist upon 
my program when it is only to be varied so little by what will 
dispose of a controverted question, if no ‘Senator objects to that 
Let me ask the 
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Senator whether this is going to be supplemented by some other 
proposition that will take time? 


I do not know about that. 
Will the Senator yield to a motion for a 


Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, 
recess ¢ 

Mr. HALE. 
cess to-night. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
for unanimous consent? 


No; I certainly do not intend to vote for a re- 


Is there objection to the request 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan and Mr. BEVERIDGE addressed | 


the Chair. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine has the 


floor. 
Mr. HALE. I will ask that the proposition be stated. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will again state the 


proposition, which is that at 1.30 o’clock to-morrow, Wednesday, 
a vote be taken, without further debate, upon resolution No. 
815, known as the Lorimer resolution. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I would like to have it under- 
stood, if that is agreed to, that no effort will be made this even- 
ing to take up any other measure. 

Mr. HALE. 
propose to move that the Senate adjourn; that nothing be taken 
up this evening. 

Mr. KEAN. Why not take a recess and allow the Senator 
from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] to speak to-night? 

Mr. HALE. Unless the Senate overrules me, I will not con- 
sent to a night session, and Senators ought not, after last night's 
experience, to ask anybody to come here to-night. 

Mr. STONE. I certainly have not any objection to the re- 
quest for unanimous consent if it is understood that there will 
be no other business taken up to-night. 

Mr. HALE. So far as I am concerned, unless the Senate de- 
cides otherwise, I shall move to adjourn, because I do not think 


as I have said—and I hate to repeat myself—it is good manage- 


ment, and I do not think it is good tactics. 
Mr. STONE. 


night or lay it before the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I would say to the Senator 
from Missouri that, upon unanimous consent being granted to 
my request, I propose to ask that the Senate take a recess until 
8 o’clock— 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, then I shall object. 

Mr. BURROWS (continuing). When the Senator from Okla- 
homa [Mr. OWEN] desires to address the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I shall object to any session to-night. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator does not object to the request for 
unanimous consent, but only to the recess? 

Mr. HALE. I do, if there is to be a recess. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I will not object if a proposition 
is to be made to take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening, no 
other matter to be taken up except the remarks of the Senator 
from Oklahoma at the evening session. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. 
ing but that shall be taken up. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
has been waiting for several days to address the Senate, 

Mr. HALE. I am willing—— 

Mr. OWEN. 
adjourning now, as the Senator from Maine desires, until to- 
morrow morning at 10 o’clock, and permitting me then to ad- 
dress the Senate. I shall not take very long. I do not expect 
to make a prolonged speech. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to that. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the Senator from Maine object to the 
other proposition for a recess? 











Mr. HALE, I do. 

Mr. BURROWS. And nothing else to be taken up? 

Mr. HALE. Yes: I do, unless it is settled that no busi- 
ness shall be transacted except speeches. I do not object 


to the proposition of the Senator from Oklahoma 
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Mr. President, as soon as this talk has ceased I | 


Then, if the Senator will permit me, I consent, | 
or. rather, I do not object to the request for unanimous consent, | 
with the understanding, in good faith, that no effort will be | 
made and no motion made to take up any other proposition to- | 


I understand that it is the proposition that noth- | 


The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] | 


I think the matter might be easily adjusted by 


{Mr. Owen], 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
of the Senator from Michigan, as stated by the Chair? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr, President, a parliamentary in- 
| quiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The yeas and nays having been 
| ordered on the unfinished business, I understand no business 
can come before the Senate until that order is vacated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is in error as to that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Let us see whether I am in error. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But the Chair rules that the Sena- 
tor is in error. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But I should like to make my point. 
This is the point I desire to make: The yeas and nays having 
been ordered on the pending question, as I understand the rule 
it will not be possible to consider appropriation bills with that 
order pending. Am I in error about that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan is in 
error. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the opinion of the Chair 
not being a decision at this time—would be promptly and rather 
vigorously contested. But that a mere academic question 
now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That question has not been raised. 
The Chair made the statement in answer to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 
| Mr. BAILEY. 
privilege pending, 


request 


it 


is 





I think that with 


and the yeas and 


a question of the highest 
nays ordered on it, the 


demand for the regular order brings that up at any time and 
against any other matter. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Oh, yes; but that was not the 


inquiry propounded to the Chair. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That was the inquiry I was en- 
deavoring to make. Perhaps I did not make myself clear. 

Mr. BAILEY. That was the thing I had in mind. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What I had in my mind was 
whether, if we vote to adjourn until to-morrow on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine, and then unanimous consent 
given to vote on the Lorimer resolution at 1.30 p. m., the 
| sion in the morning, up to the time of voting, could be occupied 
| by the consideration of an appropriation bill to the exclusion 
of any other business? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senate so voted, undoubtedly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senate so voted 
when the motion could be put, yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Miehigan. That would be in the control of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 


is 


ses 


at a time 


Certainly. 
And would be debatable? 


| Mr. KEAN. No. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. No; a motion to proceed to the 
| consideration of an appropriation bill or other matter is not 
debatable. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I desire to say 


that some of us have listened very patiently to discussion of the 
pending case which is about to be decided. I have not thus far 
said a word regarding it, and may not do to-morrow, al 
though I do not want to be foreclosed by this arrangement. I 
am unwilling to give my consent that a vote may be taken upon 
this matter unless the utmost freedom of discussion within the 
| time allowed shall be permitted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It remains with the Senate to 
morrow morning to determine whether it desires to debate t} 
| matter further or not. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, upon the a —and I am in 
the habit of taking the word of fellow Senators—that nothing 
will be done this evening, except discussion and the making of 


SO 


ssurance 


speeches, that no vote will be had, instead of moving—to 
morrow will take care of itself—that the Senate adjourn, I 
will move that it take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, and 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day, it be to meet at half 
past 10 to-morrow morning. There are three or four com- 
mittees that want to have meetings about very important ap 
propriation bills. 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. Hate). Make it 11 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Lllinois suggests 11 o'clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. I make that suggestion because I have an 


though I do not think we need to meet before half past 10 important committee meeting. 

to-morrow. Mr. HALE. Then I will move that when the Senate adjourns 
Mr. PENROSE. I suggest that the Senate continue in | to-day, it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Session. | The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire to make 
Mr. BURROWS. Let us come to an understanding about | that motion before the request for unanimous consent is dis 


this matter. 





| posed of? 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. By no manner of means. Let us have the 
unanimous consent agreement first. The motion is made, and 
that take precedence. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was attempting to 

derstand from the Senator who had the floor, if the Senator 
from Indiana will permit the Chair to do so, what his inten- 


n was. The Chair was undertaking to understand what the 
Senator from Maine wanted to do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was trying myself to understand it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thought he had a right 
to understand, so that he could put the motion. The Chair still 
thinks so. 

Mr. HALE. I move, first, that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day—at the suggestion of the Senator from Illinois and the 
chairmen of other committees—that it be to meet to-morrow at 
11 o'clock. I shall follow that by a motion for recess. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet at 11 o'clock 
to-morrow. [Putting the question. ] 

Mr. CARTER and others addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable. 
Mr. CARTER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. CARTER. Was the request for unanimous consent, as 


stated by the Chair, acceded to by the Senate? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It was not. It has not yet been 


acceded to. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Chair if any objection was inter- 
posed; and if se, by whom? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No objection has yet been inter- 
posed, but the Senator from Maine had stated, as the Chair un- 
derstood, that until this other motion was put, he would not 
accede to the request. Did the Chair correctly understand the 
Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. The Chair is entirely correct. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Now, the Chair will put the other 
request, if Senators will permit. j 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that is right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Which is that at 1.30 to-morrow a 
vote be taken, without further debate, upon Senate resolution 
315, known as the Lorimer resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I hope if Senators are going to object, instead of 
arguing the case, they will object. We ought to know where 
we are. 

Mr. STONE. 1 do not intend to argue it, although I might 
so, following the example of my distinguished friend, the 
Senator from Maine, when he was on the floor. 


do 


Mr. HALE. I have not argued anything; I am trying to do 
business. 
Mr. STONE. I do not mean to argue it. I desire to say 


again that I have no objection whatever to agreeing to vote on 
the Lorimer case at 1.30 to-morrow, with the understanding 
that no other business, save speech making, such as has been 
indicated, will be transacted until the Senate meets at 11 o’clock 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. That assurance has been given to me, so that I 
am entirely satisfied. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As thus modified 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not so understand the situation. I do 
not know of any arrangement or agreement by which if the 
Senate meets at 8 o’clock it is limited to speech making. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is none. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I certainly would not accede to any such 
suggestion as that. When the Senate comes together it can do 
as it pleases. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
it had’made an agreement. 
voted upon at the hour 
neither before nor later. Is there objection? 

Mr. STONE. Now, what is the request? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request is that at 1.30 to-mor- 
row, without further debate, a vote be taken upon Senate resolu- 
tion 315. Is there objection? 

Mr. STONE. I said I would not object if it modified 
as I indicated—that no other business, except the making of 
speeches, in of a recess, shall be transacted prior 11 
ck to-morrow, the hour to which the Senate has agreed to 
adjourn. 

Mr. CARTER. 
Mr. HALE. 





Except as to a matter about which 
Of course that would have to be 
agreed upon. It could be voted upon 


1 
is 


case to 


o'cl 


Mr. President—— 
I think nobody will object to that. 
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Mr. CARTER. I inquire whether it is the understanding of 
the Senator that no business will be transacted during the re- 
mainder of the session after the recess—that is, during the 
evening? 

Mr. HALE. That is the understanding. 

Mr. CARTER. And the question of the time at which the 
recess shall be taken is still, of course, in the hands of the 
Senate. 

Mr. STONE. I do not quite understand. 

Mr. CARTER. Of course there will be a remnant of 
session which will convene after the recess at 8 o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to make a state 
ment to the Senate. It was the intention of the Chair to recog- 
nize some Senator, if this agreement were made, to move to 
take up some matter, which should be the unfinished business 
of the Senate. 

Mr. STONE. That is what I supposed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not wish the Senate 
to misunderstand the Chair. Senators can agree to whatever 
they choose, certainly. But the Chair thought he ought to tell 
the Senate what his intention was. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to know whether I correctly under- 
stand the request of the Senator from Missouri for a modifica- 
tion. Is it that if a recess is taken until 8 o’clock no business 
shall be transacted after 8 o'clock and before adjournment ex- 
cept the making of speeches? 

Mr. HALE. It is. 

Mr. CARTER. Is 
request? 

Mr. STONE. 


the 


that the full of the 


extent Senator's 
That there shall be no business transacted, 

Mr. CARTER. During the evening session? 

Mr. STONE. During this session or the evening session 
any time prior to 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. STONE. In other words, what I desire to be understood 
as saying is this: That I think it is the intention of some Sen- 
ator to move to take up some other bill, probably the tariff com- 
mission bill—that is the one I apprehend the motion would 
apply to—and to make it the unfinished business. I would prefer 
to have it done when the Senate meets at 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I think it will speed public business if this con- 
sent is given that the vote shall be taken at 1.30 to-morrow, 
without further debate, and that no business except the making 
of speeches shall be transacted at the evening session. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Do not put in that last request, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I object to that. 

Mr. PENROSE. I object, Mr. President. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not object to the request as preferred 
by the Senator from Michigan. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the request which was 
stated by the Chair. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The request, as I understood, as modified 
by the suggestion of the Senator from Maine, however, was 
that——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has not been asked to 
put any modified request. The Chair has simply put the re 
quest that the Chair was asked to put. Is there objection to 
that request? 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Chair restate the request? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Yes; restate it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is that at 1.30 to-morrow 
without further debate, a vote be taken upon Senate resol 
tion 315. 

Mr. STONE. 
the - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will couple anything 
that he is requested to couple. He has not yet been requested 
to couple anything. 

Mr. STONE. I will prefer the request to the Chair to amend 
that request to this effect—with the understanding that no busi- 
ness will be transacted during this session or the recess session 
this evening. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. STONE. Well, before adjournment to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will again put the re- 
quest—that at 1.30 to-morrow a vote be taken, without further 
debate, upon Senate resolution 315, and that during the session 
of to-day—this legislative day—no business other than debate 
be transacted. 


at 


from Missouri 


Does the Chair think it proper to couple first 
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Before adjournment to-day covers it. 
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Mr. CUMMINS. I must object to that. 
Mr. PENROSE. 1 object to the latter 
agreement. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. PENROSE, 
the request. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


part of that proposed 


Objection is made. 
I withdraw my objection. I misunderstood 
The Senator from Iowa objected. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to be understood in the matter. 
The Senator from Maine withdrew his motion to adjourn so 
that a motion could be made to proceed to the consideration of 
any other business that it may be thought wise to take up and 
have that matter determined now. I will not object 
ing the session this evening to addresses made by Senators who 
lesire to address the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I 
For the 
evening. 
Mr. STONE. The motion that when we adjourn to-day 
to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
as stated by the Chair, or does the Senator from Iowa 


to confin- 





am willing 


to leave that entirely to the Senate. 
present I 


withdraw my motion for a recess this 


it 


be 


request 


request 
some modification of it? 
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HALE. The Senator, as I understood it. asked me to 


withdraw my request, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
as he understands the 
at 1.30 to-morrow, without further debate, a vote be 
upon Senate resolution 315: that after the taking of a 
this afternoon no business be transacted prior to adjournment 
on this legislative-day other than addresses. 

Mr. KEAN. Except a motion to 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do object to 
state again my position. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
what the Senator requested, 

Mr. CUMMINS. 
Michigan can be put without any accompaniment I not 
object to it, and if then a motion can be entertained to proceed 
to the consideration of some other matter which the 
may desire to take up - 

Mr. HALE, What other matter? 

Mr. CUMMINS, And that motion is disposed of, I will not 
then object to the request made by the Senator from Missouri 
that the evening session be deyoted to addresses. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Exclusively to addresses, 

Mr. LODGE. If the request of the Senator from 
had been agreed to as he mad 
intention to move to proceed to the consideration of the tariff 
ission bill. If that motion be adopted, I 
make no objection, and I do not think anyone else would, 
to confining the rest of the day ches and addresses, 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Massachusetts has stated 
in terms the matter I had in mind. 

Tl VICE PRESIDENT. The 
request, 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest that be 
notion, 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have not aitempted to 
I simply made bj to the request. 


, an objection 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Is there 


The Chair 
Senator from 


thinks he can 
Iowa to request it 


it 
that 
taken 


recess 


state 


the combined request. I 


The Chair was trying to 


state 


shell 


Senate 


1 
comi should 
then 


to ste 





Chair will again 


put 


th Senators can not make 


th 


make 


objection to the original 
t 


request of the Senator from Michigan that at 1.50 to-morrow, 
without further debate, the Senate take a vote upon Senate 
resolution 315? 

Mr. STONE. I prefer a request of this kind: That the vote be 


at the time indicated, at 1.30 to-morrow, and that as soon 


‘ that consent of the Senate is obtained the motion which the 
Ss proposes to offer may be made to-night, and then the 
Se te adjourn until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


nator from 


The Chair will put it 
The Ss Missouri asks unanimous consent 
the request of the Senator from Michigan— 

Mr. CUMMINS. Will the Senator fron 
req est? 

Mr. LODGE. The Chair was about to state it 
1.30 to-morrow, without further debate, 
on Senate resolution 315; that 
this agreement the Chair recognize some 
consider some other bill; and that whe 
the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock 

Mr. STONE. Eleven o'clock. 

Mr. BAILEY. We have already agreed that when we 
journ it be until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been agreed that when 
Senate adjourns it be until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 


that way. 
to modify 


Missouri state the 


It is th 
the Senate take a vote 
following the entering into of 
person to move to 
1 that motion is carried 
did the Senator say? 


it at 





Michigan | 
ade it, without additions, it was my | 


should | 


the 
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If the request made by the Senator from | 


any motion. | 








there objection? The Chair 





irs none, and that order is 
eLut red, 
TARIFF BOARD 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I move that the Set d to the 
sideration of the bill (TH. R. 32 ') to create at I rd. 

Mr. BAILEY. On that I det 1 the veas and ys 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and t Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was ¢ ed). I notice 
that the senior Senator from South Carolina | riLEMAN] 
is absent. So I withhold my vote, having a ; pair with 
him. Were he present, I would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FLINT (when his name was called). I | ed with 


the senior Senator from Texas 
absent, I will withbold my vote. 
“ vea.” 
Mr. OVERMAN (when Mr. Tattat o's name 
I have been requested to announce that if re 
Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO] is unavoidably absent and that he 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
Scott]. If the Senator from Florida were p1 
vote “nay.” 
Mr. BACON 


[Mr. CuLeri 
It he 


were pre 
vote 
was called). 
the Senator fh 


is senior 


esent, 


(when 
the 


Mr. TERRELL’S name was ¢a 


colleague ry 


neain 


announce unavoidable absence of my ie [| Mr. 
FERRELL] on account of personal illness. I understand that he 
is paired with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Arpricu]. If my colleague were present, he would vote “ ; 


Tl 5 
“l). Lhaveas l- 
from Mississippi |Mr. Money] 


Mr. WARREN (when 
ing pair with the senior 
and I therefore withhold my ve 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). I inquire 
whether the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. BACON, I havea pair with that S 
I withdraw my vot 

Mr. BAILEY. 
the from 


his neme w 


senator 


is enlle 


ce, 


nator, In his al 
e. 
“ it is shown 


Perhaps 


Vermont 


by the announcement of 


Senator 





[Mr. DILLINGHAM]; but in se it 
is not, I desire the Recorp to show that if the senior S« rv 
from South Carolina [|Mr. TitLMAN] were present he would 
vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 54, nays 21 
YELAS—54 
Clapp ar ‘ i Penr 
Clark, Wy hs Perk 
Crane Jones I’ 
Crawford Kean It dson 
C1 ym Lak t R 
Cr 3 I S1 Mic! 
Curtis Lo. ¢ S 
Depew M t St n 
Dick Nelson S d 
Di ! N 1 W 
a | ne N . i VW 
G @il \ 
‘ Owen 
n G! la 
NA 1 
Ba G KR l 
Bat rd Joh i Ss i 1 
Cla Ark Mart » \ i 
Dav Oy l S t id 
bl t l’a S ¢ 
r Nr l’e Swa 
NOT \ ) Ni 
Aldrich D> i II i I ) 
“epee Flint Money | 
Bradley Frazier Scott l i 
Culberson Irye Sto \ ' 
So the motion was agreed to 
Mr. LODGE. I move that the S« | 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 1261 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to W ednesd 
March 1, 1911, at 11 o’clock a. mn. 
— . MDWORA MN ar os 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, Fe/ M1, 
The House met at 11 o'clock a. m 
Prayer by the Chaplai Rev. He N. ¢ len, D. D 
The Journal of the proceedings of yeste1 was anproved 
CANCELLATION OF SIGNATURE TO JOINT RESOLUTION 
The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the cancellation of 


his signature to Senate joint resolution 145, provid 
filling of the vacancy which will occur on March 
Board of Regents of the in Institution of the 

other than Members of Congress, in accordance with the order 


of the House, 


Smithsoni: 
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M [ TH NATE, 
fy Se ¢, by Mr. Crockett, one of its 
( d that ie Senate had passed bill of the fol] 
he concurrence of the House of Repre 
I ‘ el 
\n act authorizing the Erie Railroad Co. to con 
tl connecting the Hackensack River and Berrys 
( berg County, N. J., as an aid to 1 ivigation, and for 
es Ze also ann need that the Senate had agreed to 
report of the « nittee of conference on the disagreeing 
es of 1 se S « the endments of the Senate to 
the bill (CH. R. 29360) making appropriations for the legisla- 
live, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
iscal year ending June 30, 1912. and for other purpos 
COLI A OI TION BIL! 
GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Sy iker, I call up the con- 
ene port on the ] H. R. 31856, making appropriations 
gover t of > ict of Columbia for the fiscal] 
[ ask unanimous consent that the statement by 
on the part of the House may be read in lieu of 
e report 
rhe SPEAKER Is there objection? 
i i \ » objec ti¢ 
Phe ¢ rl ead the titement. 
Aue conference report is as follows 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


Che committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
fouses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 

) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
sovernment of the District of Columbia for the fisea] year end- 
ng June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


Phat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered ae 
+, 11, 20, 30, 31, 37, 38, 39. 16, 50, 59, 65, 69, 75. 78, 79, 80, 83, 84. 
SH, 86,101, 104, 107, 109, 110. 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116. 117, 118, 
123, 129, 134, 137, 140, 142. 143. 147, 150, 152, 159, 164, 165. 171, 
172, 175, 176, 181. 187. ISS, 190, 191, 196, 199. 200, 202, 203, 204, 
oes, UY, 213, 220, 222, 230, 231, 232, 235, 238. -39, and 240, 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the am nd- 
ments of the Senate numbered 4, 6. +, & 9, 30, 12, 18. 36 97. 18, 
19, 21, 22, 23. 24. 25. 28. 2t, 28, 29, 32, 33, 35, 36, 40. 41, 42, 
7. 51. 52, 53. 6 t, 55. 5G, 57, 58. 60, 61, 62. 65, G4, 66, 
1 , (3, T4, 76, T7, 82, 87, 88, 91, 92. 96. 97, 98, 99, 
100, 108, 108, 119, 120, 129. 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 130. 131, 135, 
158, 139, 141, 144, 146, 1538, 154. 158, 162, 166, 167, 168, 169. 170, 
173, 174, 177, 180, 182, 188, 184. 189. 193, 194, 197, 206, 210, 212. 
214, 215, 216, 217, 221, 223, 994 225, 226, 227, 228, 229 932 99 


som hy het, art, 


241, 242, 243, 244 245, 247. 248, and 249. and agree to the same, 

\mendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ $1,600 ” and the Senate agree to the 


Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “ $114,086"; and the Senate agree to the 
SAC, 

\mendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its 
di -reement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and 
{ ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follos ing : 
“The provisions of the act approved March 15, 1898, as 
amended by the act approved July 7, 1898, regulating leave of 
absence to employees of the Federal Government, are hereby 
made applicable to the regular annual employees of the goy 
ernment of the District of Columbia. except the police and fire 
departments, and publie sehool ollicers, teachers, and e1 
pl es’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘\mendment numbered 84: That the House recede fro 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered o4, and 

ree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
Sun proposed insert “ $179,810”: and the Senate agree to the 









Amendment numbered 48: That the Liouse recede from its 
d sreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
Inatter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “ two 
cataloguers, at $540 each:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment np unbered 19: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and 


eens 
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agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert: “ $40,940": and the Senate agree to the 
mine, 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 81, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “ $123,650"; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendments numbered 89 and 90: That the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 89 and 90, and agree to the same with amendments as 
follows: Transpose said amendments and insert the same 
page 33 of the bill, after line 26, amended as follows: Ii 1e 
S of amendment numbered 89 strike out the word “seventy- 
five” and insert in lieu thereof the words “one hundred”: ; nd 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede fro) 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 95, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ $65,000”: and the Senate agre, 
the same, 

Amendment numbered 94: That the House recede from ji 
disagreement to the amendment.of the Senate numbered 94, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In liew of 
the sum proposed insert “$130,000”; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

\mendment numbered 95: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 95. a) d 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
Sum proposed insert “ $260,000,” and on page 35 of the bill. in 
line 24, after the word * specifications,” insert the following: 
“Provided further, That whenever it shall appear to said com 
missioners that the work now performed under contract, namely, 
Street sweeping and cleaning alleys and unimproved streets, 
can, in their judgment, be performed under their immediate di- 
rection more advantageously to the District, then, in that event, 
said commissioners are hereby authorized to perform any part 
or all of said work in such manner, and to employ all necessary 
personal services, and purchase and maintain such street-clean- 
ing apparatus, horses, harness, carts, wagons, tools, and equip- 
nent as may be necessary for the purpose; and of this appro- 
priation the sum of $40,000 is hereby made immedisntely 
available”; and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 102. 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ Interior park: For the condemnation of land in the interion 
of square 534, within the limiting lines shown on approved plans 
in the office of the engineer commissioner of the District of 
Columbia, and for the development of the land so acquired as 
an interior park: Provided, That the said land shall be con 
demned by a proceeding in rem in accordance with the provi 
sions of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the 
Disirict of Columbia within six months after the date of the 
passage of this act: And provided further. That of the amount 
found to be due and awarded by the jury in said condemnation 
proceedings as damages for and in respect of the land to be 
condemned, plus the cost and expense of said proceeding, not 
less than one-third thereof shall be assessed by the jury as bene 
fits, $78,000."" 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 105, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ $46,495": and the Senate acree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede fro 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, l 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu ¢ 
sum proposed insert “$13,500”; and the Senate agree to thi 
same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 121. snd 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of tt 
sum proposed insert “ $23,500"; and the Senate agree 
same, ; 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, and 
igree to the same with an am ndment, as follows: In lieu of the 
number proposed insert “ forty-six’; and the Senate agree to 
the same, . 

Amendment numbered 133: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
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number proposed insert 
same. 

Amendment numbered 136: That the House recede from its 
disa<reement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 136. and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert “ 040,009.50"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 145: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “$536,170”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 148: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 148, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
of the sum proposed insert 
the same. 

\mendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, 


‘sixty’; and the Senate agree to the 


lieu 
* $31,000”; and the Senate agree to 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “$128,800”; and the Senate agree 
to t same, 


Amendment numbered 151: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 151, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
‘The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
directed to make an investigation as to the necessity of install- 
ing « high-pressure fire-service system in the business section 
of the city of Washington, and to report the results of such 
investigation to Congress at its next regular Session”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 155: 
disagreement to the 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: “ Provided, That hereafter any inspector of dairies and 
dairy farms may act as inspector of live stock when directed by 
the health officer’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 156: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 156. 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On 
page 6S of the bill, in line 6, strike out the word “ten” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ fifteen "; and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

Amendment numbered 157: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 157. 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
of the matter inserted by said amendmen insert the following: 
“For the construction of a pound and stable, to be immediately 
available, $10,000: Provided, That the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia are authorized to build said pound and 
Stable on public space owned or controlled by said District ad 
jacent to James Creek Canal "; and the Senate agree to the 


same, 


That the House recede from its 


as follows: In 


lieu 


Amendment numbered 160: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 160. 
and agree to the same with an amen ment as follows: In lie 
of the sum proposed insert “$11,740”; and the Senate a 
the same 

\y 


Amendment numbered 161: That the House recede from it 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 161 


and agree to the same with an amendment 
of t] 


t 


Tree to 


‘ 


as follows: In li 


‘ matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 


~ deputy financial clerk, $1,500”; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 163: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 163, 
unc agree to the same with an amendment 


as follows: In lieu 
the Senate agree to 


Pa | 
of the sum proposed insert “* $2S. 380”: and 
the Fume, 


\1 iment numbered 178: That the House recede from its 
disarreement to the amenmiment of the Senate 1umbered 178 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ 53,600"; and the Senate agree to 
the « me, 

Ame dment 1umbered 179: That the House recede from its 
dis: eement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 179. 
Same with an amendment li 
of the sum proposed i vid ndment 


and agree to the as follows: In 
insert the follow 


00: and the Senat agree to the same 


Amendment numbered 185: That the Honse recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 185, and 
as follows: In lieu of the 
Senate agree to the same. 


agree to the same with an amendment 
Sun proposed insert “$840”: and the 
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amendment of the Senate numbered 155, | 


3071 


House 1 le fi 


Amendment numbered 186: That tl 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: I 
of the sum proposed insert “$27,015”: and the Senate agree to 


the same 

Amendment numbered 192: That the House recede m 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senats umbered 192, 
and agree to the same with 
of the sum proposed in 
the sar 5 

Amendment numbered 





sert 





195: That the House | 1 rom its 
disagreement to the amendment of t] S 1 1 
and agree to the same with an amend { ' On 
page S4 of the bill, in line 1G, strike ¢ I l 
dred and eighty” and insert in lieu th 
hundred”; and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 198: That the House recede 

disagreement to the amendment of the S ate numl ed TOS 
and agree to the same with an endment f \ I l 





of the sum proposed insert “$17,220”: and the § 
the same. 
Amendment 


ment to 


numbered 201: That the House recede from } 
the amendment of the Senate numb red ‘ 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
of the sum proposed insert “$48,220”: and the § 
the same 


Amendment 


disagrees 


numbered 207: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numh, red 207, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 
“ stableman, $300”; and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 208: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 208 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
the sum proposed insert “$6,480”: and the Senate 
same 

Amendment numbered 211: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numb. red 211, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: It 
the sum proposed insert “ $13,930”: and the Senat 
Same 

Amendment numbered 218: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 29° 
of said amendment, after the w 
following: “or in the Washing 
Senate agree to the same 


and 
lieu of 


agree to thi 


lieu of 
to the 


agre 





Amendment numbered 219: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate hered 219, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 1 ws: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “ $4S8.000” ind the S¢ e agree to 
same, 

Amendment numbered 236: That the H é le f ts 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate } bered 236, and 

gree to the same with an amendment Ba ] lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “$80”: and the Ss é tree to thi 

Amendment numbered 237: That the Hou re le from it 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate num! red 237 : 
agree to the same with an amendment as follow * in 
the sum proposed insert “$80 1 the § te ee to tl 
cane 

WASHIN ( 
EK. y | | 
.. 8.23 

a7 i} ‘ 
J. H. 
{ { 
os ceo 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigat Mr ker, I] » just been 

f d that th nay } ! ] S 

I SPEAKER. 17 I I \ ! 

‘ 1 tamnors 

I oo hy ic 

INI : PROP! N 

Mr. BURKE of Sout Dakota. Mr. S; é I sul t t 
following conference report on the } I R. 28406) g 
ippropriations for the current and contingent « ses of . 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling trent st at v i 
various Indian tribes, and for other pu ‘pos for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1912. 
The Clerk read the conference report, as follows: 











28, 


De- 
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SECOND CONFERENCE REPORT, far in the effort to secure ample protection to the tracer, but 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the | for the first time we are asked to create in the Interior 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. | partment a judicial tribunal for the purpose of determining the 
28406, an act making appropriations for the current and con- 4mounts alleged to be due and then enforcing their paymeut. 


treaty 


ent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other 
purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
On numbered 48, 76, and S82 the committee 

conference have been unable to agree. 

Cuas. H. Burke, 

P. P. CAMPBELL, 

JNo. H. STEPHENS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Moses FE. Capp, 

P. J. McCUMBER, 

Wa. J. STONE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


amendments 


of 


Mr. MANN. What is the effect of the report? 


The SPEAKER. These are the only matters in difference 
between the House and the Senate. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. There are three disagree- 


ments, 

The SPEAKER. Otherwise the whole matter is closed up? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Then the only matter in difference, as the 
Chair gathers, between the House and the Senate are the three 
amendments referred to? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
further insist on the disagreement of the House to the Senate 
amendment. I desire to yield to the gentleman from Minnesota 
{Mr. MILLER] for five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Before the gentleman yields will he state the 
points in disagreement and what they are? 

Mr BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I will state 
that amendment No. 46 is an amendment which provides legis- 
lation in favor of certain traders upon the Standing Rock 
Indian Reservation, in North Dakota. When the report of the 
conferees was before the House on the 17th instant I dis- 
cussed quite fully that amendment, and I understand that the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER] desires to make some 
remarks directed to it. 

The second amendment in disagreement has reference to mak- 
ing it possible for certain settlers in Uinta Indian Reservation, 
in Utah, to acquire patents to their lands without regard to com- 
pliance with the homestead laws as to residence. 

The third refers to the withholding of $100,000 to the Col- 
ville Indians in Washington for the purpose of recognizing a 


claim that some parties have against these Indians that we 
think is without merit and which I will discuss before a vote 


is had upon this motion. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, each of the three 
items involved in this report was before this House on the 
17th of February, when a similar report was presented for the 
consideration of the House. The item referring to the $100,000 
belonging to the Colville Indians received a rather full consid- 
eration and debate. Amendment No. 48, which is the one upon 
which I wish to say a few words, was briefly touched upon 
and dismissed. In view of the fact that the other branch of 
this legislative body seems inclined to insist upon each of these 
three amendments, perhaps it is well that the House be fully 
advised as to their character and importance. That amend 
ment which relates to the Standing Rock Indian traders, if 
enacted into law, would cause this Congress to depart upon an 
entirely new theory and new practice in reference to adjust- 
ing the affairs of Indians with Indian traders. The purpose of 
this is plain upon its face. It provides that the Interior De- 
partment shall constitute its Indian agent at Standing Rock 
Agency a collection agent for the benefit of these traders. It 
would enforce the payment by the Indians of such sums as 
may be found due by the agent, and from this decree the In- 
dian has no appeal. Before we embark upon such a method 
of handling Indian affairs I think we should be fully advised as 
to whither it will lead us. Questions in controversy between 
Indian traders and the Indians have existed almost from the 
earliest history of our Indian affairs. We have tried various 
expedients to have justice done to the traders and to see that 
injustice was not done to the Indians. We have met with but 
indifferent Payment of debts and alleged debts have 


success, 


nearly always been enforced, and the Indian has been left to 
Human ingenuity has gone | 


vent his feelings in impotent rage. 


Be- 
yond doubt, the purpose of this amendment is to empower the 
agent to ascertain any sums alleged to be due for supplies to 
these traders, and also to empower him to enforce their collection. 
A remarkable power to give an Indian agent! He would be- 
come the court and the sheriff, and from his decree there would 
be no appeal. The item also provides that the office of collector, 
on the part of the agent, shall be a continuing one. Not only 
is he to pay such Indian funds as are in his possession at the 
time he finds the debt due, but he is to apply future sums as 
they come into his possession. 

As property in the hands of the Government belonging to the 
debtor Indians is converted into cash and in the process of 
being turned over to them, then the agent is to deduct 25 or 
more per cent upon each contemplated payment and place it in 
the hands of these traders, until the full amount of the debt 
is discharged. It seems to me this is all radically and funda- 
mentally wrong. When before did we ever think—what right 
have we now to think—of conferring upon an Indian agent all the 
powers of a petty court and an executing officer of the law? 
What right have we to confer upon such a person the power 
to take testimony, determine what the evidence is, and then 
execute his decree? We will make of each of these Indian 
agents a despot who will have a court of his own and a capacity 
for evil, as well as good, that is repugnant to every sense of 
justice. 

Mr. BUTLER. Any appeal? 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. There is no appeal, absolutely. 
We place in the hands of these Indian agents the power which, 
if it should go into unworthy hands, would be most disastrous 
to the welfare of the Indians and most disreputable to the Govy- 
ernment. I for one do not think we ought to take such a step. 
It seems to me we have forgotten a little bit of our history. 
These Indians that are to be treated in this way are descend- 
ants or relatives of those Sioux who went upon the warpath 
about a half century ago, men who suffered from the insatiate 
greed of Indian traders till their savage natures were whipped 
into a fury that only blood could satisfy. That old-time difti- 
culty we are now asked to reinstate and give to it an added 
sting. Then we gave the traders extraordinary opportunities 
to collect their accounts; now we are gratuitously to collect the 
debts and turn the amount over to the traders. Whata favored 
class these creditors would become! How popular would become 
their trade! Payment being thus assured, traders would sell 
these Indians every conceivable article, useless and worthless. 
Under the old-time conditions traders sold these very Indians, 
for large sums, articles that were ridiculous in nature and 
practically without value. All the old, broken-down buggies, 
wagons, and carts in St. Paul were once collected and sold to 
these very Indians. The supply running short, a worn-out 
hearse was brought forth and sold at a great price. This hearse 
was black. Some other Indian bought a white one, and all duly 
celebrated with the white man’s fire water, piled their wives 
and children into the hearses, and dragged them in joyful glee 
across the prairie. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 
utes more to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. FERRIS. What is the status of these Indians with refer- 
ence to intelligence? 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. These Indians, I presume, are 
nearly all full bloods, and they have a fair degree of intelligence 
for that class of Indians. It is pretty hard to say. As Indians 
go, the country over, I think they are a little above the average 
intelligence for full bleods, but they are what we call blanket 
Indians. 

Mr. FERRIS. 
reservation? 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. As to that I am 
speak. The chairman of the committee might say. 

Mr. FERRIS. I know a good deal of the workings of traders, 
and the suggestion I wanted to make was, if this land is practi- 
cally all settled up, I think we ought to do away with the 
traders altogether rather than to retain them for any purpose. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man that no part of this reservation, except a very small portion 
on the south side, has been open to settlement. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. What is the method by which 
these claims are prosecuted and collected now? 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. At the present time? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 





How much of the land is settled up in that 


not able to 





1911. 


Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. the 
Indian and the trader get at some sort of an understanding, and 
when pay day comes the trader is there and the Indian pays 
him. I want to say that the Indian generally pays his debts. 
BURKE of Pennsylvania. Has there been any particular 
abuse arising out of the present practice? 

Mi MILLER of Minnesota. No: not of late years. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I notice the gentleman’s committee reported in 
a bill the other day to pay to an old Indian trader, who has 
been out of business 20 years or so, the amounts that were due 
him from the time he went out of business, What the 
difference between that proposition and this proposition? 
Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. The gentleman has not mani- 
fested in this instance his usual clearness and penetration of 
vision. If he will read the report he will find that under the 
substitute bill reported by the committee neither the trader 
nol ; heirs can collect a farthing. 

Mr. MANN. I have read it. 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. 


The system has been that 


is 


l am going to call his attention 


to a feature of the report. If he will read it he will find that 
if any sums are found due the Secretary may pay them out of 
any funds now in the Government’s hands belonging to the 
individual debtor Indians. There are no such funds, so noth- 
ing can be collected. It was a left-handed way of killing the 


also is 


bill I wish 
that bill, 


to that there an adverse report on 
flatly and squarely opposing any apparent intent to 


say 


pay such claims under any conditions. So that substitute bill 
( emplates only this, that there shall be an investigation 
made, and in case there is found due from Indians now living 
an) ms to that trader, that those sums, if they are in the 
ha of the Government, may be paid over; but I will say to 
the tleman, and we can both smile 

Mr. MANN. On all fours with this proposition? 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I will say to the gentleman that 
\ ll know that not one farthing can be collected under that 
bill 

Mr. MANN. Then why did the gentleman’s committee report 


it? Lf am glad the gentleman and I 


Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. 


agree on this bill. 
I wish to speak a little further in 


respect to one point not yet mentioned, Mr. Speaker, I think, in 
the debate on this question. If we confer this authority on the 
Government in respect to this Standing Rock Agency, we are giv- 
ing these traders a right not enjoyed at any time past and not 
now, and will not be by any other traders elsewhere in the 
United States. We can not possibly enact legislation of this 
character, which will be class legislation of the strongest kind 
in behalf of these few traders at this agency, and ignore the 
situ:tion elsewhere throughout the United States. But if we 


do, Mr. Speaker, establish a precedent at this time, at the next 
and succeeding sessions of this House I can see that we will 
have a flood of traders thronging the corridors asking for simi- 
lar legislation to be effective throughout the United States, and I 
am quite sure the membership of this House does not want to 


} 











embark upon any such program as that. And one thing more, 
Mr. Speaker. By a general law which is now upon the statute 
books, there is a full, ample measure of relief accorded in cir- 
cumstances of this kind; and I will say further that although 
it was after the incurring of most of this indebtedness, there 


has been in existence a rule of the department that any trader 
tradi 


g with the Indians must do so at his own peril. 
Hie extends credit to the Indians themselves, and does not 
do so on the faith of the Government of the United States or 


its guaranty 
Ne 
post 


that it will secure the payment of the debt. 
s of this kind were sent throughout the country and were 


d up at the different agencies in order that they could 
be oked at, so that the traders must know there, as elsewhere, 
th: vhen they are dealing with Indians they are dealing 
With the Indians as individuals and must not expect to col- 
lect the indebtedness through the Government. 

Now, it is only fair to say—and I am sorry that the gentle- 


man from North Dakota is not here at this hour; perhaps he 
will be here before we are through—that these Indians are 
well off. Many families are worth all the way from $10,000 
i »,000, and they ought to pay their debts. But they wil! 


pay their debts, and if they do not, those debts can be collected 

in the usual way. We have no disposition to encourage 

honesty among the Indians or looseness in their business affairs. 
But, if you are going to civilize the Indians—and that it 

to ime should be the object of legislation here—we should put 

them upon the same footing as other citizens of the country, 

financially as well as otherwise. You can never do that by pay- 


dis- 


seems 
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Mr. BURKE of 


Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman be good 
enough to answer another question’ 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Yes 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. What mea x does the gent 
man attach to this language, That in the event the first 25 per 
cent shall not be sufficient and the “amount due the Indian 
shall be sufficient, in the judgment of the superintendent, to pay 
a greater amount of said indebtedness il so f h, ‘ Stl 
perintendent shall use his influence to secure tl payment of 
the whole?” To what extent does that « fer authe y upon 
the superintendent? And to what ext: d Ke 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. l think that sho L prope y be 
pronounced “ inflooence.” [Laughter.] The g 1 has < ed 
attention to a very dangerous situation, right there hich 3 
law would create. The influence of the trader with the Ind 
may be exerted in a thousand ways, perhaps in nine ! lred ! 
ninety-nine of them not proper ways 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, | ‘ five 
utes to the gentleman from Texas |Mr. S Ws]. 

Mr. STEPHENS of ‘Texas. Mr. Speaker, there are thr 
Senate amendments to this bill which the conferees have refused 
to accede to. Amendment No. 48 has just been referred to by 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. M ER I do not believe 
that we should now enter upon the policy of iking the 1 ted 


States a collecting agency for the benefit of Indian traders, who 








have claims against Indians. Would any Member of this He 

vote for a bill making the United States Government a collec- 
tion agency for the collection of debts in this city—by garn 

ment or otherwise—from clerks or other employees of the Gov 
ernment by withholding their monthly salaries? In the Stat 
of Texas, as well as in other States of the Union, the State gov 
ernments do not guarantee the debts of employees We should 
remember that the amount of money coming to these Indians is 


in most eases annuities, and it is all that they have to 1 
from day to day. The same is true of the w 
and employees all over the country, and no Government has ever 
dared to deprive them of the scanty income due 
In the case of these Indian reservations the 


age-earning clerks 


them as wage 
have it 


traders 0 
nopoly of the mercantile trade with the Indians, and it is well 
known they frequently charge two or three times as much for 
the goods they sell to the Indians as they are worth. There is 
some reason for these high prices, when we consider that they 


run the risk of not getting their money from the Indians. They 
are trading with children, as it were, because Indians ar 
wards of the Government We can not afford to take the m« 


that is coming to them, and upon which they live, to pay on old 
questioned debts, and leave them nothing h to | 
clothing or food or whatever else they must buy. 

The next item of disagreement with the 
in reference to the Colville Indian Reservation, one-hali 
which was sold several years The last pay 
due and amounts to $300,000. The House passed a bill 
years ago to pay these Indians for the north half of the Col 
ville Reservation the sum of $1,500,000, 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
question? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


with 


pena 


ago. 


There was a claim put forward 
by attorneys for these Indians for $90,000 of these fund 

Mr. TILSON. May I ask the gentleman what amendment i 
that? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is amendment No. 82 
gentieman will see that this Senate amendment st : 

** $300,000” and inserts “ $200,000.” The object of tl 
ment does not appear on the face of the amendment, | 
object of it is simply that this $100,000 shall be withheld 

ithe Indians for the purpose of enabling these 

collect the $90,000 they claim to be dye them by the I 

That fee should not be paid, because the matter I 

cata in my judgment. Several years o 4 rress ! 
| this matter of attorneys’ fees to the Court of Claims, d 1 
Court of Claims found that there was due to these attor 
only $60,000, instead of $150,000, as clai 1 by tl l. 

That decision stands to-day It hi I r been appealed 
from, and Congress can not afford to send these In to 
court again and retry this case. The court by its decree found 
that this $90,000 belongs to the Indians nd we can not go 
back upon the order of that court and take the $90,000 from thi 
Indians and redistribute it among attorneys 

Then, again, the very act of Congress that submitted these 
claims for fees to the court states that the amount decreed 
the attorneys should be received by them in full payment of 


ing their debts for them and thereby failing to inculcate habits | 


of industry and thrift on their part. 


all demands for those attorneys’ fees. Now, after they have 
received the money and given their receipts in full for all fees 
due them as named by the decree of the court—which 
names the amount of money that each one was entitled to 


decrees 


t! 
Li 


ey 
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estopped by 


these 


are law or in equity from claiming any more 
money fees. The decree of the Court of Claims re- 
quired each and every one of these lawyers to give a receipt 
in full of all demands against the Indians. Now we are asked 
by this amendment to repudiate these receipts and to leave 


on 
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$100,000 out of this bill so that these attorneys may have an- 


other chance to redistribute it among themselves. 
I never can consent to this amendment 
reasons I have stated. 

I yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
a word with reference to amendment No. 82, to which 
gentleman from Texas has just addressed himself, and which 
was very fully discussed by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 


Mr. Speaker, 
of the Senate, for the 


SAUNDERS] on the 17th of February, when this matter was 
before the House on a former occasion. 
This proposition, as has been stated, is to withhold from 


payment the sum of $100,000 out of $300,000 that 
Colville Indians. 


for a claim for attorneys’ fees in connection with securing the 
legislation by which a claim of $1,500,000 was appropriated sev- 
eral years ago, 

I may say, Mr. Speaker, as has already been stated, that that 
claim grows out of the matter of the cession of one-half of the 


Colville Indian Reservation, in Washington, for which the In- | 


dians were to receive $1,500,000. 

When that treaty was 
Indians had no rights for which the Government ought to com- 
pensate them, and, therefore, struck out of that treaty the pro- 
vision to pay them $1,500,000 that they had been promised. 
That was in 1892, 

A contract was made with a firm of attorneys here in Wash- 
ington, one Gordon and one Maish, by which they were to have 
10 per cent of whatever they might receive as a fee for their 
services in obtaining from the Government this $1,500,000. 

That contract was limited to 10 years. About the time the 
contract expired, or just before it expired, this firm of Gordon & 
Maish entered into a contract with the firm of Butler & Vail, of 
this city. sutler & Vail were to prosecute this case, to repre- 
sent Gordon & Maish, and were to receive for their services 
three-fifteenths of whatever Messrs. Gordon & Maish might re- 
ceive under their contract. 

After the expiration of the contract, whatever service was 
rendered was rendered, as shown by the record, on a basis of 
quantum meruit. An examination of the record in the Court 
of Claims discloses that one of these attorneys, when testifying, 
stated not only once, but repeatedly, that he was not appearing 
under any contract, but was simply appearing on a basis of 
quantum meruit. 

if I had time, Mr. Speaker, I would quote the evidence to 
show that there was no doubt, and that there was no uncer- 
tainty about how these attorneys were to get their compensa- 
tion, if they ever got any for their services. Later, in an Indian 
appropriation bill, the $1,500,000 was set aside in the Treasury 
to the credit of these Indians in recognition of their claims. 
These attorneys claimed 10 per cent of that amount, or $150,000. 
While the Indian appropriation bill was in conference an item 
was agreed to by which the question of the attorneys’ fees was 
to be submitted to the Court of Claims, to be determined by 
that court on a quantum meruit basis. All the several attor- 
neys who claimed to have any interest went into the court, the 
case was fully heard, it was argued at length, and finally the 
court decided that the attorneys were entitled to $60,000. 


distributed to the attorneys they should file a receipt in full. 

Mr. Speaker, the attorneys who are the most active now in 
trying to revive this claim have filed a receipt in full and have 
received the amount of the court’s award. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman has already said that the 
Court of Claims fixed the compensation at $60,000. Has that 
been paid? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes; with the exception of 
two or three small amounts that the claimants are wrangling 
about, and I believe a receiver has been appointed, and the 
matter is in court to determine how it shall be divided. 

Mr. KEIFER. Did the law authorize the payment of the 
$60,000, or only a part of it? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The whole $60,000, and made 
an apportionment, dividing the amount among the several attor- 
neys. I may say that the attorneys, Butler & Vail, received 
according to this award $30,000, which happened to be precisely 


The | 
jurisdictional act provided that before the amount should be | 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to say | 
the | 


is due the | 
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what their contract provided, to wit, three-tenths of $150,000. 
Now, under the provision that was offered in another body it 
Was proposed to pay this firm of attorneys $45,000 more. 
Mr. KEIFER. Was not there some provision in the findings 
that this was only a partial finding? 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
kind. 

Mr. KEIFER. Was not there a reservation of further con- 
sideration of the matter? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Absolutely none whatever. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will allow me, Maj. Gordon, 
a most estimable gentleman, and son of Senator John B. Gor- 
don, was interested in this. He was one of the original con- 
tractors, 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. And he claims that as far as he was con- 
cerned he took this amount because he had to do it, and that 
there was no final adjudication under his contract or the 


Absolutely nothing of the 


| quantum meruit. 
The purpose of withholding this money is to lay a foundation | 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman from Ohio is 
in error. Maj. Gordon intervened in the Court of Claims, and 
his claim was adjudicated, the same as the other claims, and 
he was awarded the sum of $14,000, which, in my judgment, 


| was ample compensation for the actual services that he may 


ratified Congress assumed that the | 


have rendered. 
Mr. KEIFER. 

price that he had. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 

expired. 


It was not the equivalent of the contract 


The contract had long since 
The contract was made in 1894, and was for a 10- 


| year period. 





Mr. KEIFER. Was it not executed? ; 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. On whose part? 

Mr. KEIFER. On the part of those who agreed to serve the 
Indians. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Certainly not; a large part 
of whatever was done was done after the expiration of that con- 


| tract. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
will ailow me, I listened with much surprise to what the gen- 
tleman from Texas said. Does the gentleman from South 
Dakota say that all of the attorneys agreed to prosecute the 
suit on a quantum meruit? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The firm of Butler & Vail 
claimed that they had a private agreement by which all the 
attorneys agreed that they, Butler & Vail, would go into the 
Court of Claims, and whatever was recovered was to be divided 
on a quantum meruit. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And the contract was left out? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The contract was left out, 
and I may say that some of these claimants apparently lost 
confidence in Butler & Vail and were afraid that perhaps they 
would not get their portion, and so they intervened, and among 
them this Mr. Gordon, to whom the gentleman from Ohio has 
referred, and the whole matter was discussed and adjudicated. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. One question more. During 
the progress of the litigation, when it was before the court 
for hearing and trial, did the various lawyers attend court in 
person or by their attorneys and present testimony? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Why certainly, they not only 
testified, but were represented by counsel and arguments were 
submitted. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. So then it amounts to this: 
Upon that hearing both sides presented testimony and the court 
found on the quantum meruit these men were entitled to a 
certain sum. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
for that? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
for how much more? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Ninety thousand dollars. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Well I am very glad to know 
that we have conferees on the part of the House who will stand 
out against such a thing. 

Mr. KEIFER. They are not asking you to fix $90,000. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Then there can be no ques- 
tion whatever about the purpose of this amendment, and any 
gentleman who is in doubt about the purpose, if he will consult 
the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp and particularly the proceedings in 
another body, will find exactly what the purpose of it is. It 
can have no other purpose. These Indians were kept out of 
their money for about 14 or 15 years. Now, we are paying 


Yes. 
And they filed receipts in full 


Yes. 
And now they come in and ask 


them $300,000 a year. The judgment of this court was rendered 
We have gone on appropriating $300,000 each 


in May, 1908. 








q 








comes this claim, something that no person had any idea would 
ever be brought up. 

Mr. KEIFER. Another question. I understand that the 
proposition is to reserve $100,000, not to pay this claim until 
there is an adjudication of the claim. Is not that true’? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, that may be the 
contention, but I maintain that there is no claim. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand the gentleman’s contention, but 
these people claim they have an unadjudicated claim. They 
do not claim this $100,000 or $90,000, but that they should have 
the right, before you make the final disposition of it, to further 
adiudicate their claim. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dake 
adjudicated. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is disputed. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. In 1906, when this matter was 
sent to the Court of Claims, it was fully discussed, and it was 
stated that the purpose of sending it to the Court of Claims 
was to settle it, and they did not make any payment in that 
year—that is, the first installment was not paid, because it was 
said by those who were upon the conference that they ought to 
wait until the question for services was settled and determined. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to make just one concluding statement 
in regard to this matter. 

This proposition is indefensible from the point of view of 
either law or equity. It can be defended—if defense can be 
justified in any event—only on the theory that this procedure is 
in the nature of an appeal from a judgment of the Court of | 
Claims. But I apprehend, Mr. Speaker, no reputable lawyer 
will contend that it can be defended on such theory. The de- | 
cree of the court was entered nearly three years ago. The at- | 
torneys chiefly concerned in the matter promptly applied for 
and received their share of the award, to wit, one half of 
$60,000. They gave their receipts in full satisfaction of all 
claims and demands upon the Indians for their services in this 
Since that time three installments of $300,000 each 
have been appropriated, and up to the present time it has never 
been suggested that the claims had not been fully, conclusively, 
and finally adjusted by that decree of May 25, 1908. The claim | 
has never been presented to the Committee on Indian Affairs | 
or to this House through any other committee. Not until after | 
the last installment due the Indians had been appropriated by | 
this House, and not until the eleventh hour of the consideration 
of this bill in the Senate, did we have any knowledge or inti- 
mation that another claim had been trumped up against these 
Indians. The proposition now before this House is in violation 
of every principle of square dealing with both the Indians and 
the Congress. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to leave any opportunity for 
doubt as to my position on this proposition, nor do I propose, 
so far as in my power lies, to leave the record of this case in 
such an uncertain condition as to permit it to be claimed at 
any future time that by any act of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of this House, or of the House conferees on the Indian 
bill, this House has admitted there is any shadow of equity in 
this proposition to withhold $100,000, or any other amount from 
this fifth and last payment due the Indians. To recognize this 
alleged claim and pay any amount would be to despoil and de- 
fraud the Indians and encourage these lobbyists to continue 
their wrangle over a division of a fund which by courtesy only 
can be called “ fees,” 


ta. It has already been finally 


case, 


Mr. Speaker, much has been said in deprecation of muck- 
raking and muckrakers, but I want to go on record in this con 
nection as saying that if such an iniquitous proposition as this 


can be successfully advanced through Congress to plunder the 
helpless wards of the Nation, then we are deliberately furnish- 
ing material that needs the application of the muckrake to keep 
the atmosphere of the National Capitol in a sanitary condition. 
| Applause. ] 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, there are three items in disa- 


sreement, two of which have been discussed, and one of which 
has not been discussed. I do not think it will be proper to have 
the matter passed upon without a very brief discussion of the 


item which to authorize the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office to grant patents to certain homesteaders 
in the Unitah Indian Reservation. 

The amendment in the form in which it appears should not 
be agreed to. The House conferees are not willing to agree to 
it I understand, and they certainly should be upheld in 
their position. In its present form the amendment is certainly 
not good legislation. 
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vear, the $1,500,000 to be paid in five annual installments, and Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I call for a 
now when we are about to pay them the last amount, along | vote. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, what is the question? 
The SPEAKER. The motion is to further insist 
greement of the House to the amendme the 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division of the question, 
so that we may have a separate vote on amendment No. S2. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IJ mini- 
mous consent for a division and a separate vote on amendment 


on the disa- 


its of Senate. 


nois asks u 


No. S52. The question is on the motion to disagree and further 
insist on its disagreement to Senate amendments Nos. 47 
and 76. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to further disagree to Senate 
amendment No. S2. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 210, noes 0. [.Ap- 
plause. } 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
printed in the Recorp. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Amendment No. 82, page 51, line 2, after the word “ on strike out 
“three” and insert “two,” so it will read “ $200,000." 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House consent to the request of the Senate for a further confer- 
ence 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced the 
following conferees: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Burke of South Dakota, Mr. CAMPBELL, and Mr. Sreruens of 
Texas. 

SHERIDAN RAILWAY & LIGHT CO., ETC, 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed to submit 
the following conference report on the bill S. 9003. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman submits a conference report, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 9903) to authorize the Sheridan Railway & Light Co 
construct and operate a railway, telegraph, teleph« . electric | 
and trolley lines through the Fort Mackenzie Military Reservation. 


The conference report is as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 99038) 
to authorize the Sheridan Railway & Light Co. to construct and 
operate railway, telegraph, telephone, electric power, and trolley 
lines through the Fort Mackenzie Military Reservation, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 


agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 

ment of the House, and agree to the same. 

J. A. T. Hots, 

EF. C. STEVENS, 

JAMES Hay, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


F. E. WARREN, 
M. G. BULKELEY, 
JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. The Senate recedes from its amend- 
ment. I move the report be adopted. 
The question was taken, and the conference report w 
adopted. 
CERTAIN RIGHTS OF WAY, FORT D. A. RUSSELL MILITARY RESERVA ON 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I also offer the f wing 
conference report. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 9904) granting certain rights of way on the Fort D. A 
Russell Military Reservation, at ¢ heyenn VW for rails i ind 
‘ nty road purposes 


The conference report is as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT, 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 
9904) granting certain rights of way on the Fort D. A. Russell 
Military Reservation, at Cheyenne, Wyo., for railroad and 

| county road purposes, having met, after full and free conference 








3040 


CO 








| 








have agreed mmend and do recommend to their respective 
TI f 
I t tl Hlouse recede from its amendment. 
J.-A. T. How, 
I’, C, STEVENS, 
JAMES Hay, 
Vanagers on the part of the House. 
I’. E. WARREN, 
M. G. BULKELEY, 
JAS, P. TALIAFERRO, 
Vanagers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The House recedes from its amendment, 
and I move that the conference report be adopted. 

Mr. COOPER of Wis sin. Is that the bill in which there 
Was on amendment to amend, alter, and repeal! 

Mr. HULL lowa. Yes; I will say to the gentleman that 
the gentleman from Minnesota and other members of the com- 
mitice have gone over this very carefully. It gives something 
less than an acre of land act the corner of a large military 
re ation as a right of way for the road, and if the entire 
amount was given to the roud in fee there would be no damage 
whatever to the Government. It is a very small matter, and 
the main right given the people for a wagon road. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, as I recall it, this 
is a bill which concluded with a provision reserving to the 
Secretary of War the right to revoke a license to the railroad 
company, wh is a matter of fact, the bill itself before the 
pros contai la provision which construed the first part of 
the | to be a grant to the railroad company and not a license 
at all [I remember I called attention to the item, a the 
gentleman fre Iowa promptly accepted an amend t by 
which Congress reserved the right to alter, amend, or repeal the 
ict, the usual reservation in bills of that kind. It is ta 
license for t railroad company to go upon a military reserva 
tir nd tl | is to be revokable at the discretion of the 
Se ry of War, but it was a straight-out grant, and so in 
terp i bv t bil elf. Not only that, but the word 
“errant ” w 1 so far as the county is concerned, and there 
was confl t extent, and inasmuch as that amendment 
wis so pron ACCEL] . and inasmuch as the railroad com 
pany and everybody else knows that the Congres will not do 
any wrong ! { reservation to alter, amend, or repe the 
right to the military reservation, I do n think we 
ought to recede from that amendment so promptly without an 
explanation j 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Well, Mr. Speaker, Congress has re 
peatedly given railroads across reservations the right to con 
struct and establish a right of way. We did it through a res 
ervation in Oklahoma, and we have done it repeatedly for 
others. This is a very small fraction of land that the War De 
partment itself concedes is of no value to the Government as a 
part of the reservation, and the gentleman from Minnesota 
{[Mr. Stevens] has examined the maps and is thoroughly 
familiar with it I only want to say in addition, before yield 
ing to him, that this bill, with this amendment eliminated, will 
meet the approval of the department, do no harm to the coun 
try, and will facilitate the construction of a great work of public 


improvement. 
I now yield to the gentleman from 


Minnesota [Mr. Stevens]. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 


Mr. Speaker, I thoroughly 


agree with the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] in that 
the rule he lays down should be adopted as a eral proposi- 
tion And I would not agree to this bill, except that it seems to 
be such an exceptional case, and I am glad to place the facts 
concerning it of record in the House, so that it shall not be 
adopted hereafter as a precedent against the wholesome, gen- 





eral rule advocated by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
The tract of land affected is about a quarter of a mile long, 
and in width contains a county road and the usual right of way 
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under any circumstances for military purposes. It is clearly of 
advantage to the reservation to have the county read and the 
railroad properly constructed and ready for use, and it is cei 


| tainly of benefit to the public to have both of these constructed. 


Under this condition this seems to be such an exception that it 
is wise in this instance for the House to adopt—to recede from 
the amendment it made to the Senate bill and grant this portion 
of land for the highway and right of way as required by the 
county and the railroad company. For that reason I agreed, as 
conferee, to recede from the amendment of the House. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will not this be cited as a prec« 
dent? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. No, Mr. Speaker. That is why 
I desired to place clearly on record the reason why this is an 
exception, and such an exception that has never before come 
under my notice since I have been a member of the Committee 
ou Military Affairs. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does not the gentleman think 
that by the enactment of this into law we will make the whole 
question hereafter one simply of presenting testimony as to 
the value of the land to be granted? Every bill of this kind 
should expressly reserve to Congress the right to alter, amend, 
or repeal. That is a practice which ought unswervingly to be 
adhered to. But by this bill in its present form we propose 
as I have said, to make the whole question as to whether land 
shall be given away by Congress turn on testimony as to the 
value of the land. We will not only forsake a principle and a 
practice of vast importance to the Government, but we wi 
establish an exceedingly troublesome precedent. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The War Department reports, 
and the map shows, that this land is not necessary and neve! 
can be used for military purposes, and its best and, indeed, on 
use is for such as we have granted, for public highways. It 

little triangle in the corner that included in the ma 
of the reservation, and is of such a character and locatior 
it can never be of any or value. But the highway 
and railroad over it are very much more valuable. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me 


make another suggestion? 


is not 
ae 
hody 


th: use 


to 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPBRPR of Wisconsin. Originally the railroad cor 
pany was willing to accept the bill with the proviso allowir 
the Secretary of War, in his discretion, to revoke what y 
called the license. It was called a license in the bill whic! 
the railroad company had agreed to accept, and which was pn 


uted 
lowa. 

I then pointed out that it was not a license, but a straight 
grant to the railroad company and also to the county, and that 
the proviso contradicted the grant, and I proposed an amend 
ment which was adopted by the House, by which the rig! 
to alter, amend, or repeal the act was expressly reserved. T! 


5 to the House a few days ago by the gentleman fro: 





gentleman from Iowa accepted the amendment. tut now hr 
opposes the amendment providing that Congress may alter, 
amend, or repeal, and declares that he is not willing to 
cept it. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestio 
The gentleman from Wisconsin has in mind the other b 
where a conference report was agreed to, which includes t 
| right to alter, amend, or repeal. The bill that is now bet 


for a railroad, and so is about 150 feet wide. This tract lies in 
a low swamp in the extreme southwest corner of the military | 
reservation, which is not needed under any circumstances for 


military purposes, as is evident from the map of the reserva- 
tion, and is so reported by the War Department. The right of 


tion. 


| this triangle runs down, and it is proposed to take along the 


way for the railroad and county road, owing to the swampy 
condition of the land affected, will be obliged to be eonstructed 
upon an embankment about 40 feet high, which will have to be | 
filied across this low swamp. Under these circumstances both 
the county and the railroad state that they could not well con 
str) such a permanent work upon a mere license. This propo- 
sition is not merely a right of way across the reservation. 

It is of no value at all ‘ept by the permanent use by filling 


of a strip about 150 feet wide by about a quarter of a mile long 
not be needed 


across that swamp which is not needed or will 


the House did 
refers to. 
Mr. 
there? 

Mr. MANN. I have the bill right here. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, and possibly the House, does not understand 
the situation with regard to this grant. There is a sharp t 
angle running down from Fort D. A. Russell - 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am right. They 
out the proviso. 

Mr. MONDELL. 


not include the provision which the gentleman 
That was in the other bill. 
COOPER of Wisconsin. Has the 


gentleman the b 


just 


have stricken 


I would like to have the gentleman’s att 
There is a sharp triangle running down from Fort D 
Russell, and they seek a right of way for a county road alo! 
the side of this triangle. The amount of land which the rai 
road takes is, as I recollect, but a fraction of an acre. 7 
county road takes a strip about 150 feet wide along the eds 
of this triangle. 

It is on the extreme edge of the reservation where, as I say, 


A. 


edge of that triangle a narrow strip for a county road, wit! 
an area of a 


one point. 


l 
fraction of an acre which the railroad takes at 
Now there is no earthly reason why the title should 


not be a fee. The public is obtaining the land for a county 
road. It is not needed and can not be used for military pur- 
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The railroad line does not even run onto the reserva- 
The very small tract which the railroad receives a grant 
to. a small fraction of an acre, is simply a place where they have 
to make a heavy fill on a curve; and inasmuch as this land is | 


poses. 
tion. 


being transferred for a public purpose, it seems to me there 
ought to be no objection to the grant being in fee. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the gentleman is absolutely right. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, if the gentleman from Wyoming is through. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, then I yield to the gentle- 
man from Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. This grant, with the exception of a small 
part, is for a public use, for a county road, a necessary county 
road, and we certainly ought not to do anything more than 
make the grant in fee where the grant is to the public for a 
public use. The very small fraction of an acre, which is made 
necessary by a heavy embankment, granted to the railroad com- 
pany is so small an area that it seems to me there ought to be 
no objection to making that also a grant in fee, in view of the 
fact that it is so far removed from any buildings on the reserva- 
tion—on this little sharp point that runs down to the south- 
east corner. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Wyoming yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I understand this land does not run through the 
reservation at all. 





INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL (H. 
As passed by the Senate with Senate amendments numbered. 


[Omit the part inclosed in brackets [] and insert the part printed in 
italics.] 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums he, and they are hereby, 


appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
or the purpose of paying the current and contingent expenses of 
stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, and in full compensation for all offices the salaries 
for which are provided for herein for the service of the fiscal year end- 


ated 


the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 


ing June 30, 1912, namely: 


For the survey, resurvey, and classification of lands to be allotted in 
severalty under the provisions of the act of February 8, 1887, entitled 
“An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians,” 


!_ 


vad 
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Mr. MONDELL. No: it does not. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. MANN. It runs down to the edge of the triangle and 
laps over, and it is proposed there to give a little piece for the 
use of the public road? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; it is for the use of the reservation as 
much as for the use of the general public, because that county 
road will be used by people coming down from the Army post. 
This is one of the largest posts in the country, a brigade post, 
and that county road is just as necessary for the maintenance 


of the post as it is for the: convenience of the people of the 
country generally; so that inasmuch as the transfer is for a 


public purpose, it seems to me it ought to be a transfer in fee, 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I yield a half minute to 





the gentleman from South Dakota [|Mr. Burke}. 
| Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, there has been 
such a demand for copies of the Indian appropriation bill with 
the Senate amendments numbered that the supply has been 
| exhausted. There have also been so many inquiries respecting 
the present status of the bill that I have prepared for the Rerc- 
orp copies of the bill as passed by the Senate and as agreed to 
| in conference, which I desire to have printed in parallel col- 
umns, in order that it may be seen at a glance precisely what 
has resulted from the several conferences between the mana- 
gers on the part of the two branches of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota? 





R. 


There was no objection. 


28406) FoR THE FIsScAL YEAR 1912, 

As passed by the House with Senate amendments agreed to in conference. 

[Omit the part inclosed in brackets [] and insert 
italics. ] 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated for the purpose of paying the current and contingent expenses of 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, and in full compensation for all oflices the salaries 
for which are provided for herein for the service of the fiscal year end 
ing June 30, 1912, namely: ; 

For the survey, resurvey, and classification of lands to be allotted in 
severalty under the provisions of the act of February 8, 1887, entitled 
“An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians,” 


the part printed in 





and under any other act or acts providing for the survey and allotment 


i and under any other act or acts providing for the survey and allotment 
of lands in severalty to Indians, including the necessary clerical work 


of lands in severalty to Indians, including the necessary clerical work 


incident thereto and to the issuance of all patents in the field and in incident thereto and to the issuance of all patents in the field and in 
the office of Indian Affairs, and to the delivery of trust patents for the office of Indian Affairs, and to the delivery of trust patents for 
allotments under said act or any such act or acts; and for the survey allotments under said act or any such act or acts; and for the survey 
and subdivision of Indian reservations and lands to be allotted to In- and subdivision of Indian reservations and lands to be allotted to In 


dians under authority of law, $215,000, to be repaid proportionately out 
of any Indian moneys held in trust or otherwise by the United States 
and available by law for such reimbursable purpose and to remain avail- 
able until expended, 


dians under authority of law, $215,000, to be repaid proportionately out 
of any Indian moneys held in trust or otherwise by the United States 
and available by law for such reimbursable and to remain avail 
able until expended. 


purpose 











For the construction, repair, and maintenance of ditches, reservoirs, For the construction, repair, and maintenance of ditches, reservoirs, 
and dams, purchase and use of irrigation tools and appliances, water and dams, purchase and use of irrigation tools and appliances, water 
rights, (1)ditches, lands necessary for canals, pipe lines and reservoirs rights, ditches, lands necessary for canals, pipe lines and reservoirs fo 
for Indian reservations and allotments, and for drainage and protection Indian reservations and allotments, and for drainage and protection of 
of irrigable lands from damage by floods, (2)[two hundred and eighty- irrigable lands from damage by floods [two hundred and eighty-nine 
nine thousand three hundred] three hundred and thirty-nine thousand thousand three hundred] three hundred and fourteen thousand three 
three hundred dollars, to remain available until expended: Provided, hundred dollars, to remain available until expended: Provided, That no 
rhat no part of this appropriation shall be expended on any irrigation part of this appropriation shall be expended on any irrigation system or 
ystem or reclamation project for which specific appropriation is made reclamation project for which specific appropriation made in this act 
n this act or for which public funds are or may be available under any’ or for which public funds are or may be available under any other aet 
other act of Congress: Provided further, That nothing herein contained of Congress: Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be 
shall be construed to prohibit reasonable expenditures from this appro- construed to prohibit reasonable expenditur: from this appropriation 
priation for preliminary surveys and investigations to determine the for preliminary surveys and investigations to determine the feasibility 
feasibility and estimated cost of new projects, (3)for investigations and and estimated cost of new projects, for inrestigati and surveys f 
surveys for power and reservoir sites on Indian reservations in accord- power and reservoir sites on Indian reservations in wdance with the 
ance with the provisions of section 13 of the act of June 25, 1910, or to” provisions of section 13 of the act of June 25, 191 or to prevent the 
prevent the Bureau of Indian Affairs from having the benefit of consul- Bureau of Indian Affairs from having the benefit of msultation with 
tation with engineers in other branches of the public service or carry- engineers in other branches of tl public service or carrying out exist 
ing out existing agreements with the Reclamation Service; for pay of ing agreements with the Reclamation Service; for pay of one el in 
one chief inspector of irrigation, who shall be a skilled irrigation engi- spector of irrigation, who shal! be a skilled irrigation engineer, $4,000; 
neer, $4,000; one assistant inspector of irrigation, who shall be a_ one assistant inspector of irrigation, who shall be a skilled i n 
killed irrigation engineer, $2,500; for traveling expenses of two inspec- engineer, $2,500; for traveling expenses of two inspectors of n, 
tors of irrigation, at $3 per diem when actually employed on duty in at $3 per diem when actually employed on duty in the fi ve 
the field, exclusive of transportation and sleeping-car fare, in lieu of all of transportation and sleeping-car fare, in lieu of all other ex ; 
other expenses authorized by law, and for incidental expenses of nego- authorized by law, and for incidental expenses of né ition 
tiation, inspection, and investigation, including telegraphing and expense and investigation, including telegraphing and expe of going to and 
of going to and from the seat of government and while remaining there from the seat of government and while remaining there under det 
under orders, $4,200; in all, three hundred (4)and fifty thousand dol- $4,200; in all, three hundred and twenty-five thousand d i Py ! 
lars: Provided also, That not to exceed seven superintendents of irriga- also, That not to exceed seven superintendents of irrigation, wl shall 
tion, who shall be skilled irrigation engineers, may be employed. be skilled irrigation engineers, may be employed 
For the suppression of the traffic in intoxicating liquors among In- For the suppression of the traffic itoxicating $ amo In 
cians, (5) [seventy] eighty thousand dollars. dians, [seventy] seventy-five thousand d 
_ To relieve distress among Indians and to provide for their care and To relieve distress among Indians and to provide 
for the prevention and treatment of tuberculosis, trachoma, smallpox, for the prevention and treatment of tule ilos t l, 
and other contagious and infectious diseases, including the purchase of and other contagious and infectious dis ix li p 
vaccine and expense of vaccination, $60,000. vaccine and expense of vaccination, $60,000 

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, not otherwise pro- For support of Indian da ind indust s ) t otherw pro 
vided for, and for other educational and Industrial purposes in con- vided for, and for other ed tional and ] il purposes i 
nection therewith, $1,420,000. nection therewith, $1,420,000 

(6) (For construction, lease, purchase, and repair of school buildings, [For construction, lease, purchase, and repair of hool build ; 

nd for sewerage, water supply, lighting plants, and purchase of school and for sewerage, water supply. lighting | I hase of yi 
sites and improvements of buildings and grounds, $350,000. ] sites and improvements of buildings and g nds, $350,000. } 

For construction, lease, purchase, repairs, and improvements of school For construction, lease, purchase, repairs, and impro rents of school 

nd agency buildings, and for sewerage, water supply, and lighting and agency buildings, and for sewerage, water ‘pj and lighting 
plants, and for purchase cf school sites, $425,000. plants, and for purchase of school sites, $4 00: Provided, That the 

Secretary of the Interior shail report annually to Congress the amount 
erpended at each school and agency for the purposes herein authorized: 
Provided further, That on the first Monday in D ber, 1911, the Nee- 
retary of the Interior shall transmit to Congress a report in respect to 
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For collection and transportation of pupils to and from Indian 
schools, and for the transportation of Indian pupils from any and all 
Indian schools and placing them, with the consent of their parents, 
under the care and control of white families qualified to give such 
pupils moral, industrial, and educational training, (7) (eighty-two] 
seventy-two thousand dollars: Provided, That not to exceed $5,000 of 
this amount may be used in the transportation and placing of Indian 
pupils in positions where remunerative employment may be found for 
them in industrial pursuits. ‘The provisions of this section shall also 
apply to native pupils (8) of school age under 21 years of age brought 
from Alaska. 

(9)AU moneys appropriated herein for school purposes among the 
Indians shall be expended, without restriction as to per capita exrpen- 
diture, for the annual support and education of any one pupil in any 
school, 

To conduct experiments on Indian school or agency farms designed to 
test the possibilities of soil and climate in the cultivation of trees,-grains, 
vegetables, and fruits, for the purposes of preserving living and growing 
timber on Indian reservations and allotments, and to advise the Indians 
as to the proper care of forests: Provided, That this shall not, as to 
timber, apply to the Menominee Indiam Reservation in Wisconsin or the 
Red Lake Indian Reservation in Minnesota; for the employment of 
suitable persons as matrons to teach Indian women housekeeping and 
other household duties, and for furnishing necessary equipments and 
renting quarters for them where necessary ; for the employment of prac- 
tical farmers and stockmen, in addition to the agency and school farm- 
ers now employed; and to superintend and direct farming and stock 
raising among Indians, $400,000: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$5,000 of the amount herein appropriated shall be used to conduct ex- 
periments on Indian school or agency farms to test the possibilities of 
soil and climate in the cultivation of trees, grains, vegetaMes, and 
fruits: Provided, also, That the amounts paid to matrons, farmers, and 
stockmen herein provided for shall not be included within the limita- 
tion on salaries and compensation of employees contained in the act of 
June 7, 1897: Provided still further, That hereafter the Secretary of 
the Interior shall transmit to Congress annually on the first Monday in 
December a cost account for the preceding fiscal year relating to the 
use of appropriations made for the purposes herein provided for. 

For the purchase of goods and supplies for the Indian service, in- 
cluding inspection, pay of necessary employees, and all other expenses 
connected therewith, including advertising, (10)[telegraphing, telephon- 
ing,] storage, and transportation of Indian goods and supplies, (11) 
and for general expenses of telegraphing and telephoning in the In- 
dian service: Provided, That the amount appropriated in the Indian 
appropriation act approved April 4, 1910, for telegraphing and tele- 
phoning in connection with the purchase of goods and supplies for the 
Indian service, is hereby made available to cover all general expenses 
for telegraphing and telephoning in the Indian service that have been 
or may be incurred during the fiscal year 1911, (12)(two hundred and 
eighty-five thousand] three hundred thousand dollars. 

(13)[For buildings and repairs of buildings at agencies and for rent 
of 7 for agency purposes and for water supply at agencies, 
75,000. 

. For witness fees and other legal expenses incurred in suits instituted 
in behalf of or against Indians involving the question of title to lands 
allotted to them, or the right of possession of personal property held 
by them, $2,500: Previded, That no part of this appropriation shall be 
used in the payment of attorney fees. 

For expenses of the Board of Indian Commissioners, $4,000, including 
not to exceed $300 for office rent. 

For payment of necessary interpreters, $8,000. 

For payment of Indian police, including chiefs of police at not to 
exceed $50 per month each, and privates at (14) [twenty] not to 
exceed thirty dollars per month each, to be employed in maintaining 
order, and for the purchase of equipments and rations for policemen at 
nonration agencies, $200,000. 

For compensation of judges of Indian courts, $12,000. 

For contingencies of the Indian service; for traveling and incidental 
expenses of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and other officers and 
employees in the Indian service, including clerks detailed from the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs for special service in the field; for traveling 
and incidental expenses of special agents, at $3 per day when actually 
employed on duty in the field, exclusive of transportation and sleeping- 
car fare, in lieu of all other expenses, including expenses of going to 
and from the seat of government and while remaining there under 
orders; for pay of employees not otherwise provided for; and for pay of 
special agents, at $2,000 per annum each, $115,000. 

(15) For the classification, indexing, and further collection of ali rec- 
ords and data pertaining to the American Indian which are necessary 
to complete the files of the Indian Office, and preparing historical date 
from all of said records therein; and the sum of $10,000 is hereby appro- 
priated for the purpose of carrying out the above amendment, including 
the pay of all employees. 

(16) There is hereby appropriated the sum of $80,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available, for the pur- 
pose of encouraging industry among Indians, and to aid them to engage 
in the culture of fruits, grains, and other crops. The said sum may be 
used for the purchase of animals, machinery, tools, implements, and 
other agricultural equipment: Provided, That the sum hereby appro- 
priated shall be expended subject to the conditions to be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior for its repayment to the United States, 
and all repayments to this fund as herein provided are hereby appro- 
priated for the same purpose as the original fund, and the entire fund, 
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all school and agency propertica entitled to share in appropriations, 
general or specific, made in this act and such report shall show spe- 
cifically the cost investment in such properties as of July 1, 1911, in- 
cluding appropriations made available by this act, (1) for the purchase, 
construction, or lease of buildings, including water supply, sewerage, and 
heating and lighting plants; the purchase or lease of lands; the pur- 
chase or construction of irrigation systems for the irrigation of such 
school or agency lands, and for the equipment of ali such plants for 
the promotion of industrial educacion, including agricultural implements, 
live stock, and the equipment for shops, laundries, and domestic science ; 
(2) the physical condition of such planta and their equipments; (3) an 
estimate of cxpenditures necessary fer (a) new buildings, (b) improve- 
ments, equipment, and repairs necessary for the upkeep of such plants; 
and (4) a statement of the quantity and market value of the products 
derived from the operation of such plants for the fiscal year 1911 and the 
disposition of the samc. The Secretary of the Interior shall accompany 
such report with a recommendation, supported by a statement of his 
reasons therefor, as to the necessity or advisability of continuing or 
discontinuing each such school or agency plant. 

For collection and transportation of pupils to and from Indian 
schools, and for the transportation of Indian pupils from any and all 
Indian schools and placing them, with the consent of their parents, 
under the care and control of white families qualified to give such 
pupils moral, industrial, and educational training, eighty-two thousand 
dollars: Provided, That not to exceed $5,000 of this amount may be 
used in the transportation and placing of Indian pupils in positions 
where remunerative employment may be found for them in industrial 
pursuits. The provisions of this section shall also apply to native 
pupils of school age under 21 years of age brought from Alaska. 


All moneys appropriated herein for school purposes among the In 
dians may be expended, without restriction as to per capita expenditure, 
for the annual support and education of any one pupil in any school. 


To conduct experiments on Indian school or agency farms designed to 
test the possibilities of soil and climate in the cultivation of trees, grains, 
vegetables, and fruits, for the purposes of preserving living and growing 
timber on Indian reservations and allotments, and to advise the Indians 
as to the proper care of forests: Provided, That this shall not, as to 
timber, apply to the Menominee Indian Reservation in Wisconsin or the 
Red Lake Indian Reservation in Minnesota; for the employment of 
suitable persons as matrons to teach Indian women housekeeping and 
other household duties, and for furnishing necessary equipments and 
renting quarters for them where necessary ; for the employment of prac 
tical farmers and stockmen, in addition to the agency and school farm: 
ers now employed; and to superintend and direct farming and stock 
raising among Indians, $400,000: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$5,000 of the amount herein appropriated shall be used to conduct ex 
periments on Indian School or agency farms to test the possibilities of 
soil and climate in the cultivation of trees, grains, vegetables, and 
fruits: Provided, also, That the amounts paid to matrons, farmers, and 
stockmen herein provided for shall not be included within the limita 
tion on salaries and compensation of employees contained in the act of 
June 7, 1897: Provided still further, That hereafter the Secretary of 
the Interior shall transmit to Congress annually on the first Monday in 
December a cost account for the preceding fiscal year relating to ‘he 
use of appropriations made for the purposes herein provided for. 

For the purchase of goods and supplies for the Indian service, in- 
cluding inspection, pay of necessary employees, and all other expeases 
connected therewith, including advertising, [telegraphing, telephon- 
ing,] storage, and transportation of Indian goods and supplies, $285,000. 

For general expenses for telegraphing and telephoning in the Indian 
service, $14,000: Provided, That the amount appropriated in the Indian 
appropriation act approved April 4, 1910, for telegraphing and telephon- 
ing in connection with the purchase of goods and supplies for the 
Indian service, is hereby made available to cover all general expenses 
for telegraphing and telephoning in the Indian service that have been 
or may be incurred during the fiscal year 1911. 


{For buildings and repairs of buildings at agencies and for rent of 
buildings for agency purposes and for water supply at agencies, 
$75,000. ] 

For witness fees and other legal expenses incurred in suits instituted 
in behalf of or against Indians involving the question of title to lands 
allotted to them, or the right of possession of personal property held 
by them, $2,500: Provided, That no part of this aypropriation shall be 
used in the payment of attorney fees. 

For expenses of the Board of Indian Commissioners, $4,000, including 
not to exceed $300 for office rent. 

For payment of necessary interpreters, $8,000. 

For payment of Indian police, including chiefs of police at not to 
exceed $50 per month each, and privates at [twenty] not to erceed 
thirty dollars per month each, to be employed in maintaining order, 
and for the purchase of equipments and rations for policemen at non- 
ration agencies, $200,000. 

For compensation of judges of Indian courts, $22,000, 

For contingencies of the Indian service; for traveling and fnclienta! 
expenses of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and other officers avd 
employees in the Indian service, including clerks detailed from th: 
Bureau of Indian Affairs for special service in the field; for traveling 
and incidental expenses of special agents, at $3 per day when actually 
employed on duty in the field, exclusive of transportation and sleeping- 
car fare, in lieu of all other expenses, including expenses of going to 
and from the seat of government and while remaining there under 
orders; for pay of employees not otherwise provided for; and for pay of 
special agents, at $2,000 per annum each, $115,000. 


There is hereby appropriated the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to be immediately available, for the purpose of 
encouraging industry among Indians, and to aid them to engage in the 
culture of fruits, grains, and other crops. The said sum may be used 
for the purchase of animals, machinery, tools, implements, and other 
agricultural equipment: Provided, That the sum hereby appropriated 
shall be expended subject to the conditions to be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior for its repayment to the United States, on or 
before June 30, 1918, and all repayments to this fund made on or before 
June 30, 1917, are hereby appropriated for the same purpose as the origi- 
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1911. 





including repayments, shall remain available until June 30, 1917: Pro- 
ided further, That the Secretary of the Interior shall submit to Con- 
ess annually on the first Monday im December a detailed report of the 

this fund. 





use ¢ 
ARIZONA AND NEW MEXICO. 
Sec. 2. For support and civ ition of Indians on reservations in 
Ari na and New Mexico, $350,000. 


r continuing the work of constructing an irrigation system for the 
rrigation of the lands of the Pima Indians in the vicinity of Sacaton, 
in the Gila River Indian Reservation, $125,000. 
For support and education of 200 Indian pupils at the Indian school 
at Fort Mojave, and for pay of superintendent, $35,100; for general 
irs and improvements, $4,000; in all, $39,100. 
sort and education of 700 Indian pupils at the Indian school 
x, Ariz., and for pay of superintendent, $119,400; for general 
























rs and improvements, $8,000; in all, $127,400. 
I support and education of 100 pupi at t in school at 
fruxton Canyon, Ariz., and for pay of superinten $18,200; for 


‘ments, > 


bridge 


000: 


the Lit 


| repairs and ir 


mstructing a River on the 


across 


Navajo Reservation, at or near Tanner's Cr $90,000. 

(17) for constructi ig two bri le y; acre R er. one 
at ear the Isleta Indian pucblo, N. Mczr., and the other at or near 
San Felipe Indian pueblo, N. Mev., $55,000: Provided, That Indian labor 


111 be employed as far as practicable in the building of said 


riages 


CALIFORNIA. 


Sec. 3. For support and civilization of Indians in California, includ- 
ing pay of employees, and for the purchase of small tracts of land 
iated adjacent to lands heretofore purchased, and for improvements 





on lands for the use and occupancy of Indians in California, $57,000. 
18) There is hereby appropriated $20,000 for buildings and equipment 
in connection with the proposed plant of the Northern California In- 
dian Association to be expended by the said iation under such 
terms and conditions as the Secretary of the Interior may impose, on 
condition, however, that the Northern California Indiana Association 
shall have raised not less than $100,000 for the erection and support of 
d institution. 
For support and 


titute, Riverside, 


asso 








educt 
Cal., ¢ 


ion of 550 Indian pupils at the Sh« 
nd for pay of superintendent, $94 


in In- 
»; for 





new shop building and equipment, $10,000; for general repairs and im- 
provements, $10,000; in all, $114,350 
(19) That section 25 of the act approved April 21, 1904, entitled 


in act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
ous Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
purposes” (chapter 1402, volume 383, United States Statutes at 


Large, page 224), be, and the same is hereby, amended as follows: In 
line 12 strike out the word “ five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ten ” . 


he sum of $18,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, from any funds in the Treasury not otherwise approprt- 
ated, to meet the costs of the Reclamation Service in the irrigation of 
the increased allotments, to be reimbursed from any funds received 


from the sale of the surplus tands of the reservation. 


FLORIDA. 


Sec. 4. For relief of distress among the Seminole Indians in Florida, 
and for purposes of their civilization, $10,000. 


IDATTO. 
civilization of 
the 


the Shoshones, Bannocks, 


for support and 
rs Fort Hall Reservation in Idaho, 


and other Indians on 





ay of employees, $36,000. 


lo complete the work of constructing an irrigating system for the 
irrigation of lands on the Fort Hall Reservation, Idaho, and lands 
ceded the Indians of said reservation, $85,000, including $10,000 for 
Inaintenar to be immediately available 





the Bannocks in 
miller, engineer, 


Idaho: For 
farmer, and 





x treaty 
1 ian, teacher, 
(article 10, ti 


pulations with 
carpenter 



























i ksmith aty of July 3, 1868), $5,000. 
I the Coeur d’Alk in Idaho: For pay of blacksmith, carpenter, 
ind phys fan and purchase of medicines (article 11, agreement ratified 
1 $3,000 
=U) 7 t i Necret of t } iorized to cause 
( to l ( the ian Reservation 
Lile ( ws ¢ fe j ( h } hose consort 
d yo acres of i ‘ d ) ng land, and to 
other Indi belo y on the re ( ig rights thereon, 
’ ‘ j 1 160 ¢ rea ¢ f 
‘hat the Secreta of the Interior is hereby authe t t asid 
f } so much of the timber land of the Fort Hall Reser tion 
leem nee iry ft ] ide timbe) f a {i e of 
ot exces g L age ate two towns j and 
tary here / aut ? it set asid } ree ich 
mec | } school, ar } Se 
L agare t acy of land for aqae Ls | pur 
( es | ‘ i fo? l s l so 
{, ( relic i fitut gs are ? tained thereon: 
aid j 
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nal fund and the entire fund, including such repay ts, shall re n 
available until June 30, 1917, and ali repayments to t? fund hereby 
created which shall be made subsequent ti ine 30 (7, shalt t ( ed 
into the Treasury and shall not be withdraw r applicd except in con 
sequence of a subsequent appropriation ule by la P Lf ve? 





That the Secretary of the Int ! ‘ 
the first Monday in December a detailed report « the wse of this fund: 
Provided still further, That the Sec f ft) } } 


rior shali su i to ¢ ndgress 





















account known as the civilization fund created by article 1 of the 
treaty with the Osage Indians, ited Sept ber 29, 1865 (15 Sta z 
p. 687), and cause the balance of any unerpended neys that f 
to be covered into the Treasur and the tfter it ! ¢ } th 
draion or applied except in cor uc subsequent yriation 
by law; and that section 11 of the Indian priat ret thee 
fiscal year 1898, approved June 7, 1897 (30 St ] » ds Ie 
pealed. 
ARTI INA 4 ) 

Sec. 2. For support and civ 1 of \ \ 1 
Arizona and New Mexico, $330,000 

For continuing the work of « ructir 
rrigation of the lands of the Pima India i t g 
in the Gila River Indian Reservation, $125,000 

For support and education of 200 India pils the Indian 
at Fort Mojave, and for pay of superint ier $ OW | 
repairs and improvement $4,000 ; in , $39,100 

For support and education of 700 Indian pupils t India 
at Phoenix, and for pay superintendent, $119,400: t 

i and provements, $8,000; in all, $127,400 

For support and education « 100 pu ; at the Indian scl 
Truxton ¢ Ariz., and for p of iperintender $18,200 I 
general re] 1 improvements, $5,000; ir $21 0 

For constru ga bridg I I ( Riv : 
Navajo Reservation, at or near Tanner's (C1 t \ $90,000 

For constructing tico bridges ac? the » ¢ } t oF 
v¢ * the Isleta indian pue lo, N We . t? ‘ r near San 
Felipe Indian pueblo, N. Mew., $55,000: Pre ded, That India le shall 
be employed far as practicable in the | y ¢ id ! 
that the limit of cost hercin fired in no event shall be exceeded. 





Sec. 3. For suppert and civilization of Indians in California, includ 
ing pay of employees, and for the purchase of small of land 
situated adjacent to lands heretofore purchased, and for vetnents 
on lands for the use and occupancy of ians in C ) 7,000 

For support and education of 550 Indian pupils at the Sherman In 


stitute, Riverside, Cal.. pay of superintendent, $94,350: for 


and for 


new shop building and eq nent, $10,000 ; zeneral repairs and im 
provements, $10,000; in all, $114,350 

The first proviso in section 25 of the Indian appropriation act ap 
proved April 21, 190§ (83 Stat., 224 is hereby amended so that the first 
sentence in said proviso shall read as follows: “ Provided, That there 
shall be reserved for and allotted to each of the Indiana belonging on 
the said reservations 10 acres of the irrigable lands :’ and there is 


sum of 


hereby appropriated the ‘ much thereof as may be 
necessary, to defray the cost of the irrigation of the increased ailot 
ments for the fiscal year 1912: Provided, That the entire cost of irriga 
tion of the allotted lands shall be reimbursed to the United States 
any funds received from the sale of the surplus lands of the reserva- 
tions or from any other funds that may become available for such pur 

Provided further, That in the event any allottee shall receive a 
patent in fee to an allotment of land irrigated under this project, before 
the United States shall have been imbursed as herein pro- 
vided, then the proportionate cost of the p ect to be apportioned 


j 
equitably by the Secretary of the Interior, shall become a first lien on 


$/8,000,. or so 


from 


nose: 
poste 


wholly + 

















such allotment, and the fact of such lien shall be recited on the face of 
each patent in fee issued and the amount of the lien set forth thereon, 
which said lien, however, shall not be enforced so long as the original 
allottee, or his heirs, shall actually eccupy the allotment as a home 
stead, and the receipt of the Secretary of the Interior, or of the officer, 


agent, or employee duly authorized by him for that purpose, for the 
payment of the amount assessed against any allotment as herein pro 
vided shall, when duly recorded by the recorder of deeds in the unty 


wherein the land is located, operate as a satisfaction of such lien 


FLORII 
Sec. 4. For relief of distress among the Seminole Indians in Florida, 
anc for purposes of their civilization, $10,000 
IDAHO 


Src. 5 


























pport and civilization of tl Ss nes, Ban 

Sheepeaters, and other Indians on the IF Hall it n in Idaho 
including pay of employees, $30,000 

ro complete the work of constructing an i tir syste! 
irrigation of lands on the Fort Ha R t I l ! 
ceded by the Indians of s St tion, $85,000 s10 ( 
inaintenance, to be labl 

For fulfilling tr tior with t B Id Red 
pay of physician, teache rye I i 
blacksmith (article 10, treaty « uly 3, 1868 . 

For the Coeur d’Alenes Idah r 
and physician, and purchase of medicines t » 11 nt 1 ed 
March 3, 1891), $3,000 

he Secretary of the Inte ? : here pa c t 
t f t H . 
in f as follows: To each he ‘ 
0 acr of irriaabdl nd a aad . pag 
other Indian belonging on th exe tion 3 
ar s of irrigable land and 160 acres of 

That the Secretary of the Interior is ithar f 
and reserve so much of the timber land t L | 
as he may deem necessary t e ti f 
the Indians, not ceding in agagrecgate t ‘ 7 
the said Re etary is hereby autho t t 
not crceedinag in agogrecgate 1.280 acres of Ind 
poses and 160 acres for any one religio 
long as agen . 8chool, or religious i t 
and the said Secretary is hereby authorized t et « é 





iT 
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certain lands chiefly valuable for the stone quarries situated thereon, 
not to exceed in aggregate 320 acres of land; and authority is hereby 
granted the said Secretary to lease said stone quarries under the provi- 
sions of section 3 of the act of February 28, 1891, Twenty-sizth United 
Stutes Statutes at Large, page 795, or, in his discretion, to operate said 
quarries for the benefit of the Indians of the Fort Hall Reservation 
and to sell the stone quarried therefrom, the proceeds derived from said 
quarrics to be deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the 
credit of said Indians and expended for their benefit in such manner as 
the said Secretary may prescribe. 


hat the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized in his dis- 


cretion to make aliotments as herein provided within the “Fort Hall 
Bottoms grazing reserve to those Indians who have occupied and 
erected valuable improvements on tracts therein. 


All acts or parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 


KANSAS. 
Sec. 6. For support and education of 750 Indian gee at the Indian 
school, Haskell Institute, Lawrence, Kans., and for pay of superin- 


tendent, $127,750; for general repairs and improvements, $10,000; in 
all, $137,750. 
_For support and education of 80 Indian pupils at the Indian school, 
Kickapoo Reservation, Kans., and for pay of superintendent, $14,860; 
for general repairs and improvements, $3,000; in all, $17,860. 

or fulfilling treaties with the Sacs and Foxes of the Missouri: For 
support of a school (art. 5, treaty of Mar. 6, 1861), $200. 

MICHIGAN. 


Sec. 7. For support and education of 300 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school, Mount Pleasant, Mich., and for pay of superintendent, $51,800; 
for new lavatories, $4,000; for new dormitory, $15,000; for general 
repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, $75,800. 

MINNESOTA. 


(21) [Sec. 8. For care of buildings, including pay of employees, at 
the Indian school, Pipestone, Minn., $2,000.] 

Sec. 8 For support and education of 225 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school, Pipestone, Minn., and for pay of superintendent, $39,175; for 
general repairs and improvements, $2,500; in all, $41,675. 

For support of a school or schools for the Chippewas of the Missis- 
sippi in Minnesota (article 3, treaty of March 19, 1867), $4,000. 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States, at his discretion, the sum of 
$165,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the principal sum 
on deposit to the credit of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Min- 
nesota, arising under section 7 of the act of January 14, 1889, entitled 
*“*An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the 
State of Minnesota,’’ and to use the same for the purpose of promoting 
civilization and self-support among the said Indians in manner and for 
purposes provided for in said act. 

(22) The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to advance to 
the executive committee of the White Earth band of Chippewa Indians 
in Minnesota the sum of $1,000, or 80 much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, to be expended in the annual celebration of said band to be held 


June 14, 1911, out of the funds belonging to said band. 
(23) That there is hereby granted to the State of Minnesota upon the 
terms and conditions hereinafter named, the following-described prop- 


erty, known as the Indian school at Pipestone, Minn., and more par- 
ticularly described as follows, to wit: 

Sections 1 and 2 of township 106 north, range 46 west, and sections 
35 and 36 of township 107 north, range 46 west of the fifth principal 
meridian, containing 6484; acres more or less: 

Provided, That said lands and buildings shall be held and maintained 
by the State of Minnesota as an agricultural school and that Indian 
pupils shall at all times be admitted to such school free of charge for 
tuition and on terms of equality with white pupils: 

Provided further, That this grant shall be effective on July 1, 1912, 
if before that date the State of Minnesota by its legislature shall by 
bill or joint resolution accept the terms of this grant and in said event 
ihe said State of Minnesota shall file with the Secretary of the Interior 
a certified copy of said act or joint resolution, whereupon this grant 
shall take effect without further act; and the indorsement of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, upon a certified copy of said act or joint resolution 
of the Leyislature of the State of Minnesota, showing the date of the 
filing thereof with said Secretary of the Interior and showing said date 
to be prior to July 1, 1912, shall be competent proof in all courts of 
record of the filing of such certified copy of such act or joint resolution. 

(24) That the last clause of section 10 of the Indian appropriation act 
approved April 4, 1910, be amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Vo enable the Secretary of the Interior to construct a bridge on 
the old Red Lake Agency Road across Clearwater River in township 
150, north of range 87, west of the fifth principal meridian, $1,000, to be 
available until expended.” 

(25) That a commission consisting of three members be, and the same 
is hereby, created, authorized, and empowered to make a complete 
census roll of all the Chippewa Indians who have received, or are 
entitled to receive, allotments of land in severalty on the White Earth 
Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota. 

Said commission shall consist of the present Chippewa commissioner, 
a member to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, and a mem- 
ber to be chosen and designated in a general council by the White 
Earth bands of Chippewa Indians, to be held at the village of White 
Earth, on the White Earth Indian Reservation, in said State, and the 
proceedings and report of which council shall be certified to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and authenticated by the chairman and secretary 
of the council. 

The commission hereby authorized shall be selected and appointed 
within 30 days from the passage of this act, and shall forthwith assem- 
ble at the villaye of White Earth aforesaid, and, after organizing, shall 
proceed to enroll, in alphabetical and convenient order, all persons en- 
titled thereio, showing the name, age, and sex of each, and making 
the roll in two parts, one of which shall include only persons having 
Indian blood alone, which persons shall be designated on the rolis as 
* full-bloods;” the other shall include only persons entitled to enroll- 
ment and having other than Indian blood, which persons shall be 
designated on the roils as “ mired-bloods.”’ 

Said rolls shall be in quadruplicate, one copy to be delivered to a 
member of the tribe to be designated by the council, one copy to be 
jiled at the White Earth Agency and kept there open to the inspection 
of any person desiring to examine the same, one copy to be delivered 


certain lands chiefly valuable for the stone quarries situated thereon, 
not to exceed in aggregate 320 acres of land; and authority is hereby 
granted the said Secretary to lease said stone quarries or, in his discre 
tion, to operate said quarries for the benefit of the Indians of the Fort 
Hall Reservation and to sell the stone quarried therefrom, the net 
proceeds derived from said quarries to be deposited in the Treasury of 
the United States to the credit of said Indians and erpended for their 
benefit in such manner as the said Secretary may prescribe. 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized in his dia- 
cretion to make allotments as herein provided within the “Fort Hall 
Bottoms” grazing reserve to those Indians who have occupied and 
erected valuable improvements on tracts therein. 

That so much of the act of February 23, 1889, entitled “An act to 
accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the Shoshones, Bannocks, 
and Sheepeaters, of the Fort Hall and Lemhi Reservations in Idaho, 
May 14, 1880, and for other purposes,’ and the provision in section 7 of 
the Indian appropriation act approved April 4, 1910, as conflict with the 
provisions herein are hereby repealed. 

KANSAS. 

Sec. 6. For support and education of 750 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school, Haskell Institute, Lawrence, Kans., and for pay of superin- 
Tad $127,750; for general repairs and improvements, $10,000; in 
all, $137,750. 

For support and education of 80 Indian pupils at the Indian school, 
Kickapoo Reservation, Kans., and for pay of superintendent, $14,860; 
for general repairs and improvements, $3,000; in all, $17,860. 

For fulfilling treaties with the Sacs and Foxes of the Missouri: For 
support of a school (art. 5, treaty of Mar. 6, 1861), $200. 

MICHIGAN. 


Sec. 7. For support and education of 300 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school, Mount Pleasant, Mich., and for pay of superintendent, $51,800; 
for new lavatories, $4,000; for new dormitory, $15,000; for general 


repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, $75,800. 
MINNESOTA. 


{Sec. 8. For care of buildings, including pay of employees, at the In- 
dian school, Pipestone, Minn., $2,000.] 

Sec. 8. For support and education of 225 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school, Pipestone, Minn., and for pay of superintendent, $39,195; for 
general repairs and improvements, $2,500; in ali, $41,675. 

For support of a school or schools for the Chippewas of the Missis- 
sippi in Minnesota (article 3, treaty of March 19, 1867), $4,000. 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States, at his discretion, the sum of 
$165,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the principal sum 
on deposit to the credit of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Min- 
nesota, arising under section 7 of the act of January 14, 1889, entitled 
“An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the 
State of Minnesota,’’ and to use the same for the purpose of promoting 
civilization and self-support among the said Indians in manner and for 
purposes provided for in said act. 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to advance to 
the executive committee of the White Barth band of Chippewa Indians 
in Minnesota the sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be neces 
sary, to be expended in the annual celebration of said band to be held 
June 14, 1911, out of the funds belonging to said band. 

There is hereby appropriated the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to be immediately available, for the purpose of d 
fraying the costs and expenses, including the compensation of counse!, 
in the proceedings authorized to be brought in the Court of Claims by 
provisions in section 22 of the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal 
year 1911, approved April 4, 1910, between the United States and t/ 
Yankton Tribe of Indians of South Dakota, to determine the interest, 
title, ownership, and right of possession of said tribe of Indians in and 
to certain lands and premises therein described. 


That the last clause of section 10 of the Indian appropriation act 
approved April 4, 1910, be amended so as to read as follows: 

*7'o enable the Secretary of the Interior to construct a bridge on 
the old Red Lake Agency Road across Clearwater River in township 
150, north of range 87, west of the fifth principal meridian, $1,000, to bi 
available until expended.” ) 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to withdraw fre) 
the Treasury of the United States the sum of $2,500, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary of the principal sum on deposit to iii 
credit of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, arisin 
under section 7 of the act of January 1), 1889, entitled “An act for ti 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minn: 
sota,” to pay the actual and necessary expenses of the members of tiie 
White Earth Band of Indians sent by a council of said Indians hel 
December 10, 1910, to represent said band in Washington during the 
third session of the Siaty-first Congress, which expense shall be iter 
= and verified under oath by Chief Wain-che-mah-dub, of said dele- 
gation. 


i911. 





to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and one copy to the Secretary 


of the Interior 

The rolls shall be signed and certified to by the members of the com- 
’ n and shall be filed, as herein provided, within siz months from 
the date of the appointment of the commissioners by the Secretary of 


the Interior, and shall be conclusive as to the 
Indians belong, whether ‘“ full-bloods ” or “ mized-bloods 
Said commission is hereby authorized and empowered to administer 


classes to which 


said 


oaths and take the necessary testimony for establishing the facts in 
each case with reference to the class to which any member of said 
ervation belongs on the rolls 
If any Indian whose name appears as a full-blood on said rolls, has, 
r to the making thereof, sold and conveyed his allotment, or any 
yart thereof, to an innocent purchaser, under representation by such 
indian that he is a mized-blood, the Secretary of the Interior may, 
and he is hereby authorized, with the consent of the allottee, either to 


confirm such sale, or, if the amount received therefor, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Interior, be deemed inadequate, he may offer 
for sale, and sell, under such rules and regulations as he may pre- 
scribe, such full-blood’s allotment, or any part thereof, and, after 
reimbursing said innocent purchaser for all sums paid to the allottee 
therein, shall turn over to the allottee the balance so received from 
the sale: Provided, however, That in all cases where @ purchaser has 

de improvements upon the land at his own expense, such improve- 

ents shall be separately appraised by the superintendent in charge of 

Lid reservation, by the owner of the improvements, and by the allottee, 
and said land shall not be sold for less value than said appraisal on 
both land and improvements 

The allottee or any other person interested in the classification and 
enrollment under the terms of this act shall be permitted to appear 
n person or by attorney before said commission and present testimony 
that he may deem proper. 

And to defray the expenses of making such rolls, the sum of $15,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated from 
the general fund of the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota, now in the 
Treasury of the United States, to be charged against the Chippewas 
of White Earth Reservation and be reimbursed to the fund out of their 
share 

Said commissioners shall be each entitled to compensation at the 
rate of $10 per day for each and every day actually engaged in the 
discharge of their duties. They are also hereby authorized to employ 
an interpreter at $5 per day, and such additional assistance aa they 
may deem proper and necessary, including clerks and stenographers. 

MONTANA, 
For support and civilization of the Indians at Fort 
Agency, Mont., including pay of employees, $15,000. 

For support and civilization of Indians at Flathead Agency, Mont., 
including pay of employees, $9,000. 

For support and civilization of the Indians at Fort 
Mont., including pay of employees, $35,000. 

or the Milk River irrigation system on the Fort Belknap Reserya- 
tion, in Montana, $15,000 (26), the same to be reimbursable. 


Sec. 9. 


Belknap 


Peck Agency, 


For the construction of irrigation systems to irrigate the allotted 
ands of the Indians of the Flathead Reservation, in Montana, and 
‘he unallotted firrigable lands to be disposed of under authority of law, 
including the necessary surveys, plans, and estimates, (27) [three] four 
hundred thousand dollars. 

} continuing construction of first unit of irrigation system to Irrt- 

allotted lands of the Indians of the Blackfeet Indian Reserva- 
in Montana and the unallotted irrigable lands to be disposed of 

authority of law, including the necessary surveys, plans, and 






































mates, $150,000. 

for fulfilling treaties with Crows, Montana: [For pay of physician, 

.200, and for pay of carpenter, miller, engineer, farmer, and black 

th (article 10, treaty of May 7, 1868), $3,600; for pay of second 

ksmith (article 8, same treaty), $1,200; in all, $6,000. 

For subsistence and civilization (agreement with the Sioux Indlans, 
approved February 28, 1877), including subsistence and civilization of 
Northern Cheyennes removed from Vine Ridge Agency to Tongue River, 
Mont., $90,000; for pay of physician, 2 teachers, 2 carpenters, 1 miller, 
> farmers, 1 blacksmith, and engineer (article 7, treaty of May 10, 
i868), $9,000; In all, $99,000. 

For the employment of “line riders’’ along the southern and east 
( boundaries of the Northern Cheyenne Indian Reservation in the 
Stat f Montana, $1,500 

8) In the issuance of patents for all tracts of lands bordering upon 
Flathead Lak Vont., it shall be incorporated in the t that this 
cvance is subject to an ease nent of 100 linear ! the 

( der line constituting the frontage on Flathead to 7 n in 
the Government for purposes connected with the de nt of ater 
power.” 

NEBRASKA. 

Sec. 10. For support and education of 500 Indian pupi it the In 
dian school at Genoa, Nebr., and for pay of superintendent, $52,100; 
(29) for repairs to present heating plant, $5,000, to be immediately avail 
able; for superintendent’s cottage, $5,500; for two new dormitories, 
$35,000; for general repairs and improvements, $3,000; in all (30) 
[ninety thousand one hundred] one hundred thousand siz hundred 
dollars. 

(31) To repair the Government bridge in Knox County, Nebr., on the 


Niobrara, $1,500, to be immediately available. 
NEVADA, 


Sec. 11. For support and civilization of the Indians of the Western 





Shoshone Agency, Ney., including pay of employees, $8,000 
For support and education of 300 Indian pupils at the Indian school 
at Carson City, Nev., and for pay of superintendent, $50,100; for gen 


eral repairs and improvements, $6,000; in all, $56,100, 
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MONTANA, 


Sec. 9. For support and civilization of the Indians at Fort Beiknap 
Agency, Mont., including pay of employees, $15,000. 


For support and civilization of Indians at Flathead Agency, Mont., 
including pay of employees, $9,000. 
For support and civilization of the Indians at Fort Peck Agency, 


Mont., including pay of employees, $35,000. 

For the Milk River irrigation system on the Fort Belknap Reserva 
tion, in Montana, $15,000: Provided, That the portion of the cost of 
this project paid from public funds shall be repaid into the Treasury 
of the United States as and when funds may be available therefor: 
Provided further, That in the event any allottee shall receive a patent 
in fee to an allotment of land irrigated under this project, before the 
United States shall have been wholly reimbursed as herein provided, 
then the proportionate cost of the project to be apportioned equitably 
by the Secretary of the Interior, shall become a first lien en such allot- 
ment, and the fact of such lien shall be recited on the face of each 
patent in fee issued and the amount of the lien set forth thereon, which 
said lien, however, shall not be enforced so long as the original allotte: 
or his heirs shall actually occupy the allotment as a homestead, and 
the receipt of the Secretary of the Interior, or of the officer, agent, or 
employee duly authorized by him for that purpose, for the payment of 
the amount assessed against any allotment as herein provided shall, 
when duly recorded by the recorder of deeds in the county whercin the 
land is located, operate as a satisfaction of such lien. 














or the construction of irrigation systems to irrigate the allotted 
lands of the Indians of the Flathead Reservation, in Montana, and 


the unallotted irrigable lands to be disposed of under authority of law, 


including the necessary surveys, plans, and estimates, [three] four 
hundred thousand dollars. ; i 
For continuing construction of first unit of irrigation system to irrl- 


gate the allotted lands of the 


Indians of the Blackfeet Indian Reserva 
tion in Montana and 


the unallotted irrigable lands to be disposed of 








under authority of law, including the necessary surveys, plan ind 
estimates, $150,000. 

For fulfilling treaties with Crows, Montana: For pay of physician, 
$1,200, and for pay of miller, engineer, farmer, and black 
smith (article 10, tre: 7, 1868), $3,600; for pay of s nd 





blacksmith (article 8, sai , $1,200; in all, $6,000 














For subsistence and civilization (agreement with the Si I ; 
approved February 28, 187 including subsistence and c¢ zat f 
Northern Cheyennes r¢ from Pine Ridge Agency to T Ri ° 
Mont., $90,000; for pay « ysici: 2 teachers, ‘ 11 
2 farmers, 1 blacksmith, e eer (article ty < M 10 
1868), $9,000; in all, $99,000. 

For tl employment of “line riders” along the ! i I t 
el ‘ he Ne ( 5 Indian R ] he 
State « t £1,500 

] P , : , f , : 
Flathead Lal ie , , in, tI » pach pe pe n 
cont t t 1 lin h a 
contort ele ! f f thre th er m th ue } 
of Flathead I t ( t for purposes connected 

‘ , , 
cil 

N tASIKA 

S} 10. 1 ! ed t 1 of ) Indian it ti In 
d ‘ N r pa ( sup j lent, $5 1 ) 
f re] pre t } y e § t t i tely ava ? 

f ’ ' < O00 or rep: d i 
t c ( f t 1 « » | l i] 2 ty-fi 
sand hundr ( 
For support and Wwe rn 
Sh Agency, Nev., in¢ li 
ipport and education of lian 
City, Nev., and f I ) 





at vin 
eral repairs and improvements, 








Ob52 CONGRESSIONAL 





For support and civilization of other Indians, in the State of Nevada, 
$6,500 r pay of employees, including physician, at the Walker River 
Reservation, $4,000; in all, $10,500 

NEW MEXICO. 

Sec. 12. For support and education of 300 Indian pupils at the In- 
dian school at Albuquerque, N. Mex., and for pay of superintendent, 
$51,900; for general repairs and improvements, $9,000; (32) for new 
dormitory for boys, $25,000; in all, (33) [sixty] eighty-five thousand 
nine hundred dollars. 

For support and education of 300 Indian pupils at the Indian school 
at Santa Fe, N. Mex., and for pay of superintendent, $51,900; for 
xeneral repairs and improvements, $5,000; for water supply, $1,600; 
in all, $58 500, 


For pay of one 
Mexico, $1,500; 
attorney, $500; 


special attorney for the Pueblo Indians of New 
for necessary traveling and incidental expenses of said 
in all, $2,000 


NEW YORK. 
Sec. 13. For fulfilling treaties with Senecas of New York: For per- 
manent annuity in lieu of interest on stock (act of February 19, 1831), 


$6,000 


For fulfilling treaties with Six Nations of New York: For permanent 


annuity, in clothing and other useful articles (article 6, treaty of 
November 11, 1794), (34) [three] four thousand five hundred dollars. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


Sec. 14. For support and education of 180 Indian pupils at the In- 
dian school at Cherokee, N. C., and for pay of superintendent, $26,650; 
for general repairs and improvements, $2,000; in all, $28,650. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 
Sec. 15. For support and civilization of the Sioux of Devils Lake, 
N. Dak., (35) [five thousand] seren thousand five hundred dollars. 


For support and civilization of Indians at Fort Berthold Agency, in 
North Dakota, including pay of employees, $15,000. 

For support and civilization of Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewas, 
North Dakota, $13,000. 

(36) |For support and education of 32: 
school, Fort Totten, N. Dak., and for pay of superintendent, $55,975 ; 
for new hospital, $5,000; for new dairy barn, silo, and equipment, 
$3,500; for general repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, $69,475.] 

(37) Fort Totten Indian School. 


For support and education of 400 Indian pupils at Fort Totten 
School, ort Totten, N. Dak., and for pay of superintendent, 


Indian pupils at the Indian 





(38) 
Indian 
$68,500. 
(39) 


For gymnasium and assembly hall, $8,000. 
(40) 


For hospital, 35,000. 

(41) For residence of superintendent, $4,000. 

(42) For dairy barn, silo, and equipment, $3,500. 
(43) For ventilating system, $2,500. 

(44) For general repairs and improvements, $5,000. 

(45) In all, $96,500. 

(46) [For support and education of 100 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school, Wahpeton, N. Dak., and for pay if superintendent, $18,200; for 
general repairs and improvements, $2,000; in all, $20,200. ] 

For support and education of 100 Indian pupils at the Indian school, 
Wahpeton, N. Dak., and pay of superintendent, $18,200; for general re- 
pairs and improvements, $2,000; for electric current for lights, power, 
etc., telephone, and general incidental expenses, $1,000; for ornamental 
fencing of school grounds and shade trees, $5,000; addition to girls’ 
dormitory, $15,000; addition to boys’ dormitory, $15,000; addition to 
schoolhouse, $10,000; in all, $66,200. 

For support and education of 100 Indian pupils at the Indian school, 
Bismarck, N. Dak., and for pay of superintendent, $18,200; for general 
repairs and improvements, $2,000; in all, $20,200. 

(47) To enable the superintendent to erperiment with agricultural 
and fruit products in connection with irrigation at said agency, to be 
expended under the direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
$2,500. 

(48) Any licensed trader in the Standing Rock Indian Agency of 
North and South Dakota, who has any claim against any Indian of said 
agency for goods sold to such Indian may file an itemized statement of 
said claim with the Indian superintendent. Said superintendent shall 
forthwith notify said Indian in writing of the filing of said claim and 
request him to appear within a reasonable time thereafter, to be fired 
in said notice, and present any objections he may have to the payment 
thereof, or any offset or any counterclaim thereto. 

If said Indian appears and contests said claim, or any item therein, 
the said superintendent shall notify the said trader and fiz a time for 
the settlement of the account between the parties thereto, and shall on a 
hearing thereof use his efforts to secure an agreement as to the amount 
due between the said parties. If the said Indian shall not appear 
within the time specified in the notice, the superintendent shall call 
én the said trader and carefully investigate every item of said account 
and determine the amount due thereon. Any account so settled by the 
superintendent or any such account admitted by the Indian shail be 
and remain an account stated between the parties thereto. 

That out of any moneys that shall thereafter become due to said 
Indian, by reason of any annuity or other indebtedness, from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or for property sold by or on account of 
such Indian, there shall be paid by the superintendent to such trader at 
least 25 per cent of the money which would be due such Indian and 25 
per cent of any money that may thereafter become due to such Indian 
until the account stated shall have been paid. And where the amount 
due said Indian shall be sufficient, in the judgment of said superintend- 
ent. to pay a greater amount of said indebtedness, still leaving said 
Indian sufficient for his ordinary needs, such superintendent shall use 
his influence to secure the payment of the whole or a greater proportion 
of suid account: Provided, That such Indian may at any time appear 
and contest any item in the said account which he has not proved. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Sec. 16. For support and civilization of the Wichitas and affiliated 
bands who have been collected on the reservations set apart for their 
use and occupation in Oklahoma, $5,000. 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw from 


the Treasury of the United States, at his discretion, the sum of $25,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the funds on deposit to the 
credit of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes of Indians in Okla- 
homa, for the support of the agency and pay of employees maintained 
for their benefit. 

(49) That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized, in hia discre- 
tion, to use and expend for the benefit and the improvement of the Fort 
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For support and civilization of other Indians, in the State of Nevada, 
$6,500; for pay of employees, including physician, at the Walker River 
Reservation, $4,000; in all, $10,500. 

NEW MBXICO. 


Sec. 12. For support and education of 290 Indian — at the In- 
dian school at Albuquerque, N. Mex., and for pay of superintendent, 
$51,900; for general repairs and improvements, $9,000; for new 
dormitory for boys, $25,000; in all [sixty] eighty-five thousand nine 
hundred dollars. 

For support and education of 300 Indian pupils at the Indian school 
at Santa Fe, N. Mex., and for pay of superintendent, $51,900; for 
general repairs and improvements, $5,000; for water supply, $1,600; 
in all, $58,500. 

For pay of one special attorney for the Pueblo Indians of New 
Mexico, $1.500; for necessary traveling and incidental expenses of said 
attorney, $500; in all, $2,000. 

NEW YORK. 


Sec. 13. For fulfilling treaties with Senecas of New York: For per- 
manent annuity in lieu of interest on stock (act of February 19, 1831), 
$6,000. 

For fulfilling treaties with Six Nations of New York: For permanent 
annuity, in clothing and other useful articles (article 6, treaty of 
November 11, 1794), [three] four thousand five hundred dollars. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Sec. 14. For support and education of 180 Indian pupils at the In- 
dian school at Cherokee, N. C., and for pay of superintendent, $26,650; 
for general repairs and improvements, $2,000; in all, $28,650. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Sec. 15. For support and civilization of the Sioux of Devils Lake 
N. Dak., $5,000. : 

For support and civilization of Indians at Fort Berthold Agency, ir 
North Dakota, including pay of employees, $15,000. 

For support and civilization of ‘Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewas, 
North Dakota, $13,000. 

For support and education of [three] four hundred and twenty 
five Indian pupils at the Indian school, Fort Totten, N. Dak., and for 
pay of superintendent, [fifty-five thousand nine hundred and seventy- 
five] sirty-eight thousand five hundred dollars; for new _ hospital, 
$5,000; for new dairy barn, silo, and equipment, $3,500; for general 
repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, [sixty-nine] eighty-two 
thousand [four hundred and seventy-five] dollars. 


For support and education of 100 Indian pupils at the Indian school, 
Wabpetcn, N. Dak., and for pay of superintendent, $18,200; for general 
repairs and improvements, $2,000; addition to dormitories, $30,000; in 
all, [twenty] fifty thousand two hundred dollars. 


For support and education of 100 Indian pupils at the Indian school, 
Bismarck, N. Dak., and for pay of superintendent, $18,200; for general 
repairs and improvements, $2,000; in all, $20,200. 

For the purchase of water and irrigation for the growing of trees, 
shrubs, and garden truck, $2,500. 


(Amendment No. 


48 has been disagreed to and is still subject to 
conference. ) 


OKLAHOMA. 


Sec. 16. For support and civilization of the Wichitas and affiliated 
bands who have been collected on the reservations set apart for their 
use and occupation in Oklahoma, $5,000. 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States, at his discretion, the sum of $25,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the funds on deposit to the 
credit of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes of Indians in Okla- 
homa, for the support of the agency and pay of employees maintained 
for their benefit. 
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Rill Indian School and the Kiowa Indian Agency, in such proportions as 
he may determine, the proceeds arising from the sale of a certain tract 
of land sold in pursuance of an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to dispose of a fractional tract of land in the 
Lawton (Okla.) land district at appraised value,” approved May 11, 1910, 
said proceeds amounting to $5,276.60. 

(50) That the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, is author- 
ized to sell, upon such terms and under such rules and regulations as 
he may describe, the following-described tracts of land, to wit: The 
southeast quarter of section 20, township 6 north, range 15 west of Indian 
meridian, Oklahoma; the east half of southeast quarter of section 2, 
township 7 north, range 12 west of Indian Meridian, Oklahoma; the 
southwest quarter of section 2, township 7 north, ranye 12 west of 
Indian meridian, Oklahoma; the southwest quarter of section 5, town- 
ship 4 north, range 9 west of Indian Meridian, Oklahoma; the southeast 
quarter of northwest quarter of section 32, township 2 north, range U1 
west of Indian meridian, Oklahoma; lots 1 and 2 and south half of 
southeast quarter of section 17, township 2 north, range 1 west of 
Indian meridian, Oklahoma; and lots 3 and 4 and south half of south- 
west quarter of section 17, township 2 north, range 11 west of Indian 
meridian, Oklahoma; all land in southwest quurter of section 14, town- 
ship 7 north, range 10 west of Indian meridian, and all lund in west 
half of southeast quarter of section 1}, township 7 north, range 10 west 
of indian meridian, lying south of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway right of way, part of Kiowa Agency Reserve, Okla.: Pro- 
vided, That the proceeds arising from said sales shall be held by the 
Secretary of the Interior as a special fund, to be disposed of by future 
uwction of the Congress. 

For support and civilization of the Arapahoes and Cheyennes who 
have been collected on the reservations set apart for their use and 
occupation in Oklahoma, $35,000. 

For support and civilization of the Kansas Indians, Oklahoma, in- 
cluding agricultural assistance and pay of employees, $1,500. 

For support and civilization of the Kickapoo Indians in Oklahoma, 
2 000. 

' For support and civilization of the Ponca Indians in Oklahoma, in- 
cluding pay of employees, $8,000. 

For support and education of 500 Indian pupils at the Indian school 
at Chiloeco, Okla., and for pay of superintendent, $85,500; for general 
repairs and improvements, $6,500; in all, $90,000. 

For fulfilling treaties with Pawnees, Oklahoma: For perpetual an- 
nuity, to be paid in cash to the Pawnees (article 3, agreement of 
November 23, 1892), $30,000; for support of two manual-labor schools 
(article 3, treaty of September 24, 1857), $10,000; for pay of one 
farmer, two blacksmiths, one miller, one engineer and apprentices, and 
two teachers (article 4, same treaty), $5,400; for purchase of iron 
and steel and other necessaries for the shops (article 4, same treaty), 
$500; for pay of physician and purchase of medicines, $1,200; in all, 
$47,100. 

For support of Quapaws, Oklahoma: For education (article 3, 
treaty of May 13, 1833), $1,000; for blacksmith and assistants, and 
tools, iron and steel for blacksmith shop (same article and treaty), 
$500; in all, $1,500: Provided, That the President of the United States 
shall certify the same to be for the best interests of the Indians. 

Five Civilized Tribes. 

(51) [Sec. 17. For expense of administration of the affairs of the 
Five Civilized Tribes, Oklahoma, including the salary of superintendent 
at not to exceed $4,500 per annum, and the compensation of all em- 
ployees, $175,000.] 

Sec. 17. For expense of administration of the affairs of the Five Ciril- 
ized Tribes, Oklahoma, including the salary of superintendent at not 
to exceed $4,500 per annum, and the compensation of all employees 
$205,000, thirty thousand of which shall be immediately available: Pro 
vided, That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to so disburse this 
appropriation that the final distribution of the lands and the proceeds 
thereof, together with the funds of the Five Civilized Tribes, shall be 
definitely completed on or before July 1, 1912, in pursuance of the agree- 
ments made with said tribes, and he is hereby expressly authorized to 
take all necessary steps to carry out the provisions of such agreements 
and make effective the requirements of this act: Provided further, That 
nothing herein contained shall apply to the reserved coal and asphalt 
lands of the Chickasaw and Choctaw Tribes of Indians. 

_ (52) That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to designate an employee or employees of the Department of the 
Interior to sign, under the direction of the Secretary, in his name and 
jor him, his approval of tribal deeds to allottees, to purchasers of town 
lots, to purchasers of unallotted lands, to persons, corporations, or 
organizations for lands reserved to them under the law for their use 
and benefit, and to any tribal deeds made and executed according to 
law for any of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians in Oklahoma. 

,, or salaries and expenses of district agents for the Five Civilized 
Tribes in Oklahoma and other employees connected with the work of 
such agents, $100,000. 

(03) For support of the tribal schools of Cherokee, Creek, Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, and Seminole Nations, as provided for by section 10 of the 
act of April 26, 1906, $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

(54) For the benefit and use of the Old Goodland Indian Orphan In- 
dustrial School, known also as the Presbyterian Missionary School, 
$5,000 from the fund belonging to the Choctaw Nation. 

For fulfilling treaties with Choctaws, Oklahoma: For permanent an- 
nulty (article 2, treaty of November 16, 1805, and article 13, treaty of 
June 22, 1855), $3,000; for permanent annuity for support of light 
horsemen (article 13, treaty of October 18, 1820, and article 13, treaty 
of June 22, 1855), $600; for permanent annuity for support of black- 
smith (article 6, treaty of October 18, 1820, and article 9, treaty of 
January 20, 1825, and article 13, treaty of June 22, 1855), $600; for 
permanent annuity for education (article 2, treaty of January 20, 1825, 
and article 13, treaty of June 22, 1855), $6,000; for permanent an- 
nuity for iron and steel (article 9, treaty of January 20, 1825, and 
article 13, treaty of June 22, 1855), $320; in all, $10,520. 

(55) That tribal contracts which are necessary to the administration 
of the affairs of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of Indians by the 
Government of the United States may be made with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That contracts for professional 
legal services of attorneys may be made by the tribes for a stipulated 
amount and period, in no case exceeding one year in duration and 
$5,000 per annum in amount, with reasonable and necessary expenses to 
be approved and paid under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, but such contracts for legal services shall not be of any validity 
until approved by the President of the United States. 

(56) Funds arising from the sales of unallotted lands and other tribal 
property belonging to the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, and 
Seminole Tribes of Indians may, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
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That the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, is authorized to 
sell, upon such terms and under such rules and regulations as he may 
prescrib the unused, unallotted, and unreserved lands of the United 


States in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Reservations. 


For support and civilization of the Arapahoes and Chevennes who 
have been collected on the reservations set apart for their use and 
occupation in Oklahoma, $25,000 

for support and civilization of the Kansas Indians, Oklahoma, in- 
cluding agricultural assistance and pay of employees, $1,500 

For support and civilization of the Kickapoo Indians in Oklahoma, 
$2,000 

For support and civilization of the Ponca Indians in Oklahoma, in- 
cluding pay of employees, $8,000 




















For support and education of 500 Indian pupils at the Indian school 
at Chilocco, Okla., and for pay of su tendent, $85,500; for general 
repairs and improvements. 36,500; in all, $90,000 

For fulfilling treati with Pawnes Okla i: For perpetual an- 
nuity, to be paid in eas to 1 Pawnees (article 3, agreement of 
November 25, 1892). $30,000; for support of two manual-labor schools 
(article 3, treaty of September 24, 1857), $10,000; for pay of one 
farmer, two bl: miths, one miller, one engineer and apprentices, and 
two teachers (2rticle 4, same treaty), $5,400; for purchase of iron 
and steel and other necessaries for the ps (article 4, same treaty), 








$500; for pay of physician and purchase of medicines, $1,200; in all, 
$47,100. 


For support of Quapaws, Oklahoma: For education (article 38, 





treaty of May 15, 1833), $1,000; f blacksmith and assistants, and 
tools, iron and steel for blacksmit shop (same article and treaty), 
$500; in all, $1,500: Prerided, That the President of the United States 
shall certify the same to be for the best interests of the Indians 


Five Civilized Tribes 
Sec. 17. For expense of administration of the affairs of the Five 
Civilized Tribes, Oklahoma, including the salary of superintendent at 
not to exceed $4,500 per annum, and the compensation of all employees, 
$175,000. 





That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to designate an employee or employees of the Department of the 
Interior to sign, under the direction of the Secretary, in his name and 
for him, his approval of tribal deeds to allottees, to purchasers of town 
lots, to purchasers of unallotted lands, to persons, corporations, or 
organizations for lands reserved to them under the law for their use 
and benefit, and to any tribal deeds made and executed according to 
law for any of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians in Oklahoma. 

For salaries and expenses of district agents for the Five Civilized 
Tribes in Oklahoma and other employees connected with the work of 
such agents, $100,000. 


For fulfilling treaties with Choctaws, Oklahoma: For permanent an 
nuity (article 2, treaty of November 16, 1805, and article 13, treaty of 
June 22, 1855), $3,000; for permanent annuity for support of light 
horsemen (article 13, treaty of October 18, 1820, and article 13, treaty 
of June 22, 1855), $600; for permanent annuity for support of black- 
smith (article 6, treaty of October 18, 1820, and article 9, treaty of 
January 20, 1825, and article 13, treaty of June 22, 1855), $600; for 
permanent annuity for education (article 2, treaty of January 20, 1825, 
and article 13, treaty of June 22, 1855), $6,000; for permanent an 
nuity for iron and steel (article 9, treaty P Jani y 20, 1825, and 
article 13, treaty of June 22, 1855), $320; in , $10,520 

That tribal contracts which are necessary to the administration 
of the affairs of the Choctaw and Chickasa Tribes of Indians may he 
made by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That contracts for 
professional legal services of attorneys may be made by the tribes for 
a stipulated amount and period, im no case erceedin one vear in dura 
tion and $5,000 per annum in amount, with reasonable and necessary 
expenses to be approved and paid under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, but such contracts for legal services shall not be of any 
validity until approved by the President. 




















The net receipts from the sales of surplus and unallotted lands and 
other tribal property belonging to any of the Five Civilized Tribes, 
after deducting the necessary erpense of advertising and sale, may be 
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Interior, be deposited in national or State banks in the State of 
oO } t ed te } inder such rules and regulations 
governing the rate of terest thereon, the time of deposit and with- 
drawal thereof, ¢ the sec ty therefor, as he may prescribe. The 
intcrest « i qj ¢ such funds shall be used toward defraying the costs 
of sale of hk lands and toward the erpense of the per capita payments 
on the distribution of such funds. 

(57)That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remit the claim of the United States against J. 


Blair Shoenfett, late United States Indian agent, Union Agency, Okla., 
growing out of the embezzlement of moneys by Lyman K. Lane, formerly 
financial clerk and cashier at said agency, for which said Shoenfelt is 
accountable; and the Secretary of the Treasury is further authorized 
and directed to pay to J. Blair Shoenfelt the sum of $3,578.63, being the 
amount he has paid to the United States on account of said defalcation, 


and to place to the credit of the proper Indian funds the sum of 
$3,702.74, embezzled therefrom by said Lance 


(58)That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and dircctcd to 
pay to the heirs of John W. West, deceased, or their legal representa- 
live, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States standing to 
the credit of the Cherokee Nation of Indians, the sum of $5,000, in full 
payment for the property of said John W. West taken by the Cherokee 
National Council October 80, 1843; said $5,000 being the amount found due 
the heirs of the said John W. West by the commission appointed under 
the provisions of the seventh article of the treaty of August 6, 1846, and 
affirmed by the Secretary of the Interior September 16, 1884. 

OREGON. 


Sec. 18. For support and civilization of the Klamath, Modocs, and 
other Indians of the Klamath Agency, Oreg., including pay of employees, 
£6,000. 

For support and civilization of the confederated tribes and bands 
under Warm Springs Agency, and for pay of employees, $4,000. 

For support and civilization of the Wallawalla, Cayuse, and Umatilla 
tribes, Oregon, including pay of employees, $3,000. 

For support and education of 600 Indian pupils, including native 
pupils brought from Alaska, at the Indian school, Salem, Oreg., and for 
pay of superintendent, $102,200; for general repairs and improvements, 
$10,000; (59)for extension of wing of present brick school building, 
$15,000; in all, one hundred (60) [twelve] twenty-seven thousand two 
hundred dollars. 

or support and civilization of Indians of Grande 
agencies, Oreg., including pay of employees, $4,000. 

(61) For beginning the construction of the Modoc Point irrigation 
project, $50,000; reimbursable, and to be repaid into the Treasury of 
the United States from funds derived from the sale of timber on the 
Klamath Indian Reservation, Oreg.: Provided, That the total cost of 
this project shall not exceed $195,737.15. 


tonde and Siletz 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Sree. 19. For support and education of Indian pupils at the Indian 
school at Carlisle, Pa., (62) for transportation of pupils to and from 
said school, and for pay of superintendent, one hundred (63) [forty- 
two] sizty-four thousand dollars; for general repairs and improve- 
ments, $5,000; in all, one hundred (64) [forty-seven] sirty-nine thou- 
sand dollars. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Sec. 20. For support and education of 375 Indian pupils at the In- 
dian school at Flandreau, 8. Dak., and for pay of superintendent, 
$64,425; for general repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, $69,425. 

For support and education of 175 Indian pupils at the Indian school 
at Pierre, 8. Dak., and for pay of superintendent, $32,000; to com- 
plete irrigation plant, $17,000; to complete new building, $10,000; for 
general repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, sixty-four thousand 


(65) [five hundred and fifty] dollars. 
(66) For support and education of 175 Indian pupils at the Indian 
schoot at Pierre, 8. Dak., and for pay of superintendent, 335,000, of 


which $3,000 shall be immediately available ; to complete irrigation plant, 
$17,000; to complete new building, $10,000; for general repairs and im- 
provement, $5,000; in all, $67,000. 

For support and education of (67) [two hundred and fifty] three 
hundred Indian pupils at the Indian school, Rapid City, S. Dak., and 
for pay of superintendent, (68) [forty-three thousand three hundred 
and fifty dollars} fifty-one thousand nine hundred dollars, $2,000 of 
which shalt be immediately availabic; for new dormitory for girls, 
$20,000; for installation of a central heating plant, $10,000; for gen- 
eral repairs and improvements, $8,000; in all, (69) [eighty-one thou- 
sand three hundred and fifty] cighty-nine thousand nine hundred dollars. 

For support of Sioux of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of 
Nebraska, North Dakota, and South Dakota: For pay of 5 teachers, 
1 physician, 1 carpenter, 1 miller, 1 engineer, farmers, and 1 black- 
smith (article 13, treaty of April 29, 1868), $10,400; for pay of 
second blacksmith, and furnishing iron, steel, and other material 
(article 8 of same treaty), $1,600; for pay of additional employees 
at the several agencies for the Sioux fm Nebraska, North Dakota, and 
South Dakota, $88,000; for subsistence of the Sioux, and for purposes 
of thelr civilization (act of February 28, 1877), $350,000: Provided, 
That this sum shall include transportation of supplies from the termt- 
nation of railroad or steamboat transportation, and in this service 
{Indians shall be employed whenever practicable; and additional to the 
appropriation of $350,000 herein made for the purposes of civilization, 
and supplemental thereto, there is hereby appropriated the sum of 
$150,000, to be paid from trfbal funds held in trust for the Indians 
on the Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Reservations, in South 
Dakota and North Dakota, to be expended for their benefit, as pro- 
vided for in section 6 of the act of May 29, 1908; in all, $600,000. 

For support and maintenance of day and industrial schools among 


+} 


the Sioux Indians in South Dakota, including the erection and repairs 
of school buildings, $200,000, to be expended under the agreement 
with sald Indians in section 17 of the act of March 2, 1889, which 


agreement {fs hereby extended to and including June 30, 1912. 

For subsistence and civilization of the Yankton Sioux, South Dakota, 
$15,000, 

lor the equipment and maintenance of the asylum for insane In- 
dians at Canton, 8. Dak., for incidental and all other expenses necessary 
for its proper conduct and management, including pay of employees. 
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deposited in national or State banks in the State of Oklahoma, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, such depositories to be des- 
ignated by him under such rules and regulations governing the rate of 
interest thereon, the time of deposit and withdrawal thereof, and the 
security therefor, as he may prescribe. The interest accruing on such 
funds may be used to defray the expense of the per capita payments of 
such funds. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remit the claim of the United States against J. Blair 
Schoenfelt, late United States Indian agent, Union Agency, Okla., and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is further authorized and directed to pay 
to J. Blair Schoenfelt the sum of $3,578.63, being the amount he has paid 
to the United States, and the Secretary of the Treasury is further au- 
thorized and directed to place to the credit of the proper Indian funds 
the sum of $3,702.74; and the Senate agree to the same. 


OREGON. 


Sec. 18. For support and civilization of the Klamath, Modocs, and 
oer racians of the Klamath Agency, Oreg., including pay of employees, 
$6,000. 

For support and civilization of the confederated tribes and 
under Warm Springs Agency, and for pay of employees, $4,000. 

For support and civilization of the Wallawalla, Cayuse, and Umatilla 
tribes, Oregon, including pay of employees, $3,000. 

For support and education of 600 Indian pupils, including native 
pupils brought from Alaska, at the Indian school, Salem, Oreg., and for 
pay of superintendent, $102,200; for general repairs and improvements, 
$10,000; for extension of wing of present brick school building, $15.000; 
a one hundred [twelve] twenty-seven thousand two hundred 
dollars. 

For support and civilization of Indians of Grande Ronde and Siletz 
agencies, Oreg., including pay of employees, $4,000. 

For continuing the construction of the Modoc Point irrigation project, 
including drainage and canal systems, within the Klamath Indian Res 
ervation, in the State of Oregon, in accordance with the plans and 
specifications submitted by the chief engineer in the Indian Service and 
approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of 
the Interior in conformity with a provision in section 1 of the Indian 
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1911, $50.000: Provided, That the 
total cost of this project shall not exceed $155,000, including the sui of 
$85,141.59 expended on this project to June 30, 1910, and that the entir: 
cost of the project shali be repaid into the Treasury of the United 
States from the proceeds from the sale of timber or lands on the KlIa- 
math Indian Reservation. 


bands 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
Sec. 19. For support and education of Indian pupils at the Indian 


school at Carlisle, Pa., and for pay of superintendent, $142,000; for 
general repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, $247,000. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Sec. 20. For support and education of 375 Indian pupils at the Indian 
school at Flandreau, 8. Dak., and for pay of superintendent, $64,425; 
for general repairs and improvements, $5,000 : in all, $69,425. 

For support and education of 175 Indian pupils at the Indian school 
at Pierre, 8S. Dak., and for pay of superintendent, $32,000; to complete 
irrigation plant, $17,000; to complete new building, $10,000; for wen 
eral repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, sixty-four thousand | tive 
hundred and fifty} dollars. 

For support and education of Indian pupils at the Indian school at 
Pierre, 8. Dak., and for general repairs and improvements, to be imme- 
diately available, $6,000. 


For support and education of [two hundred and fifty] three hundred 
Indian puptils at the Indian school, Rapid City, S. Dak., and for pay o 
superintendent, [forty-three thousand three hundred and fifty dollars] 
fifty-one thousand nine hundred dollars, $2,000 of which shall be i 
diately available; for new dormitory for girls, $20,000; for 
tion of a central heating plant, $10,000; for general repairs and im 
provements, $8,000; in all, [eighty-one thousand three hundred and 
fifty] eighty-nine thousand nine hundred dollars. 

For support of Sioux of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of 
Nebraska, North Dakota, and South Dakota: For pay of 5 teachers, 
1 physician, 2 carpenter, 1 miller, 1 engineer, 2 farmers, and 1 black 


me 


insta 


smith (article 13, treaty of April 29, 1868), $10,400; for pay ot 
second blacksmith, and furnishing iron, steel. and other materia! 
(article 8 of same treaty), $1,600; for pay of additional emp! 


at the several agencies for the Sioux in Nebraska, North Dakota, and 
South Dakota, $88,000; for subsistence of the Sioux, and for purposes 
of their civilization (act of February 28, 1877), $350,000: Provided, 
That this sum shall include transportation of supplies from the term! 
nation of railroad or steamboat transportation, and in this_ service 
Indians shall be employed whenever practicable; and additional to the 
appropriation of $350,000 herein made for the purposes of civilization. 









and supplemental thereto, there is hereby appropriated the sum ol 
$150,000, to be paid from tribal funds held in trust for the Indians 
on the Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Reservations, in South 


Dakota and North Dakota, to be expended for their benefit, as 
vided for in section 6 of the act of May 29, 1908; in all, $600,000 

For support and maintenance of day and industrial schools among 
the Sioux Indians In South Dakota, including the erection and repairs 
of school buildings, $200,000, to be expended under the agreement 
with said Indians in section 17 of the act of March 2, 1889, which 


agreement is hereby extended to and including June 30, 1912. 
For subsistence and civilization of the Yankton Sioux, South Dakota, 
$15,000. 
For the equipment and maintenance of the asylum for insane In- 
dians at Canton, 8. Dak., for incidental and all other expenses necessary 


for its proper conduct and management, including pay of employees, 














1911. 


and for necessary expense of transporting insane Indians to and from 
said asylum, $30,000. 

(70) That section 8 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the sale 
and disposition of the surplus and unallotted lands in Bennett County, 
in the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, 
and making appropriation to carry the same into effect,” approved 
Vay 2%, 1910. is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

c. 8. That sections 16 and 36 of the land in each township within 
the tract described in section 1 of this act shall not be subject to entry, 
but shall be reserved for the use of the common schools and paid for 


hy the United States at $2.50 per acre, and the same are hereby granted 
t State of South Dakota for such purpose, and in case any of said 
8¢ ns, or parts thereof, are lost to said State by reason of allotments 
t of to any Indian or Indians, or otherwise, the governor of said 

cith the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, is hereby 
authorized, within the area described in section 1 of this act or within 
the scid Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, to locate other lands not other- 
wise appropriated, not exceeding 2 sections in any one township, 

} shall be paid for by the United States as herein provided, in 






quantity equal to the loss, and such selections shall be made prior 
to the opening of such lands to settlement.” 

(71) That section 8 of an act entitled “‘An act to authorize the sale 
and disposition of a portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in 


Uellette and Washabaugh Counties in the Rosebud Indian Reservation 
in the State of South Dakota, and making appropriation and provision 
to carry the same into effect,” approved May 30, 1910, is hereby amended 
80 8 10 read as follows: 

“See. 8. That sections 16 and 36 of the land in each township within 
the truct described in scction 1 of this act shall not be subject to entry, 
ut shall be reserved for the use of the common schools and paid for 
by the United States at $2.50 per acre, and the same are hereby granted 
to the State of South Dakota for such purpose, and in case any of said 
sections or parts thereof are lost to said State by reason of allotments 


thercof to any Indian or Indians, or otherwise, the governor of said 
State, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, is hereby 
authorized, within the area described in section 1 of this act or within 
the said Rosebud Indian Reservation, to locate other lands not other- 
wis appropriated, not excccding 2 sections in any one tow hip, 
which shall be paid for by the United States aa herein provided, in 


quantity equal to the loss, and such selections shall be made prior to 
tl pening of such lands to settlement.” 


(72) That the time in which the commission appointed to inspect, 
classifu, and appraise the unallotted lands in the counties of Mellctte 
and Washabaugh, in the Rosebud Indian Reservation in the State of 
x th Dakota, un ler an act entitled “An act to authorize the sale and 


tion of a portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in Mellette 


‘ 4 
und Washabaugh Counties in the Rosebud Indian Reservation in the 
State of South Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to 
carry the same into effect,” approved May 30, 1910, be, and the same is 


wy, extended to the ist day of June, 1911, to complete and return 
the same, 

UTAH, 
Sec. 21. For pay of Indian agent at the Uintah and Ouray Agency 
dated), Utah, $1,800. 


For support of Confederated Bands of Utes in Utah: For pay of 2 
ca ers, 2 millers, 2 farmers, and 2 blacksmiths (article 15, treaty 
of March 2, 1868), $6,720; for pay of 2 teachers (same article and 
treaty), $1,800; for purchase of iron and steel and the necessary tools 
for blacksmith shop (article 9, same treaty), $220; for annual amount 


for the purchase of beef, mutton, wheat, flour, beans, and potatoes, or 
necessary articles of food (article 12, same treaty), $30,000; 
of employees at the several Ute agencies, $15,000; in all, 





3) Por the maintenance, purchase of sced, farm implements, and 
stock for the Indians of Skull Valley, Deep Creek, and other detached 
ins in Utah, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
mmediately available and expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the interior. 


(74) For continuing the construction of lateral distributing systems 
and the maintenance of existing irrigation systems to irrigate the allotted 
lands of the Uncompahgre, Uintah, and White River Utes, in Utah, 
authorized under the act of June 21, 1906, to be erpended under the 
terms thereof and reimbursable as therein provided, $75,000. 

(75) There is hereby granted to the State of Utah upon the terms and 
conditions hereinafter named the following-described property, known as 
the Indian school, lot 4, block 50, Randlett town site, former Uintah 
Indian Reservation, including the land, buildings, and fiztures pertain- 
ing to said school: Provided, That said land and buildings shall be held 
and maintained by the State of Utah as an institution of learning, and 
that Indian pupiis may at ail times be admitted to such school free of 
charge for tuition and on terms of equality with white pupils: Provided 
further, That this grant shall be effective at any time before July 1, 
1911, if before that date the gorcrnor of Utah files an acceptance thereof 
with the Secretary of the Intcrior accepting for said State said prop- 
erty, upon the terms and conditions herein prescribed. 

(76) That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause patents to issue to all persons 
who have heretofore made settlement in good faith and for their own 
use and benefit on the unallotted agricultural lands in the Uintah In- 
dian Reservation under the act of Congress approved May 27, 1902, and 
acts supplementary thereto, and who also have undertaken to maintain 
continuous residence thereon for one year, but have been prevented 
ugh lack of water, upon the payment of $1.25 per acre for said lands. 
) To enable the Secretary of the Interior to construct a bridge 
across the Duchesne River and the Strawberry River at or near 
dore, Utah, $25,000 in all, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 





VIRGINIA. 


SEc For support and education of 120 Indian pupils at the school 
at Hampton, Va., $20,040. 


9° 


WASHINGTON, 


Sec. 23. For support and civilization of the D’Wamish and other 
allied tribes in Washington, including pay of employees, $7,000. 

For support and civilization of the Makahs, Washington, including 
pay of employees, $2.000, 

For support and civilization of the Qui-nai-elts and Quil-leh-utes, in- 
cluding pay of employees, $1,000. 
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and for necessary expense of transporting ins: 























ine Indians to and from 
said asylum, $30,000, 

That section 8 of an act entitled “An act to ar i th 8 
and disposition of the surplus and unallotted lands in Bennett Cou 
in the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, in tl State of South Dako 
and making appropriation to carry the same into effect,” approved 
May 27, 1910, is hereby amended so0 as to read as followe: 7 

“Sec. 8. That sections 16 and 36 of the land in each tow nship within 
the tract described in section 1 of this t shall not be subiect t entry 
but shall be reserved for the use of the common scl ind paid for 
by the United States at $2.50 per acre, and the same re hereby granted 
to the State of South Dakota for such purpose, and in: case any of 
said sections, or parts thereof, are lost to said State by reason of allot. 
ments thereof to any Indian or Indians, or othe se, the governor of 
said State, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, is hereby 
authorized, within the area described in section 1 of this act or wit ' 
the said Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, to lk te ther le t 
otherwise appropriated, not erceeding 2 sections in any one towns} 
which shall be paid for by the United States as he n pre ; 
quantity equal to the loss, and such selections shall be ma p? 
to the opening of such lands to settlement.” 

That section 8 of an act entitled “An act to authori the sale and 
disposition of a portion of the surplus and una tt nds t Mellett 
and Washabaugh Counties in the Rosebud Indian Rese it in the 
State of South Dakota, and making appropriation and pr ision to 
carry the same into effect,’ approved May 380, 1910, is hereby amended 
80 as to read as follows 

“Sec. 8. That sections 16 and 86 of the land t each t nship L 
the tract described in section 1 of this act sl] i not l subject to ¢ 
hut shall be reserved for ti us of the cor 8 ) nd p i 
by the United States at $2.50 per acre, and tl me ere her yar ted 
to the State of South Dakota for such purp and in case 8 l 
sectio or parts thereof are lost to said State by reasor allot) it 
the f to any Indian or Indians, or otherwise, the governor of said 
State, ith the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, is hereby 
Guthorized, within the area descrihe in section 1 of this act or within 
the said Rosebud Indian Reservation, to locate othe lands not ot 
wise appropriated, not exceeding 2 sect y » any one te ) 
which shall be paid for by the United States s herein provided. in 
quantity equal to the loss, and such select is ha ma le prior to 
the openina of ich 1 s to settle ent.” 

That the time in which the commission ¢ ointed to ins ft. ¢ g 
sify, and appruise the lotted lands i t} ities Of Mellette 
and Washebaugh, in the Rosebud Indian Reservat in the State of 
South Dakota, ui > an act entitl “6 4 ct to aut the sa i 
lispositi f the l t n M tte 

id W al ee t} yi] in the 
Stat ‘ NS iD t rd priat n n ’ 8 to 
( ry ti 5 to j } ' j f ‘ ig 
hereby, exten to the ist y of June, to « plet l return 
the 8 

UTAH 

Ss 1. I I ! g t l 1 oO \ 
(consolidated), [ ) 

For support of Cor ited B I f I I 1: For pay of 2 
carpenters, 2 millers, farmers, and 2 b iths ticle 15, treaty 
of March 2. 1868), $6,720; for pay of 2 1 s ; » article | 
treaty), $1,800; for | s iron and st i tie me ry ‘ 
for blacksmith shop (arti wv. 8 e ft itv) ) i t 
for the pure of beef, mutt t. il ind pot 
other necessary articles of f 1 (a 1 treaty), $30,000 
for pay of employees at the sever Ute ag $15,000 ill 
$53,740 

For the relief of list» g amona ti ] ? Q f 1 Ty ; adn p 
Creek, and other detached In i tal l f s of their 
civilization, $10,000, or so mu tree f as may be 1 ? to be 
immediately available, and the Secretary of the Inte r shall report to 
Congress, at its nert session, the condition of the India herein appro- 
priated for and the manner in which this appropriation shall have been 
expended, 

For continuing the consti tion of rigat ’ yste t te the 
allotted lands of the Uncompaigre, Uintah, and White River Utes, in 
Utah, authorized under the act of June {, 1906, 1 he ¢€ / the 
terms thercof and reimbursable as ti in provided, 7 ) 

There is hereby granted to the State of Utah upon the termes and 
conditions hereinafter 1 the following-described property, kn ; 
the Indian school, lot 4, ck 50, Ran tt town site, former h 
Indian Reservation, i t 1 the land. huild @ + firtu ” 
ing to said achool: Prot . That id Land b 8 si ll 
and maintained by the State of Uta 1s ¢ titut ( ( nd 
that Indian pupils may at allt t I t to 8 } free of 
charge for tuition and t g ¢ th hite 7 ils: | ided 
further, That this grant shall be effective at any ti efore July 1 
1911, if before that date the governor of Utah ma ptant the) f 
with ti Secretary of the Int ( accepting for said State said { 
erty, upon the terms and conditions herein prescribed 

(Amendment No. 76 has been disagreed to and is still sul t to con- 
ference. ) 

To enable the Secretary of the ior to ¢ fruct a bridge across 
the Duchesne River at or near dore, Utah, $15,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to he imbursed to the United States out 
of the proceeds of the sale of lands within the ceded Uintah Indian 
Reservation open to entry under > act of May 27, 1902, including the 


sales of lots within the said town site of Theodore. 
VIRGINIA, 
SFc. For support and education of 120 Indian pupils at the school 
at Hampton, Va., $20,040. 


99° 


WASHINGTON. 
Sec. 23. For support and civilization of the D’Wamish and 
allied tribes in Washington, including pay of employees, $7,000. 
For support and civilization of the Makahs, Washington, including 
pay of employees, $2,000. 
For support and civilization of the Qui-nati-elts 
cluding pay of employees, $1,000, 


other 


ind Quil-leh-utes, in- 
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Kor support and civilization of Yakimas and other Indians at said 
mae iding y of employees, $3,000. 








For suppo ind civilization of Indians at Colville and Puyallup 
gencies, Washington, and for pay of employees, $12,000. 
For port of Spokanes in Washington (article 6 of agreement with said 
Indians, dated March 18, 1887, ratified by act of July 13, 1892), $1,000. 
(78) For support and education of Indian pupils, including native 
pupi rought from Alaska, at the Cushman Indian School, at Tacoma, 
Wasi 


h., and for the pay of superintendent, $70,000. 

(79) Lor construction of brick pavement, conercte curbing, and side- 
walks on South Twenty-eighth Street in front of the Cushman School 
grounds at Tacoma, Wasi., and in front of tract No. 22, also belonging 
to the school, $40,000. 


For purchase of agricultural implements, and support and civiliza- 
tion of Joseph's Band of Nez Perce Indians in Washington, $1,000. 

For extension and maintenance of the irrigation system on lands 
allotted to Yakima Indians in Washington, $15,000 (S80): Provided, 
That the amount hereby appropriated, and all moneys heretofore or 
hereafter to be appropriated, for this project shall be repaid into the 
Treasury of the United States in accordance with the provisions of the 
act of March 1, 1907. 

(81) For the construction and improvement of wagon roads on the 
Yakima Indian Reservation, $100,000, to be reimbursable out of the 
proceeds from sales of surplus lands of said reservation. 

For the fifth and last installment to the Indians on the Colville 
Reservation, Wash., for the cession of Jand opened to settlement by 
the act of July 1, 1892, *“ To provide for the opening of a part of 
the Colville Reservation in the State of Washington, and for other 
purposes,” being a part of the full sum set aside and held in the 
Treasury of the United States in payment for said land under the 
terms of the Act of June 21, 1906, ratifying the agreement ceding 
said land to the United States under date of May 9, 1891, (S82) 
[three] two hundred thousand dollars, to be expended for the benefit of 
said Indians in accordance with the provisions of the said act setting 
aside in the Treasury the money in payment for the land ceded. 

(83) The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to sell and convey the 
lands, buildings, and other appurtenances of the old Fort Spokane 
Military Reservation, now used for Indian school purposes, and ad- 
joining the Colville Reservation, in the State of Washington, con- 
taining approzimately 640 acres, and to use the procecds thereof in 
the establishment and maintenance of such new schools and adminis- 
tration of affairs as may be required by the Colville and Spokane Jn- 
dians in said State: Provided, That the Secretary of the Intcrior is 
authorized in his discretion to reserve from sale or other disposition 
any part of said reservation chiefly valuable for power sites and rceser- 
voir sites and land valuable for minerals: Provided further, That in the 
case of land reserved on account of minerals, the Secretary of the 
Interior may sell the surface under such regulations as he may pre- 
scribe: Provided further, That, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior, the surface of the lands may be sold separate from any min- 
crals that may be found thereunder. 

The Secretary of the Interior shall report to Congress at its neat 
session his action in the premises. 

(84) For improvements and general repairs to the Cushman Indian 
School, at Tacoma, Wash., to be immediately available and to be reim- 
bursable from the “Puyallup 4 per cent school fund,” in amounts pay- 
able each year cqual to one-tenth of the principal of said “ Puyallup 4 
per cent school fund,” $75,000. 

WISCONSIN. 

(85) [Sec. 24. For care of buildings, including pay of employees, at 
the Indian school at Hawyard, Wis., $2,000. 

Sec. 2}. For the support and education of 210 Indian pupils at the 
Indian school at Hayward, Wis., and pay of superintendent, $36,670; for 
general repairs and improvements, $2,000; in all, $38,670. - 

lor support and education of 250 Indian pupils at the Indian school, 
Tomah, Wis., and for pay of superintendent, $43,450; (86) for heating 
plant and ventilating system, $3,500; for general repairs and improve- 
ments, $3,000; in all, (87) [forty-six thousand four hundred and fifty] 
forty-nine thousand nine hundred and fifty dollars. 

For support and civilization of the Chippewas of Lake Superior, Wis., 
$7,000. 

The appropriation of $25,000 “for support, education, and civiliza- 
tion of the Pottowatomie Indians who reside in the State of Wisconsin 
and to investigate their condition,” made in the Indian appropriation act 
for the fiscal year 1911, shall remain available until expended. 

WYOMING. 

Sec. 25. For support and civilization of Shoshone Indians in Wyo- 
ming, $12,000. 

For support and education of 175 Indian pupils at the Indian school, 
Shoshone Reservation, Wyo., and for pay of superintendent, $31,025; 
for general repairs and improvements, $3,000; in all, $34,025. 

For continuing the work of constructing an irrigation system within 
the diminished Shoshone or Wind River Reservation, in Wyoming, 
$50,000. 

For support of Shoshones in Wyoming: For pay of physician, teacher, 
carpenter, miller, engineer, farmer, and blacksmith (article 10, treaty 
of July 8, 1868), $5,000; for pay of second blacksmith, and such iron 
and steel and other materials as may be required, as per article 8, same 
treatv. $1,000; in all, $6,000. 

(88) [Sec.26. The agreement concluded January 4, 1909, with the Oneida 
Tribe of Indians of Wisconsin, as evidenced by the original papers on 
tile in the Office of Indian Affairs and the copies thereof transmitted 
to Congress by the President and contained in Senate Document No. 
358, Sixty-first Congress, second session, for the commutation of their 
perpetual annuities under treaty stipulations, made in pursuance of a 
provision of the act of April 30, 1908, authorizing the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, subject to the oes of Congress, to negotiate with 

1y Indian tribe for the commutation of perpetual annuities due under 
trenty stipulations, is hereby ratified and confirmed. 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to place upon the books of the Treasury to the credit of the said tribe 
the sum of $20,000, said sum being a capitalization of the perpetual 
annuities of said tribe, on the basis of 5 per cent, and the same having 
been accepted by said tribe in the agreement heretofore mentioned In 
lien of and as a commutation of said perpetual annuities. 

And the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to withdraw said 
funds from the Treasury for payment to said Indians, or expenditure 
for their benefit, at such times and in such manner as he may deem 
proper and under such regulations as he may prescribe. 

The sum placed to the credit of the said tribe, less disbursements 
therefrom as provided for herein, shall draw interest at the rate of five 
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For support and civilization of Yakimas and other Indians at said 
agency, including pay of employees, $3,000. 

For support and civilization of Indians at Colville and Puyallu 
agencies, Washington, and for pay of employees, $12,000. 

For support of Spokanes in Washington (article 6 of agreement with said 
Indians, dated March 18, 1887, ratified by act of July 13, 1892), $1,000. 


For construction of brick pavement, concrete curbing, and sidewalks 
on South Twenty-eighth Street in front of the Cushman School grounds 
at Tacoma, Wash., and in front of tract No. 22, also belonging to the 
8 > $40,000, to be reimbursable from the Puyallup 4 per cent school 
fund. 

For purchase of agricultural implements, and support and civiliza- 
tion of Joseph’s Band of Nez Perce Indians in Washington, $1,000. 

For extension and maintenance of the irrigation system on lands 
allotted to Yakima Indians in Washington, $15,000: Provided, That 
the amount hereby appropriated, and ail moneys heretofore or here- 
after to be appropriated, for this project shall be repaid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States in accordance with the povisions of the act of 
March 1, 1907. 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to investigate 
and to report to Congress at its next session the necessity or advisa- 
bility of constructing wagon roads on the Yakima Indian Reservation, 
the cost thereof to be reimbursed out of the procecds of the sale of 
surplus lands of such reservation. If he shall find the construction 
of such roads to be necessary or advisable, he shall submit specific 
recommendations in respect to the kind of roads to be constructed, 
their location and extent, together with an estimate of cost for the saine. 


(Amendment No. 82 has been disagreed to and is still subject to 
conference.) 


The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to sell and convey the 
lands, buildings, and other appurtenances of the old Fort Spokan¢ 
Military Reservation,now used for Indian school purposes,and adjoining 
the Colville Reservation, in the State of Washington, containing app) 
mately 640 acres, and to use the proceeds thereof, not to creced $35,000, in 
the establishment and maintenance of such new schools and adminis- 
tration of affairs as may be required by the Colville and Spokane Jn- 
dians in said State: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized in his discretion to reserve from sale or other disposition 
any part of said reservation chiefly valuable for powcr sites and rcser- 
voir sites and land valuable for minerais: Provided further, That in the 
case of land reserved on account of minerals, the Secretary of the 
Interior may sell the surface under such regulations as he may pre- 
scribe: Provided further, That, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior, the surface of the lands may be sold separate from any min- 
erals that may be found thereunder. 

The Secretary of the Interior shall report to Congrcss at its nert 
session his action in the premises. 


WISCONSIN. 

[Sec. 24. For care of buildings, including pay of employees, at the 
Indian school at Hayward, Wis., $2,000.] 

Sec. 24. For the support and education of 210 Indian pupils at the 
Indian school at Hayward, Wis., and pay of superintendent, $36,670; for 
general repairs and improvements, $2,000; in all, $38,670. 

For support and education of 250 Indian pupils at the Indian school, 
Tomah, Wis., and for pay of superintendent, $43,450; for heating 
plant and ventilating system, $3,500; for general repairs and improve- 
ments, $3,000; in all, [forty-six thousand four hundred and fifty] forty- 
nine thousand nine hundred and fifty dollars. 
g7 a0 Port and civilization of the Chippewas of Lake Superior, Wis., 

‘ 


The appropriation of $25,000 “for support, education, and civiliza- 
tion of the Pottowatomie Indians who reside in the State of Wisconsin 
and to investigate their condition,” made in the Indian appropriation act 
for the fiscal year 1911, shall remain available until expended. 


WYOMING. 


Sec. 25. For support and civilization of Shoshone Indians in Wyo- 
ming, $12,000. 

For support and education of 175 Indian pupils at the Indian school, 
Shoshone Reservation, Wyo., and for pay of superintendent, $31,025; 
for general repairs and improvements, $3,000; in all, $34,025. 

For continuing the work of constructing an irrigation system within 
the diminished Shoshone or Wind River Reservation, in Wyoming, 
$50,000. : 

For support of Shoshones in Wyoming: For pay of physician, teacher, 
carpenter, miller, engineer, farmer, and blacksmith farticle 10, treaty 
of July 3, 1868), $5,000; for pay of second blacksmith, and such iron 
and steel and other materials as may be required, as per article 8, same 
treaty, $1,000; in all, $6,000. ‘ 

[Sec. 26. The agreement concluded January 4, 1909, with the Oneida 
Tribe of Indians of Wisconsin, as evidenced by the original papers on 
file in the Office of Indian Affairs and the copies thereof transmitted 
to Congress by the President and contained in Senate Document No. 
358, Sixty-first Congress, second session, for the commutation of their 
perpetual annuities under treaty stipulations, made in pursuance of 2 
provision of the act of April 30, 1908, authorizing the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, subject to the approval of Congress, to negotiate with 
any Indian tribe for the commutation of perpetual annuities due under 
treaty stipulations, is hereby ratified and confirmed. 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to place upon the books of the Treasury to the credit of the said tribe 
the sum of $20,000, said sum being a capitalization of the perpetual 
annuities of said tribe, on the basis of 5 per cent, and the same having 
been accepted by said tribe in the agreement heretofore mentioned in 
lieu of and as a commutation of said perpetual annuities. : 

And the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to withdraw sald 
funds from the Treasury for payment to said Indians, or expenditure 
for their benefit, at such times and in such manner as he may deem 
proper and under such regulations as he may prescribe. 

The sum placed to the credit of the said tribe, less disbursements 
therefrom as provided for herein, shall draw interest at the rate of five 
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per centum per annum; and the interest accruing on said principal sum 
may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be paid in cash 
to the Indians entitled thereto annually or semiannually, or expended 
for thelr benefit in such manner and under such regulations as he may 
prescribe. 

“~ - That upon the passage of this act the Secretary of the 
Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to cause to be 
cut and manufactured into lumber the dead and down timber upon the 
venominee Indian Reservation in the State of Wisconsin together with 
such green timber as may be necessary to cut in order to economically 
log the dead and down timber, such green timber to be designated and 
marked by the Forestry Service. For the cutting of such dead and down 
timber the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe rules and regula- 
tions in conformity with the intent and purpose of the act of March 
g, 1908, entitled “An act to authorize the cutting of timber, the manu- 
facture and sale of lumber, and the preservation of the forests upon 
the Menominee Indian Reservation in the State of Wisconsin.” The 
amount of dead and down timber authorized to be cut under this section 
shall be in addition to the amount of green timber authorized to be cut, 
in any one year, under the provisions of said act of March 28, 1908. 
The green timber authorized to be cut under this section to facilitate 
the logging of dead and down timber, and which shall be cut in any one 
vear, shall be deducted from the amount of green timber authorized to 
be cut in that year under the provisions of said act of March 28, 1908. 
The total amount of green and dead and down timber which shall be 
logged under the provisions of this section and the provisions of said 
act of March 28, 1908, shall not exceed 40,000,000 feet in any one year 
unless the Forestry Service shall certify to the Secretary of the Interior 
that it is necessary, to save waste and loss on dead and down timber, 
that a greater amount of such dcad and down timber shall be cut; in 
making such certification the Forestry Service shall designate the addi- 
tional dead and down timber it deems necessary to cut and such desig- 
nated timber shall be logged as expeditiously as possible. In the logging 
operations authorized under this section the Secretary of the Interior 
may cause to be constructed such roads or logging railway as may be 
necessary to bring the logs to the mill with expedition and economy. 
The expense of the logging operations authorized under this section shall 
be paid in the manner provided in said act of March 28, 1908, authorizing 
the cutting of timber and the manufacture of lumber upon the Menomi- 
nee Indian Reservation in the State of Wisconsin. 


Sec. 27. Annually, on the first Monday in December, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall transmit to the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives a statement of the fiscal affairs of all Indian tribes for whose 
benefit expenditures from either public or tribal funds shall have been 
made by any officer, clerk, or employee in the Interior Department dur- 
ing the preceding fiscal year; and such statement shall show (1) the 
total amount of all moneys, from whatever source derived, standing to 
the credit of each tribe of Indians, in trust or otherwise, at the close of 
such fiscal year; (2) an analysis of such credits, by funds, showing how 
and when they were created, whether by treaty stipulation, agreement, 
or otherwise; (3) the total amount of disbursements from public or 
trust funds made on account of each tribe of Indians for such fiscal 
year; and (4) an analysis of such disbursements showing the amounts 
disbursed (a) for per capita eee in money to Indians, (b) for 
salaries or compensation of officers and employees, (c) for compensa- 
tion of counsel and attorney's fees, and (d) for support and civilization. 

(89) Sec. 28. Hereafter payments to Indians made from moneys ap- 
propriated by Congress in satisfaction of the judgment of any court 
shall be made under the direction of the officers of the Interior Depart- 
ment charged by law with the supervision of Indian affairs, and all 
—_ payments shall be accounted for to the Treasury in conformity 
w aw. 


FORT D. A, RUSSELL MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I was not mis- 
taken as to the character of this bill. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I 
at my disposal to yield to the gentleman? How much time 
does the gentleman want? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Five minutes. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Then, Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I was absolutely | 


right in my remarks concerning the contents of this bill when 


it was first brought before the House. It is true, technically | 


Speaking, that the original bill appeared first in the Senate, 
and did not then contain the proviso; but it is true also that the 
original Senate bill, when it first came before the House for 
consideration, did contain the proviso reserving to the Sec- 


retary of War the power, in his discretion, to revoke the so- | 


called license, 

It was a Senate bill, with that proviso added as an amend- 
ment after it came to the House by the committee of which 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt] himself is chairman. 

Now, the bill, line 6, page 1, provides that— 

The Colorado Railroad Co. is hereby authorized to build a line of 
railroad, ete. 

The word “authorized” is used. The language might be 
construed as a license, it being a mere authorization to con- 
Struct a railroad line on the military reservation. But near 
the end of the bill, on page 3, are these words: 


Saving and excepting therefrom that portion of said strip of land 
hereinbefore, in section 1 of this act, described as granted to the rail- 


railroad, ete. 

But nowhere before in the bill is any land described as 
granted to the railroad company. 

rhe amendment, which the gentleman from Iowa himself 
reported, was the proviso, and I was exactly right when I said 


per centum per annum; and the Interest accruing on said principal sum 
may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be paid in cash 
to the Indians entitled thereto annually or semiannually, or expended 
for their benefit In such manner and under such regulations as he may 
prescribe. ] 

Sec. 26. That upon the passage of this act the Secretary of th 
Interior be,and he hereby is, authorized and directed to cause to be cut 
and manufactured into lumber the dead and down timber now upon the 
Menominee Indian Reservation in the State of Wisconsin together with 
such green timber as may be necessary to cut in order to economically 
log the dead and down timber, such green timber to be designated and 
marked by the Forestry Service. For the cutting of such dead and down 
timber the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe rules and regula- 
tions in conformity with the intent and purpose of the act of March 
28, 1908, entitled “An act to authorize the cutting of timber, the manu- 
facture and sale cf lumber, and the preservation of the forests upon 
the Menominee Indian Reservation in the State of Wisconsin.’ The 
amount of dead and down timber authorized to be cut under this section 
shall be in addition to the amount of green timber authorized to be cut, 
in any one year, under the provisions of said act of March 28, 1908 
The green timber authorized to be cut under this section to facilitate 
the logging of dead and down timber, and which shall be cut in any one 
year, shall be deducted from the amount of green timber authorized to 
be cut in that year under the provisions of said act of March 28, 1908. 
The total amount of green and dead and down timber which shall be 
logged under the provisions of this section and the provisions of said 
act of March 28, 1908, shall not exceed 40,000,000 feet unless the For 
estry Service shall certify to the Secretary of the Interior that it is 
necessary, to save waste and loss on dead and down timber, that 
a greater amount of such dead and down timber shall be cut; in 
making such certification the Forestry Service shall designate the addi- 
tional dead and down timber it deems necessary to cut and such desig 
nated timber shall be logged as expeditiously as possible. In the logging 
operations authorized under this section the Secretary of the Interior 
may cause to be constructed such roads or logging railway as may be 
necessary to bring the logs to the mill with erpedition and economy. 
The expense of the logging operations authorized under this section shall 
be paid in the manner provided in said act of March 28, 1908, authorizing 
the cutting of timber and the manufacture of lumber upon the Menomt 
nee Indian Reservation in the State of Wisconsin. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is hereby directed to reopen nego- 
tiations with the Oneida Indians of Wisconsin for the commutation of 
their perpetual annuitics under treaty stipulations and report the same 
to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1911. 

Sec. 27. Annually, on the first Monday in December, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall transmit to the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives a statement of the fiscal affairs of all Indian tribes for whose 
benefit expenditures from either public or tribal funds shall have been 
made by any officer, clerk, or employee in the Interior Department dur- 
ing the preceding fiscal year; and such statement shall show (1) the 
total amount of all moneys, from whatever source derived, standing to 
the credit of each tribe of Indians, in trust or otherwise, at the close of 
such fiscal year; (2) an analysis of such credits, by funds, showing how 
and when they were created, whether by treaty stipulation, agreement, 
or otherwise; (3) the total amount of disbursements from public or 
trust funds made on account of each tribe of Indians for such fiscal 
year; and (4) an analysis of such disbursements showing the amounts 
disbursed (a) for per capita payments in money to Indians, (b) for 
salaries or compensation of officers and employees, (c) for compensa- 
tion of counsel and attorney's fees, and (d) for support and civilization. 

Sec. 28. Hereafter payments to Indians made from moneys appro- 
priated by Congress in satisfaction of the judgment of any court shall 
be made under the direction of the officers of the Interior Department 
charged by law with the supervision of Indian affairs, and all such pay- 
ments shall be accounted for to the Treasury in conformity with law. 


that it gave to the Secretary of War the power at any time to 
revoke the license. 

3ut it was not a license. The original bill with the proviso, 

| if enacted into law, would have made a grant in fee. This 
contradiction was called to the attention of the House, and I 
moved an amendment reserving to Congress the right to alter, 
amend, or repeal the act—the customary reservation in bills of 
this sort. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hurt] said that 
he was glad to accept the amendment, as did the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. Monpetri]. So also, in an undertone, did 
| the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. He said that such 
a reservation ought to be in the bill. 

The House promptly adopted the amendment without an 
objection. 

But now these gentlemen declare that they are opposed to 
having Congress, by this bill, reserve to itself the customary 
right to alter, amend, or repeal. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. They desire this to be an abso- 
lute grant. Perhaps no great wrong will be done in this par- 
ticular case, but it will establish a very bad precedent. Here- 

| after bills will be brought in without the heretofore usual 
reservation of the right to alter, amend, or repeal. Absolute 
grants will be given to railroad companies or other corpora- 
tions to construct works upon Government reservations, and, as 
an excuse, the claim will be made, as it is here being made, that 
the land to be given away is not worth much. This precedent 
will be cited in support of demands for absolute grants in fee. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me just to 
him a question? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin is 
entirely mistaken as to the bill. His statement a moment ago 


ask 
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was that the original bill contained a provision authorizing the 
Secretary of War to revoke the license. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have just explained that the 
original bill was a Senate bill. 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to occupy two 


minutes? That was his statement a moment ago. I call his at- 
tention to the fact that I hold the original bill in my hand, and 
that no such provision was in the original bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is begging the question. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Wisconsin says that that 
is begging the question, but that is the fact. His argument, in 
the first place, was that the railroad company had itself pro- 
posed that they give to the Secretary of War authority to 
revoke the license and was seeking to eliminate that from the 
bill. That was his position. He was mistaken about that. 
The provision to which he refers was an amendment offered 
and agreed to in the House, and not in the original bill. 
Whether it ought to be in is another question, but it could not be 
charged that the company itself is seeking to obtain a permit 
giving authority to revoke the license, and that is the only point 
I wish to call to the attention of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin seems to be under the impression that I agreed to the 
amendment. I certainly did not, further than that as the bill 
was up for consideration by unanimous consent I had no option 
in the matter. 
fact that this grant, except for less than one-eighth of an acre, is 


I want to call the attention of the House to the 


for a county road; that it is not through the military reserva- | 


tion, but along the edge of the military reservation. It is a 


grant of less than one-eighth of an acre to the railroad com- | 


pany on a little narrow triangle which runs down from the res- | 


ervation, which has never been occupied for military purposes | 


and can not be occupied for military purposes. 

The railroad track does not run on the reservation, but they 
have to have an embankment on the curve, and it is necessary 
to give the railroad company one-eighth of an acre for the fill 
of their embankment. The track is entirely off the reservation. 
It is necessary to have this county road in order to connect the 
railroad with the reservation for the benefit of the reservation 
as well as for the benefit of the citizens. The very small por- 
tion that the railroad company receives is but a fragment and 
upon a triangle far removed from the military use. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the gentleman were content 
to have that proviso reported by the gentleman from Iowa him- 
self calling it a license, and for the Secretary of War, in his 
discretion, to revoke the license, if the gentleman from Iowa 
reported that, and was willing to call it a license, and have it 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Coggeshall, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

S$. 9904, An act granting certain rights of way on the Fort 
D. A. Russell Military Reservation, at Cheyenne, Wyo., for rail- 
road and county-road purposes; and 

8.9903. An act to authorize the Sheridan Railway & Light 
Co, to construct and operate railway, telegraph, telephone, elec- 
tric power, and trolley lines through the Fort Mackenzie Mili- 
tary Reservation, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 17433. An act amending section 1709 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; 

H. R. 29857. An act to amend section 3287 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States as amended by section 6 of chapter 
108 of an act approved May 28, 1880, page 145, volume 21, 
United States Statutes at Large; 

H. R. 28626. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws re- 
lating to distilled spirits, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 32082. An act limiting the privileges of the Government 
free bathhouse on the public reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., 
to persons who are without and unable to obtain the means to 
pay for baths; and 

H. R. 31806. An act to amend section 1 of the act approved 
March 2, 1907, being an act to amend an act entitled “An act 
conferring jurisdiction upon United States commissioners over 
offenses committed on a portion of the permanent Hot Springs 
Mountain Reservation, Ark. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 


| votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 


revoked at the discretion of the Secretary of War, why do they | 


now insist on striking it out and making it an absolute grant? 

Mr. MONDELL. 
the word “license”? may have been used at one point. It was a 
clear grant, and it ought to be a clear grant, because, with the 
exception of less than one-eighth of an acre, it is a grant for 
public purposes, and, as I say, this one-eighth of an acre is far 
removed from that part of the reservation that can ever be used 
for military purposes, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs did report the amendment to which the gentleman 
from Wisconsin refers, and has always tried to guard these 
grants in every way possible. The Committee on Military 
Affairs afterwards came into more information as to all that 
was required in this case, and made it without any division of 
sentiment, and were satisfied that no harm could come to the 
Government by making this in the form that it will be by elimi- 
nating our own amendment. 

There are 7 acres of this that goes to the people for a public 
highway, and less than an acre goes to the railroad to enable 
them to make a curve without throwing their line out of the 
regular survey. None of it is worth anything to the country as 
a military reservation, and to make this grant to the people for 
a public highway and to the railway can not be injurious to the 
people of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, my general experience kas been that whenever 
a reservation is near a city in any part of the country and they 
want a road in it they get the Government to build all the 
roads on the reservation on the theory that it 
ground. It seems to me that we can well afford to encourage 
these people who are willing to go to the expense of building 
their own roads across this reservation by ceding this land to 
them for that purpose. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to, 


It was a grant in the original bill, although | 


is Government | 


bill (H. R. 31856) making appropriations to provide for ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed Dill 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 10890. An act for the payment of certain claims for dam- 
ages to and loss of private property. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to joint resolu- 
tion (S. J. Res. 145) providing for the filling of a vacancy which 
will occur on March 1, 1911, in the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution of the class other than Members of 
Congress. 

ORGANIZED MILITIA. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 
leged report (No. 2275) from the Committee on Rules, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 1001, in lieu of House resolution 978. 


Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the 
House shall proceed to consider the bill (H. R. 28436) to further in 
crease the efficiency of the Organized Militia, and for other purposes 
with the following amendments: 

Page 1, line 10, strike out the words “or may be hefeafter;” page 
2, line 22, strike out the words “or may be hereafter;" page 3, 
out lines 23, 24, and 25, and on page 4 strike out, in line 1, the words 


strike 


“otherwise appropriated: Provided; ” page 4, line 14, after the word 
* trial,” insert the following words, “on the charge of desertion,” and 


in line 16 strike out the following words, “shall be adjudged guilty of 
the crime of desertion and,” and add a new section, No, 6: “ The Se« 
retary of War shall annually estimate the amount necessary for the 
carrying out of this act, and no money shall be expended hereunder, 
except as it shall from time to time be appropriated; that there sball 
be not to exceed one hour's general debate; that at the conclusion of the 
general debate the bill shall be read for amendments; and that at 
conclusion of the reading of the bill under the five-minute rule the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered on the bill and all amend- 
ments thereto to its final passage.” 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentle- 
man how much time he will occupy. 

Mr. DALZELL. I shall occupy only two or three minutes, 
and then I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How much time will the gentle- 


the 


man give me? 
Mr. DALZELL. As much as I occupy myself. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But I want 30 minutes. 
Mr. DALZELL. Then, I will yield the gentleman 30 minutes. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania whether the House will proceed immediately 
upon the adoption of this rule to the consideration of the 
militia bill. 
Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


That is the purpose. 
I will ask the gentleman to withhold that. 











OP OAM 


1911. 





| 


Mr. DALZELL. I would like to say to the House that I 


know of no person on this side of the House who wants to | 


indulge in oratory. I do not prepose to speak more than two 


or three minutes, and when I said the gentleman from Missouri | 


should have 30 minutes it was in my mind that 30 minutes 
would exhaust the debate, because there is nobody on this side 
who wants to talk. 

The SPEAKER. 
vides for the consideration of this bill, without limit, under the 
five-minute rule in the House or in Committee of the Whole. 
The Chair desires to call attention to the fact that the de- 
ficiency bill is not yet passed. Would the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania be willing to withhold his report for the present 
until the deficiency bill is disposed of? 

Mr. DALZELL. 
there is a misapprehension as to the time this is going to take. 

The SPEAKER. Well, it takes time under the rule, without 
limit. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no; the Chair is mistaken. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. There is one hour of general debate 
provided for. 

Mr. DALZELL. The question now is on ‘the adoption of the 
rule, not on the discussion of the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is opposition to this rule, and 
Members wish to be heard so that they may state their objec- 
tions to the adoption of the rule as well as to the passage of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the rule provide that we shall take it 
up immediately on the adoption of the rule? 

Mr. DALZELL. It does. 

The SPEAKER. Would that not hold the floor? 

Mr. DALZELL. It would until it is disposed af. 

The SPEAKER. 
under the five-minute rule, is there? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think we can make an agreement 
about that. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
me after the disposition of the general deficiency bill to present 
this rule, I will give way for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
draws his report for the present. 


with- 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 32957) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the 
fiscal year 1911 and for prior years, and for other purposes, 
and that the rules be suspended and the bill passed with two 
amendments, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend the rules, to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union from the further consideration of the bill, and pass the 
Bn 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
bil) 

Mr. THOMAS of 
mi¢ ry inguiry. 

7 SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Will the bill be read? 

= SPEAKER. Under the form of the motion it would be 
ul its reading was dispensed with by unanimous consent. 

h THOMAS of North Carolina. Will it be subject to peints 
of ler? 
1 SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mi THOMAS of North Carolina. I 
1 


With two amendments which accompany the 


North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, a parlia- 


reserve all points of 

Mr. MANN. You can not. 

= SPEAKER. All points of order were reserved when the 
bill went to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. This is a motion to suspend all rules and pass this 
bill. 

Mr. SIMS. Does the first reading take place before the mo- 
tion cr after it? 

The SPEAKER. Oh, the first reading of the bill under this 
motion would be before the adoption of the rule disposing of it. 

Mr. SIMS. Before the motion is acted upon. Then I demand 
the first reading of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is no first reading; it is simply read. 

The SPEAKER. It will simply be read, unless its reading 
be dispensed with by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I want to demand a sec- 


ond on the request of the gentleman from Minnesota to suspend 
the rules. 


As the Chair listened to the rule, it pro- 


Why, Mr. Speaker, I will do so, but I think | 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill, with the pro 
posed amendments. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls attention to the fact that 
it will take about an hour to an hour and 20 minutes to read 
the bill. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 

The Clerk proceeded with the further reading of the bill 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
dispense with the further reading of the bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Kenpati). The gentleman 
from Minnesota asks unanimous consent to dispense with the 
further reading of the bill. Is there objection’ 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I object 

The Clerk proceeded with the further reading of the bill 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
dispense with the further reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there obje 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The Olerk proceeded with the further reading of 
page 14, line 19 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on 
page 14, from line 19 down to and including line 2. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks a point of 
order can not be entertained at this time, and the Clerk wil 
read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the further reading of the bill 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania rose 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen 
tleman rise? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I would 
know whether under the present method of procedure it would 


unanimous consent to 


tinn 9 
on 


Speaker, to make a pal 


} 


| be in order to move to strike out or in any way discuss any 


Mr. Speaker, if the Speaker will recognize | 





paragraph of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the bill 
now being read for the information of the House to enable 
the membership to determine whether they will support the 
motion of the gentleman from Minnesota to suspend the ru 
and place the bill upon its passage with two amendme 
and the Chair thinks, therefore, that a motion to strike | 





or a point of order against any provision would not be in 
order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then the motion of a M: 
who desires to offer an amendment, or a motion of a Membe 


who desires to strike out any given paragraph would not be in 
order until the bill is read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Or any other time, is 
Chair’s opinion on the subject. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, another par 
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. When the Clerk finishe 


the reading of the bill, if the motion of the gentleman 
Minnesota to suspend the rules and pass the bill be ack 
will there be any opportunity then to amend or make points 


order ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. The motion would have ft 
be voted down in order to amend the bill or to make any } 
of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKBER pro tempore. That is the opinion of 
present occupant of the chair. 

The Clerk proceeded with the further reading of 

Mr. SIMS rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore For what purpose d 


gentleman rise? 





Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, there is an it rtant | 
read, and I make the point of order that ther no quorum 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair \ \ ft 
ounting.] One hundred and ninety-four Memb ? res 
quorum, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the further reading of the | 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, there is no quorum present. and 
therefore I make a point of no quorwm 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlem: fy Tenness 
makes the point that no quorum is present. The Chair wi 
count. [After counting.] There are 114 Members present. not 
a quorum. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House 


The motion was agreed to 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors will be closed 
the Clerk will call the roll. 
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The roll was called, and 


auswer to theil 
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* hames: 





the following Members failed to 


Ames Flood, Va, Legare Rhinock 
Ashbrook Foelker Lindsay Richardson 
barclay Fordney Lively Robinson 
irtlett, Nev. Fowler Loudenslager Rodenberg 
s Fuller McCredie Rothermel 





umpbell 


Gallagher 


Gardner, Mich. 


Garner, Da, 
Gill, Md, 
Gill, Mo, 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 


McDermott 
McGuire, Okla. 
McKinlay, Cal. 


McLachlan, Cal, 


MeMorran 
Maynard 
Mays 
Millington 
Moore, Tex. 


Sabath 
Scott 
Sharp 
Sherley 
Simmons 
Small 


Smith, Cal. 


Southwick 
Sparkman 





‘apron Haugen Morehead Spight 
‘arlin Havens Morgan, Okla. Sterling 
‘ary Ilayes Moxley Sturgiss 
‘lark, Fla, Heald Mudd Swasey 
‘line Hill Murdock Taylor, Colo. 
‘ooper, Wis. Hinshaw Murphy Thistlewood 


yudrey 


Cowles 
Craig 


Cravens 


Hitchcock 
Howell, Utah 
Huff 


Hughes, W. Va. 


Needham 
O'Connell 
Olcott 
Patterson 


Thomas, Ky. 


Tou Velle 
Townsend 
Volstead 


Dawson Jones Payne Wallace 
Denby Kahn Pearre Wanger 
Driscoll, M. E. Kennedy, Ohio Plumley Weisse 
Dupre Kinkaid, Nebr. Poindexter Wickliffe 
Ellis Korbly Prince Wiley 
Elvins Kronmiller Pujo Willett 


Englebright 
Estopinal 


Kiistermann 
Langham 


Rainey 
Ransdell, La. 


Wood, N. J. 
Woods, Iowa 


Fairchild Latta Reeder Woodyard 
Ferris Law Reid Young, Mich. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll call discloses the pres- 
ence of 264 Members of the House—a quorum. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I move that further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper will open the 
doors, and the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

When the Clerk had read to line 5, page 60, 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania rise? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. To make a request for unani- 
mous consent. I would like to print in the Record some remarks 
on the use of barges. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent to print remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to withdraw my 
former motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill with the 
amendments that I sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota withdraws 
his motion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire, Mr. Speaker, now to renew the mo- 
tion to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union from the further consideration of House bill 
$2957, making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro- 
priations for the fiscal year 1911 and for prior years, and for 
other purposes; to suspend the rules and pass the bill without 
reading, with the amendments that I have sent to the Clerk’s 
desk, together with two additional amendments, which are— 

Strike out, on page 14, line 19, and the top of page 15, down to and 
including line 10. 

Also strike out lines 15 and 16 on page 72. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to 
suspend the rules and discharge the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union from the further consideration 
of the bill, H. R. 32957, and dispense with the reading of the 
bill; to suspend the rules and pass the bill with the following 
amendments, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The first amendment should read “ down to 
and including line 12,” instead of “line 10, on page 15.” 

The Clerk reported the first amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The next is on page 72. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Were those the amendments that were re- 
ported in the first reading? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That amendment 
are now two other amendments. 

The Clerk read the remaining two amendments. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Is any member cf the Committee on Ap- 
propriations opposed to this bill? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I am not opposed to the bill, but I de- 
mand a second. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of any member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations demanding a second, the Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox], who demands a 


was withdrawn. There 
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second. Under the rules a second is ordered. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNey] is entitled to 20 minutes and 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] is entitled to 20 minutes, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I shall not take very much time 
in stating the appropriating provisions carried in this bill. I 
want to call attention, however, to the fact that the aggregate 
amount carried in it is $8,060,126.86. That covers the deficien- 
cies for the fiscal year 1911. It also includes a considerable 
amount that is not deficiencies. If gentlemen will read the re- 
port accompanying the bill, they will find that there is $755,888 
of that amount in judgments of the United States courts, the 
Court of Claims, and audited accounts. 

In addition to that we have one deficiency in the appropriation 
for the payment of pensions of $2,500,000. That deficiency, 
added to the judgments and audited accounts, makes the aggre- 
gate $3,258,888, leaving only a little over $4,000,000 of actual 
deficiencies, and in the statement of $4,000,000 of actual defi- 
ciencies is included a few small and new items. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I note on page 62, in line 20— 

For miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select com 
mittees, exclusive of salaries and labor, unless specifically ordered by 
the House of Representatives, $20,000. 

Is the gentleman informed that that will not pay the expenses 
of those committees whose expenses have been ordered by the 
House? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia 
that the information which the committee had when this bill 
was prepared was that $20,000 would be all that was necessary. 
I understand that since that time there have been very heavy 
drafts on this miscellaneous appropriation that will have to be 
made up by increasing this amount; but I suggest to the gentle- 
man from Georgia that the Chief Clerk of the House will not be 
able to give complete information as to the exact amount that 
will be required to meet all of the demands upon this appropria- 
tion, and that if the item goes through as we have reported it I 
will obtain from the Chief Clerk at the latest possible moment 
the information as to the exact amount and have that incor- 
porated as an amendment at the other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. BARTLET of Georgia. That is satisfactory. Will the 
gentleman allow me to say that at a meeting of the Committee 
on Accounts to-day we had to audit nearly $4,000 of expenses 
for one investigating committee, and we know that others have 
been estimated for, and unless we are mistaken as to the esti- 
mates that have been sent in, in addition to those we have 
already approved, I know this amount will not be sufficient? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the gentleman is entirely correct, and 
I will say that that will be taken care of before this bill be- 
comes a law. 

Mr. Speaker, this showing as to the aggregate deficiency ap- 
propriation for the fiscal year 1911 is very gratifying to me 
and, I think, to the House, in view of what these deficiencies 
were in previous years, or prior to the amendment of the anti- 
deficiency law at the beginning of the Fifty-ninth Congress. 
At that time the departments of the Government fixed the 
standard of public expenditures, and our deficiencies mounted 
up to as high as $30,000,000 or $35,000,000 annually; but as 
the result of the law which was passed at the first session of 
the Fifty-ninth Congress, the standard of public expenditure 
is and must be fixed by the Congress of the United States, and 
if the departments or the various branches of the Government 
do not conform to the standard thus fixed, and if they create 
deficiencies, the responsible officials are liable to imprisonment, 
as well as removal from office. 

As the result of this legislation, therefore, we have in this 
deficiency bill only about $4,000,000 of deficiencies for the fiscal 
year 1911, and, including the $700,000 carried in the urgent 
deficiency bill, the aggregate of the deficiencies for this fiscal 
year would be less than $5,000,000. 

Now, some Members of the House have said to me this morn- 
ing that they thought the Committee on Appropriations made 
a mistake in reporting items for additional compensation to 
certain employees of certain committees of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. In some of these cases the amount was referred by 
the Committee on Accounts to the Committee on Appropriations. 
In one or two other cases the Committee on Appropriations acted 
independently of the Committee on Accounts, and the position 
taken by the Committee on Appropriations in respect to this 
extra compensation of employees of committees of the House 
was this, and I want the Members of the House to understand 
what prompted a favorable recommendation in this case, as in 
all other previous Congresses favorable recommendations have 
been made on items of this kind. The organization of the 


House consists of a number of committees of the House, and 
these committees are composed of the membership of the House. 
We do not recognize the right of any committee to act as a 
censor upon any other committee, 
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So far as our committee is concerned, therefore, when the 
chairman of another committee comes to the Committee on 
Appropriations with a unanimous recommendation in favor of 
additional compensation for services rendered to employees of 


that committee, we do not deem that we are justified in criticiz- | 
ing their action or questioning their judgment as to the value of | 
the services of the men who are employed by them to serve | 


during the session of Congress. For that reason the Committee 
on Appropriations have recommended additional compensation 
in the instances mentioned because of the representation of the 
committees themselves that these employees were entitled to 
that compensation, and we therefore did not feel justified in 
turning them down. If there is any criticism that criticism 
is upon the committee that employed these services and for 
whose benefit the services were rendered. Personally I do not 
fee] like criticizing or denying them the only opportunity they 
have for the purpose of giving extra compensation where, in 
the unanimous judgment of the committee, they were entitled 
to compensation. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one other item in the bill—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. If the gentleman will pardon me, I would 
like to ask if there is in this bill any provision for the estab- | 
lishment of a surety-bond bureau. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I was coming to that. There is $25,000 
recommended in this bill for the creation of a fidelity division 





in the Treasury Department. Members of this House will re- 
the fact that about two years ago 17 surety companies | 


rined a combination and increased the premium rates from 


5 io 3800 per cent. The attention of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was called to that fact by a demand | 
on the disbursing officer to have salaries increased on account 
of the increased demand for premium on insurance bonds. On 
the recommendation of the committee, and in a general de- 
ficiency bill which passed at the extra session of this Congress, 
there was a provision that no officer of the Government should 
be rmitted to accept a corporate surety bond where the 
premium was in excess of that charged during the calendar 
year of 1908. That provision passed this House witb only five 


dissenting votes, as I recall it. It went to the Senate and was 
stricken out in the Senate, and in conference the provision was 
restored, with a limitation that the rate should not exceed 
per cent of the rate charged in the calendar year of 1908. 
Attached to that was the further provision that a commission 
consisting of three Senators and three Members of the House 


or 
ow 


should be authorized, whose duty was made to investigate the 
whole question of the surety bonds or fidelity.bonds given by 
ollicers, agents, and employees to the Government to insure 
their integrity. That commission consisted of Senator GaAtL- 
LINGER, Senator Curtis, and Senator Foster of Louisiana, the 


entleman from Iowa [Mr. Smiru], the gentleman from Missis- 
ippi Mr. [Bowers], and myself on the part of the House. The 
commission employed two actuaries, one of whom not long ago 


| o> 


was the president of the Actuarial Society of the United States, | 


aud to assist him the commission employed Mr. Herbert D. 
Rrown. These men have been at work ever since the Ist of 
July, 1909, gathering statistics under the supervision and direc- 
tion of the commission as to the loss experienced by the Govy- 
erhment covering a period of 15 years. That period was taken 
because that marks the beginning of the time when corporate 
Surety bonds were authorized to be accepted by officers of the 
Government, 


nutshell, was that for 
protection which the bonded officerg of the Government are 
ing the surety companies the Government is receiving only 
cent of that protection. Of the protection which the 
Government receives from the personal sureties we in fact re- 


ile result of that investigation, in a 
the 


} 


yt) er 
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ceive 43 per cent. That is, the personal surety bonds afford 
more protection to the Government of the United States than | 
do the corporate surety bonds. 


Mr. MARTIN 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
ing tl 


of South Dakota. 


I ean not yield. Of the aggregate loss dur- 





e 15 years the bonded e xinies have paid only 386 
per cent of the loss. The remaining 64 per cent is evaded, 
first, by the companies taking advantage of every possible 
technicality and litigation of all kinds; second, by the failure 
or insolvency of the companies themselves. Only recently the 


Gover 


ninent lost from $50,000 to $100,000 by the insolvency of 
two of these surety companies; third, by the releasing of the 


surety inpanies through the action of Congress on bonds to 
indemnify the Government against loss. 
rhis provision aims to remove all three of these causes. As 


Ss 


a result, 64 per cent of the amount of the losses incurred among 
bonded employees of the Government has been lost. This pro- 
vision will give the Government of the United States full and 
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Will the gentleman yield? | 
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at is lost will be charged 
litigation, and 


complete protection, for every dollar th 
against the fidelity fund without 


therefore the 


Government of the United States will have full and complete 
protection. The employees of the Government will be able also 
to furnish the Government that complete protection for at least 
one-third less than the bonding companies are now charging 
them, and from which the Government receives y one-third 
of the protection the bonded officers of the Government are 
paying for. 

Second and third, we provide here that all bonds s] i 
to the United States. ‘There will be no longer bonded officers 
whose bonds run to their superiors. The system of | ling 
subordinates to their superiors arose at a time when t I 


pals were responsible for the appointment of their subordinates. 
That system has been entirely obliterated 


To-day the Treasurer of the United States, who has several 
hundred employees under him, has no more to say about who 
shall be appointed under him as a subordinate than you or | 


Yet through the act of that subordinate, a defaleation « 
the Treasurer would be liable to the Government fer it: | 
the fact that the Treasurer is not guilty of any wrong persons 


\ 
has prompted Congress in the past to relieve him from paying 
| that obligation, and thereby the Government must stand the 
loss. This provision requires all bonds to run direct to the 
United States Government, and also requires either a surety 
bond or a bond without surety, and if they pay the premium 
fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury under this provision to 
the credit of the fidelity fund then the Government of the United 
States has ample protection, has all the protection that the 


bonded officers of the Government have paid for, and those offi 
cers of the Government furnish that protection for two-thirds 
of what they are now paying the bonding company for it. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Will the gentleman yi 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. I would like to ask the gent 
man for information, whether he knows how much in amount 
the Government has in noncollectible judgments against surety 
companies on bonds. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know how much the Government 
has in noncollectible judgments, but I do know that the Goy 


ernment has received only a little over 48 per cent of the aggre 
gate loss on personal surety bonds. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. The rest of it is in dispute, in 
litigation, is it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The rest of it is wiped out. If there are any 
judgments in foree I know nothing about them, and the investi 
gation does not disclose the fact. I do know that in 
when the commissioners called upon the bonding company for 
a statement of their premiums and included in 
their contingent liability was an item of $61,000, which only a 
few days ago they settled with the Treasury Department for 
$6,000; yet they carried the whole $61,000 as a contingent 
liability for the purpose of making the best showing that they 
possibly could, 


one cise 


their losses, 


Mr. STAFFORD. Has the committee in relieving the supe- 
rior officers of liability for the laches or the neglect of their 
subordinates considered the phase of whether they will not be 
less liable to serutinize the action of their subordinates by 
reason of their being thereby relieved? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; the commission has taken that into 


consideration, and I will say for the benefit of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin—I can not stop to read it now, for my time is 
limited—the commission has written to all of the superior offi- 
cers in the Government whose subordinates are bonded to them, 
and also to all of the auditors and the chiefs of divisions w 
have under them bonded subordinates, to ascertain whether or 


ho 


not the surety companies aid them in detecting any misconduct 
on the part of their subordinates. In every single instance the 
answer has been that they have never received any support or 


aid whatever. On the contrary, it appeared from the te \ 
of the insurance companies themselves that they have concenled 
the fact of embezzlements and defalcations from the 
ment officers in the hope that by leeching or coercing the parent 
of the defaulting officer to make good the loss they will relie 
themselves. They have concealed from the Government of the 
United States the fact of actual embezzlement of public funds, 
and if they have not thereby compounded a felony, it ought to 
be so made by statute. 


Govern 
| 


Mr. STAFFORD. That hardly answers the question I had 
in mind. My query is directed as to whether this relief of 
exemption of the superior officer will not ineli ] to be less 
rigorous in examining into the accounts or tl ions of the 


subordinates. To-day the postmaster is liable for the embezz 


ments of the clerk, and the like. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 


Mr. STAFFORD. He is bound thereby to scrutinize the ac- 
tion of the clerk or the other under official. Relieving him 
fy ility may incline him to be careless. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We do not relieve him from liability entirely. 
I tow of a case in the post office—and in the Post Office De- 
] rent all of the subordinates are bonded direct to the Goy- 
erninent—where there was a loss of $4,000 in excess of the 
| ty of the bond of the subordinate. The Government col- 


lected the full amount of the bond of the subordinate, and the 
yp naster was required to make up the balance. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman tell us 
the effect of this proposition of the fidelity plan upon the bonds 
xiven by such officers as deputy collectors of internal revenue, 
bonds which now run to the collector? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, these subordinates of the collector 
would have their bonds run direct to the United States. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Under this plan their bonds 
would run direct to the United States? 

Mr. TAWNEY. AIl the subordinates instead of paying the 
surety company would pay a premium fixed upon his bond by 
the Secretary of the Treasury into the Treasury to the credit 
of the fidelity fund. Let me say one word more, and that is that 
this plan is entirely optional with the Government employees. 
[t does not compel them to insure through the fidelity fund. If 
they can get their surety at a less cost they are at liberty to 
furnish a surety bond, or a personal bond as well. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then he may still go to an 
outside voluntary company, and that will be satisfactory to the 
Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is optional in that respect. It is different 
from the plans of Canada and the Philippine Islands. There 
it is mandatory, and we make it optional. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. A. Mrrcnert PALMER]. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to 
this steam-roller process of passing this bill through the House 
for two reasons. In the first place, it is absolutely and entirely 
unnecessary, for there is plenty of time for the House to give it 
fair and decent consideration, such as it ought to give to a bill 
which proposes to appropriate nearly $9,000,000 of the people’s 
money. I am opposed to this method for the second reason that 
this bill carries a provision which constitutes such a sweeping, 
far-reaching, and drastic change in the established law of the 
land that it ought never to find a place in any appropriation 
bill, mueh less be forced through the House after only 40 min- 
utes of debate, and I refer, Mr. Speaker, to section 3 of the bill, 
to which the chairman of the committee has just devoted some 
attention, This legislation had its inception in the special ses- 
sion in 1909, when, as the chairman of the committee says, this 
House passed an amendment to the urgent deficiency bill which 
provided that surety companies thereafter should not charge 
more than 85 per cent in excess of the charges of the year be- 
fore on fidelity bonds, and the Senate put an additional amend- 
ment on the bill creating a joint commission to investigate the 
entire question of surety bonds. The commission says in its 
report, which I have seen within the last half hour, that the 

mmission was created because the argument was made, which 
the commission says was sound, that this important legislation 
ought not to be put through without a full investigation and an 
opportunity for discussion in the Congress. Now, the commis- 
sion has been working for nearly two years behind closed doors, 
at a very considerable expense, and before it makes any report 
to this Congress and before a single Member or any other per- 
son in the country interested in this matter has had an oppor- 
timity to know what the commission has found, it gives a sort 
of premature birth to the remarkable piece of legislation found 
in this bill. 

Now, after this legislation was passed in 1909 the surety com- 
panies maintained a rate in accordance with the maximum rate 
established by the law for several months, but in September, 
09, my information is that the surety companies began to cut 
rites again, and rates went down to the prices which prevailed 
during the cut rates of 1908, so that the effect of the legislation 
has been to accomplish all that the chairman of the committee 
claimed for it when he brought it into the House in the defi- 
ciency bill of 1909. Despite that fact he now proposes in this 
bill to embark the Government of the United States—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. A. MITCHELI PALMER. Can the gentleman from In- 
diana yield me more time? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. You propose to embark the 
Government of the United States in the most hazardous busi- 


sien which men could engage in in this country, and I am 
| against the Government going into a business and assuming a 
liability which this commission itself says amounts to $350,- 

000,000 without an opportunity on the part of the House to un- 

derstand this question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. I have only a minute; if I 
could have four minutes more I would. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This bill leaves it optional with the clerks, 
Suppose a limited number of clerks availed themselves of the 
option, the fidelity fund would be very small. Now, how would 
the Government be reimbursed for losses which might oecur? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. They propose to levy this 
assessment in such a way that it will be cheaper for the em- 
ployees to get in under this plan than to take the bond of any 
reputable surety company in the country, and therefore I sup- 
pose they will get all the employees into the system. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has again expired. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. CovincTon]. 

Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Speaker, in the short time I hav 
which to discuss this proposition I do not purpose to deal with 

the merits of the proposed legislation for bonding Federal em 
ployees. I am not concerned with its merits at the present 
time. But I am opposed to any scheme of legislation which is 
a radical departure from the settled policy of a century and 
which seeks to embark the Government into a paternal bonding 
scheme of any sort for its officers and employees without full 
opportunity for this House to diseuss the merits of the proposi- 
tion and amend it if necessary. 

Only yesterday the report was filed with this House embody 
ing the result of the investigation of the joint commission ap- 
pointed with regard to this legislation. That report speaks for 
itself, in that it embraces 100 pages. There have been employed 
a corps of trained investigators under the charge of two exjert 
actuaries. One year and more of time has been given to the 
completion of the complicated results of that investigation. 
Those results have been embodied in a scheme of legislation en- 
grafted upon an appropriation bill, and which scheme seeks to 
overturn the system of surety liability which the Government 
has uniformly resorted to in the past. Mr. Speaker, this pro 
posed plan will mean the establishment of the principle of a 
parental system of government, and is so wide a departure 
from our settled policy that we ought not to engage in it with- 
out careful serutiny. 

I want also to call the attention of this House to the provision 
of law authorizing the joint commission which has reported the 
proposed legislation. In the commission’s authorization act as 
embodied in the conference report, and which the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] has referred to, there is not a 
suggestion that it should report a plan of legislation changing 
the method of suretyship liability to the Government by Govern- 
ment employees. The question at issue at that time was purely 
one of rates, 

I know not, nor do I care, for this purpose, whether the 
bonding companies’ rates have in the past been excessi\ ; 
not. If they were, they should be regulated. If their surety 
bonds are in a form which under the law did not adequate 
protect the Government, then the liability clause should have 
been changed, and they should all perhaps be made to run 


directly to the United States. If, as a matter of fact, there 
was any particular in which those bonds were prepared so t 
the companies were enabled to evade their liability, I say the 


bonding companies ought to have been made to change them. 
But, Mr. Speaker, the subject under discussion in this House 
to which the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY | hag 
referred was purely one of adjusting the existing rates of the 
bending companies and of getting the joint commission: 
thority to investigate embodied into law. The final form of 
the statute then passed simply provided that the commiss\ 
shall inquire into the rates of premium heretofore and now 
charged as well as those proposed to be charged by surety 0: ! 
companies for bonds of officers or employees of the United Stat 
report to Congress by bill or otherwise at its next session what 1 
tion, if any, should be exercised under law or otherwise over th 


me dy as 


I therefore say, Mr. Speaker, that it is improper to engratt 
on a deficiency appropriation bill such a comprehensive scheme 
of legislation as the one before us, and one not contem] lated 
when the commission was created. 

| Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLM- 
| strep] has asked his colleague [Mr. A. MrrcHeLrt PALMFR] one 
very pertinent question I want to refer to, namely, if this leg- 
| islation be optional, and if there is not held out to the Govern- 
ment employee some remarkable inducement or incentive, what 
assurance have we that there will be created by this optional 
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plan of governmental suretyship a fidelity fund from the low Now, it is true that the committee puts items subject to points 


premiums collected from any restricted number of employees | of order in many appropriation bills, but those bills are usually 
who may avail themselves of the proposed law, which will be u | read in tlie House, and if the items ought not to go in a point 
sutlicient fund to reimburse the Government for a single great | of order takes them out of the bill. But if you adopt the mo- 
loss? It sems to me that that question of itself ought to be suf- | tion of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNey] the effect 
ficient reason to prevent us from passing in a hasty fashion on| is that you have not the slightest opportunity to make a point 


ropriation bill legislation of this vital character. of order against any item in this bill or the slightest oppor 
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Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to} tunity to amend the bill, all rules being suspended. 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. A. Mircuetre PALMER] 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I have as much} and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Covinetron] have told 
coutidence in a bill reported by the Committee on Appropria-| you that section 3, establishing a fidelity division in the Treas 
t s, and which they have considered, as I have in a bill | ury Department, which practically puts the Government into 
reported by any other committee in the House. But I was/| the bonding business, ought not to be in this bill. Certainly 
st with a statement made by the gentleman from New | opportunity should be given, if it is subject to a point of o i 
York [Mr. FirzceraLp] a few days ago, when the attempt was} to those gentlemen and others opposed to that provisi to 
I » to get a rule to pass the sundry civil bill, that he was not | make the point of order. But the effect of the motion of the 
W ig to ask the membership of this House to take the judg-| gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], if you adopt it, is 
ment of any single committee on a great appropriation bill | to pass the bill without any opportunity to 1 cea i : 
id the items thereof and that he was not willing to adopt | order or any opportunity of ameuding the bill, and I, 
y such precedent. I was very much impressed with that, | am opposed to such procedure. 
because he is one of the distinguished members of that com- | Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to detain the 
mittee and did not want to share any such responsibility. House but for a moment I am unalterably op] d to leg 
Now, I suppose if there is any appropriation bill that hasj islation of this | | I in opposed to it on principle, 
been before this House that might justify us in passing in| because I do not believe it can be justified on any principle 
this way it is this particular bill. But should we on this side, whatever. 
just starting in to legislate in a few days—according to the |} I recognize the fact that we are here in the closing days of 
papers—adopt a precedent that may come home to vex us?| the session of Congress, when everything is in a jam, but I do 


We have plenty of time to consider this bill. Every point of | not believe that the jam can be charged up to this branch of 


order is waived when the motion to suspend is carried. No} the Congress. If there be a jam anywhere and a fault any 
opportunity to amend is given, and, according to the state-| where, that fault should net be laid at our door. Here is a 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGeracp], which | bill that carries upward of $8,000,000 that must be paid by 


I heartily approve, hardly ever can a bill be made as good by | the people; and while I have the supremest c 
iny one committee as by the Committee of the Whole House on | great Committee on Appropriations, yet it has been well said, 





the state of the Union. | and [ have long since learned, that the best legislation is not 
Now, inasmuch as we have plenty of time wherein to consider | evolved alone by the committee that has charge of it I have 
this bill in the usual way, and perhaps can get it passed this | learned that the best legislation, or at least what I r rd as 
afternoon, why not do it? But I want to say, in justice and | the best legislation, is that which is perfected by going through 
fuirness to the committee and to the House, that it will be ten | the Committee of the Whole. Everyone knows that if the mo 
times—yes, fifty times—more defensible to pass this bill in this | tion made by the gentleman from Minnesota is agreed to, i 
way than to pass a bill which practically puts a charge, one- | amendments are cut off, all points of order are denied: and 
half on the District of Columbia and one-half on the General | while I have had little time to through this bill. I have no 
Treasury of the United States Government, for a gigantic park | doubt that there are many items in it that ought to go out on 
scheme involving $20,000,000, which I doubt if 20 men or 50| points of order. I have no dovbt that many of these items 
men in the House know anything about, or can sufficiently in- | should be amended and ean be amended 
form this House upon it in 20 minutes’ debate on a motion to | I know that the threat is constantly held over us “If you 
suspend the rules. I hope when that motion comes up that | men on that side of the House, or those who sare opposed to 
gentlemen will think this is a mere bagatelle as compared with | this motion, want to take the chance of a special session, vote 
suspending the rules and passing a measure involving as many | down this rule.” 
I ns as are required for the fortification of the Panama Mr. Speaker, I am not desirous of bringing on a sp 1] sea. 
Canal. But I will vote against this motion, because I think it | sion, but to me it has few terrors wh: omes to doing what 
is a bad precedent, because I think it is unnecessary, and be- | I regard as my plain duty, in opposing this motion, t i the 
cause I think we have ample time in which to consider this | chances of reading this bill under the five-minute rule rl let 
bill in the proper way, especially when we know what is coming. | ting it come up in its natural, orderly, and decent way [Ay 
Mr. CLAYTON. And we should vote against it because it | plause.] : ; 
oucht to be beaten, too. | Nor does the argument that it has been istomary he te 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to] to pass general deficiency bills under a suspension of the 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. THoMAs]. | appeal to me; because, if it has ever been the p vy of Co 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I agree with | to pass any appropriation bill under a suspens of th 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] in many respects, | that policy, in my judgment, can not be defended It is e1 
but I disagree with one part of his speech, as to the relative | ous, and it is the last time that we should adept 
importance of this bill. Mr. CLAYTON, The bill is only 85 pages long 
I think we ought not to adopt a motion to suspend the rules Mr. COX of Indiana. The bill is only SS pages long, as 
nd pass this bill, because I think a general deficiency bill, above | gested by the gentleman from Alabama. Last week we 
| others, ought to be read in the House, subject to amendment, | assured by the able chairman of the Committee o \ 
1 ought to be subject to points of order. It is a sort of | tions that if we did not adopt the motion passing the s 
basket bill. Like the basket clause in a tariff bill, it carries | civil bill under suspension of the rules, it would sure 
ny important items which have not heretofore been appro- | on an extra session. 
priated for by Congress, and without intending the slightest | Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. If we had ¢ 
reflection on the members of the Committee on Appropriations, | the rules of the House to-day we would have bes 
I think a motion should not be adopted to suspend the rules and | through with this bill. 
pass such a bill, with no opportunity allowed for amendment. | Mr. COX of Indiana. That is true. If vw had 1 "WI 
Mr. TAWNEY. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that it! reading of this bill under the five-minute rule we w ih 
is the custom in a short session of Congress to pass the general | been almost through with it. Last week we ¢ sidered t 
iency bill under a suspension of the rules? sundry civil bill, carrying $140,000,000, and nearly 240 . 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I was not aware of that | long, and passed it through the House in less than two days 
fact; but if it is a fact, it is a bad custom. This bill carries | I do not entertain any question but what if we remain here w 


$8,000,000. It carries many different items. It carries appro- | can pass this bill before 12 o'clock to-night, and I hope t 
priations for the State Department, the Treasury Department, | motion will be voted down. I will never vote for ; 
the District of Columbia, river and harbor work, pensions, the | shutting off points of order or amendments to bills of 


} 


Department of Justice, Department of Agriculture, audited ac- | kind, when the only argument advanced for the rule is time 


counts, and many other appropriations. In addition, there have The people are entitled to the very best legislation we can 
been engrafted upon this bill—and that, I think, is unwise on | them, and all know that if this amendment be adopted it 
the part of the Committee on Appropriations—matters net au- | not be given due and careful consideration, because the ad 
thorized by existing law, which is contrary to the rules of the tion of the rule passes the bill. 

Ifouse, and matters which ought not to go upon an appropria- The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspen 


tion bill, but should be presented to the House by separate bills. | the rules and pass this bill with the amendments, 
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The following pairs were announced: 

For the session: 

Mr. Butter with Mr. Barrierr of Georgia. 
Mr. Brapiey with Mr. GovuLpEN. 

Mr. Moreneap with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Smirn of California with Mr. CRAvVENs. 
Until further notice: 

Mr. SourHwick with Mr. Roprnson. 

Mr. KNOWLAND with Mr. GopwiIn. 

Mr. McLacnxian of California with Mr. ASHprooxk, 
Mr. Kaun with Mr. SrarmKMAN. 

Mr. Bares with Mr. Saparn. 

Mr. McCartzi with Mr. UNpbEeRWoop. 

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. Densy with Mr. GALLAGHER. 

Mr. Capron with Mr. Grou of Missouri. 

Mr. MILLINGTON with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Woop of New Jersey with Mr. Parrrerson. 
Mr. Murpock with Mr. RHINOCK. 

Mr. Amrs with Mr. Rez. 

Mr. Cooper of Pennsylvania with Mr. Bowers. 
Mr. Micuart E. Driscorit with Mr. Brovussarp. 
Mr. Fasserr with Mr. Crarc. 

Mr. GARNER of Pennsylvania with Mr. Dupre. 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. EstroprNnat. 

Mr. Law with Mr. Girt of Maryland. 

Mr. LunpIn with Mr. GoLprocLe. 

Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. Jones. 
Mr. Moxtry with Mr. Livery. 

Mr. Mcreny with Mr. Linpsay. 

Mr. Parsons with Mr. McDermott. 

Mr. PEARRE with Mr. Moore of Texas. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Pvuso. 

Mr. RopENBERG with Mr. Rucker of Colorado. 
Mr. STERLING with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. SterHens of Texas. 
Mr. Covuprey with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. WILLETT. 

Mr. ForLKer with Mr. WICKLIFFE. 

For the balance of the session: 

Mr. Hucues of West Virginia with Mr. Byrp. 
Mr. WILEY with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. Smitu of Michigan with Mr. CrarK of Florida. 
Ending with session of March 1: 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. RoTHerMet. 

Ending March 2, at 11 a. m.: 

Mr. ENGLEPRIGHT with Mr. Barttetr of Nevada. 
Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. Conry. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Fow ter with Mr. SMALL. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded 


A MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives, by 
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries, who also informed the Hous 
of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

On February 27, 1911: 

H. R. 26150. An act to authorize the construction of draw!less 
bridges across a certain portion of the Charles River, in the 
State of Massachusetts; 

H. R. 28682. An act making appropriations for the con 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on river 
and harbors, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 9221. An act for the relief of James Jones; 

H. R. 16268. An act for the relief of Thomas Seals: 

H. R. 18542. An act for the relief of Thomas C. Clark; 

H. R. 26018. An act for the relief of James Donovan: 

H. R. 31538. An act to authorize the Pensacola, Mobile & New 
Orleans Railway Co., a corporation existing under the laws of 
the State of Alabama, to construct a bridge over and across the 
Mobile River and its navigable channels above the city of 
Mobile, Ala.; 

H. R. 32220. An act to authorize the board of supervisors of 
the town of High Landing, Red Lake County, Minn., to construct 
a bridge across the Red Lake River; 

IH. R. 32341. An act to authorize the St. Paul Railway Pro 
motion Co., a corporation, to construct a bridge across the Mis 
sissippi River near Nininger, Minn. ; 





H. R. 32400. An act to authorize the North Pennsylvania Rail- " 
road Co. and the Delaware & Bound Brook Railroad Co. to con- 
struct a bridge across the Delaware River from Lower Make- 
field Township, Bucks County, Pa., to Ewing Township, Mercer 
County, N. J.; and 











CONGR 


1911. 


H. J. Res. 276. Joint resolution modifying certain laws relat 


ing to the military records of certain soldiers and sailors. 
On February 28, 1911: 
Rt. 32571. An act to consolidate certain forest lands in 
the Kansas National Forest. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
conference report on the bill (H. R. 31856) making appropria 


1 


» for the 
The 


tions to pro expenses of the government of the Dis- 


tri :% a. statement has already been read this 
I g 1 I ask unanimous consent that its reading be dis- 
( 1 with well as that of the report. 
» SPEAKER. Without objection the reading of the report 
» statement will be dispensed with. 


e was no objection 
GARDNER of Michigan 


nent b 


Mr. Speaker, there is a full and 
the conferees of the two Houses. 
the House yesterday in defeating the Senate 
‘ nent i easin: of the commissioners was 
conformed to by the confere¢ That is the only change in the 

1 1 i presented yesterday. I the 


e acre ‘tween 


tne Saiarles 


bill from what it was as move 


rt. 


AUTOMOBILES ENGAGED IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 


eign Commer reported the bill (H. R. 32570; H. Rept. No. 
2270) pr « for the regulation, identification, and registra- 





tic automobiles engaged in interstate commerce and the | 
] ¢ of the operators thereof, which was read a first and 
se 1 time and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Comittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and 


ordered printed. 

Mr. WANGER,. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
inority may have until to-morrow to file a report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Curtis, one of its clerks, 
need that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
requested : 


annou 
tit] 
wi 
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about 


Gr} 


the rule, as 
RALD] 
Mr. 
ot) mir 


\Ir 
Mr. 


the gentleman from N¢ 
who wanted to debate it is not ] 
DALZELL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will be willing to ld 
the general deb 


CLARK of Missor 





utes to 


That would be 45 minutes 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I \ to t ge % 
House does. I ask unanin con { t Cres 
may be made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 

There was no obj n. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agi r to the res 
tion. 

The question was taken; and on a ¢ (d i 
Hay) there were—ayes 122, noes S83 

So the resolution was agreed t 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, t! ) I. R. 28436 ha res 
been read in the House, and I ask unanimous nsent that t 
first reading of the bill be dis 1 with 


fhe SPEAKER. Is there object 


There was no objection, and it was so 
The SPEAKER. Under the order previously made 


mous consent, there will be one hour a 
15 minutes to be within the trol of t tr NI 
souri [Mr. CLARK] and 45 minutes wit 1 the conti of { 
gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. DAwzerl 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the aut t bil 


[ Mr. 
Mr. 


STEENERSON |}. 


STEENERSON. Mr. §| 












bill may be divided into tw sses, th ating to t 
pay of the National Guard, and as I have ready expl l 
those provisions to the Hou ( the mo spend 
rules, it is not necessary to go over that y The otl 
features of the bill may be called the ad strat feature 
and ek to correct some defects in the ex ! v We 
should bear in mi that originally under the acts regardi 
the militia of 1792 and 1795 the militia could be called out | 





without 
time of 


many instances 


ie of war dire 
State, 


the President in tin 
of the governor of a 
that power was exercised 


ctl 
and at 
in 


he 


y 
t 


Now, when the law of 1903, known as the Dick law : 
there appeared for the first time a provision that the call should 


the governor, and that was retaine 


nded in 


through 
law was 


be made 
that 


ahi 1908 


S. 5087. An act for the relief of G. A. Embry; and } Originally the law provided that the militia should consist 
S. 10808. An aet to authorize the Greeley-Arizona Irrigation | of all able-bodied men between the ages of 18 and 45, and 
Co. to build a dam across the Colorado River at or near Head | were required to render military services, to be enrolled, l 
Gate Rock, near Parker, in Yuma County, Ariz. | to provide themselves with certain equipment. The Dick \ 

, retained a part of the provisions, but classified the militia int 


ORGANIZED MILITIA, 


Mr. Speaker, I call up now the privileged 
with H. 1001) from the Committee on 
s under consideration at the time that I yielded 

the from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNeEy] to move to 
suspend the rules and pass the general deficiency bill. The rule 
has already been read from the desk and I ask unanimous 
consent the information of the House, bi 
ported. 


re was no 


LLiCre 


Mr. DALZELL. 
] (No 


which wa 


oe 
Cs. 


gentleman 


that, for it 


objection, 


and the Clerk again reported the rule. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. Was it not the agreement that the de- 
fici y bill should be gotten out of the way, passed or defeated, 
before this would come up? 


SPEAKER. There 

the Chair is informed or 
Mr. MANN. The 
the rules 


is no agreement about it, so far as 
believes, 


motion of the 
defeated. 


from Minnesota 


gentleman 


nd was 


The SPEAKER. This is a privileged matter and the de- 
ficiency bill is a privileged matter—and many bills are privi- 
leged, for that matter 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to refresh the mem- 

Cl 


ory of the Chair. Did not the Chair make the agreement with 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. DALZELL. That was, that the gentleman from Minne 
should make his motion to suspend the rules and pass the 

bil He has already done that, but the motion was defeated. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What has become of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has gone to the Union Calendar. 

DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding to discuss 
the rule I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri how 
much time he wants. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Individually, I do not want any. 
If the gentleman will take 20 minutes off the time granted for 
the debating of this rule and add it to the general debate under 
the rule and give me half of the time, I will waive this debate 


again | 


the reserve militia and the Organized Militia or Nati: l 
Guard. Now, the War Department has found fault with tl 
existing law in this, that there is no provision for reaching tl] 


militia in case of war and compelling them 





call. There is no jurisdiction in any court rtial to try a 
nmilitiaman or a national guardsman for refusing to respond 
and we have corrected that upon the suggestion a1 reco) 
mendation of the War Department It s ly 1 res the 
law and the working system substantially as it w ( rally 
so that you will readily see that the fear f cent 
who debated this measure a few days ago ! e motion { 
suspend the rules are unfounded. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STEENERSON. In mil It does t f 
with the independence of the St s or infring 1 t 
limits of the doctrine of aut of the Stat ! te 1 

Mr. MOND! Do I understand tl 


SLL. 


that the provisi ns in the bill nder wil 

subject to court-martial if he does not res d to tl 
the President is in line with the old 1 t ] , and 
simply restores the condit ; that we ! 


Mr. STEENERSON. That is true 
Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is certain about tl ? 
Mr. STEENERSON,. Yes. Now, t | f 








law relate simply to the i: tion of the tr . 4 
Department explained in the hearings, tht Mai. ¢ 
Leonard Wood, Chief of Staff, the 

inasmuch as under the lay s it is now 1 re 1 
determine beforehand what part of the Nat ( 

for military duty and was efficient; whether they y 
ically suitable, and the law, therefore, as we } 

covers that point and 1 s th sub t 





approval by the War Department before they can draw 4n 
this pay herein provided for. Ti pro ; 1 

by the War Department a condition 
the militia as contemplated by the bil 


L 
f 


as 
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| 
Militia agreed that that was a proper condition and that these | 
det in the law should be corrected. Now, in regard to the 
bstantive proposition in the bill, to pay the militia or Na- 
| Guard for this training, as contemplated by the bill, I 
wish to remind the Members of the House of the fact that 
undel e law as it is and as it has always been and even under 
the State constitutions of most of the States, every able-bodied 


ll 


liable to military duty in time of war, and impliedly, 


therefore, everyone should be ready to perform that duty. 
Now, we are an industrial Nation. The vast population here 
is engaged in the pursuits of industry and commerce, and 


although we have estimated approximately 16,000,000 men in 
the United States of military age, yet none of them, or at least 
very few, prepare themselves to discharge this duty to their 
country in case of war, but in each State they have an Organ- 
ized Militia or National Guard, a voluntary force, that 
almost entirely serving without compensation, and this measure 
seeks to compensate them to a small degree for the extra work 
involved in acquiring the necessary knowledge and training to 
fit them for duty in case of war. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Wyoming, 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not want to break in on the gentle- 
man’s argument, but I want to ask the gentleman if he does 
not think that this provision on page 2 

That no officer shall be entitled to compensation until he shall have 
passed such examination as shall be prescribed for officers of that grade 
by the Secretary of War 
is somewhat conflicting. 

Mr. STEENERSON. 
Constitution. 


is 


I do not think it conflicts with the 


Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is sure of that? 
Mr. STEENERSON. Well, it is my opinion. 
Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Will the gentleman yield for a 


question? 
Mr. STEENERSON.,. For ¢ 
Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. 


1 question, if it is brief. 
I desire to ask the gentleman from 
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We think with this legislation and the previous legislation that 
I have alluded to, that we will have devised a well-regulated 
militia system that will prove satisfactory and, in the opin- 
ion of the Secretary of War, will give us such preparation as is 
reasonably necessary for war, and it seems to me we should 
not look upon this entirely from the standpoint of the Appro- 
priations Committee. 

Ve are responsible for the safety of this great Nation of 
ninety millions of people. We are responsible for the perma- 
nence of its institutions, for its wealth, and for its civilization. 
History tells us that the richer the nation, the more advanced 
in civilization, the greater the temptation there is for a foreign 
foe to seek to invade our limits. And we can not wave it aside 
by saying it will cost a few million dollars. 

We are spending, it is true, $100,000,000 a year upon the 
Regular Army. We are spending $4,000,000 dollars for equip- 
ment for the militia. If we spend the maximum, estimated 
under this bill as $8,000,000, it will be only $12,000,000 for 
120,000 officers and men, or at the rate of $100 apiece for that 
Vast army. 

It seems to me that it is the most economical measure that 
can be proposed. We certainly would not expect that we had 
done our duty in preparing for the national defense if we did 
not do something to continue the excellent eondition of the 
militia and continue to improve it, and put the law in such a 
state as to make it a workable system. 

Granted that the Army and Navy and militia costs a large 


| amount annually to maintain, the fact remains that their main- 
tenance is necessary for the security and defense of our country. 


Minnesota who creates the national military board referred to 


in this act. How is it constituted? 
Mr. STEENERSON. That is created under a 
Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. 


former law. 


The service of all these men, in all branches, is voluntary. 
We must either pay a reasonable compensation or we can not 
fill the ranks unless we resort to conscription or involuntary 
servitude. Is there anyone here who advocates that? 

We often hear it said that ours is the most expensive military 
service in the world, and that ours is the most costly army, 
and so forth. That is true, and the reason is that this is the 
highest wage country in the world. 

When we hire men for this service we must pay something 


| like what could be earned in civil life or the ranks will not be 
| filled. 


Now, I will say to the gentleman | 


from Minnesota that I have searched the statutes carefully and | 


I can not find where it is in any of the acts. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I can not help that, 
I desire to say further 

Mr. HOWLAND. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Ina moment. I desire to say, 
that the United States, with the exception of Great Britain, is 
the only important country in the world that has no compul- 
sory military service. We depend for our defense entirely upon 
volunteers. The Regular Army recruited from volunteers 
and so is the National Guard, and that relieves these fifteen 
or sixteen million men subject to military duty from any prepa- 
ration. 

When these young men throughout the different States who 
belong to the National Guard are required, as they are under 
the existing law, to prepare themselves with great labor, it 
but fair that the rest of us who do not so prepare or abandon 
our business should contribute something to aid them in making 
good at least their loss of money spent in this preparation. 


It is there. Now, 


is 


is 


Now, I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. How Lanp]. 
Mr. HOWLAND. I would like to have the gentleman give 
me the constitutional authority which justifies the Federal 


Government in appropriating money out of the Federal Treas- 
ury to pay the oilicers of the guard and the men of the guard 
when they are not in the employ of the Federal Government. 


Mr. STEENERSON. Well, the Constitution provides that 
Congress shall provide for the training of the militia, and this 


is a provision for that purpose, and I do not think there is any 
As I have said, these men, out of 16,000,000 
of military age in the United States, are doing this work for 
our security. And it is but fair that a small allowance should 
be given to them by the United States. The States contribute 
something, and in some States I am told those of military age 
are required to contribute in order that the State may disburse 
that money to the National Guard in their States. It seems to 
me it is a perfectly fair and equitable provision. 

From the foundation of this Government it was a great prob- 
lem how to establish a well-regulated militia, and it was con- 
ceded up to 1903 that we had failed. Since that legislation the 
militia has concededly improved, and has now achieved, com- 
paratively speaking, great efficiency. We have accomplished | 


question about it. 


what George Washington so eloquently said was a gieat work. 
In one of his messages to Congress he said: 

The devising of well-regulated militia would be a genuine source of 
gislative honor and a perfect title to public gratitude. 


lk 


further, | 


Upon reflection, therefore, it seems to me that it will apnear 
to any fair-minded person that the large sums spent for the 
public defense is not due to extravagance on the part of Con- 
gress, nor to undue pressure exerted by militarists among us, 
but to the fact that this is not only a free but a high-priced 
country, where even the common soldier is entitled to fair pay 


j}and a decent standard of. living. You can not abandon the 
| country to a defenseless condition, and you can not maintain a 
proper defense except by paying what it costs. 

This legislation was recommended in the annual report of 


the Secretary of War, and by the Chief of Staff and all the 
ofiicials of the War Department. 

I do not claim to be a military authority, but I lay this 
before you in the light of common sense and fairness, that it 
is a measure not for the purpose of giving money for some- 


| thing simply for show, but to compensate these men for actual 


work. The time of the tin soldier and of display is gone by, 
so far as the militia is concerned. Everyone familiar with the 
National Guard work for the last few years knows that it is 
efficient, and everyone knows that the guardsmen undergo 
actual training and work and study, and that therefore they 
are entitled to some recognition for this work for our common 
benefit. [Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. 
man consumed ? 

The SPEAKER 
utes remaining. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FrrzGeRarp]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to im- 
pose a permanent charge upon the revenues of the Government 
of about $6,000,000 annually. Members on this_side of the 
House should realize that within a very short time Congress 
will be convened for the purpose of revising the revenue laws 
of the United States in order to reduce the burdens of taxation 


Speaker, how much time has the gentle 


pro tempere. The gentleman has two min 


and to afford some relief to the people from the present oner- 
| ous burdens from which they suffer. 


It will be impossible to 
bring any relief whatever to the country if we are continually 


'to add to the permanent charges for which provision must be 


made by revenue legisiation. 

Two things will be demanded of the Democratic Party in 
the next House—one, to reduce substantially the appropria- 
tions of the public money for the conduct of the public service, 
and the other to reduce substantially the taxes imposed under 
the tariff laws. 
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fhe appropriations for the past two or three years have ex- | 
CC i one thousand millions of dollars annualiy; unless sub 
stantial reductions are made in the appropriations it will be 
impossible for any committee of this House, however gifted 
or however earnest, to give any relief from the present extor- 
tionate tariff taxes. 

It is said that the real purpose of this bill is to perfect the 
militia of the country, to afford some method by which we may 


rzanize 


! 
to the militia upon such a basis that it will be possi- 
ble to resort to it in the time of difficulty. The truth of the 
I is, Mr. Speaker, that this country has been able to rely 
ul its volunteers and its militia since the foundation of the 
Government without any financial aid from the Federal Goy- 
ernment until within a very few years. In order to harmonize 
the militia equipment and to standardize its equipment, Con 
gress has enacted laws by which there is annually appropri- 
ated $4,000,000 for the militia, and now it is proposed to add 
to this expenditure $6,000,000 or $8,000,000 annually in addition. 
An examination of this bill discloses that it will not accom- 
plish its purposes. It may be of some benefit to the men who 
have commissions in the National Guard of the various States, 
because it gives them, during the entire year, a certain percent 
age of the compensation paid to officers in the Regular Army 
holding similar rank. But to the enlisted man it will be neither 
an inducement nor an advantage. It provides that he may re- 
ceive 25 per cent of the pay of an enlisted man in the Army, 


provided he satisfactorily performs at least 48 drills in a year. 
Men in the various States cheerfully enlist in the National Guard 
and willingly pay dues and subject themselves to fines and pun- 
ishment for failure to comply with the regulations. Under this 
bill the opportunity to obtain $45 in one year by compliance 
with the regulations of the War Department will not be any 
inducement to others to enter the militia or to have the men 
perform the duties imposed upon the militia by the Federal Gov- 





ernment, but it will do something, Mr. Speaker, that will 
plague us in the future more than can be foretold at present. 
It will be the beginning of a movement by which men in the 
National Guard in all parts of the country will be awakened to 
take an interest in the amount of money appropriated by the 
Federal Government for the aid of the militia. 


When men are put upon a basis where they receive 25 per 
cent of the pay of an enlisted man they will very quickly de- 
mand that the compensation be increased to 50, to 75, and then 
to 100 per cent of the pay of an enlisted man; and then, with 
this organized movement extending into every little hamlet 
throughout the country, will come an irresistible demand that the 
pay of the enlisted men of the Army be increased so that the 
militia may be the beneficiaries, and instead of imposing an annual 
charge of six or eight million dollars, as some well-informed 
persons predict, it will very easily result in a fixed charge of 
over $30,000,000 a year. 

I have heard it said by men who are well informed that the 


best that can be expected at the first attempt to revise our 
Army estimates will be to save $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 a year 
from the present appropriations. If this bill becomes a law 
every dollar to be saved from the present Army budget must be 


appropriated to carry out the provisions of this act. 

We expend now $125,000,000 a year for the Navy, about 
$100,000,000 for the Army, $4,000,000 under the Dick law for 
the militia, and now it is proposed to add from $6,000,000 to 
$8,000,000 more to our expenditures for military purposes. 

I will not go into the question as to the necessity or advis- 
ability of legislation to improve the militia. It is my conten- 
tion that in the dying hours of this Congress it is a gross in- 
justice to attempt to enact a bill which is bound to increase 
the fixed charges of the Government by from $6,000,000 to 
$8,000,000. Heretofore we have relied upon the patriotism of 
the men of the United States to interest them in the National 
Guard and in the militia, and to equip themselves properly for 
service in time of need, but now it is proposed by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON] that we change our policy, 
and instead of relying upon patriotic motives, that we rely upon 
selfishness and greed, and entirely upon a financial inducement 
for men to undertake service in the militia. 

The day after this bill was before the House, Friday last, I 
read in a paper published in my home city of four officers of 
one of the most prominent regiments in the National Guard 
having tendered their resignations because of the onerous duties 
imposed under the revised regulations of the War Department. 


The statement was made that not only had four resignations | 


been submitted, but that an additional number were soon to be 
expected. 

Those gentlemen who imagine that men engaged in the ordi- 
nary occupations of life can in some manner, by some small pit- 


ble to avoid augmenting our permanent military force and | 
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tance, be induced to devote an unresas« ble l ot t 
military service or to the equipment of themselves for 1 
duty \v find out that they are very llv 1 

A long step forward was taken when the D vv 
acted. It provi led mx by wl i CY 
could be distributed among the N G y 
States, and it also provided mean yw h h men 1] 
compensated when engaging in joi l euvers with the Rk 
lar Army of the United State 

This bill proposes, however, that t] they 
semble at their armories during th » ¢ ge i 
regular drills which are provided weekly in parts of 
country, shall have as an inducement the f t! 
attend these drills, and attend 75 per cent of the pri 

imber of 48, they may be compensated at the rate of 
quite $1 for each drill which they attend. 

Mr. Speaker, it is preposterous to assert that such « 
pensation will be any inducement to a man who heretofore | 
been willing to pay for the privilege of « izing in such di 
and who has entered upon an ob! tion by which ean 
subjected to a financial penalty in se he fails to live up to 
his obligation. 

The real effect of this bill will be, first, to advance very \ 
terially the interest of the officers of the guard, and s | 
to promote a lobby extending throughout the Unite ‘ 
to coerce Congress into greatly increased expenditures for war 
purposes. I hope this bill will not receive the approval of tl 
House at this time. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield 20 minutes to the gentlk 


man from Arkansas [Mr. Frioyp]. 
Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, this bill, in my judg 














ment, is against the interests of the National Guard of the 
United States, notwithstanding I have received telegrams and 
letters from various members of th ion in my Sta 
asking me to yote for it. This bill, in my opinion, controvert 
the spirit of the Federal Constitution. Ce ress under tl 
Constitution has certain powers over the mi P| 
of the different States. Im Article I of the Ww 
find this provision: 

Congress shall have power to provide for illing forth tl 
to execute the laws of the Union, sup} 3 s ind 1 
sion 

Further— 
to provide for organizing the Army and disciplining the 1 1, and 
for governing such part of them as may be emp! 1 in the , 
the United States, reserving to the States, respect the ap} ! 
of the officers and the authority of training the militia according to 
the discipline prescribed by Congress 

This bill is a departure from that fundamental princip 
our Government as embodied in the Constitution, be« st 
I will be able to show you, the control of these organiza 
under the provisions of this bill is absolutely transferred 
the several States to the War Department here in Washington 

The bill as originally presented by the National Guard had 
only one purpose, and that was to provide for pay by the F‘ 


eral Government to the Organized Militia and the officers the 
in order to relieve them in part from the burdens and expe 
incident thereto. 

jut that bill was submitted to the War Department 


War Department added the proviso in section 5, which « 
pletely changes the primary object of the bill proposed | 
National Guard organization, and transforms the whole 
and purpose thereof and makes it a bill in the interest 
War Department of the United States, rather than in 


terest of the Organized Militia. 

It ignores rules heretofore observed in regard to the 1 
of the States, and provides that even the pay receivé . 
men shall be paid at the office of the War Department 


Now, I want to call your attention to what Gen. W« 


United States Army, said about this bill in the heat 
you will see the reasons which influence the War D 


in desiring this legislation. We are expending over $100 


| annually in maintaining the Regular Army of the United * 


We have 82,000 men in the Regular Army, but we bh 
about 20,000 in the United States proper. I will read f1 


| hearings before the committee the statement of Gen. Wood 


Mr. ASHBROOK. Is that two years from the time of their er 





or two years from the time of being called into the servi 
United States? 
Gen. Woop. Two years from the time of call. You see, our 

to-day is just this: We have an army of about 82,000 men, of 
nearly 18,000 are in the Philippines, a regiment in ka, ai 
have to put about six in Hawali, and four or five on th at ( 
| and it is going to bring us down in the United States to { 
20,000 mobile troops. Under the Dick law we -e required to 

the whole militia, and these amendments are put in such shap: 

we shall know we can get it all, get it well instructed, and ha 
long enough so that it will be of some service, and in case we have t 
replace it by volunteers there will be time to do it. Of-coufse, the 
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chances are that as soon as the militia is called, if we had a great 
war, we would have to call for a certain number of volunteers in addi- 
tion We hope to have the militia in such condition that we can 


cept it all, on a peace basis of perhaps 120,000 men, in round num- 
bers; on a war footing it would be about 200,000 men, so it is evident 
that to bring this force up to a war footing it will be necessary to 
add a very large number of new men. ‘This makes it all the more im- 
portant that we should be able to hold all the old ones, hence the 
proviso that these men who have received Federal pay shall serve for 
not to exceed two years if the Government requires their services. 
And then, again, if these men had been receiving Federal pay for a 
number of years, it is not right that they should go out of the service 
immediately; it seems but fair that they should be liable for at least 
two years’ service if needed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Suppose a militiaman has served almost two years 
in the militia, perhaps has a month more to serve, and then is called 
upon to serve the United States, he would have to serve two years 
more ¢ 

Gen. Woop. Yes; if he had received Federal pay, and if the Govern 
ment required him for that length of time. 


Now, in that connection, I want to call your attention again 
to the particular provision in the bill which I regard as the 
most unjust and monstrous provision ever inserted in a law 
relating to the military service of the United States. If a propo- 
sition was introduced into this House to require and compel 
all able-bodied men to serve for a definite period in the United 
States Army, how many of you would dare to vote for it? And 
yet we have men in the War Department that have recently 
advocated such a law; but it is contrary to the spirit of Ameri- 
can institutions to compel military service except in a great 
exigency, such as actual war. And yet you propose to require 
these militia boys, scattered all over the country, in every State 
of this Union, before they can receive pay under this bill, to 
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take the oath of allegiance and make an agreement to perform | 
military service for two years in case of war independent of | 


their enlistment, which requirement is not imposed on enlisted 
men in the Regular Army. Listen to this provision. I want to 
read it again: 

Provided, That no money appropriated under the provisions of this 
act shall be paid to any person who is not suited to the military service 
according to the standards prescribed by the Secretary of War, nor 
shall any such money be paid to any person who has not taken the oath 
of allegiance to the United States, including an agreement to render 
military service to the United States during any period for which he 
may be called into such service, providing such period shall not exceed 
two years. 

What is its purport? It is this monstrous propositon, namely, 
that while the men who enlist in the Regular Army under the 
rules and regulations of the War Department which have 
obtained since the establishment of this Government may retire 
from service at the end of their enlistment, yet if a young man 
enlists in the militia of his State and under this bill receives 
one-fourth pay from the Federal Government, he must take 
an oath and sign an agreement that in case of war he will 
serve two years, independent of his enlistment—a draft in 
advance, based upon his honor. Who is willing to stand for it? 
Yet there it is, and the meaning of it has been clearly explained 
by Gen. Wood of the Army. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. That is in the amendment 
proposed ? 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. That is in the amendment in 
section 5, but that is not all of section 5. The other day my 
time was so limited that I did not state my objections to cer- 
tain other provisions in section 5. I want to call attention to 
them now. It reads further: 

And any officer or enlisted man of the militia who, having received 
pay under the provisions of this act, neglects or refuses, under any 
pretext whatsoever, to present himself for muster when called into the 
service of the United States, shall be subject to trial by any court- 
martial constituted as now provided by law. 

That is the requirement imposed by the terms of this bill 
upen each member of the Organized Militia who shall receive 
Federal pay. He can not excuse himself under any pretext 
whatever without being rendered liable to court-martial and 
trial for violation of the law as a deserter. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. I have not the time to yield. Such 
is the duty imposed upon each enlisted man. They call upon 
him for his service. He has no discretion. If he refuses under 
any pretext whatsoever he is to be court-martialed and tried 
as a deserter and punished as prescribed by law for desertion. 
What is the converse of that proposition? If they desire his 
services they compel him to serve, but if, on the other hand, 
they do not desire his service, what is the result? Listen to 
the further reading of this proposed amendment: 

And provided further, That nothing in this act, or In any other act, 
shall be construed to require the United States, in time of war, to 


accept the services of any militia nie or of any person belong- 
ing to such organization unless such organization or person has been 


regularly inspected, reported fit for military service according to the 
standard prescribed by the Secretary of War, and so carried upon the 
rolls of the Adjutant General of the Army. 
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In other words, if you pass this bill you no longer have a State 
militia in the different States of the Union, but under the desig- 
nation of a National Guard or militia organization you have an 
adjunct to the Regular Army of the United States in the several 
States of the Union. Does the Organized Militia of this country 
desire any such law? Why, the Constitution says it shall be the 
duty of the States to drill the men and to appoint the officers of 
the Organized Militia, and what does this bill provide? The Sec- 
retary of War is not obligated under the provisions of this act 
or any other law to accept any organization or any man in any 
organization unless they come up to the standard prescribed by 
the Secretary of War and their names are so carried upon the 
rolls of the Adjutant General of the Army. 

It isa dangerous bill. It is a dangerous bill to the thousands 
of young men all over this country who, actuated by patriotic 
impulses, have joined the National Guard expecting, in the 
event of war, to be associated with their friends and companions, 
and to be called into the service of the United States in the per- 
formance of patriotic duty. In the Secretary of War is lodged 
the power to dismember their companies, to take the officers and 
men he thinks proper and to reject the others. You have no 
National Guard if this becomes a law. The men named and 
designated as members of the National Guard have become a 
great and powerful adjunct of the Army of the United States, 
and, as I said in the outset, that is contrary to the spirit, if 
not to the letter, of the Federal Constitution. It is contrary to 
the traditions of the people of the United States for more than 
100 years. I resent the effort to pass this bill as dangerous 
to the liberties of the people and declare that its enactment 
is against the interest of every national guardsman in the 
country, notwithstanding the provision for Federal pay. Oh, 
but they say, if the militiaman receives one-quarter pay he 
ought to serve two years independent of his enlistment. Yet 
the Regular soldier, the enlisted man in the United States 
Army, is not required under any law, except those laws provid- 
ing that soldiers may be drafted in time of actual war, to 
perform military service beyond the period of his enlistment. 
In behalf of the gallant boys who belong to the National Guard 
in 46 States, I protest against the passage of this bill. They 
have asked for bread and you propose, at the behest of the 
War Department, to give them a stone. They asked for a small 
pittance of Federal pay, and in consideration thereof you pro- 
pose to impose upon them all the exacting regulations and re- 
quirements of the Regular Army, and to enforce a two years’ 
service in case of actual war, independent of their enlistment, 
by a trial by court-martial, and in case of conviction, by the 
pains and penalties provided by law for desertion. I regard 
this bill as the most dangerous, the most far-reaching and 
momentous measure that has been proposed in this body since 
I have been a Member of Congress. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has 25 minutes 
remaining and two minutes left from the time he yielded to the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Trison]. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I agree entirely with my friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. FLoyp] that this country has confidently 
relied upon its militia for over 100 years for its defense. I go 
further and say that it ought to rely for all time for its princi- 
pal defense on its militia. I do not believe that the people of 
the United States ought ever to become reconciled to the neces- 
sity of a large standing army, and I believe that the passage of 
this bill will go a long way, or at least be a step in the right 
direction, to prevent that very thing. 

Theoretically all able-bodied men are members of the militia, 
and upon these the Government has a right to rely for its de- 
fense. So long as the weapons used by soldiers were of a simple 
character and they were opposed by similar weapons in the 


| hands of the enemy there was no great need for long or con- 
| tinuous training. It was sufficient when the danger arose for 


volunteers to be called for, and volunteers have always been 
forthcoming. Patriotism has always existed in this country, 
and I believe always will, and that alone might have sutticed 
so long as simple weapons were used; but one of the greatest 
developments of this age has been in connection with firearms 
and ordnance of various kinds. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Gladly. 

Mr. SULZER. This bill, as I understand it, provides that 
the Federal Government shall pay the militiamen of the States. 
Does the gentleman think that that is a good innovation? 

Mr. TILSON. Oh, well, it is not an innovation. The mem- 
bers of the militia have received for many years pay from the 
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Federal Government every time they were called out for 
maneuvers in connection with the Federal troops. 
always been paid by the Government, and paid directly by the 
paymaster of the United States Government, so it is not an 
innovation at all. This bill carries it a little further, and 
instead of paying for the drills during maneuvers only, it is now 
proposed to pay them for the drills during the year; in other 
words, in their preparation for the maneuvers. 

Mr. SULZER. Does not the gentleman think it would be 
sufficient for the Federal Government to furnish the militia of 
the States with arms, clothes, and munitions of war and for the 
States to pay their own militia? 

Mr. TILSON. If I thought so I should not favor this bill, 
but it has been my observation and experience as a member of 
the National Guard for a number of years that we can not de- 
pend upon the States alone, and that the States are not uniform 
in the treatment of their militia. In the gentleman’s State of 
New York I admit that the State has been most liberal, but in 
other States it has not been so. It is especially not so with 
the National Guard of some of our Southern States, as appears 
from a number of letters received by me from guardsmen in 
that part of the country. 
liberal with its militia than many of the States, has not been 
liberal enough to enable the members of its National Guard to 
be thoroughly trained and instructed without considerable 
financial loss and hardship to themselves. 

Mr. SULZER. How much will it cost the Federal Govern- 
ment to carry out the provisions of this act, if it becomes a law? 

Mr. TILSON. I understand that the provisions of this law, 
if applied to the National Guard as it stands to-day, if the 
ranks were full and all these men had measured up to 
standard, would approximate $8,000,000, but taking the ranks 
depleted in many organizations, as I know to be the case, and 
assuming that all can not measure up to the high standard of 
efficiency required by this bill, it is estimated, as nearly as can 
be gotten at by the reports of the various inspectors sent out 
by the United States Army into the various States, that a little 
more than $4,000,000 would be at first required. I for one 
should hope that at an early day all the organizations of the 
various States might measure up to the proper standard 
efficiency and require the $8,000,000 instead of the $4,000,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. TILSON. 
more. 

Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. TILSON. 
the necessities for this bill. 

For more than a dozen years I have been a member of the 
National Guard. For part of that time I was a captain, and 
we all know it is an axiom of the Army that “like captain 
like company;” that the captain is the most important officer 
of the Army. I know some of the difficulties of a captain in 
trying to fill the ranks of his company, and I know that those 
difficulties have been growing from year to year in filling up 
the organization with proper men. 

It is all very well to say that patriotic young men will 
join these organizations and devote their time to them. They 
have done so in the past to some extent, but the requirements 
were not then so great or so exacting. The requirements are 
growing more and more difficult every year, and we can not 
find fault with that, because if we are going to have a guard 
at all we want it so that it will be of some account when the 
time comes to use it. We can not find fault with the require- 
ments, but the fact remains that they have been growing 
harder and harder every year, so that whereas companies were 
easily maintained at a maximum some years ago, it is now 
increasingly difficult to do so, The officers now have to use 


I should like to have about three minutes 


I yield the gentleman three minutes. 


additional evenings for study, and the enlisted men, especially | 


the noncommissioned officers, have to give more study to their 
duties. 
the ranks of organizations, 

It seems to me that if we are to have anything like an eff- 
cient force for the national defense it has come down to a choice 
between enlarging the Regular Army, and making this a 
valuable adjunct, to use the words of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Fioyp], to the Regular Army in the way of a 
well-trained and partially paid National Guard. 

Mr. Spenker, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield be 
fore he does that? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it the experience of the 
gentleman in his own State that it is more difficult to obtain 
recruits than formerly? 


They have | 


Even my own State, though more | 


the | 


of | 


Now, Mr. Speaker, just a word in regard to | 


So that it is more difficult from year to year to fill | 
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It is. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And I want to say to the 
gentleman that that is the condition in the State of Pennsyl 
vania, and that this is in compliance with the request of military 
men to have something of this kind done in order to have the 
ranks filled. 

Mr. TILSON. I am told that the adjutants general of all 
the States have been urging this from time to time, and they 
certainly know the needs in their respective States. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. If the gentleman will per- 
mit, I wish to say that I, also, have been a captain in the mili- 
tia until I was elected to Congress, and every year it became 
more and more difficult, as the requirements increased, to get 

| recruits in my neighborhood. 


| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Connecticut has expired. 
| Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How much time have I left, Mr. 


Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Twenty minutes, 
will yield five minutes to 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ‘ 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garretr]. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I really regret that I am un- 
able to see my way clear to support this bill. My attention 
was first directed to it by requests coming from my home State 
that I should support it. Upon scrutinizing the bill and analyz- 
ing its terms and provisions as best I could, I was irresistibly 
driven to the conclusion that, taking its accomplishments and 
its involvements together, it is one of the most dangerous bills 
which has been presented to this body for action during this 
or for several past sessions. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is the second step in the movement to 
absolutely destroy the militia of the States as a State organiza- 
tion and make it a component part of the standing Army of the 
United States. And, as certain as the sun shines, if this bill 
shall pass, it will in the years to come be followed by legis- 
lation that will accomplish the result of destroying the militia 
as a State militia and making it all a part and parcel of the 
regular standing Army of the United States. 

Now, I do not think that is a desirable situation. The State 
militia is not only to be used as a National Guard in times of 
national stress and storm, but the State militia also to be 
used to preserve peace and order and to prevent violence within 
the States. And yet, sirs, if this bill is passed and fol- 
lowed to its logical conclusion, it will be, the time will 
come, and come soon, when the State militia will not be sub- 
ject to the orders of the State authorities, but will be abso- 
lutely under the orders and subject to the control of the 
| authorities of the United States, and your State militia will be 

gone. 

The gentleman from New York and other gentlemen have 
dwelt upon the economical phase of the matter, and that is a 
phase that is worthy of great consideration, particularly since 
this addition of $6,000,000 to the fixed expenses of the Govern- 
ment is proposed at a time when a deficit is staring the Con- 
gress in the face, notwithstanding the fact that through all the 
years of the past we have moved so admirably and so well 

| under the system of a State militia supported alone by the 
States. Oh, this is but another movement brought about by 
that desire to shift expense from the States to the Federal 
Government, another development brought about by this system 
of indirect taxation. The man in the State knows when he 
pays his State taxes, because he pays the cash and gets only a 
tax receipt in return. But the citizen does not realize when he 
pays his Federal taxes, because the hand of the taxgatherer is 
hidden, and the result is that there is constantly growing up in 
all parts of the country the idea that expenses that have here- 
tofore been borne by the States can properly be shifted upon the 
Federal Government. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
| expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I sug that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAuzeL_i]} yield some of his 
time, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burke]. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. This bill should pass. It is 
|a reasonable and sensible solution of the problem which for 
| years has perplexed those who are in favor of economy in the 
| administration of public affairs and are at the same time anx- 
ious to see the efficiency of our Military Establishment in- 
creased. 

The suggestion that the measure is unconstitutional is dis- 
| posed of by the language of the Constitution, which provides 
| that Congress “shall have power to provide for organizing, 
| arming, and disciplining the militia,” 


the 


is 


is 


as 


The time of the gentleman has 


rest 


minutes to the 
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The claim that it destroys the State militia as such is wholly 
unsupported by any line in the bill. Its relation to and duty 
toward the respective States is not modified in any manner 
whatsoever. 


rhe complaint that it subjects members of the guard to mili- 
tary duty in an emergency is without merit, because it would 
be utterly absurd to expend money for the training of these 
young men and then, when they have become efficient and the 
Nation needs them, have no right to command their services. 

Besides, joining the militia is not compulsory, and in the 
first instance is entirely voluntary. 


As a matter of economy its merits are manifest. We now 
expend nearly $100,000,000 annually to sustain our present 
Army of 82,000 men. 

By this measure we add to the Nation’s reserve force of 
trained soldiers between 120,000 and 150,000 men by the ex- 
penditure of the remarkably small sum of from $4,000,000 to 
$6,000,000. 

By degrees we are wiping out the old prejudice existing be- 
tween the National Guard and the Regular Army. The har- 


monizing of the military methods of the two bodies and the 
uniting of the two in closer relations will do more than all 
else to avert the of the regular standing army at an 
enormous cost, 

By the previous training these young men will receive ‘in 
times of peace they will prevent that useless and cruel slaughter 
which has marked the opening of all our military struggles, 
because of the lack of training of the thousands of brave young 
raw recruits who have so willingly responded in time of need 
to their country’s call. 

With four dying of disease in hospitals for every one in 
battle, the last war furnished its own sad commentary on former 
methods. 

Add to this useless sacrifice of life the vast sums we neces- 
sarily pay in pensions because of the deaths and disease con- 
tracted as a consequence of lack of thorough training and 
another powerful argument is furnished for the passage of this 
bill from the standpoint of economy alone. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question ? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. 
I will yield. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Why not put a similar provision 
into the law relative to the enlisted men in the Regular Army? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Such a provision is not nec- 
essary in the case of the enlisted men, because they now en- 
list for a period of years, and they are subject during that 
period of years to any military duty that the emergencies of the 
United States may render necessary. 

Now, the duties of these young men in the militia are rather 
onerous. They are not getting this money for nothing. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER, Will the gentleman 
Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. 
colleague. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. The gentleman stated a few 
moments ago that the National Guard of Pennsylvania are 
unanimous for this bill. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I said the sentiment was 
overwhelmingly for it among the national guardsmen of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. 
if he has heard of any sentiment in Pennsylvania in favor 
of this bill outside of the National Guard? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I have always heard of a 
sentiment in the State of Pennsylvania, especially among the 
sensible people who compose its citizenship, in favor of any 
measure that will produce wise and economical results in the 
management of the civil and military establishments of the 
United States Government. 

As to whether the men in the guard are entitled to pay, I 
might add that the character of their duties is far more onerous 
than is ordinarily believed. i 

In a brief conversation with my distinguished friends Col. 
Thomas J. Stewart, adjutant general of Pennsylvania, and Col. 
Albert J. Logan, of our National Guard, at Pittsburg, I was 


increase 


I have but five minutes, but 


from 


Certainly, I will yield to my 


tion, because the detailed explanations were in accord with the 
statements I had heard from the men in the ranks many times 
before. 

The duties required of officers and enlisted men of the Na- 
tional Guard of the several States since the passage of the 
Dick bill, with its amendments, closely associating the National 





I want to ask the gentleman | 





understood by many citizens. While the work assigned to both 
officers and men in every grade requires a great deal of time, 
study, and attention, the duties that devolve upon the captain 
of a company and his responsibilities are the greatest. To be 
a successful company commander in the National Guard re- 
quires many qualities; in fact, more than in the regular estab- 
lishment. First, he must have good health and energy and 
enthusiasm in his work. In the Army the recruits are secured 
and sent to the company commander. In the National Guard 
the company commander is charged with getting the recruits, or 
members of his company, all of whom have to be passed on by 
the regimental surgeon as to physical fitness for the service in 
accordance with the standard set by the War Department. The 
recruit having passed a satisfactory physical examination, the 
~aptain is responsible for his development into a useful fighting 
machine that will be of service to the United States in case 
of war. 

In a company of Infantry there must be, in time of peace, at 
least 58 enlisted men. Now, a soldier being physically satis 
factory must be taught many things—such as soldierly bearing, 
promptness, respect to superior authority, obedience to all 
orders and instructions, the proper care of his person and the 
property in his charge, how to care for his health under cir- 
cumstances of limited opportunity, what he should eat and 
drink and the care of his body, so that fatigue and disease may 
have the least effect on him. He must be taught how to march 
and carry a rifle and to maneuver in the squad and company, so 
that as a unit of either he can do his part in the close-order 
drill, the close-order drill being that which the public usually 
sees on the drill floor or in a street parade, and the smallest 
part of the work of a successful soldier. Guard duty has to be 
taught. The duties of a sentinel are of the utmost importance 
to the military organization of any army. For a soldier to 
know how to best protect the persons and property he is 
charged with can not be underrated. 

The recruit must be taught the proper use of the modern 
rifle, how to care for it and how to fire accurately with it, how 
to gauge distance and the proper adjustment of the sight and 
windage, all of which are so highly important with the present 
modern rifle. This has to be taught both on the indoor and field 
ranges. 

Then comes the field work, which requires knowledge of 
maps, contours, judging distance, training in observation, and 
being able to accurately report that which has been seen. 

In addition to the above there is the care of the company 
property, such as clothing and equipment, that is necessary 
and required to be on hand by the Government. All this goes 
to make up the administration of a company of the Nationa! 
Guard and is particularly charged to the company commander, 
who is required to give bond for the safe-keeping and return of 
the Government and State property. This is no small task when 
a company commander must at all times have a full equipment 
for at least 5S men and may have nearly double this number 
This equipment includes the service and dress uniforms, flanne! 
shirt, overcoat, blanket, poncho, hat, cap, shelter tent, haver 
sack, canteen, mess kit, cartridge belt and attachments for each 
man, and in addition a field kitchen outfit, stove, mess kettl: 
and pans, field desk, intrenching tools, and so forth, in value 
worth several thousand dollars, and all to be kept in service 
able condition and ready for use at any time they are called 
for. 

Now, while the company commander is the directly respon- 
sible party for all I have enumerated, he has to assist him his 


| lieutenants and noncommissioned officers, all of whom are neces 


sarily young men and generally men of small incomes. It i: 


| unfair that they should be asked to undertake such responsib|k 


duties for the benefit of our Nation without some compensatio! 
for their labor. It is true the State and National Government! 
supplies the military equipment, but only in part, as for the 
proper housing and maintaining of it much has to be added to 
the most successful commands by the members and generous 
citizens. 

Twice each year my State requires a thorough inspection of 
both property and men as to the condition of the property and 
the efficiency of the officers, and one annual inspection is made 


| by an Army officer for report to the War Department, making 
more than ever impressed with the necessity for this legisla- | 


three inspections that have to be gone through with each year. 
In addition to the drills officers’ and noncommissioned officers’ 
schools have to be conducted. The rifle season, conducted from 
May to October 31 each year, requires an immense amount of 
work for officers and men. The summer encampment, which 
usually requires about nine days, while enjoyed by the en- 
thusiastic soldier, is a tour of hard work and requires consider- 


Guard with the Army, are very different from that generally | able time immediately prior to the encampment in making 
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preparations for the tour of duty, and also after the return 
home, in having the property put into condition after the field 
service that will meet with the approval of the critical eye of 
the inspector. 

The national guardsman who fairly well performs his duties 
has little or no time for study or recreation other than what he 
finds in his military work, being required to earn a living as 
well and expend part of his means for the military work. 
Therefore it must be apparent to you or all fair-minded men 
that he should have some compensation for his work. I believe 
the Government in supporting the National Guard as part of 
our naticnal defense has made a good move in the right direc- 
tion, but the step made is just a little short of the best results. 
The additional expense to be added by allowing drill pay I 
believe will yield a much greater dividend than has been re- 
ceived or anticipated. It will open a field for a more desirable 
class of recruits. 

Now, while I have directed attention particularly to the 
work of the very important unit of a military organization— 
the company commander and his administrative duties and 
responsibilities—it must be remembered that the whole organi- 
zation as planned has its duties to perform that are more or 
less of a task on the time and private incomes of the members 
of the organization. In my mind the best work that can be 
accomplished in the National Guard to educate the men to be 
useful for a national defense, in case such a requirement should 
occur, is to educate the young man from 18 to or 23 years 
of age in this service. As to the matter of knowledge, 
majority of our able-bodied American boys of that age are 


9 


without much means, usually commencing their careers at 
trades or in business, and their incomes are small. Therefore 


the expense of carfare to attend drills as well as giving up | 
their time from their recreations and study should be consid- | 


the | 
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ered. It must be borne in mind that the program laid out for | 
the work and study of a national guardsman is not only for 


few weeks or months, but the program laid out for him covers 
the ent.re year. He is expected to give at least one night a 


week <o instructions and drill in addition to the time he 


is 


required to spend on the rifle range and the extra days he | 


serves in the summer encampment without compensation. 


Here it might be well to say that during the summer encamp- 


i 
ment payment is made for the time the guardsman is actually | 


in camp, yet there is always a day or two, both before and 
after the encampment, that is taken up by military work for 
which he gets no compensation. In the State of Pennsylvania, 
for instance, the guardsman gets only eight days’ pay during the 
entire year. 

I believe it is only fair that the guardsmen of the country 
should receive the compensation that is asked for in the way 
of drill pay from the National Congress at the present time, 
and that it will yield for the National Government a much 
greater dividend in efficiency if we will add the pay to the 
present money that is being expended in the line of developing 
the national guardsmen to be a useful part of the National 
Army in case their services are required. 

For these reasons I am heartily in favor of the enactment 
of this measure into law. 

I submit as part of my remarks the memorandum submitted 
by Gen. Leonard Wood to the Secretary of War in connection 
with this bill: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
OF THE CHIEF OF S71 
Washington, January 11, 1911. 
bill, the purpose of which is to provide Federal pay 
for the Organized Militia of the several States and Territories and the 
District of Columbia. The enactment of this bill would an 
entirely new departure in military legislation, and because far 
reaching. effects it is probably the most important now 
u consideration by the War Department. 

rhe Constitution provides that Congress shall 

To raise and support armies, * * * 

‘To make rules for the government and regulation of the land and 
naval forces. 
To provide 


OFFICE 


AFF, 
Herewith is a 
mark 
of its 
legislation 


have power— 





for calling forth the 


“ militia to execute the laws of 
the Union, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions. 
“To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia 





and for governing such part of them as may be employed in the service 
of the United States, reserving to the States respectively the appoint 
ment of the officers and the authority of training the militia, accord 
ing to the discipline prescribed by Congress.” 





Under the authority thus conferred, Congress enacted militia laws 
in the early days of the Republic which remained substantially un 
changed for more than a hundred years. The essential features of 
the act of May 8, 1792, remained upon the statutes until the enact 
ment of the so-called Dick bill of January 21, 1905, and some of its 
provisions having been reenacted by the latter law are still in force 

Under the provisions of the act of May 8, 1792, service in the 


militia appears to have been regarded as a public duty properly re 
quired of eyery citizen, much like that of working on the public 
in certain rural districts. Every able-bodied male citizen between 
the ages of 18 and 45 years of age, and every such citizen upon at- 
taining the age of 18 years, was required to be enrolled in the militia, 


roads 


to provide himself with 






arms, ammunition, and eq ment. and to 
render military service for so many days out of the year i was 
in effect compulsory military service fhe appointment of the rs 
and the authority of the training of the militia was left to the respec 
tive States, but the President was vested with the thorit t all 
the militia into the service of the United States to exe te e laws 
of the Nation, suppress insurrections, and repel invas s Ile was 
given authority to issue the call direct to such officers of militia as 
his judgment should dictate, and provision was made as to the punish 
ment to be imposed in the case of pers of the ilitia who fused 
or failed to march to the place of rendezvous rhere was 1 ga 
tion on the part of the Federal Government to : t t vices of 
the militia, but there was every obligation pon t! t of the citizen 
to render militia service rhis statement is i s point in 
order to emphasize the fact that under the 1 ex w these 
conditions are reversed and the United States dt i pt 
the services of militia, but there is no igation t | f the 
citizen to serve; at least, no valid obligation which can be effectively 
enforced. 

The fundamental idea of the old militia law was excellent in that 
it recognized compulsory military service as an obligation owed by the 
citizen to the Republic, but the detailed methods of carrying this idea 
into effect were so impracticable that the whole plan proved to be a 
substantial failure. Beginning with the Revolution and ending with 
the War with Spain, the militia system has proven a failure in every 
national conflict, and the only success which has ever come to the 
American arms has been through the services of the Regular Army and 
the Volunteers. The great majority of American people make no 
proper distinction between militia and volunteers fhe essential dif 
ference is that volunteers are under the exclusive control and juris 
diction of the Federal Government, while the militia is under the joint 
control and jurisdiction of the Federal Government and the State in 


which it 


George 


is organized. 
Washington says: 

“To place any dependence upon militia is assuredly resting upon a 
broken staff.” 

So severe has been the criticism of militia during every. national con- 
flict, that as wars have progressed less and less dependence has been 
placed upon it, until finally, at the end of every war, the entire burden 
has in every case been borne by Regulars and Volunteers 


The militia organized under the old laws and the National Guard of 
to-day, however, are very different; so different, in fact, that it may 
|} not be considered altogether fair to class them together But the im- 
provement goes only so far as the defects in the old laws have been 
remedied, and the two are identically the same so far as the defects 
in the old laws have not been remedied. 

The principal defects in the old militia laws were as follows 

1. Divided responsibility between the Federal Government and the 


States: Massachusetts, Connecticut, Vermont, Virginia, North Caro- 
lina, Kentucky, Tennessee, Missouri, and Arkansas have, through their 
governors, refused to turn out the militia when called upon by the 
l’resident to do so. Other States have greatly interfered with the 
Federal Government in its use of militia either by raising objections 
and obstacles or by forcing the service of troops not desired 

The modern existing law instead of remedying this defect has inten- 
sified it. The old law did not require the President to consult the gov 

































ernors with reference to turning out the militia. He could issue the call 
direct. As a matter of courtesy, the call was made through the gov- 
ernors. But now it is required by law. There is no way for the Federal 
Government to coerce the governors, and if any governor should refuse 
or fail to transmit it to the militia of his State it is easy to see that 
the whole matter could be thrown into confusion Moreover, under such 
conditions it would be impracticable to punish those who failed to 
answer the call. To make things worse the law requires that the Organ 
ized Militia shall be accepted in advance of any volunteers. The 
Organized Militia is defined by law to be “ the regularly enlisted, organ- 
ized, and uniformed active militia in the several States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia who have hereto » participated, or who 
shall hereafter participate, in the apportionment of the annual appro- 
priations provided by section 1661, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended, whether known as National Guard, militia, or other- 
wise.” 

With such a loose definition, each separate State e absolutely con- 
trol the Federal Government with reference to the m ia of that State. 
Aftcr utbreak of war, or when war was imminent, any State could 
reorg its militia, change all of its officers, increase or decrease the 
numl men, discharge or appoint for political reasons, and then 
force the Government to take the balance. In case of an unpopular war, 
it is probable that the confusion and difficulties of organizing an army 
of militia and volunteers would go far beyond anything in our previous 
history 

Another provision of the existing law is that f th States hich 
have “adopted the standard of medical examination prescribed for the 
tegular Army.” the militia shall be exempt from medical examination 
upon muster in Phere is no requirement as to enforcement, but on as 
to adoption, and any State can exempt its 1 itia from medical exam 
ination by *‘ i - oe 4 medi indard er war is de 
clared. The |: report of tl ( f. Mil i Divis } tates that all the 
States except four have ad 4 \ y med lard, but very 
few of them enforce it 

2. Failure or refusal of troops to rve: So great have been t n 
ber of cases where organizations 1 indiv l 
when called, or hav I d and } 
that no « isis t rt sé t ! eve t I 
Under the act of 1795 any person i into t United 
States wl r sed or 1 lected t pre t I ‘ is 

tbiect to tri by « t } d 1 tl 
ict Ther was anothet t \ 1 18, 1814 l that 
courts-mart | “ for { f I 1 l nd « led 
forth for service of t I ted St s! l i of militia 
officers only. 

In 1820 the Supreme C¢ t (Mr. J Wasl t » d led that 
since the statute was silent to \ » should n 1e the « t. the 
Federal Government and tl Stat had ne t sdiction lhe 
modern existing law omits t any d ite punishment More 
ever, in prescribing the composition of « rt it ment s on! the 
ease of militia in the service of the United States, 1itting reference 
to those who are called and refuse to come rh r existing law 
is expressly repealed, and the whole question is in e shape than it 
was in 1820. These loosely drawn laws, taken together with the fact 
that there is no uniform enlistment contract, and in some cases prac 


tically no contract at all, offer loopholes through which the guilty will 
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und dly I Like the provisions discussed under the preceding 
subhead, they place the Federal Government in such a position that at 
th nent of greatest danger, when quick decisive action is of the 
mi vital importance, the Federal Government will be powerless to act 
wit t the good will and the intelligent cooperation of the chief ex- 
ri t f 50 different States 

3. Lack of discipline: The militia of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Ohio 
Kentucky, Virginia, Tennessee, and Florida have mutinied in 
bodi in the f of the enemy or during the progress of a cam] 
With a loss of but & killed and 11 wounded, 5,000 militia of Mary] 

Vir and t District of Columbia were routed by an ferior force 

1 3 wed the city of Washington to be captured and burned. Gen. 
McDowell’s ent for of militia fled in panic at the first battle of 
I 1 Run 

'! acts, wl chargeable » militia, could be char 1 equally 
t untrained troop TI nt Ors ized Militi n not be 
cl d as such Their state o iscipline is good, and in iy cases 
no doubt they would acquit thems elves with the highest « t; but 
t] sting law does not guarant that the militi l 1 turn 
out for war is the militi which ‘turn out for dri id le in 
time of peact 

+. Short term of enlistment: Under the old militia laws t! militia 
was usually called out for short terms of from three months to nine 
months. The result was that it was hardly trained before it was mus- 
tered out Batt have been precipitated because of the ¢ aching 
termination of enlistments, and wl armies have been mustered out 
of tl ervice upon the verge of a car 1ign. 

Upon this question Wash ingt n said, on January 4, 1776: 

“Search ti | of history through, and 1 much questi whether | 
a ca simil: ours is to * found, namely, to retain a ] against 
the flower « British troops for six months together, without pow- 
der, and thi ») have one army disbanded and another tr raised 
within the same distance of a reenforced enemy. It is to attempt too | 
much,” 

In making this comment, Washington referred only to 11 history 
of the past. If he had been able to foresee the history of the future, 
he would have witnessed many similar instances, the latest of which 
Ww during the Spanish-American War, when the Volunteers organized 
under the act of April 18, 1898, were disbanded, to be replaced by 
those organized under the act of March 2, 1899. 

Because of short-term enlistments 576,000 troops were engaged in 
the War of 1812 against a force of about 18,000. Sixty years after the 
war the number of pensions was three times the total force of the 
enemy the first year of the war. 

The provisions with reference to short-term enlistments have been 
improved to a very great extent, but there is a provision that no man 
shall be held beyond the time of his existing enlistment in the militia 
The terms of enlistment and the conditions of discharge are in the control 
of the States. These two provisions, together with the one which prac- 
tically requires the acceptance of all militia offered, place the United 
States in the position of having to accept short-term militia Thus 
the situation so much deplored by Washington will, in all likelihood, be 


repeated. 

5. Arms and equipment: The provisions of the 
effect that every man should provide 
munition, and equipment was 
of discussion. There is a 


old militia law to the 
himself with his own arms, am 
so impracticable that it is hardly worthy 
real significance, however, in the fact that 
such a provision is essentially different from one which requires not 
only that he ould be supplied by the Federal Government with arms, 
ammunition, and equipment, but in addition should receive Federal pay. 
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Under the act approved January 21, 1903, as subsequently amended 
by the act of May 27, 1908, there has been a complete reorganization | 
of the militia with reference to organization, arms, and equipment. 
The recommendations of Washington in this matter have fin: been | 
put into effect, and the organization, arms, equipment, and training 
of the militia is required by law to conform to that of the Regular 
Army. 

To sum up: The peace organization of the militia, its discipline, 
training, arms, equipment, esprit de corps, and real efficiency have been 
wonderfully improved. Its officers and men are zealous, patriotic, and 
enthusiastic, not only willing and anxious to perfect themselves in their 
duti but bright, intelligent, and capable; but they stand in the po 
sition of a willing team in a rotten harness. 

The war organization is worse than it has ever been. That is to say, 
the laws governing the transition from peace to war, from the service 
of the State to the service of the United States, are more indefinite 
and more liable to lead to confusion and embarrassment than they 
ever were in the past. 

Remedy: The remedy is to follow the advice of Washingt In time 
of peace prepare for war In time of peace the Org red Militia 
should enter a definite contract which could be legally nf ed It 
should be inspected, accepted, and listed, and the United States should 
be relieved of all obligation to accept the service of any militia other 
than that listed prior to the outbreak of war. 

The Federal pay bill: The enactment of the Federal p: bill would 
place the Organized Militia in the first line of national a fense It 
would give us, at little expense, a substantial addition to the perma 
nent military establishment. But it seems only fair to require that 
there shall be some definite, tangible, and positive return for the invest 
ment A high state of efficiency in the militia will be of little avail if 
the militia does not turn out in time of war, or if raw recruits are 
substituted for the trained officers and men. 






In order to guarantee to the United States a positive return for tl! 
money invested in pay to the militia, it is recommended that the bill | 
amended by the addition of the following proviso at the end of tior 
5, namely: 








“Provided, That no money appropriated under the provisions of tl 
act shall be paid to any pers son who is not suited to the military ervice 
according to the standards prescribed by the Secretary of War, nor 

all any such money be paid to any person who has not taken the oath 
of llegiance to the United States, including an agreement to render 
military service to the United States during any period for which he 
may be called into such rvice, and any officer or enlisted man of the 
militia who, having received pay under the provisions of this act, 
neglects or refuses, under any pretext whatsoever, to present himself for | 
muster when called into the service of the United States shall be sub- 
ject to trial by any court-martial which the Sceretary of War may 
direct, and upon conviction shall be adjudged guilty of the crime of 
desertion and shall be punished as such court-martial may direct: And 


provided further, shat nothing in this act or in any other act shall be 
construed to re a fe the United States, in time of war, to accept the 
services of any nil ita organization or of any person belonging to such 





organizations unless such organization or person has been regularly 
inspected, reported fit for military service according to the standard 
prescribed by the Secretary of War, and so carried upon the rolls of the 
Adjutant General - _— Army.” 


As thus amended, is recommended that the bill receive the heartiest 
support of the War De partment and the administration. 
Very respectfully, 


L. W., 
Major General, Chief of Staff. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. NrcHoits]. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Mr. Speaker, along with a numer of other 
Members of the House, and I hope a majority, I am opposed 
to this measure and desire to see it defeated. 

Some of those who have presented the matter and zgrgued for 
the adoption of this bill have said that it would be an economy. 
It seems to me that we can not add millions to the expenditures 
of the Government for purposes of preparation for war and at 
the same time reduce expenditures. It seems to me that the 
larger we grow in population and in wealth the more some 
of our people become afraid, and notwithstanding the hundreds 
of millions of dollars that are expended each year to protect 
the country, we have heard Members stand upon the floor of 
this House and say that we are without defense; that the 
Japanese and other nations might come in at any moment and 
overwhelm us. What has been done with all the hundreds of 
millions of dollars, if we are not prepared? Why waste any 
more of the hard-earned money of the people along these lines? 
Notwithstanding our tremendous increase in population, the 
expenditures per capita for purposes of war, preparation for 
war, and on account of wars that are passed are continually 
increasing, and those per capita expenses are now greater than 
at any time in the history of the Government. 

In looking up some data a year ago I noticed that in 1861 
the expenditure per capita for all the people in the United 
States—men, women, and children—was $1.17 for the Army, 
the Navy, and pensions. For the year ending June 30, 1910, it 
was $4.80. I think it would amount to about $2 per month for 
the average family of five. In all other lines of business it is a 
fact that the greater the establishment, the larger the business, 
the more cheaply it can be conducted per unit; but in this case 
the larger we grow the more the burden is upon each membet 
of the Nation, and that seems to me to be a ridiculous propo 
sition. When we were much smaller in population our fore 
fathers and those who inhabited the country at that time were 
able to take cure of it and preserve it and to extend its bounda 
ries until it reached from the Atlantic to the Pacific. 

Although the Regular Army has been increased over 100 pet 
cent in recent years, there are those who favor a further in 
crease in numbers; 125,000 being the present ambition of some. 
Rather than the recent increases in numbers, I believe it would 
have been wiser to have given better pay to the privates, 
that men would remain in the Army and become thorough sol 
diers. As it is, the pay is small and one term is enough for 
most of them. 

While our alarmists are crying out of danger from foreign 
foes, the press dispatches -from abroad quote members of the 
German and other parliaments as urging increases of armament 
because of our great increases. We are the one great Nation 
best situated, by reason of our isolation, to set an example for 
peace to the rest of the world. We need not wait to be fol 
lowers. 

Let us stop in a great measure these wasteful expenditur 
for war and spend more for peaceful pursuits. We should loan 
money to our people at reasonable rates of interest—2 per cent 
and enable them to stock for cultivation the land which 
being reclaimed by the Government. Our citizens will 
the land when financially enabled. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield four 
to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson]. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, the ge ntleman from Pennsylvania 
was much more painfully candid than the other gentlemen w! 


So 


go on 


minutes 


have been discussing this bill. He admitted that it would virtu 
ally inerease the standing Army to about 175,000 men. That is 
exactly what this bill does. It destroys absolutely every vestice 
of the State Militia as known in the*Constitution. But I do 


not expect, Mr. Speaker, to discuss this feature of the matter in 
the very short time that is allotted to me. I want to warn the 
gentlemen of this House that you will be placing in the hands 
of the War Dep aartment a political force and a political organi 

zation that is infinitely more dangerous than any other peri! 
in the Government. Because in every community you may not 
only destroy the high personnel of the militia with this bill, 
but you will increase the number of undesirable enlistments in 
order that they may get the small pay of about $4 a month: 


and each of these organizations will multiply for the purpose of 
and after they shall have been 


obtaining the $4 a month, in 





1911. 


the State Militia for a short time and have drilled one night in 
a week, or 52 drills in a year, then they will demand increased 
pay. 

Che Secretary of War, through the War Department, can 
communicate through every adjutant general, and he with the 
colonels, and they with the captains, and the Army will in this 
way build up a political influence that will be supported by all 
the relatives of the members of the militia in every community 
throughout the country, and you will have every military com 
pany in every congressional district demanding of every Con- 
cressman to vote to increase the salary to half pay for the mili 
tia. And if a Member of Congress takes a patriotic position 
and says, “I will not make this new raid on the Treasury,” 
and then his opponent, who may have a little strength, tells the 
boys that he will give them half pay, they will fill the Halls of 
Congress with their friends, and by joining hands with the other 
employees of the Government, the Treasury will go out of your 
control and go into the hands of the employees of the Govern- 
ment. 

Why, even now the rural letter carriers, who are few in num- 
ber, are able to build fires under Congressmen here, and you see 
how readily and how willingly they vote for increased pay. 
You let these men strike hands with the little militia companies 
throughout the country and begin a demand for increased pay, 
and they in turn join with the fourth-class postmasters, and 
the fourth-class postmasters join the other employees, and you 
are placing a political power in the hands of the people who 
draw salaries to the extent that it will be doubtful whether 
Congress will be able to control the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman think 
that Congress ought to be made streng enough to resist any 
such demand? 

Mr. SISSON. It does not seem to be, when the State militia 
of his own district now has influence enough to get the gentle- 
man to be very enthusiastic over this bill. You will have to 
get stronger timber than the gentleman is to resist the in- 
creased appeal on the part of the State militia after it has 
been increased under the provisions of this bill. [Laughter 
and applause. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. SISSON. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, that I have not more 
time. [Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM]. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I do not de 
sire to take the time of the House in discussing this question. 
I want to say that I am most heartily and earnestly in favor 
of this bill, as I think it will add to the efficiency of the Na 
tional Guard of the United States. I am confident that it will 
add greatly to the efficiency of the National Guard in the great 
State of Pennsylvania. I am proud of the National Guard of 
Pennsylvania. We have an organization there that the citizens 
are proud of, and I am anxious to see that guard increased in 
iny way that is possible. I remember with a great deal of 
pleasure, when the Spanish-American War broke out, the call 
made upon Pennsylvania was filled instantly by members of the 
National Guard. We had an army ready equipped, drilled, 
eflicient, which started forth, and they did not require months 
of drilling to bring a mob into Army efficiency. We had a 
National Guard ready, earnest, and willing to defend the coun 
ry. I therefore am most heartily in favor of the measure and 
hope it will become a law. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KErrer.] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a good deal 
of a seare about the militia this afternoon. I have heard it 
said by two gentlemen that there is a provision in the Constitu 

n of the United States requiring the States to drill the 
militia. I do not find it. It is not there. In the preparation 
of the Constitution of the United States one of the things most 
rominently considered was to give to the Chief Executive of 
the United States the control of the militia. In speaking of the 
power of the President the Constitution of the United States 


ads: 


rhe President shall be Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
the United States and of the militia of the several States whet 
ed into the actual service of the United States. 


l 


Now, this militia service is distinguishable from the Volunteer 
Army such as we have had from time to time when we have 
sone to war, 
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The power was given to the President of the United States 
to command the militia, and that implies a right if not a d 


to have a militia. Early in the history of this untry 
the States, I think, were required to have common muster 
every year, and there were nalties ta l to those 
a prescribed age for t tending the muster: on | 
enough to have gone to an fashioned 1 ter The Const 
tion is also plain on these subjects. Section 8 of Art I of 
the Constitution, speaking of the po ; that are ¢ ed, it i 
provided that Congress shall have the 1 { 
t es for t t l 
yrces, 
It does not neces irily le t \ 
same article of the Constitution of the United Stat 
the President the right 
to provide for calling forth the militia ex t la 
Union, suppre insurre 
And also: 
To provide for organizing, armin and dis i 
It seems to me there is difficult { ‘ “ 
powers. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. KEIFER. Not now. Mr. Speaker, I have always been a 


stickler for State rights. I believe 
over those matters which are exclusively within their jurisdic 
tion, but where the Constitution gives a specific right to the 
Federal Government and the States have 

the United States asser 

there is of it. If we are to depend in the future as we have 
in the past upon the Volunteer Army, let us prepare the militia 
so that when called into service, as they may be under the pro 
visions of this bill if it becomes a law. they will be drilled and 
trained, so that they will be ready for battle and for duty. 
That is the whole question involved here to-day. Some say we 
are going to take away the right and power of the States over 
the militia, but I say the bill will take no power from them 
The militia will still be and remain State troops, and I think 
in every instance under the constitution of every State in the 
Union the governor of the State will remain commander in chief 
of the militia unless the time comes when they may be called 
or mustered into the Volunteer Army of the United States. 
The provisions of the bill are only the ordinary ones with refer 
ence to the power of the Secretary of War to reject an organiza 
tion or a man if not found up to the proper standard of etli 
ciency. Such is the law now, and this bill, should it become a 
law, will not change it. The provisions of the bill are wise ones 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. ’ 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield eight minute 
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, Iam in favor of legislation which will 
increase the efficiency of the Organized Militia, but Tam unwillit 
to vote a dollar which will result in increasing the Regular Ar 

nd if I believed this bill were in the interest of the Nutio 
Guard, I would be in favor of it, but it carries with it provisio 
vhich, in my judgment, will render inefficient instead of eflicie 
the National Guard of the States. rhe gentleman from Pen! Syl 
vania [Mr. Burke] and the gentleman from Connecticut | Mr. 
Titson] have advocated this bill on the ground of economy. 1 


in the right of the States 





same rights, then 


ting its right is supreme, and that is all 


can net see where the economy comes in. If by the passage of 
this bill we could take from the expenses of the Regular Army, 
I might be inclined to vote for it, but we must appropriate thi 
same amount of money for the Regular Army that you now aq 
propriate, and you are going to appropriate in addition wha 
this bill authorizes for the National Guard. 


What are the influences behind this bill? The rom 
Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON] says that this bill is advoeated b) 
the Secretary of War and the Chief of l 
bill never would have seen the light of d 


have left the committee room unless the amendme sug d 

by the War Department had been put upon it. What is 

tory of this legislation? This originally was a bill prepars 
national convention of the National Guard of this e 

and when it came to C res r if proval it was s 


the War Department, and the War Department declined 
prove it until they prepared an amendment which placed 
National Guard of this country entirely under the admi 
tion of the War Department and makes the National Gu 
part of the Regular Army. 

The amendment proposed by the War Department pr 
| that “‘no money appropriated under the provisions of thi 


| shall be paid to any person who is not suited to the military 
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of War.” What does this mea 





? It means that every officer and 
© nized Militia can be dismissed by 
the Secretary if they do not comply with regulations and stand- 


isted man now in the Orga 
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ards prescribed by him. The States and their regulations would | 


be entirely ignored and set aside. 

Mr. Speaker, the military men of this country—a large por- 
tion of them—are seeking to build up in this country a military 
spirit. [Applause.] 


i know that the Chief of Staff and those under him are con- 


that we must build up a great force in this country in order 
to repel—what? Who is undertaking to burt us or make us 
afraid? There is no danger from any source of which I know. 
Why, the very fact that in three days we agreed to a treaty 
with Japan shows that there is no danger from that country 
[applause], and the fact that no other country in the world 
is undertaking to do any harm to us or to interfere with us 
shows that there is no necessity for all this talk about war 
and the preparation for war. This is another scheme to add to 
and magnify the importance of the Army. It is not done for 
and it will not result in the efficiency of the National Guard. 
The very amendment proposed by the War Department con- 
tains in it, as has been so well said by gentlemen who have 
preceded me, provisions of the most outrageous character. 
Why, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burke] said in 
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? 





‘vice according to the standards prescribed by the Secretary | in this bill, so far as I have been able to ascertain, relating to 


the rules prescribed for the payment of the money to the 
National Guard. It makes provision that under certain rules 
and regulations the Secretary of War shall be authorized to 
make this partial compensation or payment to the enlisted men 
and officers of the National Guard. It does not transfer the 
power of giving orders to the National Guard from the State 
ofticials, it does not vest in the Secretary of War any additional 
power whatever in calling out the National Guard. It simply 


| provides that if men fail to respond when they are called out, 
Stantly telling this Congress, and the people of this country, | 


if they have received pay from the National Government, a 
court-martial can be instituted. Why, when the National Guard 
is called out in the States to-day, if a man fails to respond he 
can be arrested and tried by court-martial just the same as is 
provided in this law. They say that it is going to give the 
Secretary of War additional power by giving him the discre- 
tion to determine which regiments and organizations shall be 
accepted in case of war. 

That has always been the law of the United States. I fancy 
that when the National Guard was called out at the time of 
the opening of the Spanish-American War the Secretary of 
War was not compelled, without discretion, to accept all troops, 


| whether they measured up to a certain standard or not. Cer- 


answer to a question from the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. | 


FLoyp] that the reason why they did not require from the en- 


listed men in the Regular Army an agreement that they should | 


serve the country was because they have to serve during the 
term of their enlistment. Why, of course; but this provision 
provides that after the man has served his term of enlistment 
he must be at the beck and call of the United States, and that 
he can not escape from it under any pretext whatever. It is 
not a parallel case at all to the enlisted man in the Army. The 
enlisted man in the Army receives four times the pay and all 
the allowances of an enlisted man, which the National Guards- 
man does not receive at all, and yet he is compelled to sign an 
agreement to serve after his term of enlistment has expired. 
jut there is another provision in this bill, and that is the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Rules to strike out 
the words “shall be adjudged guilty of the crime of desertion 
and” and insert, in line 14, “on the charge of desertion.” It 
does not change the character of it at all. 


in the bill the other day before the House, and the bill in all 
particulars, except the one I explained, is as voted on in the 
House. 

Mr. HAY. Then it makes a provision that a man ean be 
tried for desertion, and pains and penalties and imprisonment 
inflicted upon him. He can have no pretext or excuse whatever 
if he does not respond to the call, even in time of peace. The 
provision does not apply only in time of war, but it applies at 
all times. 

Mr. STEENERSON rose. 

Mr. HAY. Does the gentleman desire to ask a question? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I desire to say the language is the same 
as in the Revised Statutes in effect, and as contained in the 
present law. This simply provides that the court-martial shall 
have jurisdiction, and in the existing law there is no court- 
martial provided for. 


tainly not. That power has always been in the hands of the 
Secretary of War, and no change whatever is made relative 
to that power in this bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my time has expired, and I ask permission 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 


| gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson]. 


Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, it is a pity that this simple bill 
should be unnecessarily complicated through the discussion on 
the floor of this House, particularly on this side of the Cham- 
ber. The bill is very simple in providing for a limited com- 
pensation to the National Guard, under reasonable restrictions 
and conditions for discipline. It is acceptable to both the 
National Guard and to the Secretary of War in its present 
state. It has been developed by the combined views of both, 
and it should not be misunderstood. It does not put too heavy 
restrictions upon the National Guard and put it too much in 
the power of the Secretary of War. It simply requires reason- 


| able discipline. 
Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman will permit, that was put | 


On the other hand, it does not give too much compensation 
to the National Guard. It is limited and reasonable. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is a pity that every time we come to 
discuss measures here on their merits, Members on this side 
should get up and talk about war, militarism, and the military 
spirit. The truth is that this country is committed to a non- 
military policy, and ought to be. We embody a civilization 
that depends upon the citizen as a soldier, and not upon a stand- 
ing regular army. And furthermore, it is vital to the per- 
manent success of our institutions that the citizen soldiery, 
when it is called out in a great struggle in the future, whenever 


| that comes or against whatever nation, against a great military 


Mr. HAY. The gentleman does not mean to say there is any- | 


thing in the Revised Statutes which provides that after a man 
has served his term of enlistment he can be court-martialed as 
a deserter? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


Mr. STEENERSON. I thought the gentleman was asking | 


about the court-martial. 

Mr. HAY. Not at all. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seven 
minutes remaining. 
Mr. DALZELL. 
Ohio [Mr. Corr]. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, if I thought this bill abridged in 
the slightest detail the power of the States and the State offi- 
cials over the National Guard I would not give it my support. 


I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


There is absolutely no change in existing law provided for in | 


system, it is of vital importance to the perpetuity of our liberal 
institutions that the citizen soldiers should actually be found 
efficient ; because if they are not, if they turn out as they did 
in the War of 1812 and in previous wars, and this Nition is 
humiliated beyond anything in its history in the contact with a 
great military power, then, emerging from that war, we will no 
longer put trust in the citizen soldiery, but will go to the stand 
ing army, like the other great nations of the world. And the 
fact is, to put the citizen soldiery on a basis of efficiency is the 
least we can do as a safeguard and as a guaranty to the efli 
ciency of that soldiery, and therefore against its being taken 
away in the future and being substituted with a great military 


| System. 


| 


this bill relative to the present duties of the National Guard | 


of th 


e various States. This bill provides for a certain new 
departure for partial compensation on the part of the National 
Government to the National Guard, and is the only provision 


| 


We should not found this on any such proposition. Even if 
war did not come for decades, it ought to be a part of our j« 
manent institution to organize our citizen soldiery as the bul 
wark of our Nation’s defense and see that it is efficient. 

Beginning with the Dick bill, we have started along the right 
line to make the National Guard efficient. I have heard it esi 
mated that the efficiency of the National Guard has increase | 
fully 100 per cent since the passage of that bill. And thro: 
out the whole of the land we find that the trouble with 
National Guard now is that we can not get hold of the men, we 


| can not ask them to come even and pay their car fares; there 
is no way that we can get them except by persuasion and an ap- 
peal to their pride, and that, of course, in time of peace is very 
difficult. The great trouble now is to get men to attend drills. 
With this we would overcome this element of difficulty. 





mee et eee 





[Dit 


Mr. 





DALZELL. Speaker, in the one minute I have I 


ly desire to call attention of the House to the fact that its 
dement has already been had on the merits of this proposi 


tion. On Thursday last a 
rules and pass this bill. 

ied and debated, 
he bill of in the ne 


\t that 


motion was made to suspend the 
Pending that motion, the bill was ex 
and the vote resulted in a majority for 
ighborh« ‘ d oT no. 

time opposition was mad 
because section 5 contained an 





to the bill in some quarters 


indefinite permanent appropria 


i 





t 

n. But in the rule reported from the Committee on Rules 
here has been a section added to this bill, section 6, in these 
yords 

tary of War shall annually estimate t i int ne i 
the carrying out of this act, and no oney shall | Xft led 
except as it shall be from time to time appro] ted 
So that that objection to the bill has been eliminated, and 





uphasize the action that it took on Thursday last an 


yy an inereased majority. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. General 
r. CALDER. it is not my puryp to diseuss the me 
now under consideration. I am, however, very much in favor 
f it. I believe it will tend to improve the efficiency of our 
State militia. The citizen soldiery of the country kas been its 
bulwark in its hour of need, and this measure will do much to 
our State troeps in a state of preparedness. 


taking advantage of leave to extend my remarks in the 


del 


ute 


Se 


ceeCD 
i 


[ propose 
1 ReEcoRD 
by printing a brief sent to me by Mr. George F. Buente, for 
rly a warrant officer in the United States Navy, giving his 
ev on House bills 18020 and 25714. These bills are in the 
interest of the warrant officers of the Navy and were int 
duced by me early session. I have repeatedly requ 
he Committee on Naval Affairs to grant me a hearing on these 
bills, but have been unable to obtain consideration for eith: 
them. I propose introducing them in the Sixty-second Congr 
and am hopeful that both bills may receive favorable action in 
that Congress. 
House bills 
giving 


pose ot 


last sted 





18020 and 25714 were introduced for the 
to warrant gunners, boatswains, and carpen 
a little more pay in their later years, and also distinguishing 
titles which will identify them against various pothunters and 
others who have the name of gunners and boatswains, which are 
the present titles of some of the warrant 

bills are intended to advance. 
To become warrant officers in the 
rank ef boatswain and gunner, it is necessary that a young 
man shall enlist, and, under the law, must serve at least seven 
ears before he can take an examination for the warrant rank, 
and must also have arrived at the position of a first-class or 
hief petty officer before he can take the examination for the 
warrant rank, When he has passed the above qualifications 
must then apply to his commanding officer for permission 
before taking this examination and run the risk of having his 
pplication approved or not. Net securing this approval his 
future chances of advancement are broken and we have a dis 
itisfied employee. But should he be fortunate enough to have 

his application accepted he ts then examined. 

board who examines these candidates are composed of 
commissioned officers of the line, and the examination which 
e to undergo is a very severe one. They are assigned 
» serve at least one year at sea and it frequently happens that 
owing to the position which they are in, this period is som 
imes deferred a year or more, and must then have the approval 
their commanding er whom they have served, 
hich sometimes works to the disadvantage of the applicant. 
They must then serve a period of six y from the date of 
heir rrants before they are eli further advancement. 
* the expiration of this period they are again examined for 
position of chief in the various grades and in the event of 
heir passing these examinations are given a commission with the 
e of chief boatsw chief gunner, chief carpenter, and so 
and have the rank with but after ensign. The officer at this 


me has arrived at the age of approximately 35 years, and has 


officers whom these 


Navy, especially with the 





rhe 


they hay 


f all officers und 





ears 


eligible tor 







i rth 








‘ved, using the average class of boatsw in the Navy, about 
7 years. It is in this period of a man’s lif iat his mental and 
vsical powers are at their maximum, and it is also at this 


riod that 
lied for 
y is denied them with 


l 
where some of t iInen 


they 
the re 


arrive at a point 


son that future proi 


where their 
1otion or advancen 
the exception of very isolated cases 
have been further promoted to the 
runk of ensign in the Navy. The above we can well consider a 
the end of the ambitions of the young men who enter the Navy 
through the ranks. , 
We will now take up briefly what happens to a young man 
who enters the naval through the academy at An- 


ambition is 


rent of 
’ 


‘ 
nese 


S 


service 
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napolis These young men are selected by regularly onsti 
t «l officers of the United States and are then ordered to 
otis After having passed satisf ory eXa1 t ! y 
are admitted to * Naval Academy ler tructio rhe 
course at the academy is four years, l ul their gradua 
the re sent [0 sé for t Y ¥ irs I further struct ns 
\ nN pl tion of tl sen duty they commisst d 
ensigns of the Navy, which position they hold for three years, 
re then promoted to lieutenant (jur le). Owi to 
\ sm Lions tl upper grad { the ost 
every case these young men are promoted a 1 y 
to full lieutenant. These young me! . W ’ | 
the age of approximately 28 years and their eer has just 
becun 
B MA ) 3 
The chief boa wain the proposed eq é ( vo ( 
right hand ef the exeeutiv ficer. who is 0 e equ 
officer on board the mod battlesh d so fortl nd le? 


direction receives and ¢ 














his ‘ares for all equipment st nd 
outfit, handling of crew, anchors, chains, and s ‘ort! 

of boats and holds, in charge of decks, ind lk 

nd drilling of crew. In addition to the ab iis ( s 
ubjeet to call in the performance of various other respor hle 
and important duties appertaining to a battleship, or other 
ships of the Navy, aud is often placed in comm lof se ing 
tugs and other small vessels of the ival service d while 
on shore he frequently acts as assistant inspector of equip 
men and so forth. 

The chief gunner—the preposed ‘ I s th 
va le assistant to the ordnance officer | receive aT 
cares for all ordnance stores and outfit, includir of 
descriptions, gun mounts and their appurte s mun 
tion, submarine mines, torpedoes, and div apparatus He 
personally inspect laily all maga es, shell re », and 
explosives appertaining to beth the great guns, secondary 
batteries, and small arms, as well as torpedo mad ibmarine 
mines He is held responsible for their readiness for action 
at all times Hie is also assistant to itor 1 the care 
of the electric plant on beard ship, including the electric wiring, 
dynamos, search and = sign s also nh expert 
diver, and has charge of all fre shi in com 
mission. He is frequently | ree of a deck watch 
and division duty, drilling o 1 et ind of tugs 
torpedo boats, and submarine 1 cl f, or ist 
ant, at magazine and powder depots on shor ! t 

pector of ordnance at navy yards and contractor lan 
They are the assistants of the navigat d the executive 
oO y of the ship, but really perform these du nd are held 
resvonsible for the various conditions mmitted to tl rd 

An ensign after graduatio ts t to the deek o el 
and occasionally drills the wer s r tl shij ! 
which there are not a sufficient number of lieutenants or watch 
officers when they assume their vario duties. They really 
are in the position of a postgraduate cours hn prac a 
of-war'’s-man ship. The officers with the rank of li nant 
the watch and division officers of the ship h di ! 
sion in the various dutic ind taking his regular term Ve 
charge of the deck during the eriod that he ! rel TY, 
none of the duties of wh tre col | d 
the capabilities of the chief boatswain or chief ¢g At thi 
point, gentlemen, I want to call to your att 
the duties demanded of the ensign Wj 
also undertaken and performed by war. t i ‘ 
sioned chiefs in the dutic ecording t 
would show you, gentle 1, tl 1p to tl 
the warrant officers and comii I 3 
do exactly the same duty, in additi ( 
down by the regulations; so f! I f ‘ 

ine oflicers in this grade, ft] \ 
sioned chief have | ed d ’ ! 
take up the work of ft! ! 

The pay of the lieutena os ' 
is $2,400 per annum; the | of the ce lissi 1 chief 
vears is $1,700 and rank as e1 n of tl N ae 
view of the duties d ded of tl ffi , that fl 
have educated themselves to the oint \ 
formed the s ed t tue l b t] G 
it the cost of $30,000 each I { nt I] e | | 
the duties of these two grades of « I ! r the d of 
each and also the amount which the Gover ‘ ‘ p ’ , 
these officers for their services, the « ry 
and the other 17 years. A further duty assig 
rant officers and commissioned chief ‘ of re 


mnection with 
navy yi rds, and so forth. 


rangement, is in « 
throughout the various 
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services are demanded. To each of these boards of inspection 
is appointed a line oflicer above the rank of lieutenant, whose 
duties, as I understand it, is for the inspection of all materials 


manufactured by the Government and under the Government's 
specifications. This work is naturally of a technical nature, 
aid it is very rarely that any man at the age of 40 may become 
proficient in all the lines covered by an inspection officer (espe- 
cially where they have had little experience on account of their 
duty continually on shipboard), which goes to make up the 
work appointed by the Government. 

The duty of inspecting these various materials and apparatus 
devolves on the warrant officer and commissioned chief on ac- 
count of their special fitness for this particular branch of work. 
After the work has been inspected by these officers, their re- 
ports are submitted to the officer, as we shall designate the 
chief inspector. The report invariably follows on the lines 
recommended by the practical men. The very fact that these 
men are assigned to these duties indicates the department’s 
knowledge of their peculiar fitness for it, which I urge upon 
the gentlemen of the Naval Committee. 

Throughout the various training stations where technical 
training of the enlisted force is necessary, the warrant oflicers, 
commissioned chiefs, and petty officers are the instructors in 
every case, the classes being nominally under the officer of the 
line, but the duties of instruction devolying entirely upon the 
geultlemen whom this bill will benefit. You will notice in both 
of tl paragraphs above that a line officer is nominally in 
charge, but the actual work being performed by the warrant 
officers and the commissioned chiefs. Another duty to which 
these officers are assigned is the command of the various Naval 
Militia vessels which the Government has turned over to the 
various States and in whose care both officers and enlisted men 
are instructed in the duties demanded of them by the warrant 
oflicers and commissioned chiefs. These seagoing officers are 
further placed in command of Government vessels, and valuable 
property of the Government is intrusted to their care. 

Another very important duty is the storing and preparing of 
the ammunition for the service, the duty of which devolves upon 
these officers, and the preparing of the stations for the various 
storehouses and magazines, and in a great many instances have 
been entirely revised and adopted by the Government upon the 
recommendation of the warrant officer and commissioned chief 
stationed there, thus showing that the training of enlisted per- 
sonnel throughout the service, both technically and practically 
up to the point of reaching the grade of commissioned chief, is 
done by these officers. 

In connection with the duties of these warrant officers and 
commissioned chiefs it very noticeable that the title with 
which they have been dubbed in the past is very misleading and 
not appropriate. 

The proposed change in titles is ir line with the vast changes 
in the Navy from the old to the new. It is fully realized that 
the title of boatswain and gunner is a tradition as old as the 
Navy itself; so are the wooden sailing frigates, and so forth. 
with thelr rigging, sails, and deck tackle, smoothbore guns and 
wooden carriages, hemp breeches, side and train tackles. and 
crude ammunition. In fear, therefore, of traducing tradition it 
is thonght best not to ask that the title of boatswain and gunner 
be abolished, but the title of chief boatswain and chief gunner 
being comparatively of recent origin, it is thought perhaps there 
would not be the same sentiment against the change. 

It is claimed that the title of chief boatswain or boatswain. 
chief gunner or gunner, carpenter or chief carpenter, 
misnomer in the Navy, as it certainly does 
the present 
ashore. 


is 


is now a 
not clearly designate 
duties assigned to these officers, either afloat or 
To the novice or civilian it is construed to mean that 
the chief gunner is the chief gun pointer, or the man who fires 
the gun. This erroneous idea is obtained from the daily press, 
which invariably dubs all gunners as men who fire the guns. 
such as gunners and master gunners of the Army, gun pointers 
of the Navy, as well as bird and trap shooters in the field of 
sports. In their category, anyone who fires a gun of any kind 
or shape is to them a gunner. Hence, when a chief gunner or 
gunner in the Navy is catechized as to his official position in 
the naval service invariably the question is asked, Are you one 
of the men who fire the guns? And generally it is a hard mat- 
ter to convince them otherwise. 

it is true the title of equipment ensign might not be as ap- 
plicable to chief boatswain as ordnance ensign to chief gunner; 
nevertheless chief boatswains also suffer from the ambiguous- 
their present titles. Therefore it is thought that the 
osed title of equipment ensign would be in line with the 
tile of ordnance ensign and more applicable to their present 


ess of 


dut as well as avoiding friction or objection at the Navy 
Department, both grades being included in one recommendation, 
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It is thought and strongly urged that the proposed change 
of title from chief boatswain, chief gunner, and chief carpenter 
to that of equipment, ordnance, and carpenter ensign would 
clarify somewhat and define the present ambiguous titles now held 
by these officers, bringing to them a more satisfactory and 
dignitied title and properly classifying them in accordance with 
the manifold duties assigned to them in their respective de- 
purtments. 

‘These new titles will not in any way conflict with the titles 
now held by either the present line or staff officers, but will at 
once place them in a class where they professionally belong, 
and give to them an official designation which will clearly de- 
fine what they are and what duties they perform. 

lteferring to section 4 of the proposed bills presented, which 
provides that the equipment, ordnance, and carpenter ensign 
after 30 years’ service, and having served 10 years as a com- 
missioned officer with a creditable record, shall upon retirement 
be retired as equipment, ordnance, and carpenter lieutenant, re- 
spectively. Perhaps this section may appear to be paradoxical 
when referring to the claim of the officers concerned that they 
do not ask in their bill for increased rank, but it should be rec- 
ognized that this proposed increased rank on the retired list 
is merely an honorary title, and which will not in any way con- 
flict with rank or precedence of those of the line on the active 
list; thus it could not meet the same objection as if it referred 
to the active list. Therefore it is earnestly solicited that your 
committee will see its way clear to approve this concession as 
a reward of merit to these officers for their long and faithful 
service, as well as to place them in a dignified position during 
their honorable old age. 

You will note that this bill positively does not ask for any 
additional rank for any of these officers except for the honorary 
rank at the time of 35 years’ service, when he retires; and, gen- 
tlemen, let me tell you that the Government would be lax in its 
judgment of these officers if it did not give them some smal! 
remuneration after spending their entire life in its service. 
Concerning the modest request of the bill in the matter of finan 
cial increase, it seems that the pay and allowance of these 
commissioned officers is insufficient for their common existence 
at the present time when the country is in arms at the exorbi- 
tant price for the necessities of life, and they have stood in the 
same relative position during the past 10 years notwithstanding 
the fact that the increase in cost of existence has in most cases 
increased 100 per cent. Is it, then, asking too much to advance 
them upon a fair and reasonable pay after a willing and faith- 
ful service when the same pay, including rank, has been given to 
the young men whose services bave not been one-tenth the valu 
of these faithful men, and who have, in the meantime, probably 
been trying to raise a family in the way that naval oilicers 
should raise one? 

It would also act as a strong incentive to the enlisted petty 
ofticers and others to aspire to the warrant grades, which they 
do not do as a class. It would also give them a future to look 
forward to in their naval career. Likewise there should be an 
equal incentive to all who reach the commissioned grade of 
chief. These officers have no future whatever before them, 
they having reached the height of all preferment at an average 
age of 35 years, receiving an annual salary, including longevity, 
amounting to less than that received by a young lieutenant 
(junior grade) just commissioned, and this is all they have 
to look forward to during their whole future in the naval 
service, while the young lieutenants, by rapid promotion, leave 
them far behind in a few years. By way of illustration, the 
chief gunner now heading his grade on the active list was ap 
pointed gunner in 1870, and all midshipmen who graduated in 
that year and now in the service are either rear admirals or 
captains, 

It seems to me that the Navy Department is very short 
sighted in not lifting these men up a notch rather than thei: 
studied position retarding their advancement. This would b 
the means of the enlisted forces of the Navy takin greater 
interest in their duties and probably an incentive for the 
future reenlistments which the Navy at present is in such a 
need, On this point let me quote you from the Navy Depart- 
ment records showing a reenlistment during the year 1909. 
This table is taken from the United States Naval Institute Pro- 
ceedings, No. 132, December, 1909, volume 35. We had in the 
service at that time some 40,000 men, of whom approexi- 
mately 30,000 were in their first enlistment, 5,800 in their 
second enlistment, and 1,600 in their third enlistment. 

This will show conclusively to you gentlemen that there is 
not sufficient inducement in the Navy at present to demand the 
interest and self-sacrifice of the enlisted personnel, and some- 
thing must be done by which they will be stimulated, so that ft! 


Tile? 


ows 
m « 


Navy can have in time of need a sufficient number of trained 
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man-of-war’s men. It is a well-known fact that it requires at 
least two enlistments to make a man-of-war’s man, and if out 
of a total of 40,000 only 1,000 reenlist you have but a nucleus 
of 2 per cent to do the work. Is not this deplorable? Let us 
now take up in short order the United States Revised Statutes, 


as follows: 
Congress by act of March 3, 1899, gave the chief boatswains, 


and so forth, the rank of ensign, but the Navy Department, 


notch below all ensigns. 
mean the leading officers stationed at the Navy Department. 
These officers are advisers to the Secretary of the Navy, and 
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| ensign, which gives them the pay of an ensign; and there they 


| sioned warrant officers. 
through Navy regulations, had delegated these officers just one | commissioned chiefs, and appeals have been made 
. * | 
When I say the Navy Department I | 


| to change the regulations 


as such prepare and give him all the information on any sub- | 


ject that he wishes. Whether these officers have been true to 
their trust, I will let you gentlemen judge from my arguments, 
as will follow. 

The act of March 3, 1899, created the different corps of com- 
missioned chiefs, viz, chief boatswains, chief gunners, chief 
carpenters, and chief sailmakers. 

The act of April 27, 1904, changed the act of March 1899, 
reducing the time to six years. That commendable law gave 
some promotion and would have been very efficient had the 
Navy Department carried out the law as it stands on the stat- 
ute books, and with the same spirit which prompted Congress 
to enact that law. But instead, the Navy Department, by regu- 


» 


”, 


lations, and so forth, has interpreted the law to cheapen the | 


grades of chiefs. 

First. As to the status of rank and precedence. The law 
states “to rank with but after ensign.” The Navy Department 
has interpreted that to mean that all ensigns rank ahead of 
and take precedence over all chiefs. The chiefs claim, and I 
think justly so, that is not the law. The law says that they 
have the rank of ensign, and “with but after” must 
mean that each chief comes right after some specific ensign 
whose commission antedates the commission of that particular 
chief. That is the Navy Department's interpretation of all 
other officers, such as civil engineers, paymasters, and so forth, 
who rank with ensign. Why this discrimination against the 
chiefs? The ensign and other officers of similar rank outrank 
the chiefs after three years’ service, when they are promoted 
to the grade of junior lieutenant. It certainly is not justice 
to give a chief the rank of ensign and then nullify that law by 
department regulations. Article 28, paragraph 2, United States 
Navy Regulations, 1909, reads as follows: 


shall 


After six years from date of warrant, boatswains, gunners, carpen- 
ters, and sailmakers, respectively, if duly qualified, are commissioned 
chief boatswains, chief gunners, chief carpenters, and chief sailmakers, 


to rank with but after ensigns. On the active list of the Navy these 
commissioned warrant officers take precedence after ensigns and of 


each other according to the dates of their commissions. 


This article does not quote the law. 
after ensign,” and not “with but after ensigns,” which puts 
the plural on ensign. If Congress intended that all chiefs 
should take precedence after all ensigns, that law would have 
read “ensigns;” but it reads “ ensign,” consequently such was 
not the intent of Congress, and it would certainly not be right 
to put a class of officers, with an average of about 17 years 
of service when reaching that grade, behind all ensigns now 
in the service and that may become ensigns in the future. 

Naval Academy graduates are commissioned ensigns after 


The law is, “ with but 


| wear a gold stripe, but it is broken with blue silk. 


remain for the rest of their lives. 
Second. The titles of the chiefs. 
grade gave these officers 
sion with certain titles 
gunners, chief 
Department 


The act creating the chief 
a positive promotion with a commis 
and are by law chief boatswains, chief 
carpenters, and chief The Navy 
has by regulations dubbed these officers commis- 
This title has been objected to by the 
to the Navy 
Department to that effect, but the Navy Department has refused 
thus refusing the law estab- 
lished by Congress. The title * commissioned warrant officers ” 
very misleading and unjust, as it infers that the chiefs are still 
warrant officers, which they are not. By law chiefs 
missioned officers with the rank of ensign. To draw the com- 
mittee’s attention to this, the following reading will be found in 
House bill 27844 in several places when speaking of this class of 
officers and warrant officers (both commissioned and war- 
ranted), which goes to show that the Navy Department con 
sider the commissioned chiefs as warrant officers. Attention 
respectfully called to Article XXIV, paragraphs 2, 4, and 5, 
also Article XXX, United States Navy Regulations, 1909, where 
these officers are classified by regulations. If the Navy Depart- 
ment is then allowed to classify commissioned chiefs as com- 
missioned warrant officers, why not oflicers appointed from civil 
life as “commissioned civilian officers,” and forth, without 
end. What is the object of the Navy Department to thus clas- 
sify these officers, and furthermore, contrary to law, but to 
cheapen the grade of chief and make it generally understood 
that they are still warrant officers? 

Third. The uniform. The chiefs: Although given the rank of 
ensign by law, the Navy Department has persistently refused 
to give these officers the uniform to which their rank entitles 
them. Appeal after appeal has been sent to the Navy Depart- 
ment by these officers that they be allowed the proper uniform 
of their rank. These appeals have as often been refused by 
the Navy Department. All other officers in the Navy who have 
the rank of ensign are allowed the uniform of that rank. Each 
and every corps in the Navy has a distinctive corps device which 
is worn on the collar, shoulder marks, and forth, but the 
sleeve marks very distinctly designate the rank. An officer with 


sailmakers. 


to obey 


is 


are com- 


is 


SO 


sO 


the rank of ensign wears a gold stripe one-half inch on the 
sleeve. This is not allowed the commissioned chiefs. They 


All officers 
except the commissioned chiefs are allowed proper full-dress and 
social-dress uniforms. This is very unjust and humiliating to 
these officers when they have to appear at official ceremonies, 
and so forth, and among officers of their own grade in foreign 
navies, and thus placing them at a disadvantage, very much 
to their humiliation and discomfort. 

Fourth. Their standing as officers in line of command, and so 
forth. The Secretary of the Navy, in his letter of comments on 
House bill 18020 to the chairman of your committee, 
following regarding warrant officers: 


states the 
They take rank or prec- 


edence next after midshipmen and ahead of all mates. The 
| Secretary is merely quoting paragraph 1, article 28, United 
States Navy Regulations, which is contrary to law. Section 12 


| of the act of March 38, 1899, reads, in part, as follows, referring 
| to chief boatswains, chief gunners, and so forth: 


a course of four years at the Naval Academy and a course of | 


two years at sea, or after taking some special course, as at the 
Polytechnic Institute, at Boston, and these courses are given them 
at no expense to themselves, but at a public outlay amounting 
to $30,000 for each one. Officers such as assistant paymasters 
and civil engineers, who rank with ensigns, are appointed 
directly from civil life, and therefore receive that rank on their 
first day of service, whereas chief boatswains and chief gun- 
ners have to serve at least seven years at sea as enlisted men 
before they are eligible for appointment as warrant officers, 
then six years as warrant officers, when they are promoted to 
commissioned chief and rank with an ensign, and are then dele- 
gated by Navy Regulations to take precedence after all other 
officers who have the rank of ensign now in the service, or who 
may in the future be appointed; and no enlisted man is eligible 
for appointment as a warrant officer who has not served as a 
first-class or chief petty officer, and has been at sea for at least 
Sven years; so you see they must be the very cream of the 
enlisted personnel and have a long and weary road to travel, 
and their education has not cost the public one cent. As a 
matter of fact the average service as enlisted men of the boat- 
Swains and gunners is about 11 years, then 6 years as a war- 
rant officer, thus a total length of service of 17 years before 
they reach the grade of chief, with the rank with but after 


o 


~—— 


XLVI-— 


That nothing in this act shall give additional right to qu 
command. 

Therefore it follows that commissioned chiefs with the rank 
of ensign also take rank and precedence next after midshipmen. 
Let us see if the Navy Department's interpretation of the 1: 
thus quoted in the Navy Regulations By 
1410, Revised Statutes, there are only the following officers in 
the Navy, viz, commissioned, warrant, and petty officers. <A 
midshipman does not hold a commi or warrant, and there 
fore can not be an officer in the Navy as defined by that statute, 
and justly so. A midshipman is a young man attending a naval 
school preparing him to be an officer, and it fact that 
midshipman has the required practical knowledge to command 
a fighting ship or to command a fighting division aboard of any 
ship, which takes years of practical experience to acquire under 
actual service conditions and can not be taught at any 
where only the rudiments are taught. After the midshipman 
has completed his studies he is given a commission as an ofticer 
of the lowest commissioned grade in the Navy, which is that of 
ensign. The warrant officers and commissioned chiefs therefore 
justly claim that they must certainly come ahead of all mid- 
shipmen, both as to command and precedence. The warrant of- 
ficers and chiefs have raised themselves to these grades by years 
of hard work and study in the practical school of the service, 


iW 


is correct section 


ssion 


is a no 


school 





the ship of war, and have passed through several examinations, 
and therefore there can be no doubt as to their abilities as 
officers, both in command and otherwise. Again, I think I have 


n to you gentlemen the unfair treatment these officers are 
iving at the har 


shown that the Navy Department has no intention of placing 


these officers in the proper position they are entitled to ac- 
cording to law. Therefore other laws should be passed and 
so worded that there possibly can not be any mistake as to 
what they are entitled to by the various acts of Congress. 


COMMENTS ON HOUSE BILL 


27844 


Regarding section 51 of House bill 27844, which is a personnel | 
bill now before this committee, and which has the approval of | 


the Secretary of the Navy: The section referred to deals with the 


warrant officers and commissioned chiefs. Let us examine this 
section. It will bear me out in what I have stated, that the | 


Navy Department is not giving and does not intend, if they can 


possibly help it in any way, to give the warrant officers and com- | 


missioned chiefs, the enlisted 


squi 


and consequently 
re deal as to promotion. 

First. Why should 
of warrant officers be limited to 20 each year? 
only corps which is 
chinist; the department has been unable to obtain that 
qualified candidates for machinists each year. 
vrades of boatswains, gunners, and carpenters are not limited, 


personnel, 


At present the 


many 


but the President is allowed to appoint the number actually re- | 


quired for the service, and if he chooses he can limit that to 20 
each year. Therefore, from the above facts, why this unneces- 
sary legislation? 


Second. Section 51 reads, as to the rank, pay, and allowances: 





Provided, That the rank, pay, and allowances in the several grades 
shall be the same now provided by law for boatswains and chief 
boatswains, respectively. 

The rank we have discussed previously, so you gentlemen 


know how unjust to these officers the law has been interpreted 
by the Navy Department in the Navy Regulations, As to pay: 
The present law provides that this pay in the various corps shall 
be that of boatswains or the equivalent, so why this unnecessary 
legislation? As to allowances: If the Navy Department wished 
to do justice to this, recommendations should have been made 
so as to include warrant officers in the fuel and light allowance, 
now allowed by law to all officers excepting the warrant officers. 
At present all warrant officers are allowed by law two rooms 
when on shore duty, and when not occupying public quarters they 


are allowed $12 per room per month, but they are not allowed 
any light or heat for their rooms, which is allowed all other 
officers at every station where warrant officers are occupying 
public quarters. These oflicers have to pay for light and heat 


out of their already meager pay, when all other officers stationed 
at these stations are furnished both at 
This is known to the Navy Department, and comments have 
been frequently made on this unjust state of affairs. Therefore 
the department has not done justice to these officers by not rec- 
ommending the above legislation in section 51. 

Third. Section 51 reads: 


Pre That all 


same public expense. 


ided further, warrant officers shall be examined for pro 





motion by such ¢ 1g boards as the Secretary of the Navy shall 
designate 

Here, again, is a very unjust and discriminating request by 
the Navy Department. The Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, 
in his annual report for several years past, has recommended 


that the above become a law. The annual report for 1910 reads 















as follows, on page 7: 

he law which provides that warrant officers must be exami 
1 board consisting of chief warrant officers is often a source 
barrassment to the bureau, as it is dificult and many times 
ticable, except at much expense, to assemble such a board. pat 
‘ the Pacith It is frequently impracticable to constitu 
t rd on f tations, and in consequence the mins 
officers of these grades is delayed for long periods before an oppor- 
tunity affords for convening a _ board. This is an injustice to the 
officer affected, as he is deprived of the increase in his rank and pay 
ntil he is qualified for promotion. The bureau sees no reason why 


warrant 
as 1s 


officers should not be examined by a regular examining board, 
the case with all other officers. 


it certainly is wonderful that the Navy Department should 


apparently try to take steps to erase an injustice to these of- 
ficers, as this report and proposed legislation in section 51 ap- 
pears to do. But the officers affected claim, and justly so, that 


this report of the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation is very mis- 
ting such laws as is requested in section 51 
i be very unjust and discriminating, indeed. 

lo be able to explain this fully I will have to refer to previ- 
AS re- 


leading, and by ena 
wor 


ous legislation that 


is now a law on the statute books. 
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uls of the Navy Department, and have also | 


a 
the appointments to the different corps | 
limited to 20 each year is that of the ma- | 


At present the | 
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gards the injustice as is claimed in rank and pay by delayed 
examinations, that is not so. Section 1562, Revised Statutes, 
| clearly defines and eliminates any such injustice, and reads as 
follows: 







If an officer of a class subject to examination before promotion shall 
be absent on duty, and by reason of such absence or of other cause not 
involving fault on his part, shall not be examined at the time required 
by law or regulation, and shall afterwards be examined and found 
qualified, the increased rate of pay to which his promotion would en- 
title him shall commence from the date when he would have been en- 
titled to it had he been examined and found qualified at the time so 
required by law or regulations; and this law shall apply to any cases 
| of this description which may have heretofore occurred, and in every 

such case the period of service of the party in the grade to which he 
was promoted shall, in reference to the rate of his pay, be considered 
to have commenced from the date when he was entitled to take rank. 





The above law prevents any such injustice as is claimed. 
Section 1491, Revised Statutes, reads as follows: 


The President may, if he shall deem it conducive to the interests of 
| the service, give assimilated rank to boatswains, gunners, carpenters, 

sailmakers, as follows: After five years’ service to rank with en- 
signs, and after 10 years’ service with lieutenants, junior grade. 


|} and 


This commendable law, although somewhat defective in its 
| wording, was put on the statute books by Congress in 1864, and 
| evidently that body thought as early as 1864 that it was to the 
| best interest of the service to give warrant officers more rank. 
This statute has never been effective and no part of it has ever 
been carried into effect. Why? Is it not reasonable to suppose 
that during all these years some of the warrant officers have 
| been worthy of this promotion? 

It is due to the very fact that the provisions in that statute 
evidently were not carried out by the Navy Department; that 
the present law regulating the examination and promotion of 
warrant officers was enacted by Congress on March 23, 1899, 

thus putting the warrant officers on the same status as to exam- 
ination as is now and has been enjoyed by all other officers of 
the Navy, as each and every corps in the Navy examine the 
candidates of their respective corps for promotion; so why the 
request for this discriminating law against the warrant offi- 
cers? The warrant officers justly feel that if the change should 
be made as requested in section 51 by the Navy Department, the 
effect of the present just law would be null and void, just as 
section 1491 was ineffective for years. 

The examining boards, consisting of commissioned chiefs, 
have carried out these examinations with credit and fairness, 
and the candidates appearing before these boards know that 
they are given a square deal. 

Fourth. Section 51: 


ind provided further, That nothing in this act shall be so construed 
as to affect in any way the present law regulating the appointment 
of warrant officers (commissioned and warranted) to the grade of 
ensign, which law shall remain in full effect. 

The law referred to is the act of March 3, 1901. The act of 


March 3, 1903, changed this so as to allow l2each year. The act 
of April 27, 1904, reduced the time of service in the warrant 
grade for the above-mentioned grades and made them eclici 
for the examination to ensign from six years to four years. | 
act of Mareh 3, 


hia 
rhe 
1 


1909, included chief boatswains, chief gunners, 


and chief machinists in the above law. The following tables 
will show how this law has worked for the 10 years sin its 
enactment. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my remarks 
in the Recorpb. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I also ask leave to 


extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I also ask leave to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Hay], the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. FLoyp]. and the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sisson] ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend their remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
and the Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it 


General debate has expired, 


enacted, etc., That under such regulations as the Secretary 
of War and the National Militia Board may prescribe the commis- 
sioned oflicers of the Organized Militia of each State, Territory, and 


the District of Columbia shall receive in compensation for their services, 


other than at annual encampments or in case of riot, insurrection, or 
invasion, certain percentages of the annual rate of pay -for oflicers ol 
like grade in the Army of the United States as is now or may be here- 
| after established by law, as follows: All officers below the gr of 
| general officers, including officers of the Medical Corps serving with 
troops, 15 per cent, and an additional 5 per cent to the commanding 
officers of all companies, troops, and batteries; general officers and 
| officers of staff departments serving with general officers, 5 per cent: 
| Provided, That each such officer shall have performed at least 75 per 
cent of the duties prescribed by statutes or in orders by the com- 
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mander in chief of his State or Territory or the commanding general 
of the Organized Militia of the District of Columbia, excepting for 
services hereinbefore excluded: Provided further, That no officer shall 
be entitled to such compensation until he shall have passed such ex- 








amination as shall be prescribed for officers of that grade by the Sec- 
retary of War and the National Militia Board. 

With the following committee amendment: 

On page 1, line 10, after the word “now,” strike out the words 
“or may be hereafter.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, what is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I now move to strike out 
the section—section 1. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I dislike to sound a dis- 
cordant note on this bill upon this side of the House, but I 
not believe it is a wise measure. Not only that, I believe it is 
a very unwise measure from almost every standpoint. It seems 
that the people of this country are talking more about peace 
and doing less toward its real advancement than the people of 
any other great country in the world. Since I have been a 
Member of this body the Regular Army has been increased 
about 800 per cent, and the expense of its maintenance has 
been increased, I should say, more than 300 per cent. I voted 
for nearly every measure that looked toward the reorganization 
of the Regular Army and the promotion of its efficiency because 
I believed it was in the interest of the country. 

This measure deals with the State militia, the so-called 
National Guard. I am opposed to it because I believe, with the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT], that its effect will be 
to practically destroy the State militia as it has existed in this 
country for a hundred years or more. It will take from the 
young men of the country—— 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER (continuing). That spirit of patriotism 
and local pride that has prompted them in times past to enlist 
in the militia, and its tendency will be to convert that military 
or semimilitary organization into an organization of profes- 
sional soldiers. 

The SPEAKER. 
from Alabama? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to ask the gentle- 
man if he thinks the militia in our last and previous wars has 
been efficient, and if he would be satisfied with the standard 
of efficiency displayed in our past wars? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think the militia has been more sat- 
isfactory in the past than the militia of the future will be, if 
this character of legislation is carried to its logical conclusion. 
The appropriations out of the Federal Treasury, of course, must 
necessarily carry with them a corresponding increase of the 


Will the gentleman yield to the gentleman 


duties and obligations of the members of the militia and a corre- | 


sponding increase of military service and discipline. Complaint 
is being made all over the country now that it is exceedingly 
difficult to secure recruits for the militia. And why? Because 
of the movement to place it under conirol of the Federal Gov- 
ernment in times of peace. The so-called Dick law 


the difficulties. The young men who will enlist in the militia 


in the future will be the class of men who would ordinarily | 


go into the Regular Army—men who desire to become profes- 
sional soldiers, and not the class of young men who would be 
prompted to become members of State military organizations 
from a sense of love of country. Men pursuing the occupations 
of peace are not inclined to subject themselves to the rigid 
discipline of the Regular Army, and therefore they will de- 
cline to go into the militia under Federal regulation and control 
With the court-martials and severe penalties provided in this 
bill. Officers of State military organizations are supporting 
this measure. It will increase their importance from the mili- 
tary standpoint and will carry some compensation for their 
Service, but when it is generally known what exactions are 
required, where will the privates come from? 

The question of cost is one of no inconsiderable consequence. 
We propose now to give the State Militia a certain percentage 
of the pay that is given to officers and soldiers in the Regular 
Army, and it has been said, with a great deal of reason, that 
it is but the entering wedge. We propose to pay enlisted men 
and noncommissioned officers 25 per cent of what is paid en- 
listed men and noncommissioned officers in the Regular Army. 


do | 


initiated | 
the movement, and this bill, if it becomes a law, will accentuate | 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CRUMPACKER] has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that all debate on this 
paragraph and all amendments thereto close in five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Who has charge of this bill now, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] or myself? 

The SPEAKER. ‘Lhe es of the House take charge, under 
the five-minute debate. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, Mr. Speaker, am I entitled to the re 


maining five minutes? 

The SPEAKER. If 
the rule. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER., I 
proceed for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no ebjection. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Under the Dick law, passed a few 
vears ago, a charge upon the Federal Treasury of $4,000,000 a 
vear for the State militia was imposed. It has been stated on 
the floor in general debate, without contradiction, that this bill 
will involve an expenditure of $6,000,000 a year in addition, and 
it provides for the payment of only one-fourth of the compensa 
tion paid the soldiers in the Regular Army, and 15 or 20 per 
cent of the salaries paid to Regular Army officers. 

I have had experience enough in national affairs, and suffi- 
cient observation of the tendency of legislation of this char- 
acter, to firmly believe that within five years an effort will be 
made again in Congress, a successful effort, to double the appro- 
priations that are carried in this bill, because in that time the 
argument will be stronger than it is to-day that some additional 
inducements are necessary in order to secure enlistments in 
the National Guard, and the increase will doubtless be made. 
Do young men now become members of the National Guard in 
the hope of emoluments? If the compensation system is en 


tered upon, it must ultimately place the National Guard upon 


the gentleman will hin 


bring 


ask unanimous ¢c 


onsent that I may 


| the same footing with the Regular Army in respeet to pay and 


allowances and exact of that organization the same service, 
discipline, and obedience, substantially, as is required of the 
standing Army. There will then be no State militia. 
Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 
Mr. GARRETT. Does not the gentleman believe that this 
legislation will be followed by the withdrawal by many of the 
States of the amount that they are now appropriating for the 
support of their militia? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


That would be the natural result, be- 


| eause if the States can secure money to maintain their National 


Guard out of the Federal Treasury they will be glad to do 
so and save their own revenue. Then, having increased the 
pay to 50 per cent, the next move will be to give the National 
Guard the same pay and emoluments that are paid to soldiers 
of the Regular Army, enlisted men and officers. The effect of 
it will be to convert the State militia into a branch of the 
Regular Army, not only in its duties and obligations, but in 
its very character, and it will drive from the militia the class 
of young men—clerks, mechanics, and others—who have formed 
that organization in the past and who form it now. I want to 
emphasize that feature of the bill, and to warn Members of this 
House against the danger of this kind of legislation. It will 
convert the State militia into an organization of 
soldiers. We all know that in small communities, in the aver 
age country towns of 5.000 or 10.000 population, militia organi- 
zations are composed largely of young men whose lives are 
dedicated to pursuits of peace and not to warfare, and they will 


professional 


not submit themselves to the rigid discipline that will be re- 
quired and that ought to be required by the Federal Govern 
ment if large sums of money shall be taken out of the Federal 
Treasury for the purpose of building up the National Guard 


and converting it into a real fighting machine. 
The average young American who has his mind upon a busi 


ness career will not voluntarily bow his neck to a rigid yoke of 


military discipline. He may join an organization of militia, 
and submit to occasional drills in the manual of arms and 
general maneuvers, but his thought and energy in the main 


must be in his business. That is the chief objection I have to 
this bill. I think highly of the State Militia. A number of 
years ago I had the honor of being a lieutenant [ap- 
plause] in a company of militia organized to conduct military 
and social operations in the beautiful city of Valparaiso, in the 
State of Indiana. The social side of that organization was one 
of its chief attractions, You subject the class of young men thai 
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belonged to that company to the rigid military discipline that must 
nec follow tl legislation—trial by court-martial, fines, 
and 1 9 out of 10 of the self-respecting 
pul | \ x men who now compose th National 
G d i » into it They would never submit to 
the rigid requirements of Regular Army discipline in times of 
peace I Na tic | Guard now is inexpensive, and the train- 
ir cw es is of great value in time of conflict. Change i 
cl r and 1 W drive out of it the bulk of the intelli 
aa d patriotic young men who now compose it, young men 
\ , With the training they are now receiving, will make the 
very | Idiers in tual war. 

I prot . . The proposition to pay officers 1 sol 
diers in the National Guard a fixed and regular compensation 
out of the Federal Treasury naturally ap] t] | how 
many of them know of the conditions that are attached to the 
compensatory } ision? How many of them know ything 
about the requirements contained in section 5 of the bill if 
this bill becomes a law, there w be an annual charge of 
910,000,000 upon the Federal Treasury on account of the State 
Militia, and the Government has the right to impose reciprocal 
conditions and obligations in consideration of this large yearly 
expenditure. In my judgment, the Government will be better 
off and the militia will be more efficient if this bill is not 
ps ssed. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MANN). Debate on this 
paragraph is exhausted. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana, to strike out section 1. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw that motion. 

Mr. HAY. I renew it, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the 
gentleman from Virginia that section 1 carries the enacting 


clause. 
Mr. HAY. Iw 
the enacting cla 
The SPEAKER pro 
moves an amendment, 
the Clerk will report, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
offered by 
ing clause. 

The question was taken; 
Hay) there were S7 ayes and 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—ye 
answered “ present” 10, not voting 107, 


as aware of that fact, and I want to strike out 


use, 
The 
out 


tempore. 
to strike 


gentleman from V 
the enacting clause 





striking out the enacting clause. 


The question is on 
the gentleman from Virginia to strike 


the motion 
out the enact- 


and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
96 noes. 


and nays. 


as 116, 
as follows: 


nays 151, 


YEAS—116. 
Adair E one Jamieson Peters 
Aiken re Johnson, Ky. Randell, Tex. 
Alexander, Mo. F itzt —_ ld Johnson, 8. C. Ransdell, La. 
Barnhart Floyd, Ark. Jones Rauch 
Bartlett, Ga. Garner, Tex. Keliher Riordan 
Beall, Tex. Garrett Kinkead, N. J. Robinson 
sell, ‘Ga. Gillespie Kitchin Roddenbery 
fochne Glass Korbly Rucker, Mo. 
Booher Gedwin Lamb Shackleford 
trantley Goldfogle Latta Sharp 


Burgess 
turle 


Gordon 
Graham, 


Legare Sheppard 
Lindbergh 


son Ill, Sherley 









Burnett Hamlin Lively Sherwood 

Campbell Hammond Lloyd Sims 

Carter Hardwick Mclienry Sisson 

Cary Hardy Macon Slavden 

( lark, Mo. ; Harrison Maguire, Nebr. Smith, Tex 

Ci Hay Martin, Colo. St ns, Tex. 

Collier Ilelm Mays Tawney 

Covington Henry, Tex. Mitchell laylor, Colo. 

Cox, Ind Hite! heock Moon, Tenn, The is, Ky. 

Crumpacker Hollingsworth Morrison Thomas, N. ¢ 

Cullop iH vast n Moss Tou Velle 

Denver Howard Nicholls Turnbull 

Dickinson Hughes, Ga O'Connell Watkins 

Dickson, Miss Hughes, N. J Oldfield Webb 

Dixon, Ind. Hull, Tenn. Padgett Weisse 

Driscoll, D. A. Humphreys, Miss. Page Wickliffe 

Edwards, Ga. James Palmer, A. M, Wilson, Pa, 
NAYS—151. 

Andrus But! Cox, Ohio Ese 

Ans y By Creager I ild 

Austin cs Currier I 

Re da Cc lerhead Dalzell Fish 

Barclay ( ll Davidson Focht 

Bennet, N. ¥ C Davis I< 

Bingham { Dent Foster, Ill. 

Borland ( n Diekema Foster, Vt. 

Boutell ‘ ! Dodds Gardner, Mich, 

Bradley ( , N.Y Driscoll, M. I Gardner, N. J. 

i Pa ( Dupre Graff 

Lb S. Dak. ( per, Pa, Dwight Graham, Pa 

Br gh ( Wis Ellis Grat 
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| Gree 


| 
| 


irginia | 
which | 





| 
F 





| sylvania [Mr. 












ne Knapp Moon, Pa. Small 

Griest Kopp Moore, Pa. Smith, Iowa 
Guernsey Kronmiller Morehead Snapp 
Hamer Kiistermann Morgan, Mo. Southwick 
familt Lafean Morgan, Okla. Stafford 
Ianna : os e Steenerson 
laugen Murphy St ng 
lawley Ne “a son St rgiss 
leald Nyt Sulloway 
feflin Olcott Ta aylor, Ohio 
Ienry, Conn Olmsted Thistlewood 
figgin hee mer, Hi. W. Thomas, Ohio 
[ill I ar) rk Tilson 

Lobs« = McCredie ‘Townsend 
Lor we Utah McGuire, Okla. Volstead 
fowl: a McKinley, I. K Vreeland 

ful »bard, Iowa McKinney Plumley Washburn 

tu bbat “d, W.Va. McLaughlin, Mich. Poindexter Weeks 

lum] , Wash. McMorran Pou Wheeler 
John ‘on, Ohio Madison Pratt Wilson, Ill. 
Jovee [al ry Pra‘ Wi ‘ ds, low a 
Kahn Mann Roberts Woodyard 
Keifer Martin, S. Dak. Rodenberg Young, Mich. 
Kendall Massey Rucker, Colo, The Speaker 
Kennedy, Iowa Miller, Minn Scott 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—10. 











Fornes Rothermel Stanley 
Lee Slemp 
Lever Smith, Mich, 
NOT VOTING—107. 
Alexander, N. Y. Edwards, Ky. Hull, lowa Pujo 
16s Klvins Kennedy, Ohio Rainey 
Englebright Kinkaid, Nebr. Reeder 
Estopinal Knowland Reid 
J Fassett Law Rhinock 
B Foelker Lindsay Richardson 
LB Fordney Livingston Sabath 
B l Fowler Loud Saunders 
Bates Fuller Lundin Sheffield 
Bennett, Ky Gaines McCall Simmons 
B Gallagher Mcliermott Smith, Cal. 
I Gardner, Mass. McKinlay, Cal. Sparkman 
B} Garner, Pa. MeLachlan, Cal. Sperry 
Cs Gill, Md. Madd Spight 
Clark, Fla. 1, Mo. Maynard Stevens, Minn, 
Con ett Miller, Sulzer 
Cc bel Milling Swasey 
Co Good Mon lell Talbott 
Cc Goulden Moore, Tex. Taylor, Ala. 
Cc Gregg Moxley Tnderwood 
Crow Hamill Mudd Wallace 
Dawson Havens Murdock Wanger 
Denby Hayes Needham Wiley 
Dies Hinshaw Norris Willett 
Douglas Howell, N. J. Patterson Wood, N. J. 
Draper Huff Pearre Young, N. Y. 
Durey Hughes, W. Va. Prince 


So the motion was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For balance of day: 

Mr. Drarer with Mr. SuLzer. 

Mr. Miviter of Kansas with Mr. 

Mr. Futter with Mr. DIEs. 

Mr. Reever with Mr. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. GAINES with Mr. TALBorTT. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. 

On this vote: 

Mr. GARDNER Of Massachusetts (against) with Mr. Lever (in 
favor). 


LIVINGSTON, 


LEE. 


Mr. Durey with Mr. ANDERSON. 
For the session: 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Youne of New York with Mr. 
SLEMP with Mr. Froop of Virginia. 
KNOWLAND with Mr. CANDLER, 
SHEFFIELD with Mr. STANLEY. 
MapDDEN with Mr. GouLDEN. 
ALEXANDER Of New York with Mr. 
ANTHONY with Mr. Brovussarpb. 
BARTHOLDT with Mr. GReaa, 
Dawson with Mr. HAMILL. 
ForDNEY with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
GILLETT with Mr. McDermMorrt. 
Howey of New Jersey with Mr. RAINEY 
Moxey with Mr. SAUNDERS. 

Loup with Mr. SPIGuT. 

MOoNDELL with Mr. Tayror of Alabama. 
Simmons with Mr. HAVENs. 
STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. 
Dovuetas with Mr. ESToPrna 
ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, did the gentleman from Penn- 
WANGER] vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania did not vote. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I voted 
gentleman 


FORNES. 


Bowenrs., 


LINDSAY. 


‘aye,’ and as I am 
I wish to withdraw 


paired with the distinguished 
my vote and answer present, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr, ADAMSON, and he answered 
“ Present.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk will call the gentle 


Page 2, line 6, strike out the words “at seventy-five per centum of.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the amendment suggested by 
the committee has not been acted upon as yet, has it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That amendment has been 
agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to 


J. F. M’MURBAY. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I submit the re- 


port of the special committee appointed under House resolution | 


S47, to investigate the circumstances connected with certaip 
contracts said to exist between J. F. McMurray, of McAlester, 
Okla., and certain Indian tribes, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the report may be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South 
Dakota submits a report, and asks unanimous consent that it 
may be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The report is not unanimous, 
Mr. Speaker. There is one member of the committee who has 
not signed it, but he is present. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to have my minority report also printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the print- 
ing of the two reports in the Recorp, as requested by the gentle 
man from South Dakota and the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The reports are as follows: 

To the House of Representatives: 


The committee appointed pursuant to and by virtue of the following 
House resolution, No. 847— 

“Resolved, That a committee consisting of five members, each of 
whom shall be a Member of the House of Representatives, be appointed 
by the Speaker to investigate all circumstances connected with certain 
contracts now said to exist by and between J. F. McMurray, an attorney, 
of McAlester, Okla., or any other person or persons, and the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Tribes of Indians of Oklahoma, or any member or 





members thereof, or any other of the Five Civilized Tribes, the Osage | 


Indians, or any members thereof, this to include bribery, fraud, or any 
undue influence that may have been exerted on behalf of the approval 
or procuring of the said contracts, or any of them. 

“ Said committee is hereby empowered to sit and act at any place, to 
require the attendance of witnesses and the production of papers by 


subpena to be signed by the chairman of said committee. The chairman | 


of said committee, or any member thereof, is hereby empowered to ad- 
minister oath. Said committee is further hereby empowered to take 
testimony under oath and in writing, to obtain documents, papers, and 
other information from the several departments of the Government or 
and make a record of all evidence received by the committee and to 
keep a record of its pogeceens. All costs and expenses of said inves- 

gation shall be paid from the contingent fund of the House of Rep- 

ntatives. 

“All hearings by said committee shall be open to the public. The 
committee shall report to this Congress all evidence taken and their 





findings and conclusions thereon. And in case of disobedience to a | 


subpena this committee may invoke the aid of any court of the United 
States or of any Territories or Districts thereof, within the jurisdic- 
tion of which any inquiry may be carried on by said committee in re 
quiring the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the production 
of books, papers, and documents under the provisions of this resolu- 
tion, and any such court within the jurisdiction of which the inquiry 
under this resolution is being carried on may, in case of contumacy 
or refusal to obey a subpeena issued to any person under authority of 


any bureau thereof, to employ not to exceed two stenographers to take | 


this resolution, issue an order requiring such persons to appear before | 


the said committee and produce books and papers, if so ordered, and 

give evidence touching the matter in question, and any failure to obey 

such order of the court may be punished by such court as a contempt 

thereof. 

criminate the person giving such evidence shall not excuse such wit- 

ness from testifying, but such evidence or testimony shall not be used 
st such person on the trial of any criminal proceeding except in 

osecution for perjury committed in giving such testimony. 

“And said committee may file its report with the Clerk of the House 

during the recess of Congress " 

mits the following report: 

_ The investigation authorized was the result of charges made in the 

Senate by Senator THomas P. Gore, of Oklahoma, June 24, 1910. 

Speaking of what was known as the “ McMurray contracts,” Senator 

Gore said: 

“IT shall not say what I intended to say when I rose, but I know 
that improper methods have been attempted in connection with these 
McMurray contracts. I speak from my own knowledge. A Member of 
this Senate was approached with an offer to be interested in those 





contracts, and a Member of the other House was approached on yester- | with the law and were approved by the department January 10, 


The claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to | 


| he resided until he removed to McAlester, Okla., then 
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day by a representative of Mr. McMurray with a similar overture. 
. * > 


“Mr. President, I may be green, and that may explain the presump 
tion which some people have indulged in in connection with this matter, 
but I can not afford to let a false sense of modesty stand between me 
and my duty. The whole effort < combination to secure an 
fos of these contracts is conceived in corruption and ha 
yrought forth in corruption.” 

He further said: 






“On the 6th day of May a representative « man 
who resides in my State, a man toward wh istaine ‘iendly 
relations, a man who has rendered me substantial assistance in t! 


past, sir, I may say, came to my office and assured me th it 1 
be made to my interest if I would call nior Sena 
Colorado and advise him not to report the 
been reported at my urgent instance. 

- “ Now, sir, I repeat that I dislike the humiliation which mes from 
the fact that anyone should pI ] 
subject. I suppose it was due to th 
had previously existed. There was some li 
five or fifty thousand dollars might be available if the contracts ws 
not further opposed by me. Unwilling t« irbor such ; 
the senior Senator from Wisconsin [| Mr. Fo! rr } 
had transpired. I told the Congressman from my State who repr 
the Indians involved. I also told other friends. My colleague was 
absent from the city. 

“On yesterday, as I am advised, a representative of Mr. McMurray 
made a similar proposition to a Member in the other House 

‘Now, an ex-Senator from Nebraska is interested in these contracts, 
and an ex-Senator from Kansas is interested in these contracts A 
powerful lobby has been maintained here in the interest of these con 
tracts, and I have expended every effort to secure legislation that would 











ro 





make their consummation an impossibility.” 
Immediately following the appointment of the committee the work 
of the investigation began by calling upon the Interior Department and 


the Department of Justice for copies of all contracts comprehended 
within the scope of the resolution, together with copies of all letters 


| papers, and other documents material to the subject matter within the 


scope of the inquiry authorized. 
All of the members of the committee assembled at Muskogee, Okla., 
August 4, 1910, and proceeded on that date to hold the ir itial hea 
Hearings continued at various places in Oklahoma, to wit: Musk 
McAlester, Sulphur, Pawhuska, and Tulsa up to and including t 








day of August, when adjournment was taken to Washington, ID. C., at 
a date in November to be fixed by the chairman On the 23d day of 
November hearings were resumed in Washington i it in 
tervals up to and including January 10, 1911 Arg Ley 
were completed January 13, 1911 One hundred ; S 
were examined and all testimony was given under ther 
wise indicated. Numerous contracts, documents, and other papers were 
examined and some of them form the appendix which appears at pages 
1143-1343 of this report. 

John F. McMurray, the alleged principal whose agent Jake L. Hamon 


is alleged to have been, was represented during the entire investiga 
tion by counsel, consisting of Messrs. Flynn & Ames, of Oklahoma 
City, Okla., and Cecil H. Smith, of Sherman, Tex Senator Gore was 
present or represented at most of the hearings and was given equal 
privileges with members of the committee in the matter of examining 
and cross-examining witnesses, and every person whom he requested to 
have called as a witness was subpcnaed, and special effort was made 
to secure all possible evidence touching any interest in the McMurray 
contracts that may have existed on the part of any Member of either 
branch of Congress. 

At the conclusion of the hearings arguments continuing through two 
days were made by counsel for McMurray and by Senator Gore. 

All of the evidence has been printed and is herewith submitted, to 
gether with the appendix containing the exhibits before referred to. 

The resolution directs the committee to investigate 
‘all circumstances connected with certain contracts now said to exist 
by and between J. F. McMurray, an attorney of McAlester, Okla., or 
any other person or persons, and the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes 
of Indians of Oklahoma, or any member or members thereof, or any 
other of the Five Civilized Tribes, the Osage Indians, or any members 
thereof, this to include bribery, fraud, or any undue influence that may 
have been exerted on behalf of the approval or procuring of the said 
contracts, or any of them.’ 

Strictly construed the text of the resolution would have limited the 
committee to the investigation of existing contracts But when the 
resolution was being considered in the House it was evidently contem 
plated that the committee was not to be so limited in its inquiry, but 
might inquire into any contracts. See CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of June 
e » floor of 
resolution, is re 





25, 1910, wherein the following colloquy, which occurred on tl 
the House immediately prior to the adoption of the resolut 


ported : 

“Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the chairman of the com 
mittee whether or not this resolution is broad enough to include all 
contracts between this man McMurray and these nations of lr ins? 

“Mr. TAWNEY. And any other contracts? 

“Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will it go back 10 years? 

“Mr. MANN. It will go back as long as the committee wants it to go 
back.” 

It was deemed necessary, therefore, in order to ike an exhaustiv 
and intelligent inquiry relative to existing contracts with McMurray, 
to ascertain his contractual relations with ar I Civilized 


Tribes prior to entering into the pending or ex 


GENERAL REVIEW OF M’MURRAY’S CONTRACTS. 
It appears from the evidence that James F. McMurray is a lawyer, 
having been admitted to the bar at Gainesville, Tex., in 1890, where 
Indian Territory 


in 1897, where he engaged in the practice of law In 1898 he formed a 
partnership with George A. Mansfield and Melven Cornish, under the 
firm name of Mansfield, McMurray & Cornis! In July, 1899, this firm 
was employed by the Chickasaw Nation to represent the tribe before the 
Dawes Commission in relation to citizenship matters \ act was 





entered into between Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish and the ckasaw 


Nation by which the said firm were to receive $5,000 annuall; r their 
services. In the early part of the year 1900 a similar contract was 
made with the Choctaw Nation at a salary of $5,000 per year to re 








sent that nation before the Dawes Commission 2 
Both of these contracts appear to have been executed in accordance 
1900, 
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in 
Chickasaw and Choctaw tribes were entered into by which the firm were 


to act as general counsel to the nations at an agreed salary of $5,000 
per annum, to be paid by each nation; that they continued to serve 
under said contracts until March 4, 1907; that under the contract to 


represent the Chickasaw Nation as general counsel the firm were 
receive the sum of $2,700 for expenses, and that said amount was paid 
to the said firm annually either directly or for expenses during their 
employment. 

Enormous expenses were incurred by these attorneys, to pay which 
the $2,700 authorization was grossly inadequate. To meet the situa- 
tion both nations passed numerous acts allowing expenses. On 





The employment continued until March 4, 1907. It also appears that to sections 
1900 contracts between Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish and the! effective upon the passage and approval of the act. 


| 


to | 


October | 


26, 1900, the Chickasaws passed a “ blanket” expense act, authorizing | 


expenses without limit. A fund of $30,000 had already been placed at 


the disposal of the governor, and he had most of it on hand when this | 


firm began 
expense acts, one of which was in blanket form. 

The law governing Indian contracts requires that they 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior and also that act 


the work. 
shall 


be ap 
of the 


tribal 


The Choctaws also passed their share of these | 


councils authorizing contracts or the appropriation of money shall also | 


be approved by the President, but it appears that neither of the con- 
tracts as general counsel or any of the acts of the tribal council making 
appropriations for expenses were submitted for approval, and, in fact, 
they were not approved; and large sums of money were paid to the 
said firm of Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish for alleged expenses and 
upon vouchers that were not properly itemized; there is no way of de- 
termining as to how much of the money paid for alleged expenses were 
disbursed ; but under the contracts referred to and the amounts appro- 
priated and paid for expenses the said firm of Mansfield, McMurray & 
Cornish, between the dates named, received over $200,000. During this 
same period they were employed by these Indian tribes in other mat- 
ters, and received therefor remuneration in large amounts. The con- 
tracts for service enjoyed by this firm with these two tribes, together 
with fees received or to be received up to March 4, 1907, as follows: 








Citizenship, annual salary (aggregate) ......-.._______.__ $70, 000 
Citizenship court, contingent fee Se a _. 750, 000 
General attorneys, annual salary (aggregate) —- -_.. 45,000 

I ial eal a oc 20, 000 


Incompetent func 2 





i at ic a a eds ele 5, OOO 

Due and unpaid ” a a 

I parinnInY) UUSINIRI 7 OUI AUGER «ip celia aieidlinnlcmacieaaeeaimaecaiais 27, 500 
Mississippi Choctaw case wisieamaiiiand 
J. Hale Sypher case wn scoiiiacbaiiall casi diialaniataalalliai tein aledia tea 
I ee 
IRENE VOTE: NURI SUNIL... scoping ai 

i a Nl le 927, 500 


In addition to above, J. F. McMurray has thus far received on his 
individual tax contracts the sum of $20,200, and about $55,000 remains 
— 

uring the time that this firm was employed, as has been stated, 
receiving annually a compensation of $20,000, in addition to the liberal 
amounts that were paid to them for expenses, besides having other 
compensation for special services, it developed that owing to some 
errors in the so-called Atoka agreement made by the Government with 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations in 1898, and in order to more 
fully and properly administer the affairs of the two nations, it was 
thought advisable that there should be a supplemental agreement or new 
treaty made with the two nations. Mansfield, McMurray & 
were necessarily consulted, and aided in preparing a treaty which was 
subsequently entered into and approved. The work of negotiating this 
agreement began in 1901. (See testimony, pp. 672, 673.) 

The service rendered in connection therewith by Mansfield, McMurray 
& Cornish was required under their contract of general employment. 
While employed and paid as stated, they obtained information as to 
enrollment upon which later was based the tribal contention that 
many persons had been wrongfully and illegally enrolled notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the proceedings which led to their enrollment were 
conducted in accordance with due process of law and the final order of 
their enrollment was decreed by a United States court. They there- 
upon entered into a contract with the two nations by which they were 
to receive 9 per cent of $4,800 for each person enrolled whose name 
they could eliminate from the rolls. (See testimony, p. 674.) There 
was no way by which persons so enrolled—locally known as court 
citizens—could be eliminated lawfully from participation in the tribal 
estate. The treaty negotiated in 1901, before referred to, and ap- 
proved July 1, 1902, originally contained no provision authorizing the 
elimination of the so-called court citizens. 


the two nations and by the representatives of the Government, and 
after it was transmitted to Congress for ratification and approval, 
sections 31, 32, and 33 were inserted at the request of McMurray, which 
sections are predicated on the assumption that the United States 
courts in the Indian Territory, acting under the act of June 10, 1896, 
had admitted persons to citizenship in the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations without notice to both of said nations. It was contended 
by the nations that in such proceedings notice to each of said nations 
was indispensable, and they claimed and insisted that the proceedings 
in the United States courts in the Indian Territory under the act of 
June 10, 1896, should have been confined to a review of the action of 
the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes upon the record in each 
case, and should not have extended to a trial de novo of the question 
of citizenship. 

These sections authorized the two nations, jointly, or either 





of said 


nations acting separately and making the other a party defendant, by a| 





bill in equity filed in the citizenship court, to | a suit for the pur 
pose of testing the validity of all such decisions of the United States 
courts. It further provided that 10 persons admitted to citizenship or 
enrollment by the United States courts with notice to but one of said 
nations, should be made defendants to a suit as representatives of the 
entire class of persons similarly situated. In other words, it authorized 
the bringing of a test suit and provided that in the event said citizen- 
ship judgments or decisions were annulled or vacated any party thereto 
within 90 days thereafter by a written application might have his case 
transferred to the citizenship court by the court where the judgment 
was entered and that the citizenship court should have jurisdiction 
therein as if no judgment or decision had been rendered by the United 
States court. It was provided that the judgment of this citizenship 
court should be final 

The act provided that it should not be effective until submitted to 
and ratified by a vote of the two nations, but exception was made as 


Cornish | 


After the agreement had been duly signed by the representatives of | 





° 
o 


, 32, and 33, creating the citizenship court, which became 

(See testimony, 
675.) 
Immediately following the passage of the act ratifying the agree- 
ment of 1902 the judges authorized to be appointed to constitute the 
citizenship court were appointed as follows: Spencer Adams, of North 
Carolina; Henry S. Foote, of California; and Walter L. Weaver, of 
Ohio. Judge Foote appears to have been appointed upon the recom 
mendation of Senator Stewart, who was then chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and Judge Adams on the recommendation 
of Senator Pritchard, of North Carolina. Judge Foote was the brother 
in-law of Senator Stewart. (See testimony, p. 675.) The law creating 
this court is without legislative parallel; the manner of its enactment 
was extraordinary, and the authority which it conferred upon the court 
it created is without precedent in American jurisprudence. 

As soon as this court was created and organized, the firm of Mansfield, 
MeMurray & Cornish proceeded to bring before it a very large number 
of claims of “ court citizens,’ and they succeeded in eliminating from 
the rolls between 3,5 (See testimony, p. 676.) 


p. 


3,500 and 4,000 persons. 
They then claimed a fee of 9 per cent on a basis of $4,800 per person 
as provided in the contingent-fee contract made in 1901, before referred 
to, which had not been approved in accordance with the law. After 
much controversy between Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish and the de 
partment, the Secretary of the Interior finally offered to approve their 
contract in the sum of $250,000. This they refused to accept, and suc 
ceeded in having incorporated in an Indian appropriation bill a pro 
vision authorizing the so-called “ citizenship court” to determine the 
amount of their compensation. Under the authority conferred by this 
act the court fixed the amount of the fee at $750,000, and very soon 
thereafter the court dissolved and ceased to have existence. In addi 
tion to this enormous fee, the contract provided that the attorneys 
should be paid their expenses and they now have a claim against the 
nations for $25,500 for unpaid expenses. (See testimony, p. 675.) 

After protracted litigation in the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish succeeded in obtaining from 
the Seeretary of the Treasury a warrant drawn upon the Treasurer of 
the United States in the sum of $750,000 payable to their order. (For 
the division and disposition of this sum of money, see testimony at 
p. 1054 et seq.) 

During all of the time that Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish repre 
sented the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, it appears that they were 
able to direct the affairs of both tribes, particularly the Chickasaws, 
to a greater or less extent, and were able apparently to secure the 
enactment of such tribal acts authorizing their employment, or provid 


ing appropriations to pay their expenses, as they seemed to think 
their interests demanded. The governor of the Chickasaw Nation at 


all times appears to have followed the suggestions of this firm and 
was apparently ready and willing always to promote their interests. 
In return the firm contributed toward the election expenses of the 
Choctaw governor, and provided a special train to take voters to the 
polls in the interest of the Chickasaw governor. (See testimony, p. 795.) 

Mr. Mansfield appears to have been the lawyer of the firm of Mans- 
field, McMurray & Cornish. Mr. Cornish was taken into the firm prob 
ably because of his employment for some years with the Dawes Com- 
mission and his general knowledge of tribal affairs, particularly in 
respect to the rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations. (See 
testimony, p. 667.) Mr. McMurray was the active member of the firm 
who attended to political matters, obtaining contracts, securing legisla 
tion, and he might be termed the promoter of the firm. It may be said 
that each member was diligent in performing his part of what the 
firm undertook to accomplish. Following the payment of the $750,000 
fee, before referred to, and in the month of June, 1905, Mansfield, 
McMurray & Cornish were indicted in the United States court charged 
with the unlawful expenditure and appropriation of the funds of the 


Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, it being alleged that much of the 
money paid to them for expenses, though it was authorized by the 


tribal councils, was in fact unlawful, because the tribal acts making 
appropriations had not been approved by the President of the United 
About this time an act was passed by the Chickasaw Nation 
authorizing a contract to be made with counsel in connection with the 
sale of what is known as the segregated land belonging to the Chicka 
saw and Choctaw Nations, this being the coal and asphalt land. (See 


Exhibit 11, p. 1158.) A similar act was enacted in 1905 by the Choctaw 
Nation. (See Exhibit 12, p. 1159.) 
In November, 1905, the Chickasaw Nation entered into a contract 


with Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish and Cecil A. Lyon by which they 


| were to receive 10 per cent from the proceeds from the sale of the 


segregated land. (See copy of contract in Appendix, p. 1161.) A 
similar contract was also entered into with the Choctaw Nation in 


November, 1905. (See copy of contract in Appendix, p. 1162.) 

Mr. Lyon is not a lawyer, was not a resident of Oklahoma or asso 
ciated with Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish, but was a prominent citizen 
and business man of the State of Texas, and held the position of chai 
man of the State committee and member of the national committee of 
the Republican Party for the State of Texas. 

It was also well known that he was a personal friend of the then 
President of the United States. That this was a prominent factor in 
inducing Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish to give him an interest in the 
contracts with the two nations is apparent and is admitted Mk 
Murray. (See testimony, p. 716.) It was probably thought that | 


1 
DY 


| could be of material service in securing the approval by the President of 


the tribal contracts referred to, and also that he might contribute toward 
getting the indictments against the firm dismissed. In July, 1905, Mr. 
Lyon wrote a letter to the President requesting that the indictments 
against Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish be investigated, and an investi 
gation was directed by the President. Charles W. Russell, of the De 
partment of Justice, was delegated to direct the investigation, and 
there were humerous conferences with him and Mansfield, McMurray & 
Cornish at which Mr. Lyon was present. 

On December 8, 1905, Mr. Lyon sent a telegram to the President 
follows: 
“In spite report Attorney General cases against Johnston, McMurray 
et al. not dismissed, Ardmore, Ind. T. Please so direct.” (See testi 
mony, p. 405.) 

The United States attorney for the district in Indian Territory was 
promptly removed by the President, but on the same day was rein- 
stated. He had been opposing vigorously the dismissal of the indict 
ments and had reported against a dismissal of them to the Depart 
ment of Justice. The matter was subsequently further investigated 
and finally was referred to Hon. Charles Nagel, of St. Louis, who in- 
vestigated and reported that in his judgment the moneys expended 


as 


having been appropriated by authority of the tribal councils, a con- 








1911. 


tion for having misappropriated funds could not be maintained. and 
ving that report the indictments were finally dismissed. 





1 

Che tribal contracts for the sale of the segregated land, to which 
reference has been made, were not transmitted to the President through 
the Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes and the department, as 
is the custom, but were carried to Washington by Cecil A. Lyon in per 


n and presented to the President for 
on ted the Commissioner of Indian 

ntracts, doing so verbally. 
returned Mr. 


his approval. The President 
Affairs and declined to a ove 


No indorsement was made upon ‘them 





L 








a they were to ) (See testimony, pp. 400, 401.) 
Copies of the tribal acts authorizing these contracts to be made were 
discovered by the Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes some time 
in 1908 and transmitted to the President and by him disapproved. 
Notwithstanding the fact that President Roosevelt refused to approve 
the tribal contracts and the tribal acts authorizing them had been 
by im disapproved in 1908, we find in March, 1910, the contracts 
pre ited to President Taft and his approval requested, and without 
egard to the fact that individual contracts had been entered into by a 


number of the members of the 
these individual contracts the Indians agreed to pay him 10 per 
cent of whatever money might ultimately be received frem the pro 
ceeds not only of the segregated land, but of the surplus land, and of 
any other property belonging to the two tribes, including undoubtedly 
the money already to their credit in the Treasury. 


By the terms of the agreements with the Five Civilized Tribes lands 


I 
large Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations. 











alk d to the members thereof were to be exempt from taxation for 
a period of 21 years. In 1908 Congress passed an act which had the 
effect of removing the restriction from a very large number of the 
members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes. As soon as the 
restrictions were removed the State of Oklahoma proceeded to assess 
the lands affected for purposes of taxation. There was much feeling 
on ount of this action and a determined disposition was manifested 
on the part of the Indians to resist the taxation of their lands. 

r) subject aroused much contention, and Gov. Johnston, of tl 
Chickasaw Nation, called a mass meeting of Choctaws and Chicka 
saws at Tishomingo in July, 1908. At this meeting a committee of 
three or five was named to take into consideration public matters 
affecting the tribes and make a report to an adjourned meeting of the 
Ind to be held at Sulphur in August. At the Sulphur meeting 
the mmittee was enlarged to 15 and their authority extended to 
adv« se for and employ an attorney. A subsequent meeting was also 
held at Ardmore. The committee of 15 finally met at Tishomingo in 


the l 
At 1 
Assi 


of 1908 and selected J. F. McMurray to act as their attorney 
s meeting an association was formed, known as the Treaty Rights 
ation, wh object should be to resist the collection of taxes 





se 





and the securing of an early settlement of all tribal affairs. The i: 

vitation for proposals for doing this work brought responses from 

several firms. ‘These proposals were on a cash basis for the most 
t (See record, pp. 502 to 507.) McMurray submitted a 


propo 


at he would undertake the work on a basis of $10 per al 





ne to be paid in cash by the allottees, offering, however, to tak 
in the place of cash. Coupled with this was the requirement 

there would be circulated with each of these tax contra 

dual contract employing Mr. McMurray as attorney to handk 


i 
‘ undivided property of the tribe which the individuals wet 
i sted and giving to Mr. McMurray a fee 10 per cent 
sum or property that might come to the individual from the wealth of 
the nation. 

The committee accepted McMurray's proposition, and members of 
the committee were thereupon employed by Mr. McMurray as his agents 
to solicit.these contracts. The committee is of the opinion that while 


in 





as ol au 


proposals from other attorneys were invited, in reality the committee 
was strongly biased and prejudiced in favor of McMurray. Undoubt 
edly McMurray, and certain members of the tribes working in his in 
terest, had much to do with the naming of the committee of 15; 


otherwise that committee would not have consisted of so many strong 
McMurray admirers, and haye been dominated by a few of MeMurray’s 








Stanch supporters. Members of this committee of 15 and others solicit 
ing these contracts received nothing for the individual property con 
tracts but 10 per cent of the amount stipulated in the tax contracts, 
which would be $1 for each. 


fhe individual contracts authorized McMurray to draw his 


com 






pen ion, namely, 10 per cent, out of the Treasury of the United 
States upon the adjustment of any claims of the Choctaws and Chicka 
saws when the proceeds should be placed in the Treasury to the credit 
of t tribes, or as money should be realized from the sale of the 
tri property. The contracts are signed only by the allottees 

n¢ McMurray, and under the terms thereof he would receive 10 per 
cent, as above stated, of the amount placed in the Treasury to the 
credit of the two nations without performing any substantial service 
wl would amount in the aggregate to a fabulous sum—probably 
$2,000,000 or more. 

_ the law with reference to Indian contracts makes no reference to 
individual contracts, and evidently Congress did not contemplate that 
individual Indians could make contracts affecting their interest in tribal 
pi rty under any circumstances. McMurray apparently assumed the 
approval of the President to his individual contracts would at least give 
them official recognition, so that if legislation should be necessary to 
make them legal it would be easy to secure. Or he thought the ap- 
pr l ht be sufficient to cause the contracts to be recognized by the 





Department in withholding and paying to him 10 per cent of 





: oneys as might be paid into the Treasury from the proceeds of 
the sale of surplus and gregated lands, which proceeds were to be 
distributed among the individual members of the two tribes. 


I ommitiee is of the opinion that neither these individual contracts 
nor the tribal contracts should be approved, and that legislation should 
b icted, if not declaring them void, providing that the moneys be 
longing to the tribes when distributed should not be subject to the lien 
debt, obligation, or liability contracted prior to the final distri 
I of the tribal funds 

It was about this time that the s 


rvices of two former Senators were 
-d by McMurray and an activ: 


campaign was instituted to secure 








tl pproval or recognition of the contracts Cecil A. Lyon testified 
tha pon President Roosevelt’s disay oval of the tribal acts author 
izine tl contracts in which he was interested he gave the matter no 
further attention, yet it appears from tl stimony that having called 
at Department of Justice on April 27, 1910, on a mission uncon 
nected with these contracts, he remained to attend a conference 


in the office of the Attorney General on that date, at which hearing 











Senators Thurston and Long and McMurray were present, and th 1b 
ject of which hearing was the approval or recognition of these contracts. 
(See record, p. 407, Exhibit 22, p. 1177.) 
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(2) any Member of the House of Representatives approached 
by Har substantia as charged by Senator Gore in his statements 
on the floor of the Senate June 24, 1910? If so, was Hamon acting as 
agent of McMurray or with his consent or knowledge? 

(3) Was any Member of the House of Representatives interested in 
the McMurray contracts‘? 


(4) Was any Member of the Senate interested in the McMurray 
contracts? 

(5) Was a former Senator from Nebraska interested 
ray contracts? If was he improperly interested 
tempt improperly to influence any Senator or 
to the McMurray contracts? 


in the McMur- 
and did he at- 
Representative in respect 


So, 


(6) Was a former Senator from Kansas interested in the McMurray 
contracts? If so, was he improperly interested and did he attempt 
improperly to influence any Senator or Representative in respect to 


the McMurray 
(7) 


contracts? 


Was a powerful lobby operating in Washington in the interest 
I 


of Indian contracts during the second session of the Sixty-first Con- 
gress? If so, did such lobby resort to corrupt practices? 
(8) Was bribery, fraud, or any undue influence exerted on behalf of 


the approval or procuring of contracts between J. F. McMurray or any 
other person or persons and the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of In- 
dians or any members thereof, or any other of the Five Civilized Tribes, 
the Osage Indians, or any members thereof? 

The committee makes the following findings of fact 
charges made by Senator Gore: 

(1) In the opinion of the committee Jake L. Hamon did on or about 
May 6, 1910, make an improper proposal to Senator Gorp respecting 
the McMurray contracts substantially as charged, but there is no evi- 
dence that he was acting by authority or with the consent or knowl- 
edge of McMurray. 

The evidence discloses the fact that subsequent to May 6 McMurray 
called upon Senator Gorw at his office in the Senate Office Building 
and was cordially received by the Senator. There was no suggestion by 
word or act that Senator Gorge looked upon McMurray as Hamon’s 
principal in the matter of the corrupt overtures previously made by 
Hamon. On the contrary, the undisputed conduct of Senator Gore 
toward McMurray was such as to preclude the possibility of the belief 
that at that time Senator Gorw considered McMurray as a party to the 
corrupt overtures made by Hamon, 

It further appears from the testimony and the statement of Senator 
Gore when he made the charges in the Senate that he and Hamon are 
residents of Lawton, Okla., and have been friends for some consider- 
able time; that they had some business relations of a friendly nature; 
that Hamon prior to May 6, 1910, called occasionally upon Senator Gorn 
while in Washington, and in spite of what occurred on May 6 these re- 
lations continued. Subsequent to that date Hamon called upon Senator 
Gore, who responded to Hamon’s request for aid in securing the confir- 
mation of Hamon’s father-in-law as postmaster on or about May 10; 


relative to the 


that on June 14, Hamon called upon the Senator at the Capitol to secure | 


his assistance in passing a bill to which an amendment was to be of- 
fered in which Hamon ‘had a substantial financial interest; they dis- 
cussed the matter, and upon the conclusion of the conference Senator 
Gore called up a bill in the Senate to which the amendment referred to 
was offered by another Senator, and the bill was passed; in the 
evening of that day Hamon called of his own motion at Senator 
Gorr’s house, and during the visit expressed his appreciation of the 
assistance rendered by Senator Gore, and apparently there was 
nothing to indicate any unfriendliness on the part of Senator Gore 
toward Hamon. It further appears from the testimony that Sena- 
tor Gore told one more friends about May 6 of the offer made by 
Hamon. 

The continuation of Senator Gorr’s apparently friendly attitude 
toward Hamon and McMurray may be explained by the statement of 
Senator Gore in his argument before the committee January 13, when, 
in response to questions propounded by Mr. STEPHENS, as to whether 
he had “any other object in bringing these charges except the defeat 
of the McMurray contracts,” Senator Gore replied, “ None on earth. 
That is the only purpose I have had in view.” 

(2) It is also the conclusion of the committee. that Jake L. Hamon 
did approach a Member of the House of Representatives, Hon. 
CHARLES E. CREAGER, on or about the 16th day of June, 1910, and made 
an improper proposal respecting the said McMurray contracts, but 
there is no evidence to show that he was acting by authority of or 
with the consent or knowledge of McMurray. The testimony shows 
that the proposition was a suggestion rather than an offer, and was 
so promptly and emphatically resented by Mr. Creacer that no definite 
proposal was made. No subsequent attempt was made to approach 
Mr. CREAGER on the subject. 

(3) The committee finds that no Member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives has or had any interest of a pecuniary nature in any of 
the McMurray contracts. 


No evidence exists to show that any Member of the House had any 
pecuniary interest in the contracts, and if there was anything to sug- 
gest an improper interest it was due to the friendly relations that 
appeared to exist between McMurray and _ Representative B. S. 
McGuire, and the fact that Mr. McGuire did aid McMurray in securing 
the approval of his contracts, by trying to secure the adoption of an 
amendment to an appropriation bill that would have materially in- 
creased a fee in which McMurray was interested and in offering to one 
of the conferees of the House on the deficiency appropriation bill a 
substitute for the so-called Gore amendment, which substitute might 
have been construed as an approval of the contracts by legislative 
act There is no evidence to sustain any finding that Mr. McGuire 
profited or expected to profit in any way for any assistance which he 


or 


may have rendered McMurray. 

(4) The committee finds that no Member of the Senate has or had 
any interest in any of the McMurray contracts. There is nothing 
whatever in the testimony to sustain such a suggestion. The com- 
mittee exhausted all possible sources of information and no evidence 
supporting such a theory could be found. It appears to have been 
based upon the statement made by Jake L. Hamon to Senator Gorn on 


May 6, 1910, when he approached him and used the names of Senator 


CHARLES CURTIS, of Kansas, and the Vice President, James S. SHER- 
MAN It was in consequence of this effort and the statement of Senator 
Gore that the committee made and published the following finding at 


Sulphur, Okla,, August 20, 1910: 


“The committee have heard and carefully considered all of the testi- 
mony submitted and is unanimous in the opinion that there is and was 
no warrant for any person to use the names of Vice President JAMES §, 
SHERMAN and Senator CHARLES CURTIS in connection with any improper 
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relation with any Indian contract whatever, and commend the state- 
ment of Senator Gore in this connection. 
“CHas, H. Burke, Chairman, 
* PHIL. P. CAMPBELL, 
“Cc. B. MILLER. 
“JNO. H. STEPHENS, 


“ BE. W. SAUNDERS.” 

Senator Gorn’s statement was as follows: 

“To the investigating committce appointed 
resolution 847. 


“Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN OF THE COMMITTEE: I feel in duty 
and in honor bound to make the following statement. It is also diec- 
tated by considerations of common justice toward the parties concerned, 
Neither the name of Vice President SHERMAN nor Senator CURTIS was 


in pursuance of ITHouse 


mentioned by me on the floor of the United States Senate. That the 
name of either of these parties was alluded to by Mr. Hamon was 
steadfastly withheld from the public until this investigation began. 


No public mention of their names was ever made, either directly or in 
directly, by me until I was required and obliged to do so testifying as a 
witness under oath and detailing the conversation which occurred be- 


tween Mr. Hamon and myself. I then made formal protest against 
introducing their names, but the committee in the proper pursuit of 
its duties required me to make a ful! answer without reservation. 


Their names were disclosed not with any view to inculpating them nor 
with any view of suggesting guilt, but merely in order that the truth 
and the whole truth might be related with reference to the details of 
the conversation in question. The public must realize that the name of 
any man could be used or misused in the same connection, either as an 
argument or otherwise, and no public official can have immunity and 
protection against such an injury and injustice. 

‘“‘In my last remarks in the Senate I said that ‘the integrity of no 
man can be impeached upon the testimony of an interested or. untrust- 
worthy witness.’ That was my conviction then. That is my conviction 
now. I am sure that in the court of public opinion no judgment or 
verdict has been returned either against the Vice V’resident or Senator 
CURTIS on account of the misuse of their names in the manner above 
referred to. The investigation is now practically concluded. Many 
witnesses have been examined, a volume of evidence has been adduced, 

| and there is no testimony tending to establish any improper connection 
on the part of either official with the approval of the so-called McMurray 
contracts. While the public has had no reason to suspect any such 
improper connection, yet I would venture to suggest, and if I may be 
pardoned, would request that the committee at the earliest practicable 
moment make an authoritative finding and statement to the effect that 
no evidence has been presented tending to establish any improper con- 
duct on the part of either Vice President SHERMAN or Senator Curis 
respecting the subject of this investigation. 





“TT. P. Gorz.” 
(5) It is established by the evidence that a former Senator from 
Nebraska, Hon. John M. Thurston, was retained by McMurray as his 
legal adviser, and that the compensation for his services was upon 


a contingent basis, but that he had no other interest in the con 
tracts, and his employment was legitimate. Neither is there any 
evidence that Mr. Thurston attempted improperly to influence any 
Senator or Representative in respect to the McMurray contracts. 

(6) It is established by the evidence that a former Senator from 


Kansas, Hon. Chester I. Long, subsequent to his retirement from the 
Senate, was retained by McMurray to assist him in connection with his 
contracts and to secure the approval thereof and that he was to receive 
for his services, in addition to his expenses, one-tenth of whatever 
amount McMurray might ultimately receive from his contracts, and to 
that extent he was interested therein. His employment, however, was 
lawful, and there is no evidence that he attempted improperly to in- 
fluence any Senator or Representative in respect to the said contracts 

With reference to the findings in relation to the employment of ex- 
Senator Thurston and ex-Senator Long, the committee is of the opin- 
ion that while they were lawfully employed to represent Mr. McMurray 
in the matter of his contracts, McMurray undoubtedly was actuated 
in engaging their services by the fact that they had served in the Senate 
and therefore occupied an advantageous position in the matter of assist 
ing him to secure the approval of his contracts or procuring such legis- 
lation as might be necessary to insure their approval. ; 

(7) There was a lobby operating in Washington in the interest of t 
MeMurray contracts during the second session of the Sixty-first Cone 
No evidence, however, was offered and none could be found to sustiin 
a charge that such lobby resorted to corrupt practices in the int t 
of such contracts, with the exception of Jake L. Hamon, or that 
proper overtures were made to any Member of Congress except as herein 
stated. 

(8) Evidence to sustain the charge that bribery, fraud, or undue 
influence was exerted on behalf of the approval or the procu i 
contracts between J. F. McMurray or any other person or | 
and the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians or any mm 
thereof, or any of the Five Civilized Tribes, the Osage India: t 
any members thereof, is limited to the overtures alleged to have en 
made by McMurray to D. C. McCurtain. The committee believes 
McMurray sought to obtain the unwavering influence of I ! 
Chief Green McCurtain, of the Choctaw tribe, and also of his n, 
Delegate D. C. McCurtain, in support of his contracts, by the tra! 








of a contingent interest in the contracts to the maximum limit 
$25,000 to D. C. McCurtain. It is not probable that such overtures 
come within the statutory definition of bribery or fraud, bul 
committee believes that the method employed by McMurray to [in 
terest the Choctaw chief and his son is reprehensible and should be 
characterized by a stronger term than “undue influence.” The com 
mittee further believes that the mental condition existing among 
members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes in respect to the good 
faith of the United States Government in dealing with them has 
been largely brought about through an effort by McMurry and 
| members of the tribes financially interested or sympathetically co- 
operating with him to create a sentiment which was desi 1 to 





aid McMurray in obtaining lucrative contracts with the Indians whi h 
otherwise would have been impossible. 


INDIAN CLAIMS—CONTINGENT FEES. 
| ‘The committee made inquiry for the purpose of ascertaining to 
| what extent appropriations have been made by Congress in recent 


years for the payment of Indian claims, together with the amount of 
attorney’s fees paid. (See testimony, pp. 605-607.) The fees referred 





| to in the testimony amount to nearly $4,000,000, and some of them 








1911. 


were exorbitant, unconscionable, and in contravention of publi 
notwithstanding the fact that they had the direct 
of 


policy, 


or indirect aupprovi l 
Congress. 

Many Indian claims, antiquated and without meritorious basis, have 
been trumped up against the Government by industrious attorneys, 
claim agents, and professional lobbyists, until there is now pending, in 
one form or another, in the departments and before Congress, claims 
of this character amounting to many millions of dollars. 








In the present Congress sccres of bills have been introduced on 
he subject of these antiquated claims for no other purpose than to 
provide a dragnet for obtaining information from the departments 
with the object of bolstering up these questionable claims, and if an 


adverse report on one of these bills is authorized by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, forces are immediately put in motion in behalf of the 
same purpose ard another bill of the same import is likely to be intro- 
duced in the name of some accommodating Member of Congress, who 
the matter slight consideration, depending upon the Committee on 
ndian Affairs to sift the facts and dispose of the bill. The practice 
f lobbyists has become so bold that it has happened since this report 

















‘ been in process of formulation for submission to this House, 
an adversely reported bill has been succeeded on the committee's 
calendar by another of similar import without even the knowledge of 
the Representative in whose name it was introduced. In case of 
adjournment of Congress without any action by the committee, other 
I make their appearance in the succeeding Congress, and so the 
procedure continues indefinitely in the hope that ultimately a com 
mittee and a Congress may be found that will provide the appropriation 
with the contingent fee attachment. 


Of course the purpose of those actively engaged in exploiting such 
claims to obtain the fee contracted for upon a contingent basis. 
The effect of such compensation for adventurers who, quoting the lan 


is 









guage of the Supreme Court of the United States, “make market of 
ihemselves in this way,’ should receive the careful consideration of 
Congress. The committee is of the opinion that the court could not 
have expressed itself more pertinently to many contracts which have 
been the subject of investigation by this committee within the past 
eight months than it did in the case of Marshall v. Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co. (57 U. S., 314, 335), when it said: 

‘Bribes, in the shape of high contingent compensation, must neces 


sarily lead to the use of improper means and the exercise of undue 





influence. Their necessary consequence is the demoralization of the 
agent who covenants for them; he is soon brought to believe that any 
means which will produce so beneficial a result to himself are * proper 





ins’; and that a share of these profits may have the same effect of 

kening the perceptions and warming the zeal of influential or 
‘careless’ Members in favor of his bill.” 

Again, in the case of Trist v. Child (21 U. S., 441, 451) the court 


expressed itself as follows: 


“The agreement in the present case was for the sale of the influence 
and exertions of the lobby agent to bring about the passage of a law 
for the payment of a private claim, without reference to its merits, 


by means which, if not corrupt, were illegitimate, and, considered in 
connection with the pecuniary interest of the agent at stake, contrary 
to the plainest principles of public policy. No one has a right, in such 
circumstances, to put himself in a position of temptation to do what 
is regarded as so pernicious in its character. The law forbids the 
inchoate step, and puts the seal of its reprobation upon the under 
taking.” 

In the same 
observations : 

“If any of the great corporations of the country were to hire adven 
turers who make market of themselves in this way to procure the pas- 
sage of a general law with a view to the promotion of their private 
interests, the moral sense of every right-minded man would instinctively 
denounce the employer and employed as steeped in corruption, and the 
employment as infamous. * * * 

“ The prohibition of the law rests upon a solid foundation. 
bill is apt to attract little attention. It involves no great public in- 
terest, and usually fails to excite much discussion. Not infrequently 
the facts are whispered to those whose duty it is to investigate, vouched 
for by them, and the passage of the measure is thus ired. If the 

truthful, and conceals nothing, all is well. If he uses nefa 
means with success, the springhead and the stream of legislation are 
polluted. To legalize the traffic of service would open a door at 





ease the court continued by making the following 


A private 


sec 
agent is 


rious 


such 
























which fraud and falsehood would not fail to enter and make themselves 
felt at every accessible point. It would invite their presence and offer 
them a premium. If the tempted agent be corrupt himself, and dis 
posed to corrupt others, the transition requires but a single step lle 
has the means in his hands, with ‘ry facility and a strong incentiv 
to use them The widespread si icion which prevails, and charges 
openh; ade and hardly denied, lead to the conclusion that such events 
ar not of rare occurrence. Where the avarice of the agent is 
flamed by the hope of a reward contingent upon success, and to be 
grad by a percentage upon the amount appropriated, the dang 
of tal g in its worst form is greatly increased.” 

rhe case of Adams, with contracts for claims representing more than 
$20,000,000, in which he has a contingent interest ranging from 10 to 
3o per cent, presents a good example of the necessity and advisability of 
enacting legislation limiting the fees that shall be paid in any case, 
and the committee recommends that the subject have careful considera 
tion by Congress and that legislation be enacted with this purpose in 
vi 






furthermore, the com 


former § 


ittee is of the opinion that the appearance of 
‘nators and former Mem! the House of Representatives in 





ers of 





respect to matters where legislation is desired to be procured through 
their activities, as well as in matters requiring executive or depart 
mental approval, should be discouraged. 

OTHER INDIAN CONTRACTS, 

The House resolution also directed the investigation of all existing 
contracts between any person or persons other than J. F. McMurray 
Who have contracts with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes, or any 
member or members thereof, or any other of the Five Civilized Tribes, 
the Osage Indians, or any members th of. The committee therefore 





endeavored to ascertain, and believes it has ascertained, all cisting 
contracts contem lated by the resolution. 
rhe Choctaw Nation has a contract with the firm of McCurtain & 


Hill, attorneys at law, McAlester, Okla., by which said attorneys are 
to advise the principal chief upon all legal matters and questions aris- 
ing and touching the affairs of the Choctaw Nation, and to represent 
said nation before the Interior Department, the committees of Con- 
ere and in the courts of the United States in the Indian Territory, 
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The contract provides for a compensation of annum, pay- 
able monthly, in addition to actual personal and-tra\ expenses of 
the attorneys when away from the place of t iden¢ and th 
salary and expenses of a clerk not to exceed $75 per month. (See 
Appendix, Exhibit 58, p. 1258.) 

The Chickasa Nation has a contract with M Rodgers & Clapp, 
ittorneys at law, Muskogee, O} similar to t cont! f MeCu n 
& Hill with the Choctaw Nation, the « pen \ ng $6,000 per 
annum, payable in monthly installments, and Ly le and proper 

f incurred in tt discharg of their d (See Ap} dix, 
I t 48, p. 1544.) 

Cherokee Nation has a contract iam W I ings, 
attorney at law, of Tahlequah, Okla y tl the 
two contracts before referred to, which ce des for nual 
compensation of »,.000, payable monthly, an en wh ‘ ide 
of the State of Oklahom: (See Appendix, Exhibit 71, p. 12 ) 

The Creek Nation has a contract with M. L. Mott, an rne at 
law, residing at Muskogee, Okla. The terms th f are similar to 
the other contracts referred to and the ipensation is $0,' ) per 
annum (See Appendix, Exhibit 76, p. 1293.) 

The Creek Nation has a contract with M. L. Sturdevant, of St. Lou 
Mo., to represent the nation in the courts of Oklahoma in matt 
affecting the right of heirship on the part of full-bioods, the e ly 





as the Marchie 
to $5,000 





known 
limited 


riger case, the compensation being fixed and 
This contract was approved by President Roosevelt 








in accordance with the law. (See Appendix, Exhibit 78, p. 1296.) 

The Creek Nation also has a contract with W. L. Sti vant, of St 
Louis, Mo., to represent the nation in the matter of re ng the col- 
lection of taxes upon the homestead of any citizen of the Creek Nation, 
the compensation being fixed and limited to $15,000, out of which all 























expenses are to be paid; $3,000 of the amount to be paid to Mr. Grant 
Forman, of Muskogee, and J. Cudy Johnson, a Creek citizen, of We- 
woka, Okla., attorneys at law, employed to assist tl said Sturdevant. 
(See Appendix, Exhibit 78 A, p. 1297.) 

The Osage ‘ibe iS a contract with Messt Kappler & Merillat, 
attorneys at law, Washington, D. C This contract contemplates that 
they to represent said nation before the executive departments and 
the cemmittees of Congress and the courts of the United States in all 
proceedings relating to the tribal rolls, lands, or funds in which said 
nation may be interested The compensation is $5,000 per annum and 
necessary traveling expenses or costs incurred in tl! courts or in the 
executive or other departments of the Government in the prosecution 
of matters in which said nation is interested. (See Appendix, p. 1209.) 

The seven contracts last referred te were all duly approved by the 
President or Secretary of the Interior as provided by law 

The tribes mentioned in the contracts referred to have large and 
valuable properties, and there are many questior constantly arising 
relative to their affairs which require the rvices of attorneys, and in 
the opinion of the committee, notwithstanding the obligation of the 
Government to administer their affairs and finally dispose of and dis 
tribute their estates, they should be permitted to have the aid of counsel 
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The Creek Nation also has a contract with Messrs. Butler & Vale 
and Kappler & Merillat, attorneys at law, Washington, D. C., by which 
said attorneys agree to represent said nation in t atter of a claim 
of the Creek Nation to compensation from the United States in which 
the Indians contend that the Government owes them a sum suflicient 
to equalize the allotments of the members thereof in accordance with 
their interpretation of the terms of an agreement tween the Ge rn 
ment and said nation This ntract is ntinge! dt itt evs 
are to receive 10 per cent of whatever amount may be recovered 

This contract does not appear to have beet roved in accordance 
with the law (See Appendix, Exhibit 79, p. 1208 If the contention 
of the nation should prevail it would recover nearly $4,000,00¢ Under 
the terms of the contract the attorne "\ i receive a compensation 
greater than the services rendered wou stify 1 l slation ever 
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ena recognition t! claim, t t 
tion in respect to the amount of attorneys’ fees to be determined on a 
basis of quantum meruit 

The Osage Nation has a contract with M K ) Merillat, 
attorneys at law, Washington, ID. C.. by wil i rid fi nder 
take to recover from the United State im amour ‘ the 
Indians to be due them under their interpretation of the ter fa 
treaty executed in 1865. and the compensation is contingent 
cess, and upon the sum which may be 1 ered. There is inv 1 in 
this claim nearly SS00.000, and t! mmitt t k ¢ ’ 
mendation with spect t t nevs’ fee t s has bee 
with reference to “the Cre equa at l t t (See Ap! i , 
Exhibit 82, p. 1301.) 

The Choctaw Nation mad cont t wit M oO shy Mell n 
attorney at law, New York City, in i Mellar ' } 
to coo} ite and advise th tl ne l torne f the nat ! ! 
legal matters and questions touchi t! f id natior 
compet! i ide nt ! ict is $12,000 pe nnun 
monthly, tion thereto the personal d tray ge eX 
Mr. McHarg while out of t city of W n enga 1 in t 
of the Choctaw Nation rt ntract W ! Pr ; 
provided by ion 28S of the act f April 2 1 s \ x 
p. 1257.) 

In th r n of th cor itte thi nt t ¢ ‘ 1 on 
busin 3 prin ple ind tl f t t . a } DD j i 
funds of a t t t der the cor of t 1 1 Stat is 
t make i ‘ important t t the cor t 1 be t l 
equi t it W ! ! the q A ( ple n 
itt ne oO! own half to be |] 1 f I e funds W t 

s ed that McHarg rece es a salary e t that of the A 
Get il of the United Stat nd ost il to that of t ( e 
Justice of the United Stat the ex i ition paid 3 
“cooperation and advice in Choctaw I is I feat Or f } 
of competent attorneys is flicient t k a the ticat 1 
ot} * matters of inter t ft t rtior ' ‘ Iwice f 
and it is the opinion of t ‘ imittee t s Metlarg conti t ! 
be terminated without prejudice to tl i of tl ( LW 


Nation 
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Under existing law the enrollment of the ized Tribes was 
completed on March 4, 1907, and no prov since been 1 le 
for the enrollment of additional persons app tl t 
several thousand persons who are and have been for many years 
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clain and d nding that they be enrolled for various reasons. 
I loubtedly there re some meritorious cases that should receive con- 
sideration and tention before the termination of Federal supervision 
‘ { ff: of e na final distribution of the tribal 
‘ { Mi represented by attorneys who 
hi ntracts wi 10 to 50 per cent of the value 
of interest rollment, and in two instances 

ars that een formed for the purpose of 
J ting tl! » syndicates have advanced considerable 
su f mol I nab attorneys to pros¢ their work, 
t! | f furni ney to be reimbursed an participate 
in net proceed be derived by the attorneys under thei 
cor with their In some instances the fee contemplated 
by ttoi Ges not excessive considering the service and the 
u ainty of iccess, but in others the fee provided by contract is 
exe ive and the committee believes that if legislation is ever enacted 
providing for the enrollment of additional persons it should be safe 
guarded by a provision with reference to attorney's fees by requiring 
the fee to be determined on a basis of quantum mer 

Copies of tl of contracts of this class are submitted as ex 
hi s in th dix 

" committ« found much sentiment nong the members of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, a_ percer equaling 85 or 90 per 
cent favoring the individual and tribal contracts with Mr. McMurray, 
contracts contemplat , fees aggregating several millions of dollars, 
! a virtual surrender of considerable portion of their estate. 
The mmitt while in Oklahoma, were impressed with the fact that 
many members of these nations are business men of far more than 
ordinat jility and intelligence, who are successful in their own 
I ! s affairs, some being identified with large business concerns, 
§ banking and commercial enterprises These, as well as the 
l itelligent and more humble members of the nations, alike agreed 
that they had lost confidence in the capacity or desire on the part.of 
the Government to conclude to their satisfaction their affairs. Many 
of these witnesses testified that they would not only pay 10 per cent, 
but » per cent, and in some instances witnesses said they would pay 
oo per cent for an immediate settlement. This dissatisfaction appears 
to be based upon the following reasons: 

I ure on the part of the Government to carry out its agreement 
wi he Indians in not having closed up the affairs of the nations by 
Mar 1, 1907. The fact that the Government agreed that the lands 
all ed should be exempt from taxation for 21 years and subse- 
quent removed the restrictions upon many of the lands by an act of 
Cong and thereby subjected them to taxation, has caused great 
di sfaction on the part of the Indians. The fact that there are 
large numbers of persons who claim the right to enrollment in one or 
the other of these two nations, and the fear that legislation will be 
enacted by which many of these persons may be enrolled and thereby 
materially reduce the tribal wealth per capita, has much to do with 
the of dissatisfaction existing among the Indians and in a 
measure accounts for their willingness to contract to pay a substan- 
tial portion of what they may receive for an early settlement. Many 
of them have become discouraged, and there is more or less sentiment 
in these two nations that final setUement and distribution may not 
occur the time of the present generation. ‘ 

While it is the Government has not fulfilled assurances made 
to the Indians y 1 agreements were entered into, and has not carried 
out fully tl terms of the agreement as to the time when the final 
settlement was to have been made, it does not seem possible to have 
done more than has been done toward concluding the affairs of the 
nations Delays caused on account of litigation, questions made com- 
plicated by court decisions, completing of the allotments, and many 
other questions that could not have been foreseen have arisen, but the 
Government has actively administered the affairs of the nations look 
ing tow a al settlement, and with some additional legislation 
the is no reason why there should not be a termination and final 
sett! ent within the next few years, 


McMurray seems to possess the confidence of a great many of the 
me rs of the two nations, due probably to the fact that he has 
beet iccessful in securing legislation and in the prosecution of claims 
that have meant much to the nations, and there seems to be a sentiment 
that . 
t 


} some mysterious power by which if he is actively 
yed he can facilitate an early settlement, and it is because of that 


ent and for the reasons above stated that it is easy for him to 

















































secure contracts with the two nations and with so many individual 
members. 

For many years the Five Civilized Tribes formed a distinctive com- 
munity in the Indian Territory I h tribe had its local form of 
government, and all of them for many years were treated by the 
United States as dependent nations within its borders. The corruption 
and ompetence of the Indian governments became so notorious that 
t! United States finally decided to set in motion forces looking to the 
ultimate termination of the Five Tribes as a distinctive community. 
Realizing the dominant power of the United States over them and 
facing the inevitable dissolution of their governments, the tribes re 
luctantly entered into agreements with the United States with that end 
in view. The history of legislation and administration having for their 
purpose the dissolution of the tribal governments have formed a novel 
chapter in our history. 

The first st looking to the removal of these anomalous conditions 
in our form rovernment was to determine the rights of claimants 
to citizenship the Five Tribes, with the result that the aggregate 
po ition of the ations was found to be something over 
100,000 persons p in carrying out the purpose of the 
Federal Government, with the reluctant consent of the Indians, was t« 
arrange for a distribution of their estate on a per captia basis among 
ihe citizens of the several tribes. The administration of their affairs 
has “i to the point where their lands have been allotted to them 
in severalty, and the disposition of the surplus property is pressing for 
final action. The value of the undistributed estate has been variously 
estimated from 0,000,000 to $150,000,000, with the lesser amount 
probably appt ately correct. The principal part of this estate be 
longs to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, and consists of segre 
gated and unallotted lands chiefly valuable for timber and ls. 

The Osage Indians, with a population of about 2,200, imated 

\ the richest people per capita on the face of the eart They 

ived : ti of lands i veratty, but still have commu- 

ty iterest in « leases, from which large revenues a derived. 

Already in tl rreasury of the United States a common fund stands to 
their credit amounting approximately to $8,000,000. 

The affairs of this tribe, like the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes, 
are being administered under the supervision of the Federal Govern- 


| 


| 
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ment. It is commonplace to say that it is incumbent upon the Goy- 
ernment at all times to promote and safeguard the material interests 








| and the general welfare of these peoples. 

Considering the general standard of intelligence and civilization of 
these tribes and the great value of their estate, they should be con- 
sulted by the Government in administering their affairs and should be 


permitted to employ counsel to represent them, not only in the courts 





but before the departments and the Congress, but the responsibility for 
action is upon the Government, and it is its duty to protect them not 
only from themselves, as it was decided necessary to do in the closing 
years of the last century, when the dissolution of their tribal govern- 


ment was decreed, but likewise to protect their estates from plunder by 
rapacious white men, to many of whom so large a prize appeals beyond 
their power of self-restraint. Accordingly the most thoughtful consid- 
eration should be given by both Houses of Congress to future legislation 
looking to the final act in the settlement of the affairs of the several 
tribes. 
Respectfully submitted. 

Cuas. H. BurRKE. 

PHIL. P. CAMPBELL. 

C. B. MILLER. 
I concur in the findings and recommendations of the report. 

E. W. SAUNDERS. 





VIEWS OF MR. STEPHENS OF TEXAS. 


I beg leave to dissent from the above majority report in so far as it 
disagrees with the answers to the 16 questions submitted to me for 
answer by the chairman of this committee. 

First. Was Senator Gorr approached by Jake L. Hamon substantially 
as charged by Senator Gore on the floor of the Senate June 24, 
did Hamon make any improper proposal to Senator GORE respecting 
the McMurray contracts on May 6, or on any date prior or subsequent 
thereto? 

Answer. Yes. 

Second. If was Hamon, in whatever negotiations he may hav 
sought with Senator Gorr, acting by authority or with the consent o1 
knowledge of McMurray? 

Answer. Probably ; but the evidence does not prove it beyond doubt 

Third. Was any Member of the House of Representatives approached 


or 


SO, 


| by Hamon substantially as charged by Senator Gore in his statement 


the floor of the Senate June 19107 
Answer. Yes. 
Fourth If so, was Hamon 
his consent or knowledge? 
Answer. Same as to question No. 2, but slightly more evidence. 
Fifth. Was any Member of the House of Represertatives interested 
in the McMurray contracts? 


on 24, 


acting as agent of McMurray, or with 


| Answer. The preponderance of evidence shows a_ questionable 
| tivity on the part of one Member that, to my mind, indicates an 
interest. 

Sixth. Was a Member of the Senate interested in the McMurray 


contracts? 

Answer. The evidence does not prove such an interest. 

Seventh. Was a former Senator from Nebraska interested 
McMurray contracts? 

Answer. Yes. 

Eighth. If so, was he improperly interested? 

Answer. The evidence shows no impropriety. 

Ninth. Did he attempt improperly to influence any Senator or R 
resentative in respect to the McMurray contracts? 

Answer. No testimony to show that he did. 


in the 


Tenth. Was a former Senator from Kansas interested in the M« 
Murray contracts? 

Answer. Yes. 

Eleventh. If so, was he improperly interested? 

Answer. The evidence shows no impropriety. 

Twelfth. Did he attempt improperly to influence any Senator ¢ 
Representative in respect to the McMurray contracts? 

Answer. The evidence does not show that he did. 

Thirteenth. Was a corrupt lobby operating in Washington in tl 


interest of Indian contracts during the second session of the Sixty-first 
Congress ? 


Auswer. The evidence shows that one person at least made corrupt 
proposals in connection with such contracts. 

Fourteenth. If so, did such lobby improperly influence any Repr« 
sentative or Senator, or did any member of such lobby make any 1 


proper overtures to any Member of Congress? 


Answer. The answer to this question may be found in answer t 
questions 5 and 13. 

Fifteenth. Was bribery, fraud, or any undue influence exerted « 
behalf of the approval or procuring of contracts between J. F. M 
Murray or any other person or persons, and the Choctaw and Chick 





saw tribes of Indians or any members thereof, or any other of the Fis 
Civilized Tribes, the Osage Indians or any members thereof? 

Answer. The evidence proves an improper proposal to D. C. Met 
tain on the part of McMurray, an improper proposal to Goy. Gré 
McCurtain on the part of George W. Scott, and an improper propos 
to W. A. Durant, speaker of the Choctaw Council, by George W. 5 
and Tom Sanguin, as well as other questionable methods and trat 
actions. 

Sixteenth. Subsequent to May 6, 1910, were Senator Gonre’s rels 
tions with Hamon and his conduct toward McMurray such as to justify 
the belief that he (Gorm) treated any improper overtures made by 
Hamon as seriously made by Hamon or made with the knowledge or 
consent of McMurray? 

Answer. The conduct of Senator Gorr taken as a whole, including 
the final disclosures and the conduct of his secretaries, leaves no roo! 
to doubt that he regarded Hamon’s offer as serious and as autl« 
by McMurray. It is impossible for me to believe or imagine that he 
regarded Hamon’s offer as a jest or as a joke. 

I do not feel called upon to speculate upon this subject; that duty is 
not imposed upon me. There is no fixed standard of conduct in such a 











ease. Different men would act differently under such circumstances 
according to the differences of temperament and judgment. Some men 


erhap 
d 


would have answered with a blow. Gore stated that Hamo 
done him some favor, and said in substance that he thought it 
ight be best to allow events to take their course, with the idea that 
sufficient evidence might accumulate which would leave no doubt as to 
the guilty parties and their guilty connections. This motive and object 














1911. 








| 


was justifiable and his conduct consistent with the end in view. He | 
forbade Hamon to mention the subject to him again and the visits of 
Hamon and the visits of McMurray were of their own seeking. His op- 
position to the contracts was active from May 6 until the disclosure 
was made in the Senate. He wrote letters of protest to the Attorney 
General. He secured the passage of a bill on May 12 to prohibit the 
contracts. He offered an amendment to a House bill for the same pur 
pose on or about June 6, and finally secured an amendment to the 
general deficiency bill on June 21. He advised his brother of Hamon’'s 
offer immediately after it was made, also told Senator La FoLurrre 
during the afternoon. He told his wife that night and Congressman 
CARTER the next day. He assured LA FoLuLerre that he would make the 
disclosure whenever, if ever, it became necessary to protect the Indians. 
He did make the disclosure when it became necessary for the protection 
of the Indians. He stated that he would do his duty when the occasion 
arose, and, in my judgment, he did his duty when the occasion arose. I 
am not sure that a man should be subjected to criticism for deferring 
the performance of such a duty until the necessity became imperative, 
and I do not care to indulge in speculations upon conventional deport 


ment under the stress of such circumstances. 
It is my judgment that had Senator Gore not made the statement, 
first to a conference committee on an Indian bill and later on the 


same day to the open Senate, exposing the corrupt methods attempted 
by Hamon to secure the approval of the McMurray contracts, said con 
tracts would have been approved. These statements by Gorge put the 
House of Representatives on its guard and prevented the approval of the 
contracts, and this caused the investigation, and it is my firm belief 
that Senator Gore deserves the commendation of all honest men in 
making it possible to defeat those outrageous contracts which, if rati 
fied, would have despoiled the Indians of several million dollars. 


I further dissent from the views of the majority in their report in 


this: The report denies that there was a corrupt lobby in Washington 
seeking the approval of the McMurray contracts, except Hamon only. 
The fact is that Senator Gore did not use the words “ corrupt lobby,” 
but did say that a “ powerful lobby’ was in Washington in McMur- 
ray’s behalf. There was, I maintain, a powerful lobby engaged by 
McMurray. He admits having in his employ two ex-United States 
Senators—Long and Thurston—also Dick Adams, whose telegraphic 





activity in McMurray’s behalf was amazing. I find that the legal deti 
nition of “lobby” is “to urge the passage of a bill by personal in- 
fluence addressed to the individual legislator.” The duty of these em 
ployees—Long, Thurston, and Adams—would compel them to lobby 
through Congress, at that session, the very kind of an amendment that 
McGUIRE says he received from either McMurray or Gov. Johnson and 
had Mr. TAWNEy offer it as an amendment to a bill before a conference 
committee; this amendment, if it had been incorporated in the law 
would have, through the agency of McGuire, secured to McMurray the 
approval of contracts that would have been worth to him a vast sum 
of money, and would have despoiled the Indians of the same. ‘The 


majority members of this committee have heretofore, through the public 
press, acquitted Mr. McGutre of having any interest in these contracts 

Through the agency of Senator Gore in exposing these contracts in 
the Senate, as shown by the evidence, this McGuIRE amendment was 
defeated, thus defeating the McMurray contracts and causing this in- 
vestigation to be ordered. 

I further dissent from the majority report because in effect it states 
that there is nothing showing that McMurray knew of Hamon's corrupt 
activity in his behalf. Is any person credulous enough to believe that 
McMurray and Hamon and McGuire, all of whom are shown by the evi 
dence to have lived at that time in the Occidental Hotel in this city 
(and admit being often together), did not discuss these McMurray con 
tracts or endeavor in any way to aid him to secure their approval? 
This report states, as framed by the majority, that the fact that Hamon 
once went to Gore’s house is a suspicious circumstance to show, I pre 
collusion of friendship between them—yet this majority report 
wholly ignores the fact that Hamon, the same man that was once seen 
with Gorr, lived in the same hotel with McMurray and McGuire—thus 
icnoring everything that would tend to show that Hamon, McGuire, and 
McMurray were in each other's confidence—and was aiding McMurray 
in every way he could to secure the approval of these contracts, as I 
have stated above. 


sume, 


JNO. H. STEPHENS. 


ORGANIZED MILITIA, 
The Clerk 


Sec. 2 


read as follows: 


; That under such reculations as the Secretary of War and the 
National Militia Board shall prescribe each enlisted man of the Organ- 





ized Militia of each State, Territory, and the District of Columbia 
shall receive in compensation for his services, other than at annual en 
campments or in case of riot, insurrection, or invasion, 25 per cent of 
the annual rate of pay for enlisted men of like grade in the Army of 
the United States as is now or may be hereafter established by law 
for attendance upon 48 drills or equivalent military duty prescribed 
by statutes or in orders by the commander in chief of his State or Ter 
ritory or the commanding general of the District of Columbia during 
: one year, or a proportionate amount for attendance upon any num- 


of drills or equivalent military duty not than 20: Provided, 
That no compensation shall be paid for attendance at less than 20 
such drills or equivalent military duty: Provided further, That the com 


less 





pensation provided for herein shall be computed and paid semiannu- 
ally as proportioned above: And provided further, That no compensa 
tion hereunder shall be paid to any enlisted man, except noncom 
batants, in the first year of his enlistment unless and until he shall 
have made a record score with the prescribed weapon of his arm of the 
Service, nor thereafter unless and until he shall have fired the pre 
scribed course or such equivalent as shall be prescribed by the Secretary 
o. War and the National Militia Board 


With the following committee amendment: 


99 


The SPEAKER pro tem 


Page 2, line strike out the words “‘ or may be hercafter.” 


pore. The question is on agreeing to 


the committee amendment. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment 


which I desire to offer which strikes out the language which 

is sought to be stricken out by the committee amendment. If 

my motion takes preference, I want to submit it at this time. 
Mr. TURNBULL rose. 
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BUT 


does the 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what 
gentleman from Virginia rise? 

Mr. TURNBULL. To offer an amendment, which I 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 20, strike out 
cluding the word “ law,” in 
annum. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


purpose 


send to 


in- 
per 


to and 
exceed $45 


‘invasion ” 
* not to 


the word 
and insert 


after 


all 


line 


=, 


Mr. Speaker, under the bill as at pres- 


ent constituted, enlisted men in the Organized Militia may 
receive not to exceed 25 per cent of the pay of an enlisted man 
in the Regular Army. The pay of an enlisted man in the 


Regular Army is $15 a month, or $180 a year. The amendment 
proposed by me provides than an enlisted man in the Organized 
Militia shall receive not to exceed $45 per annum. 

The purpose is, Mr. Speaker, to avoid the agitation for an 
increase of the percentage of the pay of enlisted men in the 
Army in case this bill becomes a law. If it be deemed suf- 
ficient now to pay 25 per cent of the pay of an enlisted man 
in the Army, as that amount can be fixed definitely, I imagine 
those favoring this bill would be willing to place the amount 
in the bill. If we enact this bill into law and provide that 25 
per cent of the pay of enlisted men in the Regular Army be 
paid to men in the Organized Militia, pressure to increase the 
percentage will immediately commence and it will not 


cense 


until the enlisted men in the Organized Militia are obtaining 
100 per cent of the pay of an enlisted man in the Regular 
Army. As soon as they are paid the 100 per cent, then a 
movement to increase the pay of enlisted men in the Regular 


Army, in order that the enlisted men in the Organized Militia 


might be the beneficiaries, would be irresistible 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman understand that the 
words “‘or may be hereafter” have been stricken out? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes, I understand that. If the gen- 
tleman will permit, it refers, unless I am mistaken, to the 
grade, not to the amount of pay. It says, “annual rate of 
pay for enlisted men of like grade ’—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. “As is now or may be hereafter estab- 
lished” the “ hereafter” refers to the grade, not to the rate 
of pay. 

Mr. DALZELL. It clearly relates to the rate of pay. 

Mr. HAY. It refers to the number of men who may here- 


after be put in the Army Establishment. 


Mr. DALZELL. Where does the gentleman's amendment 
end: what is the line that is stricken out? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My amendment ends with the word 
“law” in line 23. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
realize that men in the Army get longevity pay and the grades 
are fixed by the length of service. Now, if some additional 
grade be established it will make that difference and it will 
create this pressure for an increase of the percentage of the 
men to be paid. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the gentleman will allow me, 
there are half a dozen ways and variations of paying these 
soldiers: some of them get increase in the amount of pay for 
fine marksmanship, and some have longevity pay, and some 
get pay for one thing and another. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not see any objection to that myself. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am inclined to believe that if t un- 
derstanding is that we are to pay $45 a year, which is 25 per 
cent of the pay—— 

Mr. DALZELL. That is the way the bill reads w; that is 
what the bill means now. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is considerable doubt t thi 
effect of the bill as it now stands. If we put in the ! nt 
which equals 25 per cent, there can be no doubt, and it elimi- 
nates that question. 

Mr. STEENERSON., I will state to the gentlemat 

Mr. FITZGERALD The gentleman realizes there w be a 
movement to increase the percentage, and we eliminate that 
danger by fixing the amount that may be paid. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I was going to say to the gentleman, if 
he is willing to listen, that all the officers who appeared before 
the committee stated that according to their computation it 
amounted to $48 a year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I will substitute “ forty-eight ” 
for the “ forty-five,” and that will make $1 a drill. Mr. 


Speaker, I ask to modify my amendment by changing “ forty- 
five” to “ forty-eight.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to modify his amendment it will 
read as the Clerk will report. 


SO 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 20, strike out all after the word “invasion” down to | 
and including the word “law,” in line 22, and insert “‘ not to exceed | 
$48 per annum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question first recurs on 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Rules to perfect 


the text, which is to strike out, in line 22, the words “or may 
be hereafter.” 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FitTz- 
GERALD] to strike out and insert. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 


[Mr. TURNBULL] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will | 


report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all of the paragraph after word “above,” in line 8 of | 


page 3, and insert the following: 


“And provided further, That enlisted men, except noncombatants, 
shall receive as compensation hereunder only one-half of the compen- 
sation herein provided in the first year of their enlistment and until 
they shall have made a record score with the prescribed weapon of their 


arm of the service, nor thereafter until they shall have fired the pre- 
scribed course or such equivalent as shall be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of War and the National Militia Board.” 

Mr. TURNBULL. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, one of the 
great troubles is to keep the companies up to the required 


practice. A provision contained in the bill now does not allow 
the enlisted men anything for the first year. Therefore this | 


provision contained in the bill does not tend to cause the men 
to enlist, for they receive no pay at all during the first year. 
And the object of my amendment is to allow them one-half 
of the pay provided by the bill during the first year and until 
they come up to the required standard. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the amendment 
will be voted down. The bill is all right as it is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk proceeded with and completed the reading of the 
bili. 

The following amendments, reported in the rules, were also 
read: 

Strike out all of lines 25, 24, and 25, and on page 4, line 1, down to 
and including the word “Provided.” 

In line 14, page 4, insert the words “on the charge of desertion.” 

In line 16, after the word “ conviction,” strike out “shall be guilty 
of the crime of desertion and.” 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Mr, Speaker, I have an amend- 
ment which I wish to offer to the section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first 
amendment provided for by the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, strike out lines 23, 24, and 25; and on page 4, strike out 
line 25; and on page 4, line 1, strike out “ otherwise appropriated: 
Provided.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I have an amend- 
ment which I desire to offer to the section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have op- 
portunity at the proper time. The Clerk will now report the 
other amendments provided for in the rule, which are amend- 
ments to the committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the committee amendment, page 4, line 14, after the word 
‘‘trial’’ by inserting the words “on the charge of desertion.” 

In line 16, after the word “conviction,” strike out “shall be ad- 
judged guilty of the crime of desertion and.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer my 
amendment now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 5, on page 4, beginning in line 1, by striking out the 
colon and by inserting a period, and by striking out all the remainder 
of the section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the 
gentleman from Arkansas that that portion of section 5 before 
the colon, on the top of page, has already been striken out. 


Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Then I move to strike out the 
whole section. 


| The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not a question now of 
striking out. It is a question of agreeing to the amendment 
as amended. All the gentleman needs to do to strike it out is 
| to see that it is not agreed to. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. I would like to be heard for a 
moment, 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARRETT. Is all of the language after the word “ ap- 
propriated ”” on page 4 an amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is all a committee amend 
ment. 

Mr. GARRETT. And if it fails of adoption—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There will be nothing left t 
| section 5. 
| Mr. GARRETT. Then that will eliminate section 5 entirely ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will eliminate section 5. 
| 


Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
is recognized. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Section 5, with the proviso, which 
itself is an amendment, contains the amendment proposed by 
the War Department, which I have urged as a most serious 
| objection to this bill. I do not desire to take up the time of 

the House, but will simply state that the amendment proposed 
| by the War Department, and to which I most seriously object, 
may be stricken out by voting down this committee amendment. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, in the rule as reported, that 
amendment, so called, on page 4, after the word “ provided,” 
is treated as part of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Well, it is a part of the bill as 
reported, but it is a committee amendment, and the rule does 
not provide for the treatment of any of the amendments in any 
other way than that in which they are ordinarily treated in 
the consideration of a bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. DALZELL. It makes no difference, except that 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. FLoyp of Arkansas) there were—ayes 99, noes 61. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting). Twenty-three 
gentlemen have risen; not a sufficient number, and the yeas 
and nays are refused. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I renew my demand for tellers 

Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker pro tempore designated 
Mr. DALzELL and Mr. FLoyp of Arkansas to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, 
nays 74. 

So the committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 


[Mr. LANGLEY addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment, whic! 
I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


On page 4, after line 25, add the following: 

“And provided further, That all officers of the militia holding com 
missions at the time they are called into the service of the United 
States, and reported fit for military service by the Secretary of War, 
and so carried upon the rolls of The Adjutant General of the Army, 
shall be nominated for a commission by the President of the United 
States for the rank for which such officer is found qualified, and 
when confirmed by the Senate shall be commissioned by the President 
as an officer in the military service of the United States for the period 
for which the organization with which said officer is to perform duty 
is accepted.” 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order on that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state the 
point of order. 

Mr. HAY. It is not germane, and it provides by law to have 
these officers put into the United States Army, while this bill 
pertains entirely to the Organized Militia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the bill is so broad that it would warrant the amendment, 
so far as its being germane is concerned. The Chair therefore 
overrules the point of order. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Howranp] is recognized. 

Mr. HOWLAND. Mr. Speaker, I shall not detain the House 
in an attempt to discuss this amendment at length, but I wish 
to say that we might as well frankly state the object sought to 
be accomplished by this bill, and that is that this legislation 
is intended to make of the National Guard of the several States 
a strictly Federal force. My amendment provides that as soon 
as officers of the National Guard are called into the service of 
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ihe United States the appointments which they hold as officers | 
of the militia under the governors of the several States shall 
ti ate and they shail then be commissioned by the President 
of United States, with the consent of the Senate, so that the 
‘ f the military arm of this Government in actual servic 
» of war shall derive their authority from and hold their | 

( ssions under the Federal Government. We have read | 
§ here that a man can not serve two masters. This applies | 
\ | its origi force to the military service, both as to | 
me and officers. 

Mr. ANTHONY. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. HOWLAND. Yes 

Mr. ANTHONY. Would not the effect of the gentleman's 








1 e that in States which have about 100 colonels to | 
li ‘ivates they would put all those colonels and major | 
o i! ht into the Federal service? | 


‘ ‘ % Pini 
Mr. HOWLAND. No; 
d and few chosen. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Right in that line I want to this: 
Is not the purpose of this bill to increase the efliciency of the 
! tia, so that it can be utilized in case of war? And would | 
be proper, therefore, to provide that all officers who have | 
been educated at the of the Federal Government in | 
the manner provided in this bill shall be eligible to appointment 
s commissioned officers in the event of war? 
Mr. HOWLAND. I see no objection to that; but the gentle- 
from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] asked me a question. My 
se gentlemen who hold com- 


t provides that when the 
into the service of 


under my amendment many might be 


suggest 
Si 


eX Lse 


the National Guard are called 
ted States, if found by the Federal authorities to be fit, 
e commissions from the President, with the consent 


of the Senate, and hold the same during the time that the 
} 


may receiy 


organization to which they belong remains in the Federal serv- 
ice, so that it does not take them into the Federal military 


establishment at all, except during the time that their organiza- | 


iin in the service 
Mr. ANTHONY. not 


tions ren 


Is the gentleman’s amendment too 


broad Is not the organization of some of the States top-heavy 
with major generals, and would you not create an army of major 


generals? 
Mr. HOWLAND. it is not compulsory that they be taken 
the service, under the bill now drawn, 
| offered this amendment, they can be taken or left, just as the 
Federal authorities please, and their rank would not be de- 
termined by that which they held in the militia, but on the 
military qualifications which they satisfy the Federal authori- 
t! they possessed at the time they were commissioned 
in the Federal Army. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


Oh, 


into because as 


ties it 


Did I understand the gentleman 


to say that the bill contemplated the appointment of the oflicers | 


of the 


militia by the President of the United States? 
ir. HOWLAND. The bill does not, but I propose to find out 
her of the enthusiasm back of this bill make a 
lederal force will go to the extent of allowing Federal 
Government to name the officers in that Federal \p- 
plause. ] 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman is familiar with 
the provision of the Constitution 


wile some to 


the 
force. | 
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I know that the States are jealous of tl powe d I SO 
know that in our history all kinds of f oO s 
this very situation. Voliti enerals d les flicers have 
been foisted onto the Federal Government es ] | 
probably will be again in the future unless s d 

Now, when the militia organizations of Ss Ss are k 
ing at the doors of the Fede! rreasury ‘ i 
the world to place a legislative construction uj I I 
clause in the Constitution which has been ft 
difficulty in the past, and make of the s | 
men of the militia, a real «lk lable Federal f 

I am in sympathy with the main objects of t egis 
but if the militia is to be “o1 ed ed, « ned 1 
equipped ” at Federal expense and placed o1 
roll in time of peace, it is no more than fai hie ed 
into actual service in time of war should b I i! 
force. The enlisted man und this | is getting the short 
end of this bargain and the ollicers the k l | 
man must serve two years after he is « d into the s 
of the United States, even though his term of « stn 
be almost at an end, and is subject to court-mart as a de 
serter if he does not respond promptly rhe llicers are in 
terms covered in the same language, but it is ¢ \ ’ 2 of 


} 


cers, and, in fact, they m 
man would be forced to 

While there seems now t msider: 
bill among the National Guard, I am afraid the of .a 
Federal appropriation has caused them to overlook some points 
in this which may the future rise up to plague 
them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT 
this amendment. I 


ight not be wanted, but every enlisted 
respon we 
} 


Wie CULIIUSTA 


f 


8 be a 
hope 


legislation 


il 


The time of the gentleman 
of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I am oj 
am opposed to this bill, which 
it this section 5, because it undertakes to take away f1 
States the right to the militia, which is required 
by the Constitution. The amendment with it will absolutely de- 
stroy the National Guard or 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Howtranp] is candid enough and 
open and frank enough to offer an amendment which will go to 
the extent that you ought to go if | 
bill—that is, to destroy forever the right of t an- 
ize and train the militia in accordance with the provisions of 
the Constitution of the United States. 

favor the militia or the National 


I for one would be glad to 
In every war they have rendered the 


nh the 





organize 


the militia in the States. 


you undertake to yh 


the States to org 


Guard in all the States. 
services which the citizen soldiery of our country are noted for. 
They have perpetuated this Government in war by their valor 
and deeds of courage on the battle field, and I am not willing 
for any to strike down from th ower and 


reason e States the ] 


the right and the duty to train and organize the militia of our 
country in accordance with the provisions of the Constitution. 
{Applause.] This bill will not aid the militia; it may aid a 
few otlicers in the militia, but the end of it will be to injure the 


militia as a whole. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on 
the am ndment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 


nereeing to 


Mr. HOWLAND. I am familiar with that clause in the Con Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment. 
stitution. The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman is familiar with ind provided further, That nothing in this : sli he so construed 
the provision which requires that the appointment of the officers | as to place on the pension rolls under any existi any officer or 
j } : ive] enlisted man servi ix 1 rganizec ilitia of ar State ‘ tory, 
is reserved to the States, respectively. ry “8 District oy, Fen = = lor t P 1 . “ar eater set ; } 

Mr. HOWLAND. For the militia; but as soon as the militia | pe eae cee 
in hal . : . a] force and fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The quest t! d 
co into the Federal service they become a Federal force an ft il le f \l 

> one . : s } en ferer ) th rentlieman trom ~ 
cease to be a State force. That is just the point exactly. | : — : " : 5 ot nso! t] i { | 
. ~ . } 1G nNestio s ts nm. am e ame ‘ wis ris | to. 
rhe efore the power should atta h to the Federal Government = in at hi . ta < ¢ - a i 
. : : ° e1: . e Y r< ‘ e last amendment asn? \ ‘ on.asf 
to appoint the officers, and all officers in the military service | Ph wom Fee the ia ra \ 
of the United States should derive their power from the Federal]. »> 6. TI moerexaty < Va ‘ 
Government. pended hereunder except as it 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman wait one | The amendment was ii 
moment? I should like to have him construe this provision of | The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tl ; — 
the Constitution, that Congress has power i , | ment and third reading of the bill 

lo provide for 9 7 ! and disciplining the militia and | ' » hill wage ordered to he envros ' 

overning such part of them y be employed in the service of | . Soak a aS - - ar 

United States, reservir to ti States, respectively, the appointment Mi HAY. Mr. Speaker, I den 1 the , ol é 
of the officers and t! iuthority of training the militia according to] grossed bill. 
the disc prescribed ; : fhe SPEAKER pro tempore The ¢ r is f ned it 

Mr. HOWLAND. That provides for the appointment of | the encrossed bill is not here, and the b \ | aid for 

officers in the militia by the governors, and I have no quarrel | the present 

vith that clause in the Constitution, but I make the point that | ENROLLED me aren 

when the milit is call into the service of the United States . ; 

} or: i int ne ; ited ee |) Mr. WILSON of I from the ¢ 1 
they cease from that moment to be militia and become Federal | ,,.;) , a a 

3: Tad : “og Ecce , | Bills. reported that they had ed if | “l 
soldiers; and they then come squarely under the constitutional | >°"" ee 

: : } bills of the following titles, w l ‘ 


prov 
For governing such } 
United States. 


ve power to | rovid ‘ 


ss Shall ha 
y be employed in the service 


isions, which says Congrs 
if them as may be 


irt of 


H 
March 2, 


R. 51806. 


1907, 


An act 


being an act to amend » act ed 
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conferring jurisdiction upon United States commissioners over 


offenses committed on a portion of the permanent Hot Springs 
Mountain Reservation, Ark; ” 

Hi. R. 28626. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws re- 
Jating to distilled spirits, and for other purposes; 


H. R. 29860. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes; 

HI. R. 28215. An act to fix the time of holding the circuit and 
district courts for the northern district of West Virginia; 

H. R. 20603. An act for the relief of Henry Halteman; 

H. R. 18512. An act for the relief of S. H. Robinson, of Alle- 
gheny County, Pa.; 

Hi. R. 14. An act to protect the locators in good faith of 
oil and gas lands who shall have effected an actual discovery 
of oil or gas on the public lands of the United States, or their 
successors in interest; 

H. R. 26656. An act to prevent the disclosure of national-de- 
fense secrets; and 

H. R. 80570, An act to authorize the receipt of certified checks 
drawn on national and State banks for duties on imports and 
internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

S$. 10457. An act to amend section 6 of the currency act of 
March 14, 1900, as amended by the act approved March 4, 1907; 

$S. 9904. An act granting certain rights of way on the Fort 
PD. A. Russell Military Reservation at Cheyenne, Wyo., for rail- 
road and county road purposes; 

8.9903. An act to authorize the Sheridan Railway & Light 
Co, to construct and operate railway, telegraph, telephone, elec- 
tric-power, and trolley lines through the Fort Mackenzie Mili- 
tary Reservation, and for other purposes; and 

S. J. Res. 145. Joint resolution providing for the filling of a 
vacaney which will occur on March 1, 1911, in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of the class other than 
Members of Congress. 


299 
va 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their ap- 
propriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 19890. An act for the payment of certain claims for dam- 
ages to and loss of private property; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

S. 5037. An act for the relief of G. A. Embry; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
sills, reported that this day they had presented to the President 
of the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 
H. R. 5453. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
N. Swofford, deceased; and 
II. R. 26606. An act for the relief of Charles A. Caswell. 


M. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
agree to the following resolution (H. Res. 1002). 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it shall be in order to consider as a part of the bill 
(H. R. 32957) making appropriations for the several deficiencies in 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1911, for prior years, and for other 
purposes, that portion of the printed copy of the bill contained on pages 
82 to 85, numbered as section 3, relating to the proposed fidelity divi- 
sion of the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. MACON. 

Mr. CARLIN. 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia moves that the 
Ilouse do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CARLIN) there were—ayes 29, noes 1384. 

So the motion to adjourn was lost. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas demands a 
second. Under the rule a second is considered as ordered. The 
gentleman from Minnesota is entitled to 20 minutes, and the 
gentleman from Arkansas to 20 minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, the only effect of the adoption 
of this resolution will be to make the fidelity bonding division 
in the general deficiency bill in order, so that no Member, how- 
ever great may be his interest in the fidelity bonding business, 
can take the provision out of the bill on a point of order. 
When the provision is reached an opportunity will then be 


Is a second demanded? 
I demand a second. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


given for consideration on its merits. When this resolution is 
agreed to it will afford the House an opportunity to proceed 
with the consideration of the general deficiency bill, and I trust 
that there will be no objection to its adoption. 

Mr. MACON. The only purpose is to make section 3 in order 
on the appropriation bill, as I understand it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it does not pass the provision. 

Mr. MACON. The bill will be considered in the regular way? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; under the five-minute rule, and so will 
this provision be considered in the regular way; it will be read 
and an opportunity given for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu 


tion. 

The question was taken, and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the general deficiency appropria 
tion bill, and pending that I ask unanimous consent that al! 
general debate be closed in five minutes, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the general de 
ficiency bill, and pending that, asks that all general debate 
Committee of the Whole be closed in five minutes. 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. TAWNEY was 

Accordingly the House resolved 
Whole House on the state of the 
the chair. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, this bill (H. R. 32957) has 
been read in full to-day. I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing to add to what 
I said this afternoon with respect to the various provisions 
and recommendations carried in this bill. The only provision 
of any importance that is likely to provoke any discussion is 
the provision providing for the creating of a fidelity bonding 
division in the departments and authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to prescribe rates of premium to be paid by 
bonded officers, agents, and employees of the Government. |! 
do not care to go into a discussion of that provision now or to 
occupy the time of the committee for that purpose. I desire to 
commence the reading of the bill as soon as possible, and unless 
some gentleman desires the balance of my time in general «i 
bate I will ask that the reading of the bill be proceeded with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

International Seismological Association: For defraying the necess9 
expenses in fulfilling the obligations of the United States as a men 
of the International Seismological Association, including the an 
contribution to the expenses of the association for the fiscal year end 
June 30, 1910, $800, 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order on the paragraph. I am not sure, but I do not believe t! 
there is any law on which to base this appropriation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is authorized by an international agre 
ment. This is our contribution to the international agreen 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does it not relate to the same subj: 
that was up in the diplomatic and consular appropriation ! 
the other evening? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I don’t know whether it does or not. 
be the same subject. This is a deficiency. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is the same subject, but it 
not subject to a point of order. This is a deficiency. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Our contribution for this fiscal year has not 
been appropriated yet. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
of order. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

International Union for Protection of Industrial Property: For addi. 
tional amount required for defraying the expenses of the next meeting | 
the International Union for the Protection of Industrial Property, to 
held at the city of Washington, D. C., in May, 1911, $10,000. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
on the paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


ilk 


Is there ob 


agreed to. 
itself into Committee of the 
Union, with Mr. Currier in 


It may 


Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point 


@ 


cent 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 


Mr. Chairman, this is authorized also by «n 


: “ap ' 
international agreement, and the invitation was extended thr 
years ago to this association to hold its next meeting in the city 
The appropriation carried in the last Congress 


of Washington. 
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this purpose was $10,000, since which time the representa 
es of South American countries, to the number of sixty-odd, | 
ave accepted the invitation, and it is necessary to provide for 
1e entertainment of these additional delegates. 


“Mr. SPAFFORD. What is the purpose of the association? 


i 


| 


‘ 





Mr. FAWNEY. The purpose of the association is to consider 
ind if possible devise uniformity of copyright laws and patent- | 
cht laws. It is of the utmost importance. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of | 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Th propriation of $75,000 carried in the sundry civil appropria- 
t 1 the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, concerning the bound- 
iry waters between the United States and Canada, may be used for | 
t rent of buildings in the District of Columbia, from the date of the 
pproval of said sundry civil act. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
point of order on that to get some information. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the necessity for that para- 
craph is this: There was an appropriation of $75,000 carried 
in the last sundry civil appropriation bill, the one that passed 
it the last session of Congress, for defraying the expenses of 
the commission. 

The State Department under that authority rented some 
rooms here in the old Pan-American er American Republics 
Building. The Secretary of State was of the opinion that the 
appropriation authorized the payment of the rent and gave 


specific instructions for its payment. The disbursing officer, on | 
the order of the Secretary of State, made the payment. Now 


this is for the purpose of legalizing the payment of the rent | 
because the Auditor for the War Department holds that under 
the act of 18S2 that rent ean not be paid unless it is specifically 
authorized. The Secretary of State being one of the great law- 
yers of the country, the disbursing officer has nothing to do but 
io pay it. Now this is to make this payment for the balance cf | 
the fiscal year out of the $75,000 appropriated for the commis- 





sion at the last session of Congress. 
Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman; I understand this is 
not for the old commission that has been in existence for a num- | 


ber of years. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

Mr. MANN. Then I withdraw the point of order as far as 
I am concerned. 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I reserved the point of order 


first. How much of the $75,000 will be required to pay this 
rent? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Something like $3,000, and it is divided 
among three commissions. There are three commissions that | 
\ occupy rooms in this building. One is the commission ap- 
pointed to fix the boundary line between Mexico and Texas, the 


is the British Clai Commission, 
iternational Joint Commission. 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Three thousand dollars a year for all. 
_Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Why do you require 
975,000 additional appropriation? 


and the other is the 





us 


li 
How much is it altogether? 


the 


Mr. TAWNEY. We are not requiring $75,000. This $3,000 
Will be taken out of the $75,000, which was appropriated last 
year for the International Joint Commission, which commission 
] not yet been appointed. 


; Mr. MANN. And the old appropriation will not be available 
for payment of rent in Washington. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Seventy-five thousand dol- 
1ars Was appropriated last year, and $75,000 is appropriated this 
year for the same purpose. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; but the appropriation for this year does 
not become available until the 1st of July. 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I asked the gentleman why 


he wanted an appropriation of $75,000 additional for this year, 
y) ~~ : 1 a 
when there was $75,000 appropriated last year, none of which 
was expended. 


Mr. MANN. Because that lapsed at the end of the year—— 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. What beeame of the balance 
it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It goes back t 


in LO 


of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Does the chairman say that? 
Mr. TAWNEY. The balance, unless Congress reappropriates 
the balance, always goes back into the Treasury under the cov- 
ing-in act. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. When the sundry civil bill 
was up I was trying to find out why you appropriated an addi- 
Uonal $75,000 instead of reappropriating the amount heretofore 


eo 


er 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


| way possible to ascertain who was responsible for that 


authorized. I thought then, perhaps, you were wantil 
$150,000 for this commission 

Mr. TAWNEY. he gentleman from New York knows that 
the appropriation made for the fiscal year 1911 is available for 
expenditure until the 30th of June of this year Now, if the 
commission is appointed and goes to work, ropi ion 
for this year will be available to defray expenses of the work 
during the remainder of this year. How much will be ex 
pended for the balance of this fiscal year no one can at this 
time determine. The $75,000 appropriated for e fiscal year 
1912 will not become available until the Ist of July. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. How much is paid now by 


the Government for rent for all purpeses? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Five hundred thousand dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To reimburse the Treasurer of the 
occurred in his office on January 11, 
on his part, $1,000.40. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order against the section. I would like to ask the chairman 
what is the occasion of this appropriation, commencing in line 
22, page 4, and ending with line 25? 

Well, Mr. Chairman, the occasion for that is 


} 


ben 
t 


United States 
1911, without 


wl 
faul 


the los 3 


gsenee or 


for 
neg 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
simply this: The employees in the redemption division of the 
Treasury Department are not bonded to anybody, either to the 
United States or to the Treasury. A loss occurred there 
or five months ago and the department has endeavored in e\ 


four 
ery 
loss, 
It is not due to the fault or neglect of the Treasury. There is 
in addition to this, an amount of something over a million 
dollars carried on the books of the Treasury as an unavailable 
balance, which represents losses that have oecurred and for 
which Congress has been asked, and has on many occasions 
granted relief. 


* 


Now, unless this is done, the Treasurer, who is in no way 
responsible for the loss, must make good that loss, although he 
has no more to do with the appointment of employees in the 
division than the Members of Congress have. And this illus 
trates what I tried to explain to the House this afternoon, 


namely, the necessity for the enactment of the legislation which 





the Committee on Appropriations has recommended in this bill, 
namely, requiring all officers, agents, and employees of the 
Gevernment to give their bonds direct to the United States 
Government. It is hardly fair, in view of the practice and cus 
tom of Congress, to relieve principals under circumstat of 
this kind and hold the Treasurer, who is in no way resp ble, 
for the fault or theft, or whatever it may be, and require him 
to reimburse the Government for that amount. 
Mr. CULLOP. Now, is not the office there supplied ith 
Secret Service men and detectives? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; and Secret Sery men have | u 
gaged, I wili say, in this case for some t 
Mr. CULLOP. What were they doing w this occurred? 
Mr. TAW NEY. Secret Ser men are 1 el | yed the 
Redemption Division all the time 
Mr. CULLOP. Do they not have a corps of detect 
there? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; they do not 
Mr. CULLOP. Congress has been very n ¥ g 
| Treasurers and subtreasurers from t ‘ 
Mr. TAWNEY. Has the genthk f 1 I \ e1 
in the Redemption Division of tl ry D { 
| Mr. CULLOP. I do not think I | 
Mr. STAFFORD. The gentlema ‘ 
Mr. CULLOP. I do not th I 1 tl ! 
| I do think there should be bod 
| to look more after the bus 
seems, in the case of tl Tr ‘ ! 
| losses are occurring too oft 
Now, it seems to me that if the man who | 
oflice was giving attention to the dut of it he 1 do, 
these losses would not occur f did dl 
be immediately known There is ‘ V { 
They check up every day, or tl \ geht te l } 
to be the practice now that they ot doi l 
year we appropriated for that oflice a vel sum t 
new business methods there « the oun he ‘ 
were antiquated and out of date 
Mr. DAWSON. If the gentleman vw ! as 
well aware, the national banks pay all tl ’ f op 
the Redemption Division, so it is not co! e out of the P 


Treasury at all. 
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very large sum was appropriated to improve the business 
methods there, and from the reports that are constantly coming 
in on appropriations to make good the losses that have occurred 
there, it seems that either some new business methods or new 
men ought to be instituted and installed for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I move to strike out the 
last word. I would suggest that if they had allowed the Se- 
cret Service force to be used for other purposes except the 
guarding of the person of the President or the detection of 
counterfeiters they might not have gotten into this trouble. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Secret Service force has been trying to 
discover who it was that committed the theft for some time, 
and have not yet been able to do it. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. They have not been allowed 
to chase thieves. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
existing law. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. And they have nobody to 
guard the Treasury, since the Secretary of the Treasury is not 
permitted to employ the detective force for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota de- 
sire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For indexing, 


They 


have been allowed to do so under the 


classifying, exhibiting, and properly caring for the 





| those cases entirely. 


| that is asked for here because the tax was illegal. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. | 


Mr. CULLOP. No. In the Treasury Department last year a | Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I simply reserve the point 


of order to ascertain why the time is extended. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina that the Supreme Court of the United States has held that 
the law requiring the placing of documentary stamps on bills of 
exchange to be unconstitutional. It was the Spanish-American 
War revenue act that authorized them. A great deal of money 
has been collected under that provision. Subsequently Congress 
passed an act authorizing the Internal Revenue Bureau to re- 
fund the amounts collected on foreign bills of exchange. The 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States was based 
upon the theory that this operated as an export tax, and was 
therefore violative of the Constitution. 

Of course it required a great deal of time for some of the 
claimants to collect their testimony. The act fixed the time 
within which all claims should be submitted. We have since 
that time twice extended that time limit. The last time limit 
expired on the 1st of December last. Now, there have come to 
the attention of the department some two or three claims 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. What do they amount to? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Aggregating about $6,000. The cireum- 
stances were such that the parties were clearly not guilty of 
any laches in not presenting the claims, and the Internal Reve 
nue Bureau has recommended that the extension should be made 
The Goy- 
ernment, of course, has no legal right to retain the amount 
that was collected. The department thinks this will close u) 
The department knows of only two or 





| three claims, aggregating between $6,000 and $7,000. 


returns of all corporations required by section 38 of an act entitled | 


“An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States, and for other purposes,’ approved August 
5, 1909, including the employment in the District of Columbia of such 
clerical and other personal services and for rent of such quarters as 
may be necessary, $5,000: Provided, That any and all such returns 
shall be open to inspection only upon the order of the President, under 
rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and approved by the President. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order against that paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman make a point of order 
or reserve it? 

Mr. CULLOP. I reserve it for the present. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I suggest that the gentleman make it, be- 
cause we can dispose of that very readily. 

Mr. CULLOP. ‘Then I will make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 
point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
authorized by the tariff act. 

Mr. CULLOP. I would like to call attention to the proviso 
at the close of the section. That is the matter against which 
I make the point of order, commencing with the word “ Pro- 
vided,” on line 11, and ending with the word “ President,” 
on line 14, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota if that is a change of existing law? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that that proviso 


was agreed to at the first regular session of this Congress and | 


is the law to-day. It was not in the original act, but by an 
amendment to that law at the last session of Congress the pro- 
viso was added to the existing law. 

The Chair will remember that the original act provided for 
a tabulation of all returns and the making them available for 
inspection by everybody. 


I will state to the gentleman that that is | 





At the last session of Congress that 


provision was amended so that only those returns that are | 


ordered by the President to be made available for that purpose 
can be examined or inspected. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the 
The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Refund of sums paid for documentary stamps: The time within 
which claims may be presented for refunding the sums paid for docu- 


mentary stamps used on foreign bills of exchange drawn between July | 
1, 1898, and June 30, 1901, against the value of products or merchan- | 
specified in the act en- | 


dise actually exported to foreign countries, 
titled “An act to provide for refunding stamp taxes paid under the 
act of June 30, 1898, upon foreign bills of exchange drawn between 
July 1, 1898, and June 30, 1901, against the value of products or 
merchandise actually exported to foreign countries and authorizing 
rebate of duties on anthracite coal imported into the United States 
from October 6, 1902, to January 15, 1903. and for other purposes,” 
approved February 1, 1909, be, and is hereby, extended to December 1, 
1911. 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the point of order against the paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear from the gentleman 
from South Carolina on his point of order, 


recollection of the Chair. | 





Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The explanation is per- 
fectly satisfactory to me, but I was particularly anxious to 
know if the gentleman was in possession of information that 
would show that these people were not guilty of negligence. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state, for the information of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, one case that I have persona! 
knowledge of. It is the case of the firm of the Washburn 
Crosby Co., of Minneapolis, the largest milling concern, I think, 
in the United States. They do a very large export business. 

The man in the office who had charge of collecting this evi- 
dence and correspondence with their foreign representatives, 
was taken ill. The people in the office did not know anything 
about the matter, and this man was sent away on account of 
his health, and because of that fact the time expired within 
which the concern hoped that they would be ready and prepares! 
to file their claim. That is one of the claims of which I have 
personal knowledge. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES. 

Assay office at New York: Authority is hereby granted the Secret 
of the Treasury to use of the unexpended balance to the credit of | 
appropriation for parting and refining bullion the sum of $25,000 for 
the purposes herein stated: To provide lighting fixtures, new melti 
furnaces, additional scales, balances, and other necessary apparat 
appliances, and equipment, including house telephone and time ani 
watchman’s clock systems and oflice furniture; or so much thereof 
may be necessary for the proper equipment of the new assay office 
same to be immediately available. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I have read i 
the public prints that the assay office in the city which I ha 
the honor in part to represent, is practically falling down, ani 
that a request was made to this Congress to provide an appro 
priation to keep it standing. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The sundry civil bill carries the appropri 
tion for that purpose. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The amount in the sundry civi! 
bill carries what is needed? 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is merely to furnish some new e(ui)’- 
ment, out of the permanent, indefinite appropriation. It covers 
what is needed in the assay office in the new part. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman is probably cor 
rect, but there is a chance that he may have confused the two 
things. They are building in the rear of the old assay office in 
New York City a nine-story building. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. , 

Mr. BENNET of New York. And that building, I hope, is 
in no danger of falling down. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is the old part in front. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. As I read the item that was 
carried in the sundry civil bill, I do not think it covered the 
subject of propping up the old assay office during construction. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That part of it was carried in the urgent 


I am satisfied. 


The point of order is withdrawn. Tlie 


deficiency appropriation bill passed in the beginning of this 
session. 





1911. 





Mr. BENNET of New York. At any rate, the appropria- 
. tions in the three bills meet all the needs of the building, do 
they? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They meet all the needs of the office. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn and the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All laws and parts of laws, to the extent that they make a perma- 
nent indefinite appropriation for the expenses of parting and refining 
bullion, are repealed to take effect from and after June 30, 1912, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall, for the fiscal year 1913, and 
annually thereafter, submit to Congress, in the regular Book of Esti- 
mates, detailed estimates for the expenses of this service. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr, Chairman, I desire to 
offer an amendment to strike out of line 19 the words “ parting 
and refining bullion.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 19 strike out “ parting and refining bullion.” 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I will per- 
fect the amendment later if I can get any encouragement from 
my friend on the other side. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think when the gentleman hears from his 
friend on this side, he will not want to make any amendment 
whatever. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. One of the greatest evils 
that has come under my observation in the 10 year’s service I 
have had in this House is the practice of Congress in passing 


laws which require annual appropriations without estimates | 


being submitted. I think the chairman of this committee, after 
his long and useful service, will bear me out in saying that these 
laws providing for permanent appropriations ought never to 
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have gone upon the statute books, and that most of them ought | 


to be repealed if it is practicable to do so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is what we propose to do here. 

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. That is what you do. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I wanted to strike out 
the language making it applicable to one particular statute. 
Of course it is subject to a point of order, but I wanted to 
strike out the language which makes this legislation applicable 


to this particular statute only, and to make it applicable to all | 


the laws, and require estimates to be submitted. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
so far as he desires to repeal the permanent appropriations. 


I am in hearty sympathy with the gentleman | 


The Committee on Appropriations has in the last six years en- | 
deavored on every occasion to recommend the repeal of perma- | 
nent appropriations; for example, this bill carries the recom- | 


mendation to repeal the permanent appropriation of $5,500,000 
for the collecting of customs. As soon as the bill was reported 
to the House every Member who had a customs office in his 
district, where the cost of running the office is greater than the 
income, became worried for fear it would affect his office and 


threatened to make points of order and vote against the sus- | 


pension of the rules until I agreed to strike out that objection- 
able paragraph. 


I will say to the gentleman that the discovery of this perma- | 


nent appropriation was by accident. The chief of the service, 
the Director of the Mint, submitted an estimate of $25,000 to 
be paid out of the permanent appropriation. That permanent 
appropriation nobody knew existed, but when we came to in- 
quire we found there was an unexpended balance of $450,000, 
due to modern methods of parting and refining. 
modern methods of parting and refining the by-products were 
all lost; but now, under the new methods of parting and refin- 
ing, the by-products are preserved and are valuable. In one 
by-product last year the Government realized over $100,000 
from the sale of it, and for that reason we concluded hereafter 
that they could come to Congress with their estimates and we 
would turn in all of the products. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I hope my friend the 
chairman will not misunderstand me. I did not make a point 
of order against this legislation, but I offered the amendment 
so as to cut off the possibility of it being cut out of tuis bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The proposition of the gentleman, so far as 
it affects other permanent appropriations, I think he will see, 
is impracticable and would only complicate matters and leave 
in doubt whether we effected the repeal of this, and I trust he 
will not insist on his amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I understand that. I 
offered the amendment and thereby it became impossible for 
this legislation to go out on a point of order after the discus- 
sion began. I find the chairman of the committee agrees with 
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me that these laws providing for permanent 
ought not to be enacted. I find that he could not repeal all 
these laws at one time, because he might interfere with so 
many that it would make it impossible. Mr. Chairman, I with- 
draw the amendment, and hope that later we will be able to 
get more of them repealed. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word for the purpose of asking the gentleman from 
Minnesota a question. I am in sympathy with his purpose, 
but have not had much opportunity to think this over, and I 
submit this observation: In the assay office, with which I am 
more particularly familiar, you can take bullion or anything 
else from which they can extract gold and they will immediately 
pay you 98 per cent of the value of the gold that can be ex- 
tracted from what you bring, and when the gold is refined they 
pay you the balance— Or you can leave the bullion, and when 
they get it assayed they will give you the gold less the expense 
of assaying. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is exactly the practice. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Now, does the repealing of this 
permanent indefinite appropriation in any way affect that 
practice? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
it was drawn. 


appropriations 


No; that was taken into consideration when 
It is only so much of the law as authorizes the 


permanent indefinite appropriation. This provision is care- 
fully guarded. 

Mr. BENNET of.New York. I hope it is. 

Mr. DAWSON. I might add that the Director of the Mint 


stated that there would be no objection from the standpoint of 
the service. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Director of the Mint heartily agrees in 
this, and the committee has carefully guarded the provision so 
that it will not relieve the owner of the bullion, or whatever he 
may carry there, for parting and refining, from the charge which 
the law now imposes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I have a hizh personal regard 
for the gentleman from Iowa, the Director of the Mint, and the 
immigration officials who submitted to do away with the per- 
manent appropriation for immigration, but I notice they over- 
looked a kink, and it may be that these people have. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; I think we have guarded against every- 
thing. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I want to take occasion to 
commend the legislation carried in this paragraph, about which 
we have had some discussion, and also embrace this opportunity 
to express my appreciation of the valuabie services of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. [Applause.] No man in this House 
ean fully and truthfully estimate the invaluable services ren- 
dered the country by the gentleman who heads that committee. 
I was connected with the House of Representatives more than 
30 years ago as one of its subordinate officers, and I have 
watched with a great deal of interest and followed carefully the 
eareer of the gentleman from Minnesota, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I want to say this, that I 
hope with the termination of the present session of Congress 
the American people will not part with the long, splendid, and 
valuable experience which he has gained at the head of this 
great committee. It was my opportunity in the first Republican 
caucus on the roll call to cast my vote for JAMES A. TAWNEY 
for Speaker of the House of Representatives, and while I am 
not an old man, nothing in this life would give me greater pleas- 
ure than to vote for this same gentleman for President of the 
United States, one of the best-equipped men in the couniry for 
that exalted position. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Assay office at Deadwood, S. Dak.: Assayer 
compensation for the fiscal year 1912, $250. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
va the paragraph. I observe from the hearings that the Di- 
rector of the Mint recommended this increase because of the 
increased business at Deadwood. I would like to inquire 
whether, with this additional salary, it will equalize the salary 
of the assayer at Deadwood with the salary of assayers at 
other offices? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It will not only equalize it, but it is given 
because of the great increase in the amount of work being done 
at the Deadwood office. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Dayton, Ohio, post office and courthouse: 
building, under present limit, $25,000. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
on that. 


in charge, additional 


For commencement of 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 


My purpose is to ascertain some information as to this 
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provision. I observe there is nothing referred to in the hear- 
ings concerning the appropriation for the Dayton, Ohio, post 
oflics I understand this appropriation was authorized in the 
lias iblic-buildings bill. Is this an exceptional case, where we 
are going to provide for the erection of a public building? 


Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is not an exceptional case. 
Mr. KEIFER. It is to go on with the work. 


Mr. TAWNEY. This would have gone into the sundry civil 
bill when the estimates were sent up if it had been included. A 
supplemental estimate was sent, but it came too late to have it 
go into the bill as it was reported to the House. It is authorized 
by iw. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes; it was authorized in the general 
public-building bill, as I recall it, of last year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Of 1908. 

Mr. STAFFORD. ‘There was some provision in the last 


sundry civil appropriation bill relating to the post office at 
Dayton, Ohio. 
Mr. KEIFER. That is right; 


but that was supplemental to 
the other. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I do not recall. I am very sorry that the | 


£ eman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] is not present, so that he could 
explain the necessity for it. 
COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 

Ohio told me that he would be compelled to be temporarily: ab- 
sent this evening and requested me to look after this matter 
for him to the best of my abiilty. I have had several conversa- 
tions with with him about it and he assures me that it is 
neled, that it is absolutely essential, and I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina, Take one at a time and 
you can do it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is what we are trying to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 3687 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is re- 
pealed, to take effect from and after June 30, 1912; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall, for the fiscal year 1913, and annually there 
after, submit to Congress, in the regular Book of Estimates, detailed 
estimates of expenses of collecting the revenue from customs. 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the paragraph commencing on line 19 and ending on 
line 25. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the 
gentleman from South Carolina that there is an illustration of 
the difficulty of repealing a permanent appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to obtain by 
purchase or to cause to be printed blank forms of clearances, mani 
fests, and other forms used in connection with the transaction of 
customs business, and to sell such forms at ports and subports of entry, 


ports of delivery, and elsewhere, at a uniform price of 5 cents each, 
| 


and under regulations to be prescribed by him. All moneys received 
from the sale of such forms shall be accounted for and paid into the 
Treasury in the same manner as other moneys collected by customs 
oflicers. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the Chairman will permit me, I just want 


| to say one word as to the reason for the committee making this 


Heating apparatus for public buildings: To pay the balance duc | 


the Chisholm ¢ nder its contract dated February 1, 1908, for heating 
apparat supplied for the post office and courthouse at Trenton, N. J., 
$1,676.55 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
} the paragraph just read and I would like to ask the chair- 
an of the committee wherein this item differs from a claim 
igainst the Government. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What page? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Pa 11, lines 8 and 13, inclusive. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, this is an item where the appropria- 
tion that was made for the building lapsed before the contract 
was completed. This is merely to carry out the contract obli 
gation of the Government with a man who had the contract 
for the construction of the building. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Then there is no additional appropriation 
and it is within the limit of the original appropriation ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, but the appropriation has lapsed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And the following appropriation is in the 
same condition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; absolutely. 

Mr. DAWSON. Some complications arose in the construction 
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of the building which delayed the installation of the heating | 


apparatus until after the appropriation had lapsed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To defray the expenses of collecting the revenue from customs, being 
additional to tl permanent appropriation for this purpose, for the 
fiscal vear ending June 30, 1911, $500,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 
strike out the last word. 


How much is the permanent appro- 
priation for this purpose? 


Mr, Chairman, I move to} compelling them to pay 500 per cent actual premium on the 


Mr. TAWNEY. The permanent appropriation is $5,500,000. | 


Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 
increase the amount provided? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Because the amount is not sufficient to pay 
the expenses of collecting the customs. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 
customs revenue does it take to collect those customs? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not state accurately now, but my 
recollection is, though, that it costs about $3 per thousand. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Has that percentage for 
the last few years been increasing or diminishing? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think it has been, on the whole, diminish- 


Why is it necessary to 


ing. Of course, much of this cost is due to the fact that we are | 


maintaining some forty-odd customs offices in districts where 
the amount of money collected is much less than the cost of 
maintaining those customs districts and offices. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Why do not you discon- 
tinue them? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because we can not do it; we have not got 
the votes; we have tried a number of times. 


What percentage of the | one also must be eliminated. 


recommendation. At present the blank forms referred to in 
this paragraph are furnished by the Government to the collector 
and sold by the collector to the shipper at 10 cents apiece. It 
is a species of private graft on the part of the customs collector, 
and it is proposed now merely to charge about what it costs 
to provide the forms printed and give the forms to those who 
desire and need them in the transaction of their business at 
one-half the cost they are now paying the collector. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to hear the 
chairman of the committee make a statement as to private 
graft—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. That statement is made on the authority of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. MCMORRAN. I do not care who it is made by; whoever 
makes that is not familiar with the facts. 

The facts are, Mr. Chairman, that for a number of years past 
not only in Detroit, but in Port Huron, Mich., the Grand Trunk 
Railroad, the Pere Marquette Railroad, and the Michigan Cen 
tral Railroad have been furnishing their own blanks at a cost 
of about 1 cent apiece. That is the actual cost. It is true that 
the customs collectors at Port Huron, where nobody sees fit to 
furnish his own blanks, charge 10 cents apiece for the blanks. 
As I understand, that sum of 10 cents goes to the collector as 
part of his compensation. 

Now, I am interested in a local company at Port Huron, my 
home town, where we have considerable to do with the col- 
lector of customs, and we are permitted to furnish our own 
blanks, costing about 1 cent apiece. The effect of this para- 
graph would be to create a trust in the Treasury Department, 
enabling it to hold up the business interests of this country and 


business they do with the collector of customs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 2648 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
on that paragraph. 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
Since the other paragraph went out, this 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make a point of 
order against the paragraph? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I reserve it. I ask the chairman if it 
is necessary to eliminate it? I have nothing at interest in the 
matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The previous paragraphs have gone out; 
and, of course, if we do not repeal that section, the permanent 
appropriation stands. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To refund to the Albert Champion Co., of Boston, Mass., duties 
erroneously collected from them, as reported by the collector of cus- 
toms at that port, and covered into the Treasury, $2,272.48. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the paragraph just read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The point of order will not lie, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota will be 
heard on that paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. KeLyHer] is perfectly 


ognizant of the facts. That is expressly authorized by the 
statute. 
Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman from 


Wisconsin will not press his point of order. I have not the 
documents at hand at this moment, but I can assure him that 
this money was collected in excess of the duties prescribed by 
law. The Treasury Department admits that an error was 
made in classifying these goods which caused the Albert Cham- 
pion Co. to pay into the Treasury $2,272.48 more than it right- 
fully should, and the Treasury Department acknowledges the 
justice of the claim involved in this proposition. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Wherein does this paragraph differ from 
a claim against the Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can state to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that the reason this provision becomes necessary is because the 
protest against the classification or rate of duty was not made 
within the time fixed or limited by law. Had they filed their 
protest earlier, had their protest been prosecuted to a final con- 
clusion, resulting in their favor, they would then be entitled to 
the refund of this money, but the failure on their part to come 
within the time fixed for the filing of the protest is the only 
reason, as the Secretary of the Treasury says, why the Treas- 
ury authorities are not at liberty now to pay the money out of 
the Treasury and out of the appropriation that is made for that 
purpose, That is all there isin it. They did not get there quite 
in time. That is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin insist 
upon the point of order? 

Mr. KELIHER. I will say further, in answer to the query 
of the gentleman on my right [Mr. Srarrorp], that this claim 
differs from claims that might appear to be of a similar nature, 
in that there was considerable controversy over the particular 


paragraph of the Dingley Act under which these goods should | 


have been classified. That question is settled, as the letter I 
hold here in my hand, which I shall read—a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, addressed to the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, in which is set forth by that 
official an acknowledgment that these duties were in excess of 
law and the correctness of the amount this item provides re- 
funding. Here is what the Secretary of the Treasury states: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 21, 1911. 

The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 

House of Representatives. 

Sin: IT have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the ikth instant, in which you state that there is pending before the 
subcommittee which is considering the sundry civil appropriation bill 
an item for the payment of $2,285.83 excess duties claimed to hav« 
been paid by the Albert Champion Co., of Boston, Mass., upon certain 
automobile ignition wires imported through that port. 

In reply to your inquiry Whether this department has any objections 


to your committee carrying an item in the sundry civil appropriation 
bill for the refund of the excess duties collected, I have to advise you 
that the department has no objection if Congress desires to grant the 
company relief. 


1 will state, however, that the amount should be changed to $2,272.48, 
o agree with a_report received from the collector of customs at Boston 
under date of January 30, 1911. 

Respectfully, FRANKLIN MACVEAGH, Secretary. 

Mr. Chairman, for several years this company paid excessive 
duties through no fault of their own, but rather because of an 
error of the customs officials. This obviously imposed a handi- 
cap upon them in competing with their business rivals. The 
sum involved is only a couple of thousand dollars, and I trust 
the gentleman will not split hairs, and will withdraw his point 
of order, and allow this item to pass. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
place in the hearings concerning this claim in the index, I 
found it referred to page 141, which was an erroneous refer- 
ence. Since the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. KeniHEr] 
has called to my attention the correct paging, in which it is 
clearly shown that the Secretary of the Treasury recommends 
this claim and the amount, I therefore withdraw the point of 
order, , 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Relief of Phoebe Clark: 
carry out the provisions of ‘“‘An act 
approved February 16, 1911, $116. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
ment as a new paragraph at the end of line 17. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Oregon offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


for the relief of Phoebe Clark,” 


The law authorizes the refund of this duty. | 


When I was aitempting to ascertain the 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- | 
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ect = 


| The Clerk re 





ad as follows: 

On page 17, after line 17, insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

“ Relief of the State of Oregon: To en » the Secretary of the Treas 
ury to reimburse the State of Oregon for expenditure made by said 
State at the request of the authorities of the United States during the 
Civil War in the enlistment of soldiers mustered into the service of the 
United States, and there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in 
the Treessury not otherwise appropriated, the sum f $193,543.02, this 
um being the amount determined upon by the Court of Claims in a 

| finding of fact printed in Senate Document No, 28, Sixty-first Congress, 
| first session.” 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that. I wish to state that it is not in order in this part of the 

| bill, if in order at all. It belongs to the War Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


KEIFER] suggest where it might possibly be in order? 

Mr. KEIFER. If it is in order at all, it must come under the 
| head of the War Department later on in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. On what page? 

Mr. KEIFER. On page 27. It under the head of the 
“ Secretary of War,” which is under the head of “ Military Es- 
tablishment.”. We are now under the “‘ Treasury Department ” 
and that portion of the bill, and certainly the amendment would 
not be germane there. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, in order 
that there may be no mistake and the proposition may not be 
raised upon the germaneness of the amendment alone, I make 
the point of order that it is legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is hardly germane to 
this portion of the bill without passing further. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the point of order better be made now. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order, on 
the ground that it is not germane to this part of the bill. 

The Clerk will read. 

For amount required to make monthly payments to John 8S. Kissinger, 





is 


late of Company D, One hundred and fifty-seventh Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and also late of Hospital Corps, United States 
Army, from February 15, 1911, to June 30, 1912, inclusive, as au- 


thorized by the act approved February 15, 1911, $1,653.33. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to change the initial letter ““S”’ in the name of John 8, Kis- 
| singer, in line 6, to the initial letter “ R,” so that it will read 
“John R. Kissinger.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
| mous consent to modify the paragraph as indicated by him. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman know the name? 

Mr. BARNHART. Yes; it is my bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. We agree to that. 

Mr. STAFFORD. May I ask the gentleman from Indiana 
| whether in the law granting relief to Mr. Kissinger it is “ John 
S.” or “ John R.?” 

Mr. BARNHART. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
| so modified, 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


It is “ John R.” 
Without objection, the paragraph will be 





For payment to Wesley A. Stuart, attorney, Sturgis, S. Dak., for de 
fending First Lieut. David H. Biddle in suit brought against that 
offcer for causing a herd of horses to be ejected from the military 
reservation at Fort Meade, S. Dak., $50. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer again the amendment. 














The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will again report the amend 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 27, after line 23, insert as a new paragraph: 

“Relief of the State of Oregon To enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to reimburse the State of Oregon for expenditures made by 
said State, at the request of the authorities of the United States, 
ing the Civil War, in the enlistment of soldiers mustered into the 
ice of the United States; and there is hereby appropriated, out of 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ed > sum of 
5423.02, this sum being the amount dete } ipon the ¢ 
Claims in a finding of fact printed in Senate Document No. 28 x 
first Congress, first session. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 
against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wil 
New York [Mr. FirzGera.p] on the } 


Mr. Chairman, I make a 


1 hear the gentleman 


i from 
oint of order. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. This claim is exactly similar to the so- 
called Texas claim, which has been heretofore decided. It is 
not authorized by law. The law under which the claim was ex 


amined did not in any way provide a foundation upon which 


it would be in order in an appropriation bill. I think the 
Chair has a decision on the Texas claim. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has a decision on the Texas 


claim. Does the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HAWLEY] desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HAWLEY. This claim was submitted to the Court of 
Claims by the Senate of the United States, and the amount 
specified in the amendment I offer is the amount stated by that 
court in the finding of fact. p 





3426 





The CHAIRMAN \ the gentleman from Oregon inform 
the Chair if it is a judgment? 
Mr. HAWLEY. It i ot a judgment; it is a finding of fact. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from | 
Oregon further, if he desires to be heard. 
Vr. HAWLEY At the beginning of the war Secretary Sew 
ird wrote to the governor of Oregon, saying: 
I 1’! dent l vol atte to t ib! t 
port of t State of Oregon, 
you |] mit ti t tot I 
n of 1 ha l l Ss l 
j by ft ‘ t nor of it ne 
i expendi I ought ject of co em wilt the 
jeder G ma wit t concul I 
t} G err ' the: j I I i t be 
] that Co the Stat id nd would 
provide for it iml 
Many other communications similar to this are on file in the 
War Departmen nd printed in the records of the Civil War 


issued by the Government 
At the instance of the Se 
Secretary of State and the 


State of 


retary of War, and 
President of the United 


the 
the 


through 
States, 
Oregon 


did exactly what the United States authorities 
di d it to do, and p: la law providing a bonus of $150 for 
every soldier who should thereafter enlist in the service of the 


United 
A number of soldiers so enlisted, forming a of 
‘ Ir other of infantry, which were mustered‘ into 
the service of the United States, and served not only in Oregon, 
but in Idalh nd Washington, protecting settlers from the 
ravages of Indians, defending the overland mails, and defend- 


States, 


regiment 


eavalry and a 


ing also the immigrants into the Northwest. 

\e I said in the beginning, this claim was submitted to the 
Court of Claims for a finding of fact, and the decision of the 
court in the finding of fact was that the State had expended 
this amount of money specified in my proposed amendment, 


for the purpose stated, and it was done under the request and 


urgent entreaty and representation of the military authorities 
of the United States, with President Lincoln at the head. 
Mr. KEIFER. Does this entire sum, thus found, arise from 


paying bounties to soldiers? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. The Government of the United States paid 
the other expenses, did it not, long 

Mr. HAWLEY. It paid other expenses. 

Mr. KEIFER. This is confined to the payment 
Why was not the claim presented many years ago? 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The State of Oregon issued bonds to pay the 
soldiers who enlisted after the passage of the act, and as soon 
as the so issued had matured, so that the State had a 
matured claim, that claim was presented, but like many other 
claims, the payment has been delayed. 

Mr. KEIFER. Do I understand that 
issued bonds to pay $100 to each soldier? 


ago? 


of bounty. 


bonds 


the State of Oregon 


Mr. HAWLEY. One hundred and fifty dollars. 
Mr. KEIFER. One hundred and fifty dollars to each one of 
these soldiers, as a bounty for his enlistment in the United 


States service? 
Mr. HAWLEY. 
Mr. KEIFER. I 


Yes. 
am under the impression that 
the Northern States issued such veter ) 
called, usually $100, and that no claim was ever presented by 
the States to the Government for that bounty : 
Mr. HAWLEY. In 21 deficiency bills, so far as my investiga 
tion has run, a very large number of claims of States have been 
paid, amounting to many millions of dollars. 
Mr. KEIFER. That I agree to, but was the money paid on 
account of a bounty that was given by a statute passed after 


almost all of 


eran bounties, as they were 


the Civil War? In Ohio we paid a great many thousands of 
dollars on statutes enacted as late as 1867-68, and I think 
there was never any claim presented to the Government for 
them. 

ir. DAWSON, Is it not true that these bonds were issued 
for the purpose of inducing men to enlist as soldiers to repel 
tl Indian invasion, that they were not troops to put down the 


Civil War at all, but were bonds issued after their service ex- 
pired, and wa n the nature of a bounty which Congress has 
never gone into heretofore 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bonds were only for reenlistments or 
vol teers aft the passage of the act. The troops were en- 
listed by the State and were engaged to put down Indian in 
u tions, and for the other purposes already mentioned, but 
they were generally veteran soldiers, whose terms of service 
were expirin; But the conditions were such that these men 
could not be induced to enlist with the amount that the Goy- 
ernment was offering and the Federal Government, through 
telegrams and letters which I present and many others that 
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| could be presented, urged the State to pass this act granting 


} 


th $150 bounty to induce men to reenlist, which was done. 
Men reenlisted as volunteer soldiers and served in the State of 
Oregon and the Territories of Idaho and Washington for some 
time, and I believe they served more outside of Oregon than 
they did in Oregon, and the bounty was paid to those who 


enlisted after the passage of the act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. One more question. When was the act p: 
granting this $150 bounty? 

Mr. HAWLEY. In 1864. 

The following is the report of the Secretary of the Treas 
upon the claim, made under a provision in the last annual g 
eral deficiency act: 


3seq] 
I 








{[Ilouse Document No. 1265, Sixty-first Congress, third session.] 


CLAIM OF THE STATE OF OREGON. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report 

the claim of the State of Oregon for equipment of volunteer troops: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, January 1911 
my report pursuant to the act of Congress 
approved June 25, 1910 (35 Stat., 777), authorizing the Secretary 
the Treasury to reopen, adjust, and audit the claims of the State of 
Oregon for expenses incurred in raising, supplying, and equipping its 
volunteer troops during the period of the Civil War, and to ascertain 
and report to Congress for consideration what sums, if any, w 
pended by the said State and have not been reimbursed to it by t 
United States on account of the principal of bonds issued, interest paid 
thereon, the expenses of advertising and printing in connection thi 
with, in providing means for the payment of bounty to volunteers 
mustered into the service of the United States and who were eng 
in the State of Oregon and adjacent Territories in the suppression 
Indian outbreaks. 

It is found upon examination that the State of Oregon actua 
expended $193,929.82 in accordance with said laws in the redemption 
of bounty lands, interest thereon, and expenses connected therewi 
as follows: 

Paid for redemption of 2,719 bonds of 
$50 


Sir: I beg to submit 





the par value of 


each (part redeemed below par) -—-_-- 7 $128, 991 
Interest on said bonds— ‘ iittala ees 64, 544. 2 
Printing bonds, warrants, bond books, and bounty cer- 

tificates___- ; sie 1158. 00 
Advertising in newspapers for redemption of bonds prior 
to maturity___.._.- iil ih chniaicaaiichiglleealebaieeineiaieiealon tia 481. ¢ 
BNET scncsisnstubhisednecnsctmensiicaits kevesdinccniadiais iment aneie 193, 929. 82 


28, Sixty-first Congress, first session 

nature and basis of the claim: 

28, Sixty-first Congress, first session.] 
MILITIA DURING THE CIVIL WAR 

Court OF CLAIMS, CLERK’S OFFICE, 

Washington, April 30, 19 

Sir: Pursuant to the order of the court I transmit herewith a « 

fied copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the afors 1 

cause, which case was referred to this court by the resolution of 


Senate Document No. 
presents very clearly the 
[Senate Document No. 
MAINTAINING STATE 


United States Senate, under the act of March 3, 1887, known as t 
Tucker Act. 
I am, very respectfully, yours, JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims 
lion. JAMES S. SHERMAN, 


President of the Senate 


[Court of Claims of the United States. 
State of Oregon 1 


Congressional, No. 
The United States.] 
STATEMENT OF CASE. 

This is a claim for money alleged to have been expended by the State 
of Oregon in recruiting and paying bounty to State volunteers in the 
United States service, and for recruiting, equipping, and maintaini: 
State militia during the Civil War. ‘The claim was presented to tl 
War Department and disallowed because the department had no 
diction to consider claims of this nature. It was then presented to t 


13852 The 


Treasury Department in 1884 under the act of June 27, 1882 
Stat. L., 111). It was disallowed by the Third Auditor on March 10 
i888, on the ground that the act of July 27, 1861 (12 Stat. L., 276 


made no provisi m to pay expenses of raising troops for State pu 
and not called into service by the request or authority of the Sect 
of War or the President. 





On May 29, 1908, the United States Senate, by resolution, refe ! 
to the court, under the act of March 3, 1887, known as the Ti 
Act, a bill in the following words: 
[S. 2951, Sixtieth Congress, second session.] 
“A bill for the relief of the State of Oregon. 
“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of t? / 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the sum 
$358,235.61 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, from any m 
in the Treasury not otherwise a prepemeed. to pay the State of Ore 
in full settlement of its claim 9 raising, supplying, and equippir rf 
volunteer troops and militia during the years 1861 to 1865, inclusi\ 3 
The claimants appeared and filed their petition in this court July 11 y 
1908, in which they make substantially the following allegat q 
“That on the 14th day of October, 1861, the Chief Executi a 
through the agency of the Hon. William H. Seward, Secretary of Sta 7 
of the United States, addressed to the governor of the State of O01 I "I 
n letter, a copy of which is hereunto annexed, marked ‘ Claimant's 


Exhibit No. 3,’ wherein attention was called to the necessity for t! 
authorities of said State to place the same in a state of defens« 


the fact that in previous wars the several States had independently ; 
and by separate activity supported and aided the Federal Government 
in its responsibilities, and that ‘in view of this fact, and relying upon 





! rease and continuan of the same disposition on the part of 
oval States, the President has directed me to invite your considera- 
of th ibject cf the importance of perfecting the defenses of the 


State over which you preside, and ask you to submit the subject to the 

r of the legislature when it shall have assembled. Such pro 
State would require only a temporary use of its means. 
ought to be made the subject of conference with the 





nT 
es 








| wernment. Being thus made with the concurrence of the 
Govern! t for neral defense, there is every reason to believe that 
Congress would sanction what the State should do, and would provide 


mbursement.’ 




























it i 

that in the month of October, 1861, by authority of the War Depart- 
iw made for the raising of a regiment of cavalry in the 
S of Oregon, to mustered into the service of the United States 
term of three years. Six companies of said regiment were raised 
the winter of 1861 and 1862, wher, by order of the War Depart 
t was directed that recruiting should cease. On January 5, 
a63, a requisition was made upon the governor of said State for the 
I of additional companies to fill the regiment. On account of 
conditions then ¢ in that country, as hereinafter more fully 
forth, and the in acy of the pay of such troops under the 
i l lay then exi g, it was found impossible to secure recruits 
i more than company. One company was, however, raised and 
ed into the service of the United Stat under the command of 

H. C. Small. 
rhat, commencing with the act of September 28, 1850 (9 Stat. L., 
Congress had provided certain extra pay to the officers and en- 
i men of the United States Army serving or enrolled in Oregon and 
( fornia in recognition of the difference in the conditions existing in 
n of the country By said act of September 28, 1850, it was 
led that there should be allowed to each commissioned officer 
\ erving in said States, in addition to their regular pay and allow- 
1 per diem of $2 each, and to each enlisted man a per diem, in 
n to their regular pay and allowances, equal to the pay proper 


f each as established by existing laws, said extra pay to be retained 
id enlisted men were honorably discharged. By the act of 

( ress of August 31, 1852, said appropriation was continued, but the 
! nt of extra pay to be paid enlisted men was reduced to one-half; 
ppropris ; were not continued during the Civil War, and there 
troops 








were no of the Regular Army within the State of Oregon after 
the summer of 1861. 
By tl t of Congress of June 17, 1850 (9 Stat. L., 438), the Presi 


is authorized to enroll privates by volunteer enlistment in 


regi 





ts of the Regular Army serving at the several military posts on the 
western frontier, and it was directed that whenever such enlistments 
" made at these posts a bounty equal to the cost of transporting and 
ibsisting a soldier from the principal recruiting depot in the harbor of 
N York to the place of such enlistment should be allowed each 
so enlisted. The amount so paid these recruits exceeded $150 
man. This provision was repealed by the act of August 3, 1861 (12 
L., 288), although at the time of such repeal the conditions which 

| theretofore existed still obtained. 
In the act of Congress authorizing the President to accept volunteers 
from the governors of the several States (act of July 22, 1861, 12 Stat. 
{ 268) and in the act of July 27, 1861, directing the refund to the 


vernors 


of such States for expenses properly incurred for recruiting, 











etc., there was no restriction imposed as to the character or amount of 

h proper expenditures to be incurred or reimbursed. 

No troops were raised or recruited by the Federal authorities in 
the State of Oregon during the Civil War. The pay provided by Con 

ss for volunteers, $15 per month, was paid to the Oregon volun 
teers in legal-tender notes, notwithstanding that in Oregon and in 
the other Pacific coast States and Territories gold was maintained as 
to the standard of value, and such notes had in that section of the 
United States a commercial value of less than half of their face value. 
The wages of ordinary laborers in the State of Oregon at that time 
ranged from $2 to $5 per day, and the cost of living and the prices of 
‘ ] 


commercial commodities was correspondingly high, so that it became 
was impossible for the State authorities to furnish volunteers for 





rvice without offering certain premiums or inducements as a con 
sideration for enlistment, and after consultation and conference with 
of 


Federal officers in charge of the military department of the Pacific, 
State, acting through its governor and legislature, and at the 
nt solicitation of said Federal officials, agreed to pay and did pay 
certain considerations for enlistment, as set forth in the succeeding 
paragraphs of this petition 


Ss 


On the 5th day of October, 1864, the governor of the State of Oregon 
addressed a communication to the general commanding the district of 
Oregon, Brig. Gen. Benjamin Alvord, stating that the question of pass 


x a law giving bounty for recruits was under consideration, but the 
fact that when they consider that it will run the State in debt $150,000 





to raise 1,000 men seems to make the legislature hesitate, and that “ if 
a call is made for more men, I hope it will be made before the adjourn 
ment, so that the question will be fairly presented.” In reply thereto 
Gen. Alvord, on October 18, 1865, addressed a letter to the governor of 
Oregon, wherein he stats 

‘1 feel that it is very important for the public service, as I have con 
tinually represented to you for a long time, that the legislature of 
Oregon should pass a law giving bounty to volunteers.” 

On October 20, 1864, the legislature having meanwhile done nothing 
in the execution of these suggestions, Maj. Gen. Irwin McDowell, com 
manding the Department of the Pacific at San Francisco, Cal., t 
craphed to the governor of Oregon that orders had been received from 
the War Department that a regiment of infantry be raised in the State 
of Oregon soon as possible. 


Upon th 


- receipt by the governor of Oregon of this call he acknowl- 
edged the re 
rm | . ‘ 


ceipt thereof as follows: 











“ i legram requesting a regiment of infantry has just been re 
ce y ‘ 

‘I will do all in my power to raise it, but fear I may not have a 
good success as desired I recommend the legislature now in session 
to offer bounties, but now it is but one day to the time of adjourn 
ment, and I regret to say that I fear a bill introduced for that purpose 
Will not pass.’ 

On the same day said gov n advised the general commanding 
aistrict of Oregon, Brig. Gen. Alvord, of the receipt of the cail for th 
regiment of infantry, stating that although there has not been a ge 
eral disposition in the legis] to offer bounties, the makin, f tt 
will, he thinks, occasion the passing of the bill Upon the r 


general commanding the department, Maj. Gen. Irwin McDowell, 





the letter of the governor of Oregon of October 20, 1864, above 
quoted, said general telegraphed to the governor of Oregon urging the 
passage of said bounty la and in respon to this telegram said gov 
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ernor, on October 28, 1864, ! lto G M { 
communicatior 
Srati oO nN, Ex MEN 
Net 865 
* GENI : Your telegram duly eived I 
lative assembly the inclosed m« and ' ing 
a bounty of $150 to each \ y 
Without it the bounty bill we l t l I 
to be, 
*Very respectfully, your ent s¢ 
‘ a 
‘Maj. Gen. InwIn McDo L, 
Commanding Depart t t} i 
Your petitioner further stat g 
facts, the Legislature of Oregon n © { { < i tw 2 
granting in the f what w termed xtra | \ i 
reality an amount equal to the diffe ! of n 1 
that of the currency paid to tre n ft 1 Stat \ y 
as volunteers from the Stat Or d i ’ a 
maintained on the Dac eon I wd ed 
mately 50 per cent, and the md , < ' t 
thereafter voluntarily enlistir 
There being at the time no availabl ds f t payment h 
extra pay and bounty, it was pr d in said t t it 
their provisions, bonds of the St ! d sur i 
| of the first-named act it was | vided that bond t f 
$100,000 should be issued, redeet e on the Ist day 
bearing interest at the rate of 7 ’ ‘ innum f i 
their issue, payable semiannually ) ! r wh it " 
tached to each bond By section 8 t ! 1 t \ 
provided that similar bonds bearir t t 
issued, redeemable on the ist day of July, 1884 
By another act, passed Octol 24, 1864. a copy of whi $ 
annexed, marked “Claimant’s Exhibit N 9 an approp f 
$1,000 was made to | the expenses « rav and printing 
nection w the two acts ove named 
On account of the ents of ed 1 h t anti ( 
and hounty, as above orth, t ft of said S were I 
to promptly and efficiently comply ! id third « f the of 
a regiment of infantry, made, as above 1, on the 20th das of O 
ber, 1864, and did raise said regiment, w \ t “after 1 tered 
into the military service of United States nad ved ‘ 
common defense of the United ates until vas 1 1 out of s v 
ice by companies at different dates from O r3l St to July 19, 
1867: and also, on account of such inducem« off 1 for v 
the United States Volunteer Army, said I e f oO 


recruited under the cal 
continued in such i 
of service of its veteran vol 


the military service of the U: 


Volunteer Cavalry, 
ary, 1863, was 
original terms 
eontinued in 


service 






































out by companies at different dates from M: L866, t ‘ °0 
1866. 

Your petitioner further states that the difficulties I Ops 
to serve upon the established rates of Army pay the 1 f 
the provisions of the acts of 1850 and 1851, was ful ented and 
recognized by the military authorit of the Unit eo id 
ing in that country, and was by the general con t 1 i rt 
ment duly reported to the War Departmen that on % mber 20, 1863, 
the general commanding advised the War Departn in the ecu 
tion of the varied duties and responsibilities in that » depa nt 
it had frequently been necessary for him to act | ' na 
responsibilities which in time of peace he w ld ferred f ‘ 
action of the General in Chief and War Departmen that ! done 
and will thereafter do what seems to be his dut vied hi 
responsibility to the Gert al in Chief, the tar WW | 
President, in the meluding paragraph « ette t ouri 
delegation of October 5, and that he requests of the Secretary Wat 
an approval of all dor by him in the matter of raisir ind o in 
volunteer organizations in that department, necess in viev 
fact that objections may be made by the accounting licers in 
where the regulations of the department have r 1 followed 
closed in this communication |! forwarded a | of h G ! 
Orders, No. 40, modifying the general ord relatiy oO rec! \ 

sferring to the governors of the States ar rer s the , 

cised by commissaries of musters and superintendent f 

ur petitioner further states that the passage of t e acts 
extra pay were reported to the Secreta War the ilit 
thoriti of said Department of the Pacit ind tl the tro« 
cruited were called for and accepted with t) owledge of the ! 
tions under which said Stat were required and did secure t! 
rollment 

Vl valu to tl United S ‘ w in tl S 
Oregon and the interest of the military thoritic t Un is 
therein is further shown vy the followin ‘ e 2 t 
manding the district of Oregon 

HEADQUARTI D l OF 
Van } i 

Sir I irn fr I : rn t 

l idea is entert I ons t t o | 
‘c of 24th O providin iy! $1 
very oldier who shall ft t! ( 

tl var in any regiment l ‘ 

after to be organized or 1 part « I 

this State, etc...” ¥ not ded by the 0 I 

latur or any it the First Oregon Inf 

I desire to say that this must be a k t tl 

ssi I saw that a Dill ! en ir luced M Don I 
viding for bounties only to the Or n ¢ ult I stantly wrote to 
Mr. Donnell begging him to dify the lang bil to 
app! to any troop which might be called for, a I one the knew 
wh kind of troops would be called for. The bill pa 1 so a ly 
to include either Cavalry * Infantry 

It is essential i the vy effort to rais t! Ore n that 
the same bounties shall be promised as haves n promised the ¢ ron 
Infantry TI clearly and unmistakably pr for them 

I have tl honor t be very respectfully, ) ent . t, 

REN ALVO! 
Br rier General, I S. Volunteers, Cor anding District 

Ilis Excellency A. C. GIBBs, 

Governor of Oregon, Portland, Ore 
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That under said act of October 24, 1864, granting extra pay to the 
Oregon volunteers in the service of the United States, there was ex- 
pended by your petitioner the sum of $90,392.99, the bonds to raise 
funds for payment to the amount thereof being issued on January 2, 
1865, and during the period while said bonds were outstanding and 
unpaid, and until the maturity thereof, said State was required to pay 
and did pay interest thereon at the rate of 7 per cent per annum, 
umounting to the sum of $44,745.20, making the total expenditure of 
said State for extra pay under said act the sum of $135,138.19, as will 
more particularly appear by reference to the vouchers thereof filed in 
this case under the title of “Abstract K.” 

Under said act of October 24, 1864, providing for the payment of 
bounty to volunteers thereafter enlisting, said State paid to such volun- 
teers the sum of $129,041.02, and, having no available funds to meet 


said expenditure, did, on January 2, 1865, issue bonds bearing interest 
at ¢ per cent per annum, 


as therein provided, and did actually pay 
thereon, as interest, the sum of $62,466.45, making a total expenditure 








of said State on this account of the sum of $191,507.47, as will more | 
fully appear by reference to the vouchers thereof filed in this cause | 
under the title of “Abstract H.” 

And your petitioner further incurred and paid certain expenses in 
connection with the office of the adjutant general and the service and 
the expenses of recruiting oflicers amounting to the sum of $9,731.33, 
as will more fully appear by reference to the vouchers thereof filed 
in this case under the title of “Abstract P 





Your petitioner necessarily incurred and paid certain expenses of 
the adjutant general's office in connection with the recruiting of said 
troops for postal expenses, amounting to the sum of $121.72, vouchers 
for which have been filed in this « under the title of “Abstract F.” 

And your petitioner further paid certain expenses for services of 
said adjutant general's office for clerk hire and miscellaneous items, 
amounting to the sum of $805.66, as will more fully appear by ref- 
erence to the vouchers filed under the title of “Abstract E.”’ 


And your petitioner further paid certain expenses for services ren- 


ase 


} 


dered by various parties for supplies, printing, services, etc., amount- 
ing to the sum of $2,276.63, as will more fully appear by reference to 
the vouchers filed under the title of “Abstract D.” 


And your petitioner further states that it paid certain expenses of 
transportation, amounting to $724.42, as will more fully appear by 
reference to vouchers filed under the title of “Abstract C.” 

And your petitioner further states that it paid certain expenses for 
miscellaneous supplies, such as arms, ammunition, and camp equipage, 
forage, stationery, etc., amounting to the sum of $3,998.46, as will more 


fully appear by reference to vouchers filed under the title of “Ab- 
stract B.” 
Your petitioner further states that it was during the years 1863 and 


1864 called upon at various times for volunteers for temporary service 
for periods of a few months, and that troops were mustered into such 
temporary service, occasioning a part of the expenses hereinbefore set 
forth ; that in order to be in readiness to meet such calls, acting with 
the full knowledge of the military officers appointed by the War Depart- 


ment and the commander of said military district and in the spirit of | 


the letter of the Hon. William H. Seward to the governor of the State 
above referred to, it made certain provisions for a State militia, and in 
order to render such militia efficient it was necessary that the same be 
assembled at various times, and on this account the petitioner paid 
during the years 1863, 1864, and 1865 the sum of $9,907; that said 
militia was not as such mustered into service of the United States, but 
its organization and efficient condition was occasioned and maintained 
in order to comply with the request of the honorable Secretary of State, 
as ove set forth, and was reasonable and necessary to that purpose. 


Your petitioner further states that it has been guilty of no laches 
or delay in the preparation or presentation of this claim, but that it 
duly presented the same to the Treasury Department and to the War 


Department; that said claim was disallowed by the War Department 
because said department had no jurisdiction over claims of this nature, 
and it was disallowed by the Treasury Department for the reason that 
under the construction of the acts of Congress adopted by that depart- 
ment such expenses could not be allowed. 

Your petitioner further states that by an act of Congress approved 
July 7, 1861, the Secretary of the Treasury was directed to reimburse 














the States for the costs, charges, and expenses properly incurred in 
enrolling, paying, cte., troops raised for service during the Civil War, 
and that under the liberal construction of said act which the Supreme 
Court of the United States (160 U. S., 598) has decided should be | 
applied, the foregcing disbursements of the State of Oregon should have 
been allowed and paid, in that they were necessary to accomplish the 


raising of troops 
The case was 


defense. 
a hearing on loyalty and merits 


for the common 
brought to 


7 
~t 


on the th 

















day of November, A. D. 1208 

Messrs. Ralston & Siddons and W. FE. Richardson, Esq., appeared for 
the iimant, and the Attorney General, by Clark McKercher, Esq., his 
assistant, appeared for the protection and defense of the interests of 
the United States. 

The court, upon the evidence adduced and after considerir the ar- 
guments and briefs of counsel on both sides, makes the following 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

I. In the early part of the Civil War the Federal troops in the State 
of Oregon were withdrawn for service in the East, rendering it neces 
sary for the State authorities to raise troops for the protection and 
defense of the State and its citizens and the residents of adjoining Ter 
ritories Under various calls made by the War Department, the State 
raised seven companies of cavalry and one regiment of infantry durin 
said war, as he inafter set forth, numbering in all about 1.810 mez 
which were mustered into the United States service and were engaged 
during the war and until the close of the year 1866 in operations 
against hostile Indians. 

Il. In the winter of 1861-62 private citizens of Oregon, pursuant to 
calis made by the United States military authorities of the Pacific coast, 
raised six compan of cavalry, thereafter known as the “ First Ore- 
gon Cavalry,” Vv h were mustered into the United States service for 
the term of three years. On January 5, 1863, to meet the then exist- 
ing demand for troops, a further call was made on the governor of 
Oregon for the raising of six additional companies to complete the 
regiment of First Oregon Cavalry. Efforts were made by the State 
authorities, assisted by United States officers, to raise these troops, and 
up to August 10, 1863, they had been successful in raising but one 
company. The terms of enlistment of many of these men would expire 
in 1864, and on October 24 of that year the legislature of the State of 
Oregon passed an act entitled “An act for the relief of the commis- 
sioned officers and enlisted men of the Oregon volunteers in the service 
of the United States,” granting to every Oregon volunteer then in the 


service of the United States extra pay to the amount of $5 per month 
from date of enlistment to date of discharge. Said act provided for 
the issuance of bonds to the amount of $100,000, bearing interest at 
the rate of 7 per cent per annum. In the redemption of these bonds 
the State expended for principal and interest the sum of $135,27).72 
and for advertising for the redemption of the bonds before maturity 
the sum of $354.10, making a total of $135,633.82. 

The amounts so expended under said soldiers’ relief act were paid to 
volunteers whose terms of service had expired or were about to expire. 
The payment of same was a gratuity on the part of the State and was 
granted without any authority from the United States, and the State 
of Oregon has no claim, legal or equitable, against the United States 
on account of the expenses so incurred. 

III. On October 20, 1864, Maj. Gen. McDowell, commanding the D 
partment of the Pacific, telegraphed the governor of Oregon that orders 
had been received by him from the War Department that a regimen 
of infantry be raised in the State of Oregon as soon as possible. Upon 
receipt of said telegram the governor wrote Gen. McDowell, as follows 

“Your telegram requesting a regiment of infantry has just been re 
ceived. I will do all in my power to raise it, but I fear I may not hay 
as good success as desired. I recommend the legislature now in session 
to offer bounties, but now it is but one day to the time of adjournment, 
and I regret to say that I fear a bill introduced for that purpose wil! 
not pass.” 

The conditions then existing in that State on account of the high 
rate of wages, the cost of living, the inadequacy of the pay of United 
States troops, and the depreciation of legal-tender notes in which t! 
were paid, as provided by law, made it impossible for the State a 
thorities to secure volunteers for the military service without offering 
premiums or inducements as a consideration for enlistment. 

Brig. Gen. Alvord, commanding the district of Oregon, in a com 
munication to the governor of the State, dated October 18, 1864, whi 
was transmitted to the legislature in a special message by the govern 
stated that he felt it important for the public service, as he had < 
tinually represented to the governor, that the legislature of Oregon 
should pass a law giving bounty to volunteers; that the inadequacy 
the pay was especially evident on the Pacific coast, where the deprecia 
tion of legal-tender notes was discouraging to volunteering. It also 
appears that immediately after the bounty act of October 24, 1864, 
hereinafter referred to, was passed, the governor of Oregon, Addison 
Cc. Gibbs, sent the following communication to Maj. Gen. Irwin 
McDowell : 


STATE OF OREGON, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Salem, October 28, 1864 

I sent to the legislative 
has been passed giving a 
Without 


GENERAL: Your telegram was duly received. 
assembly the inclosed message, and a law 
bounty of $150 to each volunteer. Your telegram just in time. 
it the bounty bill would not have passed. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ADDISON C. GIBBS. 

Maj. Gen. Irwin McDowe Lt, 

Commanding Department of the Pacific. 


On October 20, 1864, the governor sent a special message to the k 
lature of the State, informing it of the call made by the War Depart 
ment for a regiment of infantry and quoting from Gen. Alvord's lett 
above referred to, recommending the passage of a law granting bounty 
to volunteers. 

Thereupon the legislature of the State, acting upon the suggestion of 
Gen. Alvord, passed an act approved October 24, 1864, granting a 
bounty of $150 to every soldier who should thereafter enlist for three 
years or during the war in any regiment, company, or troop, tl 
thereafter to be organized, and by said act appropriated and set ¢ 
a fund of $200,000, called the soldiers’ bounty fund, for paying said 
bounties. : 

The State at the time was without available funds for the purpose of 
carrying into effect the provisions of said act, and to provide for the 
fund thereby created authorized the issuance of bonds, redeema 
July 1, 1884, bearing interest at the rate of 7 per cent per annum from 
the date of issue. Thereafter the State raised one regiment of intan 
try, known as the First Oregon Infantry, which was mustered into t 
service of the United States for three years, and recruited all the « 
panies of the First Oregon Cavalry whose terms of enlistment |! 
expired. 

In the raising of said regiment of infantry the State issued to so! 
diers enlisting after the passage of said act 2,760 bonds of the State of 
the par value of $50 each, and in the redemption of said bonds it n 
sarily and properly expended the following amounts: For principal, t 











sum of $129.041.02; for interest thereon the sum of $63,868; and 
advertising for the redemption of bonds before maturity the sw 
$481. 


The State also expended in connection with the raising of s l 


| troops and the payment of bounty under said act the sum of 51 





printing said bounty bonds, warrants, commissions, bounty cert 
and bond books, making a total expenditure under said bounty act ! 
account of bounties paid to volunteers mustered into the United Sta 








service $193,543.02, no part of which appears to have been repaid t 
IV. The troops so organized and mustered into the United 5S 
service as aforesaid were never actually called into the service of t 


United States in the suppression of the War of the Rebellion, but \ 
engaged exclusively in the State of Oregon and adjacent Lerritorte 
the suppression of Indian outbreaks 

V. At the time of the passage of the 
State of Oregon of October 24, 1864, the act of July 4, 
L., 379), granting bounty to one, two, and three year volunteers 
in force and the records of the Treasury Department in the 
the Auditor for the War Department show that the enlisted men 
First Oregon Infantry were paid bounties by the United States 
that act. ee 

Said records also show that the enlisted men of the First Battalion 


Legislature of 
1864 (15 Stat 


act of the 


ofiice 
¢ +1 
ea 


) 
unde 


eee re et 


of Cavalry, Oregon Volunteers, were paid bounties by the United Ss : 
under the act of Congress of July 22, 1861 (12 Stat. L., 265, Secs. © 
and 6), and orders of the War Department, series of 1865, legal ed 
by joint resolution of January 13, 1864 (13 Stat. L., 400). — 
“VI. The Legislature of Oregon passed an act approved October Ys 
1862, provicing for an enrolled militia out of which the Organ . 
Militia of the State should be formed. Companies were raised, equippes 
and drilled, and the State expended during the years 1565 to 1860, i 


raising, supplying, and equipping said militia the sum of $6,323.44 sa 

No part of said militia was ever in the military service of the Uni 
States, and the State of Oregon has no claim, legal or equitable, against 
the United States for expenses incurred by the State in raising, Sup- 
plying, and equipping the same, 





1911. 






CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





VII. This claim was first presented to the War Department and was 
disallowed, because’ that department had no jurisdiction to consider 
such claims. It was then presented to the Treasury Department in | 
1884 under the act of June 27, 1882 (22 Stat. L., 111), and was dis- | 

wed on the ground that the act of July a: 1861 (12 Stat. L., | 
~’76), made no provision to pay the expenses of raising troops for State | 
rh rreafter the claim was presented to the Fiftieth and subsequent 
Congresses, and was transmitted to the court by resolution of the 


United States Senate, as hereinbefore set forth. 


3¥ THE COURT. 


Filed December 31, 1908. 

A true copy. 

rest this 29th day of April, 1909. 

SEAL. ] JOHN RANDOLPH, 


Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 
The Chair is ready to rule. If this was a 
indgment of the Court of Claims, it would be in order on a de- 
ney bill. The gentleman from Oregon states that it is not 
judgment of the Court of Claims, but is a mere finding of fact 
that court. Findings of fact filed by the Court of Claims do 


The CHAIRMAN. 


by 


t authorize an appropriation on a general deficiency bill. The 
Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
liana Harbor, Ind.: So much as may be necessary of the unex- 
ded balance of the appropriation heretofore made for the improve- 
t of the harbor at Indiana Harbor, Ind., is hereby made available, 


in the diseretion of the Secretary 


of War, for the maintenance of the 
ner harbor, 


1 in accordance with the provisions of House Document No. 
1113, Sixtieth Congress, second session. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
on the paragraph. I do not find anything in the index of the 
hearings relating to this provision. I would like to know 
whether it was recommended by the Secretary of War to be in- 
cluded in this bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, 
recommended by the Secretary of War. It was put in the bill 
at my suggestion and was put into form by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. ALEXANDER], chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

[t involves no appropriation. The situation is this: On De- 
cember 4, 1908, House Document 11153 was submitted to Con- 
cress by the Secretary of War, recommending that the Govern- 


that provision was 


ment take over the harbor at Indiana Harbor, Ind., extending 
from Lake Michigan to the Calumet River south, a distance 


f about 8 miles. The document set out the plan of the har- 


bor in detail. At that time what-is called the outer harbor, 
the portion lying between certain railroad and Lake Michigan, 
had been completed. The last river and harbor bill, approved 
June 25, 1910, carried an er of $62,000, to be ex- 


pended in accordance with House Document 1113 for 
ment and maintenance of the outer harbor. 
House Document 1113 olga eg gg ~ that the Government 
take over the work from the lake to Calumet River when pri- 
ite interests had dredged the harbor at a depth of 22 feet 
d 300 feet wide from the lake to the railroads and from the 
railroad, those located nearest the lake, down to Calumet River, 
22 feet deep and 200 feet wide. 
[It was estimated that $62,000 would be required to improve 
nd maintain that portion called the outer harbor. 
That was in December, 1908. There was no legislation until 


improve- 


ru e 25, 1910, when the river and harbor bill carried an appro 
priation of $62,000, and authorized the Government to take over 


the improvement. The document required the owners of the 
ind to turn over to the Government, free of cost and free of all 


aims of whatsoever character, the harbor from Lake Michigan 
down to the Calumet River. 


In the meantime private interests have been dredging the 
harbor and have completed it for a mile and a half south of the 
lake There have been two large industries already located on 
the inner harbor and one is negotiating now, with a view to 
establishing a steel plant on the harbor costing upward of 
*»,000,000, and the question in the mind of that company is 

hether the Government is committed to the maintenance of the 

ier harbor after it is completed. The harbor has already 

been taken over by the Government, and the title was accepted 

November. Not a dollar of the $62,000 has been expended, 

and the probabilities are that little, if any, will be expended 

ntil we have another rivy ver and harbor bill. The provision 
iuthorizes the use of the $62,000, or any part of it, 


in maintain- 
ing the inner harbor as far as completed. 
rhe harbor is dredged, a mile and a half south of the lake, 


-00 feet wide and 22 feet deep, and the balance of it is dredged 


100 feet wide and 22 feet deep, and the company is at work 
completing the dredging. Local interests did this all at their 
OWnh expense at a cost of about $750,000, and it is the only 
harbor in that portion of northwestern Indiana that is free 


and open and it is being occupied by independent steel makers. 
There is another harbor at Gary that is owned and controlled 
by the United States Steel Corporation absolutely, built by the 


3729 


corporation and owned by it, and is under its control, and the 
importance of this legislation is that independent companies 
may locate on the channel and get the benefit of the harbor. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to inquire if the gentleman fron 
Indiana knows the amount of the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation heretofore made for the improvement of the 
| harbor? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is all unexpended. 

Mr. KEIFER. How much was it originally? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Sixty-two thousand dollars, and no 
part of it has been expended. 

Mr. MANN. This is just for maintenance 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This is for maintenance. It does not 
appropriate any money, but gives the Secretary of War dis- 





cretion to use a portion of the appropriation in maintaining the 


inner harbor. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand the proposition, the 
money was originally appropriated for outer harbor improve- 
ments. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was appropriated for improvements 
of the so-called outer harbor in accordance with House Docu 


ment 1113. 
Mr. STAFFORD. 
harbor development? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. The House document states that the 
Government should maintain the harbor down as far as it was 
completed, and it having been completed up to the railroads at 
that time, it estimated that the amount appropriated was nec- 


And now you wish to apply that to inner 


essary for improvement and maintenance up to that point. That 
was the interpretation of the law made by the War Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman explain why this pro- 
vision was not incorporated in the river and harbor act of this 
year? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Because nobody knew. I did not 

| know anything about it. I supposed that the War Department 

id given the document the construction that it seems to me 
was almost forced, that the amount was available for mainte 
nance, as far as the harbor was completed, and they have com- 
pleted the harbor a mile and a half since House Document No. 
1113 was filed. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire some further in 
formation. If the committee wishes the regular order, I shall 
insist on the point of order. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed 
for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there obje tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. This paragraph is of a great deal of 
importance to that locality and it does not st the Govern- 
ment a penny. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman answer me this, 
whether the Chief of Engineers or the Board of Engineers that 
review oe improvement estimates have ever pongenpipaed of 
the in yr me ered by this d iment, sil ar to the pra 
tice obt: Lining to tl e provisions carried in the river and harbo1 
bill? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. What does the itleman mean? 

Mr. MANN. They made their report, which is House 1k 
ment 1113. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. All we have on the subject is a letter 
from the War Departme nt stating that there is obiection to 
this provision, and they can only use the appropriation as far 
as the harbor is mpleted, according to the terms of 
Document 1115. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the Board of Engineers approved of 
that likewise? ‘The gentleman knows t) t ! nan aj 
priation in the river and harbor act under t tice of 
River and Harbor Committee it is necessary to have the favo 
able indorsement of the Chief of Engi rs and the B d 
of eee 

CRUMPACKER. The Board of Engineers app 1 and 
recommended the taking over of ( prov ent in the first 
place, upon the nditions set forth in House Docum« 1113 

Mr. MANN. That was their report. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That was the engineer's report, and 
the Secretary of War has recommended this particular item. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand, it is because of the be 
lated information called to the gentleman’s attention that this 
matter was not incorporated in the rivet and harbor act of thi 


year? 
Mr. 


CRUMPACKER. That is it. 





(s\ 


( 


3130 


ONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 28. 





Mr. STAFFORD. 


I withdraw the point of or‘er. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the Canadian Electric Light Co. for 4 iges to its cable by 
the I S. gunboat Essex by fouling her anc! with the company’s 
cabl etween Levis and the city of Quebec, July 17, 1904, the same 
being in full for and the receipt of the same to be taken and accepted 
as full and final release of the claim, $7,307.30. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of or- 


der on the paragraph; it is nothing but a claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to inquire of the gentle- 
mai from Ohio if there is any Jaw authorizing this expenditure. 

Mr. KEIFER. This is, as I understand it, an international 
matter, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair fails to hear the gentleman 
from Ohio. Does the gentleman assert that this appropriation 
is to carry out the provisions of a treaty? 

Mr. KEIFER. That is what I understand by it. 

The CHAIRMAN, Then the Chair would overrule the point 
of order. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, but the gentleman does 
not assert that that is true. 

Mr. KEIFER. This is not exactly to carry out a treaty, but 
it is to carry out an obligation that grows out of an interna- 
tional matter between the two countries, as I understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The matter has never been adjusted be- 
tween the two Governments? 

Mr. KEIFER. I think it has, but let me make this suggestion 
if there is any question about it. I am not very familiar with 
this, and I ask unanimous consent that it be passed over for the 
present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the paragraph be passed without prejudice. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I will consent to that; that is, with the 
point of order pending. 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[After a pause.] The 


The Auditor for the Navy Department is directed to allow mileage to 
officers of the Navy who have heretofore been disallowed same by reason 
of a decision of the Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, dated March 
17, 1910; and to pay said allowances out of any balances of the appro- 
priations for pay, miscellaneous, of the Navy. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 


order on the paragraph. Is there any authority of law for 
that? I will make the point of order, then, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman make the point of 


order? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Ohio on the point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I am not very familiar with 
the item, but I understand there was a different construction 
given by the Comptroller of the Treasury with reference to 
making these payments and allowance of mileage to officers of 
the Navy; that they have reviewed that and made those allow- 


| 


| one thing. 


| formed their full period of three years of sea duty. 


If they were disallowed by reason of that decision, that is 
If a decision of the comptroller on March 17 would 
allow the claim which had been previously disallowed, it mighi 
be a different situation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, this paragraph authorizes the 
Auditor for the Navy Department to allow mileage to the offi 
cers whose claim for mileage has heretofore been disallowed 
under a decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury dated 
March 17, 1910. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair the gentleman fro 
Minnesota if that decision has been reviewed and changed or 
overruled? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


asks 


It has not, and I will say to the gentleman 





from Indiana—I do not know whether the facts have been 
explained fully or not 

Mr. MANN. They have not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The facts are these: These officers, and 


there are only a few of them, 


are naval officers who had per 
formed sea duty for a period 


of three years. They had per 
Under the 
regulations they are entitled to 30 days’ leave after three years 


| of sea duty. 


They were ordered to their homes with leave for 30 days. 
Under the decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury and the 


| Auditor for the Navy Department, the fact that leave was 


ances to those officers in the form of mileage, and this item is | 


to carry moneys which were disallowed by a former construc- 
tion of the department. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
department? 

Mr. KEIFER. 
recited in the paragraph to which the point of order is made: 

The Auditor for the Navy Department is directed to allow mileage to 
officers of the Navy who have heretofore been disallowed by reason of a 
a of the Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury dated March 17, 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. KEIFER. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Under the wording of the paragraph, does it 
mean disallowel by reason of the decision by the assistant 


comptroller or for the purpose of allowing it by reason of a 
recent decision of the comptroller? 

Mr. KEIFER. No; it was formerly disallowed, and on a 
review in the auditor’s office, Navy Department, they reversed 
the decision of the assistant comptroller. 

Mr. MANN. Here is a decision of the assistant comptroller 
dated March 17, 1910, and the way the paragraph reads it 
would apparently mean that it was disallowed by reason of 
that decision. If so, it must be subsequent 

Mr. KEIFER. The allowance of mileage to the officers of 
the Navy Department who heretofore had their claims disal- 
lowed. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. MANN. It says: 


Who has heretofore been disallowed same by reason of a decision of 
the Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, dated March 17, 1910, 





granted to them in the same order, and instead of ordering 
them to their homes to await orders ordered them home on 
30 days’ leave, under the regulations and under the law, de- 
prived them of their mileage from the station at which they 
were serving their sea service to their homes. If the order 
had been to return to their homes and await orders then they 
would have been entitled to the mileage and would have re- 
ceived it. Now, they attempted to cure the defect in the 
original order by writing a subsequent letter to the effect that 
they would be granted 30 days’ leave of absence, at the ex- 
piration of which they would then receive orders for further 
duty. In one case there was $700 that one young officer of the 
Navy had received on account of mileage, and when this « 
cision was rendered the amount which he had just received, and 
to which he was legally entitled, has been charged against him 
and is being taken out of his pay from month to month as his 
pay accrues, when it was no fault of the officer in any sense 
at all. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. As I understand the gentleman’s state- 
ment, the fault was more in the order than in the decision? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The fault was in the order. 

Mr. DAWSON. If the gentleman will pardon me, is it noi 
true that the department has corrected this as far as it applies 
to the future by, instead of issuing one order, issuing two orders, 
and if that had been done in these instances in the past this 
probably would never have arisen at all? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is a hardship on the officer, who was in no 
sense responsible. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, 


The explanation is satisfactory to mie, 


The point of order is withdrawn. The 


Clerk will read. 


Under a present construction given by the 


The present construction allows it, and it is | 


The Clerk read as follows: 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

For reimbursement to the appropriation for contingent expenses, De 
partment of the Interior, 1911, of expenses incurred in the investigation 
instituted in the Patent Office to determine the validity of certain | 
plications for patent for electric lighting, filed by one John Allen Heany, 
including traveling expenses, expenses of witnesses, cost of copie 
testimony, and other expenses incident to the investigation, $2,500, to 
remain available until used. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
the paragraph. I notice that it proposes to reimburse the 4| 
propriation for contingent expenses, and then it makes tle 
item available until used. I take it that the unexpended ba 
ance of the appropriation for contingent expenses for the De 
partment of the Interior would itself be covered into the Treas- 
ury at the end of two years. What is the object of making 


| this item available until used? 


Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from [Illinois 
that if there is an unexpended balance in the contingent ap- 
propriation it shall be turned into the Treasury at the end ol 
two years, but this is to reimburse that appropriation for the 
expenses that were incurred in the Patent Office in an investi- 
gation that has been going on there for some time regarding 
the validity of certain patents. There have been some prosectl- 
tions already growing out of this investigation. The Commis- . 
sioner of Patents was obliged to conduct it. There were ho \ 
funds with which to pay the expenses, and it was necessary 
in the investigation to bring witnesses to Washington from 
some distance, 


The department has paid the expense out of 





1911. 





the contingent appropriation. Now, the amount that has al- 
ready been expended is something like $2,000 or $2,500, which 


will materially reduce this appropriation, and it is for that pur- 
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pose, and that is the reason why it becomes necessary to reim- | 


vurse this appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but I call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that this is to reimburse a specific appropriation 
for contingent expenses for the year 1911. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. That appropriation will not remain available 
after it goes back into the surplus fund of the Treasury, but 
this appropriation is to remain available until used, and all it 
could be used for would be to reimburse a fund which has 
already been covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman is right in that, although 
the commissioner requested this language. because he thought 
possibly the investigation would not be concluded during this 
fiscal year, and it was to make available for this investigation 
the appropriation asked, or the reimbursement asked for, 
beyond the end of this fiscal year. Now, if it will satisfy the 
gentleman from Illinois to strike out the provision that it re 
main available until used, I would be perfectly willing to do it. 

Mr. MANN. But this appropriation will remain available 
without that in, as long as the other appropriation, and made 
available to reimburse another appropriation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It will remain available for expenditures 


on account of obligations incurred throughout the year for | 


which the appropriation is made, and not any longer. 

Mr. MANN. It is self-contradictory on its face, and for 
that reason it is objectionable. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But if it is a matter of interest to the gen- 
tleman, I will ask that the words “to remain available until 
used” be stricken out of that provision. 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to 
strike out the words “to remain available until used.” The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To complete the construction of the building for the heating, lighting, 
and power plant in connection with the Capitol Building and 
congressional buildings, including waterway, substation 
cable connections between buildings, and for each and every purpose 
in connection with and necessary for said completion, $54,357.65, to be 
expended under the direction of the commission in control of the House 
Office Building appointed under the sundry civil appropriation act ap 
proved March 4, 1907. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on 
the paragraph commencing on page 42 and running over on 
page 43. I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations if that commission was not changed the 
other day in the House? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; that is not the same commission. 
There are two House Office Building Commissions, the one in 
charge of construction and the other that is in charge of the 
building after construction. The commission originally ap- 
pointed was known as the commission to construct the building. 
That commission is ready to report, and this particular lan- 
guage is put in so that there will be no question about the 
authority to control this appropriation. This commission can 
only consist of men who are Members of the House. 

Mr. CULLOP. Then this is not the same commission that 
was referred to the other day? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No. The gentleman probably has 
mind the commission to reconstruct the Hall of the House. 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Elliott Woods compensation for services in connection with 
the preparation of the plans and specifications for and superintending 
the construction of the House Office Building, the Capitol power plant, 
and subway, as authorized by the act approved March 3, 1905, $7,500. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order on that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana reserves the 
point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I want some explanation of it, and as 
suggested by my colleague from Illinois here [Mr. Foster], I 
would like to have some explanation as to why this second item 
is included. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will say for the information 
of the gentleman from Indiana that at the close of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress, or at the last session of the Fifty-seventh 
Congress, Congress authorized the construction of the House 
Office Building and also the construction of the Senate Office 
Building, and Congress at that time created a commission to 
supervise and superintend the construction of both buildings 


in 


and the approaches from both buildings, including the tunnels, | Government of the United States more than $140,000, 


I make that motion, | 


other | 
equipment, 


diol 


to the Capitol, which is under the jurisdiction of the Superin- 
tendent of the Capitol Building. The aggregate expenditure 





authorized for the House Office Building was $3,160,548. About 
the same amount was appropriated for the construction of the 
Senate Office Building. Now if the commission, as it was 


authorized to do—and I hope I may have the attention of the 
gentleman from Indiana—— 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I am listening 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the commission, it was authorized to 
do, had employed an outside architect for the purpose of pre- 
paring plans and specifications and for superintending the con- 
struction of those buildings, tunnels, and so forth, in connection 
with and incidental to the construction of those buildings, the 
architect’s charge would have been 6 per cent of this construc- 
tion. Instead of that, however, the Superintendent of the 
Capitol Building and Grounds was charged with the duty and 


aus 


responsibility of preparing the plans and specifications and 
superintending the construction of these buildings, although 
that work was entirely outside of his statutory duties as 


Superintendent of the Capitol. But believing, as the commis- 
sion did, that the Superintendent of the Capitol possessed the 
requisite ability to plan and superintend this work, they placed 
him in charge of it. As a matter of protection the commission 
authorized the Superintendent of the Capitol to employ a con- 
sulting architect. The plans and specifications for the build- 
ings were prepared and the buildings were constructed, and if 
the plans and specifications had been prepared and the con- 
struction of the buildings superintended by an outside archi- 
tect that outside architect would have received a fee ranging 
somewhere between $350,000 and $400,000, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I trust I may have five minutes Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman desires five minutes more. 
The Chair hears no objection. The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. TAWNEY. These buildings were constructed under the 
supervision of the Superintendent of the Capitol at an expense 
not only within the bare limit of cost, but considerably below 
the limit of cost. There would have been paid for architect's 
fees on the House Office Building, on the basis of 5 per cent, 
$158,000. As it was, the supervisory and architectural work 
actually cost the Government the sum of $838,000, or only 2.7 
per cent of the cost of the building. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. To whom was that paid? 

Mr. TAWNEY. A large part of that was paid to the con- 
sulting architect. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That included the plans, did it not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, yes; that included the office force, the 
preparation of the plans and specifications, and the compensa 
tion of the consulting architect. 

Mr. SIMS. That included all the expense of such services as 
an ordinary architect would perform? 


more, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; that included all the expense that 
would have been incurred if an outside architect had been 
employed. 

Mr. SIMS. Let me ask the gentleman how this amount 


compares with what the architect charged for remodeling the 
White House? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, I do not think there is any compari 
with the charge made by the architect who prepared the plans 
and specifications for remodeling the White Llo 

Mr. SIMS. ‘This is so much more modest. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. There we expended $600,000, 
architect received his 5 per cent, or $30,000, 


Son 


and I si ppose the 


Mr. TAWNEY. As I was saying, the work actually cost 
the Government the sum of $88,000, or 22 per cent on the cost of 
the building. Out of this the sum of $31,703.95 was paid 
for the services of a consulting architect, and a further sum 
of $11,000 for special engineering servi , Which ordinarily the 
client has to pay. The total net saving to the Government on 
architectual cost alone on this building has actually been 
$70,027.44. 

I have a similar statement with regard to the saving on the 
Senate Office Building. Now, the net saving to the Government 


on the entire construction has been $140,855.12. 

Mr. SIMS. Due to the services of Mr. Woods? 

Mr. TAWNEY. And that saving has due entirely to 
the fact that the Superintendent of the Capitol Building has 
rendered the service, for which otherwise the House Office and 
Senate Office Building Commissions would have had to employ 
outside architects, at an increased cost of over $140,000, 

Now, what it is proposed to do is to allow Mr. Woods $7,500 
compensation for the services he has rendered in saving to the 


been 





3732 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 28, 





iim 


In this connection it may be of interest to the Members of | which was subsequently increased to $10,000.000. The archi- 


the House to know- 
Mr. COX of Indiana. 
tendent of the Capitol? 
Mr. TAWNEY. The salary is $6,000 a year, but during the 
time when he was performing most of this service the salary 
was only $4,500 a year. His salary was raised only a year ago. 
In this connection I want to call attention to the fact that 
when the National Museum was authorized, at a cost of only 
a little over $2,000,000, the superintendent of the Congressional 
Library, charged with the responsibility, not of preparing the 
plans and specifications, but of supervising the construction of 
the National Museum, was allowed $2,000 a year in addition 
to the salary of $5,000 a year which he received as superintend- 
ent of the Congressional Library, and he has since that time 
served in that capacity for a period of over seven years, re- 
ceiving therefor, merely superintendent, an aggregate of 
about $14,000 for the entire service, whereas the 
on Appropriations recommend only $7,500 for Mr. Woods. I 
trust that the gentleman will not object to this; but if it is 
objected to on the ground that it is not authorized by law, then 
I want to say that page 30 of the sundry civil appropriation 
act approved March 38, 1905, expressly authorized this com- 
mission to employ the services of Mr. Woods or any other 
architect that they might see fit, and this is only a matter of 
simple justice. 
twice what we have allowed. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SIMS. I desire to be recognized in my own right, simply 


to ask a question. 


What is the salary of the Superin- 


as 


Committee | 


In my judgment the amount ought to have been | 


tects’ fees, or the fees paid the architects who prepared the 
plans and specifications and superintended construction of those 
buildings, aggregated almost $500,000. Here is an expenditure 
almost equal that and we recommend the paltry sum of 
$7,500. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. He and I have no quarrel about the com- 
petency of Mr. Woods or about the work he has done and the 
economy he has effected. But I want to know whether or not, 
if Mr. Woods gets this $7,500, that that will be in complete 
payment for everything he has done in superintending the House 
Office Building? 

Mr. TAWNEY. So far as I know there will be no further 
payment in regard to the House Office Building or the power 
plant. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
Office Building. 
mission. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. If I could have some assurance that 
this would be the final amount asked for, I might withdraw 
the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is a matter of little consequence to me so 
far as the point of order is concerned, because the employment 
was authorized by law, at such compensation as the commis- 


to 


Or on the Senate Office Building? 
I do not know anything about the Senate 
That is under the control of another com- 


| sion deems necessary. The work has been completed, and the 


Is it not also a fact that the Institute of | 


American Architects made considerable complaint because Mr. | 


Woods was permitted to do this work? 
Mr. TAWNEY. They did. 
tects made a great deal of complaint against the commission 
for having employed him. 
Mr. SIMS. The object of the commission in employing him 
was to save money to the Government. 
Mr. TAWNEY. To save money to 
there has been a very large saving. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I was chairman of the commit- 


the Government, and 


The Institute of American Archi- We all admit that Mr. Woods ought to receive some compensa- 


compensation carried here has been recommended by the com- 
mission. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Let us be perfectly on the square about this. 


tion. This item proposes to pay him $7,500 on account of the 
House Office Building. 
Mr. TAWNEY. And the power plant. 
Mr. MANN. I do not see anything about the power plant. 
Mr. TAWNEY. All the work he has done under the direc- 


| tion of the House commission. 


tee on the House Office Building, the special committee on the | 


assignment of rooms in that building. That committee com- 
menced the performance of its duties before this building was 
completed, and in connection with the position which I oecupied 
I was brought into contact with Mr. Woods for awhile almost 
daily. I have no hesitation in saying that Mr. Woods saved 
not merely the amount of money which the gentleman from 
Minnesota has referred to as saved in architects’ fees, but that 
he saved to the Government a quarter or a half of a million 
dollars in the construction of the House Office Building. There 
were no large bills for extras in that building. It is one of the 
few buildings which have been constructed of such a character 
in the country where, although the cost of the materials had 
materially increased, the total cost of the building was within 
the original estimate of the cost. And it was largely owing to 
the common sense and to the constant care of Mr. Woods, the 
Superintendent of the Capitol. 

Of course, I do not know whether he is entitled to compensa- 
tion under the provisions of the law or not; but I do believe it 
is to the interests of the Government to pay such a man for 
such services rendered outside of his statutory duties a fair 
and reasonable amount. It has become the practice to provide, 


in reference to the erection or repair of Government buildings | 


in Washington, that they shall be constructed under the super- 
vision of the Superintendent of the Capitol. There have been 
several such cases as that. He has not been here asking for 
compensation in these cases. But when he did the work which 
he did on the House Office Building it is an economical proposi- 
tion to pay him for that and expect other public servants will 
render like services in the future. 

Mr. SIMS. And he did not neglect any of his official duties 
during that time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He did not. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to corroborate all 
that the gentleman from Illinois has said about Mr, Woods. It 
was my lot to serve upon the committee with the gentleman 
from Illinois, and I have personal knowledge of the facts which 
he has stated. I think we not only saved money in employing 
Mr. Woods, but we saved immensely by the practical, level- 
headed common-sense way the work was done, 
architecturally, in my judgment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to add a 
justification of the recommendation of the committee. 
bers of the House will recollect 
new buildings at Annapolis at a limit of cost of about $8,000,000 


as well as 


word in 
Mem- 


Mr. MANN. How much is he to get for superintending the 
erection of the Senate Office Building? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know. We have no control over 
the matter. 

Mr. MANN. I think we have. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We have not, and if the Committee on Ap- 
propriations had reported a provision here for compensation 
on account of both buildings it would not have been authorized 
by law. The construction of the Senate building is under au- 
thority entirely distinct from the construction of the House 
Office Building. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that, but—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. And I do not know that the Senate con- 
templates giving him anything. 

Mr. MANN. The Senate does not give it to him. 
gives it to him. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I mean that I do not know that the Senate 
proposes to increase this amount. I hope the Senate will. 

Mr. MANN. That is what I want to get at. Why not fix 
the amount here now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think we ought to. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think we have turned over everything in 
connection with the Senate Office Building to the Senate itself. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If they think he is entitled to compensation 


Congress 


| for services rendered to that commission, we ought to leave it 


the fact that we constructed | 


to them. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It seems to me the gentlemen ought 
to bear in mind the fact that the House-Commission has made 
an estimate for this amount. No estimate has been received 
from the Senate Commission. It seems to me it would be 
highly improper to have put into this bill an appropriation for 
Mr. Woods for the Senate work without any estimate at all. 

Mr. MANN. I bear this fact in mind, which evidently the 
Committee on Appropriations does not bear in mind, that the 
limit of cost of both of these buildings has been reached. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes; and exceeded. 

Mr. MANN. And that this item would not be in order be- 
cause of that fact. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
It is my understanding that there are repeated rulings to the 
contrary, where the limit has been reached and passed as in 
this case. 

Mr. MANN. 
been reached? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


ty what authority, the limit of cost having 


After the Congress has appropriated 


| all the money authorized, as for instance in the case of the 





1911. 
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ob deded 





Atlanta Penitentiary and the Leavenworth Penitentiary, and | paid him for other duties an 


it then makes an additional appropriation, that abandons the 
limit of cost according to numerous decisions, 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It seems to me that 
plain why this bill should carry the expense of the House 
Office Building as reported by the House Commission and esti 
mated for to this Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MANN. I am not opposed to it. I believe in putting 
them both together. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
that an appropriation for the Senate Office Building should be 
reported by the Appropriations Committee to the House without 
an estimate and without any information as to what the Senate 
Commission wants. 

Mr. MANN. We have just 
as the other. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 

Mr. MANN. We have. 


as much information about 


one 


Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
I do not know what the information 


of the gentleman from Iowa may be, but no information has 
been furnished to the House more than we have about both 
buildings. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I beg the gentleman's pardon. The 


estimate is in for the House Office Building. 

The CHAIRMAN. The-time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent 
extended for five minutes. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I have a letter here addressed to me, dated 
February 21, 1911, which I will read: 

OFFICE BUILDING, 
HovuSsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


that his time 


be 


Washington, D. C., February 21, 1911. 
Dear Str: We recommend and request that there be included in the 
general deficiency appropriation bill provisions to pay Elliott Woods, 
Superintendent of the Capitol Building, the sum of $7,500 for services 
rendered in the preparation of plans for and superintending the con 


struction of the House Office Building, the Capitol power pliant. and the 
subway connecting the Capitol and Tiouse Office Building, and to James 
Cc. Courts, clerk of the Committee on Appropriations, the sum of $2,500 
for his services as secretary to the House Office Building C 
mission from the time of its organization in March, 1903, 
date 








mm 


to the present 


h of these employments and payment therefor were authorized by 





a provision carried in the sundry civil act approved March 3, 1905 

It is proper to add that neither Mr. Woods nor Mr. Courts has here 
tofore been paid anything for the services they have rendered nor has 
the commission, during its period of service, employed anyone else to 


act in the capacity in which they have served. 


Very respectfully, J. G. CANNON, 
WALTER I. SmitrH, 
House Office Building Commission. 


Ilion. JAMES A. TAWNEY, 


Chairman Committee (ppronriations, 


House of Representatives. 


on 


Mr. COX 
question? 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. 
n: 


of Indiana. Now will the gentleman yield for 


Yes. 
COX of Indiana. I want to ask the gentleman this ques- 


tir Whether or not he has any information from Mr. Woods 


whatever, if it is not disclosing any confidence, that if this sum 
of $7,500 be allowed to Mr. Woods he will accept that in lieu of 


1] 


all services, not only for supervising the House Office Building, 

but the Senate Office Building as well? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will say frankly 

from Indiana—— 

of Indiana. I know you will, whatever you may 


and truthfully to the 
gentleman 

Mr. COX 
say. 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). That I have never had a word 
of conversation with Mr. Woods on the subject. He has never 
asked me to make any recommendation. The matter was not 
even discussed between him and myself at any time and so far 
as I am concerned as a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions [ have based my recommendations upon my judgment and 
belief that so far as Mr. Woods's services to the House Com 
mission was concerned he entitled to all that we 
posing to give him and even more. 

Now, the question of whether the Senate Commission con- 
Siders that he is entitled to the additional amount on account 
of superintending the construction of that building is a matter 
for the Senate Commission to determine, and if they recom- 

end that, in their judgment, he is entitled to compensation, 


Ss 


is are pro- 


m 
then the matter of his aggregate compensation will be a mat- 
ter of legitimate conference between the two Houses of Con- 
gress. I do not think we ought to preclude or attempt to pre- 
clude the Senate Commission from expressing its judgment re- 
garding the question of whether or not Mr. Woods is entitled 
to any additional compensation above the salary which was 


| 


it is perfectly | 


I do not see why the gentleman insists | 


! services whit 


d in performing t 


he did for that commission, and I trust the gentleman 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, considerable time has 
| already been taken up in the discussion of this item. There is 
no dispute between the chairman of this committee and myself 
in regard to the ability of Mr. Woods. We all agree he is com 
petent and qualified to fill this important position. We all 
agree that he is able, efficient, and a wise public official; but I 
do not agree with the chairman of this committee that we must 
all the time place a premium upon efficiency. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Well, if the gentleman from Indiana will 
pardon me, I am not recommending this appropriation as a 


premium on efliciency, but as a legitimate compensation for 


services imposed upon a faithful public official upon whom we 
bad no right to impose them under his statutory employment. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I will agree also that the gentleman 
saved the Government a good deal of money, but when he did 
that he did nothing in the world but what his plain, positive 
duty as a public servant demanded he should do. That is all 
|} he did; that is all he was entitled to; and in response to the 


last proposition stated by the gentleman from Minnesota, that 


there was an additional burden imposed upon this man in super 


vising a public building, a complete answer to that is that he 
was ready and willing to assume the additional burden because 
drawing his salary at the time, and there is not a word of 
testimouy or any statement made here this evening that he 


ever demurred or objected for one moment when this additional 
burden was imposed upon him, but he voluntarily entered upon 


the additional work, whatever that may be. I have heard the 
argument made here time and time again that because one pub 
lic official has done this and another public official has done 


that, and one public official has brought about some particular 





economy, for that reason, and that alone, we ought to increase 
his salary. I object to such legislation as that. And until the 
chairman of the committee produces the law upon which he con 
tends he is able to hang this appropriation, L insist upon my 
point of order, and I do it very largely upon the proposition 
that no assurance is given by the chairman of the committee 


that this amount will be final. And when it 


end of the Capitol it will emerge from there with an addition 


goes to the other 


to this $7,500 put upon it, and we may be called upon to pay 
$15,000 instead of S7.500 

Mr. SIM Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman withhold his 
point of order for a moment? ‘his gentleman, Mr. Woods, 
is peculiarly the servant of this House. He has pride in Con- 
gress and in the work of this body and in the success of its 
undertakings, and I think it is much safer to remunerate this 
sort of a man than if this legislative body always depended 


upon the appointees in the executive departmen 
that I bel 


entirely 


i want 


Ss 


to say eve it would be a wise thing if there 


was an assistant engineer, or a man having the capacity of an 
eng er, to be employed by this House to assist the District 
Co ittee in its legislation for the improvement of streets and 
for other permanent improvements in the city of Washington, 


1 offset against the influence that Executive power has over 
I think this is som 


its own appointees, ething more than a mere 
personal compliment to Mr. Woods. I think we ought to rely 
on onr own servants nd use them eas much as we ean Mr 


Woeds would have, the same as any other man, the pride of 





having his name connected with this great building, and would 
perhaps regard that as compensation enough, but I think it is 
absolutely niggardly on our part not to give him something. I 
think there is a higher sideration than any contract that ean 
be made. Let us have more of this thing done hereafter, in 
S| 1 of employing experts outside of tl House, who have ) 
pride in the success of the economies that may be att ted 1 
this House. I hope my friend from Ind i [Mr. Cox 
insist on his point of orde1 

Mr. DAWSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Cox] a ques 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentle n from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] in what v nd on y t page in 
the tutes this provision wing com] 1 to Mr. Woods 
can be found? 

Mr. TAWNEY,. It is to be found in the sundry civil Dp 

Mareh 6, 1905, page 30 

rhe CHAIRMAN,.- Under what subtitle? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is under the head of the “ Department of 
the Interior—Public Buildings. fhe proviso reads as follows 
P led, That any clerk or other employee designated by the « 
mission on the Senate Office Building or the House Office Building, ot 
th } it I ton 1 the ¢ itol extension, 1 pectively, nd . 
may now | re ving salary from the Government, shall be paid 
from the date of his appointment such compensation as may ed 
by t re tive comm! ns, not to exceed $1,000 per annum in any 

case 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inquire whether the] 


mount of $7,500 4 

for Mr. Woods? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Seven thousand five hundred dollars was the 
fixed by the commission, as shown by the letter, which 


s fixed by the commission as compensation 


I read a moment ago, addressed to the chairman of the Commit- 
l¢ m Appropriations and signed by the two members of the 
House Office Building Commission, 


Mr. COX of Indiana. What is the amount stated in the law? 

The CHAIRMAN, Is that amount in excess of the i of 
1,000 per annum? 

Mr. TAWNEY, No; it is not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please send to the 
Chair a copy of the sundry civil act from which he has just 
read? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that the services 
have extended over a period of eight years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds in the sundry civil appro 


ul 





priation bill approved March 38, 1905, the following proviso: 
Provided, That any clerk or other employee designated by the com 
is n on tl » Office Building or the House Office Building, or 
t! it on the Capitol extension, respectively, and who 
may now ig a salary from the Government, shall be paid from 
the date of his appointment such compensation as may be fixed by the 
es} tive commissions, not to exceed $1,000 per annum in any case. 
The Chair understands from the statement of the gentleman 


from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] that Mr. Woods’s services have 
extended over a period of eight years, and that the Commission 


Mr. MANN. Is it not rather unusual for a State to ad- 
vance money to the United States? 

Mr. HAMER. No; it is not unusual out in Idaho. The 
State of Idaho has done it heretofore, and it has always been 
reimbursed for it heretofore, and we hope to be reimbursed 
for this item now. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentlman tell us what it is for? 

Mr. HAMER. I will tell the gentleman from Illinois what 
it is for. The State is obliged to make these advances for the 
survey. 

Mr. MANN. How does it happen that the United States dis 
criminates against the State of Idaho? The State of Idaho 
perhaps is more liberal than the other States. The other 
States do not advance money to the United States. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Does the gentleman make the 
point that that is an improper advance on the part of the State 


| of Idaho? 


Mr. HAMER. Mr. Chairman, I have already explained the 
status of it. That is the situation. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MERIDIAN HILL PARK 

Condemnation of land for park purposes in the District of Colu 
included between Euclid Street, Columb‘a Avenue or Fifteenth St 
W Street or Florida Avenue, and Sixteenth Street extended, in Il 
Elvan's subdivision of Meridian Hill: To enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to carry into effect the provisions of section 56 of an 


| Congress entitled “‘An act to increase the limit of cost of certain | 


on the House Office Building has recommended that he be paid | 


S7,500. In view of that, the Chair overrules the point of order. 


The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay J. C. Courts compensation for services as secretary of the 
louse Office Building Commission since its creation in 1903, as author- 
ized by the act approved March 3, 1905, $2,500. 





Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I want to ask for a little information. 
1 want to ask whether Mr. Courts is the secretary of this com- 
mission ? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Courts was appointed as the secretary 
to the commission at the beginning of its organization. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is this the first money he has drawn 
as secretary to the commission? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He has not drawn a dollar as secretary of 
that commission from the time of his appointment. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I am sure that so far as this branch 
of the Capitol is concerned, that is all that Col. Courts will ever 
ask. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say, however, to the gentleman 
from Indiana, that the detail work in connection with this com- 
mission has been done, and much of its responsibility has been 
berne by Mr. Woods and by the clerk of that commission, Mr. 
Courts. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I want to say in response to that, that 
while I do not know Mr. Woods personally, I do not know that a 
more eflicient, more absolutely honest, and more capable public 
servant can be found around this Capitol than Mr. Courts. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. MANN. They are two of a kind. [Applause.] 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I am glad to know that they are two 
of a kind. If Mr. Woods gets his, I am glad to see Mr. Courts 
get his also. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To reimburse the State of Idaho, as provided in the act approve 
I act pproved 





August 18, 1894, for moneys advanced by said State t tl United 
States, under provisions of said act, to secure the rvey of lands 
granted to said State with a view to satisfying the public land grant 
made by the act admitting the State into the Union, as per certificaté 


covering deposits to the credit of the Treasurer of the United States as 
fully set forth in House Document No. 1402 of this session, $8,004 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word on page 48 for the purpose of eliciting a little information. 
This is a suspicious-looking item—the item to reimburse the 
State of Idaho. I can not see any reason for it. I would like 
to have somebody explain it. 

Mr. HAMER Mr. Chairman, I would be very glad to be 
enlightened on this question myself. I would like to know the 
cause of the gentleman’s suspicion. I do not see anything at 
all suspicious about the item. It is self-explanatory. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

As a matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, this is simply to reimburse 
the State of Idaho for money advanced under the law from time 
to time for the survey of public lands belonging to the State. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Are those the surveys we have been 
doing over and over again ever since we began making them? 
[{Laughter.] 





buildings, to authorize the enlargement, extension, remodeling, or im 


provement of certain public buildings, to authorize the erection and 
completion of public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sit: f 
public buildings, and for other purposes,”’ $490,000, or so much there 
as may be necessary; one-half of which sum, or so much thereof 
may be expended, shall be reimbursed to the Treasury of the United 
States, as required in said section 36, out of the revenues of t! I) 


trict of Columbia, in four equal annual installments, beginning with the 
fiscal year 1912, with interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum 
upon the deferred payments. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I reserve a point of order on the para 
graph just read. I should like to inguire of the chairman of 
the committee what is the purpose of including this item in 
the general deficiency bill? I find nothing in the hearings re- 
ferring to this park. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Meridian Hill. Park was authorized in the 
public-buildings act of 1910. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the purchase of this land been 
thorized in the public-buildings act? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it was authorized in the public-build 
ings act of 1910, and the condemnation proceedings are now 
underway. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I did not find anything in the he 
in relation to it, and I thought it was new legislation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There was an estimate submitted for it, 
but there were no hearings had. It is within the limit of cost, 


au 


| and condemnation proceedings under the direction of the 


Secretary of the Interior are in progress. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. I renew the point of order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this para- 
graph is subject to a point of order, because the appropriation is 
authorized in the public-buildings act passed during the last ses- 
sion of Congress, and is based upon that authorization. I want 
to say, upon the merits of this proposition, that it is one of the 
most meritorious park projects in this city. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Detection and prosecution of crimes: For the detection and prosecu 
tion of crimes against the United States, the investigation of the official 
acts, records, and accounts of marshals, attorneys, clerks, and ™ 


of the United States courts and the Territorial courts, and United Stat 


commissioners, for which purpose all the official papers, records nd 
dockets of said officers, without exception, shall be examined | ! 
gents of the Attorney General at any time; for the protection of tl 
person « the President of the United States: for such other inv: = 


tions regarding official matters under the control of the Department of 
Justice as may be directed by the Attorney General; to be expended 
under the direction of the Attorney General, $25,000. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 53, in line 15, strike out the words “ twenty-five’ and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ forty-five.” 


Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana 


that the Attorney General informed me this afternoon that 
$25,000, the amount which the committee has recommended, will 
be insufficient to meet the requirements of this service during 
the remainder of this fiscal year, and that unless a sufficient 
amount is allowed, they will have to lay off some of the force. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. What is the additional amount? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Twenty thousand dollars, 


ore 





1911. 





rhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
mel 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURD. 

Ger expenses, Forest Service: To supply a deficiency in the ap 
I n ‘General expenses, Forest Service,’ including each and 
eve ject authorized by law and specified in the appropriation of 
$4 ! this title in the “Act making appropriations for the 
D t of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911,’ 
pp! 1 Mav 26, 1910, $900,000, 

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. I should like to inquire of some 
one why this large deficiency, $900,000, has occurred in the 
For Service, and where the amount has gone to? Some one 


near me suggests that it has gone up in smoke. 


M (AWNEY. Most of it has gone up in smoke, and the 


remiinder of it has gone into the graves of the men who sacri- 
ficed their lives in fighting forest fires last summer. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Do I understand that all of this 


g900.000 has been expended? 

Mr. TAWNEY, All has been expended, and this amount is 
dne tirely to the expenses incident to the fighting of forest 
fires 'ast summer, which the gentleman from Colorado knows 
were excessive. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I understand that fully, and I 
wis inquire if this amount has all been aecounted for, and 
turned in? 

Mr. TAWNEY. All has been accounted for, and the gentle 
man will find in the hearings an itemized statement of the ex- 
penditures, which statement was furnished by the Agricultural 
De tment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fer the payment of all necessary expenses involved in the interment 
of t odies of men who were killed while in the employment of the 
Department of Agriculture fighting fires on the national forests prior to 
Dect er 1, 1910, and for the relief of their dependent relatives, also 
for t! hospitai services and medical attendance of the injured men: 
thi ppropriation to continue available during the fiscal year 1912, 


1 


nd all payments therefrom to be made by the Seeretary of the Treasury 
pon the recommendation of the Secretary of Agriculture and to be 
d by evidence satisfactory to both of them, $15,000. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
paragraph in order to ask the gentleman, the chairman of the 
committee, a question. 
expenses involved in the interment of the bodies of men who 
were killed while fighting fires in the National Forests. Of 
course there is no objection to that, but there is this further 
provision, “and for the relief of their dependent relatives.” I 
suppose there is an estimate and statement of what this item is 
to be expended for. How much is it proposed shall be paid to 
the dependent relatives of any one person? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Secretary of Agriculture, who appeared 
before the Committee on Appropriations, was asked that ques 
tion by members of the committee, and he was not able to give 
a specific statement in each case for the reason that the 
tary 


support: 


secre 


aid that the department would have to be governed some 


what by the circumstances of the dependent widow and chil 
dren. He said: 
Th were temporary employees engaged in fighting fires, and t! 


were caught In the fire which was the most injurious and dangerous of 
all rl 


ese men were buried where we found them, and we want to 
bring them out and put them at the permanent rangers’ stations, wit! 
suita tablets. And then there are a number of very pitiful cases ot 
families left destitute—one woman with five children, absolutely desti 
tute, and there is no way in which we can help her. This sun 
$15,000 would be ample, we think, to take care of all the expen con 
nected with the interment of the dead and to meet such reasonable 
cases as that of this woman about whom I have just been speaking 
Many of these men who died or were killed in the service, 
their homes were unknown; they were volunteers and were 
buried, and when their residence was ascertained it became 


necessary to reinter them. 

Mr. MANN. Nobody is making 

Mr. TAWNEY. There are only a few cases of complete des- 
titution, and the amount that will be expended under both 
heads both for the reinterment of those who lost their lives in 
that service and also for the relief of the destitute widows and 
children will not exceed $15,000. 

Mr. MANN. These widows and children that are left in 
this case are no more widows and children than the widows 


any point on that part of it. 


and children of other pec ple who have died in the servi of 
the Government. 

Mr. TAWNEY. These people svere not in the service of the 
Government. If the gentleman will pardon me, these were men 
outside of the Government service who voluntarily perf | 
this service and lost their lives. I think there is more n 





obligation resting on the Government of the United States | 
take care of their destitute widows and children wher 
have sacrificed their lives for the protection of the 


public 
property. 
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This involves the payment of necessary | 


Mr. MANN, 

















I do not recognize any distincti between tt 
and an ordinary case of a man who helps a marshal and los 
his life—absolutely no distinction. fut $15,000 is not a large 
amount. If this is to be the end of it, no one would except to 
it; but if this is only the beginning d | rhaps $5,000 is to be 
paid to one estate, it is a differ mosition 

Mr. TAWNEY. The number is now ascet lL Te t 
know that I can state the exact number, nor « d the Seere 
of Agriculture. 

I asked the Secretary of Agriculture ques 

The CHAIRMAN. THlow 1 h do y 
widows and children—have you fixed 

Mr. GRAVES. No; we have not 

The CHAIRMAN. You would be g rned 

Mr. Graves. Yes; it would v I 
cause I presume there might be 25 pe ns W ’ 
that we would consider. Most « them are the floatin i 
that you usually find in a lumbe iti 

The CHATRMAN. You want this paragr < 
the expenses for hospi services and l d 

Mr. Graves. Yes, We irted pit ‘ 
gave us a thousand dollars and we raised : 

Forestry Service some two thousand ar dd d ‘ ‘ 
penses, and we have received later accounts which « 00, 
and the suggestion was to put those words in » 1 t i 
cluded—those i services and h¢ pens i in t 
$15,000, not asking for any more money, but t 

order to enable us to meet that 

Mr. MANN. Is it intended to refund any of tl y out 
of this $15,000? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Refund to whom? 

Mr. MANN. Refund to these people who contributed it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think it safe to legislate 
and authorize one of the departments of the Government to 
pay for the relief of dependent relatives such sum as it pleases 
out of a lump-sum appropriation? A hard case comes up and 
no man’s heart is sufficient to withstand the pleading. 


that is very poor legislation. The 
stickler and if he is satisfied, all right. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say to the gentle 


gentle! 


mn 


nan from I 





that while I believe as thoroughly as he does ld 
be some limitation, yet when we come to inquil 
cumstances we saw how utterly impossible it was to make any 


limitation. We also saw there was very little dan 
Public Treasury in the absence of the limitation, be 
limited number of people who would be be 
provision. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will make this prediction, that 
if this item goes in and becomes a law some of these people 


nenhciaries under 


will be paid money and the rest will come to Congress with 
claims to be paid large sums of money. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If that is so, then the administration of the 
Forestry Service will be at fault, first, for having 

Mr. MANN. I am inclined to think it will be the Committee 
on Appropriations that will be at fault. 

Mr. TAWNEY. First, for having misrepresented the f: 
to a committee of Congress, and second, not keeping within the 


limitation which they themselves have voluntarily fixed on this 
expenditure. 
Mr. MANN. Yes; but they will not spend any more money 


than the $15,000, but people will say “somebody else has been 





paid more than we,” and they will come to Congress, and there is 
no way of preventing them when you invite them to come. 
However, I will withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

fo enable the Secretary of Agriculture to prepa! 1 ex he 
international congress f the onsideration pert 
to the growing of barley and hops and ur t 
hereof at tl city of Chicago, Oct 1911 

nad hops from the co t t » DD u 
fore made of said products from different part ld l 
other articles and material ; may | f inter 1 tr 
connection with the growth or production ; ! 
tioned, and for each and every purpose n sat for and i 
with such exhibit, $8,000 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Cl 1, I move to 


strike out the last word. 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I 





reserve { 
point of order on that, at the request of several gentlemen near 
me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The g ! 1 New York 1 
the point of order and tl 1 f Pennsylvat fer 
an amendment The point of order will have to be lis] sed of 
before the amendment is in order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pe sylvani Mr. Cl lan, that pat 
graph proposes to provide for an exhibition in Cl xo, of pro 
ucts pertaining to the growing of barley 1) S d the ma 
factures thereof. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 


mittee to tell us about these products of bat 


ey and hops that 
are to be exhibited. 
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Mr. MANN. If it was 
Milwaukee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thought perhaps this ques- 
tion might be answered by the gentleman from Minnesota, but 
as the gentleman from Illinois has put the boot on his own 
foot, I would like to ask him whether these peculiar products 
are indigenous to the city of Chicago? 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
industry, St. 
that honor, it was decided to locate the exposition at Chicago, 
convenient to both cities. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am obliged to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, whose city has been made famous by these 
products of the soil, but as one coming from another large city 
where we know very little about matters of this kind, I should 
like to know whether this is to be a world-wide exposition or 
whether it is to apply only to those whose taste for these prod- 
ucts is peculiar, as in Milwaukee and St. Louis and Chicago? 

Mr. MANN. It will not apply to a deep waterway, I will 
assure the gentleman. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That 
popularity of other things than waterways. 


merely beer the meeting would be in 


I would like to 


Mr. Chairman, as this relates to the beer | 
Louis and Milwaukee being rival claimants for | 





a very high grade of barley. These brewers are engaged at 
the present time in e.erimenting with various kinds of barley 
from Austria and Germany, where the quality of the barley is 
superior to that grown in this country. The Department of 
Agriculture is engaged in importing these various kinds of 
barley and transplanting them in experiment stations, so as to 
develop a better kind of barley. 

Mr. SIMS. Let me ask the gentleman 
tion—— 

Mr. STAFFORD. 


a practical ques- 


This exposition is for the purpose of dis- 


| playing the different kinds of barley grown and other kindred 


growths. 


Mr. SIMS. Let me ask the gentleman a practical question. 


| Does the gentleman think it will tend to reduce drunkenness to 


encourage the people to drink beer instead of red liquor? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, there is no question about that. In 
Denmark to-day there is provision made under Government 


| supervision to permit of light beers being sold so as to take 
| away from the people the taste for strong liquor and incline 


| them 
might account for the | 


find out whether this exposition is to be a general exposition to | 


which the nations of the world are to be invited? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is to be an international exposition, and 
the nations of the world will participate. 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I believe my 
time has not expired, but I have not yet had an answer to the 
question I put. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is talking 
all of the time, and I can not answer. 


There is to be held in | 


the city of Chicago, during the month of October, I believe of | 


this year, an international exhibition of various cereals or 
agricultural products, including hops, barley, and barley malt. 

I should say also this involves an exhibition of a great many 
mechanical devices. The Secretary of Agriculture, on the 25th 


of February, writes the Committee on Appropriations as fol- | 


lows: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICER OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 28, 1911. 
Hon. JAMES A. TAWNRY, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Mr. TAwWNeEy: The Senate Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, I believe, did not include in the agricultural appropriation bill 
an item of $8,000 for the exhibit of this department at the Interna- 
tional Barley, Hop, and Malt Exposition to be held in Chicago, III., 
during the fall of 1911. I think the department ought to be repre- 
sented at this exposition, and I hope you can see your way to take 
care of the item of $8,000 for this purpose in the urgent deficiency 
bill. The department has had this matter under consideration for some 
time, and as the exposition in question is an important international 
affair, it seems to me eminently proper that the department be repre- 
sented. I therefore hope that you will be able to provide for this 
appropriation of $8,000 in the way suggested. 

Very truly, yours, JAMES WILSON, Seerctary. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the Agricultural Department has coi- | 


to the milder beverage. That is also being tried in 
Sweden, so as to take from the natives the acquired taste for 
strong liquor. In North Dakota, in that prohibition State, they 
allow the entrance of mild beverages—beer which contains less 
than 2 per cent of alcohol, because it is regarded as a temper- 
ance beverage. I do not know whether Tennessee en- 
lightened, but I hope 

Mr. SIMS. There is no use going to Denmark, the gentleman 
from Milwaukee ought to be able to answer the question. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman knows there is less drunk- 
enness in Milwaukee than 

Mr. SIMS. Being assured that this exposition is to be held 
in the interest of sobriety and to promote temperance, I will 
not make the point of order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I know the gentleman is very liberal and 
always in favor of temperance and of temperance beverages. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, as I stated 


is so 








| when I reserved the point of order, I did so at the request of 


| several 
| from 


gentlemen around me, 
New York, who thought 


and especially 
it 


Iny colleagues 
might be embarrassing for 


'them with their home constituents if they directly raised the 


lected samples of barley, hops, and other products of a like | 


character from all parts of the world, and they have an exhibit 
which, I am informed, is a very instructive and a very inter- 
esting exhibit, and the purpose in making this appropriation is 
to enable the Agricultural Department to first select from these 
products that they have acquired in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment and then transport that selection to this exposition and 
there make an exhibition of their collection, which has been 
made from all over the United States. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman assures the 
House that this exposition will include exhibits of cereals and 
machinery. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
propriation. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman takes his 
seat, this is subject to the point of order, I understand. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, it is; but I want to say, however, that 
bill authorizing this has been reported by a committee of the 
House. That, of course, does not make it in order, but it shows 
it has been considered by one of the committees of the House 
and been recommended to the House. 

Mr, SIMS. This is an exhibit of barley, hops, and malt—all 
beer-making materials? 

Mr. TAWNEY. They are, I understand; I am not an expert. 

Mr. SIMS. If I understand correctly, these barley and malt 
people are all objecting to Canadian reciprocity. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, far from it. I would like to say to 
the gentleman for his information that, as he well knows, al- 
though he comes from a noted prohibition State, in the manu- 
facture of the best beer, which is made in cities that have been 
made famous throughout the world, it is necessary to have 


Absolutely; that is the purpose of the ap- 


point of order. And since they do not believe in the business of 
the manufacture and sale of the products of barley malt, and, 
furthermore, as they believe the people who do the manufactur- 
ing can afford to pay the expenses of these expositions them- 
selves, I make the point of order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman withhold his point of 
order? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert as a new paragraph: 

“For an exhibit by the Department of Agriculture at the Interna 


tional Dry Farming Congress at Colorado Springs, Colo., October, 1911, 
$10,000.” 


Mr. MANN. 
that. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposes an 
appropriation of $10,000 for an exhibit by the Agricultural 
Department at the dry-farming congress to be held in Colo- 
rado Springs, Colo., in October of this year. An exhibit at a 
wet exposition has just been held subject to a point of order, 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
Will the gentleman from Indiana withhold 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 


| but I trust that this exhibit, at a dry-farming exposition, will 


not be held subject to a point of order. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I think this House is just as 


| much opposed to things dry as they are opposed to things wet, 


| and diffuse information. 


and I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture is authorized by the organic act to collect 
The Chair does not think that an ex- 
hibit comes within either the collection of information or diffus- 
ing of information, and therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I think I have drawn ap 
amendment which will escape the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is it a new paragraph? 

Mr. AUSTIN. It is a new pasagraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUs- 


TIN] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert as a new paragraph: ? 

e% nable the Secretary Agriculture to prepare an exhibit at 
t alachian Expesition at Knoxville, Tenn., between October 12 
and October 50, 1911, for tl msideration of questions pertaining to 
the « servation of the resources of the Appalachian region, $10,000.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
amendment. 

M AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, there is no subject that has | 
bee! such general interest as that of conservation of our 
nat | resources. A year ago the enterprising city of Knox- 
vi renn., held the first conservation exposition in this coun- 
try. They did not seek an appropriation at the hands of Con- 

r ‘their State legislature, or the city of Knoxville, but the 
( sing « ens of that city by private subscription raised 
! than $100,000. We gave an exposition lasting one month, 


nd during that time more than 300,000 citizens from various 
f the Republic visited the exposition. It was one of the 
mique and creditable exhibitions ever held in the South, 


most 1 





d especially without national or State aid. We had exten- 
ive exhibits of not only the mineral and manufacturing re- 
sources, but of the agricultural resources, 

No longer is the watchword ‘* Go west,” but it points fd that 
ms ss section of the South, where opportunities are un- 
li 1, where development is only in its infancy, and where we 
h exhaustible deposits of coal, iron, marble, and almost 
untouched forests of hardwood timber, a genial climate, a 
climate in which men can be employed in the open more than 
eight months in the year. 

The North and the West have already practically filled up 
and are overflowing; but this region below us, this great 
mineral belt from the Virginias to Alabama, has more unde- 
veloped wealth, splendid opportunities for investment, chances 


for the young and the ambitious and for the investor, than 
any other region of our great country. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. AUSTIN. Certainly. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Would there be a chance in 
that beautiful country, which the gentleman describes, for an 


overplus of population such as exists in the large cities of the 
country ? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; especially if that overplus is representa- 
tive of the type of population so finely represented on the floor 


of this House by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I expected that [laughter], 
but will not the gentleman devote his thoughts for a part of 
the time remaining to him to the opportunities afforded in 


his country for those who live in the congested centers, who 
might be more happily and more healthfully employed if they 
were enabled to take advantage of the opportunities he pictures? 

Mr. AUSTIN. The State of Tennessee has a foreign popula 
tion of less than 3 per cent. We should like to have those good 


Yennsylvania Dutchmen or their descendants, such as are in 
part represented by the gentleman, and the Scotchmen and 
Scotch-Irish, Irish, Swedes, Scandinavians; but we have no 
use in the Appalachian region for the foreign undesirables of 
the large cities of the North. If you will give us the indus 


trious, law-abiding, patriotic foreign element, we will not 
welcome them, but we will thrice welcome them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The law of this country pre 
sumes that no undesirables are admitted to the United States. 

Mr. AUSTIN. That a very violent presumption, in view 
of the numerous crimes that are being committed every day by 
the Black Hand Society, for example, even in the heart of New 
York City. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That organization is just as 
much condemned by people of foreign birth in the congested 
centers as it is condemned by the gentleman from Tennessee 
and those whom he represents. There is no place in any of the 
large cities to-day for men who believe in the Black Hand, for 
men who draw the dagger, throw the bombs, or do any of those 
other things that excite the indignation and opprobrium of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. AUSTIN. 
utes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
have his time extended. twe minutes. 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. AUSTIN. 


only 


is 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. Chairman, I would like to have two min- 


Ie 
USAS 


The 


from Tennessee 
Is there objection ? 


There is not only an attractive unoccupied 


field for investment in that Appalachian region, but there is 
also a cordial welcome awaiting every man who wants to im- 


prove his condition and who is law-abiding, industrious, and 
patriotic, 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. People of that kind were thi 
only persons of alien birth to whom I had reference. I would 
like to see the opportunities which the gentleman presents 
afforded to those people. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Then send them to the Knoxville Ap] hian 
Exposition at Knoxville, Tenn., from October 12, to October 30 
and we will send 10,000 mountain men to meet them and V 

them the best that there is to be had. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have no doubt they will 
come in no hostile or unfriendly spirit, and will be warmly 
welcomed by the people to whom the gentleman refers. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on th 
| discussion. [Laughter.] 
| The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LAB 
BUREAU OF IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION. 
Expenses of regulating immigration: For the payment to St i 
| tutions for the treatment of aliens deported on or prior to 0 
|} 1909, under the provisions of section 20 of the act of February 20 7 
| (34 Stats., p. 904), which provides: “That any alien who s 
| the United States in violation of law, and such as bec pu \ 
from causes existing prior to landing, shall, upon th i it 
| Secretary of Commerce and Labor, be taken int l ( ! 
to the country whence he came at any time in tl \ 
| the date of his entry into the United States 1 lep on, i u 
ing one-half of the entire cost of removal to the port of depo 
shall be at the expense of the contractor, procur ot] 
whom the alien was unlawfully induced to enter t United Stat 
if that can not be done, then the cost of remo to the port of d 
tation shall be at the expense of the immigrant fun $13,000 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 


strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that 
the gentleman from Minnesota will give me his attention for 
a moment. This fund of $13,000 is to cover expenses hereto 
fore incurred for the deportation of aliens, is it not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 


moves 


Reference is made here to 


the act of February 20, 1907, which pertains to the immigrant 
fund. That fund has been abolished, has it not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. May I ask the gentleman 


whether the aliens whose deportation resulted in this item of 
$13,000 were housed while in custody in buildings belonging to 
the Government of the United States, or in owned 
by municipaiities, or buildings owned by steamship and rail 
road companies? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


buildings 


They housed 


were in buildings owned by 
municipalities and private associations. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that ~ 
Mr. TAWNEY. Has the gentleman any objection to the 


appropriation ? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. None at all. I merely wanted 
some light thrown upon this particular paragrap! ] 
as upon some other items in which I am interested. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think the gentleman has as much light as 
the committee has 


, as well 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to say to the gentl 
man and to the House, during the few minutes I have left, 
that it seems to me a pernicious practice to have aliens who 
are to be deported kept in buildings owned by the companies 
that have brought them to the United States. I believe that 


the Government of the United States ought to be fully equipped 


to take them in custody and retain them until they are de 
ported. 
Mr. TAWNEY. None of this money is on account of the 


housing or the care of aliens in buildings owned by 
companies. If it was, there would be no necessity to 
ate money for that purpose. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Furthermore, if they « 
certain the steamship company that brought the 
country, they 


steamship 


appropri 


ould as 
people to this 
would have to take them back free and pay 


1 
port and for 


one 


half the expense of bringing them back to the 
housing them while they were being detained. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The Government is paying 
$13,000 here, which apparently the steamship companies oucht 
to be made to pay. That is to say, the companies that brought 
these aliens here, if they are of the undesirable class referred 
to a moment ago by the gentleman from Tennessee, should 


send them back 

The point I am making, and it comes home to a number of 
| the ports of this country, is that the Government itself ought 
to be in a position to take care of these people whom it arrest: 
| and keeps in custody, and that they ought not to be left to the 


i care of those who have an interest in letting them go. They 








34d 


ought to be under the surveillance of the 


United States until they are taken away. 


Government 


Mr. KEIFER. Wherever they are, they are under the con- 
trol of the Government. 
Mr. BENNETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, the steamship 


companies are held responsible by the Government, and they 


do pay this money; and wherever they can be identified they 
will pay their part of this $13,000. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman mean to 


say that this $13,000, which the Government is now paying for 


the deportation of aliens some years ago, will be returned to 
the Government? 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Every dollar of it will be re- 


turned to the Government where they can identify the steam- 
ship company. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BENNET of New York. It is not difficult. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. How will that 
charged up to anybody, if the Government pays it? 
Mr. BENNET of New York. The law provides that where 
an alien becomes a public charge within three years, 
causes arising prior to landing, that alien shall be deported. 
They become public charges, and the Government picks them 
up on a warrant. If a State incurs expenses on that account, 


How will they be identified? 


$13,000 be 


the Government pays the State and then collects from the 
steamship company. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. When found. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. They are found easily enough. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. I understand that the law relating to natu- 


| ralization provided that one-half of the fees should be used in 


from | 


payment of clerical expenses. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will say that that is the law, except in cities where they 
collect more than $6,000 a year. In cities where they collect 
the clerks get the fees. In cities where they get more 
the clerks only get one-half of the $6,000. Above that amount 
the Government may authorize the hiring of additional clerical 
assistance, to be paid for out of the sum not to exceed the 


} 
iéss 


full value. The large cities are discriminated against to the 
extent that the clerk of courts only receive one-half of the 


$6,000. 

Mr. STAFFORD. How much is appropriated for excess sery- 
ices of this character in New York City? 

Mr. CALDER. The amount appropriated for this year, in- 
cluding one-half of the first $6,000, amounts to $19,618. It is 
estimated that the collections of these two courts this year 
will amount to $54,000, so the Government will have a profit 
of $34,000. 


Mr. BENNET of New York. It is a profitable business for 


| the Government. 


We have manifests reaching back to 1891 which are complete, | 


and the law provides only a three-year limitation. The sums 
collected in this way reach up, as I recall it, to something like 
$75,000 a year, which amount is collected from the steamship 


companies, 





Mr. STERLING. I should like to ask the gentleman why 
it is that these undesirables come ashore? I supposed they | 


were passed on while on shipboard and were not permitted to 
come ashore at all. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I can answer that, if the gen- 
tleman from New York will permit me. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Probably the gentleman from New York can 
answer it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
ably, better than he can. I can give specific instances. 

Mr. STAFFORD. soth gentlemen ought to be allowed an 
opportunity to answer, in order that we may determine whose 
answer is the better one. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that 
with 800,000 or 900,000 people coming in every year it is not 
strange that once in awhile an undesirable slips through. The 
deportations under this section amount to about 2,000 cases a 
year, which is not a very large percentage. 

You can not always tell an insane person when he comes 
through the examining place; you can not always tell a per- 
son who has been sick or who has impaired vitality, and they 
deport them. I am not arithmetician enough to figure out what 
per cent 2,000 is of 1,000,000, but it is very small, and 2,000 
are all that are deported. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
the so-called undesirables. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Two thousand would go a long 
way to account for the undesirables. That is one of the injus- 
tices of the whole thing. One Italian who sends a Black Hand 
letter attracts more attention throughout the country than 
250,000 Italians who attend to their own business and go out 
every day to earn a living. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
New York admit 


I think I can answer it, prob- 


The 2,000 might account for 


Will not the gentleman from 
that since the abolition of the immigration 


rious post offices were taken within the city. 


The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 


OvuT OF THE POSTAL REVENUES. 


GREATER NEW YORK LETTER CARRIERS. 


To pay the claims of Greater New York letter carriers for additional 
salary under section 2 of the act of January 3, 1887 (24 Stat., 355), 
the decision of the Court of Claims and the decisions of the Auditor 
for the Post Office Department and Comptroller of the Treasury, being 
the unpaid portions chargeable to the fiscal year 1908 and prior years, 


the appropriations therefor having been exhausted or carried to the 
surplus fund, said claims being fully set forth in House Document 


No. 1361 of the present session of Congress, $78,857.45. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order to 
that paragraph. 
Mr. COCKS 

serve it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The hour is getting late, and I understand 
the chairman of the committee is anxious to finish the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is not subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. COCKS of New York. Mr. Chairman, this has been 
properly allowed by the accounting officers. It arises from the 
fact that when Greater New York was established these va- 
The clerks and 
earriers thought they were entitled to, and it has been decided 
that they were entitled to, the pay of first-class offices, That 
was denied them for several years, but since 1908 they have 
received the additional pay. These claims have been audited 


of New York. I hope the gentleman will re 


land allowed, and I think the chairman of the committee, Mr 


TAWNEY, has a letter from the Secretary on the subject. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The points of order having been made, I de- 
sire to say that these are audited claims. They have been 
considered by the Auditor of the Post Office Department, and I 


| have here a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury saying 


fund it has been very difficult to obtain appropriations for im- | 


migration stations in the regular way? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not in New York. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am quite sure not in New 
York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Additional assistants to clerks of courts in naturalization cases: For 
additional clerical assistance in naturalization matters for the clerks of 
the supreme court for Kings County, N. Y., and the supreme court for 
New York County, N. Y., in addition to the available one-half 
naturalization fees for clerical assistance in such matters 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, $2,861. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 
last word. 
thing that requires the Government to pay additional compensa- 
tion for clerks in the State courts? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The law expressly authorizes the appropria- 
tion. The amount appropriated for the current fiscal year is 
not sufficient to meet the requirements of the service. 


during 


move to strike out the 


of the | 
the 


Under the provisions of existing law, is there any- | 





that these claims have been referred to Congress under the 
provisions of section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884. I was in 
doubt for several days as to whether the claims referred to in 
this document were audited claims, but after receiving this 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury and reexamining the 
claims and the report, I find that they are as much an audited 
account as any of the audited accounts carried in the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, and are therefore in order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in this 
provision of the claim sought to be recovered to distinguish it 
from any other claim of any other employee of the Govern- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


They have been audited. 
I grant that, 
Then the Chair overrules the point of 


| order, and the Clerk will read, 


The Clerk read as follows: 
LEGISLATIVE. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which was offered to-day when the bill was read, to fol- 
low line 3, after the word “ legislative.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 51, after the word “ legislative,” insert: ; 

“To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate 
and House borne on the annual and session rolls on the Ist day of 
February, 1911, including the Capitol police, official reporters of the 
Senate and House, and W. A. Smith, ConcressionaL Recorp clerk, 


for extra services during the third session of the Sixty-first Congress 
a sum equal to one month's pay at the compensation then paid them 
by law, the same to be immediately available.” 
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The CHAIRMAN, 
ment, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, $14,388.84. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I assume this is a matter of personal 
nrivilege and that under the rules I could present it as such. 
We have just passed the item carrying $14,388.84 to pay the 
expenses of contested elections. Those who have had contests 
understand the difficulties that confront the sitting Member. 
Those difficulties in the earlier part of this session confronted 
me. A contest was entered against me, that I now know 
what it means to men whose seats in this House are subjected 
to contest. I question whether there ought not to be a revision 
of the law with regard to contests. It is a very annoying 
proposition for a man elected to this House, and coming here 
in good faith to represent his constituents, to be harassed and 
annoyed by anyone who cares to open proceedings and em- 
barrass his work during practically the whole of his term. 

It happens that this House provides the means by which con- 
tests are encouraged and conducted. Perhaps this is wrong. 
Some day, when a sufficient number of Members of the House, 
unjustly accused, may have this experience, the House may see 
it in that light. I do not care to pursue this matter at this 
time further than to say that although allowances have been 
made here, and very properly so, under the law, there are con- 
tests instituted against Members which in some instances are 
wholly unjustifiable and should not be encouraged by the hope 
or inducement of an appropriation from this House. 

In my own ease, elected over the contestant by nearly 17,000 
majority, I find now, after having employed an attorney and 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


so 


prepared myself for a defense in the usual way, as every other | 


sitting Member must whose seat is contested—after all this has 
been done, notice comes to me that the contest is withdrawn. 

Mr. MANN. Is not the gentleman glad of it? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. This letter of withdrawal I 
now send to the desk to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the letter will be read 
in the gentleman’s time. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows: 


JANUARY 20, 1911, 
Mvurpocu KENDRICK, Esq., 
1420 Chestnut Street. 
Dear Sir: J. G. Ramsdell, Esq., the contestant for the seat of J. | 


HAMPTON Moor, Esq., in the third congressional district, has decided 

to discontinue the contest. There will, therefore, be no further proceed- 

ings taken in this matter. 
Yours, respectfully, PIERCE ARCHER, Jr. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It seems to me that this letter 
should be a matter of record. I submit it for that purpose only. 
I hope now to remain in this House during the incoming ad- 
ministration for two years, and to do the best I can for those 
who sent me here. 

Mr. STURGISS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, following line 19, on page 62: 

“To Richard Randolph MeMahon, for legal services as of counsel to 
the Members of the House of Representatives of the Joint Committee 
on Printing in a suit at law, No. 52342, Valley Paper Co., plaintiff, 

fhe Joint Committee on Printing of Congress, respondents, in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, in February, 1910, $500.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, on that I make the point of 
order. 

Mr. STURGISS. Mr. Chairman, the same point of order was 
made at the last session of Congress, overruled by the Chair, 
and an appeal was taken from that ruling of the Chair on that 
proposition, and the House sustained the ruling of the Chair. 
Che question was raised whether or not it was founded upon 
law. 
troversy that arose last year. The joint committee composed 
of the Printing Committee of this House and the corresponding 
committee of the Senate was sued because they had awarded 
certain contracts, 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless some gentleman desires 
heard on the other side, the Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. STURGISS. Will the Chairman permit me to refer him 
to the ruling in the House? 7 

rhe CHAIRMAN, The Chair has the ruling here. 

Mr. STURGISS. Then I have nothing further to say. 
_The CHAIRMAN. On June 17, 1910, it was held by the 
Chairman of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. 
rirson, that a resolution authorizing certain Members to 
appea 7 and act in response to a rule of a court was sufficient 
authorization for an appropriation in a general appropriation 


XLVI 


to be 
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The Members of the House have not forgotten the con- | 
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3 


appeal was taken 
division. The Chair, 


9 


2 
e) 


bill for their counsel. 
and the 


From that decision an 
Chair was sustained without 


therefore, overrules the point of order. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do I understand the Chair to hold this 
amendment is in order, according to the ruling 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that, in accordance with 
the ruling made last year on exactly the same proposition, and 
from which ruling an appeal was taken, and the Chair was sus- 
tained without division, and upon that decision the Chair over- 


rules the point of order. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the question of fact may be mis- 


taken. I was under the impression that the ruling last year 
was that the committee had authority to employ counsel. I 
think there,is no pretense that the committee employed this 
counsel. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the ruling last year was that the 
resolution authorizing certain Members to appear and act in 
response to a ruling of a court was held to be sufficient au- 
thorization for an appropriation in a general appropriation bill 


for their counsel. 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, was there any authoriza- 
tion for the employment of this counsel? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a question the Chair can not pass 
upon, 

Mr. GARRETT. It is not presented in the amendment here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment, as the Chair under- 


stands, is identical with the amendment offered last year. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I trust the amendment will 
not be agreed to. This matter was discussed on a previous 


occasion, and the two members on printing of the comimfttee 
of the House disavowed having ever authorized the employment 
of this man. The Member at whose instance he was employed 
claimed that he had employed him on Ais own motion. ‘This 
proposition was rejected once before, and I hope it will be re- 
jected again. 

Mr. STURGISS. Mr. Chairman, I beg to refresh the memory 
of Members of the House, especially of the gentleman from 
Illinois, by reference to the Recorp. It clearly appears that 
this gentleman appeared as cocounsel, with the authority of the 
other members of the committee. It was true in the first in- 
stance he was called in at my suggestion, and the reasons are 
fully set out in the Recorp, and I do not want to rehash the 
matter. This House allowed $500 at that time, over an appeal 
on the point of order, after a full discussion, after this House, 
through its Judiciary Committee, had spent a whole day and 
part of a night discussing the matter, and directed its committee 
to appear and enter an appearance and make a proper defense, 

They did so and they won out on the case and the House 
allowed $1,000 to Hamilton & Yerkes, and $500 to Col. Me- 
Mahon, but at no time had Col. McMahon failed to discharge 
his duties in consultation with the other attorneys. That ap- 
propriation went to the Senate and there, as you will recall, 
the Senate having refused to employ counsel or to make an 
appearance, Senator Smoot, chairman of the joint cominittee, 
upon a letter filed by Hamilton & Yerkes repudiating the 
amount you had allowed them, of $1,000, because you had not 


allowed $5,000, Senator SmMoor moved to strike out the item 
which was to pay $1,000 to Hamilton & Yerkes and $500 for 
Col. McMahon. This House by an overwhelming vote awarded 


that amount to the senior attorneys who were in the case and 


| who did not do more work in proportion than Col. MeMahon, 
but they repudiated the action of the House because you did 
not allow them $5,000, and they would not accept $1,000, 

The letter is here in the record. And, acting upon that, the 
bill went to a committee of conference; and through some in- 
| fluence—and I do not mean any refiection—but through me 
| misapprehension or misstatement, the whole item was rej ed 
Now, so far as Col. McMahon is concerned, he is entitled to the 
sum of $500. He rendered the service; he appeared in urt 
on some seven or eight different days; he appeared in consulta- 
tion, without objection, with the other attorneys; and he never 


at any time said he was in the case simply for advertising pur- 


poses and that he would charge nothing. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. STarrorD] asked me if he did not agree 1 to 
charge anything. I have MeMahon’s letter, and I asked him 
personally about it, and he said that never at any time did he 
make any such statement to any person. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman has called me into the con- 
troversy. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STURGISS. Certainly. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I understood, when I asked the gentleman 


the question a year ago, that this gentleman from West Virginia 
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proffered his services and made no claim that he was to make 
any charge whatsoever those services, and he led the other 
members of tl Commitiee on Printing to believe that this 
v l be a voluntary for the sole purpose of giving him 
not iety in the discharge of this work. 

Mr. STURGISS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. No member 


of the committee has made any such statement at any time, 
neither the chairman nor any member. As to the assertion that 
he voluntarily appeared for the sake of the reputation it might 
give him, I have here a copy of the letter I wrote him asking him 
to appear in the and in pursuance of that he met co- 
counsel, and he met the other members of the committee in con- 
sultation, and did his work, and did it well. I only ask that 
the House maintain its action of a year ago. The amount of 
the compensation is very reasonable. 

My good friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN] himself, in his re- 
marks upon that subject, said that it was a very 
compensation. 

Mr. GARRETT. 
authority 

Mr. 


case, 


Did the gentleman ask him 
from the committee? 


STURGISS. With just as much authority as any mem- 


to appear on 


reasonable | 


ber of the committee asked the other counsel to appear, though | 


he appeared first at my suggestion, but in cooperation with the 
other counsel, and with their approval, or, at least, without 
the objection of either counsel or of the other members of the 
committee. 

Mr. GARRETT. Yes: but I want to ask the gentleman, Did 
the committee employ him, or was it the personal act of the 


gentleman from West Virginia? 
Mr. STURGISS. It was my personal act in the first in- 
stance, but, I say, he was present with the committee, and 


they acquiesced, and they had the benefit of his service. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the House after a long discus- 
sion fixed the payment of $1,000 for the real counsel in the 
case. I thought the amount was large enough at that time, 
but the House determined after discussion to fix the counsel 
fees at $1,000 for the men who tried the case and who did the 


work ; and to pay this man who butted in $500, and not pay the 
other, seems to be a very queer proposition for us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agrecing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
Hei 


r 
T 
‘after the payments made from the contingent fund of the House 
of Representatives upon vouchers approved by the Committee on <Ac- 
counts shall be deemed, held, and taken, and are hereby declared, to be 
conclusive upon all the departments and officers of the Government. 

Mr. MANN. 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. O'CONNELL. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 63, after line 3, insert the following: 
“For compiler and indexer of reports and hearing of House standing 
and select committees (William Tyler Page), under the direction of 
the Committee on Accounts, and for such other duties as the committee 
may require, at the rate of $4,000 per annum, from March 4, 1911, to 
June 30, 1912, inclusive, $5,300.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. 
against that. 

Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. 
reserve the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I prefer not to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


Chairman, I make a point of order 


Chairman, I ask the gentleman to 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 


amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting the following after line 5, page 63: 

‘To pay Edwin L. Williams, clerk to Committee on the Post Office 
and lost Roads, additional compensation, $500.” 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
point of order. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
makes the point of order. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Robert W. Dyer, clerk to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
additional compensation, $500. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
order on that. 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve a 


Mr, Chairman, I make the point of 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
point of order on the paragraph. 
of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay George 
tion, $200. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. 
order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay R. B. Horton for services rendered the Committee on Insular 
Affairs $250. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. 
order on that item. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 
point of order on that item. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For expert, clerical, and stenographic services, to be disbursed by t! 
Clerk of the House on vouchers approved by Representative Oscar W 


from Indiana makes a 
The Chair sustains the point 


Jennison, special messenger, as additional compensa 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


UNDERWOOD, and to continue available during the fiscal year 1912, 
$7,500. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
that. [Laughter.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois reserves the 
point of order on the item. 

Mr. MANN. I did not give the gentleman from Indiana a 
chance to make the point of order. [Laughter.] 

I would like to ask, Mr. Chairman, if the purpose of this is 


| to permit the expected members of the Democratic Ways and 


| 





Means Committee to go ahead with their tariff hearings’? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that this provision was prepared 
and placed in the bill at the request of the prospective chairman 
of the next Ways and Means Committee of the next House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that the limita- 
tion of time ought to be only until the next House of Repr 
Sentatives meets? : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, no, I do not, for the reason that 

Mr. MANN. This is to continue available through the fisca 
year 1912. That is, after the end of the next regular session of 
Congress? 

Mr. CLARK 
all that time. 

Mr. MANN. 

Mr. CLARK 

Mr. MANN. 
of the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
not care where we get it. 

Mr. MANN. 
man the money. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. This is the situation: When they 
were preparing the Payne tariff bill all that Mr. Payne had to 
do was to make a requisition on the departments over here in 
order to get all the assistants he wanted to make any kind of 
an investigation under heaven. He relied on those men. Mr. 
UNDERWOOD wants these experts, so that he can rely on thes 
people. I think he ought to have them, and every man who las 
served on the Ways and Means Committee knows how much 
services of that kind are needed. 

Mr. MANN. I know that everybody concedes that the Ways 
and Means Committee ought to have the opportunity to £o 
ahead, and if the gentleman believes these employees are 
needed, they ought to be paid, and they ought to be paid out o! 
the Public Treasury. But is it fair to Mr. UNpEeRwoop himself 
to give him a sum of $7,500 to spend at his wil! during the nex 
session of Congress? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, perhaps I ought to stat: 
that the amount fixed here was based on the statement of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoop] as to the number 
of experts and clerks he desired and the compensation to be 
paid each of them per month, and it made up the sum of $7,000 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of orde! 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 1 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay M. C. Shield additional 
the Sixty-first Congress, $600. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I make the point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To reimburse the official reporters of debates and the stenographers 
to committees on the rolls on February 22, 1911, for moneys actually 


of Missouri. That ought to be available during 
But you will be in possession of the House 

of Missouri. That is all true, but—— 

And you will have control of the contingent fund 


Well, just so that we get it, we do 
[Laughter. ] 
Understand, I am in favor of giving the gentle- 


compensation for services during 


expended by them for clerical assistance and for extra clerical services 
during the third session of the Sixty-first Congress, $750 each; to } 
Elizabeth Welch, widow of A. C. Welch, $500; and to John J. 
$240; in all, $7,490, 


Came! 





1911. 





Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of | 
order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 
point of order on the paragraph. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, it may suit the gentleman 
from Indiana to retaliate upon the gentleman from Illinois for 
not allowing him to make the point of order on that other item 
first [laughter], but 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I did not retaliate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You did not need to make that statement. 
Everybody understood it. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman should not say that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This, Mr. Chairman, is a provision that has 
been carried in this bill from time immemorial, to remburse the 
official reporters of the House for their expenses in the trans- 
cription of their notes, by people employed for that purpose, 
whom they pay out of their own pockets. It has been the uni- 
form practice of the House to reimburse them. All of the em- 
ployees in the offices of the official reporters downstairs are 
employed at the expense of the official reporters, and it would 
be impossible for them to perform the service they do without | 
this assistance. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. If the gentleman will yield to let me 
ask a question, I think we can come to terms about it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to complete my statement. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I will insist on my point of order un- 
less the gentleman yields for a question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman say that the re- 
porters mentioned in this paragraph have actually paid this 
money out of their own pockets? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; I do. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I withdraw the point of order. 





The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. The | 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay George B. Serenbetz, J. B. Holloway, and Marie G. Potter 
$600 each, additional compensation for services rendered the Com- 


mittee on War Claims and the Committee on Claims, respectively, $1,800. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. I make a point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes a 
point of order on the paragraph. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay James A. Gassaway for services as a laborer in the offices 
of the Chief Clerk, the disbursing clerk, and in the stationery room from 
August 6 to December 6, 1909, £150. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I make a point of order on that. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask whether these 
are session or annual employees? If they are session em- 
ployees, it seems to me the point of order ought not to lie. 

The CHAIRMAN. It matters not in this particular case | 
whether they are session or annual employees. The Chair sus- | 
tains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: | 


To pay Joseph B. Sparks for extra services rendered during the Sixty 
first Congress, $87.50. ; 


Mr. COX of Indiana. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes a 
point of order on the paragraph. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay W. H. Estey, cashier in the office of the Sergeant at Arms, 
$850. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I make a point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay J. C. Stewart 
chronometer, $100. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I make the point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Edward 8. Glavis, clerk to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Agriculture, additional compensation, $500. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I make a point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes a 
point of order on the paragraph. The Chair sustains the point 


for caring for and regulating the House 


_of order. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
To pay Charles S. Greenwood, clerk to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department, additional compensation, $500. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. I make the point of order on that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For indexing and typewriting services, at $75 per month from March 


4, 1911, to June 30, 1912, to continue the compilation of laws, etc., 
relating to the employees, duties, and compensation of employees of 
the House of Representatives and matter pertaining to the disburse- 


ment of the contingent fund authorized by resolution of March 10, 1910, 
$1,400. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, to that I reserve a 
point of order. I want to ask the chairman of the committee in 
charge of the bill whether there is authority for the appropri- 


| ation? 


Mr. TAWNEY. There is; the authority is found in the resolu- 


| tion of March, 1910. 


Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 


a question? 


Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. There seems to be $75 a month for the compila- 
tions of laws and matter pertaining to the disbursement of the 
contingent fund of the House. I suppose this has been running 
some time. It is rare to find anybody on the floor of the House 
that knows anything about the law relating to the disbursement 
of the contingent fund, and even the Committee on Accounts is 
sometimes troubled to get at them. If we have had a committee 
working a year compiling the laws, for the Lord’s sake, how 
long will it take to complete it? These laws can not be more 
than four or five pages in length. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think if the gentleman will consult the 
members of the Committee on Accounts he will find that there 
has been a very complete compilation of these laws. I do not 
think. however, that the gentleman has taken the trouble to 
inquire whether anything has been done or not. The authority 
for the appropriation is found in the following resolution : 


[Sixty-first Congress, second session. ] 





ak , ° s . Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Chatinen I make a point of order on that, Mr. eacenn ies candace te Geek ok the Whaliails Sementan, tee aeaneiie 
Airman. : ; tion of laws, decisions, tabular stater ts, and debates, pursuant to the 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes a | act of March 3, 1901, r lative to the loyment, duties, and compensa- 
oint of order o > paragr: » Chs wetaine , | tion of the employees of the Hon of Representativ to wh shall 
aaa aan n the paragraph, and the Chair sustains the be added matter pertaining to the disbursement of the contingent fund 
I ae ( Ore er. of the House, for stenographic and typewriting services, not exceeding 
The Clerk read as follows: the rate of $75 per month, authorized by House resolution adopted Janu 
To pay to E. R. Ernst additional compensation for extra services ren ary 10, 1908, 
dered during the Sixty-first Congress, $200. I am informed by the Committee on Accounts that this ex- 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I make a point of order on that. penditure has not been made to any clerk or employee of any 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes a | committee, but has been expended for clerical services in doing 
point of order on the paragraph. The Chair sustains the point | the work. 
of order. Mr. MANN. Of course the resolution which the gentleman 
The Clerk read as follows: has read is not a sufficient basis for this item 
For compensation at the rate of $1,200 per annum each for the | Mr. DAWSON. If the gentleman will allow me, the w 3 
ner vices of Marshall Pickering and Charles L. Williams, respectively, as | progressed from the beginning of the Governme down, I 
special Sapes in the majority and minority caucus rooms. to about the Fifty-seventh or Fifty-eighth Con a 
Mr. O'CONNELL. I make the point of order against that Mr. MANN. Then why can we not get the information? 
paragraph, Mr. DAWSON. Because it is not completed. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. Mr. TAWNEY. Has the gentleman from Illinois tried to 
Che Clerk read as follows: cet it? 
PP Dio W. Dunham for extra services rendered during the Sixty-| Mr. MANN. I have tried to get it, but have been unable to. 
par lesa ey epi Mr. DAWSON. I will state that the preparation of this 


Mr. COX of Indiana. I make 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 


_ To pay N. T. Hynson, 
Navy Departme 


the point of order on that. 
sustains the point of order. 


1, clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
nt, additional compensation, $500. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. I make a point of order on that. 


set of volumes, which will be about two in number, requires 


very careful examination of the statutes, together with the 
decisions of the comptroller. I understand it was the gentle- 
man from Indiana that wanted the information. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I wanted to know if there was any 


authority of law to make the appropriation? 
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Mr. DAWSON. The chairman of the committee has cited 
the law and 1 undertaking to explain the progress of the 
worl sent ¢ dition. 

) ( Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
ord 

Phe ¢ | N (M IX ENDALL) The Cl overrules the | 
pom} or ¢ ‘ 

Mr. MAN? But does the Chair understand that this reso- 
lution w sly limited to the Sixtieth Congress? 

he ‘1H \IRMAN, The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Mi to say that it was not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The resolution was adopted January 10, 
1208, 

MANN.> Will not the gentleman read the resolution, and 
see if it is expressly limited to the life of that Congress? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The r ution expressly sa 
that | paid out of the conting t fund of the He to 
cont we fre of tl Sixtieth C 

It runs indefinitely 

Mr. MANN. I did not understand the gentleman to so read 
the resolution 

ir. TAWNEY. The service began at the close of the Sixtieth 


Congress and has continued ever 


The CHAIRMAN. 


since under that authority 
The Chair overrules the point of order. 


Mr. TAWNEY Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
nent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 66, after line 3, insert: 

‘For folding speeches and pamphlets at the rate of not exceeding $1 
per thousand during the year 1912, $2,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment to Samuel Robinson, William Madden, and Joseph 
De Fontes, as messengers on night duty during the third session of the 
present Congress, for extra services, $700 each; in all, $2,100. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
chairman in charge of this bill what these men’s salaries are 
how. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Two dollars and forty cents a day. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Too much money; too much 
money. [Laughter.] 


The Clerk read as follows: 


IUDGMENTS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 


For payment of the final judgments and decrees, including costs of 
suit, which have been rendered under the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States,” certified to Congress at 
its present session by the Attorney General in House Document No. 
1327, and which have not been appealed, $14,926.59, together with su¢h | r 
additional sum as may be necessary to pay interest on the respective | 


judgments at the rate of 4 per cent per annum from the date thereof 
until the time this appropriation is made: Provided, That none of the 
judgments herein provided for shall be paid until the right of appeal 
shall have expired 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 


Mr. Chairman, 


Will 
expenses of the funeral of these Indians? 


|} to ask him another. 


| page 69, down to the bottom of page 81, 


I 
: 
"| 





Inter ‘ior, having due regard to the educational and other necessary re 
( ‘ments of the tribe or tribes affected; and the amounts paid sha! 
e re ursed to the United Ste ates at such times and in such propor 
tions as the Secretary of the Interior may decide to be for the interes{s 
of the Indian Service: Provided, That no one of said judgments pr 
vided in this paragraph shall be paid until the Attorney General sha! 
have certified to the Secretary of the Treasury that there exists 

unds ficient, in his opinion, to support a motion for a new trial 
in appeal of said cause 

Ss 2 t for the payment of the following claims, certified to lx 
due by the several accounting oflicers of the Treasury Department 
dc ppropriati the balances of which have been exhausted or car 
ried to the su pian fund u ind ‘¢ the provisions of section 5 of the act « 
Jt 20, 1874, and und ppropriations heretofore treated as perm 
nent, being for the service of the fiscal year 1908 and prior year 
unless otherwise stated, and which have been certified to Congress w 
der section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully set forth in Hou 
Document No. 1368, reported to Congress at its present session, there is 
appropriated as follows: 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the following items up to 
section 3 of the bill are all judgments of the United States 
courts, the Court of Claims, or audited claims. They have been 
chce read to-lay and I ask unanimous consent that the remain 


ing pages up to and including page 81 be considered as read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, in this connection I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota a question. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. I find on page 77 an item of 7 cents to cover 

funeral and transportation expenses of number of Indians 
the gentleman inform me whether or not that pays all the 
[| Laughter. ] 
‘The gentleman having answered that question, I would like 
How many Indians did the 7 cents bury? 
Mr. TAWNEY. That depends upon the breed of Indians 
they were. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am satisfied with the answer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota 
unanimous consent that the reading of the bill, from line 7 on 
be dispensed with. Is 


asks 


| there objection? 


| pated in the 


I move to strike 


out the last word for the purpose of expressing in connection | 


with this particular item, which does not affect the city 
New York in any way, the thanks of my colleagues and myself 
and of the city of New York to the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, who is so soon, to our great regret, to leave 
us, for the many kindnesses which we have had at his hands 
during the time he has been chairman of this committee. There 
is an impression that there is discrimination against great 
cities. Possibly at times that is so, but I want to bear testi- 
mony to the fact that during the last six years at least the 
chairman of this great committee, the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Tawney], has treated our city with entire justice, 
and that every request that we have made of the Committee on 
Appropriations, which was authorized by law, has been re- 


ceived with courteous consideration and we have received the | 


money. Before the gentleman goes out of office I think it is 
due to him that those of us who are here from the great 
city of New York should express to him the appreciation we 
have for the consideration we have had at his hands during 
the years of his chairmanship. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


JUDGMENTS INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

For payment of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian 
depredation cases, certified to Congress in House Document No. 1371, 
at its present session, $14,829; said judgments to be paid after the de- 
ductions required to be made under the provisions of section 6 of the 


act approved March 3, 1891, entitled “‘An act to provide for the adjust- 









ment and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,”’ shall 
bave been ascertained and duly certified by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to the Secr y of the Treasury, which certificatio 





as so00On as pract 
tions shall be made 


the 
according to the discretion of the Secretary of the 


e after passage of this act, and such deduc- 


of | 


| stance of the gentleman from Wisconsin, the Secretary 


| not 


Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
I want to ask the chairman of the committee about an item 
which I find on page 72, in line 15, relative to the capture of 
Jefferson Davis. I do not know when that late capture was 


made. It seems that Jefferson Davis has lately been cap- 
tured. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, that item was the cause of 
great deal of excitement on the other side of the House this 


afterncon when the bill was first read. 


The gentleman from 
Mississippi [ Mr. 


Sisson] since that time has obtained full and 
complete information from a letter sent to the Committee on 
Appropriations by the Secretary of the Treasury on that subject 
rhe Congress of the United States in 1868 appropriated $100,000 
and authorized the President of the United States to expend 
that amount of money in paying or rewarding men who partici- 
capture of Jefferson Davis. 

When we passed the covering-in act two years ago, which re 
quires the payment into the Treasury of all unexpended ba! 
ances, there was an unexpended balance of this appropriatio 
of $100,000, made away back in 1868, for this purpose. Under 
that act that balance was paid into the Treasury of the United 
States. Recently a constituent of the gentleman from Wis 
consin [Mr. Cary], he having previously supposed that his 
right to participate in the distribution of the reward had ex 
pired by limitation, was informed by his Member of Congress 
after examination, that such was not the fact, and, at the in 
of th 
Treasurer certified, after full investigation and proof, that this 
man was one of the three participants in that capture who had 


been rewarded. After ascertaining that fact he sent his 
| claim to Congress as an audited claim. That is all I know 


| about it. If it were not for the fact that the balance had not 
been turned into the Treasury of the United States as a r 
sult of the action of Congress on the sundry civil app! 


priation bill in the closing days of the Sixtieth Congress, this 
amount would have been paid to this man out of the balan 
unexpended. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection, of cours 
to this item, and from what I have seen from the corresponden 
it seems to be perfectly correct; but the bill did not give tl 
name of the party to whom the money was to be paid, and 
letter from the Secretary of the 'Treasury does give his name 
and I am going to ask vnanimous consent that the letter fro! 
the Secretary of the Treasury may be published in the Recor? 
as a part of my remarks, because that explains the matte! 


i lly. 
n shall be made | fully 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 


unanimous consent to_insert the letter to which he refers as : 





1911. 


part of his remarks. 
Chair hears none, 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 20, 1911. 
Hon. J. A. TAWNEY, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 

Sir: In reply to your telegram of February 17, relative to audited 
claim No 12248 for $293 in favor of John T. Smith, alias John Wagner, 
for capture of Jefferson Davis, contained in House Document No. 1368, 
page 15, I have the honor to advise you that the Auditor for the War 
Department states that this claim is for a portion of the reward of 
$100,000 offered by the President of the United States for the capture 
Jefferson Davis under the act of Congress of July 27, 1865 (15 Stat., 
100), this being one of three cases remaining unpaid of those who took 
part in the capture and who are entitled to participate in the distri 


he 
1 
oi 
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; 
bution of this reward, no application ever having been made heretofere | 


y this claimant 
The auditor further states that three comrades of this claimant testify 





t John T. Smith and John Wagner are one and the same person; | 
d appears that John T. Smith, alias John Wagner, is drawing a 
pension under certificate No. 1157572; also that — claim was origi 





lly presented to his office by Hon. WILLIAM J. Cary of the House of 
Representatives, who stated that the claimant had an excellent record ; 
that he had not sooner applied for payment because he was under the 
pression that his claim was barred by the statute of limitations, and 
t a copy of his honorable discharge was in his [Mr. Cary’s] posses 
" Copies of Mr. Cary’s letter and of the affidavits of Lieut. O. P. 
Clinton and Corpl. BE. HW. Stuart, of claimant's regiment and company, as 
to his identity and his presence at the capture are inclosed for your 


tion 











rhe papers in claimant's pension case disclose the fact that he en 
ted when under under an assumed name for fear of parental 
isapproval, and that his sisters and friends corresponded with him 
* the name of John Wagner throughout the war. 

» act of Congress above cited appropriated the sum of $100,000 
ns a rewar nd for the capture of Jefferson Davis, to be paid to the officers 





nd ¢ “l men named therein, including the claimant, and to certain 

other members of regiments pre sent at the capture whose names art 
unknown, or to their heirs, in proportion to the monthly pay to which 
they were severally entitled according to law. 


‘his appropriation has remained available since the passage of the 
for the specific payments authorized therein, being drawn upon from 
? 


time to time as claims were presented and allowed until June 30, 1909, 


when the balance thereof, amounting to $1,210.48, was carried to the 
surplus fend under the provisions ef section 10 of the sundry civil act 
of March 4, 1909 (35 Stat., 1027), which provided that all unexpended 
! neces remaining upon the books of the Treasury on July 1, 1904, 


shonld be carried to the surplus fund and covered into the Treasury 

rhe claim has now been allowed by the Auditor for the War Depart 
ment der the provisions of the act of July 7, 1884 (25 Stat., 254), 
authorizing the allowance of claims wnder appropriations the balances 
of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fond 

Respectfully, FRANKLIN MACVEAGH, Secretary. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I have no further objection, 
because it appeared to me as rather a strange item when I saw 
in the bill that Mr. Davis had lately been captured, and I 
thought it well that we have some explanation as to why Mr. 
Davis was being paraded around at this late day. 

Mr. DAWSON. There is no doubt existing anywhere that 
he was captured, is there? 

Mr. SISSON, None in the world. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I trust the gentlemen of the House will now 
give attention to the request for unanimous consent, as we de 
sire to close this bill if possible. 

Mr. SISSON. I want to state to the gentleman I did not 
think there was any doubt about his being captured and above 
all things about a capture that was as much talked about at 
that particular time, and I thought it strange that any man 
living on earth would have waited this long to get his money, 
especially if he belonged to the party of the gentleman who 
imide the inquiry. Republicans are usually not so long in 
getting their money. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of getting 
some information before consent is given to the unanimous con- 
sent, I netice, beginning on page 76, a number of items for the 
Indian Service, including an item for telegraphing, amounting 
to $22,418, and another item for telegraphing 
S3.000, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Read the whole item and the gentleman 
Will see it includes transportation and a good many items. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes; there are a number of these items. 
The Indian appropriation bill gave the Indinn Service every- 
thing they asked on these matters and 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the gentleman from Kansas will par- 
don me, but he certainly realizes and knows that in the ad 
ministration of the affairs of the Indians and of all the depart 
ments it happens frequently that accounts are not sent in for 
Settlement and payment until the appropriation has elapsed. 
Now, that account is audited and the appropriation made for 
the year, the fisca! year in which the obligation was created, 
but there is no money available for the payment of that 

count, 

And, therefore, under the statutes the ~ _ of the depart- 
ments are required to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
= Secretary of the Treasury to certify to c ongress, all audited 

‘counts of that kind, and that is how these accounts come 
here. They are not claims, They are simply accounts that 


amounting to 


| item, in line 16 on page 7! 





were not paid out of appropriations for the years in which the 
indebtedness occurred because of the lapse of the appro 
priation. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Indian Department had ample oppor- 
tunity to present this to the Committee on Indian Affairs for 
consideration in the bill providing for the year 1910. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Indian Bureau did not have the in 
formation itself. Why, in some of these cases the clais is, or 
the persons to whom the money is due, will not present the 
count for two or three years. The department is not to blame 
if the persons to whom the money is due fail to present their 
accounts, and it is only when the accounts are presented 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It does not necessarily me 
that these deficiencies call for any additional appropriation 

Mr. TAWNEY. Money that would otherwise be used to meet 
these accounts is returned into the Treasury by 
lapse of the appropriation. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman explain one 

76, which reads: 


For telegraphing, transportati n, and so forth, of Indian supplies, 
1910, $22,000 


reason of the 


I understand what en is and what transportation is, 
but what do they mean by “and so forth” there, and what part 
of the $22,000 is to pay for that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is for advertising and sundry expens 
When they send in the audited claims they do not enumerat 
all the items involving small amounts of money. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I do not remember to have seen 
that in any other bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will look at the document 
that is referred to in that paragraph, he will obtain a full 
itemized statement of every item that goes to make up that 
$20,000, but the gentleman must realize that it would not be 
fair to the House to describe every little item in the appr 
priation act. For that reason we refer to the document 
which conveys all the details of the appropriation. Now, Mr 
Speaker, before submitting the request, I am informed that 


while I was out this evening for a few moments a certain 
request was made. If the Chair will submit the request now, 


I will reeur. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state it. The gentleman 
from Minnesota asked tnanimous consent that further reading 
of the bill, from line 7, page G9, down to and including line 25, 
on page 81, be dispensed with. 

Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I notice that on page S81, 
among claims allowed by the Auditor for the Post Office De 
partment, there is an item in line 7 of $257, for indemnity for 
registered mail. I want to ask the chairman of the 
committee under what circumstances the Government assumes 
to indemnify anyone for the loss of registered mail’ 

Mr. STAFFORD. Under the law the department indemnifies 
the senders of registered mail up to $50; formerly it was 345, 

Mr. COVINGTON. And this claim has been audited accord 
ing to the existing law’ 

Mr. STAFFORD. These are several claims where the appro- 


losses by 


priation was not sufficient to pay the claims of indemnity that 
year. 

Mr. MACON. I want to ask the gentleman if all of these 
items have been audited. 

Mr. TAWNEY All ef them have bee udited, and the 


all been read once to-day. 

Mr. MACON. And they are all authorized by existing lay 

TAWNEY. They are all authorized by existing lay 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I would like to offer the 
lowing amendment, and ask unani 
consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendn 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Commander Robert EE. Veary, for ry lered i 1 lis 
covery of the North Pole, $10,000 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on 
that. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Arkansas re 
serve the point of order? 

Mr. MACON. I make it. [Laughter.] 


mous consent ror S present 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the nt of ord 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairt 

The CHAIRMAN. For what pur dor he ge eman 
rise? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would like to have an 
mous consent to ask the gentleman from Arkansas [M MACON] 
to reserve his point of order in order that I n ay make a state 


ment. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 


desist. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, there is no 
desire on the part of Commander Peary’s friends that this 
award should be made to Commander Peary. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that this paragraph on 
page 32, which was passed over in my absence without preju- 


dice, be taken up by unanimous consent. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota 
unanimous consent to return to the item on page 32. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from In- 
diana {Mr. Cox], as the Chair recollects, reserved a point of 


. lee 
he asks 


order on the paragraph. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
from Minnesota, 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, this is an item that has 


been the subject of international negotiation and also the sub- 
ject of a message from the President of the United States. The 
naval gunboat Lsscr damaged the cable of the Canadian Elec- 
tric Light Co. near or in the vicinity of Quebec. The House 
has already passed a bill authorizing the payment of this 
and the Senate has reported favorably a bill for the 
purpose. Now the matter has been taken up again. I 
have a statement here which says— 


— 
cinim, 


saline 


Since then we have made all possible efforts through thé British 
Embassy, through the Department of State, but we have never been 
able to bring the matter to a final conclusion. 


Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The matter, I repeat, was made the subject 
of a message by the President of the United States. I concede 
that it is not authorized by law, but it is a matter of inter- 
national comity. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. If the gentleman will give me but a 
moment we can settle it, so far as I am concerned. The ex- 
planation has gone far enough, and I withdraw the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws 
the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 3. For salaries, to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, of a 
chief and other employees and for all other necessary expenses of a 
division in the Treasury Department, which is hereby created, to be 





known as the Fidelity Division, $25,000, to continue available during 
the fiscal year 1912. The said Fidelity Division, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall hereafter have charge of all 
matters pertaining to the bonding of all Government officers, agents, 
and employees, and of the fidelity fund herein provided for, and custody 
of the bonds of all such officers, agents, and employees. From and 





after the Ist day of July, 1911, every officer, agent, and employee of | 
the Government who is now or may hereafter be required by law or | 


Executive order to give bond shall at his option give bond either with 
good and sufficient sureties or, upon contributing to the fidelity fund 
the premium or premiums herein authorized, give such bond without 
sureties, and all such bonds shall run to the United States whether 
given with or without sureties as above provided: Provided, That this 
section shall not apply to what are commonly known as contract, or 
court bonds. The Secretary of the Treasury shall classify all bonded 
officers, agents, and employees of the Government, and the premium 
rates per thousand of penalty for the various classes shall be estab- 
lished by him after due consideration of the aggregate penalties of 
bonds given by such classes between the Ist day of January, 1895, and 
the 3ist day of December next preceding the promulgation of such rates, 
and the aggregate losses incurred on such bonds during the same period, 
but in the aggregate the average annual premium per thousand of 
penalty shall be equal to not less than 175 per cent of the average 
annual loss incurred per thousand or penalty upon the bonds of all 
officers, agents, and employees of the United States between the Ist day 
of January, 1895, and the 3ist day of December next preceding the 
promulgation of such rates: Provided further, That premium rates for 
officers, agents, and employees of the Post Office Department and the 
postal service may be based on the penalties of the bonds of such em- 
yloyees and the losses incurred under such bonds, as herein provided, 
Cotseven the Ist day of January, 1905, and the 31st day of December 
next preceding the promulgation of such rates: And provided further, 
That, should the moneys to the credit of the fidelity fund, less any out- 
standing claims, become equal to 1 per cent of the total penalties of 
all the bonds of those contributing to said fund, the rates may be low- 
ered to such an extent as, in the judgment of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, will suffice to meet the average yearly losses and all expenses 
of the Fidelity Division. The Fidelity Division shall pay all moneys 
received for the fidelity fund to the Treasurer of the United States, and 
all such payments shall be covered into the Treasury by him as mis- 


cellaneous receipts, but credited on the books of the Treasury to said | 


fidelity fund. Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall finally 
determine that any sum is due the United States upon any such bond 
without sureties, such sum shall at once be charged or debited to said 
fidelity fund, but such charge or debit shall not operate to release the 





officer, agent, or employee, but he shall be liable as fully on his bond | 


and otherwise as if no such charge or debit had been made; and any 
moneys that may thereafter be recovered from such officer, agent, or 
employee, or from anyone for him, shall be covered into the Treasury 
as miscellaneous receipts and credited to the fidelity fund. All moneys 
paid into the Treasury to the credit of the fidelity fund shall be the 
property of the United States for the purposes above specified, and 
shall be used like other moneys belonging to the Government, but strict 
account shall be kept of the amount due said fund. All expenses of 


said Fidelity Division, including salaries therein, shall be annually 
estimated and appropriated for, but after July 1, 1912, all sums so ex- 
pended shall be charged or debited to said fidelity fund. That from 


and after the Ist day of July, 1911, every officer, agent, or employee 


| tion. 


the 


of Government receiving, disbursing, or otherwise handling moneys 
belonging to the United States, or moneys in the custody of the United 
States, amounting to $1,000 or more per annum, shall give bond to the 
United States for the faithful performance of his duty, and, unless 
therwise provided by law, the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre 
scribe the amount of the penalties of such bonds. The Secretary of 
the Treasury shall make all necessary rules and regulations to carry out 


isions of this section and may utilize and employ for such pur- 
ervices of such officers, clerks, and other employees in t 
Department as he may direct. The Secretary of the Treasury 
iis annual report to Congress, submit a detailed statement of 
| fidelity fund and of all charges or debits against the 
the preceding fiscal year, and the number and aggregate pen 
alties of all bonds without sureties executed hereunder during such year. 


Mr. TAWNEY. 








same for 


Mr. Chairman, this section has already been 


read, and I ask unanimous consent that the further reading 
be dispensed with. Then, if any gentleman wishes to make 
amendments or motions to strike out, he can do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there chjection? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I move to 


amend by striking out the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman withheld his motion 
for a moment? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Minnesota to two typographical errors, ou 


| line 10 and line 17, on page 83. 


Mr. TAWNEY. The word “or” on line 10 should be “ 
and on line 17 the word at the end of the line should be “ loss.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph can be amended so as to 
correct those errors. The gentieman from Pennsylvania moves 
to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the ge 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. A. MitcHeLL PALMER] if 
we could arrange to close the debate by unanimous consent in 
30 minutes, 15 minutes to a side? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. If the gentleman will let the 
matter go over until to-morrow I think we could make better 
progress. 

Mr. TAWNEY. We are so near the end of the bill now, and 
the time is so short, and the enroliment of the bill is such an 
important matter as to the economy of time in the brief space 
allowed us before the close of this session, when only four days 
remain, that I would like to dispose of the bill to-night. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. I do not want very much 
time on the proposition, but I do not know how much time other 
Members may desire to take, and I would dislike to agree that 
the debate close in 380 minutes if other gentlemen desire to 
speak. It is a very important matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move, Mr. Chairman, that the debate on 
the paragraph be closed in 30 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would suggest that the debate 
has not fairly begun. The Chair would further suggest to tlie 
gentleman from Minnesota that there is a typographical error 
on page 83, line 23. The second word on line 
a letter “‘m” instead of an “n.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; the word should be “ claims.” 


of 


23 should contain 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, it will be so 
madified. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


| A, MITCHELL PALMER] is recognized. 


Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Mr. Chairman, it will not take 
me very long to state my objections to this proposed legis! 
I have no interest, direct or indirect, in any bonding com- 
pany doing business in the United States, or anywhere else, aud 
so far as I know there is not a company doing a surety bvsi- 
ness in the district that I represent which will be affected in 
any way by this legislation. But, Mr. Chairman, in days go! 
by I have had considerable experience in connection with th: 
business of surety companies, and I think I can say that I 
speak from out my own experience when I express the deliberat 
judgment that if the Government of the United States, by pass- 
ing this legislation, now goes into the surety business, the time 
will come when the Congress will regret it. 

As I said earlier in the day, there is no business being en 
gaged in by men in this country at the present time which is 
of a more hazardous and risky character than that of writius 
bonds to secure the fidelity and honesty of men in official posi 
tions and their undertakings of a contract nature in their deal- 
ings with the Government. 

There are something like 210,000 fidelity bonds running to the 
United States given by officers, agents, and employees. Th¢ 
are a great many other bonds running from subemployees 
superior officers, but I speak only of those in which the United 
States is the obligee. The aggregate of the penalties of those 


e 


oy 
© 


210,000 or 220,000 bonds is the enormous sum of $360,000,000. 





1911. 


This section proposes that we shall appropriate the sum of 
an initial expense in the organization of a bureau 
which shall manage the bonding business for the Government of 
the United States, in which it proposes to assume a risk amount- 


£o75 O00 as 


nit 


ing to $360,000,000, 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman pardon 
me? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER, Certainly. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If this risk were called sud- 
denly, what would it mean? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. It would mean bankruptcy, 


I suppose, if it were called suddenly. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will gentleman 
what amount of premiums would justify this liability of $360,- 
000,000 which the Government apparently would assume under 
this system? 


the tell us 


Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. I am not going into those 
figures. I am not an insurance actuary. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. What would happen to the bonding 


companies if this $360,000,000 of liability should be called? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. I am not arguing that it 
probable that this enormous liability will ever be incurred at 
one time under either the present or the proposed system. In 
the last analysis, Mr, Chairman, the thing amounts to just this: 
We propose to reduce the salary of every man who is working 
for the Government, and then, after having reduced his salary, 
we propose that the Government itself shall assume all the risk 
of his personal honesty and his fidelity to his employer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
sylvania has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended 10 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There ought to be some understand- 
ing about the time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
who wish to be heard. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
this debate at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. There was no agreement of 
that kind. Give me five minutes, then. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be extended 10 minutes. 


is 


Penn- 


There are only one or two gentlemen 


I know; but it was proposed to close 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
just announced that he does not care for more than five 
minutes. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. I should like to have 10 min- | 
utes. I do not want to prolong the debate. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Firz- 
GERALD] asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania be extended 10 minutes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I object. I understand the gentleman will 
be satisfied with five minutes. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. 
five minutes. 

Mr. HILL. 


I will not be satisfied with 
I am sure I can conclude inside of 10 minutes. 
It is too late. I was so informed a few minutes 
ago, when I asked to be allowed to make a. statement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask for five minutes, then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request. The 
tleman from New York asks unanimous consent that the 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania be extended five 
Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 
Mr. HILL. I will not ebject to five minutes. 
10), 
Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Mr. Chairman, in five minutes 
it is of course difficult to cover very much of a question of this 
kind. I simply want to add to what I have said on that 
branch of the proposition—that it does seem to me to be false 
economy for us to assume this enormous risk because the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, while it proposes to pay the losses 
out of the reduction of salaries by way of assessments made 
upon employees and officers of the Government, will, neverthe 
less, be liable for the entire penalty of these bonds, to the ex- 
tent of all the losses that may occur upon them. So there is 
no need of dealing in figures as to what losses have been made 
in the last few years, or what they may be in the future. 
We propose to make the Government responsible hereafter, so 
that we are practically saying that in the future we will 
what this Government has never done in the past—take thi 
employees, officers, and agents into its employ without any 
security whatever to protect the Government in the perform- 
ance of their duties. 

Now, I want to refer to another paragraph in this section 
— : raises the strongest possible objection to this proposed 
egislation. 


ge 
time ofl 


ininutes. 


I will object 
to 


do 


‘Se 


~ 


to 


what are commonly known as contract or court bonds 
We might as well be practical about this thing. Everybody 
who has given the subject any attention knows perfectly well 
that the great bonding companies have made some money out 
of the fidelity bonds running to the Government. They have 


been able to get prices on those which, whik wer than pri 


eS 


charged to persons in a fiduciary capacity in private life, have 
yielded profits to the great surety companies. And they have 
been willing to continue in the business of writing all kinds 
of bonds running to the Government because of the prestige 
which the Government of the United States as a patron and 
customer has given to the companies, despite the fact that the 
contract business, the business of writing bonds to secure the 
execution of contracts, has been done at an = enormous 
loss. I know that one company, situated in the city of Balti 
more, in less than 10 years, has received $301,000 in pre 


miums on contract bonds, and has paid out to the Government 
of the Tnited States for losses $910,000 in the of 
time. 

Now, I say we should be practical 


? ‘ 
same let h 


is 


What 


going to happen? 
You put this law into operation and take away from the surety 
companies the fidelity business in which they can make living 


profits and they are going to refuse to write the contract bonds, 
and the Government of the United States will be forced to go 
back to the antiquated and old-fashioned system of taking in- 
dividual sureties upon every contract bond running to the Gov 
ernment of the United States. 

Why, this little thing of fidelity bonds is a picayune matter 
compared with the danger that you are running into of bei 
required to accept individual 
bonds. Is not that a serious matter? In 1894, when this Con 
gress passed a law permitting surety companies to write 1 
of this character, the Secretary of the 


er 


sureties on all your contract 


onds 


Treasury reported to 
Congress that we had upon our books $35,000,000 of unc ted 
and uneollectible judgments against individuals upon surety 
bonds of this character—contract and fidelity. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again 
expired. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
theman may proceed for five minutes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman conclude in five 
minutes? 
Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Yes, 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. At that time this argument 
| of the Secretary of the Treasury showing our dealings with 
individuals as sureties was sufficient to impress upon this Con- 
gress the necessity of a change, and the law making it possible 


There is a proviso that this section shall not apply — 


to get surety companies on bonds was enacted. We propose 
deliberately now to repeal that law, in effect, by driving the in- 





surance companies away from the contract business and by 
reducing the price of fidelity business to such an extent that 
no surety company will enter the field. If it was a good thing 
to take surety companies in 1894, when they were weak and 
inexperienced, when they did not know what this business 
meant, I think it must be a bad thing to drive them out of the 
field and make it impossible for the Government t 

benefit of their security now, 17 years later. 

The gentlemen complain of the fact that the surety com) ies 
have charged high prices. The fact is th the prices « ed 
as premiums on fidelity bonds to-day by the ‘ety cony < 
average as low as they were before this legislation had 
its inception in the special session of 1909 The fact t! 
that law which we passed at the tariff session 1900 has a 
complished the purpese which gentlemen on tl her side then 
said they desired, and that was to give some power to the Go 
ernment over the prices that the surety ompanies might 
charge. 

I will tell you, if you want to k how }¥ can ¢ tle 
farther in the same direction and e your e1 oyees and vour 
officers the benefit of better prices without embarking the Goy 
ernment of the United States into this tremendo y risky busi- 
ness of writing bonds. You put int t of 1894 a pre nD 
that the Government micht ceept “ n by surety 
ompanies porated under the ! s eU) : or 
of any State in the Union. If you y ‘ xy 
the words “ incorporated cle he laws of te 
or of any State in the U: ,” you Ww ‘ more er 
act coul 1 do in giving a betts r, bigger, : L str n, 
vhich would result in lower premiu me < of 
bonds you are striking at now ety companies 
over the world Great Britain has strong companies Phe 
Dominion of Canada has strong companies. They are «d 


business in the American field. They are after the b nes nd 
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they want the Government business, and the prestige and ad- 
vertisement of the Government business are such that if these 
foreigners could come into this field and bid against the Ameri- 
can companies for the business the rates would go down below 


the cut rates of 1907 and 1908. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
that rather than go hastily into this business of creating a new 


department of the Government for the purpose of taking care of | 


this insurance business we might better overhaul that law and 
make more effective the law of 1909 that the gentleman from 
Iowa and the gentleman from Minnesota were so eloquent in 
defending and so successful in obtaining two years ago. I have 
heard these gentlemen, especially the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. TAWNEy], upon whom eulogies as the watchdog of the 
Treasury have been delivered to-night, inveigh here time after 
time during my short service against the proposition that we 
should be constantly creating new bureaus in the executive de- 
partments of the Government, and I am sorry to see him cele- 
brate his passing from the House by the attempt to foist upon 
the United States Government a bureau, with an appropriation 
of $25,000 to start with—and nobody knows how much will 
follow in the years to come—and to embark that bureau into 
the business of writing bonds to the extent of $860,000,000. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a 
very few words in reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. A. MircHett PaLMeR]. He says that the bonds are for 
penalties of $300,000,000 and wants to know what will become 
of us if they all mature at the same time. I would like to know 
what would become of the bonding companies, with their 
thirty-five or thirty-six millions of dollars of capital and 
surplus, if the whole $300,000,000 should fall due at the same 
time? 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. If the gentleman will pardon 
me, he should remember that I was not guilty of asking that 
question. That was asked by my colleague, the gentleman 
from Philadelphia. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I know, but the gentleman assumed 
that there were $300,000,000 of penalties, and it was an awful 
liability for this Government to undertake. If it fell due at the 
same time it would be quite as fatal to his $35,000,000 surety 
companies as to the Government of the United States. 

He says we will have to go back to private sureties again. 


Well, godspeed the day when we do, if we can not get some- | 


thing better than we have been getting from the surety com- 
panies. I predicted when the actuaries undertook the work 
that it would appear that the private sureties had paid a 
greater percentage of their losses than have these bonding 
companies, and it appeared from the investigation covering 
15 years that the private sureties had paid 30 per cent more 
of their losses than the surety companies, He said that if 
it was a good thing to take these bonding companies when 
we started, many years ago, why not now? We never knew 
it was a good thing to take their bonds. We thought it was 
a good thing to try their bonds, and we have tried them, and 
found that after extorting six times as much from Government 
employees as they have paid over to us, outside of the Post 
Office Department, and over four times as much in the Post 
Office Department, they were then beating us out of two-thirds 
of what was due us. If any man is opposed to trusts in this 
world I do not see how he can stand here and defend allowing 
the Government employees to be robbed of the premiums and 
then the Government to be robbed of the amounts due or the 
bonds when they fall due. 

We do not object so much to the amount of the premium as 
we object to the fact that these companies will not pay if they 
We want the Government to recover the money that is 
glue it and we will have to devise some scheme by which the 


lose. 


Government can get this money. Now we are putting upon 
these employees not an additional burden, as stated by the 


gentieman from Pennsylvania, but we are proposing to put 
upon them a less premium than is put upon them by these 


companies. We are not reducing their salaries. We are in- 
creasing the salaries of all of them by charging a lower 


premium than the bonding companies charge, and then we are 
paying 100 cents on the dollar of the Government's obliga- 
tion and not one-third as they have been doing. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Just there as the gentleman 
refers to the fact, and to have the record right, is it not true 
that the Government of the United States does not have a 
single uncollectible judgment against any of these bonding 
companies? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
it is not necessary—— 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. 


It is true; when companies have failed 


Have you a claim? 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If they have failed, there is no use in 


| getting a judgment which would be utterly worthless. 


Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. 
to? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not give the exact figures. 

Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER. Is it not also true that in 1894 
we had thirty-five millions of uncollectible judgments against 
individuals? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Fidelity bonds; no. The gentleman 
adroitly picks the bonds that are not here in question, but con- 
tract bonds, and the like; there never was such an amount of 
fidelity bonds due the Government. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I could tell the gentleman of 
one fidelity bond that was paid to the Government within the 
last six months. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And that company is bankrupt. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is true, and it is because 
of the 4,000 people who had their money in that company that I 
do not want to see this injustice done to them. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I can not yield the gentleman all my 
time—— 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
made to pay—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I 
will answer any questions, but he must not take up all of my 
time. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman will 
answer this question. He has referred to one company that is 
bankrupt, and that is because it has endeavored to pay its obli- 
gations to the Government, and had to go to the wall—— 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That was not the only reason, but it 
was forced-into the hands of a receiver before it went to the 
wall. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
ally paid to the Government 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I must insist, Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I ask for two more minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Under this provision we find that it will 
greatly reduce the premiums paid by the Government employees 
and take them out of the clutches of this combine of 17 com- 
panies, and at the same time we will pay to the Government 
three times as much upon its losses as it now receives. For 
these reasons the commission, composed of three Senators and 
three Members of the House, after two years of effort, has 
reported this measure in the confident belief that it will be 


How much would that amount 


I know the company was 


Has not the receivership actu- 








The 


successful if tried. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 


The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Upon a division (demanded by Mr. A. MitcHertt PALMER), 
there were—ayes 37, noes 66. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill and amendments to the House wit! 
the recommendation that the amendments be adopted and the 
bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Currier, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 32957, 
the general deficiency bill, and had instructed him to report 
the same to the House with sundry amendments, with a recom 
mendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the 
bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend 


ment? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no request. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendments. 
The question was taken, and the amendments’ were 


agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, and was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TAWNEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid upon the table. 


MANAGERS FOR THE SOLDIERS’ HOME BOARD, 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 


pass House joint resolution 294, for the appointment of mem- 
bers of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The Clerk will report the resolution. 


The SPEAKER, 
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| 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That Hon. Z. D. Massey and Capt. Lucian S 
be, and they are hereby, appointed as members of the Board of Man 
agers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of the 
lnited States; Hon. Z. D. Massey to succeed Walter P. Brownlow, 
deceased, whose term of office would expire April 21, 1914, and Capt. 
Lucian S. Lambert to succeed Thomas J. Henderson, deceased, whose 
term of office would expire April 21, 1914. 


The SPEAKER. 


Lambert | 


Is a second demanded? 

Mr. GARRETT. I hope the gentleman does not care to press 
that resolution to-night. 

Mr. TILSON. I understand there is no objection to it. Every 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs is in favor of it. 





Mr. FITZGERALD. Has it the unanimous consent of the 
Committee on Military Affairs? 
Mr. STAFFORD. I understand that the gentleman from 


Michigan [Mr. GARDNER] has been considered. 
Mr. TILSON, The gentleman withdrew. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I move the House do now ad- 


journ. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Star- 
rorD] is entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Con- 


necticut [Mr. TILson] 20 minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the gentleman from Connecticut 
wil! let it go unti) to-morrow morning. 

Mr. TILSON. I understand there is no objection to it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TILSON. If there is any objection to my motion, I cer- 
tainly will withdraw it. 


NANNIE E. WILLIAMS, GEORGE GRAY, AND R. L. GAINES. 


Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 
leged report (No. 2277) from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire offers 
the following privileged report from the Committee on Accounts, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution 1004, in lieu of House resolution 999. 


Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House to Nannie BE. Williams, widow of John W. Williams, late a 
laborer in the heating and ventilating department of the House, an 
amount equal to six months’ salary as such laborer, at the rate of com- 


pensation paid at the time of his decease; also there shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House to George Gray $150, and to 
R. L. Gaines $63, to defray the expenses of the burial, etc., of said 
John W. Williams. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


CLEBICAL ASSISTANCE, 


Mr. CURRIER. I also submit the following privileged re- 
port (No. 2276) from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 1003. 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House not exceeding $200, for additional clerical assistance to the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, during the remainder of the present ses 
Sion, upon the certificate of the chairman of said committee. 

The SPEAKER, 
tion, 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 





The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


WITHDRAWAL OF REPORT. 


Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to withdraw the report filed yesterday, from the 
Committee on Claims, on Senate bill 1031, Report No. 2262; 
Senate bill 9270, Report No. 2264; Senate bill 4023, Report No. 
2263; and Senate bill 9954, Report No. 2265, for correction and 
reprint of said reports, leaving the bills on file. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
sills, reported that they had examined and found truly en- 
rolied bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the 
Same: 

H. R. 31856. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes; 

H. R, 29857. An act to amend section 3287 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States as amended by section 6 of chap- 
ter 108 of an act approved May 28, 1880, page 145, volume 121, 
United States Statutes at Large; and 
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H. R. 32082. An act limiting the privileges of the Government 
free bathhouse on the public reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., 


|} to persons who are without and unable to obtain the means to 


pay for baths. 
PHILIPPINE 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read and, 
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs and ordered to be printed: 


COM MISSION. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the 
Annual Report of the Philippine Commission for the year ended 
June 30, 1910. 

Wm. H. Tart. 

THE WHite Hovss, February 28, 1911. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—THEODORE 


SCHAEFFER. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. WASHBURN 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Theodore N. Gates, Sixty-first Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Nye was granted leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of Sarah B. Schaeffer, Sixty-tirst Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 


N. GATES AND SARAH B. 


WITHDRAWAL OF HOUSE RESOLUTION 
Mr. CARY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw House resolution No. 996. which I introduced 
the other day by request under a misapprehension. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent to withdraw House resolution 996. 
Mr. MANN. ‘To withdraw it how? 
The SPEAKER. From the files of the House. 


996, 


Is there ob- 


jection? 


There was no objection. 

ADJOURN MENT. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 4 
minutes a. m.) the House adjourned until 11 m. 
Wednesday, March 1, 1911. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary 


Mr. 


°.1 . 
oO clock a. 


| of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a letter from the Com- 


missioner of the General Land Office with a report as to the 
southern boundary of Alabama (H. Doc. No. 1413), was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resointions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
32570) providing for the regulation, identification, and registra- 
tion of automobiles engaged in interstate commerce and the 
licensing of operators thereof, reported the same without amend 
ment, accompanied by a report (No, 2270), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
$2531) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to permit the 
Missouri, Kansas & Texas Coal Co. and the Eastern Coal & Min- 
ing Co. to exchange certain lands embraced within their exist- 
ing coal leases in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nation for other 
lands within said nation, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2272), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on the Territories. to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. 
Res. 295) approving the constitution formed by the constitu- 
tional convention of the Territory of New Mexico, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2269), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 


BILLS AND 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the District 


of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 6582) to amend an act entitled “An act to require the 
erection of fire escapes in certain buildings in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved March 19, 1906, 
as amended by act of Congress approved March 2, 1907, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2274), which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8S. 10756) 
granting public lands to the town of Omak, State of Washing- 
ton, for public-park purposes, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 32970) to 
amend the immigration law relative to the separation of fami- 
lies and to criminal aliens; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 171) to amend section 4488, 
Revised Statutes, for the greater safety and protection of pas- 
senzers on steam vessels of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


2 
Damt 


sy Mr. CAMPBELL: Memorial of the Legislature of Kansas, | 
Appro- 


relative to agencies; to the Committee 
priations. = 
By Mr. ANTHONY: Memorial of the Legislature of Kansas, 
protesting against consolidation of United States 
agencies; to the Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. ELLIS: Memorial of the Legislature of Oregon, in 
favor of a parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads. 


pension on 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and. resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 32972) granting an in- 
crease of pensien to Charles Thurston; to the Committee on 
Javalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 32973) grant- 
jag a pension to John Phillips; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 32974) for 


ihe relief of N. W. Jones; to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, petitions and papers were laid 
cn the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: Petition of E. M. Kenedy and others, against 
Senate bill 404 and House joint resolution 17; to the Cem- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of Chamber of Commerce and 
Manufacturers’ Club, of Buffalo, N. Y., for Canadian reciproc- 
ity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ohio Branch of the National German AIH- 
ance, for monument at Germantown; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, petition of Oceola Council, No.* 116, Oceola, Ohio, 
If. R. 15418; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of Walla Walla (Wash.) Trades 
Council, relative to disposition of certain lands; 
tce on the Public Lands. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of George W. 
Mackey, N. B. Peterman, John W. Robinson, Christian Younk- 
man, Thomas Chance, Frederick J. Rieser, Margaret A. Patter- 
son, G. O. Maskey, Henry Stork, Jacob Clark, William Mereness, 
George Smith, and Sarah Mount; to the Committee on Invali( 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Old Age Brotherhood, Lancaster. Ohio. 
for enactment of an old-age pension system; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


and Labor 
to the Commit- 


(No. 2271), which said bill and | 
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By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Capt. M. R. Limbie and 
12 other prominent citizens of Wooster, Ohio, for the militiag- 
pay bill; to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, petition of Jersey (Ohio) Grange, the Congress (Qhio) 
Grange, and the Tiverton (Ohio) Grange No. 1515, against 
Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 35, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, Washingtonville, N. Y., for 
H. R. 154138; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Washington Camp No. 742, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Latrobe, Pa., relative to 
House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

ty Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Elmer Perstman and other 
citizens of Buffalo, Iowa, against reciprocity with Canade: to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 312, of Davenport, Iowa. for 
House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat 
uralization. 

Also, petition of R. Sharp and 71 other citizens of Maquoketa, 
Towa, against a parcels-post system; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Ed D. Mayer and 15 other citizens of Mus- 
catine, Iowa, for building of battleship New York in a Govern- 
ment navy yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DODDS: Petition of Robert Gladstone and others, 
R. E. Latty and others, and citizens of Gratiot County, age inst 
Senate bill 404 and House joint resolution 17, Sunday lecisla 
tion in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the [is 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Sunday School Conncil of 
Evangelical Denominations against increase in postage rates on 
second-class matter; to the Committee on the Pest Office and 
Pest Roads. 

By Mr. DUREY: Petition of the Woman’s,Home Missionary 
Society of Corinth, N. Y.; also petition of the Woman’s Home 
Missionary Society ef Mechanicsville, N. ¥., favoring the enact 
meut of the Miller-Curtis bill and other prohibition legisla 
tion; also petition of the Home Missionary Society of Galway, 
N. Y., favoring the enactment of the same measures; to the 


, Committee on the Judiciary. 


parcels-post service; to the Committee on the Post Office 


By Mr. ELLIS: 
Richland, Oreg., 


Petition of E. Chandler and 15 others. of 
against the establishment of a local rural 
nnd 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Jewelers’ Board of Trade, urg 
ing speedy passage of House bill 82260; to the Committee 
Interstate and Foreign Cemmerce. 

Also, petition of Pictorial Review Co., New York City, agai 
increase of postage on second-class matter; to the Committes on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Milton Piano Co., favering a merchant | 
rine as per the Gallinger bill; to the Committee on the Merc!: 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Sundance Commercial Club, of 
Wyoming, for an appropriation to purchase a site for a Govern 


on 


| ment building in Sundance, Wyo.; to the Committee on Publi 


Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Furner Motor Car Co., for the 
bill (H. R. 82570) ; to the Committee on Interstate and I< 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Pictorial Review Co., of Chicago, protest i) 
against an increase of postal rates on magazines; to the ( 


Va 


re ign 


| mittee on the Pest Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Westbury Quarterly Meeting of 
| the Society of Friends, for neutralization of the canal and 


| against 


for | 


use of public funds for warlike preparations; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of D. G. Clark and 18 ot! 
of Allegan County, Mich., and citizens of Paw Paw, Mich 


favoring the Miller-Curtis bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
By Mr. HANNA: Petition of Legislature of North Dakota, 


favoring annexation with Canada; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
Also, petition of citizens of North Dakota, against Senate bill 


404 and House joint resolution 14; to the Committee on the [is 
trict of Columbia. 
Also, petition of citizens of North Dakota, against a par- 


cels-post law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Pos! 
Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens along post-office rural routes in North 
Dakota, for House bill 26791, favoring additional pay for rural 
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delivery carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Koa 


Also, 


as 


J petition of Sundance Commercial Club, for an appro- 
priation for a public building in Sundance, Wyo.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Twelfth Legislative Assembly of North Da- 
kota, for a system of Federal inspection of grain; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. A. Weeden and others, against increase of 
postal rates; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Legislature of North Dakota, against Ca- 
nadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of citizens of Danbury, Conn., against 
a donation of land to J. B. Pitcoal, of Santa Fe, N. Mex.; to the 
Comiittee on the Public Lands. 

Also; petitions of Greenfield Hill Grange, No. 189; Danbury 
Grange, No. 156; Reppowan Grange, No. 145, Stamford: Goshen 
Grange, No. 148; Colebrook Grange, No. 82; and Plymouth 
Grange, No. 72, all in the State of Connecticut, favoring a par- 
cels-post law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bills for relief of 
H. B. Crowell and William H. Jones (previously referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions); to the Committee on 
Claims, 

By Mr. AIKEN: Petition of Junior Order United American 
Mechanies, Park Hill, 8S. C., and Jefferson, S. C., for enactment 
of House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of Franklin Union 
No. International Pressmen’s Assistants Union of North 
America, against increase of postage rates on second-class mail 
matter: to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


on 
mts 


By Mr. KRONMILLER: Petition of United Hebrew Chart- 
ties of Baltimore, against violation of treaty obligations by the 


Government of Russia; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Jeremiah Neman, Baltimore, Md., for building 
of battleship New York in a Government navy yard; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of citizens of the first congressional 
district of Missouri, against parcels-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of National Consumers’ League, against minors 
holding positions in post offices; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Mrs. C. B. Linville and others, favoring in- 
vestigation of causes of tuberculosis, typhoid fever, and other 
diseases originating in dairy products; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. , 

Also, petition of citizens of Hamilton, Mo., against Senate bill 
104, Sunday observance in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of John H. Wildey and 12 other resi- 
dents, of Pinconning, Mich., and Lodge Ancient Order of Glean- 
ers, Midland, Mich., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Oscar Mathison and 4 others, of Alpina, 
Mich., against a parcels-post system; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

by Mr. McCALL: Petition of John T. Wilson, Esq., Post 148, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Massachusetts, favoring House 
bill 31238, Lincoln memorial highway; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. McCREDIE: Petitions of Lincoln Grange, No. 
Fishers Grange, No. 211, and others, against Canadian 
procity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


or 
oe 


T, 
reci- 


Also, petition of citizens of Washington, against passage of a | 


parcels-post law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, 

Also, petition of Mrs. Harriet Siddall and others, favoring 
the Burtholdt bill for indemnity to the Lewis Publishing Co. ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Bakery and Confectionery Workers’ Inter- 
national Union of America, Tacoma, Wash., against the tax on 
oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. J. Flood and others, insisting that the 
battleship New York be built in a Government navy yard, in 


compliance with the law of 1910, and for eight-hour clause 
of naval appropriation bill; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McHENRY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 


Christopher Sigoma (previously referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pens ons) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of Rock Island (Ill.) Chapter, 
American Woman’s League, against incré if postal rate 
for magazines; to the Committee on the Post Office and Vost 
Roads. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Piano Manufacturing Association, 
favoring Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


Also, petition of citizens of Chicago, for the construction of 
the battleship New York in a Government navy yard; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petitions of American 
Standard Council, No. 880; Martha G. Kimball! Council, No. 553; 
Ivanhoe Council, No. 994; McAllister Council, No. 1011; Lans 
dale Council, No. 934; McDonald Council, No. 190; Reserve 
Council, No. 253; George Bancroft Council, No. 571; M. G. 


Foo. 


Lowrey Council, No. 722; Thaddeus Ste’ No, 252; 


ens Council, 


Samuel J. Randall Council, No. 448; Melrose Council, No. 928; 
Robert Tippett Council, No. 736; Neversink Council, No. 371; 
Globe Council, No. 54; Robert Morris Council, No. 41; William 


Windom Council, No. 580; Heilman Council, No. 277: the 
Temple Council, No. 1010; James Allen Council, No. 885; Wood- 
land Council, No. 179; Fourth Estate Council, No. 170: Malta 


Council, No. 905; Volunteer Council, No. 679; Mantua Council, 
No. 83; Blair Council, No. 15; Hazel Council, No. 258; North 
American Council, No. 3832; Ford City Council, No. 272; Betsy 
Ross Council, No. 668; York Council, No. 505; Tamaqua Coun- 
cil, No. 547; and Chestnut Hill Council, No. 215, all of Order of 
Independent Americans, and Washington Camps Nos, 497, 2S4, 
and 742, Patriotic Order Sons of America, urging the enactment 
of an illiteracy test; to the Committee Immigration 
Naturalization, 

Also, petition of National Piano Manufacturers’ Association 
of America, for Canadian reciprocity as per the MeCall bill 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Association of Military Surgeons of the 
United States, for a national department of health; 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Shoe Wholesalers and Manufacturers’ Pro- 
tective Association, Philadelphia, Pa., 


«ost 
Ly 


on 


and 


; to 


to the 


against a 


parcels 


to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 161, International Brot! 
hood of Bookbinders, of Philadelphia, opposing any increase in 
postage rates; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads, 


Also, petition of Rhode Island Avenue Suburban Citizens’ As 


sociation, -urging enactment of all unobjected bills on House 
Calendar concerning the District of Columbia; to the Comimit- 
tee on thé District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: Petition from 0. T. R 


son, C. BE. Chadock, J. 
A. H. Goldberg, A. A. 
Woods, Ww. 


Kamp, J. C. 


G. Henry, G. S. Yates, 
Bennett, A. R. Helmer, S. C. Tyler, P. R. 
H. Spillers, H. G. Truitt, James E. Kelso, 

Ward, S. S. Garber, A. S. Ball, J. C. West, 
Wansen, J. B. McGinnis, J. P. Martin, J. M. Warren, Henry 
Crosby, J. P. Crowder, T. R. Lawson, F. W. Layton, J. W. 
Webb, W. J. Olney, Carpenter Bros., and others, citizens of the 
second congressional district of the State of Oklahoma, protest 


Rosing, J. 


‘} *j 
Cc nris 


W. L 


ing against a parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Samuel W. Larcomb Post, 
No. 351, Grand Army of the Republic, Steelton, Pa., for House 
bill 1SS99 (previously sent to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


sions); to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Sunday Si 
Evangelical Denominations, against 
matter; to 


Council of 


increase of postal rates on 
the Committee on Post Office and 


hool 


second-class 
Post Roads. 


the 


Also, petition of Jewelers’ Board of Trade, favoring House 
bill 32260; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Overland Sales Co., of New York, favoring 
House bill 32570, the automobile registration bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of George O. Street & Sons, New York, for 


Dog 


House bill 32260, by Mr. Carin, of Virginia ; 
on the Judiciary. 


to the Committee 


Also, petition of Franklin Union, No. 23, against increase of 
postal rates; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of Women’s 
Club of Lawrenceville, N. J., against use in United States 
Navy of a silver service having upon it any representation 
of Brigham Young, of Utah; to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 
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SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 1, 1911. 
The Sen 


ate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. 


3. Pierce, D. D. 


THE JOURNAL. 


‘The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings and was interrupted by 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I insist on 
ing the entire Journal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
nal in full. 


the Secretary read- 


The Secretary is reading the Jour- 
He will proceed so to do. 


Mr. STONE. I should like to inquire if he is reading it in 
full. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions which have been pre- 


sented do not appear in the Journal in full, but there is simply | 


an annotation showing that they were presented, and that | 
annotation the Secretary is reading. A petition does not ap- 


pear in full in the Journal of course. 

Mr. STONE. When the Secretary reads 
turns over a sheet without 
what that sheet contains. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. STONE. Is not a roll call a part of the Journal? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a part of the Journal. If 
the Senator from Missouri desires that the Secretary, in each 
instance, shall read the roll call, the Secretary, will do so. 

Mr. STONE. Well, for the present at least. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
reading of the Journal. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BROWN. I unanimous consent that the 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri gave 
notice of his purpose to have the Journal read. However, he 
is here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator objects. 
tary will continue the reading of the Journal. 

The reading of the Journal was resumed 
and it was approved. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Attorney General, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 25th ultimo, a list of judgments rendered 
by the Court of Claims in favor of claimants in Indian depre- 
dation not heretofore reported ete. (S. Doc. No. 850), 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


and 
know 


‘as follows” 
reading it, I should like to 


That was a roll call. 


will resume the 


a cir 
ask 


further 


The Secre- 


and concluded, 


cases 


SOUTH BOUNDARY LINE OF ALABAMA, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
law, a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, together with the field notes of an examination of surveys 
of the former south boundary of the State of Alabama, which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands and ordered to be printed. 


1o 


LIST OF CLAIMANTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | 


tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of 
judgments rendered by the Court of Claims amounting to 


20” 
we 


$245, 81, which have been presented to the department and 
require an appropriation for their payment, etc. (S. Doc. No, 
S51), which, with an accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


CASS GILBERT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | 


tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending the 
adoption of an amendment to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill to appropriate $3,434.92 commissions due Cass Gilbert, 
architect of the new customhouse, New York City, N. Y., for 
professional services, rendered, ete. (S. Doc. No. 852), which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed, 
SCHEDULE OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a sched- 
ule of claims allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
under appropriations, the balance of which have been exhausted 


or carried to a surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 
of the act of June 20, 1874, $163,409.11 (S. Doc. No. 853), which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 


on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

S. 10476. An act for the relief of Passed Asst. Paymaster Ed- 
win M. Hacker; 

S. 10808. An act to authorize the Greeley-Arizona Irrigation 
Co. to build a dam across the Colorado River at or near Head 
| Gate Rock, near Parker, in Yuma County, Ariz.; and 
|} &. 10882. An act to authorize the county of Ouachita, in the 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across Ouachita River. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
| the report of the third committee of conference on the disagree- 

ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 31856) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
| the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes. 
| The message further announced that the House had passed a 
| bill (H. R. 32957) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
| in appropriations for the fiscal year 1911 and for prior years, 
| and for other purposes, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 
| ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
| The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
| had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

S. 9903. An act to authorize the Sheridan Railway & Light 
Co. to construct and operate railway, telegraph, telephone, 
electric power, and trolley lines through the Fort Mackenzie 
| Military Reservation, and for other purposes; 

S. 9904. An act granting right of way on the Fort D. A. Rus- 
| sell Military Reservation, at Cheyenne, Wyo., for railroad and 
county-road purposes; 

S. 10457. An act to amend section 6 of the currency act of 
March 14, 1900, as amended by the act approved March 4, 
1907 : 

H. R. 18512. An act for the relief of S. H. Robinson, of Alle 
gheny County, Pa.; 

H. R. 20603. An act for the relief of Henry Halteman; 


H. R. 26656. An act to prevent the disclosure of national 
defense secrets; 


H. R. 28215. An act to fix the time of holding the. circuit and 


district courts for the northern district of West Virginia: 
H. R. 28626. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws relat- 


ing to distilled spirits, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 29857. An act to amend section 82S7 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, as amended by section 6 of chap- 
ter 108 of an act approved May 28, 1880, page 145, volume 121, 
United States Statutes at Large; 

H. R. 29360. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 830570. An act to authorize the receipt of certified 
checks drawn on national and State banks for duties on imports 
and internal taxes, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 31806. An act to amend section 1 of the act approved 
March 2, 1907, being an act to amend an act entitled “An act 
conferring jurisdiction upon United States commissioners over 
offenses committed on a portion of the permanent Hot Springs 
Mountain Reservation, Ark. ;” 

H. R. 31856. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 32082. An act limiting the privileges of the Governmen! 
free bathhouse on the public reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., 
to persons who are without and unable to obtain the means to 
pay for baths; 


the 


H. R. 32344. An act to protect the locators in good faith of oil 
and gas lands who shall have effected an actual discovery of 
oil or gas on the public lands of the United States, or their 


successors in interest; and 

S. J. Res. 145. Joint resolution providing for the filling of a 
vacancy which will occur on March 1, 1911, in the Board ot 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of the class other than 
Members of Congress. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a telegram in the nature 
of a memorial signed by the president of the Chicago Photo- 
Engravers’ Union, of Illinois, remonstrating against the pro- 
posed increase in the rate of postage on certain 
magazines, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES. I present a short telegram from the governor 
of our State in reference to the action of the legislature on 
reciprocity, which I ask may be read. 
| telegrams, one for and the other 


sections | 


I also present two short 
parcels post. 


against the 





1911. 





These telegrams are from my home town, aud I should like to 


have them read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the tele- 
gra. °, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I object, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. An objection having been made to 


the reading of the telegrams, Shall 


grams be read? 


the question is, the tele- 


Mr. JONES. I will not ask to have them read now, but will 
have the Secretary return them to me. I will put them in 
later and will not take the time now, as the Senator from 


Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] is ready to take the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘To save time, I will state now that to 
any request to pass bills, read resolutions or papers, I shall be 
constrained to object, for the plain reason that there is very 
little time before the time will arrive for the vote agreed by 
unanimous consent to be taken, and several Senators desire to 
speak. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of Local Union No. | 
29, International Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Berlin, 
N. H., and a memorial of Local Grange No. 238, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Stratford, N. H., remonstrating against the 


ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the | 


United States and Canada, which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM presented memorials of Fall Mountain 


Grange, No. 297, of Bellows Falls; of Orion Grange, No. S83, of 
Woodstock; of Prospect Grange, No. 429, of Fair Haven: of 
Local Lodge No. 114, of Springfield; of Central Vermont Grange, 
No. 6, of Brookfield; of Local Grange No. 289, of Poultney 
Local Grange of Plymouth Union; of Local Grange No. 303, 
of Bridport; and of East Barnard Grange, of East Barnard; 
all of the Patrons of Husbandry; and of the International 
3rotherhood of Paper Makers of Bellows Falls, all in the State 
of Vermont, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 


posed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DICK presented a memorial of Mutual Lodge, No. 225, 
International Association of Machinists, of Dayton, Ohio, re- 


monstrating against. the abolishment of the eight-hour provi- 
sion in the naval appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition signed by 1ST members of 
Post 5, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lynn, Mass., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Sulloway old-age pension bill, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ethel, 
W. Va., remonstrating against any change being made in the 
rate of postage on periodicals and magazines, which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEAN presented the petition of Clinton Bowen, of Salem, 


N. J., and the petition of John E. Clarey, of Madison, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the print- 


ing of certain matter on stamped envelopes, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of General Henry W. Slocum 
Post, No. 55, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New 
Jersey, of Paterson, N. J., and the petition of Thomas J. Rob- 
erts, of Bogota, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called 
old-age pension bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Washington Camp No. 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Yorktown, N. J., and a 
petition of sundry citizens of Hackensack, N. J., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration, 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. YOUNG presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ains- 


‘worth, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
parcels-post bill, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 


He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 1069, Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Muscatine, Iowa, 
praying for the enactment 
immigration, which was 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented petitions of William 
Sanford, Maggie Scott, Amanda Spatti, 

ae] Railing, Minnie Ellison, 
ects Mary Deak, 


referred to the Committee Post 


on 
Jones, Phil 
Agusta Gladbach, 
Lee Wilson, Mary Sutton, Josephine 
William Shopman, Mary Getty, Annie 
Doyle, Frank Casso, Frank Lipps, Jennie Blue, Samuel Girard, 
W. McCormick, Eva Cragg, John Palmer, John Miller, Dora 
Koch, M. Budde, and Mary Rand, all of Fort Wayne, in the 
State of Indiana, and petitions of Hanna Bowers, Carrie Web- 
ber, Clara Meyers, Louis Certia, Any Sheeler, Rosa Meyer, 
Eugene Cour, Rose Day, Eva Hargrove, Anna Meyer, Forest 
Elisworth, R. Hathaway, Fanny Leatherman, and Henry Butler, 
all of New Haven, in the State of Indiana, praying for the 


112, | 


of legislation to further restrict | 
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PILES presented a of Local Lodge No. 126, 
Bakery and Confectionery Workers’ International Union, of 
Tacoma, Wash., praying for the repeal of the present oleomar- 
garine law, which was referred to the Committee on Agricul 
ture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Briedablick Grat ge, No. 292, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Paulsbo, Wash., remonstrati ainst 
the ratification of the propose L re reement between 


petition 


ms 


hg ag 


‘iprocal ag 


the United States and Canada, which was ordet ‘ed to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 
238, Patrons of Husbandry, of Stratford, N and a memorial 
of Local Union No. 29, International Brotherhood of Paper 
Makers, of Berlin, N. H., remonstrating against the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United 
States and Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. HALE presented petitions of Aurora Grange, No. 202, of 


f 
Strong; of Sheepscot Leake Grange, No. a of Palermo; of 


Local Grange No. 262, of Fort Fairfield; Floral Grange, No. 
158, of North Bucksport; of Local Grange No. ot of Perham; 
of Narramissic Grange, No. 224, of Orland; and of Lake Grange, 
No. 24, of West Poland, all of the Patrons of Susbandey, in the 
State of Maine, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
| proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 


Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. DEPEW presented memorials of Chicago Grange, No. 446; 
Sodus Grange, No. 73; Veteran Grange, No. 1108; Bath Grange, 
No. 294: Nestor Grange, No. 969; Hartland Grange, No. 1190; 
Caledonia Grange, No. S70: Gaines Grange, No. 1147; and of 
Medina Grange, No. 1160, all of the Patrons of Husbandry; of 
the Dairymen’s League, and sundry citizens of Canastota, Fort 
Covington, and Albion, all in the State of New York, remon 


strating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agree- 
ment between the United States and Canada, which 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Ad Club of Buffalo, N. Y., 
and a petition of the Ad Club of Rochester, N. Y., praying for 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between 
the United States and Canada, which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a memorial of the municipal council 
of Gloucester, Mass., which I ask may lie on the table and be 
printed in the Recorp. 


were or- 














There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
GLOUCESTER, MASS., January 27, 1911 
Whereas the commission appointed by the Governments of the United 
States and Canada to draw up an agreement of reciprocity between the 
| two countries has reported to Congress; and 
Whereas said agreement puts on the free list fish of all kinds, fresh, 
frozen, packed in ice, salted, or preserved in any form, with some few 
exceptions, which means the destruction of the fishing industry in 
Gloucester, an industry which has continued from 1623 to the present 
time; and 
Whereas the President of the United States recommended tlie ap- 
pointment of a tariff commission to investigate the difference in the 
cost of production here and abroad, which is a fair and just way to 
get at the facts, and which for some reason has not been acted upon; 
and 
Whereas it is unfair to adopt such measures without a hearing, 
thereby destroying an important industry, which has lasted so long 
and which on account of the nature of its business has fitted men who 
have always been ready to come to their country’s aid in time of wa 
and 
Whereas a great many articles which enter a » the manufacture and 
production of our fish products are highly protected, and because the 
profit on our fish products is too small to pe ao us to compete with ou 
E ish neighbors if this agreement is carried it, inasmuch as lab 
are so much lower in Canada than in the United States, and 
because of the nearness of the fi: hing grounds to Canada: Therefore 
be it 
Resolved, That we, the municipal council, representing the peop 
Gloucester, believing that this action will be positively ruinous to t 
fishing industry and to the of Gloucester as a whole, do hereby 
protest against this action, feeling that it is unfair to bl ut an in 
dustry which has played such an in rtant part in our country’s wel 
fare, and we most respectfully urge that the Ur 1 States Government 
use all honorable means to prevent such a course of action; and be it 
further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution sent to the Pr nt of 
| the United States, the Sen: tors of this Commonw uth, our Representa 
tive in Congress and the other Rept resentatives in Congress from this 
Commo — alth, requesting them to use their best endeavors to de fc 
any action which will ruin the oldest industry in the history he 
United St: at Ss 
Isaac PATCH, Mayor 
C.: H. BARRETT, 
SamM’L M GOMERY, 
A. N. DoONAHOR, 
G KE. MERCHANT, 
Aldermen, Municipal Council of Gl ster, Mase 


uct 


In municipal council, 
A true copy. 
Attest: 


January 27, 1911, unaninx 


F 
pus 





adopted. 


Joun J. Somes, City Clerk. 
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Mr. LODGE presented memorials of Ware Grange, No. 104, | 
of Ware; Phillipston Grange, of Phillipston; Littleton Grange, 
of Littleton; Bernardston Grange, of Bernardston; Northamp- 
ton Grange, No. 138, of Northampton; Grafton Grange, No. 93, 
of Grafton; West Newbury Grange, No. 146, of West Newbury ; 
Hanson Grange, No. 209, of Hanson; Danvers Grange, No. 203, | 
of Danvers; Sturbridge Grange, No. 177, of Sturbridge; Berlin | 
Grange, No. 154, of Berlin; Dalton Grange, of Dalton; Barre 
Grange, No. 9, of Barre; Duxbury Grange, of Duxbury; West 
Gloucester Grange, No. 286, of West Gloucester, all in the State | 
of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the proposed reciprocal | 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented telegrams from Auburn Grange, of Auburn; 
West Medway Grange, of West Medway; Westboro Grange, of 
Westboro; Borough Pomona Grange, of Marlboro; Petersham 
Grange, of Petersham; Sutton Grange, of Milbury; Rutland 
Grange, of Worcester; and East Medway Grange, all in the 
State of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the proposed | 
reciprocal agreement between the United States and Canada, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Ile also presented memorials and telegrams from Charles M. | 
Gardner, of Westfield, master of the Massachusetts State 
Grange; Edward E. Chapman, of Ludlow, overseer; and Charles 
II. Preston, of Hathorne, deputy, remonstrating against the 
proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a memorial of Evergreen Grange, 
No. 29, Patrons of Husbandry, of Nassau, Del., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement 
between the United States and Canada, which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

STANDARDS FOR COINAGE. 


Mr. SMOOT. From the Committee on Finance I report back 
favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 24886) to amend | 
sections 3548 and 3549 of the Revised Statutes of the United | 
States relative to the standards for coinage, and I ask for its | 
immediate consideration. z 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In conformity with my notice a moment 
ago, which applies to all Senators, and for the reasons given, 
I object. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will withdraw the report for the present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah withdraws 
the report for the present. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 10605) for the relief of 
Aaron Wakefield, reported it with an amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 1264) thereon. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 27298) relating to home- 
stead entries in the former Siletz Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Oregon, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BULKELEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the amendment submitted by himself on | 
the 24th instant, relative to the settlement of the claims of the 
14 members of Companies B, C, and D, Twenty-fifth United 
States Infantry, etc., reported it with an amendment, and moved | 
that it._be printed and (with accompanying paper) referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


sills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 10898) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury | 
to use at his discretion surplus meneys in the Treasury in the |} 
purchase or redemption of the outstanding interest-bearing ob- 
ligations of the United States; to the Committee on Finance, 

by Mr. SIMMONS: 

A bill (S, 10899) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
White (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: | 

A bill (S. 10900) to create a board of river regulation and 
to provide a fund for the regulation and control of the flow of | 
navigable rivers in aid of interstate commerce, and as a means 
to that end to provide for flood prevention and protection and 
for the beneficial use of flood waters and for water storage and 
for the protection of watersheds from denudation and erosion 
and from forest fires and for the cooperation of Government 
services and bureaus with each other and with States, munici- 
palities, and other local agencies; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 





AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $40,000 for the purchase of a site and commencement of 
a post-office building at Hanover, Pa., etc., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed, 

Mr. CURTIS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,500 to pay F. H. Wakefield for preparing a history of 
legislation for the Senate of the Sixty-first Congress, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OLIVER submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for the analyzing and testing of the coals, 
lignites, ores, and other mineral fuel susbtances belonging to or 
for the use of the United States from $100,000 to $135,000, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 


| bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 


and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of the superintendent of documents from $3,000 to 
$3,500, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OVERMAN submitted an amendment relative to the set- 
tlement of the claims of the State of North Carolina, ete., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing credit 
in accounts of Capt. Claudius M. Seaman and Lieut. William C. 
Langfitt, United States Army, intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill, which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 

25,535.22 for the payment of 200 approved claims for damages 
and loss of private property belonging to citizens of the United 
States, Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PILES submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $10,000 for the appointment and expenses of a committee to 
investigate conditions in the Territory of Alaska, etc., intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 29157) making appropriations for 


| the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
| States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other 


purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. ROOT submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $9,000 for the participation by the United States in the 
International Congress to Promote Uniform Legislation Concern- 
ing Letters of Exchange, to be held at The Hague in 1911, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill, which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$25,000 toward the maintenance of the Bureau of the Inter- 
parliamentary Union for the Promotion of International Arbi- 
tration, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill, which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—DANIEL 


On motion of Mr. Netson, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Daniel Wells, S. 


WELLS. 


615, Sixty- 


first Congress, first session, be taken from the files of the Senate, no 
adverse report having been made on said bill. 
ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, 
Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 


| 379), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized to employ an assistant clerk, at a salary of $2,220 per annum, 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, until otherwise 
directed by law. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, executive clerk, announced that the President had, on 
February 28, 1911, approved and signed the following acts: 





1911. 


8.10817. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, 
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil 
War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers 
and sailors; 

S. 10818. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 
and 

S. 10849. An act to authorize the city of Shreveport to con- 
struct a bridge across Red River. 


RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
messzge from the President of the United States (S. Doc. No. 
849), which was read and, with the accompanying papers and 
illustrations, ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 

To the Senate: 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of February 
1911. requesting the President, if not incompatible with the 
public interests, to transmit to the Senate all the information 
secured, and the tables and statistics prepared, by the board 
of experts composed of Henry C. Emery, James B. Reynolds, 
and Alvin H. Sanders, relating to the various articles and 
commodities named in the Canadian reciprocity measure, and 
especially to the following: Pulp wood; wood pulp; and paper 
of whatever value; wool, whether raw or further advanced in 
manufacture; woolen thread, cloth, and clothing; cotton thread, 
cloth, and clothing; 
and manufactured iron and steel; agricultural 
coal; meats; flour and lumber. I transmit herewith a report 
from the Tariff Board giving the information in its possession 
relating to pulp wood, pulp, and news-print paper; and farm 
products (including live stock), and current relative prices in 
Canada and the United States of wheat, barley, and food prod- 
ucts of the farm, including meats, poultry and eggs, dairy 
products and vegetables. The Tariff Board reports that its 
information with reference to the following articles especially 
mentioned in the resolution: Iron ore; pig iron and manufac- 


Oo” 
av, 


carpets; boots and shoes; iron ore; pig iron | 


implements; , oe 
| him and to his friends. 
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tured iron and steel; agricultural implements; coal and lum- | 


ber, is not available for transmission. The following articles 
named in the resolution, namely: Wool, whether raw or further 
advanced in manufacture; woolen thread, cloth, and clothing; 
cotton thread, cloth, and clothing; carpets; boots and shoes are 
not included in the report because they are not included in the 
bill under consideration, and also because the material in the 


possession of the Tariff Board is not in condition for immediate | 


transmission. 
Wm. H. Tart. 


Tur WHItTe House, February 28, 1911. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
H. R. 32957. An act making appropriations to supply defi- 


ciencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1911 and for prior 
years, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS, 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I understand that it is the 


purpose of the Senate immediately after the close of the morn- | 


ing business to proceed to the consideration of the Lorimer case, 


and in as much as many Senators have spoken for hours and | 


days upon the subject and as there are many here who have 
not spoken at all, and as the vote will be had at 1.30 this 
afternoon, I am going to ask unanimous consent that in the con- 
sideration of and argument upon the resolution, no Senator 
shall speak to exceed 15 minutes until all those who desire to 
speak upon the subject have been heard. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the debate has occupied a 
great many weeks and even months. There has been ample 


opportunity for Senators to speak. 
object to any such rule. 
this is also in accordance with the convictions that I have here- 
tofore expressed in similar debates. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana objects. 
Is there further morning business? If not, morning business is 
closed. The calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I insist that we proceed with the calen- 
dar. Then, if no one is to speak to-day, and no one to be 
allowed to speak but one or two Senators upon this proposition, 
it seems to me that we ought to go to the calendar. 


I shall be constrained to 


I say further that the Senator knows | 


3753 





The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma has 
the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma has 
the floor. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I desire to ask what ord 
of business the Senate is now on? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma has 


the floor. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Under what order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not under anything 
floor. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I simply desired to know wha 
is so as to see whether we are going to have morning 
whether we are not. 


He 


is on the 


t the order 


business or 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair had announced that 
calendar under Rule VIII was in order. The Senator from 


Oklahoma then asked the floor, and he has the floor. 
Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, in aking upon 
wish first of all to say that I am sincerely sorry 


this mattel I 


WILLIAM 


sp 


for 


LORIMER. I am sorry for him, whether his title be held valid by 
the Senate of the United States or whether it be not. Ian rry 
for him because he has demonstrated on this floor that he has 
intellectual and oratorical qualities of the first magnitude, and 


he has demonstrated more, from the story of his life, that he 
has had a kind and magnanimous heart; but there is nothing 
that can ever remove the stain upon the record of his election 
or relieve the stigma of this record, because the evidence is 


convincing that his election to this body 


was procured by cor 
rupt practices, , 


and must always remain a 
For four hours he addres 
in a speech of wonderful eloquence and power 

moved the hearts of all. The most remarkable 


painful memory to 
ssed this body 
an appeal that 


thing of 


all in 
that speech was that he refrained from any reference to the 
evidence in the case and devoted himself to other questions 
which were immaterial to the point at issue while vehemently 


assuring the Senate of his innocence. 
What are we to believe as to these assurances? 
a suggestion made to me I sent te 


In answer to 
three 


‘legrams to 


persons re 
ferred to by Mr. Lorimer, asking as to the accuracy of his ref 
erences to them. One confirmed Mr. LoriMer’s reference te 
him, one partly denied, but the third, the governor of Illinois, 


Charles S. Deneen, vigorously denied the truth of Mr. Lorgimer’s 


statements. I hold in my hand a telegram from the governor 
of the State of Illinois denying in serial order the statements 
made by Mr. Lorimer with regard to the governor of Illinois. 
Mr. Lortmer had the opportunity of appearing before a com 
mittee of this body. Why did he not appear before this com 
mittee investigating the question of whether or not he was 


aware of corrupt practices in the matter « 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. OWEN. I can not now yield to the 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator declines to yield. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. Iwill not ask the Senator to yield; but 

I will appeal to the Presiding Officer on a question of privilege 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 

privilege. 
Mr. HEYBURN. 


f his election? 


the Senator from Oklahoma 


Senator from Idaho. 


The Senator rises to a question of 


When a Senator stat 1e 


es on this floor that 1 
} 


has a telegram containing certain facts and a member of the 
committee who is, by implication, charged with having miscon 
ducted this investigation rises for the purpose of asking that 
that telegram or the contents of it be made public, the Senator 
has no right to withhold it. The Senator has passed on to 
another subject without telling what is in that tele 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that 
question of privilege to be decided by the Chair. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, it is in the record. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma w 
proceed. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, as I had fully intended, the tel 
gram will be read immediately to i Senate of the United 


States to show that the governor of th 
the truth of what Mr. Lorimer alleges « floor of the Senate 
to be true. He appeared as a witness before this body 
under oath; he appeared as a witness where he c 
to account; and he makes statements tl 
governor of his own State. 
of Illinois: 


State of Illinois deni 
n the 


hoc 
in not be held 
iat are denied by the 
I read the telegram of the governor 


STATE CAPITOL, 
] 
f 


Springfield, Iil., February 24, 1911. 
Hon. Ropert L. Owen, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
As requested in your telegram, I transmit you herewith published 
statéments made by me concerning Senator Lorimer 


RS speec hes. 





diod 
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The published statement made May 29, 1910, he first answers, 
which I will put into the Recorp without reading. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I object to it going into the Recorp with- 
out reading. 

Mr. OWEN, I will read it in full. 

Published statement made May 29, 1910: 

“ Very meager reports of Scnator LoriIMeEr’s speech have been given 
out I understand that he charges that I entered into a conspiracy 
with the Chicago Tribune to publish the confession of Representative 
White. This charge is without any foundation in fact. The facts are 
as follows: About midnight of the day before the story was published | 


a representative of the Chicago Tribune met me at the Union League 
Club and informed me that he had been waiting two hours to see me; 
that the editor of the Tribune was exceedingly anxious to interview me 
about a matter of very great importance, and that they would have to 
£0 to press within a few minutes. Accordingly I went with him to the 
Tribune office, which was near by. 

“A statement was there made to me of Mr. White's confession, and 
an interview was requested. A very brief interview was given at once 
on the statement, in which I stated, in substance, that a full examina- 
tion should be made of the statements contained in the confession and 
expressed no opinion regarding the truth of the charges. Mr. White’s 
confession was in type and was on the press when I arrived at the 
Tribune office, and this was the first intimation I had that Mr. White 
had confessed or was in any way implicated in the charges of bribery. 


| weight and needs no further 


‘Regarding the deadlock over the senatorship, after the primaries I | 


stood for the election of Senator Hopkins and did not know that Sen- 


ator LortmMer and Mr. Shurtleff and their friends were against him 
until a minority of Republican members who were in harmony with 


Senator LorRIMer and Speaker Shurtleff effected an organization of the 
house of representatives with the aid of the Democratic members. 
After the deadlock had existed some time Senator Lorimer called upon 
me repeatedly. I had assumed from the conversations we had at these 
times that it was entirely with a view to effecting a reconciliation be- 
tween Republican factions, and notwithstanding that I felt I had suf- 
fered unjustly by reason of attacks made upon me by him and his 
friends in the preceding legislature, the preceding primaries, the pre- 
ceding election, the preceding organization of the house, and in the 
effort to unseat me and seat my opponent as governor, I felt that I 
should lay aside all personal feeling and interest in the hope of bringing 
about harmony in the party. 

“Senator LoriMer informed me that his friends would, under no 
circumstances, vote for Senator Hopkins, and, as it was impossible to 
elect a Senator by Republican votes without the votes of his friends, 
I stated that they should go into a Republican caucus to select a can- 
didate who could be sure of the majority vote in the caucus, and there- 
after the full vote of the party in his election to the senatorship. 

“This was the view taken by Republicans throughout the State, anda 
a number of names had been mentioned in this connection by friends of 
various candidates—Col. LowpeNn, Congressman McKINLeEy, A. C. 
Bartlett, W. A. RODENBERG, and a number of others, among them Mr. 
West. Senator Lorimer was opposed to the plan 
caucus. 
elected Senator. I refused absolutely to consider it. Nevertheless, 
shortly before his election an effort was made by him and his friends 
in the general assembly to elect me. I called together in my office Re- 
publicans who had supported me in the Senate and who had gone into 
a Republican caucus in the house and stated to them that this move- 
ment was without my approval, and that I would not accept the office 
if elected. 

“Shortly before Senator Lorimer was elected and after the dead- 
lock had dragged on for months, it became apparent that he was a can- 
didate. A number of my friends, whom he mentions in his speech, 
called upon me, and I advised them strongly against voting for him 
even though he could get a minority of the Republicans to aid the 
Democrats in electing him. All of these facts were published as the 
contest went on and were at that time familiar to the public. 

‘While I am surprised at the character of the statements made by 


Senator Lortmer, I am at a loss to know the positive relation they 
bear to the charge now under investigation, that his election to the 


United States Senate was procured by means of bribery.” 

Published statement made February 23, 1911: 

“TI have only such meager information regarding the speech made 
by Senator LorRIMER to-day as appeared in the afternoon editions of 
the Springfield papers. I notice, however, that he followed the course 
which I have often observed followed by men charged with serious 
offenses in Cook County when I was State attorney there, of trying 
to escape an explanation of the facts against him by making charges 
against men who are not on trial. He has followed the course of Mr. 
Erbstein, one of the attorneys for Mr. Lee O'Neil Browne, who was 
recently indicted and tried in the criminal courts of Cook County for 
jury bribing, and who refrained from going on the witness stand to 
testify under oath, where he could be cross-examined, and instead made 
a speech to the jury where his statements were not subject to the rules 
of cross-examination. 

“Mr, LORIMER states— 


I would like to call the attention of the Senate to this. Mr. 
President, here comes a categorical denial by the governor of 
Illinois of the statements made by Mr. LoriMer on this floor. 
It goes to the credibility of Mr. Lorrmer— 


‘1. That I consented to become a candidate for Senator, and then 
immediately withdrew. This is not true” 

Says the governor of Ilinois— 

“I never gave my consent to him or anybody else to become a candi- 
date, but on the contrary refused to do so, and stated to everyone 
who spoke to me upon the subject that I refused to become a candidate 
and would not accept the office if elected. 

“2. He charges that Edward Shurtleff became 
threatened to deprive representatives of patronage 
for him, and that I tried to elect one of my friends as speaker. Neither 
of these charges true. I threatened no one with taking patronage 
from him, nor did I ask any member to vote for any particular person 
for.speaker. I urged the Republicans to go into a Republican caucus 
and abide by the will of majority as expressed there, and had Mr. 
Shurtleff been selected as Republican candidate for speaker in a Repub- 
lican caucus any man who would have followed my advice would 
have supported him. 

The same situation arose here last month at the beginning of the pres- 
ent session of the general assembly. Mr. Shurtleff and his friends again 


speaker because I 
should they vote 


is 


of nominating by | 
Later I was informed by him and his friends that I could be | 


| would 








refused to go into the regular Republican caucus. The other 64 Re- 
publicans, most of whom were my friends, went into the caucus, and 
there selected Mr. Charles Adkins as Republican candidate. I urged 
the Republicans to go into this caucus and abide by its decision, but 
did not indicate to any Republican any preference for speaker. Im- 
mediately after Mr. Adkins had been chosen for speaker it appeared 
that Mr. Shurtleff and his friends, who were very hostile to me and 
were opposed to the Republican platform, would be given conspicuous 
places and would in fact dominate the house organization. Notwith- 
standing this was apparent, every one of the 64 members who went 
into the caucus voted for Mr. Adkins for speaker because he was the 
caucus nominee. 

“3. Senator LortMer states that I could have elected Mr. Hopkins 
Senator at any time. In view of the fact that he charges in the same 
breath that I could not elect a speaker, this statement falls by its own 
refutation. 

“4. He states that Mr. Shurtleff was one of Mr. Hopkins’s managers. 
This will be news in Illinois. 

“5. He has added to the list of candidates whom he claimed in his 
speech of May 29, 1910, that he submitted to me, Mr. George EpMuUND 
Foss. My answer, made on May 29, the day after Mr. Lorimer’s 
speech in the Senate, stands now as to Mr. Foss, also.” 


I call the attention of the Senate that this is the sixth cate- 
gorical denial of the truth of the statements made by Mr. Lort- 
MER on the floor of the Senate. 


“6. He states: ‘I rged him (Deneen) to become a candidate, 
telling him I believed he would reunite our party, torn asunder by fac- 
tional strife.’ The proposal to elect me United States Senator was not 
by Republican votes alone, but I was assured by him that I would get 
practically the entire Democratic vote in the house. No one who is 
at all familiar with the situation but knows that the majority of the 
Republicans were at all times for Senator Hopkins, and would not have 
voted for me had I become a candidate, or for anyone else; and the 
only hope of electing anybody but Senator Hopkins lay in securing a 
large Democratic support. No Democrat offered me such support, and 
the assurances of that vote came directly from Senator LoriMer, who 
appeared even at that time to have authority to speak for the Demo- 
crats in this matter. 

“7. I notice that he gives reasons why 
support him. 


the Democrats would 
I have looked in vain in his speech for reasons why they 
support me or any other Republican whom he named in his 
speech to-day, none of whom could have gotten a majority of the Re- 
publicans, because the majority felt bound by the primary vote to vote 
for Senator Hopkins. The truth is, the bipartisan coalition, which 
reached its climax in the election of Senator LorIMeER, was formed in 
the general assembly which preceded this election, for the pampese of 
defeating me. To injure me it made a spurious investigation of our 
State institutions; it made corrupt alliances with certain interests.’’-— 


The governor of Illinois says it made corrupt alliances. Who 

made corrupt alliances? This Democratic coalition of Repub- 
licans and Democrats of the Illinois Legislature did. ‘It made 
corrupt alliances with certain interests,” says the governor of 
Illinois— 
“that could not use me to secure my defeat in the primaries and got 
a very influential wing of the Democratic Party to unite with it in this 
effort. It was the understanding, then, that if the effort to defeat me 
at the primaries failed the Republican members of this bipartisan 
coalition would in turn join with the Democrats to defeat me at the 
polls, a program which was followed to the letter.” 

I remind the Senate that Senator Lorimer pointed out the 
small vote which Gov. Deneen got in Illinois, and the governor 
explains it by the treachery of the Republicans who were en- 
gaged in this coalition with the Democrats. 

Mr. BEVERIDGER. A corrupt coalition. 

Mr. OWEN. A corrupt coalition. 


“After the election it became apparent that the Republican wing of 
this bipartisan coalition would not go into a Republican caucus upon 
the speakership, where they would be in a hopeless minority, and before 
the general assembly it became apparent also that they would join with 
the Democrats to elect a speaker and organize the house of representa- 
tives upon bipartisan lines. This was done, and Mr. Shurtleff was 
elected speaker. It was understood that the first fruits of this coali- 


‘tion would be to unseat me as governor, and the public is familiar with 


the long-drawn-out contest where the plan was to unseat me without 
counting votes, upon trumped-up, general charges affecting every county 
in the State. Finally, the contest committee ruled that they would 
have to file specifications, when the whole rotten fabric of false accusa- 
tion dissolved and disappeared. 

“It was after this that I was tendered the nomination for the 
Senatorship by men who had waged this unrelenting warfare against 
me for so long a time. Manifestly the only purpose of such a proposal 
from such a source was to get me out of the governor's chair, where I 
stood in the way of their plans, and leave to this bipartisan combina- 
tion the reuniting of the Republican Party, torn asunder by factional 
strife.” 

“What interest,” says the governor of Ilinois— 
the 53 Democrats who voted for Senator Lorimer had in the “ recon- 
ciliation of Republican factions torn asunder by factional strife ‘ does 
not yet appear. 

The governor closes his telegram with this interesting ques- 
tion: 

But what does all this have to do with the charges or the evidence 
that Mr. LornIMEeR was elected by the corrupt use of money? 

CHARLES S. DENEEN. 

What are we to believe is the truth? What will the country 
believe is the truth? Mr. Lorimer, when this evidence had been 
piled up mountain high, when the evidence showed that 10 men, 
at least, had been corrupted, when the evidence showed that 
three additional members had dishonorable and corrupt pro- 
posals made to them, did not appear under oath before the 
committee of this honorable body charged with the duty of in- 








1911. 


vestigating this question, and did not there on his oath as a 
man deny the truth of the charge made that his election was 
procured by corrupt practices, 

Mr. President, the committee of the Senate was charged by 
the resolution of the Senate of June 20, 1910, with the duty 
“to report to the Senate whether in the election of said 
WILLIAM LORIMER as a Senator of the United States from said 
State of Illinois there were used corrupt methods or practices 
in this election.” The report speaks for itself. The committee 
does not report whether there were such corrupt practices, and 
does not abstract the testimony so as to make it easily intelli- 
The committee reports, on the contrary, that “ the title of 
Mr. Lorimer to a seat in the Senate has not been shown to be 
invalid by the use or employment of corrupt methods or prac- 
which they were not directed to do. 

Mr. President, this is not merely the trial of an individual. 
This is not a question of determining merely the validity of a 
title to a seat in this body. It goes far beyond that question. 
It is a question of a great public policy. It is a question of 
determining by our conduct in this case whether we shall pur- 
sue a policy which shall promote corruption and bribery in this 
Republic, or whether we shall put an iron hand upon corruption 
in the election of Senators and set an example of nobility and 
virtue before the entire country. 

I took issue with the report of the committee at the first 
reasonable opportunity, on the 9th of January, for the reason 
that I had made all of my arrangements to be absent for two or 
three weeks in Oklahoma, and I did not want this matter deter- 
mined without putting upon the record my protest at least against 
an uprwise report, which I thought might lead to an unwise 
decision in this body. 

I regretted to find myself differing with the committee. 
The members of the committee I respect. A number of thei 
are warm personal friends. I can easily understand how 
a committee in dealing with such a mass of evidence might ar- 
rive at an erroneous conclusion, probably leaving to some of the 
members the task of digesting the volume of evidence, perhaps 
leaving to some member the task of writing a report, but what- 
ever the cause I will not give my assent to the doctrine which 
they have laid down, both because the doctrine itself is unsound 
and because their conclusion from the evidence, in my judgment, 
is in great error. 

I read this evidence of over 700 pages carefully and patiently 
digested it. 

This evidence shows, Mr. President, that Holstlaw in Chi- 
engo June 16, 1909, received $2,500 in cash and deposited it. 
The proof is clear. That White received a thousand dollars 


gible. 


tices,” 
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in Chicago and received afterwards $900 in St. Louis. He | 


accounts for it. The evidence shows that Beckemeyer and 
Link received a thousand dollars each at the same time and 
place and $900 at the same time and place as the other con- 


sialic ae : | 
Spirators did. And so one, two, three, four of these conspirators | 


show that they confessed that they received the cash and how it 
was deposited or used and six others are proven equally guilty 
in my opinion, The proof is complete. The evidence is clear. 

Three others—Luke, Clark, and Shephard—are circumstan- 
tially shown to have received the same amount of bribe money, 
to wif, $1,000 each, in the Southern Hotel, St. Louis, Mo., on 
June 21, 1909, and $900 each on July 15, 1909, at the Southern 
Hotel, St. Louis, as did Beckemeyer and Link. 

‘Three others swore to attempts to bribe them. 

I presented an abstract of this evidence in my remarks Jan- 
uary 9, 1911. I will not now repeat it. It is not necessary to 
repeat it. The evidence speaks for itself. Page by page were 
recited by me showing where this evidence could be found in 
the printed record, of which I then had no index, and upon 
that evidence there can be no doubt that corrupt practices did 
take place in a wholesale fashion. 

The committee did not go into the jack pot, as I thought they 
ought to have done. The jack-pot combination of the Illinois 
Legislature was evidently strong enough and had in it enough 
of Republicans and of Democrats to control legislation in that 
body, or to defeat legislation in that body, and it is perfectly 
obs us that the powers of the jack-pot combination and con- 
Spiracy, this bipartisan thieving, knavish combination of that 
Illinois Legislature, was strong enough to elect any man who 
would make terms with it or to elect any man whose friends 
would make terms with it. 

: r © committee did not think it wise, did not think itself justi- 
fied in going into that evidence and finding out what this jack 
pot was, and what its strength was. I think it ought still to be 
done. I think that the Senate should not rest content until it 
had dug up the jack pot of Illinois by the roots. The time of 
jack-pot control of the legislative power of this country and of 
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the governing powers of this country must end, or the Republic 
itself does not deserve as a Government to live, and can not long 
endure. It will fall as Rome did from that identical cause. 

I call your attention to the evidence of the control of the gov- 
erning powers in this country by these evil and sinister forces. 
Look at the Pacifie coast, and the control of that great and splen- 
did metropolis of San Francisco, and its municipal powers by 
the corrupt combination of Democrats and Republicans, which 
was disclosed by Francis Heney. Look at the control of Denver, 
Cole., by the corrupt combination of Democratic and Republican 
thieves, as disclosed by Ben Lindsey in the Beast and the 
Jungle. Look at St. Louis and the control of the governing 
powers of that great metropolis of the Mississippi Valley by the 
thieves banded together to steal the governing powers of that 
municipality for private profit and municipal graft, which was 
disclosed to the wondering eyes of honest citizens by Joseph W. 
Folk, who could neither be bribed nor bullied nor threatened 
from the discharge of his honest duties as an officer. Look at 
the control for years of Pittsburg by municipal thieves, and the 
final disclosure there by the private enterprise of citizens who 
employed for long periods of time experts, detectives, putting 
craft against craft, and finally disclosing a nest of thieves of 
binartisans, indicting finally in one grand coup 116 criminals in 
the governing business, members of the municipal council, bank- 
ers, and other wealthy business men in that city. Look at the 
disclosure of corrupt practices in that capital city in the building 
of the capitol in Harrisburg and the furnishing of the capitol of 
the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Look at the dis- 
closures of the bipartisan corruption in Albany, N. Y. 

Are we going to have an end to this sort of thing or not? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. At this most important - 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I object to the Senator from 
Oklahoma yielding. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Oklahoma will proceed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not want to take up any time at all, 
but the Chair will find, and I think - 

Mr. KEAN. Regular order! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does not the rule of the Senate provide 
that a Senator may be interrupted by his own consent? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no rule which provides 
that a Senator can yield the floor to any other Senator in the 
face of an objection. The Senator from Oklahoma will proceed. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, it is for the purpose of having 
the influence of the Senate of the United States thrown upon the 
right side of this great contest between the sinister, secret, 


Objection is made. The Senator 


| crafty, most powerful and tremendous commercial interests of 


the Republic and those demanding integrity of government that 
I have thought fit to express my views in this case. It is not 
because I would be willing to wound the feelings of the sitting 
Member. If he were merely a sinner, so are all men, and so 
am I, and I would be glad to give him a friendly, brotherly 
hand. All men make mistakes. I have made many grievous 
ones, and grievously have I repented them. When men commit 
wrong, they do it in ignorance of what is best for themselves. 
No man would willingly do himself a conscious injury. Any 
man who does wrong does himself a personal injury. This is 
not a question of personalities. The question is, Shall we by 
our vote on this case establish a policy of government that will 
by example and precedent put an end to bribery and corrupt 
practices or promote it? That is the question, and that is the 
only question of any great importance in this case. It is true 
that if the Senate decides erroneously in this matter it will 
impair its high standing before the people of the United States, 
and this I should deeply regret, but that is not the most im- 
portant question. 

Mr. President, the committee lays down the doctrine, that if 
the sitting Member has a majority of the untainted votes he 
has a title in law which can not be disputed either in law or in 
morals. I want to examine where that leads. Mr. Lorimer 
had 108 votes. Seven votes are practically conceded to have 
been corrupt. That will reduce his number to 101 so-called 
untainted votes, not enough to elect. It required 102 votes to 
be a majority of 202, which were present and voting in that 
legislative assembly. In order to enable a majority to be ob 
tained, therefore, it is necessary to argue that the majority of 
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the untainted votes will suffice; that is, that the 7 bribed votes | 
must not be counted as voting at all. This theory would re- | 
quire 15 tainted votes to have been proven to have been bribed 
to unseat Mr. Lorimer, and when you prove 15 votes to have 
been tainted, that argument would admit a larger number to 
be bribed in order to seat the sitting Member; and when you | American people. 
prove a larger number, that again will permit still more to be | LorgIMrEr, 
tainted, and it would be impossible to unseat any Member on | Mr. 
such a basis until you exhausted the quorum. 

Let me explain in a moment. Take the case of Mr. Hopkins. | 
He had 70 untainted votes. Suppose some bad friend of Mr. 


Hopkins—suppose this indeterminate, unknown thing called 
the Lumber Trust, for example—had been so friendly with Mr. 
Hopkins and so wanted to seat him that it had gone into the 
open market and bought 24 votes belonging to Mr. Stringer 
and had bought 39 votes belonging to Mr. Lorimer, then Mr. 
LoRIMER would have had left only 69 untainted votes, 
Hopkins, 
in the open market 63 votes, would have a title so pure and 
so strong under the law that it could not be disputed either 
in law or in morals. 

What kind of doctrine is that? That is the logical conse- 
quence of the doctrine of a majority of the untainted votes be- 
ing sufficient to establish a valid title. Is it good policy? I 
am sorry that the Senate, at the closing moments of this 
debate, does itself the honor to absent itself from this Chamber. 
I wish there could be a photograph of these vacant seats sent 
out to the American people. I appeal against the proposed 
judgment 
New Hampshire [Mr. 
this floor 
the people of the United States. 
Senate; 


GALLINGER]}, 


I am not speaking now to the 
I am speaking to the masters of the Senate—to the 
American people. 

The election of Senators has been defeated by this body by 
few votes. The Members from the Southern States, with the 
great race question before them, I can sympathize with and I 
do sympathize with in the fear that moved them; but I have 
but little sympathy with those of a white constituency who 
voted against it. I call attention to the fact that the defeat of 
the joint resolution for the election of Senators by the people 
was accomplished by the vote of Mr. Lorimer and those other 
Senators whose seats on this floor are no longer acceptable to 
the people of their States. 

I think the English law is the better law. I think we ought 
to follow it, because they have found a way to put an end to 
corrupt practices in that country. It seems to me that what- 
ever the old rule of politics may have been in the past, even 
those who have played the old pitiful, corrupt game ought to be 
willing now to let a new rule come in by which our elections 
shall be clean in this country. The English corrupt-practices 
act ought to be a matter of easy access to the people, and I 
should ask that it be made a Senate document, except for the 
reason that I am quite sure the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hey- 
BURN] would object. 

[ call the attention of the country to the remarkable doctrine 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections—that a majority 
of the untainted votes shall suffice. Here is an editorial from 
the New York Evening Post, from which I read the following: 


If on February 22, when Mr. Sheehan lacked 12 votes of an election 
in the New York Legislature, his friends had, without his knowledge 
or consent, bribed 23 of his opponents to vote for him or absent them- 
selves, would the people of New York have regarded this as a valid 
election in spite of clear proof of the bribery? 


Under the rule laid down by the Committee 
and Elections that would have been good law. 


on Privileges 
That title of 


Mr. Sheehan under such circumstances could not be held in- 
valid either in law or in morals. I will not stultify myself 
by giving my vote for such a doctrine. It is not only unrea- 


sonable; it is not only absurd; it is not only preposterous, but 
it is immoral, because it promotes immorality, and I will have 
none of it so far as I am concerned. I propose to stand for 
what I think is right regardless of whether I meet the ap- 
proval of the members of the committee or not. They may 
charge me with a race of diligence in this matter and hold me 
up to contempt by impugning my motives by suggesting the 
unworthy purpose of seeking the limelight. So much the worse 
for those who are pilloried in a vain effort to serve the country. 
One way to serve bad government is to hold in contempt those 
who seek good government. But this is not a question of the 
motives of Senators who may differ with the committee. The 
advocate of good government now before the Senate knows well 
enough that he is at present unequal to the task before him. 
This question is one of great national importance. Its wise de- 
termination is of vital consequence. It is the question as to 
whether the Senate of the United States will throw the weight 
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| of its favor and its power on the side of purity of elections or 


whether it will not, and I leave that question to be determined 
by the Senators who have absented themselves from this Cham- 
ber while the closing argument in this case is being presented 
and by those Senators who have been already recalled by the 
These are the Senators who will seat Mr. 
The decision in this case will have its compensations. 


SIMMONS. Mr. I have read the report of 


President, 


| the committee appointed to investigate the charges against the 


and Mr. | 
with 70 untainted votes, his bad friends haying bought 


of the Senate as prophesied by the Senator from | 
who advised the Senate on | 
there were sufficient votes to seat Mr. LORIMER, to | 





Senator from Illinois exonerating him of these charges. That 
report is signed by six of the seven Republicans and four of 
the five Democrats on this committee. The 10 Senators sien- 
ing this report are all lawyers; some of them have been judges, 
trained and educated in weighing and applying testimony, and 


they are as pure and able men as sit in this body. 
I have read practically all the evidence adduced before this 
committee. I have heard nearly all the speeches that have 


been delivered on both sides of this controversy. I heard the 
speech of the junior Senator from Illinois in his own defense— 
a speech whicb in logical symmetry and force, in inherent eyi- 
dences of sincerity and truth, in simple and unconscious pathos 
will ever live in the memory of all who heard it as one of the 
most remarkable deliverances ever uttered in this Chamber. 

When that speech was concluded my inner consciousness said 
to me, aS many people who heard it have since said to me, if 
the Senator from Illinois had been guiity he could not have con- 
ceived that speech and delivered it as it was delivered by him. 

Mr. President, it is said in some sources that the Senator 
from Illinois is a bad man and unfit for a seat in this body, 
His speech to which I have just referred answers conclusively 
the charge of mental fitness for the high office he now (ills. 
That speech shows that intellectually he is the peer of any 
Senator here. The evidence of the people of his own State 
and city, who have known him all his life, who have known 
him in his business, political, and social life, known him in 
all the walks of life, the evidence of his associates in the 
House of Representatives, where he served for more than 13 
years, all answer the charge that he is a bad man and show 
that so far from being a bad man in the purity of his life 
and character he is the peer of any man here. 

Giving due weight to the report of the committee, the eyi- 
dence and the arguments, under my oath I do not feel that 
the evidence is sufficient to justify me in voting that the Sena- 
tor is not entitled to the seat in this body to which the certifi- 
eate of the great State of Illinois, under the common seal of 
that Commonwealth, declares he is elected. 

That various fraudulent schemes to promote and defeat leg- 
islation were organized in the Illinois Legislature which 
elected the Senator, organized when the Senator was at his 
home sick nigh unto death, organized long before he becaiie a 
candidate for the Senate and when he was supporting another 
candidate, I have no doubt; but that the Senator from Illinois 
bribed anyone to vote for him, or had knowledge of anyone's 
being bribed to vote for him, I do not believe; and | do not thiuk 
there are many who do believe it, nor do I believe the evidence 
satisfactorily proves that anybody was bribed to vote for him. 

Mr. President, I can not vote to deprive this man of 
property and destroy his character upon the evidence of four 
men, three of whom were offered immunity from prosecution 
for high crimes and misdemeanors and who accepted that 
offer upon condition that they would recant their statement 
denying that they had been bribed and swear that they had 


his 


been bribed, and one man who admitted that he sold his story 
of confession to an inveterate enemy of the Senator for $5,500. 
I can not accept the testimony of men of this character, e 

cially when the three members of the legislature who they P 
bribed them have each sworn that there was not a word of 


truth in their statement and that they have never paid them 
or either of them, any money for their votes for the Senator 
from [llinois. I can not accept as the basis of my yote lo 
destroy the character of a man who has always maintained 
an irreproachable character evidence of men of the character 
of these men, especially when the three members of the !egis- 
lature who, they say, corrupted them, and who under oat 
flatly contradicted these statements, have been victoriously re- 
elected to the legislature of Illinois and now hold seats in th 
honorable body, one of them haying been elected speaker of th 
house of representatives. 


Mr. President, we must decide this question on the evidence 
and the law. Every Senator must apply the evidence for hin: 
self. Upon this question we must act as jurors. For myse'l, 
I do not question the act of any honorable man who acts upon 
his oath. With my views of this evidence, if I should yie! 1 to 
the clamor of the newspapers, instigated by the Chicago ib- 
une, the ancient and relentless enemy of the Senator a 


Illinois, if I should yield to public clamor aroused and excit 
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by this newspaper agitation based upon articles and editorials | isemees> was incorrect in stating that I had been sent for to go. to 
written by men, nine-tenths of whom have never read a line | come bills. room, I went of my own accord to see Shurtleff about 
of the testimony in this case and know nothing about it except | CAMPBELL 8. HEARN 
what they have read in other newspapers, I should perjure my 
conscience and lose my own Self-respect. 

Mr. President, I was a man zealous of my intellectual in- 
tegrity and earnestly seeking to preserve the integrity of my 
conscience as the thing of supremest importance before I was 
a Senator, and, sir, whatever may happen to me, I shall try 
to maintain that integrity of thought and conscience to the last. 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. President, the Senator from Oklahoma 

[Mr. Owen] read into the Recorp a telegram that he received 
from the governor of Illinois, endeavoring to refute the state- 
ments I made on this floor. An examination of that telegram 
and the statements that I made will show that to a very great 
degree the telegram justified the statements, and every state- 
ment, that I made with reference to the election of the speaker 
of the house of the Illinois Legislature. Every statement that 
I made with reference to the governor’s position in the election 
of United States Senator can be verified by the journal of the 
joint assembly and the sessions of the two separate bodies. 
" TI made no statement here that can not be verified by an ex- 
amination of this journal, excepting the statements that I made 
with reference to the use of patronage in the organization of 
the house, and those statements have been justified by tele- 
grams from that speaker of the house of representatives, Mr. 
Shurtleff, Representative Brownback, and Mr. Ford, which I 
presented to the Senate yesterday. 

Much of the telegram submitted by the Senator from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Owen] has no reference at all to any statement 
that I made upon this floor, but a part of the telegram would 
indicate that Lorimer and his friends were trying to unseat 


Mr. President, I do not know why that telegram was not read 
into the Recorp. If we are going to try this case on telegrams, 
then it does strike me that any Senator who has a degree of 
fairness about him will publish all the telegrams that he re- 
ceives when he is trying to get the truth on this question, in 
order that he who is to be judged may get the benefit of all 
of the testimony that any Senator may procure in this case 

I take it, Mr. President, that no Senator is searching for that 
testimony which tends only to convict. I take it th: el 
Senator here, no matter what position he has taken on this 
question, has been searching for the truth; and the whole truth 
with reference to this campaign of telegrams should be sub 
mitted to this body when they are sent to Senators on their | 
sonal inquiry, not only for the satisfaction of the Senator who 
made the inquiry, but that the Senate may know the whole 
truth about this matter now under consideration. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I am well aware 
that the time for discussion of this case is past and [ can not 
hope to affect the judgment of Senators, and do not rise for that 
purpose, I desire to put into the Recorp the reasons for the 
position which I feel called upon to take in this matter. 

I shall say nothing which in any manner could be construed 
into a doubt as to my belief in the honesty and integrity of the 
junier Senator from Illinois. I have served with him for 12 
years, and never have had occasion to doubt either his capacity 
or his patriotism. If the speech of the junior Senator from 
Illinois had been made from his desk on the Gth day of June, 
when these charges were preferred, I should have accepted his 


: protestations without a moment's hesitation. ndeed, L believe 
the governor of the State of Illinois. An investigation of the | Protestations without a moment's hesitation. Indeed, I believe 
cecal ; “ie ; the statement of the Senator from Illinois made in this Cham 

election was demanded by the Democratic candidate for gov- - s “ “t ; 
: : wa ber a few days ago, detailing the touching and beautiful story 
ernor. A resolution was adopted by both branches of the gen- e hia x ea rity to tl hich 1 tion. affected | 
5s ° . . ; 9 oO Ss se Troll Ousc il oO THIS if Position, avected US All; 
eral assembly authorizing such an investigation. Mr. Shurtleff, | |, . ae aaa ciate har raf ag, aan deal “ > 
: : . i Sto Ss no new to hie. Ss e story oO llions of our 
the speaker of the house, appointed the committee to make the | ~" . 2 se? ae rae en ee . 
countrymen. Lam as familiar with the struggles of life as is 


investigation upon the part of the house. He appointed as the 
chairman Mr. Reynolds, a member of that body and a Republi- 
can, Messrs. Maclean, King, Ap Madoc, and Price, five Repub 
licans in all, together with four Democrats. Every solitary 
one of these Republicans, who constituted the majority of the 
committee appointed by Mr. Shurtleff, were the close personal 
friends of Gov. Deneen—men who had followed Goy. Deneen in 
his contest against Mr. Shurtleff; men who had done what 
they could, at the dictation of the governor of our State, to 
defeat Mr. Shurtleff in his candidacy for speaker of the house 
of representatives of the legislature. Sac ; ae 
If the appointment of five of the governor's friends, a ma- | SPrinsfield to Washington. Set 

jority of the committee, is an evidence that Mr. Shurtleff was rhe present speaker of the Illinois Assembly said a few days 
trying to unseat Gov. Deneen, then it is the sort of evi- ago that he was not unmindful of the fact that th les sature 
dence, in my opinion, that would convict nobody on any charge of that State had lost the confide hee of the people of Liitnois, 

in any court anywhere in this country or in any part of the Mr. President, I have not taken part in this debate hitherto 


the junior Senator from Illinois. I honor him for his career 
and his accomplishments, and we who share the blessing of 
popular gevernment must never offend against it or bring stain 
upon our institutions. We have a special duty to our country 
for the priceless privileges we enjoy. Holding the speech of 
the Senator from Illinois in one hand and the report of the in 
vestigating committee, made by my colleague, in the other, I 
can not shut my eyes to the overwheln evidence of de 
bauchery, bribery, and corruption which inf “l the Legislature 
of Illinois and left a blazing trail of infamy and dishonor from 








civilized world. because of my respect for my honored colleague, who was the 
Mr. President, I had not intended to make a further state- | CM@irman of the committee conducting this investi am. | 
ment, but since I made my statement last Wednesday the Wie 5 MENGE SO ane 0 Fe . z - ee ee — he has 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] has been zealously trying reached, but I have gone praia etaageegent record > en 
to test my statements by sending telegrams of inquiry to sena- from Cee to cover. There = not a line or a syllab “ - = 
tors of the Illinois Legislature whose names I mentioned upon | '#t I have not read ene pondered over. i have gone through 
this floor, for the purpose of finding out whether or not I told | #¢ record of the trial of Lee O'Neil Browne before the courts. 
the truth. I listened to most of his remarks here to-day. I I have —— uly read the charge of _ oe = ant 
was called out for a moment, and it may happen that during But, sir, no man can read this testimony without coming to 
that moment he put into the Recorp a telegram to which I | the conclusion that the committee did not go as far as they 
am going to refer, but he did not read it while I was present. ought to have gone. They did not summon the witnesses the 


1} 


State Senator Hearn responded to Senator Owen’s request | Should have summoned. They have not in the conduct of th 
for a statement, and in reply sent a telegram to him. I do not | investigation met the expectations of the Senate or of th 


know that Senator OWEN ever received the telegram: I do not country. More than half the record is ¢ unbered with t 
know whether the telegram was delivered or not, but when | Controversy of counsel. 
Senator Hearn sent his telegram to Washington, he gave a copy From the first day's session until the last counsel for fl 
of it to the newspaper men, and it was published in the Chicago | sitting Member obstructed in every possible way the pury 
hewspapers—at least one newspaper—for I read it there. and the desire of this body to know the truth kor two d 

If Senators will remember, I said I had discussed the tariff | Judge Hanecy argued to that committee wh her or not tl 
with Senator Hearn, that he wanted me to vote with the Demo- | had the power to inquire into the conduct of the joint asset 
crats on that subject, that I told him I was a Republican and | bly, the Legislature of Illinois, which had chosen the juni 
had always been a protectionist and that I could not do that. | Senator from [linois, it having adjourned immediately after 
Here is what Senator Hearn telegraphed to the Senator from | his election sine die. He seriously sumed the time of t! 
Oklahoma: committee over the question of jurisdiction, over the cond) 

Sprincrietp, Itu., February 25. | of the members of the Illinois joint assembly, and for two days 


Senator Roperr L. Owen, wrangled with the committee over the admission of testim«e 
- - Washington, D. O. } plainly relevant on that subject. 
he ferview quoted in Chicago Tribune of this morning regarding moet, — oie — € the at — : +} 
conversation I had with Senator LoRIMER is substantially correct He From the first page to the last’ of that written record : 
said he was for the income tax and I said that was a Democratic | counsel of Mr. LoriMer, with a deliberation and a resourcef 
ange gt a approved. The only reference to the tariff | ness which would have been more creditable to him in 
as oS regards to lumber schedule. I asked him if he would be for a oe <r main ae 
ae lumber. His reply was that he had always been a protectionist | worthier cause, absolutely blocked the purpose of this investi 
and a Republican and would have to remain so. The interview | gation. 
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The committee spent ttle time in Chicago. The witnesses 
: li to come. The officers of the com- 





] nt days f tl e witnesses, and finally when 
the i tted themselye to examination and were asked 
} ; ] um the truthfuln S of these 

( I's l mbled and hesitated and some shielded them- 
] 1 thei titutional right and refused to testify. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Michigan 
vield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SMITH of Mich 











gan. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it interrupts the Senator, I have no desire to 
proceed; but I am so sure he does not to put anything in 
the Recorp which is not fair and just tha should like to have 
the privilege of calling his attention to one matter with respect 
to a circumstance on which he has just been commenting. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am very glad to yield to the Sen- 

tor from Tex: 

Mr. BAILEY. While it is true that the witness Broderick 
claimed his exemption, he did it under a constitutional provision 
in Ilinoi mewhat different from that which exists in most 
State which privileges a man against furnishing evidence or 
1 ‘ iinst hit f 

I Senator from l n, of course, knows that Broderick 
\ t that time ur indictment in Sangamon County on the 
charge of having bribed Holstlaw. The county attorney, or 
State’s attorney, whatever his legal designation is, of that 


county sat in the room of this committee. That the Senator 
from Michigan may know exactly what Broderick meant, one 
of the questions which he refused to answer was as to the 
people who were in his barroom at the time Holstlaw was in 
there. 

Of course, the Senator from Michigan perfectly understands 
that such a question had no relation to whether or not he had 
paid to this man Holstlaw any money; but the purpose was to 
get from Broderick a list of his witnesses by whom he intended 
to prove that he did not take Holstlaw into the side room where 
this money was said to have been paid. 

Broderick answered all of the questions as to the distinct and 
separate charge of bribery, but he declined simply to unfold his 
defense before the committee; and I hardly think the Senator 
from Michigan, upon a reexamination of the record, would be 
willing to have it stand as his judgment that Broderick did not 
have a right to do that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No, Mr. President; the Senator 
from Texas misunderstands me. When Broderick took the 
stand his counsel tried to get an agreement with the Senate 
committee as to the extent of their inquiry and the rule as to 
his privilege. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Michigan 
yield? The hour of 1 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which the Secretary 
vill state. 


The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 32010) to create a tariff board. 


temporarily laid aside until the vote has been taken. 


unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
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correct in saying that he did not use that particular word: but 
what I wanted the Senator to understand and what I wanted 
the Senate to understand was that Broderick’s exemption was 


claimed under a statute of Illinois, and that exemption was not 
that this testimony would incriminate him, but that he was not 
compelled to furnish evidence. For instance, my recollection is 
that they once asked him if he wrote a letter to Holstlaw. » d 
he declined to answer that. My recollection is that he aft 
wards did answer it; but when they asked him who was in th 
barroom, that could plainly have no bearing on this case. Tis 
only purpose was to compel Broderick to furnish the Stat 
torney with the names of the witnesses by whom he intended 
upon the trial to contradict the testimony of Holstlaw. Broder 
ick did testify pointedly and distinctly on the main poi 
volved here, and that is that he made no contract with 1 
law to pay him money, and that he did not pay any mo! 
Holstlaw. He did not refuse to testify on those points, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Did he not refuse to answer 
whether he had written to Holstlaw to come to Chicaco ana 
get that money? 

Mr. BAILEY. No; that was not the question. The qu 
was whether he had written a letter asking Holstlaw to eo 
Chicago, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In answer to that questi: 
said—— 

Mr. BAILEY. He refused to answer. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. He said, “I refuse to answer.” 

Mr. BAILEY. I have just stated that: but I am under the 
impression that at a different time in the investigation he did 
answer that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think not. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am quite familiar with the 
record. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Jouns ron], 
who sits here, and who was a member of the subcommittee. 
advises me that I am right about that. But whether he did 
or not, the Senator just makes it evident that he is not as 
unbiased in this matter as he usually is about all matters. be- 
cause he states that Broderick was asked if he did not write 
a letter to Holstlaw to come to Chicago and get that money, 
That question was not asked him. The question asked him was 
whether he had written Holstlaw a letter to come to Chicago. 
Iie might have written a letter to a man asking him to come 
from some other place for some other purpose, and that is a 
different question from the one the Senator has just state. 

But, Mr. President, I beg the Senator’s pardon, and I would 
not have ventured to interrupt him to put this in the Rrcorp 
except that I know he wants to be just and fair, and I pay 
him the compliment to take his time in order to help him to 
be so. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I thank the Senator from Texas. 
I do want to be just and fair, and I do know the record. I 


1 he 


| have studied the case with great care, and I repeat what I said 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask that the unfinished business be | 


in the first place, that the most studied attempt from tly 


| ginning of this investigation until its close was made bh; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks | 


laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The | 


Senator from Michigan will proceed. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I want the Senator from Texas, 
whose judgment I always respect, to understand the point I 
have made, that the counsel for Mr. Lorimer and the counsel 
for Mr. Broderick undertook to thwart the purposes of this in- 
vestigation at every point. 

Mr. BAILEY. No: the Senator 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. One moment. Let me finish that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. As an illustration: When Brod 
erick took the stand, his counsel, Mr. Dawson, undertook to 
get an agreement from the committee that they would not ask 


that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Texas also re 
members that when the committee did ask certain questions of 
Mr. Broderick it was not Mr. Broderick who first availed him- 
self of his constitutional privilege, but it was Mr. Dawson, his 
counsel, who indignantly said that he must not answer because 
it would incriminate him. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; he did not use the word “incriminate,” 
as I recall it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What did he say? 


Mr. BAILEY. He simply invoked the constitution of Illinois. | 


Hiowever, that is not material. I will not even say that I am 


counsel of Mr. Lortmer and the counsel of Mr. Broderi nd 
others who appeared there to thwart the purpose of this in 
vestigation. I know that I am right about it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? Of course, I 
have nothing to say about the counsel of Mr. Broderick. I a! 
not sure that I remember the name, though I think the S« 
has called it correctly when he named him Dawson. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. His name was Dawson. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the Senator is a lawyer, and if he 
employed to defend a man against any charge and that 
were to be called before a committee or a tribunal of 
kind to testify with respect to a transaction for which he had 
been indicted, would not the Senator feel bound by his duty t 


| his client to protect him against being-compelled to unfold 
} case? The more innocent I felt that my client was, th 
him certain questions. The Senator from Texas remembers | 





I would feel compelled to protect him under such a condit 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. ‘The Senator from Texas kiuows 
that every accused person is entitled to trial and that every 
accused person is entitled to counsel. 

Mr. BAILEY. And to a fair trial. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. To a fair trial and to counsel. 
But the point I am making is that this is not a forum 
the rules of evidence are hard and fast. This was not such 
a tribunal as gave to the counsel for any of these parties a rig 
to be heard. They were there by the courtesy of this commi't 


| and I say that their course should have been to have ass sted 


the committee in getting at the actual facts under investig 't10p. 
Mr. BAILEY. The Senator and I agree about that. I t ink 
the committee very properly refused to make any agreement 
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as to the extent of its examination of Broderick. I am sure often in recent years. Corrupt the ¢ tion of the repr 
they were wise in that and well within the rules. The only | tive and the whole system goes dow 
suggestion I was making here was that it is fair to say that In the case which we have under discussion, thes¢ 
because the counsel had interposed to protect his client, not | facts that will hereafter be accepted : : shed asa pl! 
against answering questions which were under investigation, dent for all time to come: That m . paid to ubers of 
but against being compelled to file, as it were, a list of his wit- | the legislature, Democratic 1 bers, who \ 1 to « rR 
nesses in that proceeding, he was trying to thwart the object of | publican United States Senator; tha r De embers 
the investigation confessed to receiving such money, under reul s that 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, this book is simply | can leave no doubt that they were bribed; that e ] t 
filled with attempts upon the part of Judge Hanecy and Mr. | member, deceased, was proven to have been it 1 1 the 
Dawson and the other lawyers and advisers in this proceeding money was di stributed, and ven aftery d 
to thwart the purpose of the Senate, which was to get at the | money in substantial y the same-siz 1 b 
facts. I marvel at the patience of the committee and I am | amount, as that ce rruptly paid to ‘ 
surprised that they should have denied themselves the latitude | stantial evidence points to the payment of 1 iey to still other 
conferred by the Senate resolution. | members who were closely associated \ S 1" 1 t 
Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me just this one | have received it; that at least one meml s 
suggestion further? was bribed to vote for the sitting Member { that 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. he, the legislator, should exercise a ! rl g 
Mr. BAILEY. I think the Senate committee acted properly | a post-office appointment at Jerseyville, 1 d that this was 
in refusing to permit any testimony to come before it except on the promise of the sitting Member, and y e ideration 
what related to the election of a Senator. I would resist to | and the only consideration for said legislator’s vote for Wi 
the utmost of my power any effort of the Senate of the United | tram Logimer; that at least one other member of the legisla 
States to investigate the proceedings of the Texas Legislature, | ture was offered money to vote for the sitting Member and that 
except so far as it touched the election of a Senator here, and | others were approached and sounded on the subject; that three 
that is all that this committee did. | other members of the legislature—one of tl leader, the 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Texas and | organizer—swore that he did not Ww g Member 
myself differ very widely on that question. “except to see him,” a “mere passing acquaintance,” “hardly 


Mr. President, I can not be interrupted again; others desire | 
to speak, and the time for a vote is at hand. I wish I had | 
time to discuss the treatment of witnesses, but I can not do so. | 


White has been discredited by everyone. He has been abso- | 
lute repudiated. Yet on the day this money was given to 


him by Mr. Browne at St. Louis poor White went into a depart- 


ment store, the largest in East St. Louis, and asked for the 
manager and handed him the money and left it with him over 
night and got it next day; is there any doubt about that? It | 
has gone unchallenged and must be accepted as true. From 
what source did he get this money? Everybody knows that it 
harmonizes with the other circumstances surrounding the case. 


B Mr. President, I shall not even mention the name of | 
another witness. We are weary of their misdoings. I am 
fully convinced that this record as we have it before us discloses 
the most brazen bravado, bribery, and corruption in the elec- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois, and I can not close my eyes 
to the record now a part of the official proceedings of this body. 

Mr. President, I reach that conclusion very reluctantly. I 
am sorry I can not agree with my venerable colleague, but I 
am out of accord with his conclusions at every point on this 
question. I will not stultify myself or misrepresent the law- 
abiding people of my State in such a crisis as now confronts us. 
This record is reeking with perjury and corruption, and I can 
not by my vote approve the character and integrity of the Legis- 
lature of Illinois in this proceeding. 

Mr 








President, we must soon vote. I have sought only to be | appeared to be reached, and the word was passed along the 
fair and just in my judgment on this case. I have given my | line that there were enough votes, then those who had been 
opinion without prejudice, with the kindliest spirit, regretting | resisting a vote upon the question became eager to put it 
the unfortunate circumstance which forced this issue upon us | through. 
and brought this scandal upon the country. The conduct of | Now, Mr. President, taken altogether, the testimony in th 
certain members of the Legislature of Illinois was most repre- | case convinces me that the sitting Member had pers know! 
hensible. It is not creditable to the people of that State, and | edge of the bribery which was committed to secure his 
I believe will be repudiated by them when opportunity offers; | The testimony shows that he occupied a room with the sp r 
and if approved by the Senate its historic traditions will mean | of the house of representatives, wlio was ‘ tant communi 
less to the youth of our land than ever before: for us to con- | cation with Lee O'Neil Browne, through w Is t} 
done this crime against our institutions is for us to trifle with | sands of dollars of the bribe money passed. Th sti 
our sacred responsibility to the people and voluntarily fix a new | shows that Browne occupied a room eit 1 with 
standard of political excellence unworthy our example in this | near to the speaker's room. They e proven to e been 
exalted station | conference day and night. It is impossible, S 3, th: 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, in the few moments re- | sitting Member should not have known what was ng on. If 
maining before the discussion is closed I can only leave a word | you believe that there is bribery in this you 1 
upon this record. | to me, believe that he knew 

Those of us upon whom rests the responsibility for the rule| Why did he not go as a witness before the inv ratin n 
whi the Senate of the United States is to adopt are here | mittee? Would not any other Senator on this.floor have d 
but lor a brief time at best. The record which we are to make manded to be heard by that committ 
is enduring | Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Presid 

Forces as irresistible as the tides are at work and moving The VICE PRESIDENT. W - r fr Wi 
throughout the land toward a complete restoration of self- | Yield to the Senator from e 
£0 iment. This is manifest in the record made yesterday Mr. LA FOLLETTE, 1 : 
for the election of United States Senators by direct vote of | as ee» Ae Oo. US I Sue oS Wes Lat this | 
the people after every effort to secure consideration has been | Where the statement 1s ae | t tl & n I 
baffled for more than half a century. It will confront the | knew about this. One of the me . ee, tl 
Senate again at the next session. It will not be denied. The | Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 1 y view 
peopie are aroused. They well understand that representative ’ 
government fails at the point where they transfer their author- While t a ms : a th tenéls 
ity to the representative. The purchase of United States Sen- | oa : at Deneser = a ty al : Saad 7 failed 
atorships, the bribing of State legislatures, has occurred too ! avail himself of the opport 5 t Si 





here, a vote upon it resisted by the Senat 


at LORIMER contra 


imate 





a speaking acquaintance,” an 


dicted him 
and said that he “ became very il ’ 


with him years ago;’ 








that one other member of the legislature, as soon as an investi- 
gation was ordered, ran to cover, and remained beyond the 
reach of a subpeena for weeks; that still another, who refused 
to answer because if he answered and told the truth it would 


incriminate him, claimed his privilege before the Senate com- 
mittee. 

Mr. President, you may go down the records of the 
the United States and you can find no other case lik« 

The precedent to be established will not only 
future of the Senate, it will stand as a fearful 
State legislatures. Every citizen knows that t 
judge—the absolute judge—of the elections, returns, and quali 
fications of its own Members. And the American people are 
waiting with even tenser feeling than this audi 
of the roll call upon this question. The principal facts are as 
clear in the public mind as they are clear in the minds of 
Senators here, and no discussion of technicalities to how 
many tainted votes are needful to corrupt an election will affect 
their judgment. The decision about to be recorded will destroy 


Senate of 
» this one. 
react on the 
example to our 


he S¢ iate is the 


audience the result 


as 


public confidence and create a revulsion of feeling beyond our 
comprehension. 
For two months and one day this case w dragged along 


» defending 


the title to this When finally a sort of understanding 


seat. 
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| 


denyir ny ich } vledge or sanction of corrupt practices, if any | 
such were ig practiced, still I am of the opinion that the testimony 
fa to est ish the fact that Senator LoRIMER was himself guilty of 
bribery or other corrupt practices— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I can not yield further. My time ex- 
pires in a moment, 


Mr. DURROWS (reading): 
or that he sanctioned or was cognizant of the fact that bribery or other 
corrupt practices were being used by others to influence votes for him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
clines to yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will reply to what the Senator is 
seeking to put into the record. 

Mr. BURROWS. Just one sentence. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. One moment. 


Senator from Wisconsin de- 


It can not be claimed, 





NAYS—46. 










sailey Curtis Hale Scott 
sJankhead Depew Heyburn Simmons 
| Bradley Dick Johnston Smith, Md. 
|} Brandegee Dillingham Kean Smoot 
Briggs du Pont McCumber Stephenson 
Bulkeley Fletcher Nixon Thornton 
Burnham Flint Oliver Tillman 
Burrows Foster Paynter Warren 
Carter Frye Penrose Watson 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Perkins Wetmore 
Crane Gamble Piles 
Cullom Guggenheim Richardson 
NOT VOTING—5. 
Aldrich Lorimer Taliaferro Terrell 


and I am not claiming, that there is direct and positive evidence | 


to prove personal knowledge. If there were it would end this 
contest and vacate But I say, when you take this 
whole case, take the atmosphere that surrounded the entire 
situation there—this man on the ground for months, a shrewd, 
trained political manager, blocking the election of any avowed 
candidate, while men were being sounded out, terms agreed 
upon, patronage promised, and prices fixed, the votes delivered, 
for which the money was subsequently paid—I say, it is un- 
believable that he, in whose interest it was all worked out, was 
ignorant of what was in every mind and whispered in nearly 
every ear. It is impossible that he should have been in daily 


this seat. 


contact with the men who were bribed and the men who bribed 


them and fail to know just what was afoot. 

The conviction that he had guilty knowledge is strenghthened 
and confirmed by the fact that he did not offer himself as a 
witness and demand that his testimony be taken and that he be 
subject to the most searching cross-examination. Instead he is 
silent. He does not even make a statement on the floor in this 
debate until he was led to believe that he would have the last 
word. It all goes to show that this seat was secured by bribery 
and with the knowledge of the man who claims it. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
me just a word more? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just a word. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
clines to yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. We do not know, we are not able to 
say just where the money came from. I concede that. That is 
often so; that must be so; but a large amount of money is 
shown to have been used in this case, 

I am not able to say where the $114,000, which was acknowl- 
edged to have been used in Wisconsin to defeat my election, 
came from further than to be able to say that I can prove that 
part of it came from Wall Street and 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 1 
having arrived—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the resolution on 
vote be read, Mr. President. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
will read the resolution. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution 315, submitted by Mr. 
BEVERIDGE on January 9, 1911, as follows: 

Resolved, That WILLIAM LORIMER was not duly and legally elected 
to a seat in the Senate of the United States by the Legislature of the 
State of Illinois. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when Mr. FRaAzier’s name was ¢called). 
The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Frazer] is absent at his home 
on account of the death of his mother. If present, he would 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BACON (when Mr. TerReELL’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. TERRELL] is necessarily detained from the Cham- 
ber by personal illness. I desire to state for him and upon his 


Will the Senator from Wisconsin 


Wisconsin de- 





o'clock 


which we are to 


Without objection, the Secretary 


Frazier 
So the resolution of Mr. BeveRIDGE was not agreed to. 
REVISION OF LAWS—JUDICIARY TITLE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, before the unfinished busi- 
ness is stated I desire to make a conference report, for which 
I ask present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho presents 
a conference report, and asks for its present consideration, 
Is there objection? 


Mr. HALE and Mr. SMOOT. Let the report be read, Mr. 


| President. 


Now, Mr. President, will the Senator allow 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. ROOT. Before the question of whether there is objec- 
tion to the consideration of the conference report, I beg to in- 
quire what is its nature? 

Mr. KEAN. Let us have order. 

Mr. SCOTT. We can not hear. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As soon as order is restored the 
Secretary will read the conference report, which will disclose 
what it is. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President—— 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Until the Senate is in order 
nothing will be done. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is the conference report, Mr 
_ President? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
as order is restored. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; I will yield, although this is a privi- 
leged report, to which there can be no objection. 

Mr. ROOT. I purpose to speak in my own right, Mr. Presi- 
dent, on 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. 
not yet obtained the floor. 

Mr. ROOT (continuing). The question of whether 
was objection to the present consideration of the conference 
report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A request has been made by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HAte] that the report be read before 
the request for its consideration be put. The Chair has said 
that the report is about to be read, and then the Chair wil! 
state the request. 

Mr. ROOT. The only purpose T had in rising was to secure 
the reading of the report before the question was foreclosed 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It certainly will be read before 
there is any foreclosure or any other proceeding. 


The report will be read as soon 








The Senator from New York has 


hers 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator presenting this 
conference report to state its nature, because, if it is a long 
report—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is the reading 


| of the report. 


authority that, while he has been detained from the Chamber, | 


he has examined the record in the case and has made up his 
judgment, and that if he were present he would vote “ yea.” 


The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 

nounced—yeas 40, nays 46, as follows: 
YEAS—40. 

Bacon Clarke, Ark. Lodge Root 
Beveridge Crawford Martin Shively 
Borah Culberson Money Smith, Mich. 
Bourne Cummins Nelson Smith, 8. C. 
Bristow Davis Newlands Stone 
Brown Dixon Overman Sutherland 
Burkett Gore Owen Swanson 
Burton Gronna Page Taylor 
Chamberlain Jones Percy Warner 
Clapp La Follette Rayner Young 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. By what right? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. A conference report can be pre 
sented at any time, but it can not be acted upon without a Vv 
of the Senate. : 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from 
Idaho—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order has been ¢de- 


manded, which is the reading of the conference report. The 
Secretary will read the report (S. Doc. No. 848). 


The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill S. 7051, 
being a bill to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to 
the judiciary, having met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
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That the Senate agree to the House amendment, with amend-| Section 40: On page 35 restore section 40, reading: 
ments to sections 2, 13, 14, 21, 24, 28, 29, 30, 40, 56, 70, 76, 78, 88, | trial of offenses punishable with death shall be had in the county 
91. 62, 99, 103, 106, 112, 118, 126, 128, 140, 151, 152, 178, 182, 186, | where the offense was committed where that can be done with 
201 )7, 226, 227, 228, 229, 240, 250, 251, 259, 284, 289, 298, 301. ! out great inconvenience.” 


ee 


That the House agree to the amendments proposed by the Section 56: On page 41, in line 15, substitute a period for the 
Senate conferees, as follows: } Semle olon, and strike out the words “ prov ided that.” On page 
(The references to section numbers and pages are to the bill | 41, in line 21, strike out the word “approval” and substitute 
as reported by the conferees and not to the bill as it passed the | the word “disapproval”; in line 1, on page 42, strike out the 
House or Se nate.) word “ approval ” and substitute the word “ disap) ' In 
Section 2: On page 3, in line 16, beginning after the word line 5 strike out the words “ The failure to secure”: also the 
“installments” strike out the remainder of the section. word “approval,” and substitute the word “disapproval.” Be 
Section 13: On page 7, in line 2, after the word “absence” | sinning after the word “brought,” in line 10, strike out the 
insert the words “ of all the circuit judges.” | words “The circuit court of appeals, or the judge thereof ap 


Section 14: Page 8, in line 1, strike out the word “their” | proving such order or appointment may, at any time, for good 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “the”; and after the word | cause shown, revoke such approval; and thereafter, unless the 
“absence” insert the words “of all the circuit judges.” circuit court of appeals shall renew such order, the receiver 
Section 21: On page 10, in line 13, strike out the words “or | shall thereby be divested of jurisdiction over all such property 
his counsel.” In line 22, before the word “reason” insert the lying or being without the State in which the suit has been 
words “facts and the.” In line 22, after the word “cause” in- brought.” In line 17 strike out the words “ proviso to” and 
sert the word “shall.”’” On page 11, line 2, after the word insert the words “ provisions of”; and in line 4 strike out the 
“oflidavit” insert the words “and no such affidavit shall be | words “and his appointment so approved.” 
filed unless accompanied by a certificate of counsel of record | Section 70: On page 51, in line 9, after the word “ district,” 
that such affidavit and application are made in good faith.” | insert the words “also the territory embraced on the date last 

Section 24: On page 12, in line 10, strike out the word “five” | mentioned in the counties of Walker, Winston, Marion, Fayette 
and insert “three.” On page 15, in line 1, after the word } and Lamar, which shall constitute the Jasper division of said 
“suthority ” strike out the following: “except in suits to sus- district.” On page 52, in line 4, after the word “ year,” insert 
pend, enjoin, or restrain the action of any oflicer of a State in | the words “for the Jasper division, at Jasper, on the second 
the enforcement, operation, or execution of a statute of such | Tuesdays in January and June: Provided, That suitable rooms 
State, upon the ground of the unconstitutionality of such and accommodations for holding court at Jasper shall be fur- 
statute.” and insert in lieu thereof the following, which will be | nished free of expense to the Government.” 
section 266: Section 76: On page 58 strike out all of lines 16, 17, and 18 

‘No interlocutory injunction suspending or restraining the | after the word “ Tallahassee” and insert in lieu thereof the 
enforcement, operation, or execution of any statute of a State | following: “on the second Monday in January; at Pensacola 
by restraining the action of any officer of such State in the en- | on the first Mondays in May and Nove mbe r: at Marianna on 
forcement or execution of such statute, shall be issued or | the first Monday in April; and at Gainesville on the second 
granted by any justice of the Supreme Court, or by any district | Mondays in June and December.” 





court of the United States, or by any judge thereof, or by any Section 78: Strike out the section and insert in lieu thereof 
circuit judge acting as district judge, upon the ground of the | the following: 
unconstitutionalty of such statute, unless the application for “* SEC. . The State of Idaho shall constitute one judicial dis 


the same shall be presented to a justice of the Supreme Court of | trict, to be known as the district of Idaho. It is divided into 
the United States, or to a circuit or district judge, and shall | four divisions, to be known as the northern, central, southern 
be heard and determined by three judges, of whom at least one | and eastern divisions.” 
shall be a justice of the Supreme Court, or a circuit judge, and “The territory embraced on the Ist day of July, 1910, 
the other two may be either circuit or district judges, and unless | in the counties of Bonner, Kootenai, and Shoshone shall con 
a majority of said three judges shall concur in granting such | stitute the northern division of said district; and the ter 
application, Whenever such application as aforesaid is pre- | ritory embraced on the date last mentioned in the counties of 
sented to a justice of the Supreme Court, or to a judge, he shall | Idaho, Latah, and Nez Perce shall constitute the central di 
immediately call to his assistance to hear and determine the | vision of said district; and the territory embraced on the 
application two other judges: Provided, however, That one of | date last mentioned in the counties of Ada, Boise, Blaine 
such three Judge *§ shall be a justice of the Supreme Court, or a Casia, Twin Falls, Canyon, Elmore, Lincoln, Owyhee, and Wash 
circuit judge. Said application shall not be heard or determined | ington shall constitute the southern division of said district; 
before at least ‘five days’ notice of the hearing has been given one the territory embraced on the date last mentioned in the 
to the governor and to the attorney general of the State, and | counties of Bannock, Bear, Lake, Bingham, Custer, Fremont, 
to such other persons as may be defendants in the suit: Pro- | Lemhi, and Oneida shall constitute the eastern division of the 
vided, That if of opinion that irreparable loss or damage would | said district. Terms of the district court for the northern di 
result to the complainant unless a temporary restraining order | sion of the said district shall be held at Coeur d'Alene city on 
is granted, any justice of the Supreme Court, or any circuit or | the fourth Monday in May and the third Monday in November; 
district judge, may grant such temporary restraining order at | for the central division, at Moscow on the second Monday in 
any time before such hearing and determination of the applica- | May and the first Monday in November; for the southern d 
tion for an interlocutory injunction, but such temporary re- | sion, at Boise City on the second Mondays of February and § 
straining order shall remain in force only until the hearing and | tember; and for the eastern division, at Pocatello on the sec 
determination of the application for an interlocutory injunction | Mondays of March and October. The clerk of the court s! 
upon notice as aforesaid. The hearing upon such application | maintain an office in charge of himself or a deputy at Coe 
for an interlocutory injunction shall be given precedence and | d’Alene city, at Moscow, at Boise City, and at Pocatello, wh 
shall be in every way expedited and be assigned for a hearing at | shall be open at all times for the transaction of the busin 
the earliest practicable day after the expiration of the notice | the court.” 
hereinbefore provided for. An appeal may be taken direct to Section 88: On page 76, in line 6, after the word “ Crawford 
The Supreme Court of the United States from the order granting | insert the word “ Genesee”; in line 8, after the word “Sa 
or denying, after notice and heari 1g, an interlocutory injunction | naw,” insert the word “ Shiawassee”; in line 11 strike out t 

| 

' 

| 





in such case. word “Genesee”: and in line 13 strike out the word “S$ 
wassee,” 
Section 91: On page 82, in line 3, after the word “ Lincoln,’ 


” 


Section 28: On page 23, beginning in line 24, amend so as to 
read: “Provided further, That no suit against a corporation or 
joint-stock company, brought in a State court of the State in | insert the word “ Maries”; in line 14, on page 83, strike out 
which the cause of action arose, shall be removed to any court | word “ Maries.” On page 84, in line 10, after the words “ Sa 
of the United States on the ground that the parties are citizens | Joseph,” insert the words “at Joplin”; in line 14 strike out t 
of different States, if the suit is brought in the coun ty where the | words “of holding court” and insert in lieu thereof the wo 
cause of action arose or within the county where the defendant | “at which court is now held.” 
is served with process and the plaintiff resides.” | Section 92: On page 84, in line 20, after the word “ October 
“ Section 29: On page 24, in line 17, strike out the word | insert the following: “at Missor ila on the first Mondays in J 
“ twenty” and insert the word “thirty.” On page 24, in line | uary and June; and at Billings on the first Mondays in Mar 
20, strike out the word “due” and insert the word “written.” | and August.” 

In line 3 on page 25 strike out the word “ twenty” and insert | 


| Section 99: On page 94, in line 9, strike out the words “of 

the word “thirty”; in line 5 strike out the word “twenty ’ | holding court” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “at 
and insert ong word “ thirty.” which court is now held.” 

Section 30: On page 25, in line 13, strike out the word “five” | Section 103: On page 99, at the end of line 4, add the follow- 

and insert the word “ three.” ' ing: “The clerk of the court for the middle district shall main- 
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tain an office in charge of himself or a deputy at Harrisburg; 
and civil suits instituted at that place shall be tried there if 
either party resides nearest that place of holding court unless 


| 
| 


by consent of parties they are removed to another place for 
trial.” 

Section 106: On page 101, line 2, strike out the word “ Ly- 
man’: in line 3 strike out “ Crow Creek”; in line 4 strike 
out “Lower Brule and”; in line 7 strike out “ Armstrong”; | 
in line 8 strike out “ Dewey”; and strike out all from the 
word “ Reservation,” in line 10, and substitute the following: 


“and in that portion of the Standing Rock Indian Reservation 


lying in South Dakota shall constitute the northern division; 
the territory embraced on the date last mentioned in the 
counties of Armstrong, Buffalo, Dewey, Faulk, Hand, Hughes, 
Hyde, Jerauld, Lyman, Potter, Stanley, and Sully, and in 


Cheyenne River, Lower Brule, and Crow Creek Indian Reserva- 
tions, shall constitute the central division; and the territory 
embraced on the date last mentioned in the counties of Bennett, 


| On page 185, in line 17, after the word “ office,” 


tutte, Custer, Fall River, Harding, Lawrence, Meade, Mellette, | 


Pennington, Perkins, Shannon, Todd, Tripp, Washabaugh, and 
Washington and in the Rosebud and Pine Ridge Indian Reser- 
vations shall constitute the western division. Terms of the 
district court for the southern division shall be held at Sioux 
Falls on the first Tuesday in April and the third Tuesday in 
October; for the northern division at Aberdeen on the first 
Tuesday in May and the second Tuesday in November; for the 
central division at Pierre on the second Tuesday in June and 
the first Tuesday in October; and for the western division at 
Deadwood on the third Tuesday in May and the first Tuesday 
in September. The clerk of the district court shall maintain an 
office in charge of himself or a deputy at Sioux Falls, at Pierre, 
at Aberdeen, and at Deadwood, which shall be kept open for 
the transaction of the business of the court.” 

Section 112: On page 113, line 23, strike out the word 
“ Kittitas’ and insert it in line 4 on page 114, after the word 
“ Klickitat ’; in lines 1 and 7 on page 114 strike out the word 
“eastern” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ northern”; 
in lines 21 and 25 strike out the word “western” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ southern.” 

Section 118: On page 121, in line 22, beginning after the word 
“circuit ” strike out the remainder of the section. 

Section 126: Strike out the section. The provisions of this 
section are embraced in section 259. 

Section 128: On page 128, in line 5, 
insert the words “ under the copyright laws. 

Section 140: On page 134, in line strike out the word 
“quarterly ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ monthly.” 

Section 151: On page 139, in line 18, after the word “ may’ 
strike out the words “ or the committee thereof to which it shall 
have been referred, also may,”’. On page 140, in line 18, after 
the word “ House” strike out the words “or such committee.” 
At the end of the section add the following: “In any proceeding 
under this section, the court shall determine as a preliminary 
inquiry the question of limitation, delay, or laches; and if it 
shall be of opinion that the delay in presenting the claim is not 


after the word “laws” 


” 
», 


’ 


the word “one” and insert the word “two,” and strike out 
“and fifty cents.” After the word “ volume” add the following - 
“and those hereafter published at a sum not to exceed $1.75 per 
volume ;” in line 18 strike out “ fifty ” and insert “ seventy-five,” 

Section 227: On page 183, in line 7, after the words “Attorney 
General,” insert the words “each United States district attor- 


ney.” On page 184, in line 14, after the word “ twénty,” add the 
word “five.” On page 185, in line 3, after the word “them,” 


insert the words “to each United States judge and to each 
United States district attorney who has not received a set.” 
strike out the 
remainder of the section. 


Section 228: On page 186, in line 7, strike out the words “ or 
hereafter.” In line 9, after the word “than,” strike out “one” 
and insert “two”; and after the word “dollar” strike out 


” 


“and fifty cents”; and at the end of the line add: “and such 
number of copies of each report hereafter published as he may 
require, for which he shall pay not more than $1.75 per volume.” 
Section 229: On page 187. Sirike out the section and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 
“Src. —. The Attorney General is authorized to procure com- 
plete sets of the Federal Reporter or, in his discretion, other 


L 


| publication containing the decisions of the circuit courts of ap- 


peals, circuit courts, and district courts, and digests thereof, 
and also future volumes of the same as issued, and distribute 
a copy of each such reports and digests to each place where a 
circuit court of appeals or a district court is now or may here- 
after regularly be held, and to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the Court of Claims, the Court of Customs Appeals, 
the Commerce Court, the court of appeals and the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, the Attorney General, the 
Solicitor General, the Solicitor of the Treasury, the Assistant 
Attorney General for the Department of the Interior, the Com 
missioner of Patents, and the Interstate Commerce Commission : 
and to the Secretary of the Senate, for the use of the Senate, 
and to the Clerk of the House of Representatives, not more than 
three sets each. Whenever any such court room, office, or officer 
shall have a partial or complete set of any such reports o1 
digest already purchased or owned by the United Staies, the 
Attorney General shall distribute to such court room, office, or 
officer only sufficient volumes to make a complete set thereo! 
No distribution of reports or digests under this section shal! be 
made to any place where the court is held in a building not 
owned by the United States, unless there be at such place a 
United States officer to whose responsible custody they can | 

committed. The clerks of the courts (except the Supreme 
Court) to which the reports and digests are distributed under 
this section shall keep such reports and digests for the use of 
the courts and the officers thereof. All reports and digests 
distributed under the provisions of this section shall be and 


; remain the property of the United States, and before distribu- 


excusable, and that the bar of the statute of limitation should | 


not be removed, it shall not proceed further to find the exist- 
ence of loyalty, liability, or the extent thereof, in such case, but 
shall report such finding in bar to the House by which the claim 
or matter was referred.” 

Section 152: Strike out the section. 

Section 178: On page 140, in line 16, strike out the word 
“ hereinbefore” and add, after the word “ provided,” the words 
“by law.” 

Section 182: Insert a new section numbered 182, as follows: 

“Sec. 182. In any case brought in the Court of Claims under 
any act of Congress by which that court is authorized to render 
a judgment or decree against the United States, or against any 
Indian tribe or any Indians, or against any fund held in trust 
by the United States for any Indian tribe or for any Indians, 
the claimant, or the United States, or the tribe of Indians, or 
other party in interest shall have the same right of appeal as is 
conferred under sections 229 and 230; and such right shall be 
exercised only within the time and in the manner therein pre- 
scribed.” 

Section 186: On page 152, 
count of color.” 

Section 201: Strike out this section, the provisions of this sec- 
tion being embraced in section 259. 

Section 207: On page 169, in line 15, strike out the word 
“now ’’; in line 16, after the word “ thereof” add the following: 
“immediately prior to June 18, 1910,” 

Section 226: On page 182, in line 7, after the word “ court,” 
insert the words “ heretofore published”; 


in line 23, add the words “on ac- 


tion shall be plainly marked on their covers with the words 
‘The property of the United States,’ and shall be transmitted 
by the officers receiving them to their successors in office. Not 
to exceed $2 per volume shall be paid for the back and cur 
rent volumes of the Federal Reporter or other publication 


| purchased under the provisions of this section, and not to ex 
ceed $5 per volume for the digest, the said money to be dis- 


bursed under the direction of the Attorney General; and tlie 
Attorney General shall include in his annual estimates sub- 
mitted to Congress an estimate for the back and current 

umes of such reports and digests, the distribution of which is 


| provided for in this section.” 


Section 240: On page 192, 
insert “civil or criminal”; in line 22, after the word 
wise,” insert “ upon the petition of any party thereto.” 

Section 250: This section is intended to take the place of se 
tion 287 of the House amendment. 

Sec. 250. Any final judgment or decree of the court of appea!s 
of the District of Columbia may be reexamined and affirmed, r 
versed, or modified by the Supreme Court of the United States 
upon writ of error or appeal in the following cases: 

First. In cases in which the jurisdiction of the trial court is 
in issue; but when any such case is not otherwise reviewable in 
said Supreme Court, then the question of jurisdiction alone shall 
be certified to said Supreme Court for decision. 

Second. In prize cases. 

Third. In cases involving the construction or application f 
the Constitution of the United States, or the constitutionality of 
any law of the United States, or the validity or construction ol 
any treaty made under its authority. 

Fourth. In cases in which the constitution or any law of 4 


in line 19, after the word “ ¢: 


“ otLer 


; in line 8 strike out | State is claimed to be in contravention of the Constitution of the 
the words “ after the 5th of August, 1882”; in line 10 strike out | United States. 








1911. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3163 





Fifth. In cases in which the validity of any authority exer- 
cised under the United States or the existence or scope of any 
power or duty of an officer of the United States is drawn in 
question. 

Sixth. In cases in which the construction of any law of the 


United States is drawn in question by the defendant. Except 
as provided in the next succeeding section, the judgments and 
decrees of the said court of appeals shall be final in all cases 
arising under the patent laws, the copyright laws, the revenue 
laws, the criminal laws, and in admiralty cases. Except as 
provided in the next succeeding section, the judgments and de- 
erees of the said court of appeals shall be final in all cases not 
reviewable as hereinbefore provided. 

Writs of error and appeals shall be taken within the same 
time, in the same manner, and under the same regulations as 
writs of error and appeals are taken from the circuit courts of 
appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Section 251: This section is intended to take the place of see- 
tion 238 of the House amendment. 

Section 251: Strike out the section and substitute the follow- 
ing: “In any case in which the judgment or decree of said court 
of appeals is made final by the section last preceding, it shall 
be competent for the Supreme Court of the United States to 
require, by certiorari or otherwise, any such cause to be certified 
to it for its review and determination, with the same power 
and authority in the case as if it had been carried by writ of 
error or appeal to said Supreme Court. It shall also be com- 
petent for said court of appeals, in any case in which its judg- 
ment or decree is made final under the section last preceding, 
at any time to certify to the Supreme Court of the United States 
any questions or propositions of law concerning which it de- 
sires the instruction of that court for their proper decision; and 
thereupon the Supreme Court may either give its instructions 
on the questions and propositions certified to it, which shall be 
binding upon said court of appeals in such case, or it may re 
quire that the whole record and cause be sent up to it for its 
consideration, and thereupon shall decide the whole matter in 
controversy in the same manner as if it had been brought there 
for review by writ of error or appeal.” 

Section 259: This section is intended to take the place of a 
part of section 2, all of section 126, and of 2020), in the bill as 
it passed the House. 

“Sec. 259. The circuit justices, the circuit and district judges 
of the United States, and the judges of the district courts of the 
United States in Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto Rico, shall each be 
allowed and paid his necessary expenses of travel, and his 
reasonable expenses (not to exceed $10 per day) actually in- 
curred for maintenance, consequent upon his attending court 
or transacting other official business in pursuance of law at any 
place other than his official place of residence, said expenses 
to be paid by the marshal of the district in which such court is 
held or official business transacted, upon the written certificate 
of the justice or judge. The official place of residence of each 
justice and of each circuit judge while assigned to the Commerce 
Court shall be at Washington; and the official place of resi- 
dence of each circuit and district judge, and of each judge of 
the district courts of the United States in Alaska, Hawaii, and 
Porto Rico, shall be at that place nearest his actual residence at 
which either a circuit court of appeals or a district court is 
regularly held. 


of his official place of residence.” 

Section 260: On page 202, in line 10, strike out the words “ 
time 10 years before” and insert “at the time of.” 

Section 284: On page 211, in line 20, after the word “ there 
for,” insert the following: 

“If the United States attorney for any district which has a 
city or borough containing at least .300,000 inhabitants shall 
certify in writing to the district judge, or the senior district 
judge of the district, that the exigencies of the public service 
require it, the judge may, in his discretion, also order a venire 
to issue for a second grand jury.” 

Section 289: On page 216, in line 3, before the word “ au- 
thority,” insert the word “ same.” 

Section 297: On page 218, in line 13, strike out “twenty” 
and insert “ fourteen”: in line 14, after the word “ inclusive,” 
insert the following: ‘‘ Sections 716 to 720, both inclusive.” 


a 


On page 220, in line 3, after the word “ eighty-seven,” insert | 


“except sections 4, 5, 6, 7, and 10 thereof.” Beginning in line 
13 strike out the following: “An act to establish circuit court 
of appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases the juris- 
diction of the courts of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 3, 1891.” On page 221, in line 13, after 
‘he word “eleven,” insert the following: “ Sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 


Every such judge shall, upon his appointment, 
and from time to time thereafter whenever he may change his 
official residence, in writing notify the Department of Justice | 





the first paragraph of section 6, and section 17 of an act entitled 
‘An act to create a Commerce Court, and to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 


1887, as heretofore amended, and for other purposes,’ approved 
June 18, 1910.” 

Section 298: On page 221, in line 21, after the word “act,” 
insert the words “ or affecting the organization of the courts.” 


Section 299: On page 222, in line 6, after the word “ proceed 


ing,” insert the following: “including those pending on writ of 
error, appeal, certificate, or writ of certiorari, in any llate 
court referred to or included within the provisions of this act.” 

Section 301: On page 222, in line 19, strike out word 
“July” and insert “January”; and strike cut t word 
“eleven” and insert the word “ twelve.” 

W. B. HEeYBURN, 

GEO. SUTHERLAND, 

JAMES P. CLARK 
Managers on the part of the S rie. 

R. O. Moon, 

HERBERT PARSONS, 

SWAGAR SHERLEY, 
Managers on the part of the ll 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If it is a question merely of ‘ g¢ to 
the report without proceeding to its consideration and dis 
cussion, that might be done; but, if agreeing to the re t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The only motion before the 
Senate is on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand that; but I should like to 
inquire of the Senator from Idaho 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I would be very l. indeed 
to have the report agreed to, with such exceptions as Senators 
may desire to designate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That can not be done 

Mr. HEYBURN. 1 think, Mr. President, that is done every 
day in the case of conference reports 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the report go over for a day. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to finish the sentence that I 
am uttering. 

Mr. President, what I desire to have is that the uncontro 


verted portion of the report may be acted upon as we do every 


day and then ask for a further conference upon the contested 
points. 

Mr. LODGE. Is it a complete agreement? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Then it can only be acted upon as a whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 
The Senator from Idaho presented a conference report which 


is a complete agreement. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand that. 
whole, I understand we can not amend 
for further conference 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can withdraw his 
report and make a partial report and ask for a further con 
ference. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the only way. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will proceed along those lines and will 
make a partial report. Let me have the report. 


If we act 
it, but 


upon it 


ve can 


as a 
reserve 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator withdraws the 
report. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. The regular order! 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to retain the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You can not withdraw the report and 


retain the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
[Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I had the floor for the purpose of making 
this report, and I have not yielded. 

SeveRAL Senators. The regular order! 

Mr. WARREN. I do not see any necessity for this commo- 
tion about the regular order, and so forth. Of course, a con- 
ference report is entitled to be presented, and if its considera- 


The Senator from California 


| tion is denied, it goes over. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. HEYBURN. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. HEYBURN. 


Without objection—— 
I desire to present a partial report. 
Oh, no, Mr. President. 
A partial report has the same privilege as 


| a complete report. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator can not—— 

Mr. WARREN. As far as a conference report is concerned, 
it has the right of way 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. WARREN, 





Mr. President- 
One moment, if you please; I have the floor, 
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Mr. 
The 


has the floor. 


LODGE. Mr. 
PRESIDING 


President—— 
OFFICER. 


Mr. WARREN. 
propriation bill half finished, I shall very soon raise the ques- 
tion of consideration upon any other business. 

As to the matter of conference reports, it is well established 
that a report can be presented. 


presented, if objected to it must go over. 
Mr. LODGE. The privilege is to make the report. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct. 
Mr. LODGE. That privilege is now exhausted, and I raise 


the question of consideration. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate consider the conference report? 


Mr. HEYBURN. I am not asking that. I have withdrawn | 
that, or, rather, it was only an alternative suggestion. Bunt 


I now ask to present a partial report from the conference com- 
on this bill and ask for the adoption of the partial report, | 
which does not include the provision with regard to the removal | 


mittee 
of causes to United States courts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
sents the following conference report. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. PENROSE. 
tial report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
partial report until it is presented. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine was 
recognized, and not the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HALE. What I desire is to call the attention of the 
Senate to the parliamentary course upon conference reports. 
They are always privileged. They are not subject to a single 
objection, which carries them over. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 


Senator from Idaho pre- 


The 
But the conferees 


Senator from Maine. 
have not signed any par: 


The Chair has no record of 


Mr. HALE. But the moment a conference report is pre- 
sented the question of consideration can be raised by any 
Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. And that is what I did. 

Mr. HALE. It is not a personal matter. It is not a desire 


to take the Senator from Idaho from the floor. It is simply 
what we have got to do at this stage in order to give the Sen- 
ate the opportunity of considering or not. That is not debatable. 
It is a question for the Senate at once to decide. 

Nobody is seeking to drive the Senator from Idaho from the 
floor. All of us have had experience with the Senator, so that 
we are not inclined to enter into that contest. But I gave no- 
tice yesterday—and that does not settle anything—that after 
the vote was taken on the Lorimer case I should ask the Sen- 
ate to proceed with the appropriation bills. I also gave notice, 
and the foundation of that was my somewhat long experience 
in the way to manage evening sessions, that instead of under- 
taking a protracted session, which never ends in business, I 
should ask the Senate at half past 5—that is what we have done 
heretofore—to take a recess until 8 o’clock. That gives the 
Senators who have been here, as some of us have been, ever 
since 9 o’clock, if we choose, to go home to dinner or to go to 
our committee rooms for luncheon or dinner and come back at 
8 o’clock. 

All of my experience is that in three hours, after that respite 
between half past 5 and 8 o’clock, the Senate is ready and 
desirous of doing business. I would give more for those three 
hours between 8 and 11 to do business, pass bills, and make 
progress, which is essential, than I would for all of the time on 
a protracted session. 
progress in anything, and I shall move at half past 5 that the 
Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

jut I am entirely in the hands of the Senate. 

does not want to give the evening to appropriation bills and 
wants to give the evening to something else, I am powerless. 
sut so far as I am concerned, with these days disappearing, 
and it being a question not of days, but of hdéurs, the Senate 
may just as well be confronted with the fact that half a dozen 
of the appropriation bills will go over. 
to the action of the Senate. 

I should hope, the question of consideration having been 
raised, that the Senator from Wyoming, who has charge of the 
agricultural appropriation bill, will go on with it unless—and 
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The Senator from Wyoming | 


After sitting here some 10 days with an ap- |} 


It is well established that when | 


Chair has no notice of a 


We tried it the other night and made no | 


If the Senate | 


I am going to submit | 
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when I say that I know what the habit and courtesy of the 
Senate are—some Senator desires to take the floor. If so, the 
| Senate loses nothing by allowing that Senator to take the 
| floor, because if you get up the appropriation bill under our 
| rules the Senator may talk upon the bill and spend all the time 
| that is necessary. 
| I do not know about it, but I should like to have the Senate 
| put itself on record whether it wants to go on now with the 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask to make a privileged report. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
has been recognized to make a report. 
| Mr. HALE. What has become of the other report of the Sen- 
; ator from Idaho? 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has withdrawn it. 
| Mr. HEYBURN. I have a privileged report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognized the Sen- 
ator from California to make a report. 





REPORT OF COMMITTEE. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 32212) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, to report it with amend 
ments, and I submit a report (No. 1265) thereon. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator undoubtedly has the right to submit 
his report. 


REVISION OF LAWS—JUDICIARY 


Mr. HEYBURN. I make the following privileged report. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. If the Senator has in any way 

| modified the report as signed by the conferees, his action, of 

course, is not—— 
Mr. HEYBURN. 


TITLE, 


I have not in any wise modified or disturbed 


it. It is the report made by the conferees. 
| Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I would like to say a word about 
that. 


Mr. HEYBURN. 
| eration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts raises the question of the consideration of the report, and 
that has to be put to the Senate without debate. The question 
is, Will the Senate consider the report? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Idaho says he does 
| not ask for present consideration. 
| Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

Mr. LODGE. I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let the report be printed and go over. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. JONES. Will the Secretary read the report, so that we 
may know what it is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
in the report will be stated. 

Mr. JONES. I object to the waiving of the reading of the 
report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the report, the 
Chair will state to the Senator from Washington, is a part of 
the consideration of the report. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The report has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report has been read. 

Mr. OVERMAN. No; the report has not been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report goes over. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator returned the san 
report—the report which has been read. There is no mistake 
about that. The Clerk read the report. 

Mr. LODGE. The whole thing has gone over. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I understand that. 
go over to a time when it 

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senate will not take it up now unless 
it votes affirmatively on the point of consideration now. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, under what order are we now 
doing business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. WARREN. 


I have not asked for its present consid- 





The title of the bill involved 


I want it to 








The unfinished business. 
I wish to give notice now that, unless there 
| shall be some motion to lay aside the unfinished business, I shall, 
| at 3 o’clock, move to take up the agricultural appropriation bill. 
| Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask that when 3 o’clock arrives the un 
finished business be temporarily laid aside so that the agricu)- 
tural appropriation bill may be proceeded with. 
Mr. WARREN. I wish to say in this connection, so that those 
| who have an interest in that bill may be here, it is my purpose 
to move at 3 o’clock to take up the agricultural appropriation 
bill. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. 


Mr. President—— 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo- 
ming yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Out of order I wish to introduce a bill. 

SeverAL SENATORS. The regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. 


order will be 
A bill CH. R. 32010) to create a tariff board. 
TARIFF BOARD. 
The Senate as in Committee of the Whole resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill. 


Mr. STONE. What is the question now before the Senate? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agree- 


ing—— 

Mr. LODGE. The bill has been read and all the committee 
amendments agreed to except the last. The question is upon 
the last amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. OVERMAN. There are two or three Senators talking at 
the same time. I would like to know what is the question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On page 5—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to section 7. The Secretary will state it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Read it. 

Mr. NELSON. What bill is this? 

Mr. LODGE. The tariff commission bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is the Tariff Board bill. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I want to ask the Senator—— 

Mr. NELSON. What bill is this? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will kindly take their 
seats. Senators will come to order. The Chair will recognize 
a Senator when there is order. The Secretary will state the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. HALE. There was an understanding, I supposed, that 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CuMMINS] desired to address the 
Senate upon this bill, and the Senator from Wyoming, in charge 
of the next appropriation bill, had yielded for that purpose, and 
he agreed that he would wait and would not call up the appro- 
priation bill until after 3 o’clock. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not know how the Senator from Maine 
received that impression. I said to certain Senators that I 
thought the unfinished business ought to be proceeded with for 
an hour, at least, this afternoon, but I did not suggest to any- 
body that I had any desire to make a speech upon it. I want 
to vote upon it, 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Iowa can 
upon it while appropriation bills are pending. 

Mr. PENROSE. Let us have the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I give notice that when 3 o’clock arrives 
I will ask that the unfinished business 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
out of order, and he will take his seat. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And I will say to the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine has 
been recognized and not the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HALE. If any Senator desires to go on and debate this 
question or any other question 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to that. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I was just rising to ask the Senator from 
Iowa if the proposition is to take this vote without discussion. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course it is not. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Any Senator who desires to discuss this bill 
or any amendment to it can do so. 

Mr. OVERMAN. We ought to have a quorum here. 
gest the want of a quorum. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
— a the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call 

1@ Toll, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Bacon Crane 


The bill is in Committee of the 


not have a vote 








I sug- 


Heyburn Richardson 






Bankhead Culberson Johnston Root 
Beveridge Cullom Jones Scott 
Borah Cummins Kean Shively 
sourne Curtis Lodge Smith, Mich 
radley Depew Lorimer Smoot 
brandegee Dick Martin Stone 
Br iggs Dixon Money Sutherland 
Brown Fletcher Nelson Swanson 
Bulkeley Flint Newlands Taliaferro 
Burkett Foster Overman Taylor 
Burnham Gallinger Page Warner 
Burrows Gamble Penrose Warren 
Burton Gore Percy Wetmore 
Chamberlain Gronna Perkins Young 
Clapp Guggenheim Piles 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Rayner 


The Senator from Indiana is | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-six have re- 
sponded to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment, which the Secre 
tary will report. 

The Secretary. On 
word “with,” insert 
testimony.” 

The PRESIDING 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I regret very much that this 
measure should be taken under consideration when the time 
for consideration is so brief as it necessarily will be, inasmuch 
as the agricultural appropriation bill is to be taken up in about 
40 minutes. 

Mr. President, I am not at all in sympathy with this measure. 
I am not in sympathy with it as a political principle. I do 
not approve it because of its language or the purpose for which 
the language is used. It seems to be going along in rather a 
merry mood, as though it could do no harm. There is not 
measure before Congress that may do more harm than this. 

I will desist for a moment. I am not accustomed to partici- 
pating in duets or trios. 

Mr. DEPEW. Order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is impossible for the Sen- 
ator from Idaho to proceed until there is order. The Senate 
will be in order, and Senators will kindly take their seats. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, if the Senate is going to in- 
sist on the consideration of this bill, the Senate had better 
devote its attention to the consideration of it. 

I am not surprised that there has been an inquiry as to what 
bill it is. It is a bill which proposes to transfer the duties 
which are vested in Congress by the Constitution to an irre- 
sponsible board, in order, I suppose, that the people’s rights 
may flow from a different source, because in the judgment of 
those who drew or conceived the idea of this bill Congress was 


Senators 


section 7, 


17, after 


‘ ly ty 
including 


the 
all 


page 5, in line 
‘as hereinbefore provided, 


OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 


a 


|}a very incompetent medium through which the people should 





| testimony,” attached to one of the paragraphs or 


The Chair is not informed as | ,.pcinbefore 


| planatory 





| der consideration 


obtain their legal rights. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I think from the Senator’s remarks that I now 
recognize the bill to which he refers. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am pleased to have so accurately de- 
scribed it; and I assume that the Senator from Maine has some 
sympathy with the description which I have given of it that 
may go to the merits of it. 

When this question was before the Senate some time ago I 
expressed myself briefly upon the general principle. But this 
being made the unfinished business, if we are going to be com- 
pelled to stand between the people of this country and a pro 
posed infringement of their rights, I shall have to hold myself 
ready to speak upon this bill at any time; and I think I 
prepared to do it. 

It is true for the moment only that the amendment, which is 
expressed in the words “as hereinbefore provided, 


Does the Senator from Idaho 


am 


including all 
sections of 
this bill, is of the utmost importance. 

This section reads, with the proposed amendment, section 7: 

That said board shall submit the results of its investications, as 
provided, including all testimony, together with any ex 
report of the facts so ascertained, to the Vresident or t 
either House of Congress, from time to time, when called upon by the 
President or either House of Congress. 





This is rather an expensive board, and if the President should 


overlook them, which I suppose he would for intervals, say, of 
a year or two and Congress should forget their existence for 
another year or two, they would have nothing to do but draw 


their salaries. 
But the “ hereinbefore provided” part of the Iment un 

invites to look back at the other 

of the bill to see what is hereinbefore provided. Every 

preceding section 7 is made a 7 

I repeat that. 

part of every preceding section, 


us sections 


section 
rds 


part of section 7 by those we 


Those two words, innocent appearing, 


I become in 
and require every sec tion pre 


ceding section 7 to be interpreted in connection with that pro 
vision before you can know what the law is. That is part of 
the amendment directly under consideration. 

Section 6 contains a part of the “ hereinbefore provided.” In 


section 6 it is provided that any investigation authorized by the 
proposed act the board may obtain such evidence or information 
as it may deem advisable. 


Now, Mr. President, that leaves the board the sole judge as to 
what information Congress needs or the President needs in de 


termining the basis upon which revenue laws shall be made 
We are not to have any other information except such as this 
board may deem advisable. The words “for its confidential 
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use, and in case the evidence or information is so obtained” 
were crossed out. It was intended originally that they should 
not disclose to Congress or the President the information upon 
which they were going to act, but they repented of that evil 
and sought to make the evil less. 
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| 


Dut id board shall not be required to divulge the names of persons. 

There is no exception or limitation to that. We are going to | 
create a few favored men who go and pry into the private busi- 
ness of the people in this and other countries and keep it to 


themselves, confidential information. They may give us the 
results of it and some general expression of their wisdom. 

Mr. HALE. Or may not. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Or may not. 

Mr. OVERMAN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I notice that we appropriate about $400,000 
in the sundry civil appropriation bill for a tariff board to be 
continued for two, three, or four years, and now this is another 
commission. Do I understand it is the policy to continue pay- 
ing to that board $400,000 and to appropriate money for this 
board, too? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I can not answer all of that, because I can 
not anticipate what the policy is. Policies are as indefinite as 
floating clouds. If it pleases the person who is desirous of 
adopting it, it is all right, and if it does not, it is all wrong. 

Now, just a moment about that 

But said board shall not be required to divulge the names of persons 
furnishing such evidence or information. 


‘ 
{ 





I am not a prophet of evil, but I can see a certain class of 
men on a board of that kind possessed, at the expense of the 
Government, of a vast amount of private information, who 
might be blessed with a few relatives who could put them in 
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They shall make that class of reports as the President may 
direct, and they are paid to obtain information through secret 
means and retain the information to themselves. We are to pay 
for it. For what purpose? I suppose wrapped up in that lan- 
guage is the purpose to determine just exactly the relative cost 
of certain articles in foreign countries and at home, But while 
that is always a proper inquiry in considering tariff rates, it is 
not a proper consideration of the basis upon which tariff rates 
are to be fixed. They are authorized to inquire, for instance, in 
Germany as to the cost of hardware or any other article. They 


| go there to the German shops of the higher order. The exports 


from the country are principally from the larger manufacturing 
establishments or exporting houses. The product of the small 
shop generally supplies the local market. Then they report 
that the cost of a certain line of hardware or cutlery, which are 
important items of importation from Germany, is a certain fig- 
ure. They report that to the President. They do not tell him 
how they obtained the information or from whom they obtained 
it, because they are forbidden to report names. 

Now, Mr. President, the object of that report may be a basis 
for comparison of the cost of production between that country 
and ours. Doubtless those countries would aid the representa- 
tives if they knew they were making the inquiry to ascertain 
the facts, but it seems to be contemplated that they shall ob- 


| tain these facts surreptitiously from the manufacturers of those 


| countries or the producers of the product. 


Now, then, the next step on the part of this board is to come 
home to this country with this information that they have gath 


| ered for the purpose of ascertaining the cost of producing a like 


| 


the way of doing rather a nice stroke of business, having private | 


knowledge as to the private affairs of people in other countries 
and in this country, because this board is also, in another sec- 
tion, authorized to investigate these same questions in the 
United States and to have information about the business of 
business men of the United States that no one else would have. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I yield. 

Mr. NELSON. Does it not strike the Senator from Idaho 
that it would be of great value to Congress to get the names of 
the parties giving this testimony? Would not that enable Con- 
gress to determine whether the testimony is of any value? 
Ought we not to have the sources from which that testimony 
comes? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. The statement itself that some 
person had testified so and so would be of no value whatever. 

Mr. NELSON. It strikes me that that is a great mistake. 
We ought to have the names of all the witnesses published. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I thoroughly agree with the Senator from 
Minnesota in that regard, and I will doubtless reach the dis- 
cussion of that question under the conditions. 

Mr. NELSON. I will be glad to have the Senator discuss it. 

Mr, HEYBURN. I think I shall doubtless reach it. 

Mr. President, what are the members of this board to do? 
We will look at that. Here in section 5 there is a provision that 
has no equal or counterpart in the history of legislation : 


Sec. 5. That for the purposes of this act said board shall have power 
to subpcena witnesses, to take testimony, administer oaths, and to re- 
quire any person, firm, copartnership, corporation, or association engaged 
in the production, importation, or distribution of any article under 
investigation to produce books and papers relating to any matter per- 
taining to such investigation. In case of failure to comply with the 
requirements of this section, the board may report to Congress such 
failure, specifying the names of such persons, the individual names of 
such firm or copartnership, and the names of the officers and directors 
of each such corporation or association so failing, which report shall 
also specify the article or articles produced, imported, or distributed by 
such person, firm, copartnership, corporation, or association, and the 
tarif’ schedule which applies to such article. 


That is a part of the hereinbefore provided amendment. 
Then section 4 gives or purports to give the purpose of this 
act: 


° 
Sec. 4. That to enable the President to secure information as to the 
effect of tariff rates, restrictions, exactions, or any regulations imposed 
at any time by any foreign country upon the importation into or sale 
in any such foreign country of any produets of the United States, and 
as to any export bounty paid or export duty imposed or prohibition made 
by any country upon the exportation of any article to the United States 
which discriminates against the United States or the products thereof, 
and to assist the President in the application of the maximum and 
minimum tariffs and other administrative provisions of the customs 
ae. _ board shall, from time to time, make report, as the President 
shall direct, 


Where is Congress? Has Congress adjourned? 









product here. We will say that they go to a large establishment, 
equipped in the most complete manner, where the article can be 
produced for the least possible price, and they take that as a 
basis of the cost of American production. They will not go te 
the little mill or factory up the valley to find out what it costs 
them, with machinery not so modern, with equipment and con- 


| ditions not so favorable. They will not go there for information. 


They will take as the basis of the cost of American production 
the cost in this finished, improved, and least expensively oper- 


| ated mill, and they will compare that with the cost abroad. 


Then what? What is the object? If it is to be used as a 
basis of tariff making, we are required, according to the doc 
trine of this bill, to find what would be a reasonable profit 
This commission is to investigate that question. What would 
be the result? First, what would they take as a basis for a 
reasonable profit? Would it be a reasonable profit with a large 
and expensively equipped and cheaply operated mill, with a 
large investment of capital, or would it be a reasonable profit 
to the owner of the little mill up the canyon or down on the 
river bank who operated it with his own hands, with the assist 
ance perhaps of his own family? Which are you going to take? 
If you base the tariff upon the difference of cost between the 
finished, high-class mill abroad and a mill of the same class on 
this side, then 5 or 6 per cent difference or 7 or 8 per cent, as 
they might conclude, would be considered a reasonable profit. 
But that difference would not only not afford a reasonab! 
profit to the mill that was not equipped so well, but which if 
they operated at all they operated at a loss. 

That applies to every foundry and factory, to mechanical 
processes of any kind that produce articles entering into th 
American market. Who is going to say what profit shall 
guaranteed, so far as tariff legislation is concerned, to the 
mill that is equipped in the old fashion and that is operated b) 
the owner? Who is going to say what a fair profit shall be 
to that man? If his profit is to be fixed upon the basis of the 
investigation of this commission, then that would afford a 
very generous profit to the better-equipped manufacturer. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from North Dakota ‘ 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Would not all those matters be taken into 
consideration by this commission, and could we not trust the 
Senate and the House to give us a perfected bill that would 
practically guard all our industries, even though some should 
make a little more profit than we would think they needed? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I sincerely trust we can. 
The endeavor of those who really understand and represent the 
rotective tariff policy has been in the past and doubtless will 
e in the future to make a tariff wall high enough to insure 
,rotection to all of them. I presume the Senator from Indiana 
Mr. BEVERIDGE] is answering the question asked by the Senator 
rom North Dakota. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not at all. It was not even mentioned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho has 
the floor, 
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Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I am seeking to address my bee n whispered by the oracle of this beard to them in 


i 


i 


i 
That is not in accord with the principles of this Goverr 


self to the Chair. pledge that it could not be printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana was | 
out of order. | 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes, I think so. The Senator from North 
Dakota asked me a question, and before I could answer it I ” 
found that I was blockaded. | arom € people, nor ts there ai v informat } his 
i 
j 


pha 


fhe American people want to know 


he facts upon w 


representatives act, and they are entitled to know n. TI 


is no preceeding of this body that may prope be wilt l 


Howerer, Mr. President, I want to answer the question of 
the Senator from North Dakota because it is a very important 
consideration in determining this matter. 

rhe making of tariff laws can be and should be regulated by 
Congress, but the proposition here is based upon the fact that 
it will not be regulated by Congress but by this board. That 





executive session, wherein the aff rs ¢ ‘ ul . ire 





i il intrusted to our confidence in ordet vl v 
deal with them without disclos r matters tl 
| desire should be kept secret 


I want no tariff board to do that which we have for a 











i e trouble. According to the belief of the lovers of our own}, °* ; - 
country and its people that they are entitled to the first con- | hundred years performed for © ~ witl I 
sideration in the making of laws, the tariff should be so high | #@®Onventence or expense to the public or to ourselves. Ne 
s to inelude all these classes. In other words, as I said on a shoul I sit in this be dy who is not equipped “ ith ti intel : 
for r occasion in discussing this question here, the tariff wall | Teatsite to enable him to perform the duties pertaining to 
should be above the highest tide. Why, a 10-foot wall will not | ce. If he finds the people have o ‘timated his ability 
protect the valley against a 12-foot tide any better than a 1-foot | ¢/senUy participate in the making of laws hould adviss ; 
wall would protect it. As some one said in discussing the qu them of that — and they could then perhay orrect the evil 
here. a 16-inch boot top will not enable you to cross a ford Whi never a Mem! er : r ner ’ I ju c s tl ASSIST Ol 
of 20 inches of water dry-shod any more than would a boot top | S°me laymen to enable him to intelligently perform his es 
2 6 “ee ; , jit is then time that the people were 1 fied of that fa 
ol » LNCUCS, i . aca : . == my iia ar - 
Retween these extremes of cost the cost to the poorly |, Tt !s said that © Se CONVERS, SES RIESMENE OF . 
e ed and yet justly entitled citizen is one thing. It is | 2@S 0 Place in this body. It is said that 
based upon the imperfection of his machinery. It is based | “‘’ ue Se ee ee a ee ee ee) eee eae or 
he fact that he has neither the ability nor should he | C2” Protect themselves against over! gpl lei “) 
have the necessity of expending a large amount of money upon | °F Petter men than would ever sit upon this board. 
his | in order that he might compete with the larger mill There seems to be so much excellent conversation going ¢ 
hi } in rae;r hal ! mig | 


that I hardly feel it necessary t tribute to it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will please take their 3 
SCUALS 
| Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to make a forn 
than it could be produced by the sugar mills operated upon | Moulon: ; a 
individual endeavor and capital anywhere in the country. | The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator yield to the 
| 


| 

| 

s | 

ol rfect equipment. | 

For instance, in the production of sugar from beets it re- | 
quires an investment of several hundred thousand dollars, but 

when that investment is made sugar can be produced cheaper 





They can drive them out of business because of the quan Senator from Minnesota? 

of raw material which they can convert into the articles « Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I ask 

commerce. Suppose you were to base the profit that might be The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 

made and recognized as legitimate upon the operations of these | first addressed the Chair. 
ge sugar mills, what would become of the thousands, perhaps | Mr. HEYBURN. I think I know the purpose of the Senat 

many, many thousands, of the smaller mills in the country? from Minnesota nd | 

The same is true of the iron-working furnaces. There are | length of time I would cheerfully yield, but the SS t 

little furnaces up here in the Allegheny and Blue Ridge Moun- | from Indiana desires to ask that the unfinished business be 

tains and in other sections of the country that are not equipped | aside. 

with the modern equipment of the large iron furnaces and can Mr. NELSON. AII 

not produce their product at anything like the cost of the large The PRESIDING (¢ 

! Now, upon the profits of which of these two manufac- | yield to the S tor fron 

turers is the commission to base its conclusion as to how high ‘ir. HEYBURN I do. 

a tariff should be? Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask that the unfinished business | 
We are drifting toward that condition of affairs where the | laid aside temporarily. 

duties of Congress are to be discredited at every turn in favor fhe PRESIDING OFFICER Without objection, it is s 

of a board of laymen. It is a dangerous drift of opinion. It | ordered 





is a charge against the ability of Congress to enact the laws 
for the people. It amounts to a confession on the part of Con 
zress that it is unable to enact the necessary laws when it 


Z 


leg : : ppropl on b lHious lh SLOG 
delegates the duties that rest upon it to some board merely — : , mp a : ; ; : 
that it may be easier ; rhere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
What is tl ] c ! ion? Thi ie Whole, resumed the consideration of e | (H. I. 31 
hat i he res meh a conencel ) » eommianion | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming will be stated. 

The SecreTary. On page 22, line 3, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out “ thirty-eight ” and to insert 
*“ forty-two,” so as to make the clause read: 


lo investigate and encourage the adoption of improved methods of 
farm management and farm practice, $142,920, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 


of the Committ 
head of “ Bureau of Plant Industry,” on page 22, line 3, after 
the word 


‘dollars,” to insert “Provided, That of the amount 
hereby appropriated the sum of $4,000 shall be used in agricul- 
tural reconnoissance work in Alaska,” so as to make the clause 
read: 


To investigate and encourage the adoption of improved methods of 
farm management and farm practice, $142,920: Provided, That of the 
amount hereby appropriated the sum of $4,000 shall be used in agri 


cultural reconnoissance work in Alaska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 10, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “two hundred and seventy-eight thou- 
sand and fifty-five” and insert “ three hundred and fifty thou- 
sand,” so as to make the clause read: 

For the study and demonstration of the best methods of meeting the 
ravages of the cotton-bell weevil, $350,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 12, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out “ fifty-six” and insert “ sev- 
enty-six,” so as to make the clause read: 

For the investigation and improvement of methods of crop produc- 
tion under semiarid or dry-land conditions, $76,730. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 18, to increase the 
total appropriation for general expenses of the Bureau of Plant 
Industry from $1,352,321 to $1,444,266, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 19, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Plant 
Industry from $1,972,471 to $2,064,416. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the fol- 
lowing clause, in lines 8 and 9, on page 41: 

Nez Perce National Forest, Idaho, $23,036. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to inquire as 
to the item for th® Nez Perce Forest Reserve. What is the ap- 
propriation for in that case? 

Mr. WARREN. The appropriation for the Nez Perce Reser- 
vation amounts to $23,036, 

Mr. HEYBURN. What is it for? 

Mr. WARREN. We have no information as to what this 
money is to be expended for, other than that there is a super- 
visor on that, or on that and the adjoining reservation, and, 
of course, the foresters are there. 

Mr. HEYBURN. There is an entirely separate and distinct 
enumeration of the appropriations for foresters. 

Mr. WARREN. As to the controlling ones; yes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; as to all of them. There is another 
place in the bill where foresters are especially provided for. 
I only want to say that there are some singular conditions 
existing in the Forestry Service. For instance, the foresters 
engage in killing animals under the bounty law of the State. 
They collect large sums of money from the State for killing 
wild animals, and at the same time draw their salaries from 
the Government. 

Mr. WARREN. May T ask the Senator what is the class of 
animals for which the State pays a bounty—wolves, I suppose 
and the more of those animals they kill the better for the 
country. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; that class of animals. First a private 
reserve is created upon which no one is allowed to shoot but 
the foresters. They kill the wild animals on that reserve, and 
then they collect from the State for killing those animals, so 
that they have what might be called, to use a very homely term, 
a “private snap.” They create the reserve and prohibit every- 
body else from killing the animals, and then they kill them 
and draw very large sums of money from our State. 

Mr. HALE. From the State? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; from the State. They draw two 
salaries, one under this bill and one from the State. 

Mr. WARREN. The reason I asked the Senator as to what 
animals they pay a bounty for killing was—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. They are enumerated—for coyotes, wolves, 
and so forth. 

Mr. CULLOM. What do they get for a scalp? 
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Mr. WARREN. In this same bill we are providing in a way 
for the preservation of certain game animals. Under the laws 
of the State of Wyoming a bounty is paid for killing destructive 
animals, but money is also paid for the preservation of game 
animals. I suppose it is the same in Idaho, I did not know 
that the foresters were engaging in the business of killing wild 
animals and collecting bounty on them. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have a list of the bounties paid. They 
also have bird men to preserve the birds of the West. That 
extends clear back to the State of Illinois or farther east. 
They have a class of employees whose business it is to protect 
various kinds of faney birds, and they are engaged in that in 
the interest of retaining the natural resources of the country, 
music being one of them. F 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Idaho says that these wardens have the exclusive right to kill 
on the forest reservations? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I said they exercise it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. They exercise exclusive right on 
1e forest reservations? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No man may enter a forest reserve without 
a permit from the forester. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is it possible that others are not 
permitted to hunt on these reserves? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Not at all. You must have a permit or you 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I have grown a little callous, 
Other affairs press upon us here, but this is a subject which 
should be ventilated. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate], in the Sixtieth Con- 
gress, when we were appropriating about one hundred and some 
odd thousand dollars, I think, for this work, then inquired as 
to where this would lead and whether it was the beginning of 
a great expensive bureau. We were met with all sorts of as- 
surances that after four years the forest reserves would not 
only be self-sustaining, but would contribute to the Treasury 
of the United States. Now, there is in this bill an appropri 
tion for this service of nearly $8,000,000, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. In connection with the remar! 
of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hrysurn], I should like to 
put in the Recorp the statement that this bill carries for t! 
Forestry Service the amount of $4,672,900. 

Mr. WARREN. Other items added make the total somewhat 
more than that, I will say to my colleague, if we take il 
account emergency allotments. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. In addition to that, it carri 
another million dollars in another item, and a bill which co 
over here to-day from the House of Representatives carries 
deficiency appropriation of $900,000, coming over from last 5 
in excess of the appropriation we gave them then of betw 
five and six million dollars. So that the total amount apy 
priated for the Forestry Service this year and this w 
amounts to over $7,000,000, 

I merely desired to make that statement in connection wi 
the remarks made by the Senator from Idaho that this 
supposed to be a self-sustaining service. 

Mr. WARREN. I may say, in that connection, that ws 
recently passed a forestry bill which carries from ten to e 
million dollars. I refer to the so-called Appalachian IF 
bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. And there is no knowing what 
future possibilities of that bill may be. 

Mr. WARREN. Only a word, Mr, President—— 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from \W 
ming yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Can the Senator tell how much money 
been spent for the Forestry Service during the last 10 years: 

Mr. WARREN. The annual amount has not been large unt 
recent years. The first general appropriation was $100,000, | 
believe, and was carried in the sundry civil bill; but if we ar 
going into the business of buying forests—private lands—in th 
eastern country, as provided, and manning them, I will no! 
pretend to say how far we may go as to the amount that w 
finally make up the total of the forestry expenses of the United 
States. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I have not yielded the floor. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina vield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. OVERMAN. In a moment. The Senator from Wyo 
ming speaks of the money that is being expended in the Eastern 
States. 

Mr. KEAN. I want to say to the Senator from Wyoming 
that not a dollar has been spent on forest reserves in the East 

Mr. OVERMAN. I want merely to say to the Senator from 
Wyoming that there is as much spent in the West in one year 
for forestry as will be appropriated for all time to come for the 
Southern Appalachian Reserve, and there is as much appropri- 
ated in this bill as will be appropriated for all time to come fo1 
that reserve. 

I see, on page 40, in line 23, in regard to the Nebraska Na- 
tional Forest, that there is a proviso that certain trees might 
be furnished from the nurseries of the national forest. Is the 
Government in the nursery business? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming and others. Yes. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Of all the money appropriated for all these 
forests, is a part for the purpose of keeping up nurseries? 

Mr. HEYBURN. What kind of nurseries? 

Mr. OVERMAN. I do not know. I am trying to get some 
information. What is being done with this money? It seems 
to me a great amount of money. The Senator says seven or 
eight million dollars are being appropriated. There ought not 
anything to be mentioned whether the forests are in the East 
or the West. It ought not to be mentioned upon this floor. 
Simply pass the bill. When you talk about spending money, 
you are spending five times as much money out there as you 
are here. What I am asking is—to get some information 
whether the Government is in the nursery business in all these 
forests, spending millions of dollars raising trees? What sort 
of trees are being raised out there—fruit trees? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think the Senator from North 
Carolina misapprehended my purpose in calling attention to this 
appropriation. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I hope I did. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. A great many people from the 
West are inclined to complain of the tremendous amounts that 
are being appropriated from year to year to be expended by 
the Forestry Service. They do that upon two grounds. First, 
upon the ground that it is an extravagant use of the public 
funds, and second, upon the ground that for nearly every dollar 
that is so expended another dollar is expended side by side with 
it that stops the development of that country; and I miss my 
guess if the Senator from North Carolina and those who acted 
with him in the Appalachian business will not live to rue the 
time when they have put it within the power of the General 
Government and the Agricultural Department and the Forestry 
Service to handle their lands upon this eastern coast. 

We complain of it bitterly. We complain of it because it has 
bound up our water powers, because it has precluded us fron 
the development we ought to have, because we can not use the 
resources that nature has put down at our very doors. Th 
Senator from North Carolina will find that in his Appalachia 
bill he has been forging the same sort of fetters for his own 
country, or I will miss my guess. 

But the Senator asked a question a few moments ago in re- 
gard to appropriations that have been made. This matter is of 
little moment—started as a small tree. It did not amount to 
much. It was simply a little experiment as to what the Gov 
ernment could do with trees, but it has been growing in spite of 
all our warnings. Not a man in this bedy has voted to approve 
these increased appropriations, not a man has voted to put 

these shackles on our industry but ‘has done so with his eyes 
open and knowing what he was doing. It has never passed 
through the Senate but that it has been met by the determined 
and indignant opposition of those upon whom it was forced. 

This thing that was not to grow; this thing that was to be- 
come a beneficence; this thing that was to be a blessing to us 
‘ill and was to pay its own way, that was not to fatten upon 
ihe Treasury of the United States—this is what it has done: 

In the year 1900 there was an appropriation of $48,520, not 
very much, a mere experiment to see what could be done to 
protect our watersheds. No question then of gain to the Goy- 
ernment by exploiting our resources; no question then of set 
ting the price of lumber over half of this continent: no ques 
tion then as to the money that was to be taken from the inhab 
ttants of that country for the free grass God raised from the 
soil; not a question of that sort, but a question of the benevo- 


t, paternal, governmental control, because, forsooth, the peo- 
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i} what is called root grafting, in order to keep the grafted pieces 









































































ple in that country knew not how to husband their own re 
sources, because they did not know what was best for them and 
needed a guardian. 

And from that has grown the appropriations, from the $48,000 
in 1900 it doubled in 1901. It doubled again in 1902. It dou 
bled again in 1908. No arithmetical progression, but geomet 


rical progression from start to finish 
In 1903, $291,860; in 1904, $866,864; in 1905, $545,282: 


1906, $1,642,000; and in 1907. $2.757.000 


1 want these figures heeded In 1908, $2.304.000: in 1909 
$3,989,000; in 1910, $4,682,000; in 1911, $5,051,000, a: 1 to-day 
this service is passing through the Congress of the United 
States, in addition to the more than $5,000,000, S900.000 
deficiency bill that they have expended in violatio f the 

Now, do Senators wonder when every dollar that | 
expended by the Government of the United States } 
an absolute injury to the country which it is sought to t 
that every year, notwithstanding this great Forestry Set c 
which spreads is protecting care over our western forests 
finds our forest fires more and more destructive Let the 
people who live in that country protect the forests, and 
will protect them Let the people in that country fight the 
fires, and they will put them out. But every time you hav 

| from the men who are bred to the soil the authority 
do with their natural resources as the necessities requ re . 
their experience determines, not only do you take away tl 
the loss of which injures them, but you put in the power of 
those who know little or nothing about the subject matter the 
authority to deal with things in such a way that it br 
destruction to their own cause and to people well 

I want to put these figures in the Ru , So that the Mer 
bers of the Senate may KnOW nd may vote with tl r eyes 
open—that they are spending as mu upon the Forestry Ser 
ice of this Nation, against the protests of those who live within 
gunshot of the forests, against the protests of men who are as 


patriotic, who are as honest, who are as earnest as ever crossed 
this continent, who know what is right, who know how to han 


dle these matters—in the face of their protests you are making 
a drain upon the Treasury of the United States that is abso 
lutely without excuse, and the $900,000 to which I have called 
attention has been expended absolutely in spite of the law 

Mr. OVERMAN. I want to ask the Senator from Wy 
a question before he sits down. The Senator read for ea 
year the figures. I should like to Know what is the grand 


total? 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The grand total? 
Mr. OVERMAN. Yes. Sine 
Mr. CLARK of Wyomin; 





i fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. OVERMAN I mentioned it as over ten on. That 
is over twice as much as I thought. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming rhe amount appropriated « 


year for permanent improvements was $1,975,000 

Mr. NELSON. I rise simply to respond to a dl 
by the Senator from North Carolina, which I think the S I 
from Wyoming in his able remark 


the question of nurseries. 





For salaries and field and station expen including the maint 
nurseries, collecting seed, and planting, ne« ary for t 

1 protection of the nat l f ts I ed | 
I find among the appropriations $25,000 for the Chugach F 





Reserve in Alask: 





That is in the southern part of Alaska 
posite the Gulf of Alaska. Over half, two-thirds perhaps 
that reserve, consists chiefly of barren mountains, 
dead and living glaciers, and old moraine 

Now. it is conceived that it would be an elegant 
establish a nursery at the foot of those glaciers, for t] 
that the young plants would have an abundance of ! stu 
there, as those glaciers thaw out in summer. 

Then, more than that, after they get the little plant rted 
at the foot of the glaciers they can have those old d ls ers 
or moraines planted over with this nursery stock and raise a 
valuable addition to the timber supply of Alaska. 

Mr. OVERMAN, Perhaps it is for 1 ing moss 

Mr. NELSON. ‘They can raise tundra over there, to Al ‘ 
other thing, and I learned that in my younger days when I 
worked in a nursery where we did a little ¢ ‘ting 





[ Laughter. ] 










Mr. WARREN. I wish, to preserve the peace, that the S 
tor will not commit himself in any manner. [Laughter 
Mr. NELSON I see Senators are swift to get a wro! 


n on the question of grafting. I meant that in 
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in good shape and moist, when we put them in the ground we 
wanted a little moss around them. 
Now, there is another advantage up in Alaska. 
go to work and graft trees, and until they get them set 
and get the moisture from the thawing glaciers, they can take 
that tundra, covered in the ice there, and wrap it around these 
graft stems, and in that way I think we can establish a nursery 
out there in the Chugach Forest Reserve in southern Alaska 
that will supply all the Pacific coast. I am even in hopes of 
getting some of the grafts and stems in Minnesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will 
the reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry was, on page 46, in line 17, after “fires,” to insert 
“and insect infestation,” and in line 19, after the word “* dol- 


lars.” to insert “of which sum $35,000 shall be immediately 
available,” so as to read: 
For fighting forest fires and insect infestation and for other unfore- 


seen emergencies, $135,000, of which sum $35,000 shall be immediately 
available, 
HEYBURN. That item interests me. 
ing fires last summer 
Mr. WARREN. This is insect infestation. 
Mr. HEYBURN. No; fighting fires. 
Mr. WARREN. No; insect infestation. 
Mr. HEYBURN. 
a very large extent, in which not a fire ever started in the 
neighborhood of a settlement. There was not a storm of light- 
ning during the period the fire was in progress. I happened 
to be there. 
Mr. HALE. Forest fires? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. Parties wanted me to bring the facts 
to Congress, and I told them that this burden had grown so 
heavy that I did not feel that I could stem the tide here. 


Mr. I saw them fight- 





I saw a section of the country burning to | 


They can | 
out | 


continue | 


Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Does the Senator from Idaho have any 
idea of the total number of men employed in this service? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should have to look up the report. I 
have no doubt the report tells how many men. But it is an 
army of men. Somewhere in the neighborhood of 12,000 men. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I see they are appropriating from $8,000 
to $17,000 for every one of these forests. Is all that money 
expended jn hiring men—such men as you describe? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I was speaking of the hour of emer- 
gency. Ordinarily these are about as neat and trim and well- 
selected a lot of young fellows as you ever saw. I have re- 
ferred to them often, and it is no exaggeration to say those 
men are neatly uniformed and that they claim special privi- 


| leges and rights for themselves as against the citizens of the 





It is so appalling and so discouraging to a man who cares | 


for his Government that it is very difficult, after all these years 
in which we have contended and sought to bring some compre- 
hension of this subject to the people, to enter upon it. 

Now, about those fires last summer. It is a very important 
point where the fires started. Fire fighters they talk about! I 
saw them; poor fellows picked up among the unemployed 
around towns, timid as rabbits, some of them, and those who 
were not were as vicious as wolves. These were good men, if 
they could get anything to do. I saw them go out to fight fires. 
Of course, when you speak of a fire fighter you imagine a man 
like a Viking going out to conquer nature’s forces. You saw 
these poor, 
streets, some of them with scarcely covering on their feet. 
They would go out with shovels or axes or any implement of 
warfare that might be furnished them, and they had no more 
idea of how to use it than the untutored savage. 


Mr. HALE. Fans. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Fans probably were not suggested to them. 
But I saw them come in. I saw some of them come in wrapped 


in blankets, 80-odd, into our city. 
of my office. I saw them lying where they could find room to 
put them. Then I saw the necessity of housing those people, 
and we provided a place for them to sleep and blankets to roll 
themselves up in, and with food to eat until the regular organi- 
zation could pick it up. 

Mr. HALE. Do you mean the settlers? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; 
homes by the fires that were started beyond their homes and 
swept through the country. 

Of course, the papers exaggerated the loss immensely. 
loss of life and property was bad enough, but it was not as 
pictured. I had papers, I think, from this city sent me which 
told of flames 30 feet high and 12 miles in length, a solid sheet 
of flames, destroying the city of Wallace. I was there during 
all that time. You would have to have somebody point out in 
that city where the fire was. All of the hillsides that were 


I saw them lying on the floor 


burned, while, as compared with a garden patch, they are large | 


areas, were, as compared with the public desert out there, but 
garden patches. 

By public desert I mean a land that produces nothing and 
that has been reduced to a condition where it is not liable 
ever to. It produces a home and a playground for a lot of 
iclers, for which we are appropriating four or five million 
dollars to-day. It produces a home and an occupation for a 
lot of favorites who otherwise might starve to death, and it 
may have an element of humanity in it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 





the settlers were driven from their | 


The | 


| forests and in keeping up forests. 


little, stoop-shouldered fellows going around the | 





country, and they have them under the law. Congress in its 
hour of forgetfulness has enabled them to take possession of 
a third of a State and administer it; and when you are reading 
all these names of forest reserves you are simply reading the 
subdivisions into which they have divided this country, and 
they are proceeding to enlarge it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. But of these 12,000 men 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not want to interrupt these pleasantries, 
but I ought to say that the regular employees are between three 
and four thousand men. Of course, in cases of great conflagra- 
tions, additional men are hired, but the regular force is some- 
thing over 3,000. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Suppose that is so 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 








\ yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 


Mr. HEYBURN. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I want to know something about it. 

Mr. WARREN. That includes, of course, the overhead 
charges, the men employed in Washington, and the full force. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senate ought to know how this great 
amount of money is being spent. It is not disbursed in buying 
Why should it take so many 
men at such great salaries? If there are only 4,000 men em 
ployed and about $5,000,000 is expended to pay the salaries, 
they must get big salaries. Or is the money spent in some 
other way, in nurseries, raising fruit trees? 

Mr. HEYBURN. That nursery question is a pleasantry of 
the most unpleasant kind. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Do you not think the Senate ought to know 
something about it? We people who do not live out there do 
not know anything about it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am delighted that the Senator from 
North Carolina has awakened to a realization that the Senate 
should know something about it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. We know there are $5,000,000 being spent 
out there each year on the forests, and I for one would like to 
know how it is being spent. I do not like to vote for appro- 
priations unless I know something about where the money goes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I hope the Senator’s interest will continue 


Yes. 


| to grow. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. In answer to the inquiry of the 
Senator from North Carolina, I will say that these forests are 
now simply an infant industry. They are going to progress. 
As to the number of people employed, as the chairman says, it is 
between three and four thousand now. But I can give to t! 
Senator from North Carolina the opinion as expressed by the 
most eminent forester in the United States, the former head of 
this bureau, in an address before the Geographic Society some 
years ago, when we had about two-thirds of the acreage in 
forests that we now have, that the real, proper care of those 
forests would require the employment of about 117,000 men. 

So the Senator from North Carolina can readily figure, if 
with the limited number we employ now we expend $7,000,000), 
how much we will be required to spend when this system reaches 
its real development and 118,000 or 120,000 men will be required. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It will bankrupt the Treasury. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I want to proceed just a little further. 

There is a most exaggerated opinion in the minds of people 
as to the value of these lands. There is not an acre of land in 
the forest reserves in the United States—I say not an acre; 
there might be some exceptions, but I will rest it upon that— 
the timber upon which is worth $100. You might imagine that 
these forest lands grew timber worth thousands of dollars per 
acre. The average value of the timber on forest reserves 


actually timbered is less than $40 an acre; and I will under- 
take to say that the greater part of that land will produce a 
single crop of cabbages worth more than the timber on it 
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You know when you multiply atoms you can get very sini Mr. OVERMAN. Do not the forest reserves protect the 


figures if you multiply them enough, and they always talk about 
the millions of acres of forests and then give you the total as 
to the timber on it. I know the scale of timber upon millions 
of acres of land. I have had it passed before my notice. It 
a matter that you can obtain anywhere where these lands are 
in the land offices, the surveyor general’s office, the State board 
oflices. The very best timber land in the United States, the 
white-pine timber lands, the timber upon which is worth more 
than any other is probably the Marble Creek district. 

Mr. HALE. Where is that? 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
the finest body of white pine in the world. 
man will tell you. 

Mr. HALE. Where is that? 

Mr. HEYBURN. That lies in this 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
vield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

“ Mr. HEYBURN. It is about 40 by 60 miles. That is, of 
course, not in even lines, but that is approximately its size. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I have heard the Senator very interestingly, 
and he speaks very interestingly on these matters and gives us 
information. We know nothing about it, and I have heard the 
senior Senator from Wyoming. We have this up every year. 
It seems to me the Senator ought to offer some amendment by 
which some of this money could be saved. Some Senators un- 
derstand these questions. I do not understand them. I do 
not live there. But the Senator talks very interestingly, and 
I am inclined to go with him; but it is all talk. Why is not 
some bill or some amendment introduced here? 


is 


Any great timber 





Mr. HEYBURN. That is not a fair charge—that it is all 
talk. We have made amendments covering all these questions 


only to see Senators vote them down. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Because they were not informed about the 
question. 

Mr. HEYBURN. We have spent days in discussing it only 
to see Senators’ minds occupied with other questions. 

Return those forests, make them available to the settler, and 
all these questions will pass away. ‘There is no citizenship in 
the forester. He is probably appointed from the District of 
Columbia or from some place where his sponsor lives. 
is no citizenship. It adds nothing to the State. 
bring property there. 


He does not 


That is in Idaho, and it is conceded to be | 


| 


| of the Potomac River. 


/ try is so precious, why is not this a precious heritage 


water power and the water? 


Mr. HEYBURN. That is so absolutely absurd that an in- 
telligent man is not patient with it. 

Mr. OVERMAN, That is what has been said. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I know it is being said. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I want to draw the Senator out on that 
point, because 1 do not understand it. I do not think this side 


of the Chamber understands it, 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, water | has no more 
value than the song of the birds, unless it is being utilized and 


ower 


applied. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Then, why have the forest reserves pro 
tect it? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The forests do not protect the water 
power. 

There is no water power merely because there is water, 
unless it is improved and applied. You have been creating 
forest reserves -out there to protect water for the last 10 
years, and the water would have been just as well protected 
without them. No one wanted to use it then. The water would 
have been there without them. It is there now. The water 
that is here to-day is somewhere else to-morrow. What we 


want is some one to come in there and develop the water power. 
I would rather offer a premium for its development than enact 
a law that would prevent its development. There more 
nonsense talked about the water power on the public domain 
than should be expressed on all subjects on the earth 
bined. There is no sincerity behind it, in the first place. 

is no intelligence behind it. Here the water power of the 
falls of the Potomac River that has been flowing there for a 
century, and no one using it or wanting to use it. You ean 
look out almost from the Capitol Building on the water power 
No one is making use of it. Why not? 
If our water power undeveloped in the mountains of our coun 
to the 


is 


con- 
There 


is 


people of the District of Columbia? 
They talk about reforestation. Why do they not reforest the 
lands between the city of Washington and Baltimore? We ride 


| through on the Pennsylvania Railroad trains and look out and 


| see scrub pines on 
7 ' 
There 


He does not pay taxes there, and this | 


land pays no taxes and contributes nothing except a little sum 
that is provided if Congress has to violate the constitution of 


the State. 

The constitution of the State says for what purpose school 
funds or the funds from the sale of timber lands shall be used. 
Congress goes in and says, “ Well, we will use it for some other 
purpose.” 

Mr. HALE. 
State? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I expect there are some citizens of Idaho 
appointed foresters, but that simply withdraws them from 
profitable industrial enterprises and makes them range riders 
for the Government of the United States. 

Mr. President, this question is of enough importance to oc- 
cupy the attention of the Senate for a time I would not under- 
take to limit, but unless Senators are ready to wake up to the 
importance it would be merely to be voted down and probably 
add another million dollars. 


Are not the foresters in Idaho citizens of the 


Four years ago when we had | 


fought this question on the lines of truth and had presented | 


it in such way as should have convinced any Senator, we were 
met with a ribald amendment that was sent over here merely 
to show us what the power was, adding another half a million 
dollars to the bill, without even prescribing what it was for. 
It was just legislative ribaldry. That is what we have met 
from the beginning. We are feeling no less earnest about it 
to-day. 

If you do not want that country settled by industrious citi- 
zens and growing communities, what do you hold it for? Asa 
fuel supply? How much have you drawn from it? Settlers 
know better what to do with that land than any theorists in the 
world. It sounds well to sit back here and build up a Utopian 
idea of great national forests which shall pour out mighty 
wealth to the people, and pour out wood and lumber in various 


ways. But they do not do it. There have been more trees 
ea llinng . - : : 
falling down rotten with age in those forest reserves since | 
they were created than there have been cut for use. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 
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Does the Senator from Idaho | 


those lands. They allow the things near 
home, the home of the Government, to go to wreck and ruin 
through neglect merely that they may engraft themselves upon 
our country. Talk about the word “ graft:” there is no better 
application of it on earth. We have natural resources and 
prosperity, and these do-nothing people come and engraft them- 
selves upon those conditions. They do not bring capital, they 
do not bring the strength of an industrious arm, but they bring 
there the sucker to draw from us to the amount of their living 
and their salary; that is all. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 


Senator from Idaho 


Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I would like to ask the Senator, for my 
own information, are not the headwaters of the streams held 


in the reserves in reservoirs or ponds or lakes? 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is, where the water has been 
priated, of course. We were going along very well, and had 
no talk of monopoly of water at all. .We have been using 
water for mining and irrigation. We have made a provision 
in our constitution for its distribution and apportionment. 
We were going along there under as good a system of govern- 


appro- 


ment as could be devised, when these grafters sought to en- 
graft themselves upon us, in order that they might draw a 
salary which they would not otherwise be able to draw. That 


is grafting. That is a good definition of a grafter. A grafter 
is not a man who puts his hand in your till and takes your 
money. He is not a man who embezzles the funds of a bank 
or insurance company, because he does that under a very dif- 
ferent principle. But a grafter is a man who attaches himself 
to some other person’s prosperity and draws from him and con- 
tributes nothing. Neither are they taxpayers. They are lobby- 
ists. In one part of the State, on the occasion of an election 
two years ago, they gave out, in violation of orders, doubtless, 
that they were instructed to see that the senior Senator from 
Idaho did not return. They can do that, and I speak it boldly, 
and they do not dare deny it, because if they did I would prob- 
ably follow them up pretty closely. That shows what kind of 
men they sent there. 

Now, you ask what we shall do. Return those lands to the 
public domain of the United States, that American citizens 
may make homes upon them; that they may ver and de 
velop mines upon them. You say they belong to the people of 
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all the country. Are not they a part of the people of the coun- 
try as n has you are? 

Here is another serious thing. There are no prospectors in 
the field to-day looking for mines. We are working the mines 
we had before this infamy was perpetrated. 

Mr. OVERMAN, I understood the forest reserves were all 
mountains, and you could not settle upon them; that these 
reserves are not lands upon which settlers could locate, but that 
they are mountains. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; Mr. President, I remember when I 
was a boy there was a map on the wall. It was Pelton’s 
outline map of the United States, and it had the Rocky Moun- 
tains a series of chains of little tents, just a line of them from 
the Mexican border clear up through the United States. I 
used to think that those mountains were just as they appeared 
upon that map. I will disabuse the Senator’s mind about that. 
It is in the mountains that the valleys are. There never were 
two mountains in the world without a valley. The Senator 
realizes that. 

Mr. OVERMAN. 
mountains? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly, they are. They delight in the 
valley because it makes a more comfortable home for the 
foresters to live in. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I thought it was only the mountain tops. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would suggest that the Senator go out 
into that country this year if we have a vacation and just look 
it over once. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It seems they ought to exempt the val- 
leys from the forest reserves, so people could locate there and 
have homes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the question of mining is 
one that affects this country in a manner as far-reaching as 
any other public question. It was the mines in Nevada and 
Colorado that enabled this country to carry on its war and to 
pay its debt; that gave a substantial basis behind the bonds 
of the country. They produced during the war in Idaho from 
gold mines $200,000,000, and it was money when it was pro- 
duced. It needed not to be coined or stamped; it was money. 
The same was going on down in Colorado and in Nevada and 
in California. They were pouring hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars into the circulation of the country. Now, what do we see 
to-day? The prospector has withdrawn. I could name a 
hundred prospectors whose names are famous in that great 
country. I will name a few of them. Take men like Com- 
stock, who discovered the Comstock mines. I could name a 


Are those valleys in the reserves in the 


citizens of Idaho. 

A Senator suggests to me that the bill should be passed, but I 
tell you sometimes it is better not to get a bill through with 
certain provisions in it. Take men like Jack Smith, and John 
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from making a few brief observations. 
hundred of them, but I do not want to put in a list of all the | 
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counsel the court below undertook to qualify it by putting in the 
word “ reasonably,” that he might reasonably expect to lead to 
ore. The court said “‘no;” there is no limitation on that pros- 
pector; he is the fellow who went out there under the hardships 
for the purpose of finding that mine, and to have some smart 
grafter come along and draw fine lines as to whether or not 
his discovery is valid was intolerable. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I want to suggest that if you do not allow 
the lands on which there are mines and water power to be set- 
tled, how are they going to be developed? You can not get 
capital to develop mines or water power unless you give title 
to them. I do not think this Government will ever find any 
people to go out there with money to invest under any other 
condition. 

Mr. HEYBURN. They have tied up all applications for 
mines and patents. They issued a sweeping order and with- 
drew every one in the United States. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Was there any reason for that? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; there was no reason for it. They 
only wanted to do it. 

Mr. President, I hope that the provisions of this bill in refer- 
ence to making appropriations to perpetuate this infamy will 
be stricken out, and that we will open up the country to settle- 
meni, 

Mr. OVERMAN. If the Senator will excuse me for iiter- 
rupting him, the Senator from Missouri and others here are in- 
terested in this matter and want to know if it is true that 
people can not locate and own mines any more out in that 
country? Can not a prospector locate a mine and own it and 
develop it? 

Mr. HEYBURN. He can not do it under any conditions that 
any prospector will endure or submit himself to. They have a 
law which says this land shall be open to exploration and set- 
tlement, and they have made a set of rules which we have here, 
every Member, which makes it absolutely impossible to secure 
the location of mining claims, and the prospectors have with- 
drawn and gone out of business. 

[ shall at the proper time move to strike out all of the pro- 
vision with reference to this matter. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I am exceedingly anxious to 
conclude the consideration of this bill, but I can not refrain 
One is that every man 
who grazes a domestic animal in a forest reserve pays for the 


| privilege, and those who take timber and lumber from it pay 


King, and Mike Harlan, and N. S. Kellogg, who discovered the | 


Bunker Hill mines. I could name them all. They have added 


more to the wealth of the country than all the bankers. The | 


bankers develop no wealth to the country. 

the money over to what they call a “ kitty,” 
1 

gold. 


They simply turn 
into which goes the 


Mr. President, I am not going to take up much time in this | 


matter, but I would feel that I had not performed a duty if I 
did not sound a note of warning here. 

I want to say just a word more about those prospectors, be- 
cause the gold mines, the silver and lead and copper mines of 
to-morrow depend upon those prospectors. As I have said here 
before, no geologist ever discovered a mine. There is not a 
mine on record discovered by a geologist that ever paid a dollar. 
They are not the class of men who produce mines. Suppose we 
have no new mines discovered, and they have withdrawn every- 
thing. Every class of country where mines are located they 
have withdrawn. Then they passed a foolish little innocent 
bill providing that the lands should be opened to location and 
purchase, 

A mining prospector would no more start out on a search for 





mines, knowing that his work and his judgment had to be sub- | 
mitted to some forester as to its efficiency and validity, than | 


he would start to climb a pole to reach the sky. 

We succeeded in getting that question before the United 
States Supreme Court in the case of Harrington v. Chambers. 
The courts had held in some instances that this or that rule 
should determine whether or not a discovery was valid. The 
Supreme Court in that case said whenever a prospector or miner 
had found such indications of ore or mineral-bearing rock as 
indicated the presence of a lead he could locate a claim, and it 
is a valid claim. He is the man to judge, according to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. In a case in which I was 


| 


for the same, and the income from these and other sources is 
about two millions a year. 

Now, as to the West and the South and East: The West, as is 
shown in this bill, by forest reserves, covers about one-half of 
the United States. 

As to the nursery provision, I understand there is an experi 
ment station in one of the Nebraska reserves. The provision as 
to nurseries was put in on the floor of the House, I think, by an 
almost unanimous vote, in order that at that station free trees 
might be given to those living in the country adjoining. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
next amendment. 

The next amendment was. under the head of “ Forest Serv- 
ice,” on page 46, line 17, after the word “ fires,’ to insert © and 
insect infestation,’ and in line 19, after the word “ dollars,” to 
insert “of which sum $35,000 shall be immediately available,” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For fighting forest fires and insect infestation and for other unfore- 
seen emergencies, $135,000, of which sum $35,000 shall be immediately 
available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I move to strike out of this 
bill all of the provisions of the clauses or the chapter proy'ding 
for the payment of the expenses of these forest reserves. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Idaho will be stated. 

The Secretary. The proposed amendment is to strike out, 
beginning on page 26, line 23, with the heading “ Forest Serv- 
ice,” down to the end of line 2 on page 50. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am in favor of the motion. I am not 
going to make a speech, but I am going to let the Recorp show 
that I did not propose the amendment in the sense of ridicule 

Mr. OVERMAN. Instead of striking out all of the items, 


will not the Senator go over each one and see what are abso- 
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lutely necessary? I think he might probably get such an 
amendment through, but to strike out all of the items might 
involve more than is necessary. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Nobody ever thought it necessary to make 
that inquiry in originating this scheme. It was simply origi- 
nated because somebody thought it was right. The proper 


thing to do with this is to pull it up by the roots and throw it 
over the wall. 

Mr. OVERMAN. There is another appropriation 
$500,000 for the improvement and building of roads and bridges. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, Mr. President, of course, that only 
emphasizes the ridiculous nature of this whole 
reminds me of a lot of dissipated, half-drunken fox hunters 
jumping over the fences and trampling down the crops of the 
farmers. That is the kind of principle behind it. The way to 
do is not to remove the fence, but to remove the offenders. 

Mr. President, I expect that it needs no prophet to tell the 
Senate what the result of this motion may be, but if Senators 
would give it the attention which they give to matters that 
affect their own constituencies and in their own homes, there 
would be no such legislation as this upon the statute books. 
It is based upon the assumption that the people who have the 
knowledge and the intelligence to go into a new 
open it up are not as intelligent as the drones who stay be- 
hind. 

My amendment includes the matter that I object to. The 
whole spirit of these forest reserves, which are so expensive, 
is based upon the assumption that men in the West are not as 
patriotic and as observant of the law or care less for the in- 
teresis of the country of which the 
in the East. That is all. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the § 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN. I thought the Senator from Idaho had fin- 
ished. I do not wish to take his time. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I am going to sit down as soon as I 
get through. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well. I will simply say that the mo- 
tion which the Senator has made could hardly be entertained 
at this time, because it is not to amend an amendment of the 
committee, but to strike out a portion of the House bill which 
the committee has not reported to amend; and the unanimous 
consent in proceeding to the consideration of the bill was that 
it should be read for amendment, the committee amendments 
first to be considered. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I realize that, and I am 
this amendment. It may be held under 
are considering general amendments, 

Mr. PILES. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 





Senator from Idaho 


merely recording 
consideration until we 


Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 
Mr. PILES. I wish to ask the Senator from Idaho if the 


$500,000 appropriation for roads in the forest reservations is 
included within his motion? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. The first thing that should be stopped 
is the building of roads by these foresters out of the Public Treas- 
ury of the United States from nowhere to nowhere, from one 
forester’s camp to another. Perhaps one of the most ridiculous 
features of this whole performance is the construction of roads 
and trails for the foresters to ride over. Nobody else is allowed 
to ride over them; you are not allowed to come within a forest 
reserve and use those roads. They are taking public money to 
build private roads for their use, so that it will enable them 
to get quickly from one part to another. 

Mr. PILES. I can not agree with the Senator from Idaho 
on the road proposition, because those roads through the forest 
reserves give aid to the settlers. 

ir. HEYBURN. To what settlers? 

Mr. PILES. The settlers in the vicinity of the forest re- 
Serves. The settlers must use those roads in order to pass 
through the forest reserves. Having no jurisdiction over them, 
the State can not construct roads in the forest reserves. I hope 
the Senator will not attempt toe strike out the appropriation for 
the building of roads in forest reserves which are of real benefit 
to the settlers in the several States. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I can give the Senator from 
Washington some information. The Forest Service took posses- 
sion of several hundred miles of road that the State had built, 
had issued bonds for, and had paid the bonds. They took 
possession of those roads; and they do not recognize the right 
of the State to use them or to exercise any control of them. 
One of the very first measures after Idaho began to settle up 


here of | 


legislation. It | 


country to | 


‘y are a part than they do | 
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odd GoD 
was for the building of a road from one end of it to the other. 


We built it, 
Mr. 


and the forest reserve has it now. 
PILES. Do not others use those roads? 
Mr. HEYBURN. I understand there may be 
some little neck of a forest reserve that might 
people can not camp there and they can feed their horses 
along the road. In our State I know of the fact—and I have 
it upon such authority as leaves no doubt about it—that they 


roads through 
be used; but 


not 


have actually sought to charge immigrants who were passing 
through the forest reserves over those roads for feeding and 
| grazing their horses in those woods. 

This is not a subject that a man can discuss calmly and 
dispassionately when he finds a situation confronting him that 


renders everything that he may 
difficult subject. 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 
Mr. STONE. I am desiring to 


say utterly useless. This is a 


Idaho 


from 


vote on definite information, 


and I should like to know of the Senator from Idaho whether 
he intends by his motion to strike out everything in the bill 
relating to the Forestry Service? I do not know where the 
|} motion to strike out begins. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would strike out of the provision in- 
cluded within the scope of my motion only what relates to the 
officers who are there to do that which is best not done; that 
is all. 

Mr. STONE. I am in a large degree in sympathy with a 


great deal of what the Senator says is his purpose. On page 
49, ending with line 10, is a summing up of the total amount 
of appropriations made down to that point, being $2,699,420. 
Does the motion of the Senator from Idaho to strike out end at 
that point? 
Mr. HEYBURN. 
Mr. STONE. 


Yes; it ends at that point. 

As reported by the Secretary, I understood that 

it went further, and ended at line 2, on page 50. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Secretary 

apprehended the amendment. The amendment 

strike out the amount which covers the get 


evidently mis- 
offered was to 
ieral expenses of the 


Forestry Service, but that did not comprise within it a single 
amendment reported by the committee. The Secretary, as I 
understood him, must have misunderstood the Senator, and 
stated that the amendment was to strike out everything relating 


to forestry, which would be a matter of about double the amount 


which the Senator has just stated. 

Mr. HEYBURN. My motion covered—and I had the bill be- 
fore me then 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
motion is not in order at the present time, while the Senate is 


considering committee amendments, it having been agreed by 


unanimous consent that the committee amendments were first 
to be considered. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is an amendment that may be offered 
at any time and be considered later. If I can do so, it is my 
intention to shut off the appropriations that are intended for 


the destruction of our country, its interests, and its prosperity. 

I am admonished that we ought not to take up the time of 
the Senate. You might as well be admonished not to resist 
against an attempt upon your life or property. They say, “ Oh, 
no, do not disturb us; we want to do this in peace; we want 
to destroy you gracefully and quickly; but we do not want you 
to call attention to the fact at all.” Well, that country is not 
inhabited by people with those predilections. Those people de- 
fended themselves against hardship and poverty and Indians 


and a lot of other things to go to that country; and they had 
an energy, an enterprise, and a manhood that enabled them to 
reach that country. They left behind a lot of drones—lI do not 
mean all of those left behind were drones, but they left behind 
a lot of drones—that are to-day claiming the fruits of the 
labor of those pioneers. They made a country valuable that 
was not worth a nickel; they converted a solitude into a State. 
Those left behind then began to regret that they had not 


dragged their lazy limbs across the plains so as to share in the 
reward, and they sent out word, “Send us back the fruits of 
your victory; ” and a senator has just suggested that we send 
them back about $2,000,000 of something that they never earned. 
They want what they and their ancestors have accumulated in 
this country, and they want in addition what the 
made. They want two portions, and they would take 20 if they 
could get them for nothing. They are that kind of citizens. 
They have no suggestion in their minds or hearts of real patriot 
ism. There is not an intelligent, thoughtful suggestion in the 
minds of those people who want to ride roughshod over as 
to the equities of the situation, They only 


pioneers have 


us 


know that they see 
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ie way to prosperity, and they want to hitch 
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him iot wheels and rob him as they drag him beside 
their char ; 

What they propose to give us for it? They exclude us 
fi he ud at our doors, the heritage that was intended for 
the | ( This country was based upon the principle of 
}) ( Lil. Pioneers came over he re and landed along the 
Atlantic coast, leaving the comforts and traditions of their lives 
nd of the lives of those before them, in order to come here, not 
to enjoy me new, well-furnished house, but to carve a future 
for the elves out of the forests of New England and Virginia 
and Maryland and Pennsylvania. Suppose that forest re- | 
serve had covered the States of New York and Pe nsylvania 
and Massachusetts in those days; I suppose the settlers would, 
like animals, have dug holes in the ground to live in, because 
they would not have been allowed to use the timber to build 
themselves houses. Put yourselves in the place of the pioneers 
of the West. They have done 10 years wirat it has taken 
you 100 years to do. The State of Idaho is further advanced 
in 10 years than any State in New England was at the end 
of a ce iry; yet, through a spirit of jealous grasping and 
envious s, you would stop our growth because, forsooth, the 
day may come when we will be as big as you are. I will be 
content with the same size. I am not always claiming or de- 
siring to go above everybody else. I want to stand on a level 
with them at both ends, my head and my feet. 


This amendment to strike out this infamy, when we come to 


vote on it, ought to be adopted. It is costing the Government 
of the United States not only what they spend, but it is costing 
them the citizenship that is represented by the possibilities of 
that country. With all these difficulties and these obstructions 


the State of Idaho made a gain of 100.3 per cent in the last 
decade, and she would have doubled that increase had it not 
been that a third of her territory is shut up and made a solitude. | 

The foresters are trifling crew. Last year I called the 
attention of the Senate to their methods. There are men who 


stand before national geographical societies and other learned 
societies w impressive titles and tell them how 
ought run. They sent men out there into that country 
for the purpose of gathering seed to plant in the nurseries, and 
the seeds were gathered by robbing the squirrels’ That 
is what they did. Forty-five bushels of seed from a little area 
of country right near my home were gathered by men who had 
no more conscience than to rob the squirrels’ nests, and they 
turned the seed over to the Government with a full knowledge 


ith the 


! 
to pe 


nests. 


of where they had procured it. I speak of it merely to illus 
trate the class of men they have in the service. 

Then they take possession of men’s homes. I have in my 
mind now one especially beautiful cottage located upon a 


high plateau above the river near Evergreen, in the State of 
Idaho. A man had built it there on unsurveyed land. 


lel 


ernment and been glad to do so; but they came along and they 


said, “This is too good for you; we will take it,” and they 
put him out and took possession of it for what they called 
“administrative purposes.” They did the same thing to an- 


other man who had been living in 
unsurveyed land, while Congress was refusing to make ap- 
propriations for surveys. I put before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations yesterday an amendment to a bill authorizing the 
expenditure of money for those surveys in order that the Gov- 
ernment may not have an excuse for putting men out of their 
homes on the ground that the lands are not surveyed. Every 


his home for 20 years upon 


acre ought to be surveyed. If a railroad wants its land grant 
surveyed, as they sometimes do, they survey the lands to the 
extent of the demand. Of course the railroads do not want 
their land grants surveyed unless, in exceptional cases, be- 


cause they would have to pay taxes on the land if they enter it. 
They have lands in our State worth millions of dollars upon 
which they pay no taxes whatever, because they have managed 
it so that the lands are not surveyed. 

Mr. President, I have very little hope of reformation in this 


hour. This is not the hour of reforms. It is the hour of | 
chaos——political chaos, governmental chaos—and I will wait 
until conditions settle down and men begin to think. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will we have an opportunity to 


yote on t 


Mr 


he amendment of the Senator from Idaho? 
HEYBURN. I have offered it, and it 


in the regular order of business after committee amendments | 
are disposed of. Then the amendment will be before the 
Senate. 

rhe reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 16, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out “four hundred and ninety”! 


world | 


Had | 


it been surveyed land he would have bought it from the Govy- | 


will be considered | 


| 


! 
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and insert ‘“‘ five hundred and five,” 
read: 

Improvement of the National Forests: For the construction and main- 
tenance of roads, trails, bridges, fire lanes, telephone lines, cabins, 
fences, and other permanent improvements necessary for the proper and 
economical administration, protection, and development cf the National 
Forests, $505,000 


so as to make the clause 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 49, line 18, after the word 


exceed,” to strike out “ten” and insert “ fifteen,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Not to exceed 15 per cent of the total of all sums appropriated 
under “ General Expenses, Forest Service,’ and under “ Improvement of 


the National Forests,” 


may be used in the discretion of the Secretary 
of Agriculture as provided above under “General Expenses, Forest 
| Service,””’ and under “Improvement of the National Forests,” for all 


expenses necessary for the general administration of the Forest Service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 2, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Forest Service 
from $5,508,100 to $5,523,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Bureau of 
Chemistry,” on page 50, line 6, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out “‘ one thousand eight hundred ” and insert “ two thou- 


sand,” so as to read: 
Salaries, Bureau of Chemistry: One chemist, who shall be chief of 
bureau, $5,000; 1 chief clerk, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 22, to increase the 
total appropriation for salaries of the Bureau of Chemistry 
from $241,990 to $242,190. ; 

The amendment was agreed 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 5, after the word 
“act,” to strike out “and the insecticide act; ” in line 12, after 
the word “ purposes,” to strike out “and the insecticide act of 
1910; and in line 20, before the word “ thousand,” to strik« 
out “ninety-seven”’ and insert “ten,” so as to make the cl: 
read: 

Enforcement 


LO, 


iu 


of the food and drugs act: For enabling the Secretary 


of Agriculture to carry into effect the provisions of the act of June 
30, 1906, entitled “‘An act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or 
transportation of adulterated, or misbranded, or poisonous, or del 
terious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic 


therein, and for other purposes,” in the city of Washington and else- 
where, including chemical apparatus, chemicals and supplies, repairs to 
apparatus, rent, gas, electric current, official traveling expenses, tele 
graph and telephone service, express and freight charges, and all other 
expenses, employing such assistants, clerks, and other persons as may 
be considered necessary for the purposes named, $610,110. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 20, to insert: 


That the act of June 30, 1906, entitled “An act for 
manufacture, sale, ransportation of adulterated, or 


the 


preventing 
misbranded 


or or 


poisonous, or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for 
regulating traflic therein, and for other purposes,” be amended so as 


to provide that whenever any preparation, such as tincture made f 






m 


a fresh plant or from any part thereof, or a dilution of either a fresh 
or dried plant tincture or other drug substance which may be made 
upon the scale of 1 part of the tincture or solution and 9 parts of 
menstruum and which process may be successively repeated by usi! 

1 part of each succeeding dilution and 9 parts of menstruum or a 
trituration made upon the sale or proportion of 1 part of the sub 
stance and 9 parts of milk sugar, and which process may be suc 
cessively repeated by using 1 part of each succeeding trituration and 
9 parts of milk sugar, is not mentioned in the United States Pharma- 
copeia or the National Formulery and is mentioned in the Homo 


pathic Pharmacopeia of the United States, it shall be judged by tl 
standard contained in the Homeopathic Pharmacopeia of the United 
States. 


Mr. WARREN. 
insert 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do not understand at what part of the 
pure-food act this provision is supposed to come in. The lan 
guage of the proposed amendment is that the act be amended 
so as to provide, and so forth, but it does not appear from this 
whether this particular language is to be incorporated into the 
act and to be in the provision or not. 

Mr. WARREN. The act, of course, is not now before us, but 
it seems to me that the meaning of the amendment can not be 
misunderstood, 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. 

Mr. WARREN. 
it is intended. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. But should it not state that the 
food act in a certain section of it is to be amended to rend as 
follows? 

This is simply a general provision that it shall be amende 
to provide that; but it does net. In other words, is the propos! 


In line 8, I move to strike out “sale” and 


scale. 


No, 
I think it will cover the purposes for which 


yur’ 


ded 


tion to insert this language in the pure-food act? 

















































1911. 





Mr. WARREN. No; this will be a later act, which in its 
effect will amend the other, It is a very trifling matter. It is 
only to bring in a class of medicines and practitioners not cov- 
ered, probably inadvertently, by the original act. ; 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I understand that; but my point is this: 
Is there to be a separate bill introduced hereafter to amend the 
pure-food act in general, as stated here? -If so, what is the use 
af this provision? 

Mr. WARREN. 
is being considered. 
ticularly to the second bill, is 


A pure-food act has already passed. Another 
This, while not having reference par- 
intended now to bring up the sub- 
ject, so that it may be covered as to the first, and its substance 
may be included in the second, as I understand the committee is 
liable to do. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that provision is perfectly clear. It 
authorizes the officers of the Agricultural Department, who have 
to enforce the pure-food act, to use as their drug standard the 
homeopathic pharmacopeia as well as the pharmacopeia of the 
United States. That is the whole thing. It is simply an au- | 
thority to them to use a second standard in addition to the one 
they now have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment is agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 16, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Chem- | 
istrv from $1,050,980 to $1,963,7S0. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Sureau of 
Soils.” on page 54, line 22, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “three thousand five hundred ” and insert “ four thousand,” 
and on page 55, line 12, before the word “ hundred,” to strike 
out “forty-seven thousand eight” and insert “ forty-eight thou- 
sand three,”’ so as to make the clause read: 


Salaries, Bureau of Soils: One soil physicist, who shall be chief of 
bureau, $4,000; 1 chief clerk, $2,000; 1 executive assistant, $2,000; 5 
clerks, class 4; 2 clerks, class 3; 3 clerks, class 2; 1 clerk, $1,260; 8 
clerks, class 1; 4 clerks, at $1,000 each; 3 clerks, at $840 each; 1 soil 
bibliographer, $1,400; 3 draftsmen, at $1,200 each; 1 draftsman, $1,000 ; 
1 photographer, $1,200; 1 messenger, $720; 1 messenger, messenger 
boy. or laborer, $480; 1 messenger boy, $360; 1 laborer, $600; 1 laborer 
$300; 1 charwoman or laborer, $480; in all, $48,320. 


one 


Without objection, the amend- | 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 23, to insert: 
For the investigation of the relation of soil drainage and seepage 


waters to the maintenance and development of underground water sup- 
plies and the storage of waters in the ground and in underground reser 
voirs and the enlargement of the areas and raising of the levels of the 
ground waters, $5,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 13, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “forty-five thousand” and insert 
“sixty-six thousand nine hundred and sixty,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the investigation of soils, and for indicating upon maps and 
plats, by coloring or otherwise, the results of such investigations, 


$166,960: Provided, That not more than 10 per cent of this sum shall 
be expended in any one State. 


ao 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 20, to increase the 
total appropriation for general expenses of the Bureau of Soils 
from $213,740 to $240,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 22, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Soils 
from $261,560 to $289,020. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to insert “five hurdred,” and in line 17, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “twenty-three thousand four 
hundred” and insert “twenty-four thousand,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Salaries, Bureau 


sa of Biological Survey: One biologist, who shall be 
chief of bureau, $3,500; 1 chief clerk, $1,800; 1 clerk, class 4; 1 clerk, 
class 3; 1 clerk, class 2; 4 clerks, class 1; 3 clerks, at $1,000 each; 
2 clerks, at $900 each; 1 photographer, $1,300; 1 warden, $1,200; 1 
messenger, $/20; 1 messenger, messenger boy, or laborer, $480; 1 
laborer, $600; in all, $24,000. , ‘ 





s 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 14, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out “twelve” and insert “ seyen- 
teen,” and in the same line, after the word “ dollars,” to insert 
of which sum $5,000 shall be used for the purchase, capture, 
and transportation of game for national reservations,” so as to 
make the clause read: 


lor the maintenance of the Montana National Bison Range and other 


reservations for mammals and birds, and for the enforcement of section 
‘An act to codify, revise, 


States,” $17,000, of which 
be used for the purchase, 


ations. 


84 of the act approved March 4, 1909, entitled ‘ 
and amend the penal laws of the United 
sum $5,000 shall 


capture, and transporta- 
tion of game for national resery : : ; 
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The amendment was 
The next amendment 
total appropriation for 
logical Survey from $93,2 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on pag 
total appropriation for the maintenan 
logical Survey from $116,600 to $122,200. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 
word “hundred,” to strike out 
as to read: 
Divisi \Y 
disbur 


of 


agreed to. 
was, on page 62, line 5, 
general expenses of the 


00 to $98,200. 


to increase the 
» Bureau of Bio- 


» © 





pa 


“two” 


Salaries, 
sion and 
fiscal affairs 


ccounts and Disburs« 
who shall be 
department, $3,750. 


ments: One cl fo 
administrative 





the 
The amendment 
The next amendment was, on page 63, line 18, to increase the 


was agreed to. 


total appropriation for the maintenance of the Division of Ax 
counts and Disbursements from $96,770 to $97,270. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Division of 
Publications,” on page 63, line 28, before the word “ dollars,” 
to insert “‘ two hundred and fifty,” so as to read: 

One editor, ll be chief of division, $3,250. 


Ai - 





who sha 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page G4, 
word “assistant,” to strike out “three” ar 
and in line 2, after the word “ each,” 
ant editor, $1,600,” so as to read: 

- 


line 1, before 
id insert 
to strike out 


the 
‘live ? 


“one assist 


Salaries, 





livision of Publications 





One editor, who shall be chief of 
division, $5,250; 1 editor, who shall be assistant chief of division. 
$2,250; 1 chief clerk, $2,000; 2 assistant editors, at $2,000 each: 5 
assistant editors, at $1,600 each. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask a disagreement to the amendment. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 


Sularies, Division of Publications, on page 64, line 20, before the 
word to strike out “five” and insert 
21, before the word to strike out “ forty” and insert 
“thirty-nine;” on page 65, line 2, before the word “ folders,” 
to strike out “one folder, $900; four” and insert “ five; ” and 
in line 16, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “ seventy- 
six thousand seven hundred and ninety” and insert “ seventy- 
eight thousand five hundred,” so as to read: 


‘ clerks,” ‘six; ” in line 


‘ clerks,” 








One clerk, class 6 clerks, class 1; 12 clerks, at $1,000 each; 10 
clerks, at $900 each; 39 clerks or skilled laborers, at $840 each; 15 
clerks or skilled laborers, at $780 each; 50 clerks or skilled laborers, at 
$720 each; 1 chief folder, $1,000; 5 folders, at $900 each; 1 skilled 
laborer, at $1,000; 2 messengers, at $840 each; 4 messengers, at $720 
each; 3 messengers, at $600 « - messengers or messenger boys, at 


r boys, at $420 each; 2 
laborers, at $660 each; 1 


; 3 charwomen, at 


$480 each; 2 messengers or messenge 
or messenger boys, at $360 each; 2 
$600; 4 charwomen, at $480 each 
$178,500. 


messengers 
laborer, 
$240 each; in all 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 66, line 17, to increase the 


total appropriation for the maintenance of the Division of 
Publications from $206,790 to $208,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Sureau of 
Statistics,” on page 66, line 22, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “three thousand five hundred” and insert “ four 


thousand;” and on page 67, line 12, before the word “ hun 
dred,” to strike out “two” 


and insert “seven,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Salaries, Bureau of Statistics: One statistician, who shall be chief of 
bureau, $4,000; 1 assistant statistician, who shall be assistant chief of 
bureau, $2,500: 1 chief clerk, $1,800: 6 clerks, cla i: 9 clerks, class 
3; 12 clerks, class 2; 2 clerks, at $1,300; 17 clerks, class 1; 11 
clerks, at $1,000 each: 10 clerks, at $900 each; 11 clerks, at 3840 each; 
2 messengers, at $840 each: 2 messengers or laborers, at $720 each; 
2 messengers or laborers, $660 each; 1 messenger or m«¢ ner Vv, 
$480; 1 charwoman, $540; 2 charwomen, at $360 each; in all 


$108,720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 9, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics from $231,120 to $231,620. 








The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Office of Ex- 
periment Stations,” on page 70, line 7, before the word “ dol 
lars,” to insert “five hundred;” in line 8, before the word 


“dollars,” to strike out “one thousand eight hundred” and in- 
sert “two thousand:” in line 10, before the word “ hundred,” 
to strike out “six” and insert “ eight;” and in line 25, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out “ fifty-five thousand six hun- 
dred” and insert “ fifty-six thousand five hundred,” so as to 

| make the clause read: 

Salaries, Office of Experiment Stations: 

| clerk, $2,000; 1 computer, $2,000; 


e 
and 


One director, $4,500; 1 chi 
1 draftsman, $1,800; 1 clerk 





1 editorial clerk, $1,400; 1 editorial clerk, $1,200; 
i 5 clerks, class 2; 7 clerks, class 1; 6 clerks, at 
$1,000 each: 4 clerks, at $900 each; 9 clerks or messengers, at $840 
each: 1 clerk or messenger, $720; 3 clerks, messengers, or laborers, at 
$600 each; 4 messengers, messenger boys, or laborers, at $480 each; 1 
copyist or laborer, $720; 5 laborers or charwomen, at $480 each; 2 
laborers or charwomen, at $240 each; in all, $56,500. 


proof reader, $1,800; 
1 ay 


iftsman, $1,200; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 6, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture, in cooperation with the 
Association of American Agricultural Colleges and Experiment St: 
tions, to prepare, publish, and distribute original technical reports of 
the scientific investigations made by the agricultural experiment sta 
tions established in accordance with the aforementioned act approved 
March 2, 1887, and the acts supplementary thereto, including rent and 
the employment of clerks, assistants, and other employees in the city 
of Washington and elsewhere, printing, illustrations, and all necessary 
expenses, $20,000: Provided, That said reports may be issued in edi 
tions not exceeding 2,500 copies and distributed without charge to 
libraries, colleges, scientific institutions, and persons actually engaged 
in teaching or in scientific investigations relating to agriculture. 








The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 24, to increase the 
total appropriation for general expenses, Office of Experiment 
Stations, from $1,592,500 to $1,612,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, line 4, before the word 
“thousand” to insert “and fifty;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Drainage investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to 
investigate and report upon the drainage of swamp and other wet 
lands and to prepare plans for the removal of surplus waters by drain 
age and for the preparation and illustration of reports and bulletins 
on drainage, including rent and the employment of labor in the city 
of Washington and elsewhere, and all necessary expenses, $150,000, 
And the Secretary of Agriculture shall make a special repert to the 
next session of Congress giving the : regate expenditures under this 
provision and the areas in the several States and Territories which 
have been investigated. 







The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, line 10, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Office of Ex- 
periment Stations from $1,883,100 to $1,934,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Office of Publie 
Roads,” on page 75, line 15, before the word “ dollars,” to insert 
“five hundred; ” in line 18, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ three hundred and eighty ” and insert *“ four hundred,” and 
on page 76, line 10, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty-two thousand eight hundred” and insert “ thirty-three 
thousand five hundred and twenty; ” 
read: 

Salaries, Office of Public Roads: One director, who shall be a sci 
entist and have charge of all scientific and technical work, $3,500; 1 
chief clerk, $1,800; 1 clerk, class 3; 1 clerk, $1,400; 1 clerk, $1,320; 
2 clerks, at $1,260 each; 8 clerks. class 1; 1 clerk or photogranher, 
$1,200; 1 clerk or photographer, $1,000; 2 clerks, at $1,140 each; 1 
clerk, $1,080; 1 clerk, $1,020; 4 clerks, at $1,000 each; 1 clerk, $900; 
1 instrument maker, $1,200; 1 messenger or laborer, $720; 1 mes- 
senger or laborer, $660; 4 messengers or laborers, at $600 each: 1 mes- 
senger boy, $480; 1 messenger boy, $360; 2 charwomen, at $240 each; 
in all, $33,520. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 75, line 15, I move to strike out the 
words “three thousand five hundred” and insert “four thou- 
sand.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, after line 6, to insert: 

For conducting field experiments and various methods of road con 
struction and maintenance, and investigations concerning various road 
materials and preparations; for investigating and developing equip 
ment intended for the preparation and application of bituminous and 
other binders; for the purchase of materials and equipment; for the 
employment of assistants and labor; for the rental! 
buildings; such experimental work to be confined as nearly 
to one point during the fiscal year, $10,000, 


so as to make the clause 








The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, line 20, to increase the 
total appropriation for general expenses, Office of Public Roads, 
from $116,700 to $126,700. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The total should be changed. 

Mr. WARREN, I asked early in the day that the 
might correct the totals. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


clerks 


It will be so ordered. 
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ae 


nd erection of | 


as poss ible | 


The next amendment was, on page 77, line 23, to increase the 


total appropriation for the maintenance of the Office of Public 
Roads from $149,500 to $160,220. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 78, line 10, to increase the 
total appropriation, Department of Agriculture, for routine and 
ordinary work, from $15,744,361 to $15,888,196, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


‘ 


| 


| 
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The next amendment was, under the head of “ Miscellaneous,” 
on page 78, after line 17, to insert: 

Enforcement of the insecticide act: To enable the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to carry into effect the provisions of the act of April 26, 1910, 
entitled “ An act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation 
of adulterated or misbranded Paris greens, lead arsenates, and other 
insecticides, and also fungicides, and for regulating traffic therein, and 
for other purposes,” in the city of Washington and elsewhere, including 
chemical apparatus, chemicals, and supplies, repairs to apparatus, rent, 
gas, electric current, official traveling expenses, telegraph and telephone 
service, express and freight charges, and all other expenses, employing 
such assistants, clerks, and other persons as may be considered necessary 
for the purposes named, $87,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 7, to insert: 

That the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, from moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated, and to become immediately available, for the purpose of further 
study and examination into the nature and habits of the chestnut tree 
bark disease now spreading over the Atlantic seaboard States and de 
stroying the native wild chestnut trees, and for the further purpose of 
discovering remedies by means of which it may be destroyed, checked, or 
controlled. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 7, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘sixteen million seven hundred and 
forty-four thousand three hundred and sixty-one” and insert 
* sixteen million nine hundred and eighty thousand one hundred 
and ninety-six,” so as to make the clause read: 

Total carried by this bill for the Department of Agriculture, 
$16,980,196. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. WARREN. There are certain committee amendments 
that I will now offer. Just before finishing the consideration of 
the bill on a former day the Senate adopted an amendment in 
regard to the protection of elk, $15,000. I wish to reconsider the 
vote by which that was inserted at that place, and offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote by 
which the amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered. The 
Senator from Wyoming offers the following amendment, 

The Secretary. On page 61, after line 16, insert: 

For the feeding, protecting, and removal to safety of elk in the coun 
try known as Jacksons Hole and vicinity, in the State of Wyomin: 


$20,000, to become immediately available and remain available until 
expended, 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 57, line 3, after the word “ thou- 
sand,” insert the words “ five hundred.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 59, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Secretary. On page 59, line 8, strike out the word 
“ten,” before the word “ dollars,’ and insert in lieu the word 
“ fifteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 64, line 1, after the word “ each,” 
I move to insert: 

One assistant editor, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 64, line 1, change the word “ five” 
to “ four,” so as to read “ four assistant editors.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 64, line 4, I move to strike out t! 
words “one thousand eight hundred” and insert the word 
“two thousand.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I move, on the same page, line 20, to strike 
out the word “ten” and insert the word “ eleven.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. WARREN. In line 21, same page, I move to strike out 
the words “thirty-nine” and insert the words “ thirty-eight. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 62, line 21, I move, after the word 
“thousand,” to insert the words “two hundred and fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. 


I move, on page 65, lines 2 and 3, to'stfike 


out the words “one skilled laborer” and to insert the words 
“two skilled laborers: ” and after the word “dollars” in line 
8, I move to insert the word “ each.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I will ask the Secretary to look at the 
amendment which I send to the desk to see if the bill has 
already been fixed actording to the proposition sent up. 
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The Seorerary. On page 76, line 21, after the word “for,” | 
strike out the hyphen and the semicolon and insert a colon. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. In passing over an amendment on page 79, I 
overlooked a change in language which I wish to make. I 
send the amendment to the desk now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote by 
which the amendment was agreed to will be considered. The 
Secretary will state the amendment. 

The SecrETARY. It is proposed to strike out from line § 
to line 17, inclusive, and to insert: 


For the study and examination into the mature and habits of the 


chestnut-tree bark disease and for the purpose of discovering remedies 
by means of which it may be destroyed, checked, or controlled, $5,000, 


to become immediately available, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I have one more committee amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Srecrerary. On page 80, line 8, after the word “re 
pealed,” insert the following proviso: 


P ided, That hereafter officers and employees of the Department 
of Agriculture transferred from one official station to another for 
permanent duty, when authorized by the Secretary of Agriculture, may 
be allowed actual traveling expenses, including charges for the transfer 


of their effects and personal property used in official work, under such 
rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 46, line 18, I move to strike out 
“thirty-five” and to insert “ seventy.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I move, on page 46, line 19, to strike out 
“ thirty-five ” and to insert “ seventh.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DIXON. On page 50, after line 2, at the end of the items 
regarding the Forest Service, I offer the following amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 50, after line 2, insert: 


That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he hereby is, authorized 





and empowered, under general regulations to be fixed by him, to grant 
an ¢ ment for rights of way, for a period not exceeding 50 years from 
the date of the issuance of such grant, over, across, and upon the pub 
lic lane national forests, and reservations of the United States for 
electrical poles and lines for the transmission and distribution of elec 


trical power, and for poles and lines for telephone and telegraph 
‘s, to the extent of 20 feet on each side of the center line of 
l lectrical, telephone, and telegraph lines and poles, to any citi 
zen, ussociation, or corporation of the United States, where it is in- 
tended by such to exercise the right of way herein granted for any one 
or more of the purposes herein named: Provided, That such right of 
way shall be allowed within or through any national park, national 
forest, military, Indian, or any other reservation only upon the ap- 
proval of the chief officer of the department under whose supervision or 
control such reservation falls, and upon a finding by him that the same 
is 1 ncompatible with the public interest: Provided, That all or any 
part of such right of way may be forfeited and annulled by declaration 
of { Secretary of Agriculture for nonuse for a period of two years or 
for indonment 

Chat any citizen, association, or corporation of the United States to 
whom there has heretofore been issued a permit for any of the pur 





pos specified herein under any existing law, may obtain the benefit of 
this act upon the same terms and conditions as shall be required of citi 


zens, associations, or corporations hereafter making application under 
the provisions of this statute. 

Mr. WARREN. That having already passed the Senate in the 
form of a bill, I have no objection to its going in and going to 
conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

mr 7cr “set Ty TT er s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

m ; : . a a 

The Secretary. On page 80, after line 3, insert: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to extend to plants engaged in drying and freezing eggs for 
interstate commerce the inspection provided for in the act approved 
June 30, 1906 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LODGE. I would like to have printed in the Recorp two 
letters in relation to this subject. One is from M. J. Roseman, 
professor, department of preventive medicine and hygiene at 
Harvard, and the other from Edwin O. Jordan, of the Univer- 
Sity of Chicago, editor of the Journal of Infectious Diseases. 

Phere being no objection, the letters were ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF PREVENTIVE MEDICINE AND HYGIENE, 
HARVARD MEDICAL SCHOOL, 
Boston, Mass., February 25 


; 1911. 
Senator Henry Capot Lopcer, 


Washington, D. C. 
Dian Senator: I desire to state that I am thoroughly in favor of a 


oy inspection of eggs and briefly give you herewith a few reasons 
0 opinion 


There is at pr 
guaiity of ane 





resent no satisfactory scientific standard by which the 
ss may be determined; we must therefore largely rely 
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upon the evidence of our senses Bacteriology, chemistry, and the 
microscope afford rather meager and incomplete knowledge so far as 





eggs are concerned. A good egg may contain many bac ia; a tho 
oughly bad egg may actually contain none Che chemical products of 


sense of smell or taste than by laboratory methods It would therefore 
seem a reasonable protection to the consumer to have a Government 
supervision over eggs along the same lines that the Government in 
spects and supervises the killing, preparation, and packing of meat and 
meat food products. 

Eges differ from other animal foods in that the surplu 


decomposition are often detected more readily and more quickly by the 





crop I18 
largely limited to about three or four months in the year there 
fore necessary to preserve the excess production of this importa ticle 
of diet in order to supply the demand during the remaining eight or 
nine months In my judgment, the best method of preserving eggs is 


sub 


by refrigeration. At a temperature far below the freezing point ¢ 
stantially 0° F.) at which canned eggs are ordinarily kept, all bacterial 
action and decomposition practically ceases. Eggs in the shell must be 
kept above the freezing point for well-known reasons; in consequen 
shell eggs deteriorate in cold storage It will be seen that there is 
wide difference in temperature : which canned eggs and shell eggs 
are kept in cold storage—a difference in favor of the former 

It is therefore desirable that eggs should first be graded by candling 
then broken out, and again carefully inspected at the breaking table 
before they are placed in cold storage, all under official supervision 











Such an inspection would correspond to the ante-mortem and post 
mortem inspections of cattle and would be a protection to the con 
sumer and be welcomed by all hoaest dealers engaged in the eg 


industry. 

Atother very satisfactory method, from the sanitary standpoint, of 
preserving eggs is by drying them after they have been broken out in 
bulk In this dried condition they may be preserved for a very long 
time, just as other dried food products are preserved 

Canned eggs—that is, eggs that are broken out and frozen in bulk 
as well as dried eggs should, in my judgment, be labeled, sealed, and 
dated under Government surveillance when they are placed in cold 
storage, and perhaps again when they are taken out Proper labeling 
and dating applies, of course, equally to all nned foods and espe 
cially to foods preserved in cold storage. The consumer is entitled to 
this knowledge. 

The Government inspection of eggs at the fact would not displace 
bacterial, chemical, or other scientific methods may now exist or 
hereafter be devised to detect whether the eggs have subsequently be 
come ‘“ decomposed, filthy, or putrid.” There would, however, be little 
chance for contamination provided the eggs are placed in a satisfactory 
container and properly sealed, and therefore there would be little occa 
sion in actual practice to enforce the expensive, harassing, and time 
consuming methods now in vogue to detect adulteration or misbranding 
after it occurs. Preventive measures which would be assured by fac 
tory inspection are infinitely better from all standpoints than detective 
methods after the food has entered interstate commerct 






































Eggs have a good health record. There is no known infection of the 
hen transmissible to man. The only way in which bulk eg could 
come seriously infected would be through insanita rou 
methods. Factory inspection would largely safeguard the « i 
against such possibility, however slight. 

Sanitarians have long ago come to the conclusion that the chemical 
and bacteriological examination of water as it flows from the tap affords 
no satisfactory safeguard. The water should be kept clean and pr 
at its source by a system of inspection and contro! The same pi : 
applies to milk. The bacteriological and chemical examinatiot f mill 
occasionally detects samples that are old, watered, adulterated, or 
dirty However, it is now well rec ized that the best way to pr 
vide for a safe and clean milk is through inspection at t I f 
producti The same principles apply to meat, eggs, and all other 
food proc ts I am especially interested in preventive measures and 
believe that the factory inspection of eggs would accomplish good ré¢ 
sults along these lines. 

From the standpoint of the economist and sociologist it is important to 
preserve the large amount of valuable food (eggs) h nature f ishes 
in excess of the demand during the spring and su er months in o1 
agricultural districts for metropolitan use during the fall and winter 
seasons. The principles of conservation of our resources and t! 
thoughts upon the increased cost iving t h ust ing 
with a subject that is theoretically sound and practi n 

The eggshell is porous and brittle; it readily al l 
teria often peretrate it The preservation and t ' 
in the shell, therefore, is neither economical nor ¢ fac 
fror a sanitary standpoint. FE that re illy ned d 
graded by experts in factories | Go I ve nee may 
placed in clean, sterile containers 1d froz r ¢ 1 so that furt! 
decomposition may be averted, a1 t ! nd « I tion incident 
to shell eggs prevented 

The preservation of eggs and a system of factory ection where 1 
e are examined, graded, opened, frozen, dried I wi hand 
for the market would be an advantage to the the | h 
and would greatly facilitate the sanitary authorities rged t 
administration of our pure-food It is my opinio theref that 

islation providing for a factory i ection of ¢ 

ul consideration and encouragement 
Very truly, yours, M.J.R 
Pi fe or Pre ntive Me lH 
ry JOr Al I I 
Hion, Henry Canotr LOpDGE, 
rate Chamber, Washingt D. C 

Dear Sir: I am deeply d ind s 
public-health questions in your | 1 amendment cover 
inspection of canned and dried eggs I sincerely t t t this 
ment may receive favorable consideratior My ! I are 
these 

1. The experience of the last 20 years in sanitatior nd preventive 
medicine has shown that it is much easier and more effect 
trol the sanitary quality of food substances at or n t 
than in retail markets at the door of the consume! I i 
particularly clear in the case of milk supply where zure of fe 
cans of milk in a large city may occasionally reve adulteration ¢« 
fraud, but never goes to the root of the matter, nar vy, the « I 
character of the milk and the sanitary conditions under whi 
milk was produced. i 


Disease germs can not be detected in t! 
of milk delivered to the householder. Inspection of the f 
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farmer's family, however, would in many cases result in cutting off all 
danger at its source and in preventing not 1 but 100 families from 
becomir infected with typhoid fever or other milk-borne diseases. 
For these re ms Sanitarians universally recognize the prime impor- 
tance of controlling conditions of collection, transportation, and dis 
tribution in contrast to an attempt to examine the contents of in- 
dividual cans and milk bottles The latter method, even if it could be 
carried out, would be not only wasteful, but relatively ineffective. 
Such principles which are of universal acceptance as regards milk 
should be applied as soon as possible to the supervision of other food 
substances I may add at this point that inspection and control of 
the sources of water supply has long been recognized as more essential 
than attempts to control on the basis of merely analytical data. 

2. In the case of egg supply the existence of a surplus for one-third 
of the year and a corresponding scarcity in the fall and early winter 
make necessary the adoption of some process of preservation for this 


important element of food supply. 
best preservatives for this purpose. 
ter adapted to the handling of « 
than to eggs in their natural « 


In my opinion, cold is one of the 
This form of preservation is bet- 
gg substance removed from the shell 
ondition. Whatever method be employed 
it seems desirable that proper methods of candlinz, grading, and han- 
dling be carried out Such metheds might conceivably be left to the 
honesty and efficiency of individual dealers or they might be under the 
supervision and advice of experts appointed by the Federal Government, 
It is my belief that the method of Federal inspection should be adopted. 
This is necessary in order to protect the publie against improper prac- 
tices such as the use of chemical preservatives, the admixture of spoiled 
ecgs, and the danger, however slight, of possible infection during the 
processes of handling and preparation. 

3. Such a method of centralized control would be especially to the 
point in the case of eggs as compared with some other food substances. 
‘There is at present no recognized scientific standard whereby th ,qual- 
ity of an egg may be determined in the laboratory. A sweet and 
wholesome egg may contain many more bacteria than a rotten egg. 
Chemical products of decomposition may often be detected more simply 
and readily by the sense of taste or smell than by refined laboratory 
methods. From a scientific standpoint therefore, endeavors to control 
the quality of the egg supply by analyses of frozen, dried, or shell eggs 
are premature and may even be misleading. Centralized inspection, on 
the other hand, would be more accurate, precise, and effective. 

4. I would further urge such inspection on grounds of economy. At 
present a large part of the egg supply of the country is wasted and 
rendered unavailable by the prevalence of antiquated and unintelligent 
methods. The growing need for a conservation of our food supplies 
seems to emphasize this point especially. A large amount of valuable 
food could be saved annually 
means of preservation, and by education of the farmer and dealer in 
proper and cleanly methods of handling this food. Cooperation on the 
— of the Federal Government would seem plainly indicated. I firmly 
lieve that a close and friendly contact of the Government experts 
with practical dealers in egg products would result in the solving of 
many problems and would be of great benefit to the whole country. 

Very respectfully, yours, EDWIN O. JORDAN, 
Professor of Bacteriology, University of Chicago. 

Mr. CARTER. I offer an amendment to come in on page 50, 
after the word “ dollars,” in line 2. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that his colleague 
has already secured the adoption of an amendment at that 
point, and the amendment which the Senator now offers should 
be to what will follow that, unless he wishes his amendment to 
precede that one, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is to come in previous 
to that amendment. The Senator desires to have his amend- 
ment, as the Chair understands, before his colleague’s amend- 
ment. 


Mr. CARTER. I desire to have the amendment inserted be- 


tween the text of the bill and the amendment which was 
adopted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 


the Senator from Montana will be stated. 
The Srecrerary. After the word “dollars” at 
line 2, on page 50, it is proposed to insert: 
Provided, That no part of this sum shall be expended to pay salary 
expenses of any person for the examination of protest or contest 


r 
ff any mining claim upon which there is not a growth of timber of 
ommercial value. 


the end of 


a 
< 
‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER, At the end of the bill I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The Secretary, Just before the last paragraph in the bill it 
is proposed to insert: 

That the Secretary of 


Agriculture shall prepare, or cause to be pre- 


pared, a statement showing all expenditures made each fiscal year by, 
through, or on account of the Forest Service from the year 1900 to the 
year 1910, both inclusive, stated as follows: 


“For permanent forest improvements in each 


through the encouragement of suitable | 


| bodies 


for publication (giving names of persons so employed and amount paid 
to each therefor), and the names of publications accepting such matter 
for publication and amount paid to each therefor; for photographs, 
lantern slides, lecture equipment, and lecturers; for printing and bind- 
ing; said statement to show also for the same period of time the 
amounts collected by the Forest Service for timber and the use of the 
forest.” 

Mr. WARREN. The committee does not propose to object to 
that amendment, although the greater portion of it is already 
covered by a former bill which carries the necessary legislation, 
I do not object to the amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. I observe that the concluding paragraph in 
the bill provides for the repeal of the statute heretofore passed 
providing for an examination. Hence I have offered the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN subsequently said: I wish to call the atien- 
tion of the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter] to an amend- 
ment which he offered and to ask him if he will not be willing 
to change its position and let it repeal the matter from line 18 
on page 79 to line 3 on page 80, inserting in lieu thereof what 
he has proposed. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask that the arrangement suggested by the 
Senator from Wyoming be made in the structure of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the change 
will be made. 

Mr. PILES. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
It should come in on page 47, line 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Washington will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 47, in line 4, before the word 
“dollars,” it is proposed to strike out the words “ one hundred 
and seventy-seven thousand and forty” and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ one hundred and eighty-seven thousand and 
forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I have been waiting during 
the reading to ascertain whether there was anything germane 
in the amendment or anything that should by right go into 
the bill. It seems to me it is general legislation of the very 
broadest type, and I will have to make the point of order 
against it. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I object to the 
Senator from Wyoming undertaking to dispose of the character 
of the amendment or deciding how wide or how narrow it, is 
until it has been read. 

Mr. WARREN. I make the point of order against the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Let the amendment be read, so 
as to see whether you will want to make the point of order 
on it. You may change your mind when you hear it all. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 

. : : ha 
amendment; which was to insert at the end of the bill the 
following: 

Sec. —. That certain words used in this act and in proceedings ee 
ant hereto shall, unless the same be inconsistent with the context, be 
construed as follows: The word “ message”’ shall mean any communica 
tion by telegraph, telephone, wireless telegraph, cable, or other means of 
communication from one State or Territory of the United States or the 
District of Columbia to any other State or Territory of the United 
States or the District of Columbia or to any foreign country. The word 
‘person ” shall mean any person, partnership, joint stock company 
society, association, or corporation, their managers and officers, and 
when used with reference to the commission of acts which are herein 
required or forbidden shall include persons who are participants in the 
required or forbidden acts, and the agents, officers, and members of the 
boards of directors and trustees, or other similar controlling or directins 
of partnerships, joint stock companies, societies, associations, 4 id 
corporations. And words importing the plural number, wherever | - 


may be applied to or mean only a single person or thing, and Ww 
importing the singular number may be applied to or mean everal 
| persons or things. 
Sec. —. That it shall be unlawful for any person to send or cause to 


State and Territory; | 


for salaries and other compensation of inspectors, forest supervisors, | 
forest rangers, deputy forest rangers, assistant forest rangers, stating 


the number of each class; 
extinguishing forest 


for part-time force to meet emergencies in 
fires; for railroad fares, automobile hire, carriage 
and horse hire; for hotel bills; for freight and express; for telephone 
and telegraph; for statutory and lump-fund salaries of officers and 
clerks and the number thereof in the city of Washington, and all other 
expenditures made for the conduct of the bureau in the city of Wash- 
ington, including rent, fuel, stationery, furniture, furnishings, type- 
writers (giving number purchased), miscellaneous supplies (giving class!i- 
fication of same) ; for salaries, clerk hire, hotel bills, automobile, carriage, 
and horse hire, miscellaneous supplies (giving classification thereof), 


office supplies, and all other expenditures made in connection with the 
conduct of the Forest Service outside of the city of Washington; for 
compensation of persons engaged in writing descriptive or other matter 


be sent any message offering to make or enter into a contract for tt 8 
purchase or sale for future delivery of cotton without intending that 
such cotton shall be actually delivered or received, or offering to ™ uke or 
enter into a contract whereby any party thereto or any party for wh m 
or in whose behalf such contract is made acquires the right or privi ege 
to demand in the future the acceptance or delivery of cotton witho it 
being thereby obligated to accept or to deliver such cotton; and the 
transmission of any message relating to any such transaction is hereby 
declared to be an interference with commerce among the States and ler- 
ritories and with foreign nations. Any person who shall be guilty of 
violating this section shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined in any sum 
not more than $1,000 nor less than $100 or shall be imprisoned for not 
more than six months nor less than one month, or by both such fine and 
imprisonment, and the sending or causing to be sent of each such mes- 
sage shall constitute a separate offense. a 

Sec. —. That it shall be the duty of any person sending any message 
relating to a contract or to the making of a contract for future delivery 
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of cotton to furnish to the person transmitting such message an affidavit 
stating that he is the owner of such cotton and that he has the inten 
tion to deliver such cotton; or that such cotton is at the time in actual 
course of growth on land owned, controlled, or cultivated by him, and 
that he has the intention to deliver such cotton; or that he is, at the 
time, legally entitled to the right of future possession of such cotton 
under and by authority of a contract for the sale and future delivery 
thereof previously made by the owner of such cotton, giving the name of 
the party or names of parties to such contract and the time when and 
the place where such contract was made and the price therein stipulated, 
and that he has the intention to deliver such cotton; or that he has the 
intention to acquire and deliver such cotton; or that he has the inten 
tion to receive and pay for such cotton: Provided, That any person 








electing to do so may file with the telegraph, telephone, wireless tele 
graph, or cable company an affidavit stating that the message or mes- 
sages being sent, or to be sent, for the six months next ensuing by such 


person do not and will not relate to any such contract or offers to con- 
tract as are described in section 2 of this act, and any such company 
shall issue thereupon a certificate evidencing the fact that such affidavit 
has been duly filed and such certificate shall be accepted in lieu of the 
affidavit herein required at all the transmitting offices of such company 
during the life of said affidavit. Any person who knowingly shall make 
a false statement in any affidavit provided for in this act shall be pun- 
ished by a fine of not more than $5,000 nor less than $500 or shall be 
imprisoned for not more than two years nor less than one year, or by 
both such fine and imprisonment. And in any prosecution under the 
provisions of sections 2 or 3 of this act the proof of failure to make any 
affidavit herein required shall be prima facie evidence that said message 
or messages related to a contract prohibited by section 2 of this act, 
and the proof of failure to deliver or receive the cotton called for in 
any contract for future delivery of cotton shall be prima facie evidence 
that there was no intention to deliver or receive such cotton when said 
contract was made. 

Sec. —. That it shall be unlawful fer any person owning or operating 
any telegraph or telephone line, wireless telegraph, cable, or other means 
of communication, or any officer, agent, or employee of such person, 
knowingly to use such property or knowingly to allow such property to 
be used for the transmission of any message relating to such contracts 
as are described in section 2 of this act. Any person who shall be 
guilty of violating this section shall, upon conviction thereof, be pun 
ished for each offense by a fine of not more than $1,000 nor less than 
$500, and the sending of each message in violation of the provisions of 
this section shall constitute a separate offense. 

Sec. . That in any proceeding under this act all persons may be re 
quired to testify and to produce books and papers, and the claim that 
such testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the persons giving 
such testimony or producing such evidence shall not excuse such person 
from testifying or producing such books and papers; but no person shall 
be prosecuted or subjected to any penalty or punishment whatever for 
or on account of any transaction, matter, or thing concerning which he 
may testify or produce evidence of any character whatever. 

Sec . The foregoing sections shall take effect and be in force from 
and after January 1, 1912. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order made by the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, there was, I 
think, no point of order made against the amendment after it 
had been presented to the Senate. For the first time the amend- 
ment is pending. I do not think that a premature point of 
order can have the effect of representing the present views of 
the Senator in charge of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, then, is on agree- 
ing to the amendment. The Senator from Wyoming, the Chair 
understood, made a point of order against it. 

Mr. WARREN. I made a poimt of order. 

Mr. HALE. Did the Chair rule on the point of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ruled the amend- 
ment out of order. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It is not out of order in the 
sence of objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the 
Senator from Wyoming to object. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That objection was withdrawn 
pending the reading of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection, the Chair 

understood, was withheld. 
\ CLARKE of Arkansas. I can not draw the distinction. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, there was no withdrawal of 
the point of order, but I again make the point of order against 
the amendment, that it is general legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. The amendment evidently proposes general legislation. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it is evident that we can not 
complete the bill now, but can do so very soon after a recess. 
I move that the Senate take a recess. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Senator to withhold that motion 
for a moment until I can give notice to the Senate that I 
hope to bring up the Post Office appropriation bill on the con- 
clusion of the bill now pending. 


Mr. HALE. That is the understanding. I move that the 
Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, allow me, before that is 
passed upon, to send to the desk two amendments which I 
desire to have considered before the bill passes from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be re- 
ceived, 


»} 
\ 


‘ 
a 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the follewing bills: 


S. 10456. An act to restrain the Secretary of the Treasury 


from receiving bonds issued to provide money for the building 
of the Panama Canal as security for the issue of circulating 
notes to national banks, and for other purposes; and 

S. 10885. An act authorizing the Erie Railroad Co. to con- 
struct a canal connecting the Hackensack River and Berrys 
Creek, Bergen County, N. J., as an aid to pavigation, and for 
other purposes, 

rhe message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 28436) to further increase the efficiency of the Organized 
Militia, and for other purposes, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

S. 10476. An act for the relief of Passed Asst. Paymaster Ed- 
win M. Hacker; 

S. 10808, An act to authorize the Greeley-Arizona Irrigation 
Co. to build a dam across the Colorado River at or near Head 
Gate Rock, near Parker, in Yuma County, Ariz.; and 

S. 10882, An act to authorize the county of Ouachita, in the 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the Ouachita 
River. 

RECESS. 

Mr. HALE. I renew my motion that the Senate take a recess 
until 8 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

At the expiration of the recess, at 8 o'clock p. m., the Senate 
reassembled. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 31596) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1912. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
bill is in the Senate and open to amendments, 

Mr. HEYBURN. There are two amendments pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair informs the Senator 
that two amendments can not be pending at the same time. 
Which amendment does the Senator desire to have acted upon 
first? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let them be acted upon in the order in 
which they come in the bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
first amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

The Secretary. Strike out all after “ For,’ on page 382, line 
24, down to the word “ dollars,” line 2, page 50, and insert: 
For maintenance and protection of national forests, $1,000,000 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreei 

the amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, just a remark. That brings 


the Forestry Service within $1,000,000, that is, so far as main 
tenance is concerned. I think this is a proper time to enter 
upon this reform. One million dollars for the 1 ten pe 
the forests ought to be quite sufficient, and if it req more 
than that then there is something wrong wi the sy 

This amendment is not offered in any other t} \ 
serious intention of trying to reform the e. I | 
to have the Senate here to vote by yea aud nay vote upon tl 
que stion. 

Mr. WARREN. May I call the attention of the S« or 
his amendment? I wish to know where the words to be stricken 


out end. 

The Secretary. On page 50, line 2. 

Mr. WARREN. What I wanted to say to the Senator is, if 
he strikes that out he strikes out the total for the Forestry 
Service, five million five hundred and odd thousand dollars, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; and I insert $1,000,000. 

Mr. WARREN. He inserts that, but he leaves some $3,000,000 
preceding which by law would be then payable, although the 
amount would not be appropriated for it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. A little entanglement like that would, per 
haps, improve this measure. 

Mr. WARREN. I wanted the Senator to know what he 


' would do, 
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Mr. HEYBURN. I am starting in here with a reduction of 
only a little over $4,000,000. It may be that there will be other 
work with the pruning knife later; but this is a clear-cut item 
leaving a vicious principle in this service. If we start in upon 
our reformation at this point I care not what other reformation 
becomes necessary. 


Mr. SMOOT. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that the amendment is rather inconsistent in this way, 
that it takes out all of the Forest Service local employees of 
the States with the exception of the number $1,000,000 would 


| employ. 


I do not like to have a eall, but I wish Senators would come | 


in in order to vote on this question, 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senater from Washington? 


for a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has not recognized 
the Senator from Washington for that purpose. He asked if 
the Senator from Idaho would yield to the Senator from Wash- 
ington? 

Mr. JONES. No; I addressed the Chair. I simply ask that 
a quorum be present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will cull the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Beveridge Clark, Wyo. 


Johnston Richardson 





Boral Clarke, Ark. Jones Root 
Bourne Culberson Kean Shively 
Bradley Cummins La Follette Smoot 
Bristow Curtis Lodge Stone 
frown Dick McCumber Sutherland 
Bulkeley Dillingham Martin Thornton 
Burnham Fletcher Nelson Warner 
Burrows Foster Overman Warren 
Burton Gallinger Page Wetmore 
Carter Gamble Paynter Young 
Chamberlain Hale Perkins 

Clapp Heyburn Piles 


to their names. <A quorum is present. 


Mr. HEYBURN. No; it simply disenumerates them, if I may 
use such a word, and leaves the employment to be governed by 


| the amount of money to be expended. I propose to take out 


the enumeration. 
Mr. SMOOT. I was about to say if we are going to employ 
only men to the amount of $1,000,000, then the first part of the 


| Forest Service would be altogether more than is necessary. 
Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator from Washington has called | 


Mr. HEYBURN. It would be out of proportion. 

Mr. SMOOT. It would be out of proportion not only because 
they could not use so many men here, but their work depends 
largely upon the number who are available for the field. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is a very proper suggestion, and one 
that I have given attention to and marked, but it is a proper 
subject for another amendment. In other words, I do not want 
to make an amendment that covers a part of two subjects 
matter. But first let us deal with this, which is complete with- 
in itself. It is an enumeration of the employees, and it provides 
for an appropriation of something over $5,000,000. 

I leave the provision for the performance of the necessary 


| work to be done by a proper number of men within the appro- 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I think I ought to ask for the | 
reading of the second amendment. There are two amendments. | 


I will ask the Senator from Idaho whether one depends in any 
way upon the other. 

Mr. HEYBURN. One of them might very properly follow the 
other. I have not a copy. I will get a copy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment has not yet 
been read. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, since the Senator is present 
I will restate in a word the purpose of this amendment. Ii 
proposes to strike out this long enumeration of local subdivi- 
sions of the Forest Service with its officers, commencing on 
page 82, line 24, down to the end of that subject, and it will 
then read: 

For maintenance and protection of the national forests, $1,000,000. 


That will enable them to adjust themselves to a million- 
dollar business. It cuts the appropriation for the item down a 
little over $4,000,000. That is a sum of money worth consid- 
ering. The matter has not been discussed at length, but I am 
going to give Senators who do believe in this retrenchment an 
opportunity to vote on it. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Idaho, upon which he 
demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
to the proposition, to ascertain whether I understand it aright. 
The ‘“‘ Forest Service” in the bill commences on page 26 and 
extends to page 50, carrying with it definite positions and 
salaries for different officers and employees, and ends with an 
appropriation of $2,818,680. Following on under “ General ex- 
penses ” to page 50, the total, which includes the one I have just 
mentioned, and for general expenses, is $5,523,100. 

The amendment does not include the first pages and therefore 


priation of $1,060,000, giving them a million dollars instead of 
$5,000,000. ‘The only result will be that they will have to cut 
their work, or the number of men, down to suit their appro- 
priations. 

The other question of the preceding section—that is, the execu- 
tive departments here in Washington and elsewhere—is not at 
all disturbed by the amendment. I do not want to amend two 
parts of the bill in one amendment, 

Mr. SMOOT. If this amendment passes without changing the 


| her rovisi 4 +t g . et : - Sia 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators have answered | other provision, it will be so out of proportion that it will vir 


| tually destroy the Forest Service, and if that is the object—— 


Mr. HEYBURN. No. 

Mr. SMOOT. We might as well destroy it at once and have 
done with the whole thing. 

Mr. HEYBURN. A million dollars for field work can not be 
said to destroy any enterprise. It is a considerable sum of 
money. We were promised that $50,000 would be sufficient, and 
then we were promised that one hundred thousand, two hundred 
thousand, and so on, would be sufficient. 

Now, let us go back to first principles and reduce the number 
of employees to a number commensurate with the appropriation. 
We have got to commence somewhere, or we have got to allow 
this thing to grow, and it will rival the Army and Navy bills in 
a few years if we do not stop it. It was the statement of the 
Chief Forester, a year or two ago in a public address, that this 
would require something like 160,000 men. One hundred and 
sixty thousand is a pretty large body of men, and the expense 
at an average of $1,000 a year, which is not far from the aver- 
age, would be a very large item, and we would be dealing here 
as we do with items that go to the protection of the Govern 
ment. I would be willing to cooperate with the Senator from 
Utah to adjust the preceding paragraphs to this, but let us vote 
upon this and adopt it and then fit the bill to it. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I am forced to say that the 
amendment will not do what its mover evidently thinks it will. 
because it leaves intact here the language of the bill, which 
provides for the improvement of the national forests and states 
how much shall be expended for them. It leaves the stati 
ment that there shall be one forester at $5,000, or, rather, a 


| chief of division, so many officials at so many dollars per 


annum salary, and so forth, and the two lines which he pro- 


poses to strike out would simply strike out the assembled total. 


Putting a million dollars in its place would be, of course, con 
trary to the footing that preceded it; and, under the order ot! 


| the Senate, the grand totals are to be completed by the clerks 


while ‘the five million five hundred and odd thousand dollars | 


would be reduced to $1,000,000 there would still be in the law 
appropriations between two and three million dollars, definitely 
stating where it should go, but with merely the total stricken 
out, so that the law would provide for the employment just the 
same, and the payment would have come in later as a deficiency. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, of course the totals can be 


arranged. There will be no difficulty about that. The totals | 


should be made to conform with the appropriations. 
Mr. SMOOT. I should like to call the Senator’s attention—— 
Mr. HEYBURN. Let me first answer this. As to the num- 
ber of men employed, that is cut out by the amendment. The 
Forestry Service would then employ only so many men as could 
be employed within the appropriation. 


at the desk. So I shall have to ask that the amendment be 
voted down, although I desire economy, as does everyone else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend 
ment. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will! be stated. 

The Secretary. Beginning on page 32 with line 24, it is pro- 
pesed to strike out all down to and including line 2, on page 
50, and to insert in lieu thereof the following words: 

For maintenance and protection of the national forests, $1,000,000. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator in 
charge of the bill, if this amendment should be adopted, how 
much of an appropriation would be left to the Forestry Depart- 
ment for the conduct of its business for the next year? 

Mr. HEYBURN. One million dollars. 
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1911. 


Mr. BORAH. Am I to understand that $1,000,000 is pro- | 


posed to be appropriated to this particular work? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No. I propose to follow this amendment 
with an additional amendment to strike out from line 25, on 
page 26, down to the place where the amendment under cousid 
eration commences, 

Mr. BORAH. I understood the chairman 

Mr. HEYBURN. That will give them a million dollars for 
the maintenance and protection of the national forest reserves, 
without any details whatever. They will have a million dol- 
lars, and they will have to get along the best they can with 
that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Why did the Senator not make it one 
amendment? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I might have made it one amendment. I 
might, perhaps, get at it more quickly by modifying the amend 
meut. I will modify the amendment by moving to strike out 
all after line 23, on page 26, down to and including the pro 
vision on page 50. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That makes it clear. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That gives them a round sum of money. 
Let them cut their coat to fit the cloth and organize them 
selves, knowing that they are not allowed to spend over 
$1,000,000. That is a good bit of money to spend on the Forestry 
Service. 

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator mean, then, to begin the 
amendment on page 26, after line 23, and to strike out all of 
the text, with the exception of the appropriation of $1,000,0007 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. It will then provide—— 

Mr. SMOOT. Then it provides for the Forest Service 
$1,000,000 ? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would probably consider it if the Senato 
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would suggest that amendment, but I intended that it should | 


provide for the maintenance and protection of the national 
forests, and I prefer those words. 

Mr. SMOOT. I was not suggesting the words that should 
be used; I was only suggesting my understanding of the amend 
ment. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not desire to delay this 
bill; but while I am very much in favor of reducing the amount 
of the appropriation, there seems to be an involved understand 
ing as to what we are doing. I should like to see the amount 
reduced very materially, and yet I think it would be unwise toe 
reduce it to such an extent that it would leave the Government 
without the power to take care of that which it must necessarily 
take care of now, as it has done in the Forest Service. We do 
not understand here what the effect of this amendment 
going to be. 

Mr. SMOOT. It would destroy the Forest Service. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Utah says it means the de 
struction of the Forest Service. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think if the amendment is car 


ried, that the Forest Service will be so crippled that $1,000,000 | *“ ; ; 
|} of the United States. With the frankness that always char 


will not do it any good at all. We collect to-day from the 
sale of timber within the forest reserves more than $1,000,000. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, Mr. President, it was not intended, 
nor do we now contemplate, that the Government shall go into 
the lumber business. I realize that this is a radical propos! 
tion and I realize that this is a radical step, and you have got 
to deal with it in that way. The $1,000,000 to be used by the 
Agricultural Department can protect and maintain the forests 
of the United States so far as it is necessary to do so. 

I hope to see at an early day these lands no longer in a 
forest. I will read as a part of my suggestion the amendment 
which I shall propose to follow the pending one: 

Provided, That all lands upon which there is growing less tha 
4,000 feet of merchantable timber, board measure, shall be excluded 


from the forest reserves, and no part of any appropriation herein made 
shall be expended upon any lands thus precluded. 

Mh. - gle 

Phat will eliminate fully one-half of the lands from the 


existing forest reserves. That is an admitted fact; nobody will 
controvert that who knows the figures and knows the lands. 
With this amendment bringing the appropriation down to a 
mnillion dollars, to be expended for the maintenance and pro- 
tection—that is all; those two words embody it all—of the na- 
tional forests, and providing for the elimination from the na- 
tional forests of untimbered lands, or lands with less than 4,000 
feet of lumber upon them, you will have a forest-reserve law 
= a result in the lands being thrown open to 
seLuiement, 


—————————— 


diSl 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator from Idaho a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. HEYBURN, Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I was not in the Senate when the 
pending amendment was proposed. As I understand it, the 
Senator from Idaho proposes to strike out of this bill all of the 


1 


age beginning with line 24, on ] 
uding line 6, on page 31. 

Mr. HEYBURN. On page 50. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Idaho proposes to go fur 
ther than that and to strike out the text of the bill down to 
and including the first two lines on page 50; in other words, to 
eover 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And to insert the general language 

which he has stated? 
Mr. WARREN. In other words, to strike out the entire 
forestry work of the bill and to insert therein the language 
‘one million dollars” in place of “five million five hundred 
thousand dollars.” 

Mr. SCTIERLAND. Then, if the Senator will permit me, 
what he preposes to do is to make an appropriation of £1,000,000 
ecd of $5,000,000, without any investigation as to details, 
as to what may be needed by the Forest Service; and, in 
ddition to that, the Senator proposes to make a lump appro- 
priation one $1,000,000, to be expended by the Forester as he 
plenses, without any limitation whatever. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; the Senator from Utah has not heard 
f this. The section will read when it is amended: 
or maintenance and protection of the national forests, $1,000,000. 

That is to maintain and protect them. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I know; but the Senator proposes to 
turn the million dollars over to a bureau chief, to be expended 
in his discretion. 

Mr. HEYBURN. We have been doing that in every appro- 
pristion bill since we have had a Forest Service. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Oh, no. 

Mr. HEYBURN. An amendment adopted four years ago 
eave the Forest Service a million dollars, I think, to expend, 
without any limitation. 


age 26, down to and in 
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. This bill enumerates the various offi 
cials who shall be paid and fixes their salaries. Now, the Sen- 
ator proposes to turn over the vast sum of a million dollars to 
the forestier to pay to whomsoever he pleases, without any limi 
tation upen him at all. It seems to me a most remarkable 
propesition, 

Mr. HEYBURN. The reduction I propose is a limitation of 
some consequence. It will save the Government several million 


dollars and still leave an effective provision for the mainte- 
nance and protection of the forests, 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President 

TI PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mir, WEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. ROOT. This amendment is proposed by the Senator from 
fduho as an open, frank, and avowed enemy of the forest policy 

5 


terizes him he says that he is an enemy of it. 
Mr. HEYBURN. No, I did not use the term “ enemy.” 


Mr. ROOT. I shall not make a speech, but shall state my 


protest against the abandonment of a settled policy by a vote 
of the Senate of the United States upon the proposal of a sing] 
enemy of that policy, without consideration, without the report 
of a committee, and without grave and substantial reas 
convincing the judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, Mr. President, much of the d md 
of the Seuator has already been supplied in his absence. The 


question was under consideration for about an hour before the 
recess was ordered. 

Mr. ROOT. Upon the report of what committee, Mr. Presi- 
, ; 


dent, is this change to be made? 
Mr. HHEYBURN. Mr. President, we do not act upon amend- 
ments to appropriation bills upon the report of a committee 


where the amendment is to strike out or reduce. I know of no 
such procedure in this body. 
Mr. ROOT. I observe that this amendment has no such bas 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, there is not the slightest rea 


son why an amendment of this kind should be submitted to or 
reported from a committee. It is an amendment proposed 
within the rules of procedure of this body, at a proper time 
and in a proper manner, to amend an appropriation bill by 
reducing the appropriation proposed in the bill; and it is not 
open to any objection under any rule of this body. 
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Mr. RORAH. Mr. President, 
he would not be willing 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Tdaho vie ld to his colleague? 


Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 


I want to ask my colleague if 


Does the senior Senator from 
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Mr. BORAH. I will ask the Senator if he would not be will- 
ing to change his amendment so as to leave a larger sum—say, 


£9 900,000 or $2,500,000—for the Forestry Bureau? I am very 
anxious to see the amount reduced, because I have no doubt 
my colleague is entirely correct as to the extravagance in some 


of these matters, and it should be reduced; but I am not willing | 


to leave the Government in a crippled condition to do what it 
ought to do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, Mr. President, one of the purposes 
that I had in mind in proposing the amendment was to reduce 
the expenses of thisbureau. The fact that I suggested $1,000,000 
is not conclusive of the fact that I would insist upon that exact 
amount, but $1,000,000 is more than the department ever 
claimed up to two years ago that it would require for the 
Forestry Service, and I was practically taking them at their 
word. 

If my colleague thinks a larger sum should be expended, and 
will propose an amendment without affecting the integrity of 
the amendment I have offered, I will not be illiberal or obstinate 
about it: I want some definite time fixed when this policy is to 
stop. Let us quit dealing in politics of government and deal 
in the law of the land. I care not whose policy it is; it is not 
the law; it does not appeal to me. Of course, this is the only 
part of the Government where policy or a reference to a policy 
is appropriate, because we take up policies here and crystallize 
them into statutes. I care nothing at all about the policy of 


anybody outside of the membership of Congress. It does not | 


appeal to me, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am in sympathy, Mr. President, with 
the desire of the Senator from Idaho to reduce this appropria- 
tion. I believe we have drifted into an unwise and extravagant 
policy in regard to forest reserves, but I am troubled about the 
Senator’s amendment in one respect, and desire to call his at- 
tention to that. 
Senator proposes to strike out deals with the organization of 
the Forest Service. It provides for a Forester and states his 
salary, for forest supervisors, and so on. If the Senator’s 


amendment is adopted, that goes out of the bill, the entire | 


Forest Service will be necessarily disorganized, and the money 


be left in the hands, I suppose, of the Secretary of Agriculture | 


to expend. I think that probably would not be a desirable 
change to make—to utterly disorganize a service so far as its 
present organization is concerned, and put this money in the 
hands of the Secretary. I think, if the amendment could be 
in some way reconstructed so as to leave the same organiza- 


tirely out. I may be wrong about it; but that is the way it 
impresses me just now. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would suggest to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that did I not think taf the existing machinery 


of the Government in the Agricultural Department was suffi- | 


cient and competent to deal with it, I would not have offered 
the amendment in this form. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I merely want to state to 
the Senator from Idaho that as one member of the Committee 
on Agriculture, from which this bill comes, I was in some doubt 
as to a great many of these items, but the rule seems to have 


been to rely largely on the heads of the departments. For | will allow just one word, I would hate to arrive at that state of 
instance, the Secretary of Agriculture is in the confidence of | mind with reference to the heads of our departments where 


all, and it was felt that he would not make a recommendation 
that was not clearly within the scope of what he considered 
to be for the best interests of each bureau under his depart- 
ment. I acknowledge that I was totally ignorant of what was 
essential for the various forest reserves. They are in a sec- 
tion of country which made it inconvenient for me to see and 
to study them and I felt my inability to judge as to their needs. 
As I mentioned to a member of the committee, I did not feel 
that I ought to assume the responsibility of making a report 
when I did not know the minute details and the needs of that 
upon which I was assuming the responsibility of reporting. 

But I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that the bill, coming from the House, was printed and at his 


The first portion of the section which the | 


| 
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service and the service of other Senators. The committee had 
a stated day for meeting, and it seems to me that, in fairness 
to the committee and in fairness to the American people, the 
thing for the Senator to have done was to have come to the 
committee, to have laid the facts before us, and then let us 
assume the responsibility, either pro or con, with the facts as 
the Senator has given them to the Senate. Then we could 
have defended any action that might have been taken in ac- 
cordance with the facts as submitted by the Senator from 
Idaho, in whose integrity I have implicit confidence. 

Mr. HEYBURN. ‘The suggestion that the matter should have 
been presented to the Committee on Agriculture is in one sense 
entirely correct, but the Senator should bear in mind that this 
is the Committee on Agriculture now in session. We are sit- 
ting here as the greater Committee on Agriculture. with the 
rights to amend any bill that comes before us to the extent or 
within the limits of the practice and procedure of this body. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. If the Senator from Idaho 
will permit me, if that be true, it is true in the larger sense, and 
we had as well dispense with all of our committees in reference 


| to the Senate, because those of us who have passed upon this 


bill do not feel like it is exactly fair to us to meet in all good 
faith and digest a bill when Members who think that they could 
correct it refuse to meet with us. I think these committees were 
appointed for the expedition of business, and we are not cer- 
tainly meeting with closed doors. 

I will admit to the Senator from Idaho that some facts he has 
brought out this afternoon I knew nothing about. I was not in 
a position to know them. I suppose I should have held the bill 
up, according to his contention, until such time as I knew these 
facts, or not being given a satisfactory answer, refused to 
acquiesce in it until I did get a satisfactory answer. 

sut I went upon the presumption that the chairman of the 
committee and Senators who came from that section, plus the 
Secretary of Agriculture, would not recommend a thing which 


| was to the detriment of the American people. Possibly I am 
| getting wiser. I hope the Senator from Idaho will help me to 
| get wiser. 


Mr. HEYBURN. The recommendation of the Secretary of 
Agriculture is simply a suggestion. The Secretary of Agricul- 
ture has no function involving the suggestion of legislation, 
and it is purely a matter of convenience. He is the convenient 
vehicle, rather, through whom the committee gathers informa- 


tion. That is all. His recommendation carries no weight what- 


ever syith it. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. The Senator from Idaho will 
permit me to suggest that as the Secretary of Agriculture is 
charged with these subdivisions—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; he has charge of nothing. He has 
charge of carrying out the expressed will of Congress; no other. 
They have grown to think that they have policies that they are 
in charge of, but he is purely an executive officer, and he vio- 
lated, or some one under him violated, the law, the written law 


| of this land, to the extent of $900,000 or thereabouts by expend- 
tion as at present, that would be better than to strike it en- | 





ing money in advance of appropriations 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. That may be true. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Which he had no right to do, and we put 
it in the urgent deficiency bill to allow them to recoup the fund. 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. That may be true. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I would suggest to the Senator not to give 


| too much weight to the recommendations of officials in regard to 
| appropriation bills. They are more often warnings than they 
| are of assistance. The departments are more or less ambitious 


| to spend large sums of money, and I say it with all due regard 


to the personnel. 
I hold them in as high regard as any other member of this 
body, but I have learned something in regard to it in the years 


| that have gone by as to the estimates and the desire to have 


money to spend. 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. If the Senator from Idaho 


their recommendation would come to me as a member of the 


| committee as being a warning for me to go in the other direc- 


tion. Then I should certainly vote, and I think I would intro- 
duce a bill to the effect that—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator states it more strongly than 
I stated it, or intended to state it. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I was inferring 





Mr. HEYBURN. I said they were more often a warning to 
be on guard against excessive appropriations. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. In a word I just meant to 
say this. It seemed to me that the head of the department, 
with all of its subdivisions, charged with the discharge of a 
duty which we have delegated to them or which under our law 
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rightly belongs to them, would of necessity be more familiar 
with all the detailed workings and the needs of it than any 
member of the committee might be. I mean the personnel, the 

aggregate of the committee. 
There may be some on the committee who are more familiar 
than he, but with his advice, plus the advice of others who 
seems to me that he would, in general terms, know 





knew, it 
more about what was necessary for the proper discharge of the 
functions of his office than any other member, providing he was 
an honest man, efficient and hoping to serve the people in his 
capacity. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would suggest to the Senator from South 
Carolina that I think it is only four years ago since the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture was introduced to the forestry subject. We 
only transferred it to that department four years ago, and it is 
ef not such ancient authority or experience as to make his 
opinion of very great value. 

“The responsibility is upon the Senate, and there are members 
of the committee now dealing with this who have had that sub- 
ject under consideration for as long as or twice as long as—— 
" Mr, SMITH of South Carolina. The Senator from Idaho will 
please understand me. I am not defending this expenditure. 
I am simply stating why I, as a member of the committee, 
acquiesced in it. I want the Senator to understand that, if he 
can show where it is an extravagance, I will vote for his reso- 
lution as quick as though I were on the committee, because I 
did not have sufficient facts to vote intelligently while in com- 
mittee, 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from California? 


Mr. HEYBURN. Yes, 
Mr. FLINT. May I ask the Senator what is his proposition? 
Mr. HEYBURN. I will state what the bill will be after this 


is stricken out. We propose. to strike out a number of pages. 
This part of the bill will read, when amended: “ For mainte 
nance and protection of national forests, $1,000,000." There are 
rules and regulations in existence that provide for all of the de- 
tails of the management of the forests. Those rules can be 
changed by the department in charge of them, and he can im- 
mediately adapt those rules to the sum of money he has to 
spend. 

Mr. FLINT. Let me call fact that this 
amount of money that the Senator has asked to be stricken out, 
or to have the amount reduced, is to be expended for trails, 
for fire brakes. I trust that the Senator- 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is in the judgment of the department; 
whatever is included within the meaning of the words “ mainte- 
nance” and ‘‘ protection.” Those words are very comprehen- 
sive. It leaves it to the department to maintain and protect the 
That is all that should be left to the department, and 
it gives it a million dollars, if we agree upon that sum, I am 
perfectly free to say that if Senators think that sum should be in- 
creased some, I would not protest. 

Mr. FLINT. I take it the Senator is not in favor of making 
the appropriation so low that we could not have sufficient trails 
and firebreaks, 

Mr. TIEYBURN. I am proposing to make it three or four 

times the amount that they said to us, well within the memory 
of the Senator from California and myself, would be sufficient. 
I am proposing to make it more than double the sum they told 
us—lI think it was four years ago—would be sufficient. 
Now, at that time there was practically the same amount of 
land in forest reserves that there now—not a very great 
difference. [ am also coupling with this an amendment pro- 
viding for the elimination of nontimbered land. That will take 
at least one-third, according to the official report in our State. 
It takes more than one-third of them out of the forest reserves, 
and provides that no part of the money shall be expended in 
connection with the lands that are to be eliminated from the 
forest reserves. I am starting—I will say to the Senator from 
California—I am trying to start in the right direction. First 
stay the hand and then look over the ficld between now and the 
next Congress and let us see what the expenditure of a million 
dollars will de. It may be that upon a proper reorganization 
of the working forces of the Forest Service a million dollars 
Will be sufficient. They told us it would be more than suffi- 
cient so recently that I am inclined to give some credit to ther 
for having tried to make a truthful statement and an intelli- 
ent statement. They told us not only that it would be sufti- 
cient, but at that time, or at least within the next two years, 
if would be self-supporting and it would be contributing to 
the National Treasury instead of withdrawing from it. Let us 
me We know the present condition is intolerable; but 
S try. 
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Mr. FLINT. 


Assuming that the forester, or whoever had 
charge of the Forest Service, made a mistake, certainly we 
should not now stop the trails and firebreaks when we know the 
disasters that have taken place during the last few years. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not know, of course, upon what the 


Senator from California bases his statement 
trails and roads. 


with reference to 





Mr. FLINT. Firebreaks. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The trails that were builded up in the 
forests in the northwestern country afforded no assistance what 
ever to the fire fighters. The men were found burned and 
lying dead in the trails. 

Mr. FLINT. I want to say to the Senator f 1 Idaho far 
as my part of the Stats is oncerned, they are not ikelv to 
reach places where they are likely to have fires, because they 
do not have trails. Instead of this appropriation bei de 


creased, it ought to be increased, as far as concerns the building 


of trails and firebreaks. It would be a 


great misfortune, even 
though the Senator’s view may be carried out of reducing this 
expenditure, to take and provide that this part of the forest 
reserves system shall be reduced, so far as the appropriations 


are concerned. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If it is so important, and the 
convinced of that, he probably will spend a large 
this million dollars for that purpose. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut ? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. If I understand the Senator from Idaho, 
he to reduce the total appropriation for the Forest 
Service from $5,500,000, as proposed by the bill, to a round sum 
of $1,000,000. 

It appears on page 31 of the bill that it now takes $2,318.680 


Secretary is 


proportion of 


Does the Senator Idaho 


from 


proposes 


to pay for the salaries of the various officers in the depart- 
ment and the rangers in the field in this service. If I under 


stand it correctly, the Senator would limit the total appropria- 
tion for use in the field and in the offices of the Forest 
to $1,000,000, which would than one-half of 

spent at present for the salaries of officers employed 
service, and would nothing whatever for 
in the forests. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think I can show the Senator wherein he 
misunderstands the amendment. The amendment 
so as to commence on page 26. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. We can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am simply stating that the amendment 
was amended so as to commence on page 26. The Senator from 
Connecticut |[Mr. BRANDEGEE] was referring to the amendment 
as it was first proposed. 


Service 

what 
in 

service 


be less is 
the 


leave actual 


was amended 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. As I understand, the amendment as first 
proposed was the pending amendment coupled with a notice by 
the Senator that if that was adopted he then would move to 


strike out all from the bottom of page 26 to line 6 on page 31. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Upon the suggestion of Senators, I con 
solidated and made one amendment of it. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. That I did not 
ment be reported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 

The Secretary. On page 26, after the heading ‘‘ Forest Serv- 


know. Let the amend- 


The Secretary will read the 








ice,” strike out all of the bill down to and in ding line 2 on 
page 50, and insert: 

For maintenance and protection of the national fi $1.000.000 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. That is substantially as I lerstood it. 
It reduces the amor appropriated for salaries for all officials 
and employees of the bureau, estimated to be over $2,000,000, 
to $1,000,000, and leaves nothing for service in the forests. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It might be a good thing it mi 
nate some of the office appropriation—the officers e in 
Washington. The place to protect those forests is in the for 
ests. No man can protect a forest in Montana or Oregon by 
remaining in Washington. There is nothing that he can do ina 
Washington that will extinguish a fire in Montana. 

It is suggested to me that it might be done by wirel 
graph. That is about as practicable as some of the schemes 
that have been indulged in. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Idaho Ss re 
ferred to the impression which was left upon us several yea 
ago that this branch of the service would be self-sustaining. 
I remember very well when that suggé¢ on was made and hew 
deeply impressed we all were with t! t th: | d 

n timber upon these reserves would Lat e 
to the Government over and above the expenses of operati 
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I should like to ask the Senator from Idaho whether he has 
any figures to show the income of the Government from these 
forest reserve lands? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator from Michigan has given one 
of the nicest demonstrations of the reasoning in regard to this 
matter and its practical effect that I could possibly want. It 


was promised that the sale of the dead and down timber would | 4,000 feet of merchantable timber, board measure, per acre, shall be 


result in a revenue to the Government toward the payment of | 


the expenses of the Forest Service. 


Where the dead and down timber in the forests can be found, | so as to define that these lands should be lying outside of the 
; ae : | generé ody he timber. 
oe ae ; rat auling | Seneral body of t 
there is nobody around to buy it, and it is not worth hauling | Secretary of Agriculture. After the Secretary of Agriculture 


there is no market for it, because it being in a forest reserve 


out. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And it has not been marketed? 
Mr. HEYBURN. It has not been marketed to any extent 


when you compare it with the existing conditions—none what- | 
ever, The dead and down timber in the forest reserves has no | 


market value, because there is no market for it. 

Take a forest reserve like the forest reserve in Idaho, the 
first one created there. It is about as large as the State of Con- 
necticut. Everybody is excluded from it. One of the first acts 
that I did was to get the little town of Elk City eliminated, 
with a township or two. All outside of that it is a howling 
wilderness, and the howls do not come from men but from beasts. 
Where are you going to find market in a country like that.for 
anything—for lumber or vegetables or energy or anything that 
a man has to sell? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr, HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I was somewhat impressed by the 
statement made by the Senator from Idaho this afternoon that 
the wardens, I believe they are called, had an exclusive monopoly 
of the hunting privileges in the forest reserves, and that they 
were enabled to draw large sums of money for killing un- 
desirable animals infesting those forests. If that is true, and 
they do draw extra compensation from that source, I do not 
think there should be any great apprehension about the ability 
of the department to secure the services of young rangers for 
the service that is required. 

Mr. HEYBURN. There is no difficulty about securing the 
services of sufficient people for this work. They are glad to 
get the job of idleness. 

I do not desire to continue the discussion of this question. I 





desire to start the wedge that shall ultimately split this vicious | 


system. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Noticing the absence of the senior Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], with whom I have a 
pair, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I will 
inquire whether the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] has 
voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. BACON. I withdraw my vote, as I have a general pair 
with that Senator. 

The result was announced 





yeas 19, nays 50, as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bailey Clarke, Ark. Nelson Smith, Mich. 
Borah Gallinger Overman Stone 
Bradley Heyburn Penrose Swanson 
Bulkeley Johnston Piles Taylor 
Clark, Wyo. Martin Shively 
NAYS—50. 
Beveridge Culberson Jones Richardson 
sjourne Cullom Kean Root 
Brandegee Cummins La Follette Smith, 8. C. 
Bristow Dick Lodge Smoot 
Brown Dixon McCumber Sutherland 
Burkett du Pont Money Thornton 
surnham Fletcher Newlands Warner 
Burrows Flint Owen Warren 
Burton Foster Page Watson 
Carter Gamble Paynter Wetmore 
Chamberlain Gore Percy Young 
Clapp Gronna Perkins 
Crane Guggenheim Rayner 
NOT VOTING—22. 

Aldrich Davis Lorimer aoean 
Bacon Depew Nixon Taliaferro 
Bankhead Dillingham Oliver Terrell 
Briggs Frazier Scott Tillman 
Crawford Frye Simmons 

Curtis Hale Smith, Md. 


So Mr. Heyburn’s amendment was rejected. 





| 





Mr. HEYBURN. I send the following amendment to the 
desk to be inserted on page 49, at the end of the page. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 49, after the words “ Forest Sery- 
ice,” insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That all land upon which there Is growing less than 


excluded from all forest reserves, and no part of — appropriation 
herein made shall be expended upon any area thus excluded. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I think that amendment should be amended 


That is the limit fixed by the 


had visited the forest lands of the United States he was ac- 
credited with a statement, purporting to be official, that in his 
judgment, unless the land had growing upon it 4,000 feet or 
upward of timber per acre, it should not be classed as forest 
lands. I have said “board measure.” ‘That is merely to desig- 
nate it with certainty. 

This amendment proposes to eliminate those lands from the 
forests of the United States. They would then, of course, pass 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Interior and 
might be taken up as other public lands. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator give us a little explana- 
tion? I conceive that 1 acre might not have 4,000 board feet, 
and that 159 acres might have that much. The Senator does not 
designate in his amendment what body this is to cover, but 
simply, the way the amendment reads, if there is an acre that 
has not 4,000 feet of board measure in lumber that acre should 
be excluded, even though that acre might be far up in the 
mountains and would be required possibly for the purpose of 
growing timber to protect the water, and so forth. I think 
there is a great deal in the Senator’s proposition, but it ought 
to-be couched in such language that there can be no miscon- 
struction of it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think the Senator failed to take into ac- 





| count the suggestion I made when I had it read. I suggested, 


after hearing it read, that there should be a designation of tlie 


; area to be taken into consideration, and I would amend the 


amendment by providing that at least the size of a homestead, 


| 160 acres of land, should not be in the forest reserve. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has a right to 
modify his amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have corrected it, and I call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from North Dakota to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho will 
send it to the desk. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I can perhaps explain it quite as well here. 

Provided, That all land upon which there is growing less than 4,000 
feet of merchantable timber board measure per acre, in contiguous areas 
of 160 acres, shall be excluded, ete, 

That is a whole farm. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DIXON. I want the Senator to bear in mind this. He 
certainly does not want to make a joke out of this appropria 
tion bill so far as the forest reserves are concerned. Under tlie 
orders of the Secretary of Agriculture now any agricultural 
land that contains less than 4,000 feet per acre will be elimi- 
nated on application. Three-fourths of the forest reserves are 
not even surveyed. If you attempted to eliminate every 1)- 
acre plot from the Canadian border to the Mexican bounda*y 
line, including the top of bald mountains and rock slides on tlie 
hills, it would cost $20,000,000 for the Forest Service to make 
the inspection and surveys and to report and to do what this 
amendment would call for, which the order of the Secretary 
now eliminates when there are less than 4,000 feet of timber 
per acre on agricultural land by merely making an application 
to him. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. DIXON. It would make a million holes in the forest 
reserves in a million places. 

Mr. HEYBURN. This is just that kind of red tape and 
machinery at the expense of the Government that I desire to do 
away with. Of course if you would carry out the system that 
is now in operation it would cost perhaps more than that, be 
cause these men insist on escorting you from your farm through 
an intervening forest reserve or making you go 100 miles 
around. They have all sorts of tantalizing and interfering proc- 
esses. There is no reason on earth why if there are 160 acres 





Paes 






























1911. 


| 
of farm land or land upon which a man is willing to make his 
home within a forest reserve he should not be entitled and 
encouraged to use it. 

The proposition that you may do it now is a myth. You 
can not do anything of the kind. I can show a stack of let- 
ters. and so can every other Senator from the Western States 
who is supposed to be in sympathy with the settler, appealing 
against the interference of the forester, who makes it abso- 
lutely and practically impossible to take advantage of a pro- 
n that never was intended to be made available to the 
settler. The first thing they do, if the settler has a case that 
thev can not answer in any other way, is to declare that the 
for administrative 


ision 


land is necessary purposes. That is the 
first thing they do. Then if they can not make that stick 
longer there is sufficient time to hunt up some other reason. 
They will prove that he was off his land overnight, or that 


he went to town to get groceries and violated what they call 
their rules and regulations. 
Mr. FLINT. Mr. President—— 


Mr. HEYBURN. I yield to the Senator from California. 
FLINT. I realize what the Senator from Idaho is 


Mr. 
trying to accomplish by this amendment, but I want to point 
out to him the great injustice it would cause if it should be 
adopted. 

Mr. HEYBURN. To whom? 

Mr. FLINT. If the Senator will permit me, to the people 
in the southern part of my State and I think in some parts 
State, where the land has not been reserved for the 
purpose of its timber, but for the water supply, if we permit 
this land to be taken up. The mountains can not be cultivated. 
There is chaparral on them and small growth that would 
not be used for timber, and it would not have the amount of 
timber the Senator indicates in his amendment. Yet that land 
would be thrown open to settlement. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Are not settlers worth more than the chap- 
arral on the mountain? 

Mr. FLINT. 
cultivate the land. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then settlers probably would not go there 
if it is not profitable to cultivate the land. 

Mr. FLINT. I am not so certain of that. They would go 
there and attempt to make a homestead on the land and de- 
stroy it for a watershed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That illustrates the evil of this whole sys- 
tem. Instead of allowing a man to select a homestead for 
himself—and each man has a different standard according to 
his own qualifications—they insist on selecting it for him. By 
virtue of what principle, written or unwritten, in the laws of 
this country is one man entitled to constitute himself a guardian 
of another to determine whether his judgment is sufficient to 
enable him to carve out a living? 

Mr. FLINT. No; but a whole community should be looked 
after rather than the individual. 
it would be absolutely on the mountain streams with the 
chaparral there holding back the winter waters. Would the 
Senator permit that to be taken up and destroy that watershed 
and destroy the entire community? It seems to me it would 
be a great mistake. I do not think the Senator wants to ac- 
complish that at all. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
Senator from California has given serious thought to that propo- 
Sition. Here is land that he suggests is of sufficient value to 
induce settlement, and because, forsooth, some other settler 
might be inconvenienced by it, you would leave half the land 
idle. I do not think upon further thought the Senator from 
California would enunciate a doctrine of that kind. 





of his 


valleys, some prefer to live in the open plains, and some prefer 
to live in the mountains. 

Mr. FLINT. If the Senator will permit me, the valleys are 
where the great crops are produced. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Whose crops? It is not the crop of the 
man who wants land on the top of the mountain; and his 
rights are equal. Let us share the benefits of climate and soil 
and conditions among all classes of people. The idea 


cultivation shall lie idle because it would inconvenience them! 
There is no principle of this Government that recognizes such a 
thing as that. 

Mr. FLINT. 
lutely destroy them. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, let us see. Of course there is not a 
thing on earth in the proposition that the snow lies longer in 
the timber than it does in the plains; it is quite the contrary. I 
went West two or three years ago with some of these enthusi- 
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No; I say to the Senator, it is not possible to | 


Where we have a community | 


Mr. President, I can hardly think that the | 


Some | 
people prefer to live in the hills, some prefer to live in the | 


that the | 
men in the valley shall say that great areas of land valuable for | 


It is not to inconvenience them, but to abso- | 
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astic people from the northeast corner of the United States. 
We were traveling along on the railroad, on the Oregon Short 
Line, up through the moutnains, and those hills and mountains 
there afforded one of the nicest examples and demonstrations 
of that question in the world. There were the bald mountains, 
with the snow them, and the timbered mountains without 
any snow; the dandelions were growing under the trees; the 
snow had disappeared there first, because it falls lighter and 
the drippings from the trees tend to crystallize the snow. All at 
once it goes; you do not know just when it goes, but that lid, 
frozen snow will lie on those mountains until July and August. 
I have walked over it in July and August when it was 30 feet 
deep under my feet, and it was hard and frozen. It would re- 
main there until the fall rains, which were the first things that 
had any influence on it. Those were the conditions; and | 
known them in all of the Rocky Mountain States 


ou 


Ss 


} 
nave 


You have 
only to look at it, and the fact there is worth more in determin 
ing this question than the theory of how nature ought to do 
things. There is nothing in the statement that timber holds 
snow back. It does not. 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 


vield to the Senator from California? 


Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. FLINT. I simply want to say to the Senator that I did 
not mention snow. I am not at all out of harmony with the 
argument the Senator makes in reference to snow and water 


falls. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I understand that the : 
ment will be accepted. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, rather than extend this col- 
loquy any further, I am willing the amendment shall go into 
the bill. It will then go to conference, and we will view it 


The question is on ag 


reeing to 


mend- 


| there and see if we can save it. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I have great confidence, 
when the Senator from Wyoming tells me that he will attempt 
to save the amendment in conference, that he will do so. 

It is not a waste of time. We have wasted the time of the 
| Senate on matters which are absolutely unimportant as com- 
pared with this. I am speaking for a large portion of a great 
| country, and I am speaking in earnestness and seriousness and 
from experience. I know something about it. I have not 
| much patience with the declarations of those who have never 
|} seen a mountain or known the snow to lie upon it. They talk 

about its effect upon streams. I am not going to waste the 
time of the Senate. I never felt that | was more justified in 
any act that I have performed in my life than when I have 
stood here to protect that great country against the ravages and 
the impositions of a lot of theorists, who only go there when 
they come to disport themselves and to kill the animals. It 
is the man who lives there year after year, it is the man who 
wants to go there and live, that I care for. You are going to 
make those men so poor along the Canadian border and 
through this eastern country that you had better begin to get 
some land ready for them, because they will have to go some 
where—migrate to Canada or take to the ocean. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I voted yea on the 
first amendment of the Senator from Idaho, not with any view 
that the amendment would carry or with any great desire that 
it should carry, for I thought the Senator from Idaho realized 
as much as I did that in the hurry incident to the close of the 
session it was almost impossible to frame a just amendment to 
meet the conditions as they are presented in this bill to-day. 
But I voted yea on that amendment as a protest—a 


solemn pro 
test—against a policy that has worked as has the forestry 
| policy. I want here and now to make my meaning perfectly 


clear when I say I protest now against the idea that 
and that the resources of our new States are the common prop 
erty of the whole people in the sense that is urged « iis floor 
The waters in our streams, the gold in our hills, an’ the coal in 
our deserts are the common property of the people the United 
States, but they are only the property of the people of the 
United States when the people come there to make use of them. 
This Government of ours, Mr. President, has never been 

| tended as a commercial or a mercantile or a 

proposition. The true function of a government 
and not to buy and sell. The true function of a nation is to 
make use of what God has given it. The true function of the 
nation is to raise up citizens for that nation and, as much a 
ean, contribute to their happiness, their comfort, and tl 
prosperity. 

My vote upon this amendment was cast as a protest against 
policy that would harness the streams of the West for 


the lands 
n tl 


eonie «* 


money-making 


to gover 


is 





S 


a 


revenue to the Government; as a protest against a policy that 


would harvest the timbers of the West to go into the coffers 
of the Government; as a protest against a policy that would 


lock up the coal and the fuel supply of this country when it 
is needed. 
hearths and to turn our wheels. Guard as much as you can the 
use of this property, of these resources, but let them be used. 

Mr. President, if this policy had been in force 100 years ago, 
not one-third of the area of New England would ever have 
passed into private ownership. Every horsepower in your 
beautiful streams that gives you wealth and riches and happy 


homes would have been taxed—the water would have passed 
over taxed wheels. Do Senators know that water power prac- 
tically is impossible in the Rocky Mountains to-day? Do 


Senators know that the policy of the Government to-day is to 
impose a tax upon every horsepower that passes in water down 
our mountain Do Senators realize that some of us who 
are opposing that policy feel as though the iron hand of the 
Republic was laid upon the throat of our sovereign States? 

It has come to be thought a joke when anybody rises and 
opposes this policy. I say to the Senator from New York it 
is because we are so vitally interested that we bring this sub- 
ject up from time to time; it is not because we would lay hands 
upon things that are sacred in the Republic; but it is because, 
if we can, we want to maintain what we have got and grow 
into something in the future; it is because we do not want to 
live in that country as tenants of this Government; it is be- 
cause we want the opportunity to use the resources within the 
borders of our State; and I serve notice here and now that 
the next agricultural bill that comes before the Senate has got 
to show some reason for this tremendous expenditure of money. 

Four years ago we wrote into the law on an agricultural 
appropriation bill a direction to those in authority to give the 


sides? 


items of the estimates for this tremendous expense, to classify | 


them, and when the expense was made, we directed them to 
make reports to Congress. We all remember that up to that 
time Congress had never asked for such an estimate. 

Congress had never demanded a report of how the money had 
been spent; and the service lifted up its hands in horror when 
Congress assumed to direct that it should give some account of 
its stewardship, and it gave but a lame and incomplete account 
of it. 

To show, Mr. President, the spirit that still animates that 
service, the desire to rise superior to and above the law, the 
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We know how badly it is needed for use upon our | 


| cents are expended for each meal 
|} expended for each mile of travel, 


desire to throw off all restraint of Congress upon this bureau, | 


we are asked in this very bill—it was written into the bill as it 
passed the other House—to repeal the law which we passed re- 
quiring an estimate to be made of the appropriations, and re- 
quiring a report to be made of expenditures, 

Mr. HALE. Is that in this bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is in this bill, Mr. President. 
It is not in the bill now as it appears in the Senate, because 
we have amended it as it came to the Senate, but I want to 
read to the Senator from Maine exactly what the bill called for 
as coming from the House. I do this simply to show, as I have 
said, how the desire is to create a great bureau in this Nation 
that shall control a great commercial enterprise; that shall 
handle, if you please, the entire destinies of a strip of land in 
forest reserves 200 miles wide that would extend two-thirds of 
the way across this continent. 

I am afraid that we do not more than half appreciate the 
situation; I am afraid we do not more than half appreciate 
that if the forest reserves in the Rocky Mountains were put upon 
the Atlantic seacoast there would be no Senators here from 
New England; there would be no Senators in this Chamber 
from the Imperial State of New York; there would be no Sena- 
tors here from Pennsylvania or Ohio; and more than that area 
is taken away from the use of the people in the Rocky Moun- 
tain country. We do not appreciate the scope of this matter. 

I will say to the Senator from Maine that here is the para- 
graph to which I refer: 

That the provisions of the act entitled “An act making appropriations 


for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, | 


1908,”" requiring the Secretary 
classified and detailed reports of receipts and classified and detailed 
estimates and reports of expenditures by the Forest Service, and classi- 
fied and detailed estimates and reports of every subject of expenditure 
by the Agricultural Department; statements showing all appointments, 
romotions, or other changes made in the salaries paid from lump 
unds, are hereby repealed. 

Mr. President, I protest against making this a commercial 
proposition. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo- 
ming yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 


of Agriculture to submit to Congress | 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, we can not take cognizance of 
nor keep informed upon everything, so various are the measures 
before the Senate. It is to me, Mr. President, a surprise and a 
wonder that the provision which Congress put upon that ap- 
propriation bill holding this department and the bureaus of 
this department to accountability in reporting to Congress has 
ever been—I will not say repealed by the law—but that a sug- 
gestion of repeal should have been made. Will the Senator 
inform the Senate whether the provision he has read was in 
the House bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The provision which I have read 
comes from a document which I hold in my hand, calendar 
No. 1158, House bill 31596, which purports to be the agricul- 
tural appropriation bill, which passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives and is now in the Senate, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 


| me, there is a general law that provides for making in detail 
| reports of expenditures of the departments. 


When the money 
which came from the Forestry Service went straight into 4 
general forestry fund for expenditure, instead of into the Treas- 
ury, and when there were no appointments under the civil- 
service regulations, and when the appropriation was in a lump 
sum for payment of salaries, hire of laborers, and so forth, there 
was a call made by law requiring a report, stating the name of 
every man in the Forest Service, when he commenced and 
when he finished, the amount paid him, and so forth. For some 
reason the House seemed to think that the general law requir 
ing these reports was sufficient; and, therefore, they put in a 
clause in the pending bill repealing the particular act which 
requires such procedure, under which the matter was gone into 
in such detail that some seven or eight hundred pages were 
required. That is the whole story. 

Mr. HALE. I think the repeal of that provision of law is 
very offensive and ought not to be consented to by the Senate. 

Mr. WARREN. The bill as it came from the House hus 
already been amended by the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. Carrer], which not only strikes that out, 
but which requires a report far more in the line of particularity, 
a report which will require the bureau to go in extenso into a 
great many matters; for instance, as to how many dollars and 
when traveling, the amount 
and so forth. That amend- 
ment is now in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I think that is right. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wyo- 
ming permit an interruption? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo- 
ming yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the section referred to should 
not only be left on the statute book, but there should be insist 
ence by the Secretary of Agriculture or by the Congress upon 
compliance with the statute. For many years the Forest Ser\ 
ice made general collections for forest use and the sale of tim 
ber. This amounted in one year to $750,000. 

There was no law fixing anybody’s salary. There was no 
provision of law directing the method of expenditure. Ex 
penditures were made according to the sweet will of the bureau 
and the department, and there never has been any satisfactory 
statement rendered of the disbursements of that fund. Called 
upon at one time for a statement, it was presented in such 
jumbled and confused form that the law officer of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture informed me within a week that ther 
was no data within the possession of the Agricultural Depart 
ment from which a statement could be made of the manner in 
which that large amount of money had been disbursed; that 
it would be necessary to go back to the vouchers in the Treas 
ury Department in order to get some light upon the subject, 
and that that would require a considerable length of time. 

I introduced an amendment covering the period of time from 
1900 to 1910, inclusive of those years, directing specific ques 
tions to the department, which I hope will elicit an answer 
covering that large sum of money for which no adequate or 
satisfactory account has ever been given to Congress or the 
department. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I called attention to this part of 
the bill simply to show the apparent determination to build up 
a great institution or a great bureau in this Forest Service, 
and I called attention to it so that I might protest against the 
Western States of this Nation being exploited by any bureau 
as a business or commercial proposition. But it seems to 


me that that protest has been unheeded in the years that are 
past. 








1911. 
Now, I want simply to say that if it is to be exploited as a 
business and a commercial proposition, it is only just to de- 
mand from those who are at the head of that great commercial 
enterprise that they render unto the people and unto the Con- 
vress a true, just, and accurate statement of their expendi- 
res 
: As I said, Mr. President, I have only done this to record my 
protest, but I do believe that the time is coming when in the 
Congress of the United States a different policy will be deter- 
mined upon and demanded, and if it were not for living in the 
hope of that better day the people of the Rocky Mountain 
States might just as well bid farewell to any hope of future 
prosperity. 

Mr. PENROSE and Mr. WARREN. Question! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
nent. 

Mr. WARREN. Which the committee has accepted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OWEN. I offer the following amendment, and while I 
am aware that it is subject to a point of order, at the same time 
I should like to explain in a few words to the Senate the mean- 
ing of it. The amount is $50,000. 

Mr. WARREN. Of course, I must make the point of order 
if the Senator says the amendment is susceptible of it. On 
the other hand, the making of the point of order shuts out de- 
bate. I am perfectly willing to withhold the point of order for 
« moment if the Senator from Oklahoma wishes to explain it 
briefly. 

Mt. OWEN. That is what I wish. 

The amendment is: 

Fifty thousand dollars for rewards and premiums to be distributed 
to the members of the corn clubs which have been or may be estab- 
lished by the Agricultural Department. 

Of course the corn crop in this country is the greatest pro- 
ducer of value of any product, and the Agricultural Department 
has been stimulating the boys of the country with these corn 
clubs. In the State of Oklahoma there are over 5,000 mem- 
bers of these corn clubs. In some other States the member- 
ship is still larger, and it has been of very great value, not 
only stimulating the boys in the cultivation of corn, but, what 
is perhaps of equal importance, it has stimulated the attention 
of men engaged in the cultivation of corn. 

The State of Iowa has doubled its production of corn by giv- 
ing care to the question of seed selection and of proper cultiva- 
tion, and the stimulation of these boys by offering them a small 
reward would be of very great commercial value to the people 
of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment, 

The SECRETARY. 


The Secretary will report the 


Insert in the bill the following words: 

Fifty thousand dollars for rewards and premiums to be distributed 
to the members of the corn clubs which have been or may be estab- 
lished by the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. WARREN. I make the point of order that it has not 
been estimated for and has not been recommended by any stand- 
ing committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of order. 

The bill was reported to the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


The Chair sustains the point 


Senate as amended and the 


TARIFF BOARD, 


Mr. PENROSE. I desire to call up the appropriation bill 
for the Post Office Department. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PENROSE. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

_Mr. BEVERIDGE. I prefer to proceed now with the un- 
ae business if it is agreeable to the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania. 

Mr. PENROSE. I am extremely solicitous to have this bill 
acted on some time or other. I have been waiting around here 
for considerably over a week to be present when the bill could 
be called up, but, of course, I recognize the right which the 
Senator from Indiana has to have the unfinished business fairly 
and fully considered, and I will yield this time whatever claim 
I may have on the attention of the Senate for the appropriation 
bill. But I hope some time or other, to-night or to-morrow, 
certainly at the latest, I can have the Senate consider it. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 32010) to create a tariff board. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to section 7, which the Secretary will report. 
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The Secretary. On page 5, section 7, line 17, after the word 


| “ investigations,” insert “as hereinbefore provided, including all 


testimony.” 

Mr. STONE. What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again re- 
port the amendment. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, before proceeding further, I de- 
sire to make an inquiry and also a statement. I am curious to 
know who is in charge of this bill, now being the unfinished busi- 
ness before the Senate. I have the honor to be a member of the 
Finance Committee. There were amendments offered in the 
committee to the bill which were voted down, as is well known, 


| and notice was given that amendments would be offered on the 


floor of the Senate. Those amendments will be offered in due 


| time, and I have no doubt will be debated to a greater or less 


extent. 

Mr. President, it is a rule or practice which has been followed 
long and consistently in the Senate—so far as I know it is prae- 
tically without exception—that some member of the committee 
takes charge of the conduct and management of its bills on the 
floor. I am sure it will be difficult to find any striking excep- 
tion to that rule when important bills—controverted measures— 
were under consideration. 

This bill was reported to the Senate by the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe], and I presumed, of course, he 
would have charge of it. But he seems to have disappeared— 
whether willingly or unwillingly I am not advised—but he has 
withdrawn by persuasion or force from the management of this 
bill which was committed to his hands by the committee. 

Mr. President, this is a House bill. It passed the House of 
Representatives, in which body it was first introduced. It came 
to the Senate in due course and was referred to the Finance 
Committee. There it was debated at length and fully consid- 
ered, and a majority of the committee determined to report it 
favorably. The Senator from Massachusetts was selected 
discharge the important duty of reporting the bill and managing 
it on the floor of the Senate. I am curious to know why that 
Senator has surrendered this important right and duty. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. STONE. Just a moment, and I will yield to the Senator 
from Maine, who maybe can answer the inquiry I am about to 
propound. I hope he can. Is it possible that no Republican 
member of the Finance Committee is willing to take charge of 
this bill? It has been said, and so far as I know not denied, 
that there was not a member of the Finance Committee who 
favored this measure, and that those who voted to report it did 
so reluctantly. It may be that their opinion of it is so bad that 
no member of that committee dares to take the responsibility 
of trying to conduct it through the Senate of the United States. 

I am curious to know how this unusual thing was brought 
about. The Senator from Maine is on the floor. He is an old 
and distinguished Senator of long service on the Finance Com- 
mittee, a Republican of prominence and power and influence, 
and it may be that he can inform me upon this 
subject. 

Mr. HALE. Iam in a condition of surprise. I supposed the 
Senator from Massachusetts was in charge of this bill. When 
it came up last night, he made the motion, and as a kind of 
insignia of authority when the motion had passed making it the 
unfinished business, he made the important motion, indicating 
leadership and control, to adjourn. I am surprised at what 
the Senator says. I supposed the Senator from Massachusetts 
was and is in charge of this bill. 

I do not know of any process of legerdemain that ousts a 
member of a committee who has been directed to report a bill 
to the Senate, it having been duly referred to the committee, 
of the control and management of it, and I do not think my 
modest friend, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Beverincr], 
would for a moment undertake to assume—I use that word with 
some knowledge of the extent of it—to take charge of this im- 
portant bill, which was matured by the Ways and Means Com- 


to 


interesting 


| mittee in the House and referred to the Finance Committee of 


the Senate, duly considered there, if not, I will say, in a very 
enamored way, but with a feeling that it ought to be reported 
and submitted to the Senate by the committee to which it was 
intrusted; and under those conditions, I will not say groping 
about for somebody to report it, but being desirous that it 
should be reported by somebody who was in favor of it, the 
committee selected the eminent Senator from Massachusetts, 
not a novice, not a new, untried man, to launch this measure 
upon this body and to manage it here. 

I am inclined to think certain members of the committee re- 
served the right as members of the committee to vote according 
to their own views of public policy upon it, but the Committee 
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of a quorum were absent. I do not understand the extraordi- 
nary colloquy between the Senator from Maine and the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. I thought perhaps it might be explained. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I have no desire to be facetious, 
for this is a serious inquiry into the proper conduct of the 
affairs of the Senate. It should be explained by some one who 


knows how it happened that when the greatest committee in 
the Senate, in charge of a very important measure, had re- 


ported it and put it in charge of one of its members, here, at 
this stage, we find it now in the hands of a very distinguished 
gentleman, it is true, but not a member of that committee. We 
should be informed how that came to be. If there has been 
a precedent like this, I do not recall it in my pretty long sery- 
ice. It is very important, in order that the Senate may conduct 


| its business in a proper way, that the committee that has had 


referred to it by the Senate a measure should also have charge 
of that measure when that committee reports it back to the 


| Senate. 


on | ice intrusted the measure to the Senator from Massa- 
e] and until this moment I did not know, after what 
ti e last night, the Senator from Massachusetts moving 
ti irn When the bill had been taken up, that it was not an 
ab onment of his leadership, but an assertion of his leader- | 
shi! [ do not know, until the Senator who is a member of the | 
col (tee made his protest, that the Senator from Massachu 
sett not in charge of the bill. I agree with the Senator from 
Missouri, if there has been any process, any mechanicai ar- 
rangement by which the cogwheels of ordinary senatorial pro- 
ced have been reversed and the Senator from Massachusetts 
has been displaced and has been succeeded by the eminent, elo- 
quent, and able Senator from Indiana, I must assume without 
his consent, I would like to know what that process has been. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the distin- | 


guished Senator from Maine a courteous question. 

Mr. HALE. All the Senator’s questions are courteous. 

Mr. OWEN. I should like to be informed if this interesting 
collequy between the Senator from Maine and the Senator 
from Missouri is a conspiracy. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, Mr. President; it is the conspiracy: which 


results from the union of two serious and honest minds in the 
same direction, if that is a conspiracy. 


Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator allow me a word there? 
Mr. HALE. Yes; two or three words. 
Mr. MONEY. I do not want two. I would like to know if it 


is not an attempt to uncover a conspiracy. 


Mr. HALE. I am an old hand here, and I have not seen 
anything like this before. I am used to mutations. I have 
seen majorities turned into minorities by the vote of the 


Senate. But I have never before known the charge of an im- 
portant bill somehow, somewhere turned from one Senator, 
representing the committee, to another Senator, who does not 
represent the committee. 

As to a conspiracy, as I said, the mind of the Senator from 
Missouri runs as mine does. I am curious to know, and I wish 
somebody would tell us, what this transformation 
was that ousted the Senator, if he is ousted—I did not sup- 
pose he was—from the control of this bill. I am free to say if 
the matter was in the air and it was a question that somebody 
should take charge of it, the eminent Senator from Indiana is 
a most proper man to take charge of it; but I should like to 
have the process unfolded. Would not the Senator from Mis- 
souri like to have the process unfolded? 

Mr. STONE. The purpose of my inquiry was to unfold it. 

Mr. HALE. There is another instance of the conspiracy be- 
tween the Senator from Missouri and me. I await the dis- 
closure of some deus ex machina. 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator will permit me, I am not only 
desirous, but I am overanxious, to know by what means this 
unusual proceeding took place. 

Mr. HALE. I thought so. 

Mr. STONE. There seemed to be an abandoned child. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; a foundling. 

Mr. STONE. I wanted to know if the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts had laid it on the doorstep of the Senator from Indiana. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. HALE. I think we ought to know whether this tariff- 
board bill is actually a foundling, that had nobody to assume its 
control, and was at last laid at the doorstep of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, this foundling, so called, came to 
the Senate of the United States from the House of Representa- 
tives. Its paternity is of unquestioned respectability. It has 
been reported to the Senate of the United States, and while I 
do not wish to impute any discredit to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, who is absent, by charging him with the maternity of 
the bill, his absence is a necessary excuse for not discussing this 
matter when he is not here. But at all events, it is before the 
Senate, and the Senate is abundantly capable of handling any 
bill which is brought before it and requires no leadership. 
There is every reason in the world why the bill should pass. 

Mr. STONE. Allow me to correct the Senator. Do I 
derstand the Senator to say that the Senator from 
chusetts was absent? 

Mr. OWEN. I had not observed him in the chamber. 

Mr. STONE. He has been here all the evening. 

Mr. OWEN. I assumed that he was absent. sut whether 
he is absent or present, this matter is now before the Senate 
as a Committee of the Whole, and each Member of the Senate 
is able to take charge of the bill if every other Member outside 


pre cess or 


un- 
Massa- 


It would be a most disorderly proceeding if any man here, 
as was suggested by the distinguished Senator from Oklahoma, 
could take charge of a bill with which he had nothing to do 
in committee, a bill coming from a committee of which he was 
not a member. 

Now, I do not know how this happened. There is some 
irregularity here just as patent as that we are here on this 
floor, and it is due to the Senate that somebody should explain 
to us before we proceed how this bill should suddenly disappear 
from the control of the Committee on Finance and get into 
the hands of the Chairman of the Committee on Territories. 

This is no laughing matter. No man has a right to take 
charge of a bill unless by instruction of the committee which 
reports it. I deny that the Committee on Finance has had a 
meeting for this purpose or to consider this measure since it 
reported it. I for one supposed that the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] had charge of the bill. He was 
authorized to report it and to take its management on the 
floor, 

I do not know that there is any rule bearing on this ques- 
tion, but there is a uniform practice, and common decency and 
common sense are quite sufficient to carry home to the mind 
of every Senator here that there is no man on this floor out 
side of the committee that reports a bill who has any right 
whatever to take it in his keeping. It was not done by some 
sort of consent of the committee. I deny that that committee 
has consented to part with the management of this bill. I know 
that no Democrat here is aware of any such transaction or 
agreement between anybody. How did it happen, and when, 
and where, and by whom? 

The Senator from Oklahoma speaks about a conspiracy here 
between two gentlemen to call up these questions. Of course 
he says that facetiously, and it is one of the vices of this age 
that nobody can talk about a serious question without being 
funny. A newspaper can not announce a death scene without 
being a little bit facetious. It is the vice of the time. This 
is a matter which can not be laughed down or explained away 
with a joke. The Senate owes it to itself to have it explained 
fully how the Committee on Finance has lost the charge of 
its own bill. I assure Senators that that must be explained. 

I for one am not satisfied with this condition. The Senator 
from Indiana understands me well enough to know that there 
is no disparagement of him personally when I make this sug- 
gestion. I would say the same thing of any other Senator in 
the Chamber not a member of the committee who took charg: 
of the bill, for certainly it is all wrong. It is out of the order 
of business. It is a severe reflection on the committee th: 
sent it here, and, in some measure, it must be a reflection upon 
the gentleman who has been somehow or other ousted from the 
management. Whether he feels anything about it or not I 
do not know, but it is a serious matter for you to consider, 
Senators—whether this shall be a precedent. It certainly is 9 
bad one and would lead to any kind of disorder. To-morrow 
any man could get up here and claim to manage one of your 
appropriation bills, and why not, if this is to go without any 
explanation whatever? 

I do not believe it can be explained to the satisfaction of the 
Senate. It can not be explained to the satisfaction of the five 
Senators sitting on this side of the Chamber who are members 
of the committee that had charge of this measure. If this is 
a beginning here, where is it going to end? Instead of the 
orderly process of business it leads to a disorderly scramble 
to rise first and say, “‘I have charge of the bill.” It is time 


it was settled, and it ought to be settled right now before we 
proceed with any consideration of the bill; and I would add 
that I do not know anybody more competent than the Senator 
from Indiana, who has charge of it, to tell how he got it. 








1911. 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, more than four years ago 
I introduced in this body, as all Senators will remember, a bill 

ibstantially like the bill under discussion. Senators will find 
is very little difference, certainly none in substance. I 
immediately spoke upon that measure after careful preparation. 
It was aa debated, and fought over for a long time both 
the floor of the Senate and throughout the country. There 


there 
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are other Senators here who have given even more arduous 
cerviee in behalf of a tariff board or a tariff commission than 
I have. 


I moved to proceed to the consideration of this bill after I had 
conversed with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
who said he was agreeable to that proposition. I take it, 
President, it is not so much a question as to who moves to 
proceed to the consideration of a measure as it is whether the 
measure is wise. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I listened with care and re- 
spect to what the Senator from Indiana said, but that does 
not explain how he gets this bill. It makes no difference if he 
m ide speeches 104 years ago. This is a House bill. It is not 
the child of the Senator from Indiana. It comes here in its 
regular way and it is referred to the Committee on Finance, 
which has charge of it. It has charge of it until the Senate 
has considered and passed or rejected it, and there is no au- 
thority on that side of the Chamber or in the whole Senate, as 
far as I know, unless unanimous consent will carry everything, 
that any other man except a member of that committee shall be 
put in charge of this important measure. 

I would like to move to recommit this measure to the Com- 
mittee on Finance that we may have a clearing of the atmos- 
phere, and then if anybody has got a confession to make I 
should like to hear it. There is something rotten in the State 
of Denmark, or dead, or whatever the expression is. Some- 
thing has been agreed to which the Senate has not heard of. 

I was told this morning that there has been an agreement 
reached, by which two important matters before the Senate 
were to be taken up, by the gentlemen who opposed one and 
advocated the other and vice versa. Is this a part of that 
agreement? Let us be honest and frank with one 
We will all be away in three days. Why this shuffling at the 
very last moment? I want to enter my serious protest against 
this whole business. 

Mr. President, I make the motion now that the bill be re- 


Longe}, | 





Mr. PENROSE. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely desire to say, Mr. President, that I 
| took a very great interest in this measure. 1 a thoroughly 
and heartily in favor of it. I was very glad to have the oppor- 
tunity to report it and cause it to take its fe al reading and 
have the amendments of the committee adopted. 

My withdrawal from its charge was a matter which I as- 
sented to, so far as I am personally concerned, merely because 
I wished to facilitate the progress of the business of the 

|} Senate. I can only act for myself; the action of the Finance 
Committee is another matter. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from Massachusetts is cor- 

rect. I would hardly call him one of the original advocates of 


Mr. | 


| this measure. 
| the proposition 


another. | 


committed to the Committee on Finance, and I hope the chair- | 


man will call that committee together and it back 
as he did a few days ago. 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], 
as one of the first Members of the Senate, that if he does not 
want to take charge of it I think some one else can be found on 
the committee to represent the committee in the management 
on this floor. 

I make the motion, Mr. President, to recommit the bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. I hope that motion will not prevail. I 
believe the Senate could devote its time much more profitably 
to discussing the bill on its merits than to wrangling over who 
is technically in charge of it. I do not believe it is disclosing 
uny secrets of the committee room to say that while many Sen- 
ators who had been brought up in the old-fashioned school of 
protection were ready to vote for this measure, they were not 
full of enthusiasm for it. It seemed, however, to be demanded 
by many persons, and in deference to an unquestioned public 
sentiment they voted in favor of its report to the Senate, 
any friend of the bill ought to do, with the amendments which 
I understand are entirely acceptable. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 

ylvania yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. PENROSE. I do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to say to the Senator from Penn 
Sylvania that I do not wish him to convey the impression that 
the members who voted for this bill were not in favor of it. I 
was one of the members on that committee, and as a member 
of the committee I am in favor of the passage of the bill and 
said in the committee—not simply that I was willing to let 
pass but I want to see it pass the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

Mr. PENROSE. I entirely agree with the statement of the 
Senator from North Dakota, and I anticipate the statement of 
the Senator from Massachusetts that he was likewise one of its 
zealous members. Perhaps in making my statement I rather 
disclosed my own feelings 
to vote for this measure I was not one of the original advo- 
cates of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 


report 


as 





I will say with all respect to the | 
whom I esteem | 


it | 


the tariff-beard plan, 
cate of it. 
If there are any 


but he has lately 


beco me a zealous 2dvo- 
other members of the com: 
original and zealous friends of the measure, I 
they can make their statements, but, in the absence of others, 
I will say for myself that I am only too glad to have the help 
of the Senator from Indiana in bringing about the passage of 
He has been a genuine and original advocate of 
; he has addressed gatherings all over the United 
States in its favor; his public career is preeminently identified 
with it; and if the motion to recommit made to kill the 
measure everyone who sincerely believes in the bill should en- 
deavor to retain it before the Senate and let us have a chance 


nittee who were 
will wait until 


is 


to vote on it one way or the other. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I do not understand that the 
Senator from Pennsylvania means to affront anyone on this 


side by saying that the purpose of raising this point is to defeat 
the measure. If he conceives that to be the idea, he is entirely 
mistaken. I am opposed to the proposed tariff commission, and 
I think it is pretty well known that I have some amendments to 
offer to the bill; but I shall not filibuster a moment, and I 
have never done so. I am not delaying anything here, but I 
am proceeding to a point which the Senator has carefully 
dodged. 

I want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts what prevailed 
upon him or what made him believe that he was facilitating the 
passage of this measure when he resigned its charge to the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Beveripce]? Why does the Senator 
from Massachusetts think that under the manage ment of the 
senior Senator from Indiana, not a member of the Finance Com- 
mittee, this bill would fare any better than under his able man- 
agement, with his zeal for its passage? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it would not be proper 
to reveal a private conversation, but I was satisfied that my 
standing aside would facilitate the agreement which has en- 
abled us to dispose of the Lorimer case and to bring this matter ~ 
before the Senate. I did not desire any personal feeling on my 


for 


me 


part, or any desire on my part to conduct the bill, which I 
should have been very glad to have done, to stand in the way 
of the settlement of the Lorimer case, on which I thought we 
ought to vote, or the bringing of this measure before the Senate, 


which I was most anxious to have done. 


Mr. MONEY. Now, Mr. President, we are getting a little 
information. 
Mr. LODGE. And I very gladly yielded to representations 


that were made to me on that point. 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I feel like a woman picking a 
cork out of a bottle with a hairpin. I now understand that 
there was some sort of an agreement made by gentlemen who 
wanted to vote for Mr. Lorimer with the gentlemen who wanted 
this bill considered, that the two should units nd then the bill 
was transferred from the Committee on Pir ince to the 
mittee on Territories. I do not understand that under 
of the Senate such a thing has ever been done before, and [ do 
not believe it is proper now. I gave good reasons for what 
I mean by this awhile ago, and it is unnecessary to repeat them, 


| but I say the Senate ought not to proceed with this measure 
| until we know how the Senator from Indiana got control of a 
| bill that belonged to the Finance Committee. If any gentlemen 
here thinks I am delaying, he is mistaken. 

I do not consume time for no thing. This is an important 
question. It is not simply the fate of this bill that is involved, 
but it is the fate of measures that will come up hereafter, 
whether they shall be proceeded with or whether they shall 
not, or whether some agreement or some logrolling by gentle 
men on one side-or the other of this Chamber shall dispossess 


on the matter, and while I am ready | 


the committee—the whole committee, the Democratic as well as 


the Republican side—of its charge and commit it to a gentleman, 
| of distinction, it is true, who is not on the committee and whom 


the Senate never did intrust with it; it 
mittee to which he belonged; it was not 
that he should have charge of it. 


never sent it to the com- 
intended by the Senate 
If the gentlemen on the other 
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si re so reluctant to proceed with it, I think they can find 
SO e on this side who would take it up ae present to the 
Senat nendments reported by the committee, as well as other 
amendments, and give the bill a fair show. Certainly it is a 
most serious thing to the Senate whether this disorderly busi- 
ness shall go on in this way by an agreement made in secret and 
not in th e face of the whole Senate. It ought to be determined 
by the Senate, and the only way I know of to determine it is to 
rec mit the bill and let it come back to-morrow morning. I 
do not know any other way, unless somebody will tell us a 
little more of what was done in the secret room. 

: PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Mississippi to recommit the bill. 

MONEY. I shall ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. PENROSE. Unless the Senator desires to press that 


motion, I will ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the Post Ofiice appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, so far as he is concerned, will let this matter stand for 
the present to-night, and let us go on with the appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. MONEY. I have no objection to this matter standing, and 
I have no objection to it coming up and passing; but it cer- 
tainly must be settled in some way. 

Mr. HALE. Well, let it go over. 

Mr. MONEY. I am perfectly willing to let it over, or 
I am willing to vote on it do anything else with it. I myself 
would prefer that we go on with the appropriation bills before 
we call this up. We have only got two or three more days 
to pass upon them. Another thing: The Senator will recol- 
lect that there is important executive business that ought to 
be attended to, and it was very much desired and hoped that 
there would be an executive session to-night. I am one of 
those who would like to have it to-night, and there are quite a 
number of others who have spoken to me about it. 


o 
50 


or 


Mr. HALE. I think we ought to have it. 
Mr. MONEY. I think so. So far as the bill in charge of 


the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENRosE] is concerned, I 
think the bill ought to be brought up and ought to be consid- 
ered; but I would dislike very much to see a gentleman from 
the Committee on Territories in charge of the Post Office ap- 
propriation bill. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 
Mr. PENROSE. I withdraw my request, if it is not satis- 


factory to the Senator from Mississippi. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Mississippi to recommit the bill. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I will withdraw that motion if 
the Senator from Pennsylvania is permitted to go on with the 
Post Office appropriation bill. I do not want to delay any mat- 
ter here. I should like to see the Post Office appropriation bill 
acted on, and I am willing to vote on this measure whenever 
I can, but it ought to be here under proper management. If 
the Senator from Pennsylvania wants to proceed with the Post 
Office appropriation bill, I shall not object. 

The Pp RESIDING OFFICER. Does the § 
sippi withdraw his motion? 

Mr. MONEY. I do if the Senator from Pennsylvania can get 
consent to go on with his appropriation bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, if it is satisfactory 
Senator having the unfinished business in charge, I will make 
the request; if it is not, I will withdraw it. The hour is getting 
late and probably we could make some progress with the Post 
Office appropriation bill and take up the other measure in a 
better frame of mind to-morrow. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the friends of this meas- 
ure, who I trust are in a substantial majority, and whose frame 
of mind I hope I apprehend correctly, think, and I myself 
think, speaking for myself, that we should proceed with the 
consideration of the pending measure. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then I withdraw my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I could not understand exactly 
the remarks made by the Senator from Indiana. If he wants 
to go on with the bill, I move to recommit, and I ask for the 
yeas and nays on that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on Finance; and 
on that motion he asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the § 


Senator from Missis- 


to the 


Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 

Mr DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). Again I 
announce my pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TrttMAN], who is absent. 


I therefore withhold my vote. 
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The roll call was « 
Mr. OVERMAN. I am requested to state that the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] is unavoidably absent. ‘He 
paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. RicHarpson]. 
Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
informed that the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] has not 
voted. I havea pair with that Senator and therefore withdraw 
my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 
YEAS 


-oneluded. 


is 


22, nays 51, as follows: 


oOo” 


Bankhead 








Johnston Shively Taliaferro 
Chamberlain Martin Simmons Taylor 
Clarke, Ark. Money Smith, Md. Thornton 
Culberson Overman Smith, 8. C. Watson 
Fletcher Paynter Stone 
Foster Percy Swanson 
NAYS—51. 
Beveridge Cat Gamble Page 
Borah Cc ~ a ) Gronna Penrose 
Bourne Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim Perkins 
Bradley Crane Hale Piles 
Brandegee Crawford Jones Root 
Briggs Cullom Kean Scott 
Bristow Cummins La Follette Smith, Mich, 
| Brown Curtis Lorimer Smoot 
sulkeley Dick McCumber Sutherland 
| Burkett Dixon Nelson Warner 
surnham du Pont Nixon Warren 
surrows Flint Oliver Young 
Burton Gallinger Owen 
NOT VOTING—18. 
Aldrich Dillingham Lodge Terrell 
Bacon Frazier Newlands rillman 
Bailey rye Rayner Wetmore 
Davis yore Richardson 
Depew Heyburn Stephenson 


So the motion to recommit was not 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the 


agreed to. 
The question is on agreeing to 
amendment of the committee to section 7. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I send to the desk an amend- 


ment which I desire to offer. 
before I do so. 

It is now lacking minutes of 11 o’clock. I do not know 
what the purpose is on the other side, but I understood that 


I want, however, to say a word 


oF 


this evening we were going to have an executive session. It i: 
|} not likely we shall sit here all night and work all day to 


morrow, and I should like to know whether it is the intentio 
to have an executive session to-night, because if I offer this 
amendment I will have to speak, and I do not want to do that 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as I am concerned, I do not wish to 
have an executive session to-night. 

Mr. MONEY. Very well. Then I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. read amendments proposed by Mr. Money, 
as follows 

On page 1, line 4, 


7 


strike out all after the word “ of” down to and 
including the word “annum,” in line 14, on page 2, and insert th 
words “10 members, 5 of whom shall be Members of the Senate of th 
Sixty-first and the Sixty-second Congresses and shall be appointed by 
the President of the Senate, and 5 of whom shall be Members of th 
House of Representatives of the Sixty-first and the Sixty-second Con 
gresses and shall be appointed by the Speaker of the House of Rep! 
sentatives. The members appointed under this act shall continue 
office for the term of six years, and any vacancy occurring during said 
term of six years shall be filled in the same manner as the origi 
appointment. The chairman of the said board shall be selected by the 
members of the board. Not more than three Senators and three M 
bers of the House of Representatives appointed on said board shal! 
members of the same political party. Six members of said board 
constitute a quorum. The term of any Member of either House 
Congress appointed under this act shall expire and terminate whet 
shall cease to be a Member of Congress.” 

On page 3, line 23, strike out all after the word “aiding” d 
and including the word “ Government,” in line 24. 

On page 4, line 3, strike out the words “ to enable the President 

On page 4, line 14, strike out the words “as the President sh 
direct’ and insert the words “when called upon by the President 
either House of Congress.” 

On page 5, line 19, strike out the words “the President or to: 
and in line 20 strike out the words “the President;” and in line 21 
strike out the word “ or. 


Mr. MONEY. I dislike extremely, Mr. President, 
the time of the Senate at this late hour, but this a 
seems to me to be worthy of some consideration. 

In framing this Government of ours, one of the main 


wn 


to tal 
mendn 


idle 


was to secure the permanence of our institutions by stric 
dissociating the powers of the three distinct branches, and th 


object of the founders was to be carried out by preserving, * 
far as we could, this strict dissociation of power. 
The framing of a tariff bill is the work of Congress. Tlie 


work of framing a tariff is devolved originally upon the Hous 
The bill comes to this body for its amend 
and the concurrence of both Houses being obtained, it 
The Constitution 


of Representatives. 
ments, 
meets the approval or veto of the President. 





has invested the President with authority to make such recom 
mel ) f le hie think wise and prop 
and has ested him with the pows eto a bill which is 
in his judg t prope d wis ( stituti l, or for any 
othe! I on 
rhere is no reason that I know of why the President should 
he intruded into this business any f her than the Constitu 
{ nermits him to go. If the business is to be transacted, as 
vill be. by the Committee on Ways and Means in the House 
l he Committee on Fin ince in the Se ate, they are quite as 
tent choose the instrument ties which will aid them 


btaining information of any kind as the President possibly 
and there is not the slightest necessity of introducing 
l into the work, not authorized by the Constitution, or pro- 
for the Congress of the United States an agent and in- 
by which they are to get the information to frame 
£ slati 8) 
I venture to say there is not a member of the committee who 
it quite competent for the task of getting all the informa- 
t! they need or that is to be gotten at all by anybody, as | 
h so as the commission appointed by the President. 
l biect of this amendment is to exclude the President 
share in legislation to which I do not think he is en- 
ed. On the same principle are framed the Waterways Com- 
} n and the Monetary Commission. I thought these were 
wise measures. They confined it to the two Houses, with the 
r to act, and with the right to secure information by the 


means they thought best. 
mendments which are submitted after this are simply 
» make the whole bill accord with the amendment I have of- 
to the first section. 

I have not heard any particularly good argument why this 
commission should be had at all, because it is quite evident, to 
! 1d], that the agents or experts of a committee can get 
by the order of that committee everything that can be obtained 
by a commission; and certainly I am opposed to any commis 


sion that has an indefinite extension of life. It ought to be 
ted to six years, so that Congress can discontinue it or 


col 


tinue it as it thinks proper. 


if But it should not be put upon 
the | 


h for life, as you would a judge, a member of an inde- 
pendent branch of the Government. I do not see that there 
be any particular information obtained by a commission 
1 my own experience with commissions. 
I recollect about 30 years ago, or probably a little longer, that 
a commission of extremely good men, it was admitted, non- 
isan in character, was appointed to frame a tariff bill or to 
get information for it. They did get the information, and they 
framed the bill. That bill was brought to the House of Repre- 
sentatives and referred to the Ways and Means Committee, and 
as that committee reported it it was an entirely different bill. 
When the House proceeded to act on the committee's bill they 
brought forth a third bill, totally different from the two, vitally 
different. It was sent to this body, referred to the Committee 


eK 


frot 


partisan 





on Finance, and they produced the fourth bill—all of them ex- 
tremely unlike. It came into the Senate, and the Senate set all 
four of them aside and produced the fifth bill, and it went to 


conference, and the conferees made an almost out and out 
bili. 

So you see my experience with commissions does not warrant 
me to believe that they can de any better than the committees 
can, and I venture to say that the information obtained in the 
last debate here was quite as good as will be obtained by any 
By the kindness of the gentlemen of the Repub- 
the minority were permitted to select two experts 
of their own, and I am quite sure that those two experts ob 
tained as much information as any that will 
sit, authorized or appointed by either the President or Co 

I have not the if I would, and I have 1 
sire in the time. I presented this just 
briefly as I hope the Senate will 
favorably. 

Mr. BAILEY. 


new 


CO! 


nission 


1} » PD ‘ 


Party, 


commission ever 
gress 
strength to co on 


world to 
could, 


’ 
oae 
consume 


and I 


as 
it 


consider 


Mr. President, it is not necessary for me 
supplement what the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] 
has said, but I will ventue to detain the Senate long 
enough to add to what he has said a consideration which 
Str ly appeals to my mind in favor of amendment 
against the provision of the bill. 

If this board is left to the appoin 
no information desired by 


ly Ty 
i eady 


<1y his as 


itment of the President, then 


any Senator can be obtained from it 


be through it except upon the demand of one or the other House 
of Congress or the President: 


but if the amendment of the 
itor from Mississippi is adopted, any Senator or any Repre 
Sentative can obtain any day in the year any information which 
he might desire. 

As the bill now stands, 


Sen: 


a Senator might in the pre] 


ration 


for a debate upon a tariff measure desire some special informa- | actly what wise advice a Republican majority of a presidenti 
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the Congress was t tl Sess he 1 m 
| ‘ 1 ( < j 
i ~ ‘ 
) . u 1 re 
} : 7 : 6 
Mississ x 
whethet 4 eres ere l 
ipply to any member of tl s ! be f the 
conunission could direct t 
information without délay 
Perhaps I ean lus ‘ ‘ ! ) 
pre ns more I l or 
from Mississippi desired nd 
he seught m Ww la 
until the Senate convened, d tl y ™ req h 
Senate obtain t for hin 
But if the commissi s] i be a é is he ] 
and he should want this formation, | d apply i 
ordinary letter, in which | stated w wal A, ot 
Senator who happened to be I ib miss I 
that Senator would simply transmit th er of tl s 
from Mississippi, together with a letter « own 
the experts of the commissi to furnis I for! d 
sired. It seems to me that this is obviously e adval l 
than the method proposed in the bill itself 
I take it that other Senators are not different in the 
tions from me, and I know that many times when we ar \ 
session I need and I desire particular knowledge with r¢ ce 
to some item or some schedule, and that oft happens when we 
have no tariff bill under consideration or itemplation I 
have heretofore supposed that it was my duty to ob that 
information by my own labor or at my own expense, but if we 


and 


are to provide an educational bureau for Senators 
i ‘ to 


sentatives we least to in Wal] 
their purpose when and as they need the knowledge. 

I can easily conceive how this commission constituted as the 
Senator 


at ought devise it Ly 





from Mississippi now proposes could be n ost 
useful to every Senator. Not to every Senator in framing a 
tariff bill, because I frankly say that the only knowledge I need 
in framing a bill, according to my conception of such a measure 
is the amount of revenue which the Government must collect 
through the customhouses and a list of the imports f the 
immediately preceding years. I do not conceive it to b 


duty, and indeed I do not conceive it to be within 
Congress in framing a tariff bill to consider the 
the cost of production here and abroad. But 
reserve for a discussion when the bill is on it 
myself now with earnestly advocating this amendment 

if the bill is to become a law. 
I do not doubt 


content 


that some Senators and some 


stand badly in need of information on the tariff as we s on 
all other subjects, and if the American people are to be xed 
to educate their representatives, in addition to the salaries they 


now pay them, I am not sure that they ought to stop this educa 


tional process with this single question. 





But, sir, if it is information we want, tell me why experts 
within our own power and subject to our own control can 
furnish us with it better than a presidential commission? If 
it is information that we want, under the amendment of the 
Senator from Mississippi we can employ the same experts, and 
we can require them to collect the same Ss the 


presidential board. The only difference between the 


tial and the congressional commission is this: The presidential 
commission will make a report and the congressional com 
sion will not; and there, Mr. President, lies the sig 

this very earnest effort to establish this presidential board i’ 
litical parties sometimes change 1 midadministration, b 


presidential board will not 


Apply the condition which exists to-day Under the ¢ st 
tution of the United States a revenue bill must originate in the 
House of Representatives. I am not just exactly clear how long 





this provision of the Constitution will be respected and obse1 ! 
seeing that the President now assumes and asserts the rigl ) 
init revenue measures in the shape of tl » trade agi 
ments But so long as the Constitution is obeyed, all reve 
bills must originate in the House of Representatives. 

If the next House, soon to assembk sooner, I am told, than 
under the Constitution it would regularly ssemble con 


President will have the right to convene it, in a 
extraordinary session, it will proceed at onc f it does its 


vened, as the 


duty, and as it is Democratic I must assume that it will do its 
duty, to frame a tariff bill, and yet it must take its 

mendations and its information from a presidential commission, 
the majority of whose members will be Republicans. Just ex 
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commission would give a Democratic House is one of the mys- 
teries of modern legislation that passes entirely beyond my 
comprehension. 

When the Democratic House takes this presidential commis- 
sion’s recommendation it will do it precisely as the Senator 
from Mississippi recites that Congress has done with other com- 
missions and other recommendations. It will proceed to lay it 
on the table or proceed to put it in the desk, and it will do its 
work according to its own judgment and not according to the 
advice and recommendation of men who disagree with it on this 
tariff question as widely as the poles. 

But they tell us that the President will appoint experts and 
politicians; but the more expert they are the worse it will 
be, for I do not consider their advice of ahy special value to 
men charged with the high and grave duty of levying taxes 
upon these people. If they are a board of experts, and if 
they are continued long in office, they will control the American 
Congress in making its tariff bills as often as the majority of 
the Congress happens to belong to the same political party as 
the majority of that commission. This is neither more nor less 
than a solemn proposal to abdicate the power of the American 
Congress to a board composed of men not selected by it. 

They also tell us that we will thus take the tariff question 
out of politics. At the risk of offending the business interests 
of this country, who talk so glibly as if all politicians were un- 
worthy of public confidence—and by the way, the business 
people of the country, and not the muckrakers, originated that 
idea, for ever since I was a boy I have heard men talking about 
the business of the country being disturbed by the politicians— 
I will say that this Government can not be administered for the 
business interests alone. 

Sir, when you take the great question of taxation out of 
American politics you take from the American people one of their 
highest incentives to interest themselves in governmental affairs. 
Withdraw from the decision of the electors this momentous 
question which has divided parties since the infancy of the 
Republic, this momentous question which has divided the people 
in every country on the globe, remove it from politics, and you 
will remove half the public interest in your elections. If there 
is any class, if there is any occupation, if there is any industry 
that can only be saved only by abating the interest of the Amer- 
ican people in their own Government, I am willing to see it 
“ abandoned. There are, sir, better things in this world than 
material prosperity. There are higher considerations than the 
profits of or the accumulation of wealth. I would 
rather see my countrymen free and poor than to see them rich 


colmerce 


aud indifferent to their institutions and their freedom. 

The recommendation which has been made by all the advo- 
cates of this measure, the promises which have been printed 
by all the papers now supporting it, that we will relieve the 
business of the country from the constantly recurring dis- 
turbances of a tariff discussion, do not appeal to my mind. But, 


Mr. President, even if that were desirable, I am by no means 
certain that it is attainable in this way. 

We now revise the tariff, and if well revised the business 
of the 
and without the fear of another disturbance for 10 or 12 years, 
when we have another revision adjusted to the new and changed 


conditions. 


But under this proposal we will never have any industrial 
or mmercial peace, because what industry, sir, will take a 
bond that these five wise gentlemen will not recommend to the 
very next session of Congress a change in some tariff schedule? 
No man can give his orders, no man can sell his goods, to be 
delivered at some future time, if a session of Congress is to 


intervene, without being more or less uncertain as to the prices 
which he must pay for his raw material and the prices at which 
his competitors may sell the same article. 

Oh, no, sir; this proposal to set a tariff mill at an eternal 
grind is not a proposal to give stability and repose to legitimate 
and useful industry. It will not do that, but it will relieve the 
American people of taking great questions into consideration 
by turning them over to a board of experts, 

Mr. President, I am not in the habit of flattering the American 
Congress, although I think better of it than the people seem to 
do. Perhaps that is because I have been longer with it and 
closer to it than the people. It has its shortcomings; it has 
its deficiencies; and those shortcomings and those deficiencies 
vary according to its politics, being greater when the Repub- 
licans are in power and less when the Democrats control. But, 
sir, whatever its shortcomings and whatever its deficiencies are, 
the American Congress, as a whole, is quite capable of taking 
good care of the interests of the American people. 

Sometimes I have wondered how a man both honest and 
wise could advocate a protective tariff. Sometimes I have 
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thought the Republicans were honest and not wise; and some- 
times I have thought they were wise and not honest. But that 
was simply the distemper of a moment, and when I come to 
remember those whom I have known in intimate association [ 
believe they are both wise and honest. If I am ever tempted 
to doubt your honesty and your wisdom I resist that temptation 
by remembering that Henry Clay devised your system. He has 
been gathered to the fathers long enough for the bitterness of 
party spirit and the intensity of party rivalry to accord him 
the full measure of honor and the full measure of confidence 
to which his fame, his patriotism, and his wisdom entitle him. 
Much as I might differ from them, I can not doubt that the 
men in this day who believe in and advocate the American 
policy inaugurated and defended with such consummate ability 
by the greatest statesmen of his school and State must not be 
suspected either as to their wisdom or as to their patriotism. 
Then, when I turn to my own side and the long line of illus 
trious statesmen who have combated and who have success 
fully combated that doctrine, I no more doubt them than | 
doubt you. It is a conflict of ideas, sir, and out of that conflict, 
if there does not come justice as exact as I would like to have 


| it, there does come a decision at least sanctified by the disin- 


terested and unselfish patriotism of the majority. 

I believe in the wisdom and in the patriotism of the Ameri- 
can Congress absolutely, and I am not willing to abdicate its 
power over the greatest question that ever engaged the thought 
ful attention of the American people. If you gentlemen on the 
other side are willing to say that you have not sense enough to 
use the information which you have or that you have not infor 
mation enough to utilize the sense you have, perhaps I ouglit 


| not to challenge your poor opinion of yourselves; but, although 


country adjusts itself to the law and proceeds in peace 


| spoken before the roll was called. 


you are willing to stand before the American people and say 
that while your fathers who professed your faith could make 
great tariff bills under which these people grew and prospered 
as no other people in the history of the world have ever grown 
and prospered, still their sons and their descendants are not :s 
capable as their fathers, I would save you from that humiliat 
ing position if I could. 

You are not willing to rise over there, one after another, and 
confess that you must have somebody help you make a tariff 
bill, or that you are incapable of making one, and yet what 1 
one of you would do individually you all seem anxious to do 
collectively. 

This is one of the few united Republican votes that the ro!! 
calls of this session will show. By reading the Recorp in t! 
morning it will be impossible to tell who is an insurgent and wh 
is a standpatter. In fact, Mr. President, some of the insurge1 
are standing pat, and some of the standpatters are insur: 
ing on this question. A united party asking the country | 
commission you to govern it, and yet confessing yourselves 
eapable of doing it is a spectacle not reassuring to the Ame! 
can people. But we will save you from that embarrassmeut 
you will simply let this bill go over until the next session. 
will introduce to the American people a confident Democt 
majority which will not ask the aid of people who can not 
elected to Congress to help them frame a measure of taxation 

I saw one of my friends on that side smile when I said 
you would let that bill go over until the next session of ¢ 
gress,” and he smiled a half-suspicious and half-cynical s! 
as if he thought I intimated a filibuster by that. But I did 
so intend it. I was not a party to the agreement over the 
and I was not called into the council; but I think I was per 
nently cured of the filibustering habit by the operations 
the other night, and I do not intend to filibuster on this ! 

While I am at this point, Mr. President, I want to refei 
another matter, and I do it with great hesitation, because | 
think the last word on the Lorimer case ought to have | 
Intending to say what | 


\\ 


| now about to say, I sent to the committee room of the Senator f 


Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoL.LettTe] awhile ago to ask him to co 
and I am satisfied he is about the Chamber somewhere. | 
not have an opportunity to make this statement immedi 
after he spoke, because the roll was called as soon as he + 
cluded his observations. The Senator from Wisconsin 
LA For.etTe] declared to-day that a vote was resisted by th 
who believe the election of the Senator from Illinois to be va 
when it was supposed that the vote would be different from w 
the Recorp showed it to-day. Of course, I do not know what 
formation the Senator from Wisconsin had, but I want to 
here in the presence of the Senate, and I want to have it wr 
ten in this enduring record, that never at any time or W 
any circumstances did I countenance a suggestion of a filibus 
on that question. I was asked more than once if there wou 
be a vote on the Lorimer question, when it was supposed 
vote would be adverse to the opinion which I held, and in ever) 


1 
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instance I answered that there would be a vote if it were within 
my power to force it. I even went so far as to say that if the 
Senator from Illinois would countenance or encourage an at- 
tempt to prevent the Senate from voting on the question of his 
right to his seat, though I would not change my vote on this 
particular matter, I would change my opinion of him. 

Mr. President, I have felt that I ought to say this much in 
justice to myself, though I have no idea that the Senator from 
Wisconsin had me in his mind; indeed, I am sure he did not, 
because there could have been not the slightest basis for a 
statement of that kind with reference to me. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Will the Senator allow me? I should like 
to soy in this same connection that there never was a time 
during the consideration of that case, however much I was in- 
terested in the result of it, that I would have given aid or 
countenance in any way to a filibuster on that question. The 
Senator from Texas and I 


discussed that on more than one 
secasion, and we were both agreed’ upon it. 
Mr. BAILEY. That is true. 
Mr. PAYNTER. I want to say further in defense of the 


shairman of the committee, I do not think at any time he had 
any purpose to delay the vote upon that question beyond the 
time when Senators could get through with the discussion. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BAILEY. Has the Senator from Massachusetts taken 
charge of the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. No, Mr. President; I am not taking charge of 
the bill, but I am making a suggestion about the time of 
meeting. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wanted to understand the suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves—— 

Mr. SMOOT. 
Senator better? 

Mr. LODGE. I make it 11 o’clock 
the Committee on Appropriations have 


Mr. President, would not 10 o’clock suit the 


because, I understand, 
a meeting in the morn- 


ing; but I should be glad to make it 10 o’clock. My impression 
is that that would be just as well. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, in the absence of the chair- 


man of the Committee on Appropriations, I desire to suggest 
that notice has been sent to members of that committee that 
there will be a meeting to-morrow morning, and that all mem- 
bers are expected to be present, because there will be a hearing 
by the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. That is what I understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet 
at 11 o'clock to-morrow 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I call for the yeas and nays 
on that question. 

The yeas and nays 
ceeded to call the roll. 


were ordered, and the Secretary pro- 


Mr. FLINT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLperson]. He being 


absent, I will withhold my vote. 


If he were present, I should 
vote “nay.” 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, owing to the absence of 
the senior Senator from South Carolina {Mr. TIr~tMAN], with 
whom I have a pair, I withhold my vote. I make that an- 
nouncement for all votes for the evening. 

Mr. FLINT. As I have heretofore stated, I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Ccurserson]. I transfer 
that pair to the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Dreprrw] 
and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. OVERMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
inquire whether the senior Senator from California [Mr. 
PERKINS] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


has not. 


Mr. OVERMAN. I have a pair with that Senator and there- 
fore desire to withdraw my vote. 

I am also requested to announce that the senior Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] is paired with the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. Ricwarpson]. The senior Senator from Mary- 
land is unavoidably detained from the Senate. 


The Chair is informed that he 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Q~( 3 
SiO 
I am also requested to announce that the Senator from 

Arkansas [Mr. Davis] is paired with the Senator from Utah 

(Mr. SuTHERLAND]. 


Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative) I ob 
serve that the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], with 


whom I paired, has not voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 





The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 48, as follows: 

YEAS—22 
Bailey Heyburn Shively Tal 
Chamberlain Johnston Simmons Taylor 
Clarke, Ark. Martin Smith, Md fhornton 
Fletcher Money Smith, 8. Cc. Watson 
Foster Paynter Ston 
Gore Percy Swanson 

NAYS—4S8 
Beveridge Burton rl Owen 
Borah Carter Gat Page 
Bourne Clapp Gronna Penrose 
Bradley Clark, Wyo. G nheim Piles 
Brandegee c Jor Root 
Briggs Crawford Ke Scott 
Bristow Cullom Lode Smith, Mich, 
Brown Cummins Lorimer Smoot 
Bulkeley Curtis M ber Warner 
Burkett Dick Nel Warren 
Burnham Dixon Nixon Wetmore 
Burrows du Pont Olis Young 

NOT VOTING—21, 
Aldrich Dillingham Newlands Sutherland 
Bacon Frazier Ove n Terrell 
Bankhead rye Per! Tillman 
Culberson Gallinger R: 
Davis Hale Richardson 
Depew La Follette Step son 
So Mr. MoONEY’s amendment was rejected. 
EFFICIENCY OF ORGANIZED MILITIA, 


Mr. DIXON. | 
from the Committee on 


ask unanimous consent to report favorably 


Military Affairs the bill (S. 9292) to 
further increase the efficiency of the Organized Militia, and for 
other purposes, with amendments, and to submit a report (No. 


1266) thereon. I make this request now, in order that 
get the bill as amended printed by to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BACON. What is the request’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana de- 
sires to make a report from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Is there objection to receiving the report? 

Mr. BACON. Is that the House bill on the subject? 

Mr. DIXON. The House has passed a bill and the Senate 


we may 


committee has reported a different bill. We want it reported 
to-night, so that we can get the bill printed by to-morrow morn- 


ing in order 


that we may compare the bill that the House has 
passed with the one the Senate committee has reported 
Mr. BACON. The Senator is not asking for any action now? 
Mr. DIXON. Oh, no. 
CANADIAN RECIPROCITY 
Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that to 


morrow at the conclusion of the routine morning business I will 
address the Senate briefly on the subject of Canadian reci 
procity. 

rARIFF BOARD, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 32010) 
Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, 
of this bill will not insist on a 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to 
strike out all of section 5. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
an amendment, which 

The SecRETARY. 
bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I would not object 
mission or the board, or whatever 
power to subpoena witnesses, provided their obediet t 
subpena was left to their voluntary action: but this 
quires them to come and to produce their books 
In order that the Senate mey have 
will ask the Secretary to read th 
to strike out and upon which I 

The PRESIDING 
requested. 

The Secretary read the section } 
follows: 

. That for the purposes 
subpena witnesses, to tak 


Whole, resumed 
to create a 
I trust the 
vote to-night. 
offer an amendment. I m¢ 


the con 
tariff board. 
Senator in charge 


ve to 


The Senator 
will be stated 
It is proposed to strike out se 


from Texas moves 


It may 


that provision before it, I 
Oct mn \ | | | ha ‘ 1 ved 
desire 


OFFICER. The 


to | SE ] * Te! 
Secretar 


I ad 


vy will re 


» stricken « 


uit 
Sec. 5 of this act said | 
testimony, adr 


1 } even 
have power 


, and to 1 


to 


quire any person, firm, copartnership, corpora or association en 
gaged in the production, importation, or distribution of any arti nder 
investigation to produce books and papers relatis to any matt 
taining to such investigation In case of failure to comply with tl 
requirements of this section, the board may report to Congres 


failure, specifying the names of such persons, t! 
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such firm or copartnership, and the names of the officers and directors 
of each such corporation or association so failing, which report shall 
also specify the article or articles produced, imported, or distributed by 
such person, fir copartnership, corporation, or association, and the 
tariff schedule which applies to such article. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, it is perfectly plain to the law- 


yers of this body that Congress possesses no power to compel 
an American citizen to produce his books and exhibit the secrets 


of his business. If a corporation is charged with a crime, per- 
haps it has been held that it can be compelled to produce its 


books, even though those books bear testimony against it. 
was going a long way. Still, I offer no criticism against that de- 
cision, because there it was charged that a crime was being 
committed against the law and that the protection of the Con- 
stitution did not extend these arificial But to as- 
sume and to assert that Congress has the power, in order to 
educate its Members and qualify them for the discharge of 
their duty, is an absurdity on its face. These people have their 
business secrets, and they are entitled to immunity from the 
curiosity of a Government official. 

Mr. President, if I were engaged in business, no commission 
Congress could create would ever be permitted to look into my 
books, and the more honestly they were kept the more cer- 
tainly I would guard them against this inquisitorial and visi- 
torial power of men who say that they do not know how to 
make laws unless they can invade the offices of our various 
business enterprises and compel them to subject their business— 
their profits, their losses, and their capital—to the scrutiny of 
Government officials. 

We have already perpetrated this folly. We incorporated a 
similar but more drastic provision in the census bill, but no 
officer of the Government has attempted to enforce it, because 
they knew it could not be enforced. Under a power to enu- 
merate the people for the purposes of representation, Congress 
can not confer the power to punish a man because he will not 
help to enumerate cattle and hogs. Neither can we, under our 
power to levy taxes, compel the taxpayer to do more than to 
render a full list of the property which we desire to tax. 


That 


to persons. 


The American Congress does itself no credit to write into 
these bills a provision that is mere brutum fuimen, if the power 
of the General Government is challenged in that respect. Ana- 


lyze it. Here we are, saying to the world that we do not know 
how to legislate with the information before us, 
educate ourselves we must invade the privacy of every business 
office in this land, inspect their books, and for what? In order 
to ascertain their profits, so that we may measure out to them 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 











SENATE. Marcu 1, 





and in order to | 


erties; a farmer who knew all about arboriculture as well as 
agriculture; a farmer who knew all! about horticulture as well 
as arboriculture and agriculture—and yet this greatest of all 
men, this most accomplished of all farmers, was moved by the 
vicissitudes of his class to say that the farmers were the 
greatest gamblers in the world, meaning it in no offensive 
sense, but simply seeking to emphasize the great risks which 
they take. And yet you offer them no guaranty of profit; you 
propose to levy no taxes on others to insure the prosperity of 
their farms; but they and all other classes are to be burdened 
in order that this Government may keep its pledge that the 
protected manufacturers shall be insured a fair profit. 

I warn you gentlemen on the other side that you must answer 
for this. The people will not agree that any one class shall be 
separated from all others, and that from the earnings and the 
savings of those others shall be guaranteed a profit on their 
business. You will not be able to answer to the farmers any 
more, that you are guaranteeing their profits as well as others 
after your reciprocity with Canada; for under that agreement 
almost everything the farmer produces goes on the free list, and 
almost everything the farmer buys stays on the dutiable list. 
It is true you do give him automobile parts free. You tax his 
flour, but you let him go after it in an untaxed automobile. Oh, 
splendid generosity ! 

You confess that you do not know as much as you ought to 
know by wanting somebody to teach you; and I am going to 
teach you now. Your Canadian reciprocity is going to dis 
appoint the cities because it will not reduce the cost of living 
to any appreciable extent. The number of articles affected by 
it, the area from which those articles come, is altogether too 
restricted to produce any appreciable effect on general prices, 
and therefore when your Canadian reciprocity is in full oper- 
ation, if it ever is, the people in the overcrowded cities and in- 
dustrial centers will soon discover that you have broken your 
word of promise to their hope, though you may claim to have 
kept it to their ear. 

The price of living will not be reduced 2 per cent even in the 
cities nearest the Canadian border, because the articles from 
which you take the duty constitute only a very small part of 
every household’s expense, and you take the duty from those 
articles generally in the shape where the people can not con- 


| Sume them and leave the duty on them in the shape in which 


a protection that will exactly cover the difference in the cost of | *) s : 
| Then you are to be tried by your bill and your agreement, and 


production here and abroad, plus a profit to the manufacturer. 

I would almost consent to pass this bill with this provision in 
it if I thought some officer would try to compel one of these 
men to produce their books. 
question squarely before the court whie 
possesses this power, and incidental 
could probably induce the court to say wl 

{ 





Government 
question we 


as a to that 


iether the Government 

has the power to levy taxes to cover the difference between 
the cost of production at home and abroad. 

That, sir, would not be a question of taxation. That, sir, 


would not be a regulation of interstate and foreign commerce. 
I do not doubt that Congress has power, even by taxation, to 
regulate interstate and foreign commerce where taxation is a 
fit instrument to execute that purpose. But if we could get 
this question on this provision before the court by the refusal 
of some man affected by it to obey the subpena issued under it, 
we could raise the question, first, as to whether the citizen can 
be compelled to open his books in order to educate Congress, 
and if that should be decided in the affirmative it could only be 
by the court deciding it upon the theory that this education was 
necessary in order not to levy taxes, but to extend a protection 
which would cover the difference between the cost of produc- 
tion here and abroad, plus a profit to the home manufacturer. 

It is only and precisely this purpose which you seek to serve 
by this provision. You want every man to lay before the 
American Congress his profit and loss account, so that you can 
adjust your tariff to reduce his profits if they are too large 
and to enlarge his profits if they are now too small. In other 
words, sir, you are proposing to read into the statutes the 
promise of the Republican party that every manufacturer shall 
have, over and above the cost of production, a fair profit on 
his enterprise. 

Who else in this American Republic is guaranteed a profit 


on his business? Who guarantees the farmer a profit? No 
one. He takes the chances of flood and drought. He takes the 


chances of insects and pests. He assumes a risk assumed by 


no other man, a risk so great that Thomas Jefferson, a farmer 
himself—and, by the way, the most intelligent farmer the world 
ever knew; a farmer who knew all about the soil and its prop- 


l an . . “ he $ »Baa . , $ 
For then. sir. we could bring the | 224 I suspect that is what some of you intend to do. 


the people do consume them. 
Let us suppose that you pass your Canadian agreement, anid 
we do not succeed in putting our tariff bill on the statute books. 


your reduction in the cost of living will not net 1 per cent on 
the average family’s expenses. I know what you hope to do, 
You want 


| an excuse to say to the people of the country it was not the 





tariff that caused the high cost of living. You are seeking 


| to give the people an object lesson, so that you can say that 


you had given them free trade with Canada, and that did not 
reduce the cost of living; and then the insurgents will disappear 
and the standpatters will again take charge of the Republican 
Party. 

I do not lightly suspect the motives or the sincerity of men, 
but it is impossible for me to believe that any man who 
wise enough to be President of the United States expects much 
out of that Canadian agreement. If he did, he would not have 
made wheat free and left the duty on flour. 

He will not even catch the millers by that kind of a bait, and 
I will tell you why. He will catch the American millers aleng 
the Canadian border, because he is giving them their whet 
free and leaving a duty on their flour. With his free whea 
these American millers can invade the territory now occupied 
by southern and southwestern millers, and they will invade 
it, or perhaps I would speak more accurately to say they wi!! 
encroach upon it. With free wheat and taxed flour, they wi!! 
be protected against their Canadian competitors, because it 
will cost the Canadian mills just as much to ship the flour : 
it will cost the American mills to ship the wheat, and so freigh! 
will cancel freight in that contest for trade, and the 50 cents 
per barrel duty on Canadian flour will amply protect the Amer! 
can miller in his own country and with his own trade. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tex:s 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BAILEY. I am delighted to do so. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, with the permission of the 
Senator from Texas, I venture to interpose a remark at this 
time, to the end that the attitude of the State Department and 
the President, as I understand that attitude, may be clearly set 
forth. 


is 


s 
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Mr. BAILEY. I hope the Senator will be able to explain it. 
I doubt if the principals could. 

Mr. CARTER. The statement will explain itself. It is true 
that eattle are to be admitted free. It is true that wheat is 
to be admitted free, and that meat is to be subject to a duty, 
and that flour is likewise to be subject to a duty. Let me say 
now that that was not at the option or in conformity with the 





will or desire of the United States. The Canadian people 
feared competition with the millers of the United States. 


Desiring to build up a milling industry in Canada, they have 
established a protective duty on flour. Desiring to build up a 
packing business, they have prescribed certain protective duties 
on the introduction of meat into Canada. 

Our State Department was entirely agreeable to the free 
admission or the interchange of meat products between the 
two countries just as has been arranged with regard to cattle, 
but the Canadians said: “Nay; our packers can not compete 
with the American packers.” The State Department was pre- 
pared to have free flour—— 

Mr. BAILEY. But we could have taken it off of Canadian 
meat and flour coming into our country without requiring Can- 
ada to take it off of American meat and flour going into Canada. 

Mr. CARTER. Permit me to finish this statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

Mr. CARTER. The State Department was prepared to re- 
move the duty off meat and have meat, as well as flour, passed 
freely across the line. I understand the fact to be that an amend- 
ment admitting meat free from Canada will be agreeable to the 
Department of State and not obnoxious to the agreement; that 
the free admission of flour from Canada will not be opposed; 
but if we provide for a reciprocal arrangement whereby our 
meat products can enter Canada free of duty, whereby our flour 
ean enter Canada free of duty, the Canadians will refuse to com- 
ply, because they desire to maintain their protective tariff as to 
meat and flour. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, there would have been no 
trouble in leaving the duty on flour and meat going from this 
country into Canada and taking it off the meat and flour coming 
from Canada into this country. They have done that with 
other articles in this very agreement. Does not the Senator 
from Montana know that? 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, my understanding is that in 
certain instances that is correct; but if in the judgment of the 
Congress it is desirable to allow Canadian meats and flour to 
enter the United States free of duty, while our citizens pay a 
duty for entering the Canadian markets with those products, 
there will be no objection so far as the State Department is 
concerned, and no obstruction placed in the way of the ratifica- 
tion of the agreement. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the duty on cattle is $2 per head 
on the cheapest cattle that would come from Canada and less 
than 30 per cent on the best. When you talk about such a duty 
on cattle and 55 per cent duty on cheap clothing you begin to 
understand the difference between the treatment of the farmer 
and the treatment of the manufacturer, even under the present 
law, and by this agreement to strip the former of all advantage. 
No wonder the Senator from Iowa is opposed to this. The won- 
der to me is that any man who represents an agricultural con- 
stituency could consent to such a gross and indefensible dis- 
crimination, 

Mr. President, I am going to ask the Senator from Montana 
this question for future use: If this agreement fails to reduce 
the cost of living, does not the Senator from Montana intend 
then to stand up and tell the people that it thus proves that 
the increased cost of living was not attributable to the protective 
tariff? 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, although opposed on prin- 
ciple to dealing in futures, I am inclined to sympathize with 
the view of the Senator from Texas that perfectly free and 
unrestricted trade with Canada on her productions will cut 


little figure in the domestic economy or the markets of the 
United States. What I do think of the subject in a broader 


Sense may be briefly stated in this connection. 

The Canadians have a climate much like our own, but a little 
more severe. They must buy overcoats in that country, just as 
they buy them in North Dakota and Montana. It is a little 
more expensive to live in a country where the seasons are short 
for crop raising and the winters are long, where houses must 


be built more substantially for the protection of the people 
during the winter season, where stock must be housed in a 
more secure and comfortable line of quarters. The people 


speak the same language. They receive in the main the same 
pay for their labor. Thousands of our people have gone into 
Canada and a very large number of Canadians have come into 
this country, The Canada of 20 years ago is not the Canada of 
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transcontinental railways have extended or are 





being extended from ocean to ocean. 

Mr. BAILEY. And wheat fields faster than railroads. 

Mr. CARTER. Wheat fields are developing, and they are 
largely being developed by former citizens of lowa and North 


Dakota and Minnesota and Montana—men who are familiar with 





the American standards of living. The competition with a 
people thus situated is not an unequal competition; but, Mr. 
President, competition with a man of India raising wheat is 


unequal competition; competition with a man of the 
Republic is unequal competition; competition with a man of 
South Africa is not fair competition; and I would prefer re- 
laxing the grip, loosening the line somewhat, in order to save the 
protective tariff from complete annihilation. 

I believe that the reciprocity proposition with Canada, if 
adopted, would not seriously change conditions in this country. 
I think the Canadian wheat would pass through our mills on 


Argentine 


the way to the Liverpool market. 


Mr. McCUMBER. May I ask a question here? Can not that 


same wheat pass through the mills now on the way to the 
markets of the outside world? Can it not go in bond through 
the United States now as well as it could under a reciprocity 


agreement; and if it could, then why should we need a reci- 
procity agreement in order that the wheat may reach Liverpool? 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
yield further to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I would to hear the Sen- 
ator from Montana, but I am a little afraid I will be suspected 
of filibustering. However, disclaiming that, I will yield to the 
Senator. 

Mr..CARTER. Mr. President, the trade, in a way, with Can- 
ada is not unequal or unjust or unfair competition in the sense in 
which free trade with the world would be. The verdict of last 
November can not well be ignored. The people of the country 
determined to have a relaxation of the protective policy. This 
but a slight concession to that sentiment. I would prefer 
making this concession to accepting what the Senator’s party 
will give us as the product of the deliberations that are to 
proceed at the other end of the Capitol during the session of 
Congress which will meet, according to popular report, about 
the 4th day of next April. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Montana con- 


from Texas 


like 


is 


firms me in the opinion which I expressed, and that is that 
these gentlemen do not expect any substantial result from the 
Canadian trade agreement, and then they intend to tell the 
people that free trade or freer trade will not reduce the cost 


of living. 

The Senator from Montana, however, 
says their labor is about the same as ours, and when he says 
their lands are about the same be if he will go 
and ask those Americans why it was they left this country and 
wert to Canada they will tell him it was for the cheaper land 
with greater fertility, producing double as much as our Ameri- 
can wheat-growing lands. 


mistaken when he 


is 


as ours, “use 


I am not advocating protection for anybody. I want the 
duty taken off of what the people eat and not from what the 
mills eat. The Senator knows that they take the duty off of 


barley and leave it on malt, and malt is used to make the poor 


man’s beverage. The Senator from Montana does not deny 
that. The Senator from Montana will not deny it. This in- 
equality and this injustice runs all through this trade agree- 
ment, which I may take occasion to analyze fully before the 


session is over, perhaps. 

I beg the pardon of those in charge of this bill for having 
digressed from a discussion of profits to be disclosed by the 
books over to the Canadian trade agreement. I hope now that, 
without being supposed to desire to delay this matter, because 
when I said I was through filibustering I meant it, the Sen- 
ator in charge of this bill will let the Senate adjourn. It is 12 
o’clock. We must be back at 11 to-morrow, and my opinion 
is we will make no progress to-night, although I am through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


ment of the Senator from Texas to strike out section 5. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to have the yeas and nays on 
that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to eall the roll. 

Mr. FLINT (when his name was called). TI ai 


paired with 
transfer my 
ote “nay.” 





} 
the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Cutrerson]. I t1 
pair to the Senator from New York [Mr. Derew], and \ 

Mr. PERCY (when Mr. FRAZIER’s name w: ‘Alled) I was 
requested to announce that the Senator from Tenne | Mr. 
Frazier] is paired on this vote with the Senator fi: Illinois 
[Mr. CULLoM]. 


..Pe 
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Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. 
I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I wish to announce that the senior Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom] is paired with the senior Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. FRazrer]. 

Mr. PAGE, My colleague [Mr. DILLINGHAM] is unavoidably 
detained from the Senate. He has a general pair with the senior 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Truman]. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER] is paired with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. pu Pont]. If the Senator from Kentucky were per- 
mitted to vote he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. OVERMAN. I should like to inquire if the senior Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. Perkins] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I will withhold my vote and announce that 
I would vote “yea” if he were present. I also desire to an- 
nounce that the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] is 
unavoidably detained, and is paired with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. RicHarDson]. I also announce a pair between 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. SuTHERLAND] and the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the negative). I remem- 
ber that I was paired with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. 
FiLercuer]. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 37, as follows: 

YEAS—25. 


Bacon Clark, Wyo. Martin Swanson 
Bailey Dick Oliver Taylor 
tankhead Foster Percy Thornton 
Brandegee Gore Simmons Watson 
Briggs Heyburn Smith, Md. 
Bulkeley Johnston Smith, 8. Cc. 
Chamberlain Kean Stone 

NAYS—37. 
Beveridge Carter Jones Piles 
Borah Clapp La Follette Root 
sourne Crane Lodge Smith, Mich. 
Bradley Crawford Lorimer Smoot 
Bristow Cummins McCumber Warner 
Brown Curtis Nelson Wetmore 
Burkett Flint Nixon Young 
surnham Gamble Owen 
Burrows Gronna Page 


Burton Guggenheim Penrose 


NOT VOTING—29. 


Overman 
Paynter 


Aldrich 
Clarke, Ark. 


du Pont 
Fletcher 


Sutherland 
Taliaferro 


Culberson Frazier Perkins Terrell 
Cullom Frye Rayner Tillman 
Davis Gallinger Richardson Warren 
Depew Hale Scott 

Dillingham Money Shively 

Dixon Newlands Stephenson 


So Mr. Barrry’s amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still in Committee 
of the Whole and open to amendment. If there be no further 
amendments to be proposed the bill will be reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I suggest to Senators on the 
other side, and particularly to the Senator from Indiana in 
charge of the bill, that we now take an adjournment. Then 
those of us on this side who are opposed to the bill will have 
an opportunity to have some conference to see whether it is 
possible for us to come to some agreement. It is useless to 
stay here all night. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. IT should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri whether by coming to an agreement he would suggest 
that we could perhaps fix a time for voting on the measure, 
if we adjourn now and take it up in the morning, or whether 
some amendments are in question? 

Mr. STONE. I do not quite understand the Senator. 

Mr. PENROSE. My query was, whether the Senator from 
Missouri had in mind offering any amendments to the measure 
or whether his suggestion was that we could fix a time for 
voting on the bill? 

Mr. STONE. I do not know, Mr. President, 
of any amendments that are to be proposed. I have not heard 
of any. I presume that if any agreement should be made it 
would be with reference to some time for disposing of this 
measure. I say that because I do not suppose that the Senator 
from Indiana and those who are acting with him would con- 


at this moment 





| 
| 
| 


sider any agreement that did not fix some time for the vote. I 
can not give any assurance, I have no right to give any assur- 
ance, that any agreement will be made, and I am not asking an 
adjournment upon the basis that it can be made; but I do not 
think any progress can be made toward an agreement by con- 
tinuing- an indefinite session. Nothing can be accomplished in 


| that way—I give assurance of that much—and if it is desired 


to do anything with this bill, we had better go home, sleep 
awhile, get breakfast, and come back in better humor than we 


| would be if we were compelled to go on with this bill to-night. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that we take a vote 
upon the bill and pending amendments at 6 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I will object to any agreement 
of that kind to-night. 

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator agree for an early vote on 
Friday? 

Mr. STONE. I will not make any agreement to-night for a 
vote, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator 

Mr. STONE. It might be that some arrangement of that 
kind could be made after consultation, but I have no right to 
make any agreement. I am not authorized to do it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator that 
probably in the morning, when we are all fresh and have had a 
night's rest, we might get together, as we did on another ques- 
tion, and settle it. I do not believe in agreeing to anything 





| to-night. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. That was at 8 o'clock in the morning. 

Mr. OVERMAN. If we adjourn now we might be able to 
come to some agreement, but I do not think we can do so to- 
night. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that he remem- 
bers what took place here the other night, that we had Demo 
cerats talk him over, and there was some understanding arrived 
at, and it might be accomplished again. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But not at this hour. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Well, if the Senator wants to go on—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not desire the Senator to yield to 
ine. He asked me a question. 

Mr. STONE. If I did or did not, I will yield with great 
pleasure to the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will wait until the Senator is through. 

Mr. STONE. Well, I am through, if the Senator desires to 
have the floor. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I simply want to suggest that 
it is not likely that an agreement to vote will be gotten under 
the threat of an all-night session. I am ready to vote low. 
I do not want a minute’s delay, but I do not want to stay 
here all night, and I do not want to come to any consent agree 
ment under the threat of an all-night session. I do not like 
that sort of practice. I think the consent ought to be 
I think there ought to be a vote on this measure. I see no 
object in preventing it and I am ready for a vote, but I am uot 
ready for a consent agreement under a menace that if we do 
not do it we will be kept here all night. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from V1 
ginia yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. MARTIN. That is all I had to say. I merely want it 
understood that consent can not be gotten; that I will not con 
sent under threat of an all-night session; but I am ready for a 
vote, and I think it will be obtained in due time. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the only object I had in asking 
for a consent agreement was that we might thereby 
the business. Not only that, but I am perfectly willing et 
the vote be put off just as long as possible, in order that tle 
bill may go to the other House. It will have to go to conte! 
ence and be acted upon by the House, but it would not do to let 
it go beyond Friday morning. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the situation, of course, 
is perfectly clear to everybody. But two days more and two 
nights remain—that is all—to pass the appropriation bills that 
remain to be considered and this measure. It must be patent 


then, Mr. President, to everybody that you can not put the 
matter over as would be done at an earlier period in any ses- 





ae alla 





1911. 





sion. At 12 o’clock on Saturday we stand adjourned under the 
provisions of the Constitution. 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] says that he is 
ready to vote now and sees no good reason for delay. This is 
not ‘a new subject. It bas been before the Senate for four 
vears, and during that time it has been extensively debated. 
There is not a Senator on either side of the Chamber, no mat 
ter how he looks at this question, who does not understand it. 
The particular bill before us is not substantially different from 
the one which has been before us for four years. The question 
merely is, then, not the discussion of the provisions of this 
measure as to its wisdom or policy, but the question is whether 
or not we are going to pass the bill. Delay patently endangers 
it. As the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] has pointed out, 
not only must we pass the bill within the next few days but we 
must pass it early enough to enable it to go to the House, be- 
cause there are amendments to the bill, and that body must 
pass upon them. Therefore, if we intend to pass it, there is 
not a moment to be lost. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It is very evident we can not pass this bill 
to-night. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know why. 

Mr. OVERMAN. And I think we shall save time by taking a 
recess or an adjournment and get to work in the morning. Let 
us get together and talk this matter over among ourselves, be- 
enuse some Senators have gone home and we should like to con- 
fer with each other as to what course we should pursue. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me, the bill was made the unfinished business last night. There 
was no night session last night. It was perfectly understood 
by everybody that, when the bill at that late moment in the 
session was made the unfinished business, it would be pressed, 
and therefore there was ample opportunity, unobstructed by 
anything or anybody, for Senators to get together and talk it 
over. If what they wanted to get together and talk it over 
about was what plans they were going to adopt with reference 
to it, there was no occasion for anybody getting together and 
talking it over so far as the bill itself was concerned. That is 
all there is to this situation. Senators who want delay, we 
must conclude, want it for the purpose of defeating the bill. I 
call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole and still open to amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not think there is any- 
body on this side who has any desire to delay a vote upon 
this bill; but it is a fact that a number of Senators, not expect- 
ing a vote to be taken to-night, have gone home, and I think it 
is rather unfair of the Senator from Indiana to insist upon a 
vote under those circumstances to-night. I am quite sure if 
the Senator in charge of this bill will consent to let it go over 
until to-morrow that we will have no difficulty whatever in 
agreeing upon an hour upon which a vote may be taken. I 
know myself that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money], 
the ranking minority member of the Committee on Finance, 
has gone home to-night in the expectation that there will be 
no action upon this measure. I do not think that, in his 
absence under those circumstances, the Senator from Indiana 
ought to insist upon a vote. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still before the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS (at 12 o’clock and 35 minutes a. m., Thursday, 
March 2). Mr. President, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from North Carolina that the Senate adjourn. 
[Putting the question.] By the sound the noes s« 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). I am paired for 
the night with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired for 
the night with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLercuer}. 
Mr. FLINT (when his name was called). I again announce 
m) r with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. 
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from New York [Mr. 
Drerew] and vote. I vote nay. 

Mr. FOSTER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumber], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I inquire if the senior Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Pr RKINS] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not, 


m to have it. 
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Mr. OVERMAN. Again I announce my pair with the senior 
\ 


Senator from C: Ir. PERKINS]. If he were present, 
he would vote “nay,” and I should vote “ yea.” 

I also announce again that the senior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. RAYNER] is unavoidably detained. He is paired with 


the junior Senator from Delaware | Mr. | 


lifornia 


CHARDSON ] 

I also am requested to announce a pair between the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Davis] and the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
SUTHERLAND]. 

Mr. DIXON, I tr 
from Florida |Mr. FLercuer] to the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. STEPHENSON] and vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PAGE. I again announce the necessary absence of my 


’ 


nsfer my pair with the junior Senator 


} 


colleague [Mr. DILLINGHAM] and that he is paired with the 
senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TinnMaAn}. 
The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 44, as follows: 
YEAS—3 


7 


- L 
L 








81 I 
ol v Lodst Ss M 
frown Lorimer Smoot 
jurkett McCun r W 
jurnham Nelson W e 
surrows Nixon \ 

NOT VOTING 44 
é du Pont New ds Smi §. C. 
I Fletcher Overman Stephenson 
B Foster Paynter Stone 
( Frazier Perey Sutherland 
Cl rye 1’ ins Ss n 
Cc Gallinger Rayner 1 iferro 
‘ (sore Ric irdson Taylor 
Curtis Hale Scott re ll 
Davis Johnston S| ly I n 
Depew Martin s lo! W i 
Dillingham Money Smith, Md \ l 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I will say to the Senator from Indiana it 
is evident we will not have a quorum here very lon 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. We have a quorum now. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I want to say that this side can not be 
driven into an agreement to-night. If the Senator desires me 

to go on, I will. 

I propose to discuss this question as to the cost and as to 
how much money we are from day to day expending in this 
Government for getting this information proposed by this bill. 
We have consular agents in every country in the world sending 
daily and weekly reports to us. 

Not only that, but we have an appropriation bill here pending 
that appropriates the large sum of $400,000 for a tariff board. 
We are spending nearly $38,000,000 for consular agents abroad 
to send in reports on the cost of goods abroad and here—the in 
formation we desire. Then we have what are known as the 
Bureau of Statistics and the Bureau of Labor. which are s 
their ag 


gents all over this country and all over foreign countries 

to get this informatio 

What do we want with another tariff board? This tariff 
board, if you will read the bill and study its pr ns, in se 
tion 5, you will see will cost not less than $1,000,000 a vear 
One million dollars a year for a tar board, $38,000,000) for 
consular agents, and then there is $200,000 in the 
bill to gather statistics on this subject 

To show you that we have agents abroad wl 
these statistics to the State Department, wl ! 


every Senator, to get all the information that is ¢ 


ing a tariff bill, I 





going to show you that we 


every country in the world, from our consular ts 
of statistics in regard to the tariff. I do not t < tl 
will stand for all this expenditure , We go « 1 
pass bills here year in and year « lay l day out We 
do not ever count the cost, It costs \ b rss 
every year to run this Government, a1 the people are gi e 
to be shown how this money is expended. This bill is only to 
make more officeholders. We are ad e fifty or seventy-five 
thousand officeholders every year, and now it is proposed to add 
about 10,000 more, because it will take at least 10,000 men to 
get up the information that this bill provides for 

Now, let us see. It was stated by the Senator f1 n New 


Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and stated upon this floor by other 
Senators, when it was charged on this side of the House that 
our manufactured goods were sold abroad cheaper than the 
were in this country, that foreign goods, too, were sold in this 
country cheaper than they were abroad. We charged that t1 


1} 


were selling sewing machines in Europe for $19, and that th 
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poor SEW woman in this country has to pay $56. It was not 
lenied, be e we had the proof—the sworn testimony. It was 
ry lass of harvesters and binders were sold | 
C ( a the line, for $90, which sold in this c 
{ $125; and you could not buy them for any less, because 
who sold them had a contract with the Harvester 
sell them for $12 In other words, an American citi 
had to pay for that farming implement $35 more than his 
bor just a mile away had to pay, and his neighbor lived 
foreign country. 
The plow that was sold in Europe for $8 was sold this 
country for $12. They paid the freight on the harvesters. 
Indeed, I saw in a magazine of this country a picture of har- 
esters and binders cutting wheat in Asia with implements 
that sold there, with the freight paid, and delivered there, for 
. which our people here were paying $150 for. When those 
facts were shown, I believe it was the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] who rose and said that the reason 
for that s that our people wanted to get rid of their surplus 
product n order te i employment to labor, and in order to 
ive employment to | they had to sell them abroad cheaper, 
3a he. lleged that goods manufactured abroad, too, were 
sold cheaper here upon the same idea—to give employment to 
abor they would accumulate a surplus and that they could af 


ford to sell them cheaper in this country than they did at home. 


The distinguished Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAt- 
LINGER] wanted to be fair about this. I think he thought that 
was the truth; he had been so informed. So he introduced a 


resolution in Congress asking that the Secretary of State ascer- 
tain from our consular agénts abroad the truth or falsity of the 
facts that goods manufactured abroad were sold cheaper in this 
country than they were sold in the foreign country, the place 
of manufacture. 

That document is here, and I know that since that document 
has been printed and laid upon the desk of Members that charge 
has not been made, for we have reports from consular agents 
from every country abroad, giving the statistics showing that is 
not the truth. Let us see how that 





is: 


Senate Document No. 16, Sixty-first Congress, first session. 

Selling foreign manufactured goods in United States at prices lower 
than the domestic price 

Letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, with accompanying 


papers, in response to Senate r¢ 
information concerning the 
goods in this country at pri 


solutions of March 6 and April 5, 1909, 
practice of selling foreign manufactured 
es lower than the domestic prices. 

This is such a valuable document and there is so much infor- 
mution in it that I should like to have the Senate present. I do 
not like to speak to empty seats, and therefore I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call 


the roll. 

The Secretary called the rell, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Beveridge Chamberlain Ileyburn Penrose 
Borah Clapp Jones Piles 
Bourne Clark, Wyo. Kean Root 
Bradley Crane La Follette Smith, Mich. 
Brandegee Crawford Lodge Smith, 8. C. 
st ; Cummins Lorimer Smoot 
I Dick McCumber Thornton 
B Dixon Nelson Warner 
IB Flint Newlands Warren 
I Foster Nixon Wetmore 
I Gamble Oliver Young 
I Gronna Overman 
Cc Guggenheim Page 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to their names. A quorum is present 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I was proceeding to say 
that I am opposed to all this extravagance, making more office 
holders, spending millions and millions and millions of dollars, 
and duplicating offices. That is what we doing. If you 
would investigate these departments of the Government you 
would find a hundred duplications in the different departments. 
We have got these consular agents, I say, costing us $38,000,000, 
sending the very same information here that it costs a couple 
of millions in another department to get. We have those con- 
sular reports weekly and monthly. We have the reports of 
the Bureau of Statistics weekly and monthly, publishing prac- 
tically the same thing, piling up, piling up statistics on these 
very subjects, and here we come in now and ask for a tariff 
that is going to cost us at least $500,000, because 


Fifty Senators have answered 


are 


CODUDISSION 
this board over here costs $400,000, and they are given exten- 
sive power to send all sort of agents abroad, to Europe, and 
to sit down with consular agents and drink wine, and see the 
country at $15 a day and $10 a day salary, and when they get 
the information and send it back here, what is it worth? You 


will have no more valuable information than you have to-day 
right here in the office of the Secretary of State and the Bureau 
of Statistics. 
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If these consular agents can not give us all this information, 
let us send somebody there who will. I know myself, Mr. Presi- 
dent, of an agent who has been sent abroad at $10 a day salary 
and $10 expenses, who has traveled all around the world, visit- 
ing every country in the world. He has sent information back 
here—valuable information it is—and we have it. What do 
you want with any more? He is a tariff expert, too, and ene 
of the best tariff experts in this country. 


After getting this information and coming back, what did 
we do with it? There is now a tariff board in this city that 
is costing us $200,000 a year, and the first thing we do when 
they go to work is to send for this young man and give him 
$4,500 and put him at work on the tariff board here. Ilere 
we have appropriated $60,000 in one bill to send more trained 
agents abroad. That is a very wise provision of law. Two 


hundred thousand dollars more is provided, I think, in the bill 
passed this evening to send agents abroad, in addition to the 
$38,006,000 appropriated for these consular agents. 

I say you can go up here in this document room and you will 
find tons and tons of documents. Sometimes you have the 
Committee on the Disposition of Useless Papers come in 
with 


ask 


nere 
a report, and when you read the report you see that th: 
for the destruction of hundreds and hundreds of to! 
valuable information furnished on the question of the tariff 
that no man ever read or ever intends to read. It is destroyed 
year in and year out. Still the money goes into the pockets 
of the men to employ these agents and the taxpayers have to 
pay for it. I doubt if there is a man in the Senate who has 
ever read this document [exhibiting]. I doubt if there is a 
Senator who has ever read it. Every morning we find docu- 
ments laid on our desks that it costs the Government thous 
and hundreds of thousands of dollars to print. No mortal man 
ever reads them. They go into the files up here, and reports 
come in year in and year out from the same old Committee on 
the Disposition of Useless Papers and Documents, and they are 
sold for old paper. 

Mr. SMOOT. And every Senator is asking for the printing 
of them. 


y 


inds 


Mr. OVERMAN, And every Senator is asking for the print- 
ing of them. That is the truth; it happens here every morning. 
It costs the Printing Office here millions and millions of dollars 
every year. Hundreds of thousands of dollars are spent in the 
duplication of work. Take the State Department, with their 
agents going abroad, taking a trip to Europe and around the 
world, paid $10 a day and $15 expenses; the Treasury Depart 
ment, with hundreds and hundreds of agents sent abroad on a 
trip to Europe, $10 a day and $15 expenses; the Department of 
Commerce and Labor, hundreds of officeholders. I heard a Re- 
publican Senator here make a speech, and he said if these offi 
cers would start up Pennsylvania Avenue, they would make an 
army of men greater than Grant’s army in the grand march 
after the war that marched up Pennsylvania Avenue. He was 
appointed on a committee here to investigate the matter, and 
he described it as equal to the army of Gen. Grant marching up 
Pennsylvania Avenue. 

We do not know how many men we have, how many us 
men and how many useless documents. We have all the infor- 
mation that can be gathered on the tariff. As to the consular 
reports, sometimes when they come we can not read them, and 
when we ask for a translation we can not get it. 

Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Carolina yield to his colleague? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I have been recently a 
ber of the committee having in charge the destruction of us 
documents, and I know what an exceedingly important su! t 
this is. My colleague is now making a speech that I think « 
to be heard by every Mentber of the Senate. Looking arow 
the empty benches, I feel like there is a necessity of getting 4 
quorum of the Senate here to hear his very illuminati) re 


PSs 


Does the Senator from North 


marks upon this exceedingly important subject. I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will cai! 
roll, 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Sen:tors 
answered to their names: 


Beveridge Burton Gamble Page 
Borah Carter Gronna Penrose 
Bourne Chamberlain Heyburn Piles 
Bradley Clapp Jones Root 

| Brandegee Clark, Wyo. Kean Smith, Mich. 

| Briggs Crane La Follette Smith, 8. C. 
Bristow Crawford Lodge Smoot 
Brown Cummins Lorimer Warner 
Burkett Dick Newlands Warren 
Burnham Dixon Nixon Wetmore 
Burrows Flint Owen Young 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
swered to their names. A quorum is not present. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the names of the absentees be called. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the demand of the 
Senator from Utah, the Senator from North Carolina moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The Senate refused to adjourn, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
names of absent Senators. 

The Secretary called the names of absent Senators, and Mr. 
OVERMAN responded to his name when called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators are pres- 
ent. There is no quorum present. 

Mr. SMOOT. 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
execute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, may I have the attention of the 
Senator from Indiana? 

It is manifest that we will not make any rapid progress, at 
least, by continuing to-night. I have said already that if there 
was an adjournment to give us time to rest so that we could 
get up before noon and get our breakfast, it is more than probable, 
I believe it is altogether probable, that to-morrow we can come 
to some satisfactory agreement between the parties with refer- 
ence to this matter. Of course, I am not in any position to 
have anything to say that anything can be done and I wi!! not 
say it. I would not want the Senator from Indiana or any 
other Senator to come to me and say that I had made a promise 
I was not keeping, and I will not make a promise that I can not 
keep and know I can not. I do not make any promise that I 
can not keep absolutely. 

sul I think it may be more than likely we can reach a con- 
clusion to-morrow that will be satisfactory. I hope so; and I 





Forty-four Senators have an- 


The Secretary will call the 


The Sergeant at Arms will 


now to an adjournment. This is the last time I am going to 
make the request. I am doing it for the physical comfort of 
all coneerned. Of course, if it is denied, all that we can 
do is to go on without any effort on my part to come to any 
conclusion to-night about anything. I am not saying that in 
any spirit—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. While the Senator has the floor, I under- 
stand the Senator to say that in his judgment and from his 
knowledge of those associated with him in his views on this 
question, he believes that if we should not continue to-night an 
agreement can be reached to-morrow morning to vote on the 
bill. I understand perfectly the Senator does not put that in 
the form of a promise; it is his belief that that can be done. 

Mr. STONE. I believe that after conferring among ourselves 
and then having some conferences with Senators upon the other 





side an agreement can be arrived at. That is my view about 
it now, but— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said in private conversation 
with me a moment ago—and I repeat it merely because it is 


substantially what the Senator is saying now, except the time— 
it was his confident belief that if we did not continue the con- 
sideration of this matter to-night an agreement could be reached 
to vote upon the measure early Thursday, or at the latest early 
Friday morning. If that is the Senator’s understanding, I 
think it clears my mind. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator is, of course, using his own lan- 
guage. What I have said I say on the floor, that I think if an 
opportunity is given for conferences among our friends here, 
this side and that, an understanding can be arrived at. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, Mr. President 

Mr. STONE. Now, what I say is that I am expressing my 
individual views upon the proposition. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I have no doubt that is the view of the few 
Senators on this side who are here. What others who are not 
here are going to say about it I do not know. Of course, the 
Senator from Missouri can not be bound by that. 

Mr. STONE. I can not be, and I do not intend to put myself 
the attitude of being bound by it. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Indiana understood that. 
Mr. STONE. I do not know what can be done, but I do say 
that there is a far better opportunity of accomplishing the end 
the Senator from Indiana has in view—that is, a vote on this 
bill on Thursday afternoon or Friday morning—by this arrange- 
ment than by the course of coercion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator must modify that term. 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to say— 
and this I say with a good deal of feeling and conscience— 
that whatever the discomforts may be to Senators on either 
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side, we shall debate the question—we can do it d are pr 
pared to do it as long as we feel we desire to do it Cherefore 
it is better to give the opportunity for this conference in the 
hope and belief that an arrangement can be made 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, my friend’s last sugges 
tion was, I am sure he will s« on refi Ss ; 
Everybody takes it for granted that the Senator can always 
debate; and of course the Senator does not mean to use the 
word “ coercion,” because that is not in anybody's mind, as the 


Senator well knows. 


The Senator has given us his views, for which I have very 


great respect, as he very well knows. I observed that the Sena 
tor from North Carolina spoke to him, and then wanted to take 
the floor himself. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I wanted to have a thorough understand 
jing. So far as I am concerned, I am willing to have an agre 


ment in the morning. I know what the Senator says, but 
not know what somebody else may say. I do not know 

Mr. WARREN. I desire that Senators should address the 
Chair. We should like to hear what they say. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I said I did not want to give his views or 


I do 


those of any other Senator on this floor. I can only say what 
| we have said and done among ourselves. For some Senator at 
home and in bed asleep I can not speak. We only say what we 
think about it, and we give our own views in the matte 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the opinion of the Senator’s col 


leacue coincide with the opinion of the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, far as I am personally 
concerned, I would have no disposition to participate in any fili 
bustering tactics upon this measure, and I would be perfectly 
willing to fix a time to vote. So far as my whispered conversa 
tion with the Senator from Missouri is concerned, I will say to 
the Senator that my suggestion was that we would probably be 
able at a conference in the morning to come to some agreement 
about it, but that I did not think it would be wise to unquali 


so 


y : 4 , | fiedly promise or to hold out any false hopes about it until we 
ask the Senator from Indiana, in charge of the bill, to consent | had had an opportunity to confer. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator, then, thinks as the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Stone] and his colleague [Mr. OverMaAn] 
think, that it is likely- 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think if we are given an opportunity to 
have a conference in the morning that the probabilities are that 
we will be able to come to a satisfactory agreement; but I do 
not think that we are in a position to promise absolutely that we 
will be able to do so. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, upon the assurance 
stated by the three Senators, I move that the Senate adjourn 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before putting that motion 
the Chair will suggest that, if there be no objection, the pro- 
ceedings under the call of the Senate will be vacated. 


as 


The ques- 


tion is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana that the 
Senate adjourn. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, let us have the yeas and 


| nays on that motion. 


The yeas and nays 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FLINT (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON 


were ordered, and the Secretary p 


I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from New York 
{Mr. Derpew] and vote. I vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (after having voted in the affirma 
ti I have a general pair with the Senator from Missouri 


Stone]. I notice that on the roll call 

absent, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the negative). I for 
that I have a pair with the junior Senator from Flori 
FLETCHER]. I transfer that pair to the junior 
Wisconsin [Mr. STEPHENSON] and will let my vote stand. 

Mr. PAGE. I again announce the necessary absence of my 
colleague [Mr. DILLINGHAM]. He red wi 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Tim~MAN] 


he is apparent!) 


Senator from 


1e¢ 
is pai 


Mr. OVERMAN (after having voted in the affirmative) I 
voted under a misapprehension. I thought that the Senator 


from California [Mr. Perkins], with whom I am paired, w: 
present. I see he is not, and therefore I will withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced; and there were nays 24, 
as follows: 


yeas 25, 


YEAS—25. 





Bankhead Cummings Root Thornton 
Beveridge Gore Shively Watson 
Briggs Heyburn Simmons Wetmore 
Burton Kean Smith, Md. Young 
Carter Lodge Smith, 8. C. 

Chamberlain Martin Swanson 

Crane Percy Taylor 
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NAYS—724., 
Borah Burkett Dixon Owen 
Bourne Burnham Flint Page 
Bradley Burrows Gamble Penrose 
Brandegee Clapp Gronna Smith, Mich, 
bristow Crawford La Follette Smoot 
Brown Dick Lorimer Warner 


NOT VOTING—42. 


Aldrich Dillingham McCumber Richardson 
Bacon du Pont Money Scott 
Bailey Fletcher Nelson Stephenson 
Bulkeley Foster Newlands Stone 
Clark, Wyo. Frazier Nixon Sutherland 
Clarke, Ark. Frye Oliver Taliaferro 
Culberson Gallinger Overman Terrell 
Cullom Guggenheim Paynter Tillman 
Curtis Hale Perkins Warren 
Davis Johnston Piles 
Depew Jones tayner 

Mr. WARREN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 


overlooked the fact for the moment that I was paired with the 


he would vote on the same side of this question as I have voted, 
I will withdraw my vote and preserve the pair. 

So the motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o'clock and 35 min- 
utes a. m. Thursday, March 2, 1911) the Senate adjourned 
until Thursday, March 2, 1911, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 1, 1911. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


DAM ACROSS THE COLORADO RIVER, ARIZ. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the bill 


(S. 10808) to authorize the Greeley-Arizona Irrigation Co. to 
build a dam across the Colorado River at or near Head Gate 
Rock, near Parker, in Yuma County, Ariz., which the Clerk will 
read, a similar House bill being on the calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Greeley-Arizona Irrigation Co., a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of Arizona, is hereby authorized to 
construct, maintain, and operate a diversion dam in and across the 
Colorado River at a piace known as Head Gate Rock, near Parker, 
Yuma County, in the Territory of Arizona, in accordance with the ped 
visions of the act approved June 23, 1910, entitled “An act to amend an 


act entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction of dams across navi- 
gable waters,’ approved June 21, 1906: Provided, That the actual 
construction of said dam shall be begun within two years and com- 


pleted within four years from the date of the passage of this act: And 
provided further, That the actual construction of said dam shall not be 
commenced until the plans and specifications therefor shall have been 
presented to and approved by the Secretary of the Interior in addition 
to the requirements of the act approved June 23, 1910, entitled “An 


act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction of 
dams across navigable waters,’ approved June 21, 1906,” and, in ap- 


roving the plans and specifications, the Secretary of the Interior may 
mpose such conditions as to him shall seem proper for the protection 
of the»public interests of Indians and the United States. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A similar House bill, H. R. 32756, on the House Calendar 
was, by unanimous consent, ordered to lie on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARK. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House the 
bill (S. 10882) to authorize the county of Ouachita, in the State 
of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across Ouachita River, which 
the Clerk will read, a similar House bill being on the calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the county 
Arkansas, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, 
operate a traffic bridge and approaches thereto across the Ouachita 
River at Camden, Ark., in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of a bridge over navigable 
waters,” approved March 23, 1906 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


OUACHITA RIVER, 


of Ouachita, in the State of 


The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A similar House bill, H. R. 32908, on the House Calendar 
was, by unanimous consent, ordered to lie on the table. 


EDWIN M. HACKER, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House the 
bill (S. 10476) for the relief of Passed Asst. Paymaster Ed- 
win M. Hacker, which the Clerk will read, a similar House bill 
being on the calendar, 


and | 








Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money], and, although I believe | inherited 





The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to restore Passed Asst. Paymaster 
Edwin M. Hacker, United States Navy, to a place on the list of pay 
officers of the Navy, next after Passed Asst. Paymaster Thom William- 
son, jr., United States Navy. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I oppose the passage of this bill. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recognized. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, a bill similar to this one has been 
unanimously reported from the House Committee on Naval 
Affairs. It has been recommended by the excellent Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin 
will not object to its passage. It is in every way a meritorious 
proposition. The bill is one in which I am not personally in- 
terested; it is really not of interest to my constituents, being an 
proposition left to me by my late colleague, Mr. 
Brownlow. It is a measure in which he was very deeply 
concerned. Paymaster Hacker is a competent, worthy, and de- 
serving official. He has been unfairly treated, unintentionally, 
and I appeal to the Members of this House to support this just 
bill. 


In order that the merits of this bill may be fully understood 
I ask that the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 10476) for the relief of Passed Asst. Paymaster Edwin M. Hacker, 
having considered the same, report thereon with a recommendation that 
it pass, with the following amendments: 

At the end of line 7 change comma to period. 

Strike out lines 8 to 12, inclusive. 

The bill as amended has the approval of the Navy Department, as 
will appear by the following communication: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
Washington, February 10, 1911. 

My Dear Senator: Referring to your letter dated January 27, 1911, 
transmitting a bill (S. 10476) “for the relief of Passed Asst. Pay- 
master Edwin <4. Hacker,” and requesting the department’s opinion 
thereon, I have the honor to inform you as follows: 

The act of March 3, 1903 (32 Stat., 1197), authorized the appoint- 
ment of “ 26 additional passed assistant and assistant paymasters, in all 
96,” and for reasons wate seemed controlling at that time to the de 
Seenen, this entire increase was placed in the lower of those two 
grades. 

On January 1, 1908, Passed Asst. Paymaster Edwin M. Hacker, 
— States Navy, then an assistant paymaster, stood No. 3 in his 
grade. 

Early in that year the department considered the matter of the pro- 
motion of the pay officers in the lower grades, and, being uncertain as 
to the proper construction of the law, asked for an opinion of the At 
torney General upon the question, which opinion was rendered on 
February 19, 1908 (26 Op. A. G., 511), and of which the following is 
the syllabus: 

“The number of passed assistant and assistant paymasters in the 


| Navy to be appointed in each of the two grades under the act of March 


3, 1903 (32 Stat., 1197), not being prescribed by that act, is necessarily 


| left to Executive discretion, to be controlled by the general terms and 


regupettute providing for the advancement of 
service. 

“Nor is it required that the relative proportion of officers in each of 
those two grades shall remain always the same, a change in the propor 
tion being within the discretion of the Executive, unless controlled by 
general laws or regulations.” 

In accordance with this opinion the department, on February 21, 
1908, issued the following memorandum: 

“It is directed that hereafter assistant paymasters shall be con- 
sidered due for promotion to be passed assistant paymasters as soon as 
they have served three years in the grade of assistant paymaster: 
Provided, That the number of passed assistant paymasters shal! not 
exceed 56.” . 

As a result of this direction some 30 assistant paymasters 
examined for promotion, one of whom was Mr. Hacker, 
fessionally, and, in accordance with law, was suspended from prom 
tion for one year. It thus happened that about 28 of his juniors ad 
vanced above him, and it is from this excessive loss of numbers that 
the bill aims to give relief. 

Subsequently, Mr. Hacker made application to the department for 
such action as might be necessary to restore to him the loss of numbers 
This application was most favorably indorsed by the Chief of the 
tureau of Supplies and Accounts, and Mr. Hacker's record being other 
wise excellent, the department replied in part as follows: 

“You are informed that under the circumstances, and after careful 
consideration, the department decides that as the average rate of pro- 
motion of assistant paymasters during the five years from 1902 to 1907, 
inclusive, was approximately seven numbers a year, there is no obje 
tion to your obtaining relief to that extent.” ; 

While the law relating to loss of numbers resulting from suspensi: 
from promotion should be applied impartially, yet its rigors may be r 
laxed in meritorious cases where there is an abnormal loss of files not 
contemplated by the law. ’ . 

The normal operation of the statute indicates the legislative view 
as to the penalty for professional failure upon examination for ( 
motion—that is, one year’s suspension with corresponding loss of 
numbers and difference of pay—and this should not be modified in ind! 
vidual cases, nor in any case where any of the attendant circumstances 
render the officer unworthy. 

Had Mr. Hacker been examined at 


officers in the naval 


were 
who failed pro 


ractically any other time and 


failed professionally, he would have suffered a normal loss of numbers 
(found to be about seven), but owing to special and extraordinary cir 
cumstances hereinbefore outlined he lost four times that many. : 
Inasmuch, however, as Mr. Hacker was suspended from promotion 
for one year, by which, it is true, he lost an abnormal number of files, 
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yet he did not actually lose any more pay than would have been the ORGANIZED MILITIA. 
ee renin te ol cond OMT a, bot with no loss Of pay at ail, thovet | ‘The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 28436) to 
under any year’s suspension there is always a corresponding loss of | further increase the efficiency of the Organized Militia, and for 
aie ne es pay. e ap Seagenere recommended that the following modi- other purposes, a third reading of which was ordered yesterday 
Thee fi, at end of line, change comma to period. and was laid over because of a d for the reading of the 
Lines 8 to 12, inclusive, strike out. ee engrossed bill. 
As 1 Se o eertnane has no Fo cena Se meccure, . Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand the read- 
y Acting Secretary of the Nary. ing of the engrossed bill. 

The CHAIRMAN COMMITTER ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, The bill was read the third time. 

United States Senate. The SPEAKER. The question now is on the | of the 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield a little time | bill. 
to me? Mr. HAY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Certainly. The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? Mr. STAFFORD and Mr. MANN made the point of order 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman. that no quorum was present. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, this bill is similar in terms The SPEAKER. Evidently no quorum is present, and the 
to H. R. 30940. It appears from the report that Mr. Hacker, | Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant. at Arms will 
passed assistant paymaster, was examined and failed to pass | notify absent Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
professionally in the examination that is required by the Navy The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 125, 


Department for promotion. 
Duri _ the intervening year that he was obliged, 


answered 
under the 


rules of the Navy Department, to await another examination | Alexander, N. Y. 
28 of + Hacker’s juniors were advanced in the service. This | Andrus 

bill contemplates restoring Mr. Hacker to a grade above those | {"*)¢"ry 

who passed successfully. I can not see wherein there is any | Austin ~ 


merit in singling out for promotion a man who failed in the 
examination when he had his chance and who, after having 


Barclay 
Barnard 
Bartholdt 














failed, asks to be given preference over those who passed the | pennoett. Ky. 
examination. singham ~ 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Is that seriously proposed? Borland 
Mr. STAFFORD. This is the purpose and effect of the bill. | Boulet 
We had a similar matter up before the Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce Committee, where some lieutenants in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service had failed to pass the examination for | @,)4.; 
promotion, and were obliged to remain in the lower grade for | Calderhead 
a year, and during that intervening year many were promoted | Cantrill 
in the regular course to the higher numbers. It was proposed Chap a 
to bring those lieutenants back several numbers to the standing j Cocks, N. Y. 
near to that they might have had if they had passed success- | Cole P; 
fully. ton Ohio” 
Mr. SLAYDEN. What reason is there why this extraordi- | Craig 
nary thing should be done? | Creager 
Mr. STAFFORD. There is no reason whatsoever advanced, | Currier 
except that during this intervening year a great number of men | Davidson 
happen to be promoted to the higher grade, more than the usual | tee 
number. I do not believe it is fair to the men who have passed | poqqa 
successfully; who have taken the examination, and who have | Donglas 
met the conditions. | Driscoll, M. E. 
, Dupre 
If the gentleman can advance any reason why this man, who, | pyrey 
in the examination, failed to meet the requirements of the | Dwight 
service, I may withdraw my objection; but there is no excuse | 1ll's 
whatsoever advanced for his failure to pass the professional ex as 
amination, and I ask why this man should be singled out and, , ,. 
placed above these 28 others who were promoted during that | ‘4jjo) 
year, and given something that he does not deserve, because he | ae xander, Mo. 
did not keep up with the requirements of the service. If I had | Barnh: . J 
not examined this bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar, I Ia "i — 
would not have raised this objection. My objection to the bill | Bell, Ga. 
is based on principle, and I am opposing it as I have opposed | Be« ehne 
Similar bills. It is not right that we should single out for pro- | Seamties 
motion a man who has failed in his examination. Burgess 
Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that this bill proposes to leave | Burleson 
the man seven numbers lower down on the list, which is the | & arin 
normal loss under such circumstances? € — 
Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. There is a similar bill pending be- | € 
fore the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee. . lak, Mo 
Mr. MANN. If there is such a bill before our committee, I | Cline 
have never heard of it. Collier 
Mr. STAFFORD. That was a case where certain men de- = 
sired to be placed in a standing that they did not deserve. Cox, Ind. 
Mr. MANN. 1 think the gentleman is mistaken in saying that | Crumpacke 
there is any similar bill before our committee. ect 
Mr. STAFFORD. There is a similar bill, that has been called | Dickinson 
to the attention of the chairman of the committee. Dickson, Miss. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question — A 
on the bill to the final passage. Edwards, Ga. 


The previous question was ordered. Ellerbe 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 


Adamson 
Conry 
Cowles 


Ames 
Mr. STAFFORD. Division! Anderson 
The House again divided; and there were 101 ayes and 29 re 
noes ae tlett, BM 
. Bartlett, Nev. 
So the bill was passed. Bates 


“ present ” 











as follows: 


12, not voting 8S, 
YEAS—159 
Estopinal Knapp 
Fairchild Kopp 
Fassett Ix in 
Fish Lafean 
Focht Lan a; 
Fordney Langl 
Foss Law 
tm Vt. Law rr nee 
Full Lenroot 
Bestnes , Mass. eaeinan on 
Gardner, N. J. Longworth 
Graff Loud 
Graham, Pa. Loudenslager 
Grant Lowden 
Greene McCreary 
Griest Met . Okla. 
Guernsey McKinley, Ill. 
Hamer McKinney 
Hamilton McLaughlin, Mich 
Hanna McMorran 
Haugen Madden 
Hawley Malby 
Heald Mann 
Higgins Massey 
Hill Miller, Kans, 
Hobson Miller, Minn. 
Howell, N. J. Moon, Pa. 
Howland Moore, Pa. 
Hubbard, Iowa Morehead 
Hubbard, W. Va. Mors an, Mo 
Hull, sows a Morgan, Okla. 
Humphrey, Wash onion 
Jamiaeen Murphy 
Johnson, Ohio Nelson 
Joyce Norris 
Keifer Nvyé 
Kendall Olcott 
Kennedy, Iowa Olmsted 
Kennedy, Ohio Palmer, H. W. 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Parker 
NAYS—125 
Fer Johnson, 8. C. 
Fitzgerald Jones 
Floyd, Ark Keliher 
Garner, Tex. Kinkead, N. J. 
Garrett Kitchin 
Gillespie Korbly 
Gl Lamb 
Godwin Latta 
Goldfogle Lee 
Gordon Lever 
Graham, Il. Lindbergh 
Gregg Lloyd 
Hamlin MeCall 
Hammond McDermott 
Hardwick Mell 
Hardy Macon 
Harrison Macuire, Nebr 
Havens Martin, Colo 
Hay Mavs 
Heflin Mite? 
Helm Moon, Tenn 
Henry, Tex. Morrison 
Hitchcoc x Moss 
Hollingsworth Nicholls 
Houston O'Connell 
Howard Oldfield 
Hlughes, Ga Padgett 
Hughes, N. J. Page 
Hull, Tenn. Palmer, A. M. 
Humphreys, Miss. Peters 
James Rainey 
Johnson, Ky. Ransdell, La 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”’—12. 
Finley Foster, Ill. 
Flood, Va Henry, Conn. 


Fornes 

NOT 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bowers 
Broussard 
Burke, Pa. 
Burnett 
Byrd 


Slemp 


VOTING—88 


syrns 
Campbell 
Capron 
Clark, Fl 
Coudrey 
Cravens 


a. 


l’arson 
Payne 
Pickett 
Plumley 
Poindexter 
Pratt 

Pray 

Pi ad 

Reeder 
Robert 
Rodenberg 
Scott 
Sheflield 

Si ons 
=n ” 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Sterling 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Swasey 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Tilson 


Townsend 
1 nde! wood 


Volstead 
Vreeland 
Washburn 
Weel 

Whee! 

Wilson, Il. 
Woods, lowa 
Woody: ird 





Spe aker 


Rauch 
Richardson 
Robinson 
Roddenbery 
Rucker, Mo. 
Saunders 
hackleford 








Sharp 
Shey P y ird = 
Sherley ve 
Sh erweed 
Sims 
Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Tex. 
Spight 
Ss ! rex. 
tt 
Tawney 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, N. ( 
rou Velle 
Turnbull 
Webb 
Wickliffe 
Wilson, Pa. 
Smith, Mich. 
Stanley 


Wallace 


Crow 
Davis 
Denby 
Dent 
Dies 
Draper 
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Edwards, Ky. Hayes Martin, 8. Dak. Riordan 


Elvins Hinshaw Maynard Rothermel 
Englebright Howell, Utah Millington Rucker, Colo. 
Foelker Huff Mondell Sabath 
Fowler Hughes, W. Va. Moore, Tex. Smith, Cal. 
Gaines Kahn Morse Smith, lowa 
Gallagher Knowland Mudd Southwick 
Gardner, Mich. Kronmiller Murdock Sparkman 
Garner, Pa. Legare Needham Stevens, Minn. 
Gill, Md. Lindsay Patterson Thomas, Ohio 
Gill, Mo. Lively Pearre Wanger 
Gillett Lundin Pou Watkins 
Goebel McCredie Prince Weisse 

Good McKinlay, Cal. Randell, Tex. Wiley 
Goulden McLachlan, Cal. Reid Willett 
Hamill Madison Rhinock Wood, N. J. 


So the bill was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

For the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. WILEY with Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. Smirn of Michigan with Mr. CLarK of Florida (excepting 
istrict legislation). 

Mr. Hucues of West Virginia with Mr. Byrp. 
Mr. Situ of California with Mr. CRAVENS, 

Mr. Stemp with Mr. Froop of Virginia. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Cowres with Mr. Byrgns. 

Mr. Gorset with Mr. DENT. 

Mr. DenBy with Mr. GALLAGHER. 

Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. ANDERSON. 
Mr. Bates with Mr. SaBaTH. 

Mr. McLAcuLan of California with Mr. ASHBROOK. 
Mr. Ames with Mr. Ret. 

Mr. Murpock with Mr. RHINOCK. 

Mr. Woop of New Jersey with Mr. PATTERSON. 
Mr. MILLINGTON with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Capron with Mr. Griz of Missouri. 

Mr. Monbett with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. BARCHFELD with Mr. Bowers. 

Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania with Mr. BRoussArD, 
Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. FINLEY, 

Mr. Davis with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. Draper with Mr. DIes. 


I 


Mr. GAINES with Mr. Gitt of Maryland. 
Mr. GiLLettr with Mr. GouLDEN. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. HAMILL. 
Mr. Howe tt of Utah with Mr. LEGARE, 

Mr. KAHN with Mr. LINDSAY. 

Mr. KNoOWLAND with Mr. LIVELY. 


Mr. Martin of South Dakota with Mr. Moore of Texas. 

Mr. PEARRE with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 

Mr. Situ of Iowa with Mr. RIorDAN. 

Mr. Srevens of Minnesota with Mr. Rucker of Colorado. 

Mr. Goop with Mr. WATKINS. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. Couprey with Mr. WILLETT. 

Mr. Etvins with Mr. Fornes. 

Ending March 2, 11 a. m.: 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT with Mr. Bartiett of Nevada, 

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. Conry, 

For this day: 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. RoTHERMEL, 

On militia bill alone: 

Mr. Bennetr of Kentucky 
(against). 

On this vote: 

Mr. Soutuwick with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, under a misapprehension I 
voted “no.” I find that I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. WANGER. I wish to change my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the name of the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. ADAMSON, and he answered 
“ Present.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. STEENERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL, 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they had presented to the Presi- 
dent. of the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 28215. An act to fix the time of holding the circuit and 
district courts for the northern district of West Virginia ; 

H. R. 18512. An act for the relief of S. H. Robinson, of Alle- 
gheny County, Pa.; 

H, R. 20603, An act for the relief of Henry Haltman; 


(in favor) with Mr. Burnetr 


CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. Marcn 1, 





H. R. 26656. An act to prevent the disclosure of national de- 
fense secrets; 

H. R. 29857. An act to amend section 3287 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States as amended by section 6 of chap- 
ter 108 of an act approved May 28, 1880, page 145, volume 21, 
United States Statutes at Large; 

H. R. 30570. An act to authorize the receipt of certified checks 
drawn on national and State banks for duties on imports and 
internal taxes, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 31806. An act to amend section 1 of the act approved 
March 2, 1907, being an act to amend an act entitled “An act 
conferring jurisdiction upon United States commissioners over 
offenses committed on a portion of the permanent Hot Springs 
Reservation, Ark.;” 

II. R. 32082. An act limiting the privileges of the Government 
free bathhouse on the public reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., 
to persons who are without and unable to obtain the means to 
pay for baths; 

Hi. R. 32844. An act to protect the locators in good faith of oil 
and gas lands who shall have effected an actual discovery of oil 
or gas on the public lands of the United States, or their succes- 
sors in interest; 

H. R. 29360. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 31856. An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

8.10882. An act to authorize the county of Ouachita, in the 
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across Ouachita River; 

S. 10808. An act to authorize the Greeley-Arizona Irrigation 
Co. to build a dam across the Colorado River at or near Head 
Gate Rock, near Parker, in Yuma County, Ariz; and 

S. 10476. An act for the relief of Passed Asst. Paymaster 
Edwin M. Hacker. 

PANAMA CANAL BONDS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 10456) to 
restrain the Secretary of the Treasury from receiving bonds 
issued to provide money for the building of the Panama Canal 
as security for the issue of circulating notes to national banks, 
and for other purposes, a similar House bill (H. R. 32218) be- 
ing on the calendar. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to insert in the bonds to be issued by him under 
section 39 of an act entitled “An act to provide revenue, equaliz 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved August 5, 1909, a provision that such bonds 
shall not be receivable by the Treasurer of the United States as se 
curity for the issue of circulating notes to national banks; and the 
bonds containing such provision shall not be receivable for that 
purpose. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker ; 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise the ques 
tion of consideration on this bill, and pending that I want to 
see if I can make an arrangement with the gentleman from 
New York about the debate on the bill, if the question of con- 
sideration is not raised. 

Mr. PAYNE. What does the gentleman desire in reference 
to debate? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
side. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is pretty late in the session for that, but if 
is a very important bill. I suppose if the gentleman raises 
the question of consideration it might take half an hour to 
vote. I have thought of an hour for both sides. Will the gen 
tleman compromise on an hour and a half? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There are a great many requests on 
this side for time. Gentlemen would like to be heard. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the debate proceed for two hours, one-half to be controlled by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] and one-half 
by myself, and at the end of that time the previous question 
to be considered as ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Subject to amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani 
mous consent that all debate on this bill shall be closed in two 
hours, one-half to be controlled by the gentleman from New 
York and one-half by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop], at the end of which time the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill for final passage. 





I think there ought to be an hour on 4 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
think there will be any. 

Mr. PAYNE. I modify the request to that extent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, at the time we were formulating 
the present tariff law there had been issued bonds for the con- 
struction of the Panama Canal in the amount of $87,309,594.83 
and that money had been turned in to pay toward the construc- 
tion of the canal. There has been expended in the construction 
of the canal up to this date $229,430,929.45, leaving a balance 
expended out of the general fund of the Treasury, and reim- 
bursable from the sale of bonds, of $140,000,000 and upward. 
We put a clause in the tariff act authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue bonds bearing a rate of interest not 

exceeding 3 per cent to provide funds for the entire construc- 


On the bill and amendments. do not 


tion of the Panama Canal as then estimated, to wit, $375,200,950, 
There have been issued to this date $84,000,000, leaving a bal- 
ance of bonds authorized and not yet issued of $290,569,000. 


The construction so far of the canal has been paid out of the 
general funds of the Treasury, and although in the last three 
or four years we have been running pretty close on the balance 
of general funds in the Treasury, still the Treasury Department 
has been able to pay for this construction up to date. But, 
Mr. Speaker, the time is coming, and is not far off, when we 
would have to issue bonds to reimburse the Treasury for a por- 
tion of this expenditure. The deficit from the 1st of July up 
to the present date, by the Treasury report of this morning, 
is $4,975,038.36. This is on the basis of the ordinary expenses 
of the Government, but we have already expended this year 
for canal purposes $25,354,587.388, so that the total deficit for 
this year, including Panama expenditures, is $30,309,625.21, 
It is hoped that this deficit may be decreased between now 
and the 30th of June; but, 
in the face of the fact of some extraordinary 
which the Treasury may be called upon to pay. 

In the first place, we have actions pending against the Treas- 
ury for the tax on corporations on which we have collected in 
round numbers $27,000,000. Of course, as gentlemen all know, 
that case is pending in the Supreme Court, but we can not 
always tell with certainty what the court may decide. As for 
myself, I have always believed that the tax was constitutional. 
Other gentlemen of the House, better lawyers than I am, be 
lieve that it is not, but if the court decides against us that 
$27,000,000 must be paid and can only be paid out of the issue 
of bonds, because we are authorized to reimburse the Treasury 
for the expenditures for the canal, and, of course, 
bursement, if necessary, will go into the general fund for the 
expenditures of the Treasury Department. 

Mr, MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; for just a question. 

Mr. MADDEN. I desire to ask this question for informa- 
tion. Does the gentleman from New York know how much has 
been paid out of the Treasury that has not been reimbursed 
from any source in the matter of the canal construction ? 

Mr. PAYNE. The balance over and above the bonds that 
have been issued one hundred and forty-two million 
hundred and twenty-one thousand and odd dollars. We are en- 
titled to issue bonds to the amount to- day to place the amount 
in the Treasury now. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will indulge me on this im- 
mediate point I will then yield for a question. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 


has yielded once. 


expenditures 


a question? 


is 


Is the gentleman of opinion that taking from 
these bonds the right to secure circulation ' 

Mr. PAYNE. I will come to that; of course I can not speak 
about everything at once. Now, Mr. Speaker, if I can get back 
to the point from which my attention was diverted, if the Su- 
preme Court should decide this tax case against us, we would 
also lose $25,000,000 the Treasury estimated for the tax to be 
collected for this fiscal year. Adding that to the $27,000,000 
already collected, which we would have to reimburse, would 
make a further deficit of $52,000,000. Then we can not ignore 
the fact that the pension bill, which we have passed, and which 
is now in the Senate, and which mi: ly or may not become a law 
before the 4th day of this present month, calls all the way from 





the lowest estimate to perhaps not the highest, of from $30,- 
000,000 to $50,000,000. 
So that an issue of bonds is imminent. Then, there is the 


question of the ordinary receipts and disbursements. Every 


gentleman knows that under any revenue bill the receipts are 
largely affected by the business of the country. What the busi- 
ness of the country may be for the present year that we have 
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one | 
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on the other hand, we have to look | 


| that purpose. 
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now entered 


upon no man can say. We have had two quite 
prosperous years, and an immense revenue under the present 
law. Whether there will be a curtailment of that revenue or 
not, of course, is only in the future, but it would be a calamity 
if some legislation were not passed by which we could at any 
time replenish the Treasury for these overdrafts which may 
come upon us. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the clause of the tariff act which au- 
thorized these bonds, as in the other bonding acts, no reference 
was made as to whether the bonds should or should not be used 
as security for the issue of currency notes of the national 
banks, and therefore they come under the banking act which 
provides that any bonds of the United States may be so used as 
security for the redemption of these national-bank notes. 

Outside of these bonds authorized, the only method by which 
the funds in the Treasury can be replenished would be by bor- 
rowing money on certificates which the Treasury is authorized 
to issue and which is provided for in this same tariff act, to 
run not in excess of one year, and to draw interest at the rate 
of not exceeding 3 per cent. These certificates might be issued 
in an emergency, but it is quite plain, if the emergency arises 
and the bonds or certificates are issued, we shall not want to 
redeem any part of them within a year after the issue. Con- 


gress has settled on the policy that the expense of this canal 
is to be paid for out of bonds, to be paid for by the future gen- 
erations that will enjoy more the benefit of the canal than the 
present generation. And so it would seem that the last thing 
to be resorted to would be the $200,000,000 of Treasury cer- 
tificates authorized by the act. The provision for these certiti- 
cates was made a part of the permanent law of the country, so 
that in any case where the receipts run below the expenditures 
it will be possible to borrow for a short length of time money 
to be paid within the year. It not desirable to issue them 
for the funding of the canal debt. They were not meant for 
We provided bonds for that purpose, to become 


is 


| due in the future and to be paid in the future. 


Mr. Speaker, the security for national-bank notes, of course, 


has been 2 per cent bonds issued by the United States—not 
because the investors of money in the country desired gen- 
erally to lend money to the Government at 2 per cent—that 
did not pay; the credit of the Treasury was not sufficient to 
justify the loaning of money to the Government at 2 per cent. 


But, coupled with that, we have this provision of the national 


banking law which virtually compelled the banks when they 
| took out circulation to take these 2 per cent bonds, and, with 
| the half of 1 per cent tax upon their circulation, to take what 


that reim- | 





I thought the gentleman would yield as he | 





| but 


little there was in it, and they could not get the circulation un- 
less they bought the bonds. These bonds have been bought by 
them at par, or a little beyond—at 102, generally. Of the 2 
per cent bonds that have been issued the great bulk of them are 
held by the national banks. Seven hundred and thirty million 
dollars of them have been carried by the banks for circulation, 
they have reached the limit where they want these bonds 
for circulation, and no more circulation is desired. Not even the 
emergency circulation proposed in the previous bill has been de- 
sired by the banks since that bill passed, and here are 


eT 


$730.000,000 of bonds held by the banks. 


these 


Now, Mr. Speaker, in addition to that the banks hold a block 
of these bonds which they have deposited with the Treasury 
Department as security for the deposits of the national funds. 
The banks have the bonds yet, but we have run so low that 
we have no money to deposit as security for these bonds. Of 
course there is a prejudice against banks and always will 
be, and yet the banks are represented by stockholders, and 
stockholders are human beings, and some of those human 
stockholders, or, at least, I suppose a good many of them, are 
sitting in this House to-day, and they know something about 
their human feelings toward banks and bank stock. ‘These 
people have been forced by their Government to buy these bonds 
and pay above par for them, and pay more than they were 
really worth, for security of the banks’ circulation, and they 
were led into supposing that they were going to get some de- 
posits of the United States funds, and they ught more of 
these bonds, which they now hold. The bonds held by individ- 
uals are only a small amount in the whole. I will not under- 
take to say from memory how much. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. In just a moment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Right at that point. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, right at that point. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman from New York 
imagine that the national banks were innocently misled inte 


making a bad investment? 
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Mr. DOUGLAS. Or does 
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he think they were forced to make | 
a bead investment? 

Mr. PAYNE. They were forced to make a bad investment or 
else go without circulation. Whether that is misleading or not 
I leave to the gentleman’s conscience. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why were they forced? 

Mr. PAYNE. Because they could not get along without it. 
They had to put up bonds. These were the only ones they 


could do it with. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Were they forced to do that when other 
bonds were outstanding at the same premium? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. They did not need to take 
if they did not think it was profitable. 

Mr. PAYNE. They were not forced? What a proposition! 
We bad to have banks; we had to have currency; we had to 
have money; and the only way it could be given to them was 
by putting up these bonds. You may call it force, or you may 
call it patriotism on the part of the banks to furnish currency. 
However it was, they were squeezed between the upper and 
the nether millstones, and they did not suppose that the United 
States would ever do anything to disparage those bonds and 
send them to a discount. 

They supposed that the United States in the issue of bonds 
would make some regulation by which the new bonds ,would 
give no better privilege to the other national banks coming in 
than they had themselves, or force the rate of premium up so 
high that they could not afford to take them. In any event, 
in any way you put it, the result is The same. If it were 
merely a pocketing of the loss by somebody, and that were.-all 


out circulation 


there was of the question, it would be different. But the 
Government of the United States ought to be as honest and 


scrupulous in its transactions as the most scrupulous of its 
citizenship. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. And when a private individual forces a loan 
from another and then goes to work to impair the value of that 
loan, he creates an equity against himself. 

Mr. DAWSON. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest right 
there that by reason of the refunding of the 2 per cent bonds 
the Government made a net saving in interest charges of over 
$17,000,000 ? 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman know that if they 
did not refund them they would not have paid any interest 
at all? 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. HARDY. I understood the gentleman to say that of 
these bonds the banks bought a certain quantity with the idea 
of issuing circulation upon them as the basis of circulation, and 
that they were induced to do so through the belief that the 
Government would make deposits in their banks. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is getting two things mixed up. 
It is true that a portion of the bonds were bought for circula- 
tion, and a portion were bought for security of deposits. The 
large bulk were bought for circulation. 

Mr. HARDY. “For security of deposits,” the gentleman says. 
I understand the gentleman said that in that hope they were 
misled. Now, did not the bankers know much about the 
possibilities of Government bonds as anybody in this country? 
How could they have been misled? 

Mr. PAYNE. They might have known that and still would 
not know that the Government funds would be entirely with- 
drawn. 

Mr. HARDY. 
Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. They did not know how much money would be 
expended by the Government. You and I did not know it. No- 
body knew it. Nobody could know it. Nobody knew how much 
money would be raised by taxation. 

Mr. HARDY. They knew the condition of the Treasury and 
the laws under which they were expected to get these deposits. 

Mr. PAYNE. They knew Congress might change the taxing 
law any day. If there was a man in the United States who 
knew what the expenses of the Government would be under the 
appropriations made by Congress he was wiser than any man 
who ever sat on this floor and wiser than any banker that ever 
lived. 

Mr. HARDY. 
Did not the bankers, in taking that risk, take the ordinary risk 
of a purchaser? 

Mr. HILL. No; they were forced to take 25 per cent. 


as 


How could they be misled by any act of the 


One more question and then I will be through. | 


| the Philippine people. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Why, the ordinary risk of a purchaser from the 


Government of the United States, believing that the United 
States would do the honorable thing by them. 

Mr. HARDY. The United States Government in no way 
pledged itself te deposit anything with these banks. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman said he only wanted to ask one 
question. I think he will have to stop. He is using all my 
time, 

Mr. HARDY. Very well, 

Mr. SIMS. May I ask half a question? They were con- 
fined to United States bonds to secure deposits—— 


Mr. PAYNE. I do not yield to the gentleman. How much 
time have I? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 23 minutes. 


Mr. PAYNE. I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. PAYNE. After 1 have yielded to others, I will be glad 
to yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the geatleman 
from Texas |Mr. SLAYbDEN]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the strictly domestic affairs of 
this Government sre of surpassing importance to its citizens but 
lack the novelty and picturesqueness of certain newer and, in 
the judgment of some of us, at least, less worthy policies. 

Our colonial experiments command the interest of all thought- 
ful citizens, however much they may be deprecated. What we 
are doing in the Philippines, what we have done and especially 
what we may hereafter do in these islands is a matter of ab- 
sorbing interest. 

Never for an instant since the first armed American set foot 
on those far-away Asiatic islands have I approved of the en 
terprise. I can not view it in any other light than as a dis 
aster to the people of the United States, the unjustified assump 
tion of enormous expense, and the abandonment of our holiest 
political tenets. 

I wish very much that in the study of this problem one could 
find more pleasing chapters. It is not a story in which Ameri 
cans can take pride. The recent investigation under the so 
called Martin resolution disclosed «a shameful but not unexpected 
condition of affairs. 

Our government in the Philippines is a carpetbag govern 
ment, and seems to have all the characteristics of government 
of that sort. In fact government of any people by aliens from 
the days of Roman proconsuls down through Clive and Hast 
ings, the very best and ablest of the tribe, to that unmatched 
horde of rascals who ruled and robbed the people of the South 
after our great Civil War has not varied greatly. 

Now and then there has been an honest governor, an unse!- 
fish, altruisti¢, confiding sort of man. I have in mind such a 
one now. But they have been few, and the subordinates have 
not all been like the occasionally honest chief. 

Our government in the Philippines has probably not been a 
bad as carpetbag government in Roman colonies, in the Indies, 
or in the Southern States, but in the main it has been no credit 
to us. Like the carpetbaggers who have gone before, our Ph 
ippine administrators have, as the evidence adduced in the ™ 
eent investigation plainly shows, displayed conspicuous zeal iu 
their own interest. 

That modern device known as State credit, evidenced by 
bonds and other securities, has been used to enhance the value 
of choice town sites and pieces of farm lands that provident 
carpetbaggers had selected for themselves. Railways and hig 
ways have been built by public funds, and strangely enoug! 
have led to the lands previously acquired by these trustees of 
It may be a mere coincidence, this jUX- 
taposition of American-owned property and these publicly built 
roads, but knowing something of the tribe of carpetbaggers | 
have my doubts. 

That in the Philippines we have simply followed the usual! 
rule of the conqueror and plundered the subject nation, doing 
this despite all protestations of disinterestedness, has been 
demonstrated this very winter before the Insular Committee ©! 
this House. The Insular Committee acted under resolutions 
limited in character, but allowing it to investigate as to whet! 
sales and leases of public lands had been made in the Philippin 
in violation of law. If its investigation had extended to the 
whole subject of the American action in the Philippines, it 
to be feared that a much more disgraceful condition of affairs 


would have been developed. As it is, considering, as the com 


sl¢ée 


mittee did, only certain phases of the land question, the results 
were bad enough. 

Great aid in the examination of the record of affairs before 
the committee has been furnished by the brief presented by 
Jackson H. Ralston, Frederick L. Siddons, and William F. 
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Richardson, attorneys for the Anti-Imperialist League, and who 
followed the course of the investigations with the greatest pos- 
sible care. I find from examination of their brief that they have 
demonstrated certain legal propositions with, as I believe, abso- 
lute clearness. These propositions, in brief, are as follows: 

(1) By the terms of the act creating the existing Philippine 
Government no ‘American citizen or citizen of any country, save 
of the Philippine Islands, was empowered to buy a foot of 
public lands in the Philippine Islands, while only Filipinos 
could obtain them by virtue of occupation and cultivation, ex- 
tending over a period of five years, and then only in tracts not 
exceeding to an individual 40 acres in extent, and to a corpora- 
tion 2.500 acres. The citizens of the islands to whom such sales 
of lands were permitted are defined by the act to be— 

All inhabitants of the Philippine Islands continuing to reside therein 
who were Spanish subjects on the 11th day of April, 1899, and then re- 
sided in said islands and their children born subsequent thereto 
* * * except such as shall have elected to preserve their allegiance 
to the Crown of Spain. 

(2) It is next shown by the brief that the so-called friar 
lnnds of the Philippines, which were purchased under the au- 
thority of the act of July 1, 1902, creating the Government of 
the islands, were subject to the same restrictions as were the 
public lands—that is, they might only be sold to citizens of the 
islands and in tracts of the size I. have mentioned, and subject 
to like conditions, 

Despite the conditions of law above shown to exist in the 
Philippine Islands, it appeared in the investigation that direct 


violations of law of the following descriptions had taken place: 


(1) The commission had valued and sold to its own members 
tracts of public lands. This without any conditions as to occu- 
pation or cultivation, the members purchasing being citizens 
of the United States and not citizens of the Philippine Islands. 

(2) The commission, in like defiance of the plain letter of 
the statute, had sold to corporations (not Filipino, but Ameri- 
can) tracts of public land as large in three several cases as 
2.500 acres in extent; this in like defiance of law. 

(3) The commission, without any authorization of Congress 
to pass such an act, had provided by its public-land laws for 
the lease in tracts as large as 2,500 acres of public lands to 


American citizens for a term of from 25 to 50 years and at a 
minimum and usual rental of 10 cents gold per acre. Under 


this violation of law the commission had permitted to be leased 
to the nephew of the member approving the lease a tract of 
2,500 acres for a period of 25 years, renewable for a like period, 
at $250 gold per annum. 

(4) The commission had permitted the sale to its own execu- 
tive secretary of 4,200 acres of land near the city of Manila, 
this land to be paid for in the course of 20 years, the annual 
payments being met directly from the labor of Filipino tenants. 

(5) The commission had sold tracts of friar lands, the largest 
being a body of 55,000 acres, to persons closely identified with 
the American Sugar Trust, the purpose of the purchase being 
to erect a large mill and, incidentally, to control in a great 
measure the sugar business of the Philippine Islands. 


The nature of the offenses committed by the members of the | 
commission and their subordinates is more fully set out in the | 


brief to which I have referred, such brief stating succinctly the 
facts proven before the committee and making a most damn- 
ing total. I print extracts from the brief: 

TRANSACTIONS AT BAGUIO. 
after the acquisition of the Philippine Islands it was con 


Shortly 


sidered that it would be necessary to establish a health resort in the 
mountains of the island of Luzon, and Baguio, about 160 miles from 
Manila, was chosen as the place for its establishment. By Executive 
order of October 10, 1903, Camp John Hay was established as a mili 
tary reservation at this point. On December 21, 1900 No 


(act G1), 
the Philippine Commission appropriated $75,000 in gold to construct a 
road from Pazorubio to Baguio. On November 11, 1901 (act No. 297), 
the Philippine Commission appropriated 11,000 for the purchase of 


lands and buildings at Baguio for the insular and provincial govern 
ments, 
On December 31, 1904, the commission, on the recommendation of 


Secretary of the Interior Worcester, resolved to establish a town site 


sy its act, No. 636, it had created a Government reserva 











the establishment of a town site. 

“ay 1903 (act No. 767), $1,500, local currency, was appro 
pi ted for work on Government buildings. On June 30, 1903 (act 
\o. 794), a survey was ordered for a road from Naguilian to Baguio, | 
to cost $2,500, and a survey directed of the town site; and for loca- 

1 of pumping stations and reservoir $5,000 was appropriated. 

By resolution of the commission, dated April 30, 1904, the expendi- 
ture of $3,500 was ordered for improvements at Baguio, and by 

t resolution (Annual Report 4, 1904, p. 519) PS80 were ap 
pro] ted for a pesthouse at that point. n May 26, 1906 (act 
No. 1495), the Burnham plens fer the town at Baguio were adopted. 
By act of August 18, 1906 (act No. 1527), the resolutions of the 
commission of May, June, and July, 1906, directing the proceeds of 
nd sales at Baguio to be used in or near the town site for public 
I provements, and expended by the superintendent of the Benguet 


‘oad, on approval of the secretary of commerce and police (now Gov. 
Gen. Forbes), were confirmed, 
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dso 


On December 22, 1906 (act No. 1508), ®30,000 were appropriated 
for the Governor General's residence and P5,000 for a building for the 
employees of the bureau of R blic works 

On June 27, 1907 (act No. 1662), £5,000 were appropriated for 
the construction of the hospital building at Baguio On August 17, 
1907, 8,250 were — riated for buildings for the bureau of agri- 
culture and ®20,000 for the improvement of the Baguio town site 


On October 2, 1907 (act No. 1735), grant of railway concession 


a 

for the railway to Baguio was ordered 

On May 29, 1908 (act No. 1837 of the Philippine Legislature), 
P11,000 were appropriated for additions to Benguet Sanitarium. On 
June 15, 1909 (act No 1957) the commission as governing non- 
Christian tribes, passed an act governing local improvements in Baguio 
and referring to a resolution of March 30, 1907, as amended, which 
resolution is not found reported in the appropriate volume 

On June 26, 1909 (act No. 1957), the Philippine Commission, acting 
under its authority as above, amended the act last recited, and on the 
same day, by act No. 1959, provided for rules governing the Benguet 


toll road. 

rhe above recital is believed complete according to data at hand, but 
apparently does not cover all appropriations, 

Under the public-land act, passed by the Philippine Commission, a 


commission was appointed to value the lands of the town site in Baguio. 
This commission acted under the direction and with the approval of 
Secretary of the Interior Worcester The lands having been thus 
valued, Secretary Worcester, on May 28, 1906, bought at the ap 


praised value about 10 acres of ground, which he had, as he says was 






























known, long desired to buy and which he considered the best building 
site in Baguio, although, as is evident from the report of sales at this 
point and a consideration of all the circumstances, not land of the 
highest appraised value 

With this résumé of facts in mind, let us consider the law and the 
proprieties of the situation, discussing some matters heretofore not 
under examination. 

It seems to us of the highest importance to call attention to cer 
tain rules of the common law, and one or two embodiments of the rule 
in statutory law, which seem to offer a touchstone to determine 
whether the actions of Government officials in the Philippines in the 
cases to be enumerated were consistent or inconsistent with the prin 
ciples of sound business morality 

It is a principle of law so well known as to need no citation, save 
it were to convince persons as ignorant of fundamentals as seem to 
have been the leading officials of the United States in the Philippine 
Islands, that a person occupying a trust relation can not deal in the 
property with relation to which he is a trustee, and can gain no 
profit out of or from such dealings if he so far transgress as to 
deal in it, 

The soundness of this rule was recognized by its embodiment in 
statutory law in section 452 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, which reads as follows: 

“The officers, clerks, and employees in the General Land Office are 
prohibited from directly or indirect!y purchasing or becoming interested 
in the purchase of any of the public land; and any person who vio 
lates this section shall forthwith be removed from his office.” 

In the case of Lavagnino vr. Uhlig (26 Utah, 1) it was said, in sub 
stance, that it was the intention of Congress to prohibit, on the ground 
of public policy, the officers, clerks, and employees in the General Land 
Office from acquiring, directly or indirectly, through a purchase from 
the Government, any of the public lands of the United States, and that 
the foregoing section applied as well to the mineral as to the other 
lands 

In re Frazin and Oppenheim the circuit court of appeals of the 
United States for the second circuit said (vol. 181, Fed. Rey p 4 

“It is a long-established principle of equity jurisprudence that a 
trustee can not become a purchaser of the trust estat And not only 
trustees, strictly speaking, but agents, attorneys, and all persons acting 
in behalf of other persons and obtaining confidential information con 
cerning their affairs can not purchase their property, except under 
certain restraints not necessary to be considered het 

In this case the appraiser himself had undertaken to purchas and 
the court, among other things, said: 

“We are fully satisfied from the r rd that the appraiser was 
negotiating with respect to the purchase of the property before he signed 

appraisals. Upon these facts, we are of t opini that the ay 
er, Hoerle, was as a matter of law incapable of purchasi: the 
erty in question at the trustee’s sale.” 

Having, therefore, laid down t ral principles, which, in our 

gment, control, or she 1 con { disposit of lands in the 

ilippines to ] t irles der tl actions of Philip 
pine officials with 1 ivrd to Baguio 1 s, begi x first with those 
who are highest in ofl 
THE CASE OF GOY. Gt FORBES 

The present governor general of the P ppi Islands is W. Ca m 
Forbes, who became such gf ‘ or in the yea 1909, havi een 
appointed vice governor on July 1, 1908, previous to which t I 
was secretary of commerce and police, 

Goy. Forbes purchased at Baguio, on May 28, 1906, two tr f 
land (p. 464), aggregating 64,600.05 sq n , as me y as 
may be, 15 acres, of ground lor this ! paid 1.293 1 Ss. ' . 
mately S6 pesos per acre; in gold about $43. 1 , on 
rom the evidence that this was the appraised v i tl 
tion is borne out by the testimony of Secretary W I 
fhe appraised value was fixed by a e 
actions were s ject to the approval of M VW t, 
therefore, of 15 acres of land, in what was des t r 
capital of the Philippines, Mr. Forbes became t 
of land which, according to Secretary Wor ter Gor | ] 

nsiders the best site in B 1io 

Since the tir of his purchase Mr. Forbes h b Governe n 
eral, and there has been erected for his use as Governor General 

I of the Philippine Government, a mansion costing nea or 

0.000 pesos, so that apparently th land | pure i v 

ny tr nt or speculation From tl tin his pure p 
ippointment as Governor or Vice G ! ' ry 

lerce and police, and under hi irisdiction came the i 1 of 

lie works. This bureau had and has charge of the expend of 
public moneys at Baguio and under it a large amount of money, on in 
part we believe, ascertainable from a caref ! sal of the sorts 
of the commission, has been expended for the imr ent and p 
ment of Baguio For instance, an itomot oad ha n 
structed, public buildings have been erected, a sanitarium een 
established, drives of an extensive character have been on , and 
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expenditure 








which has been to increase the value of lands in Baguio, haye been made 
or provided for, many of these expenditures antedating the time of 
pure and many occurring su quently. 

No thought of the impropriety of his conduct seems to have entered 
the head of the Governor General of the Philippine Islands. 

THE CASE OF DEAN C. WORCESTER. 

For many y . in fact, nearly or quite from the beginning, Dean C. 
Worcester has been secretary of the interior of the Philippine tslands. 
The land laws, with all their incongruities, with their defiance in spirit 
and in text of the statute of the United States forming the Philippine 
Government, have been framed or supervised by him. 

Mr. Worcester controlled the board making the appraisements upon 


the land at Baguio. He knew in advance of the establishment of the 
new town, the tract he desired for himself. As he says (p. 696), “It 
was known for fully five years that I intended to bid for the lot, which 


I afterwards occupied.”” His appraisers, therefore, whose actions he 
confirmed, must have known the same thing. He, like Mr. Forbes, con- 
sidered that he had the best site. He purchased, on May 28, 1906, the 
date of the purchase of Mr. Forbes, 39,676.97 square meters of land, 
paying therefor 595.15 pesos. In other words, for approximately 10 


acres he paid 60 pesos per acre, or $30 in gold, in the summer capital 
of the Philippines, upon the approach to which hundreds of thousands 
of dollars had been expended, and hundreds of thousands of dollars, as 
stated, had or have been since then paid out for public buildings and 
public improvements under the direction of the Philippine Commission, 
consisting of himself and his immediate official and personal associates. 
As if this were not sufficient defiance of all rules of official propriety, 








on the same day that the personal purchase was made by Mr. Wor- 
cester there was sold to the Baguio Country Club, of which Mr. 
Wore : is president, 345,473.97 square meters for the sum of 
2,30: pesos, being approximately 82 acres at the rate of ‘28 pesos 


per acre, or in gold $14. 
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egating hundreds of thousands of dollars, the effect of | terms of 
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my contract with the Government and the expenses generally 
of the plantation as a whole. However, I shall not be surprised if, 
during the first and second years of the purchase period—i. e., the 
ot win ee fifth years of occupancy—I have a deficit to meet from my 
salary 

The net 


result, therefore, of this proceeding is that through the 


| kindness of the Philippine Government in all the particulars we have 
; enumerated, a kindness which does not appear to have been extended 
| to another person in the land, American or Filipino, Mr. Carpenter at 


A pretense is made in the testimony of Capt. Sleeper that Secretary | 


Worcester purchased at public auction. It is manifest from the sur- 
rounding circumstances, as well as Secretary Worcester’s own testi- 
mony, that this is not so and that if he had no one would have had 
the temerity to bid against him had he so purchased. 

Mr. Worcester (p. 577) complains bitterly of the libelous statement 
about himself, which he cites, and which charges a desire to possess 
for his essential personal benefit properties registered under the names 
of others. It appears to the contrary in this instance; Mr. Worcester 


frankly and openly, and with the utmost insouciance, violated in his | 


own person the canons of business and professional ethics to which we 
have alluded, his moral and business sense not being sufficiently acute to 
enable him to know when he was violating the proprieties due to his 
position. 

It is not to be wondered at that many of the American officials fol- 
lowed the example of Forbes and Worcester and purchased at Baguio 
large tracts of land of great potential value. 

Let us pass now to other cases. 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY FRANK CARPENTER. 

“ Like master, like man.” We next come to consider a case of patent 
wrongdoing on the part of Mr. Worcester, secretary of the interior; 
Capt. Sleeper, director of public lands; and Mr. Carpenter, executive 
secretary. 

Mr. Carpenter became fired with the ambition to make money in the 


Philippines, an ambition fostered and furthered by Capt. Sleeper and | 


sanctioned and approved by his superior officers. There existed an 
estate, at its nearest point 8 miles from the boundaries of Manila, 
having upon parts of it over a thousand people, and adjoining another 
estate lying between it and Manila, upon which there were over 2,000. 
This estate, called Tala, was for the most part unoccupied, and Mr. 
Carpenter determined to acquire such portion. 

The roads to the estate were in bad condition. Mr. Carpenter's asso- 
ciliates therefore promised him, if he would take it, they would be placed 
in good condition, and the Government has expended upon such roads 
and approaches approximately, as nearly as the testimony shows, as 
much money as Mr. Carpenter was to pay for the estate he finally took, 
or agreed to take. 

The conditions in the neighborhood as to order were not good. 


The 
facile Government agreed to furnish all police protection needed. 


The people in the neighborhood were not rich, and stood in need, as | 


it was believed, of money with which to purchase carabao and other 
things needful for its successful cultivation. Thereupon the loan fund 
for that purpose, which had net theretofore been intended to affect 
the Tala estate, was extended to it within a few months after Carpen- 
ter’s contract was made. 

The congressional act permitted a leasing 
years, the Tala estate being of this character. The Government, look- 
ng with peculiar favor upon one of its pets, undertook to change the 
laws so that Mr. Carpenter might not only lease, but on easy terms 
become the owner in fee simple. 

Under these circumstances Mr. Carpenter agreed to lease, with the 
right to purchase, upon a change of the laws. The laws were changed 
so far as the commission could do so, the conditions as to protection 
and road and bridge building were met, and Mr, Carpenter is now on 
the highway to become the owner of 1,694 hectares of productive 
land, at its nearest point, as stated, within a short distance 
Manila, and approximately 
running north from that city. 
The conditions of terms of payment deserve special attention. 
find on page 106 of the report of the Governor General and others 
that the average price per acre was P7.48, which would make the sale 
price of the whole tract P51,677. This 


of friar lands for three 


for the amount he may have paid under his leases. The average 


of | 
4 miles from the railway station of Polo, | 


We | 


is to be paid at the rate of | 
one-twentieth per annum for 20 years, a credit being allowed Carpenter | 


per | 


acre per year, therefore, to be paid on account of the purchase price | 


approximates 574 centavos (183 cents) per acre plus 4 per cent interest 
on the deferred purchase money. 

It appears from Mr. Carpenter’s testimony that he does not expect 
himself to pay any portion of this sum, but to make the same out of 
his tenants. This is certainly the meaning of his answer to the ques- 
tion on page 472: 

“Q. Do you expect the returns from your tenants to meet your 
payments for the land, this without any material advance by you?— 
A. I do not expect the returns from my tenants—i. e., any share 
the crop which may pertain to me, to meet my payments for the land 
during the lease period—t. three years. I do expect that beginning 
with the fourth year the product of my tree plantations, the increase 
of my cattle, and my share of crops raised by tenants will meet the 
annual payments on the lands which I should purchase under the 





in | 


| 


the end of 20 years will find himself in the possession of a property 
originally valued at about ®32,000, paid for by the labor of his Filipino 
tenants, increased in value by the expenditures of the public money, 
liberally promised and liberally made by the government of the island, 
and, so far as he is concerned, he will have furthered the creation of 
a landlord and tenant system in the Philippine Islands, turning the 
Filipino from being a possible landowner into that of a contributor to 
the wealth of a member of an alien race. All this is done under the 
guise of tender consideration for the welfare of the Filipinos. 
Like Goy. Forbes, like Secretary Worcester, it seems never to have 
occurred to Mr. Carpenter that in speculating in the natural wealth of 
the Philippine Islands, he was dealing in property as to which he was 
in administrator, and not a proprietor in his own right. A haunting 
fear of public comment upon this transaction seems, nevertheless, to 
have possessed the Phillppine offidials, for never till June 10, 1910, 
was an official report made to Congress on the subject, while with the 
utmost deliberation, Capt Sleeper twice over in his report for the year 
ending June 30, 1909 (Ii. Doc. 914, 61st Cong., 2d sess.), speaks of 
the intention to place the Tala estate on sale, although he had, when he 
wrote the lines, contracted to sell the remainder of the estate to 
Carpenter. 
CAPT. SLEEPER, DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Capt. Sleeper, so far as his testimony and the records in the case 
show, has confined his operations to investments in mining prospects 
or mines. In this respect he would, in the United States, under the 
decision in the Utah case, above referred to, have fallen under the 
condemnation of the statute. In the Philippines his actions escape 
statutory condemnation and receive the praise of his superiors in office 
He made, as director of public lands, the arrangements with Mr. Car- 
penter containing the pledges as to police protection, road and bridge 
building, and additional legislation, and his promises have all beer 
redeemed at the expense of the Philippine people. 


J. R. WILSON, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


The position of Mr. Wilson seems to us as flagrant as that of any of 
his associates. He has applied to lease nearly 2,500 acres of land in the 


island of Mindanao for 25 years, renewable for a similar period. This 
seperation. while not formally granted, has never been rejected. For 
this he apparently will pay 50 centavos a hectare. 


He has taken pos 
session of the lands, planted them in coconuts and so long as official 
action upon his application is delayed, and until the lease is formally 
issued, he will not be under obligation to pay rent. In the absence of 
Capt. Sleeper, he would be called upon to approve his own application, 
and would literally lease to himself. It is presumable that his supe- 
rior officer would not care to disapprove an application of such sort 
presented by his immediate inferior, and it is also presumable that it 
will not be acted upon as long as Mr. Wilson can, by nonaction, avoid 
the payment of rent. Meanwhile Mr. Wilson is enjoying the reception 
of an annual salary of P7,500 per year, paid by those for whom he is 
trustee, and whose trust he has abused. 
The example of the present Governor General and of the secretary 
of the interior, purchasers of iand at Baguio, was not thrown away 
upon Mr. Wilson, and on the same day that they did he purchased in 
that town a tract of land approximating an acre and a half in extent, 
for which he paid ?60.39, or at the rate of about P40 per acre, or $20 
He also purchased, on April 15, 1908, about an acre and a quarter of 
land, paying at the rate of approximately P180, or $90, an acre. The 
deeds presumably were made by the Governor General, who was empow- 

ered to execute deeds of public lands. 
OTHER INSTANCES OF PURCHASE 


The worthy example set by Government chiefs in the Philippine 
Islands was, as we have seen, not lost upon their immediate subordi- 
nates, and the virus extended all through the service. We will cite 
only a few illustrations. Mr. Z. K. Miller, machinery expert of the 
bureau of agriculture, applied for 350 acres of land (p. 460), which 
application is still in full force and effect. The solicitor general, George 
Harvey, paid #10,000 a year by the ha aga appears as the president 
(p. 461) of the Siasi Plantation & Building Co., applying for a lease 
of 2,500 acres of land. A very large number of employees appear 
purchasers of tracts at Baguio. 

LEASES TO THE WORCESTERS. 

Mr. E. L. Worcester, nephew of the Philippine secretary of t! 
interior, seeking new bulbs wherewith to glorify Easter, went to tlie 
islands. Not unlike the unlucky man in the poem who in sinking a well 
for water missed it, but struck a gold mine, Nephew Worcester failed 
to find satisfactory flowers, but did find a glorious opportunity to gain 
a fortune. In the rich lands of the Province of Nueva Ecija he d 
covered a tract of nearly 2,500 acres so level that by making litt! 
embankments the water in the rainy season could be retained long 
enough to produce rice. For this land he applied, and with no difficulty 
the Government leased it to him at the lowest rental permitted by a 
law apparently framed by the secretary of the tnterlor. Thus thie 
nephew of the secretary of the interior has been given an apparent 
right to possess for a period of from 25 to 50 years nearly 4 square 
miles of land, paying therefor for the first period the lowest possible 
rental of 50 centavos a hectare, or 10 cents in gold per acre, or a sum 
total of less than $250 in gold per annum for its exclusive enjoyment 
free of taxes. 

That the public land law and the administration thereof presented 
violations of the letter and spirit of the act of Congress is manifest 00 
little consideration. 

Without any restriction as to cultivation such as was required by law 
in the case of the sale of public lands, (a) this land has, through long 
time lease, been conveyed (b) to an American and (¢) in a quantity ex 
ceeding by 60 times that which even a Filipino would take in fee. 

It is idle for men situated as were those of the agen Commis 
sion to suggest that while Congress has limited the sale of public lands 
to Filipinos and on terms of occupaney, it has given to the commission 
a general power to lease without restriction. It was the duty of the 
commission to know the spirit and intent of the act, which expressly 
declared (sec. 12) that the lands were to be administered for the benefit 
of the inhabitants, snecifying what lands citizens could take and what 
lands Americans. As trustees, the commission was charged with 4 
sacred duty. 
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It was neither becoming nor decent to seek a way 0! 














1911. 


‘ ne from the purpose of the act because its framers did not at every 
moment reiterate their manifest purpose. ; 

‘+ is unfortunate for the reputation of Secretary Worcester that up 
to this time the largest beneficiary more than seven times over by 
the actual reception of a lease of public land consequent upon this per- 
version of congressional intent has been his nephew. It is also unfor- 
te for him that one of the largest prospective beneficiaries to 
the extent of 500 hectares should be his brother, George Ss. Worcester 
». 205), whose application for lands in the same immediate neighbor- 





hh d stands unrejected. It thus appears, besides the holdings of 
p hlic lands by Sezretary Worcester, in clear violation of express 


st tute, his immediate family now controls practically 6 square 
of Philippine farming lands, which were 


miles 
to have been administered by 


him for the benefit of the inhabitants (meaning citizens of the islands). 
fHER PUBLIC-LAND SALES TO INDIVIDUALS OR CORPORATIONS 

It would be useless and unnecessary to multiply indefinitely as we 

mieht instances of dispositions of public lands to private individuals 

or corporations, in violation of the letter and spirit of the law, but 

v n not refrain from giving some special attention to those to 


California corporations. 


Certain peculiarly well-informed sugar interests in this country, evi- 
dently in a position to read the future with marvelous accuracy, deter- 
4. far in advance of congressional action as to the admissi m of 

car from the islands, to invest largely in Philippine lands aside from 


¢ webase of friar lands hereafter to be discussed, and these interests 
thought it advisable to purchase public lands. Though Congress had, as 
we have stated, limited possible sales to Filipino citizens and corpora 
t 
1 






ons, the commission, with lofty disregard of a legislative body 
000 miles away, had made a law unto itself permitting sales to 
American corporations, and thus it came to pass that when the San 
Mat \gricultural Co., the San Carlos Agricultural Co., and the San 
Francisco Agricultural Co., all California corporations, presented them 
through E. Poole, the common agent of the American sugar 
interests, he was heartily welcomed, taken on a Government steamer to 
Mindoro, shown the fatness of the land, and given patents for his 
principals. Thus it was that 7,500 acres of Philippine public lands, 
their heritage, as the Filipinos vainly thought, passed into the posses 
sion of a small group of Americans who will give Filipinos leave to 
toil for aliens on the lands of their fathers. This land, capable of sup- 
porting, as Filipino farms go, near 2,000 people, is made the patrimony 
0 
I 


selves, 





* a few persons, foreign to the workers. Can we understand why the 
pinos do not love us? 


FRIAR-LAND 
We come to discuss as we shall only briefly, notwithstanding their 


TRANSACTIONS. 


real importance, because they have been so fully elucidated by Mr. 
Martin, the friar land transactions. 

We have in the earlier portion of this brief pointed out the fact 
that it was the intent of Congress that the limitations as to sales 
of these lands were the same as pertained to public lands—that is, 
that they might only be sold to citizens of the islands under special 





mditions as to occupancy, and then only to private persons (citizens 
of the islands) in tracts not exceeding 40 acres in extent and to cor 
porations not exceeding 2,500 acres. We allude, in passing, to the fact 
that the Insular Bureau had pointed out to Mr. Hammond, the original 
attorney of the sugar interests, the futility of restrictions upon the 
extent of holdings in the island of Porto Rico, with a tacit intimation 
that the restrictions in the Philippines might be no stronger. (H. Doe. 
957, 6lst Cong., 2d sess., p. 72.) (Maj. Frank McIntyre, Acting Chief 
of the Insular Bureau, on September 4, 1909, in writing to Mr. John 
Henry Hammond, after quoting section 3 of the act of May 1, 1900, 
relating to Porto Rico, and restricting the holdings of agricultural 
corporations to 500 acres, said: “It seems to me that we would make 
a mistake, now that this question is about to arise seriously in the 
*hilippine Islands, to wholly neglect the precedents that may have 
been established in the construction of this act in Porto Rico. Maj. 
Shelton, one of the officers of the bureau, was in Porto Rico about the 
time of the passage of the recent tariff bill, and I cabled him to look 
up this feature of the matter in Porto Rico, and when he returns, 
which will be in a few days, he may have this specific information. 
However, it is very generally known that, notwithstanding ‘he very 
restrictive nature of the scctlen above referred to, the sugar industry 
in Porto Rico has been developed as fully as though there were no such 
provision, ) 

Let us, then, enumerate the large parcels of land which have passed 
or are about to pass under the control of the American sugar interests 

San Jose estate-—In the island of Mindoro is a tract of friar lands, 
about acres in extent, which the Philippine Government has 
contracted to sell, and in large part has sold, to E. L. Poole, as rep 
resenting H. O. Havemeyer, Charles J. Welsh, and Charles H. Senff, all 
of whom for years have been engaged in sugar growing or refining in 
These gentlemen, 





the United States, Cuba, and the Hawaiian Islands. 
as stated, long before others appreciated the fact, realized that Con 
“ress would se act as to sugar from the Philippines that its produc 
tion there would be specially profitable and adaptable lands advance 
in value. Thus an agent, 7 Sicateomery Strong, was first sent out 
and looked over certain tracts, making known the object of his visit 
to some of the Government officials. Thereafter and on his return one 
b. L. Poole, experienced in the sugar business in Cuba, was made 
agent tor the syndicate and sent to the Philippines with authority to 
act. Meanwhile the three associates had entered into a sort of partner 
igreement, contemplating the immediate raising of $40,000 and 
reafter as much as might be necessary for the purchase of 25,000 
s of Philippine sugar lands, the erection of a mill, ete. Pursuant 
to this agreement the Mindoro Development Co. was formed under the 
laws of the State of New Jersey, its capital first fixed at $100,000 and 
rwards raised to $1,000,000, and the purchase of the San 
took place. 
November 23 


=e, 


th 






Jose 
On 1909, Director of Public Lands Sleeper, with the 
approval of Secretary of the Interior Worcester (p. 251), entered into 
a contract with B. Poole to convey to him or his nominees 22,484 

tares, Sl acres, and 50 centares of land (the San Jose estate) 
sum of P634,000, or $317,000, P42,875 being payable January 4, 
1910, and the balance in 19 equal annual installments of P36.375, de 
ferred purchase money to bear 4 per cent interest. Some later divisions 
ok place, part of the land being conveyed to the Mindoro Develop- 
‘nt Co. and the balance became transferable to E. L. 


porat 


porate or individual nominees. 


Steps have been taken to cultivate sugar and to build extensive mills, 
to be operated for the benefit of the owners of these lands and of the 
ts of 7,500 acres before spoken of deeded to California corpora 
is. Meanwhile, except as finally patented, and little has been or will 
be for 19 years, no taxes are paid on the land. 


1 for 
tr 


Poole, his cor- 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. S807 


The effect of 


this 








transaction upon the ult te welfa of the Fill 
pinos we will consider later 
The Isabela tract Mr. E. B. Bruce, of Manila, whos re 
sents the principal American exploiting interests 1 th llipy 3, 
represented the Havemeyer syndicat nt San José trar ion da 
on his own behalf and for ot ' 





deemed the pportunity 























1910, he entered into contra 
purchase, of 19,448 bectares, 3° 
49,000 acres) of the Isabela I 

he will pay 422,500 pe ; 2 ) 

cent interest on deferred payment For tl for one year 
1¢ pays $100, promising the Government, s! 1} t ke the lands 

ive it the benefit of an agricultural investigation he pro, i to 

make. rhis investigation has shown the nd to valuable iwar 
growing. 

Differing from nearly all other leases Bru has an unrestricted right 
of assignment without governmental consent 

The Calamba and Bifian tracts Shortly after tl ibo. 
tions there appeared at Manila A. F. Thay wl professed to 1 
sent, and doubt! l rtain respects, if not in did represent t! 
Dillinghams, extensive sugar grower f la in Islands | 
there was leased to him on April r 1,000) acre ft ttl 
Calamba estate for the term of six 1 f 487.33 
pesos. We find, however, that A. F | f (p. 197 fa 
total of 614 hectares, 24 ares, 32 « rR n estate ! 
total of 3,287 hectares, 57 ares, and 5: f Calamba estate 
He acquired control, therefore, over approximatel 10,000 acre of 
valuable lands. 

We shall not attempt to follow other purcha by or | to 
Americans of friar lands, as those fu ed al ufficient for lus 
tration, and we have already discussed the Carpenter purchas« rheir 
evils we have commented upon, and w hall recur to them 
GENERAL OBSERVATIONS AS TO THE LAND I rHE COMMISSI 

It is probable that wrongdoers are rarely ) to justify to them 


sel vi their 








own wrongdoing In th instance Ww find that the sale 

or lease of Filipino land in great quantities to exploiters is justified 
under plea of the highest welfare of the Filipino, their more steady em 
ployment, their enhanced wages 

Even so did Jacob undoubtedly justify his purchase from Esau of 
his birthright for a mess of pottage, for by so doing did he not give 
Esau a new lease of life? Has not many a moral slave dealer justified 
the reduction of his captive to submission by pointing out that but 
for his intervention the slave would not have been taught the ways of 
industry and shown the truths of his owner's religion? 

it is not a far cry from the position of Jacob or of the slave dea 
to that of Secretary Worcester and his fellows of the Philippine ¢ 
missior Let us review some the facts and e 

Ostensibly to benefit the Filipino, to give him employment and 
his wages, the commission, as we believe we have shown, violated the 
law in the sale to sugar magnates of 55,000 acres of friar lands rhe 
purchasers intend, first, to establish a sugar mil! of large capacity 
and grind all the cane to be produced on this tract and other tracts of 
7,500 additional acres. Next they seek to put to work, for a whi it 
least, as many Filipinos as will work for them Then they propose 
to sell off or lease to these or other Filipinos the lands th: work, 
and grind their cane for them 

After the Filipinos shall have bought or leased in smail farms, and 
at such prices as the syndicate may fix, the lands in question, t mi 
will grind their cane, and will be able to charge for such ser 1 
price which will leave to the Filipino his ; von 
farmer will be at its mercy, for there w ‘ 
purchase of the cane A perfect working ’ s 
if the modern “trust” will thus be supplied, | 
will make “ bricks without straw for s ng I 
well thought out, and save unexpected obstacl not to \ 
with the commission, will meet with su s 

That success is to be expected will apparent from a consideration 
of the circumstances. In the island of Negros are Filipino farmers mak 
ing a fair and independent living, though only wit! heir crude mills 
extracting 50 to 60 per cent of the saccharine matt rhese can not 
compete with farmers in Mindoro from whose cane will be extracted 
90 to 95 per cent. They must either immediately retrogress in the 


social scale or move to Mindor: Accepting the latter alternative, they 














become first laborers for the igar svndicat and next landow rs or 
lessees in small way, surrendering all t earnings, save a bare 
pittance, to the Mindoro Development Co ir birthright will hav 
been sold to-day for a mess of t I row thev will go 
hungry 

Let us conceive what an opportunity the commission in its blind: 
has thrown away. If instead of spending the money of the people in 
Baguio improving the property of its members, building a mansion for 
the governor general, and in other thi to the 1 pl 
it had started or helped to start sug . Cebu itl 
ern Luzon wher harges for grindin 1 under tl ‘ 
trol of the government, real prosperity rele would | 
been the lot of the Filipino farmers and a debt of gratitude \ 1 
least have been earned. As it is, the Vilipino has seen his pa n 
frittered away, as far as opportunity to fritt it away has oy 1 to 
the commission Land capable of su n rt d lent 
many thousands of toilers has become the o on of a fe Ihe 
Old World conditions, which have 1used 1 ons of ple to er he 
Atlantic to the United States, ar f; t hur powel f the 
commission permit, being reproduced tl Phi nes rt rnithol 
ogist of Michigan has becon a landowner, virtua thr 2 e to 
himself, the seeker after Easter ies is t d of t sar 
the executive secretary ha d \ | have hundred nd even th d 
of Filipinos contributir through their toil to swell his fort 
debonair gentlemen of tl futur Americ I’) 2 
will command the ser, of thousand nat I 
lands the Isabela tract will make more Am i 

Except as we hav indi ted d not R t 
of the Philippine officials While they may t stolen 
from off the common, they e } mitted the theft « he mm 
from off the goos rheir intelligent ) ehension « the d t 
their wards we deny in toto rhey 1% ! truc | 
icanism, of true democracy, than t l ed 1) Vear 
Modern thought means nothing to e ( s 
for future generations they are incapa f unde ind 

It is not necessary for | to d ! ] ; 
blunders and shortcomings are due t tior 
themselves We can not forget, hoy e 4 
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monarchs among a people for whom 
di ised Filipino public opinion is ignored or its existence 
denied, as has repeatediy been done before this committee. Their at- 
titude is that of the aristocrat toward the plebe, the master toward 


their contempt has been little 


either 


tl sel I ignorant to know they should not speculate in things 
as to which they were trustees, they have had the effrontery to judge 
to what was good for a people over whom an unkind Providence 


has placed them. 
THE WOR 
Our review of the record, 


CESTER LIBEL SUIT 


necessarily brief considering the importance 





of its subject, would be incomplete without express reference to an | 
instance of tactlessness and official indiscretion, whic were further 
proof necessary, demonstrates the utter unfitness of Secretary Wor 


cester for the delicate and well-nigh impossible task set before him 
that of governing, in defiance of all American ideas of home rule and 
self-government, an alien race—an instance which shows that, how- 
ever good a zoologist a man may be, he may lack an intelligent com- 
prehension of the human race. 

The judges of the Philippine Islands (save 
court) are named by the Governor General with the advice and con- 
sent of the commission. Such judges hold office during the pleasure of 
the commission. (Act No. 136.) 

Secretary Worcester (p. 577), cone 
tion in El Renaci i 


those of the supreme 








‘iving himself libeled by a publica- 

nie uced or permitted the public prosecutor to 
bring a criminal libel case 1inst the supposed authors, under which 
they were sentenced to six, six, and eight months in the penitentiary. 
Not content with this, and perhaps like John Gilpin, possessing a frugal 
mind, he brought a suit for damages, which, in the Philippines, like 












the criminal case, was tried without a jury, and recovered a judgment 
of #60.000, or $30,000 
The man who would seek to recover damages for injured reputation 


before a judge whom he helped to create, and can help to destroy, when 
such judge must himself determine the measure of recovery without the 
intervention of a jury, is not such a man as can safely e¢ontrol the 
liberties of a people. 

CONCLUSION 


We have finished our review, incomplete as of necessity it must be, 
but developing the most salient points. What should be done? 

Many of the most prominent American officials in the Philippine 
Islands have demonstrated such intellectual unfitness and moral obtuse- 
ness that they should be summarily removed 

The Philippine Government, without authority, has caused deeds 
and leases of public and friar lands to be executed to American citizens 
and corporations. The Attorney General should be empowered to take 
appropriate methods to have these instruments set aside. 

It should be made a criminal offense for Philippine officials, directly 
or indirectly, to purchase or lease the lands of the Philippines. 

Such further legislation should be had as will absolutely prevent 
American exploitation of the Philippines so long as we exercise juris- 
diction over them. 

While we have enumerated those 
diately pressing, we should not for an instant be unconscious of the 
infinite egotism of Americans in assuming that they, who as yet are 
but learning to govern themselves, are competent to rule a_ people of 
another language, customs, traditions, ideals, and mode of thought. 
Rather than continue to display our necessary incompetence, we should 
permit the Filipinos in their own way, learning by their own mistakes, 
to develop for themselves that system of government and that civiliza- 
tion which shall prove most nearly in accord with their aspirations. 


Under the leave to print granted me by the House I shall 
also insert an interesting article that recently appeared in the 
National Monthly: 

PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE—THBE DEMOCRATIC DUTY AND OPPORTUNITY. 
(By Erving Winslow, secretary of the Anti-Imperialist League.) 
THE DUTY. 


If a great party ever inherits a duty, none could be more binding 
than that which devolves upon the Democratic Party as a sacred obli- 
gation—to make a declaration of the purpose of the United States to 
give independence to the Philippine Islands. In three successive na- 
tional platforms, which were shaped by the leading men of all schools 
in the Democratic Party, this doctrine has been enunciated in unmis- 
takable terms. The Democratic national platform of 1900 asserted: 

“We favor an immediate declaration of the Nation’s purpose to give 
to the Filipinos, first, a stable form of government; second, independ- 
ence ; and, third, protection from outside interference, such as has been 
given for nearly a century to the Republics of Central and South 
America.” 

The Democratic platform of 1904 contained this declaration: 

“ We insist that we ought to do for the Filipinos ‘what we have al- 
ready done for the Cubans, and it is our duty to make that promise 
now, and upon suitable guaranties of protection to citizens of our own 


things which seem most imme- 


and other countries resident there at the time of our withdrawal—set | 


the Filipino people upon their feet, free and independent, to work out 
their own destiny.” 

And this was the language of the Democratic platform in 1908: 

“We condemn the experiment in imperialism as an inexcusable blun- 
der that has involved us in an enormous expense, brought us weakness 
instead of strength, and laid our Nation open to the charge of aban- 
doning a fundamental doctrine of self-government. We favor an im- 
mediate declaration of the Nation’s purpose to recognize the independ- 
ence of the Philippine Islands as soon as a stable government can be 
established, such independence to be guaranteed by us as we guarantee 


the independence of Cuba, until the neutralization of the islands can | The taking up of public lands for agricultural purposes was encouraged, 


be secured by treaty with other powers. In recognizing the independ- 
ence of the Philippines our Government should retain such land as may 
be necessary for coaling stations and naval bases.” 

Nothing has arisen to modify or to alter the obligation thus re- 
peatedly and clearly expressed. It is true that in the uprising which 
has changed Democratic minorities into Democratic majorities no 
formal appeal concerning this matter has been made to the electorate. 
sjut the uprising has been against the elements of centralization, the 
“new nationalism,” and the corrupt and powerful interests, creations 
of that imperialism, which took its rise from the period of the Spanish 
War and the establishment of the colonial system. The duty of the 
Democracy is to destroy the foundations of this corrupting and un- 
natural growth. It is the “ interests,’ (he trusts, and syndicates that 
are now opposing a promise of independence to the Philippine Islands 


and weeed, if they become rooted there, will forever oppose inde- 
pendence, 
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THE OPPORTUNITY. 

The opportunity for fulfilling this duty is a critical one. Year after 
year Mr. Taft, as Governor General and President, has urged the 
removal of the tariff barriers between the Philippine Islands and the 
United States, afterwards to be followed by relaxation of the restri 
tions limiting the sales of land to individuals and to corporations. 

In the first month of his Presidency, Mr. Taft succeeded in effecting 
the modifications of the tariff between the United States and the Philip 
pines. And last year, with the approval of the Attorney General, he 
endeavored to have what are called the friar Jands, the richest lands 
n the archipelage, purchased by the United States from the orders, 
thrown open for unlimited sales to large operators. All the much 
vaunted prosperity in the Philippine Islands is connected with this 
form of stimulation. Concerning it President Schurman, of Cornell, 
himself one of the early commissioners to the Philippines, writes : 

“IT was heartily in favor of the policy championed by Senator Hoar 
and embodied in the act of 1902, limiting the area of sale of lands in 
the Philippine Islands. In the absence of such limitation the lands 
would have been soid in large blocks to individuals or corporations, 
and the Filipinos would have had imposed upon them all the evils 
of monopolies and trusts trom which we are suffering in the United 
States, without the means of protecting themselves against those evils 
which we enjoy from the right to choose Representatives and Senators 
to make and repeal our laws. 

“I suppose that the people and Congress of the United States have 
the power to do anything they like with this Philippine question. But 
while it is glorious to have a giant's strength, it is tyrannous to use 
it like a giant. And the subjection of the Filipinos to capitalistic 
domination, however we may cloak the business in terms of trade and 
commerce, is oppression and cruelty of the same order as the most 
a empires have ever practiced on subjugated and dependent 
peop Cs. 

“T hope, therefore, that the Philippine act will be so amended as to 
bring the lands purchased from the friars under the same restrictions 
as that act imposed upon the sale of ail other lands in the Philippi: 
Islands. If this is not done, and if these friar lands are sold in large 
areas to individuals or corporations, we shall have officially abandoned 
the policy of the ‘ Philippines for the Filipinos,’ which we have pr 
claimed as the established policy of the United States since the islands 
came under our sovereignty. ‘The Filipinos would feel that we had 
betrayed a most sacred trust, a trust involving the welfare and e 
nomic independence of 7,000,000 people, for whose destiny we have 
become responsible.” 

Efforts continuously made ever since Mr. Taft became Governor 
General of the Philippine Islands are being more persistently pressed 
than ever under the administration of Gov. Forbes, and are aguir 
urged in the report of Secretary Dickinson to open the Philippine 
Islands in a large way for the investment of capital in exploration, 
mining, and agriculture. There is no doubt that the islands are rich 
in many ways hitherto unsuspected and that it would require but 
little encouragement from the great interests to establish that hold in 
the Philippine Islands from which the Democratic Party is pledged | 
deliver the people of the United States. This policy of encouragement 
has been stated by Mr. Morgan Shuster, formerly of the customs se 
ice in the Philippines, when he says, after quoting the belief that | 
administration favors a long continuance of our sovereignty: “ Capit 
* * * is not in the habit of acting on mere expressions of opinion iu 
matters so vital to its safety * * * TI believe that a declaration at 
the proper time by the Congress of the United States that our sov- 
ereignty will not be withdrawn from the islands for a period of at least 
50 years * * * would go far to reassure those who are at present 
deterred by the comparative uncertainty in which the future of the 
Philippines is veiled.” That which predatory wealth desires is, of 
course, in a general way the exact opposite of what the public good 
demands. It is the part of Democracy to cause the declaration of 
Philippine independence to be made that capital may adjust itself 
accordingly. The occupation of the Philippine lands by absentee own 
ers and their development by the kind of labor which satisfies t 
owners’ demands would absolutely destroy any hopes of independe 
to the natives or any tenure as possessors of their own soil. This 
is the result of an administration whose head has repeatedly ex 
pressed his belief in a permanent connection of the Philippine Archi 
pelago with the United States, while deceiving himself, perhaps, as we'll 
as those who hear him, by promising that in two or three generations 
the pledge of independence shall be made; meanwhile in every way 
encouraging the exploitation of the land, which must absolutely confirm 
the colonial attachment, every foreign capitalist, trust, and syndicate 
becoming an active lobbyist against any such disturbance of his s 
curity as the removal of the United States sovereignty. 

The educatfnal system of which we hear so much, and which in its 
way is a reasonable source of pride, should have gone along with the 
development of the capacity for ownership and cultivation of the land. 

Dr. Barrows, the former superintendent of education in the Ph! 
pines, himself says: 

“The limitation of land areas to be sold to individuals and corpora 
tions, introduced into the organic act of 1902 by the efforts of Senat 
Hoar, was intended to carry on the excellent economic development 
the Philippines under Spanish rule without the investment in prod 
tive industry of foreign capital. The Spanish laws for utilizing Sp 
ish lands, forests, and mines were scientifically conceived in the p 
interests. The Government's first duty was to the small ‘farmer 
peasant proprietor, and to the young native merchant and mani 
turer. 

“The forestry and land bureau had been organized for years an 
was conducted on scientific lines and produced revenue for the Sta! 








and title given to the actual occupant and settler, but it forbade t 
possession of landed property by foreign corporations, The unlimit: l 
acquisition of mining lands was not permitted, but they were su 
to leases or concessions.” 

While we point to the increase of exports and imports since the. 
moval of the Philippine tariff as an indication o rosperity, W 
efforts have been made and with what success to build up the p! 
perity and happiness of the Filipino people? Because the lands | 
not been rapidly taken up by the Filipinos, Gov. Gen. Forbes now § 
that it is useless to wait, that it might take several generations to | 
velop the latent resources of the islands without the assistanc 
outelde capital. But the Government has merely published favor 
laws, and has taken no pains to acquaint the poorer classes with | 


opportunity to acquire lands, and has done nothing to encourage 
clients by supplying surveyors and land agents to assure the cor! 
The only successful result to which the Secreta 


location of settlers. 
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War can point, in his recent report, is the penal colony of Iwahig 











sands of criminals carry on industrial and agricultural pur- 
} in administration largely controlled by themselves—a very 
iki object lesson of what real Filipino independence might be. 

On the other hand, the agricultural bank, which was intended to be 
assistance to the peasant proprietor, has been a wretched failure, 
being made therefor that so many of the titles of applicants 
a tive, a matter which, with good will, could be easily cured. | 
Out of 565 applications for loans, 453 were refused, so that the total | 
nt loaned has aggregated only $142,225. 
Without entering into particulars of the sales of the friar lands, 
hich it has been attempted to exempt from the conditions applying | 
to the other public lands in the Philippine Islands, it is sufficient to 
narize that, first, the lands were held by friars; second, the Amer 


an Government found the money to buy them out; third, the Filipinos 
pay the interest on this loaned purchase money; fourth, American trusts 
nd companies walk into possession and acquire the benefit thereof 


Those who are the guardians of the common people and who believe | 
that one of the functions of government is the restraint of greedy 
and selfish capital desire, for the peace and welfare of those who are 
at present their wards, that the Filipinos should be protected by the 


certainty that their independence is a fixed and inevitable fact and that 
{ promise of it is not a rainbow. an iridescent dream. to be offered 
1 at some future time when, with the unchecked trend of affairs, 
occupants of the islands will be cither representatives of foreign 
rican capitalists, or landless peasants. 

l matter of government would arrange itself in case of inde- | 
pendence under that protection secured to the Archipelago by neutraliza- 
tion of the powers. 

(nd here let the repeated mendacity be once more refuted that, while 
the Filipinos want independence, they want American protection at the 


\m 
! 











sa! time. They want general neutralization under the mgis of that | 
: . ravatli Fy > £ : ‘ 

g principle of international law prevailing in Belgium, Switzerland, | 

I iburg, and Norway. 

rhe absurdity of the stupid persistence of the statement is beyond | 
belief that the Filipinos are still untrained in the exercise of political 

rights under a republican form of government. The Secretary of War | 
wledges that “there are very many highly educated Filipinos, 


ny men of talent, ability, and brilliancy,’ perfectly capable, of course, | 


tiding the destinies of their own people according to their own 
thods and their own way of understanding and enjoying life. We 
are not going to turn the Oriental into a Yankee until the crack of 


We have not quite yet decided ourselves what a “ republican 
rm of government” is here in America after our long experience, and 
the question whether the popular initiative and referendum is consistent 
therewith is yet to be decided by our courts. There might even be 
me internal disorders in the evolution of national life in the Philip 
pines What then? We had a little difficulty, a generation or two | 
ago, which rather puts us out of court as throwers of stones. As Mr. | 
storey Says: 
\ formal declaration of independence is the only source of peace and | 
1 order. It must be remembered that the speeches and writings of 
the fathers of the country and of our great statesmen are in the hands | 
of the educated Filipinos, and that they are deeply imbued with the 
aphorisms of the Declaration of Independence and the principles of our 
Constitution. Any effort to turn the wheels of progress backward will | 


inevitably lead to disorder Secretary Dickinson warns his country 
men that ‘if the present policy of control of the islands by the Amer 
ican people shall continue,’ there will be discontent, and this discon- | 
tent will increase. A recent writer says, addressing the American 
people: ‘If your policy is against independence, and even against en- 


couraging hopes for it and plans for it, and if you are stubborn enough 
to persist in that policy after it has been shown to be a mistake, you 
must expect the natural consequence to follow, namely, frequent dis- 
satisfaction, dislike, and failure. But a change of policy would lead to | 
quite other results.’ 

“ We learn now that the two houses of the Philippine Assembly are 
in a deadlock because they can not agree upon the choice of the two 


Resident Commissioners which the Philippine Assembly is authorized | 
to elect and send to the United States. These Commissioners have no 
power and no vote. 


C They are intended merely to speak for the Fili- 
pinos, and for this purpose have seats in the House of Representatives. 
Chey are the only channel through which the Filipino people can reach 
the Congress and people of the United States. The representatives of 
the Filipinos cheuld surely have the right to select these, but, as a 


matter of fact, the upper house of the Filipino Legislature, which con- 
sists of the Vhilippine Commission, including the Governor General, 


cor 


itrols their choice. The men selected by the United States to govern 
can dictate who shall speak for the people whom they govern. This can 
not continue 
“Every American, whether in official station or private life, feels 
perior to the brown man and consciously or unconsciously shows it. 


Such an attitude is fatal to any real sympathy between governors and 
erned, without which no government can hope to succeed. We have 
right in the islands, and the longer we stay the wider will be the 

between the Filipinos and ourselves. The present relation costs 
nations dearly, not merely in money, but in character and self 

pect. It can not endure, and no financiai ties can do more than 
make the separation more difficult and costly. All the money invested 
in slaves could not save slavery, and it will be equally powerless in the 

Vhilippines when the hour and the man come. To the Geansanntn. soon 


to be in power, the Americans and the Filipinos appeal: ‘ Deliver us 
from the body of this death.’ ”’ 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. Speaker, the proposition before the 
House is this: 


We have issued nine hundred and some odd mil 
lion dollars of 2 per cent bonds that the banks can use for the 
purpose of issuing bank notes against them for circulation pur- 
poses. Of those nine hundred and odd million dollars’ worth of 
nds that are now outstanding, seven hundred and odd millions 
aire owned by the banks. There are only something like $200,- 
"00,000 of bonds that the banks of the country can buy to-day 
if they want to start new banks or increase their circulation, so 
that there is very nearly a monopoly of this right. 

Last year, when it was demonstrated that we would have a 
deficit in the Treasury unless we paid the expenses of building 
the Panama Canal by the issuance of bonds, a law was passed 
providing for the issuance of $290,000,000 worth of bonds to | 
Pay those expenses. That law provided that these bonds should | 
be sold by the Secretary of the Treasury, to bear not over 3 | 
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per cent interest, and on the same terms, so far as being used 
for security for national-bank notes, as the 2 per cents were 
issued. 

Now, it is not necessary for the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell these bonds as 3 per cent bonds if he does not want to do it. 
if the condition of the country will warrant it, he can sell them 
to bear 2 per cent interest, just like the other 2 per cent bonds. 
I concede the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury does not 
think he can sell them as 2 per cent bonds, and I am inclined 
to think he can not, but he has the right to | them, paying 
2 per cent interest, if he desires to do so and if the country 
will absorb them at that rate. That is the law. There has not 
been any reason within the last year why the Secretary of the 
Treasury could not sell the bonds and get the money that he 
wants to take care of the Government, except that he does not 
want to sell the bonds that he has been authorized by law to 
sell. If this bill is defeated, there will be no reason why the 
Secretary of the Treasury can not sell bonds to make up the 
deficit in the Treasury, except his own refusal to do so. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOP. It seems that the purpose of this bill is to 


prevent these bonds from being used as 

of circulating notes by national banks. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. That correct. 
Mr. CULLOP. That is the purpose expressed 


security for the issuing 
is 


the bill. 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. That-is correct. 

Mr. CULLOP. What reason is given why bonds issued for 
the building of the Panama Canal should not be used to secure 
the circulation of national-bank notes? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. rhere was a fore the com 
mittee. and the reason stated in that he as that if we 
cave these bonds that the Secretary of the Treasury is author 
ized to sell the privilege of being used as security for the 
issuance of circulating notes by national b we would de 
press the price of bonds that we have already issued. That is 
the reason that they gave. 

Mr. CULLOP. How would it depreciate them? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Because they say there would be more 
bonds in the market with that privilege than the market is 


ready to take up. That is the reason given by gentlemen who 
want the privilege stricken out. 
Mr. GILLESPIE. Is not there another reason 


that you can 

not sell the bonds now at 2 per cent? If vou sell the bonds 
at 3 per cent the national banks, under the privilege attached 
to those bonds, will throw the twos on the market in order to 
get the threes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not agree with my friend there. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Is not that what they claim? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, they claim that; but the most of 
these twos are held by the national banks to-day. I say it would 


be simply absurd to say that the national banks of this country 
are going to force on the market a 2 per cent bond which they 


hold, and against which they can issue money up to its par 
value, in order to go out and buy a 3 per cent bond at a 
higher price. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Are any of these bonds now held 
by banks as a basis of circulation in such condition that if they 


” 


surrendered the 2 per cents and 3 per cents deposited in their 
places that they could go to the Treasury and demand payment 
of the bonds? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


Not at all, for none of them are due. 
But I understand there has been some claim by outside parties, 
not by the Treasury Department, that there is some moral 
obligation on the part of the Government to maintain the price 
of these 2 per cent bonds. The Secretary of the Treasury went 


before the Ways and 
proposition, 


Means Committee and disc] ied that 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. When are the 2 per cent bonds dur 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They are 30-year bond ther re nn 
due for nearly 30 years to come 

Mr. CULLOP. One more question, if the entleman wW 
allow me If this bill should become a law. would not the 
eff. be to diminish the amount of securities for securtng 
national-bank circulation and therefore have a tendency to 
reuse the amount of circulating money in the country’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly it would make it more dif 
ficult for a new bank to get bonds to issue circulat 

Mr. CULLOP. Would it not also have the effect of increa 
ing the market price of the other bonds on the market? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly, and that is the reason they 


want this stricken out. 
Mr. PICKETT. Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PICKETT. I want to get a correct understanding of 
the situation. Is it the gentleman’s opinion that a permission 
for the Panama bonds to be used as a basis of circulation will 
depreciate the 2 per cent bonds? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I said I did not think it would seriously 
depreciate the 2 per cent bonds. The reason is that the twos, 
or the larger portion of them, to-day are held by the national 
banks, they having issued money against them to the full face 
value of the bonds. Now, why should they draw in that cir- 
culation and sell the twos or put them on the market? Unless 
the twos are forced on the market there will be no depreciation 
below what they are selling for to-day, which is about par. 


Mr. PICKETT. There may be some impairment, but not 
serious, the gentleman thinks? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, there may be some. I think the 


real situation is this: These 2 per cent bonds some years ago 
were bought by the banks when the Government was depositing 
money in the banks. They bought them and got 2 per cent in- 
terest, and got the Government money deposited and the amount 
of the bonds. When they did that it was a profitable under- 
taking. They bought these bonds in the market at a premium. 
It was a mere matter of speculation, just as you and I would 
go out and buy a block of railroad stock. Now, I think they 
want to prevent the use of these bonds for a circulating medium 
and thereby ultimately force the twos back to the price they 
originally paid for them. 


Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. FORDNEY. How many of the 2 per cent bonds are now 


held by the national banks? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that there are $736,000,000. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Is it not true that if the 3 per cent Panama 
bonds are permitted to be used for circulation in the establish- 
ment of more national banks in the country, no 2 per cent bonds 
will be used at all, but 3 per cent bonds would be at a premium 
and the 2 per cent bonds would be depreciated? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I think this: I do not hesitate to 
say that if the Secretary of the Treasury sells these bonds at ¢ 
per cent—and mind you, he can sell thenf at 2, if somebody will 
buy them from him 





Mr. SHERLEY. Will it not also depend upon the price that 
the threes bring? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Threes may be worth so much in the mar- 
ket, and there will be no advantage to the bank to buy threes 
for circulation any more than twos. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If 3 per cent bonds are put on the mar- 


ket they will sell for more than 2 per cent bonds, of course; but 
I say this: If there is likely to be any injury done by issuing the 
3 per cent bonds there is a remedy for that that would not work 
an injury to the Government, and that will be to equalize the 
bonds when used for the purpose of issuing money against them, 
so that the bonds would stand on a parity, so far as the issuance 
of national-bank notes is concerned. 

Mr. PUJO. As a matter of fact, do not the great stable Gov- 
ernments of Europe issue their obligations for a much higher 
rate of interest than 2 per cent? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They do. 

Mr. PUJO. Is it not true that British consols are quoted as 
yielding 3.16 per cent, French rentes 3.06, and imperial bonds 
3.61? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I do not know the exact figures, 

Mr. PUJO. Approximately. Now, does the gentleman believe 
that the Congress of the United States, after having issued its 
obligations for approximately $912,000,000 as a basis for its cir- 
culation, should subsequently issue these bonds first at 2 per 
cent and then come in and issue a bond bearing a higher rate of 
interest, thereby depreciating the obligations which it has made 
current? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman is through, I will an- 
swer the question, I do. I most emphatically do, There is not 
a municipality or county or city that does not issue its bonds, 
and then, if its financial exigencies require it to issue more 
bonds, that does not do so according to the conditions that con- 
front it at the time. There is not a great Government in this 
world except ours that attempts to maintain the price of Govern- 
ment security. British consols sell up and down the line, ac- 
cording to the demand for them, and there is no reason and it is 
not good financial policy for the Government of the United 
States to inject the Treasury Department into the bond markets 
of the world to sustain the price of these bonds. We should sell 
the new bonds at 2 if we can do it, and if we can not, we must 


sell them at the price that Government bonds will bring to-day 
in the market. 
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And I say that it is bad financial policy for us to attempt to 
pass a bill to-day that is intended to depreciate the security we 
are selling for the benefit of the American people, to appreciate, 
on the other hand, a security that we have already sold and 
are under no mora! obligation of any kind whatever to main- 
tain the price of. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I merely wanted to suggest to the gen- 
tleman that I think he omitted to say what I regarded as the 
most important argument advanced by the representatives of 
the Treasury Department, to wit, that it was their desire that 
this new issue of bonds should go generally to hundreds of 
small holders, which of course would not be possible in the 

case of 2 per cent bonds, and that there would be no objec 
therefore in having the circulation privilege attached, the desire 


being not te have these bonds absorbed by the banks, but to 
have them spread generally over the country. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not appreciate fully the argu- 


ment of my friend from Ohio, when I realize that the Govern 
ment of the United States has had adopted a savings-banks 
policy in which they propose to pay the depositors only 23 per 
cent interest, and to which the depositors can go to-day and 
get 24 per cent interest, for them to come here now and say 
they want to issue these bonds for the purpose of having them 
held by individual citizens instead of for circulation—in the 
face of already having adopted another policy for the citizen 
of the United States to lend money to the Government. 


Mr. ADAIR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. ADAIR. Is there any provision in the law authorizing 


the issue of Panama bonds requiring the departments to charg 
a higher rate of interest to banks which may put them up as 
security for currency than is charged on the 2 per cent bonds? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not now. I merely suggested that 
could be done if the Treasury Department desired to balance 
the advisability of issuing these bonds for circulating purposes, 
but it is not the law now. 

Mr. McCALL. Will the gentleman permit me to say what 
would be the object for the private investor to pay par for 
Government 2 per cent bonds when he can deposit his money 
with the Government and get 24 per cent for it? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I do not think there would be 
any object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Only very small investors, however. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have stated 
my position on the bill, and I desire to yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrtson],. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, this should be called a bill 
to sustain the assets of the national banks of the United States 
at the expense of the Government. If these bonds are put « 
at 3 per cent with the circulation privilege they will bring 2 
higher price in the market than if they are put out at 3 per 
cent without the circulating privilege, because they will be 
worth more to the national banks of the United States. Nov, 
in that respect I differ slightly from my colleague on the com 
mittee,-the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop]. I 
believe that to some extent the national banks will sell their 
twos and buy these 3 per cents if they carry the circulation 
privilege, because, deducting the one-half per cent tax, they w 
get a half per cent more for holding the 3 per cent bonds with 
the circulating privilege than they would by holding the 2 pei 
cent bonds. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. I can not yield in only five minutes, I re- 
gret very much. If there is to be any profit made out of this 
bond transaction that profit should go, in my judgment, into t! 
Treasury of the United States, and it should not be diverted |) 
this proposed change in the law to the treasuries of the nations 
banks of the United States. Now, the gentleman from Ohi 
advanced the argument that this exempting of these propose 
bonds from the circulating privilege was for the purpose of dis 
seminating these investments into the hands of small holders 
throughout the United States. That was the argument ad 
vanced by the Treasury officials before the committee, but 'n 
my judgment that is not entitled to an atom of respect. The 
people of the United States have not yet reached a point where 
they are going to tie their money up in 3 per cent Govern 
bonds, which they have to buy at a oye when the mon 
markets of the world have during the last 10 years nota y 
increased the returns to investors upon the highest gilt- edged 
securities. It was only 15 years ago when the British conso!s, 


then paying 3 per cent interest, were selling at 10 points pre 
They are now at 2} interest and selling at 78. 


mium, 
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The 2 per cent bonds of the United States were not so very 
long ago selling at 10 points premium. They are now down to 
about three-quarters of 1 per cent premium and the general 
tendency of the money markets all over the world is in the 
direction of giving the individual investor greater returns upon 
high grade gilt-edged securities. Now, that being so, in 
judgment it is inevitable that the value of our 2 per cent bonds 
artificially sustained by our national-bank act are going down 
in the same way that other Government securities have gone 
down and in the same way they are all going down, and it is 
futile to attempt to stop this decline by any such legislation as 
this. 

Mr. FORNES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. I will. 

Mr. FORNES. Is it not a fact that the New York munic- 
ipal bonds sold on a basis as low as 1.90; that the Massa- 
chusetts State bonds sold within the last 12 years on a basis 
as low as 1.80; and is it not a fact now that these very same 
bonds are selling not on a basis of 4 per cent but on a basis 
of about 34 per cent? 

Mr. HARRISON. I thank my colleague for the suggestion, 
and that is in line with the argument I am pursuing. 

Mr. HILL rose. 


Mr. HARRISON. I am very sorry to seem discourteous, but 


I have only two or three minutes and I must decline to yield. | 


Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one other point in this discussion 
which I have heard brought out and upon which I wish to 
dilate for the few moments which remain to me. This will 
be the beginning of the end of issuing United States bonds 
with the circulation privilege, and if we stop it now on these 
bonds we will stop it for good and for all. It would be most 
desirable to adopt some basis for our currency other than 
United States bonds, but until we have adopted some other 
system of banking we can not afford to close that market 
entirely to the issue of national currency. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 


from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] to give me three minutes 
more. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield three minutes more to the 


gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HARRISON. In the recent Roosevelt panic in 1907 in 
New York, the credit of the banks and of the trust companies 
was so restricted that the merchants of that community were 
obliged to deal in clearinghouse certificates. In other words, 
there was not enough currency to enable them to do their 
business. Now, if we take away from these Panama bonds 
the currency privilege, that in so far will restrict for the 
future the possible expansion of our money market at a time 
when we need it most. 

Now, the Secretary of the Treasury in answer to that main- 
tains that at the present time the market is saturated with 
bonds bearing the circulation privilege. Well, perhaps it is, but 
there are times of the year, and, at other times, from year to 
year, when the market becomes contracted, notably every year 
when it comes to moving the crops of the country, and at those 
times more money and not less money is necessary to transact 
the business of the country. If we now begin to chop off from 
the United States bonds the circulation privilege without giving 
in exchange some other method or basis for issuing the cur- 
rency of the national banks, we thereby and in so far take 
away from the possibility of an extension of credit at times 
when the market needs it the most. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, for that reason, in addition to the others 
that I have stated, I am opposed to this bill, and I hope the 
Congress will not—under the idea that we are obligated, even 
if it is only a moral obligation, to sustain the assets of the 
national banks—which is an erroneous conviction, I believe— 
put it out of the power of the national banks in the future to 
issue the currency which is needed by the business interests of 
the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Korey]. 


wie KORBLY. Mr. Speaker, according to its title this is a 
1 — 


$0 restrain the Secretary of the Treasury from receiving bonds issued | 
° 


provide money for the building of the Panama Canal as security for 
the issue of circulating notes to national banks, and for other pur- 


poses, 

The real purpose of the bill is not disclosed in its title. This 
Purpose is to prevent some $700,000,000 worth of 2 per cent 
bonds from going below par in the market. In proof of this I 
wish to quote a few words from the speech of President Taft 
made on Lincoln’s birthday, 1910, in New York City, as follows: 

We have now about $700,000,000 of 2 per cent bonds, with respect 
to which we owe a duty to the owners to see that these bonds may be 


my | 
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| taken care of without reduction below the par value thereof, because 
| they were forced upon national banks at this low rate in order that 


the banks might have a basis of circulation 


Hence I am justified in saying t 


at the real purpose of this 
| bill is to prevent the Government 


} 
i 
» 


per cent bonds from going 
| below par. 
| The Panama bonds named in this bill are the bonds which 
|} were authorized by the lamented Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act of 
| August 5, 1909, which authorized the issuance of Panama bonds 
} at a rate not excepting 3 per cent interest per annum to the 
|amount of $290,569,000. This is the sum determined upon as 


necessary to effect reimbursement to the Treasury for advances 
| from the general revenues and to pay for the work remaining 
to be done before the canal is completed. It is estimated that 
some $160,000,000 worth of these bonds must soon be sold for 
the purpose of reimbursing the Treasury and for the completion 
of the canal. 

At the time these bonds were authorized the 
tending their issue could be clearly discerned. 
well known that an issue would send below par more than 
$700,000,000 of outstanding 2 per cent bonds. These 2 per cent 
bonds were all issued under inducements pursuant to which the 
holders of 3 per cent, 4 per cent, and 5 per cent bonds accepted 
the 2 per cent bonds in their stead. The foremost inducement 
for this exchange was a reduction of the tax on the circulating 
notes of national banks from 1 per cent per annum to one-half 
per cent per annum on all circulation secured by the 2 per cent 
bonds. It was suggested at the time that the 
should safeguard the immense issue of 2 per cent bonds by a 
differential tax, equalizing the proposed 3 per cent bonds with 
the outstanding 2 per cent bonds; that is to say, if the Panama 
3 per cent bonds were to be used to secure bank cir 


3 rculation, the 
tax on the bank notes issued in such a case would be increased 


difficulties 
lt was 


at- 
then 


Government 


| so as to reduce the profits of the 8 per cent bonds to a point 
equal to the profits of the 2 per cent bonds. This, however, 
would have been, in effect, the issuance of more 2 per cent 

| bonds, and the truth is that the large volume of 2 per cent 


bonds are in need of something more than the protection of a 
mere parity in this behalf. 
In a speech made in the House on June 9, 1910, on 


hn postal 
savings banks, I said: 


It is well known that the President will not sell any of the 3 per 
eent bonds authorized by the new tariff law, for the reason that it 
would force an equal amount of the 2 per cents on the market on an 
investment basis, which would result in the “ reduction below the par 
value thereof,” probably of one-third. And it is actually proposed to 
invest the people's savings in these bonds, notwithstanding the wide- 
spread opinion that they would rule below par as an investment. 


Another one of the purposes of this bill is to make easy the 
way for a central bank. The question of the establishment of 
a central bank of issue which shall provide currency in lieu 
of the national-bank notes now in circulation, is pressing to 
the front. This, of course, will be an administration measure. 
Those who are promoting the central-bank scheme recognize 
that one of the most difficult problems to be solved is that of 
providing for the, national-bank notes now outstanding. It is 
clearly seen that in order to make satisfactory provision for 
these bank notes some means must found for taking care 
of the $700,000,000 of 2 per cent bonds now pledged by the 
national banks to secure these notes. If the circulation privi- 
lege or burden, to speak more accurately, were to be taken 
from these notes they would fall in price to a point which would 


be 


entail a tremendous loss upon the banks which hold them. 
The postal savings-bank scheme was adopted as one means of 
relief. It is proposed that the funds of the poor people 
will be used by the Government to take the 2 per cent 


| bonds off the hands of the national bankers and thereby dis- 
charge the duty which the President said in his Lincoln birth 


day speech “ we owe to the owners” thereof. In other words, 


we must not allow these 2 per cent bonds to be forced to an 
investment basis by the issuance of Panama bonds, but the 
washerwomen and the poor people, generally, who are not 


supposed to possess sufficient intelligence to make their own 
investments are to have their savings invested in these 2 
per cent bonds by the Government, notwithstanding the fact 
| that these bonds are likely to go below par and 
below par on a purely investment basis. 

| Over and over we have been told about the duty we owe to 


would 


vO 


the national bankers who own the great bulk of the 2 per 
cent Government bonds, and it is a distressing thing to see 
| the administration steadily pursuing a policy which indicates 


to 


} an intention to shift the burdens incident these bonds from 
| the shoulders of the bankers to the shoulders of the poor people. 

The bill in’ question is another of the many proofs of the 
| folly of bond-secured currency. 





What a ridiculous proposition 


‘that a bank note promising to pay the bearer a dollar shall be 
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secured by 
markets tor a 


ordinated to 


Government bond which would not sell in the 
dollar. The great function of currency is sub- 
the bond market. 


Our experience with the so-called national currency has been 
an unhappy one. It had its origin in an attempt to force a 
market for United States bonds; and as is usual, one folly 


leads to another and this is the latest one to make its appear- 
ance. The Government of the United States has too long been 
in the banking business and incidentally in the business of sup- 
porting the bond market. The bonds of other nations in 
the markets of the world sometimes above par and sometimes 
below par. In the days of the Civil War and subsequently the 
American Government prided itself upon the fact that its bonds 
did not fall in price below par. This was merely closing the 
eyes to the fact that the bonds, which were a written express 
promise to pay, were measured in value by greenbacks, which 
were an only implied promise in writing to pay. 
Unquestionably this bill discloses the fact that 


sell 


the Govern- 


ment of the United States has overreached itself in the matter 
of 2 per cent bonds. This ought to give pause to that 


ap- 
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The measure is indefensible, in my judgment, and should be 
defeated. [Applause.] 

I suggest that the proper title of this bill should be “A bonus 
for the bondholder.” This occurs to me from its provisions to 
be its real purpose, and this will be the effect of its passage. 
The millions of Government bonds issued for the construction of 
the Panama Canal will have taken fram them one of their most 
valuable functions, that of securing the issue of national-bank 


| notes, a circulating medium which constitutes a large portion 


parently large number of people who regard the promise of the | 


Government as the best security obtainable. It is very evident 
that the national bankers do not regard the possession of these 
bonds as the most desirable property, and instead of the ad- 


ministration looking the situation squarely in the face and 
admitting the truth of the statement that the outstanding 2 


per cent bonds would not float at par on a purely investment 
basis, it seeks to conceal the fact by legislative jugglery. 


the situation is to refund all the bonds of the United States 


Government, so that any duty we owe to the owners thereof | 


may be discharged by putting 
ment basis as will protect the 
of the Nation. 

The Republican Party has boasted of its enlightenment and 
its capacity, but it has not shown incapacity and ignorance in 
anything more markedly than it has in dealing with the great 
question of banking and currency. This bill is but 
patch to the already crazy patchwork of the past 60 years. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CULLop]. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill, as it 
will be seen from the reading of it, is that all bonds hereafter 
issued for the purpose of raising money to build the Panama 
Canal shall contain a provision in such bond that they shall 
not be receivable by the Treasurer of the United States as 
security for the issue of circulating notes to national banks, 
and the bonds containing such provision shall not be receivable 
for that purpose. 

This legislation is proposed for the purpose of contracting the 
circulating medium of the country. It can have no other pur- 
pose. A scarcity of money makes money dearer, makes money 
scarce, and the rates of interest high. If it will not contract the 
currency, the circulating medium of the country, it will prevent 
an expansion of the same, and as the growing population and 
the commerce of the country require a greater volume of money 
to conduct the increasing business incident thereto, it will 
therefore have the effect to prevent the issuing of a 
amount of bank notes to meet the requirements of public de- 
mand. 

It will do another thing, and that seems to be the real pur- 
pose of the bill. As I gather from the statements that have 
been made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop] 


these bonds on such an invest- 


owners and conserve the honor 


one more 


| 
| 
| 
Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to| 


larger | 


The | 
honest, manly, statesmanlike way of meeting the difficulties of | 


| 





and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], it might prop- | 


erly be inferred that it is a matter of speculation created by 
legislation to enable bondholders and speculators in bonds to 
appreciate the value of their holdings. It has been suggested 
that legislation ought to be enacted which would prevent a de- 


preciation in the value of the bonds of any holder in this 
country. Upon what principle is that suggestion founded? Is 
there any more reason that legislation should be enacted to 


sustain the value of one man’s property any more than that of 
another? If you are to legislate to sustain the value of the 
bondholder’s bonds, you ought to legislate to maintain the 
value of the farmer's corn, of his wheat, and of the merchant’s 


merchandise, and of every other product on the market. 
[ Applause. ] 
Pass this measure and it will prove an obstruction to the 


expansion of our circulating medium and place in the hands 
of capitalists an instrument by which. they can regulate the 
amount of currency at their pleasure for their advantage at 
the expense of the people and the business of the country. 
Pass it and it will swell by millions the profits of bond specu- 
lators by increasing the value of one kind of Government bonds 
and depreciating the value of the other kind. 





of the amount of money in circulation. Eliminate this func- 
tion from the Panama bonds and you depreciate their value on 
the market, lessen the demand for them, and increase the de- 
mands for all other Government bonds and appreciate their 
value. This result is inevitable. This is the real purpose for 
the passage of the bill. Any other purpose expressed is merely 
ostensible and not the real one. 

It will injure the advantages now secured to the people for 
a stable expansion of the currency of the country by limiting the 
securities for the issuing of national-bank notes, and for this 
reason in the event of a money stringency at any time would 
inure very advantageously to the benefit of the money sharks 
and enable them to exact larger interest for money loaned. 
Our population is rapidly increasing, our commerce is growing 
daily, and to enable us to conduct it freely and profitably ample 
money must be provided to meet its requirements. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Aparr]. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, during the four years I have occu 
pied a seat in this House I have bitterly opposed all forms of 
special privilege and class legislation. I shall vote against this 
bill, because I consider it a proposition solely in the interest of 
the banks and individual bondholders. Congress has authorized 
the issue of $200,000,000 of bonds, at a maximum rate of 3 per 
cent, to pay for the construction of the Panama Canal. 

The question involved in this bill is, How shall these bonds 
be issued? Shall they be issued with or without the circulation 
privilege? To issue them without the circulation privilege will 
undoubtedly lessen their value and decrease the amount the 
Government will realize from their sale. To issue them with 
the circulation privilege will increase their value and add to 
the amount the Government will realize from their sale. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to stand by the interests of the 
Government and the people by voting against the passage of this 
bill. I want the Government to receive the very best price 
for these bonds, therefore I shall not vote to lessen their value 
by taking away from them the privilege or right to be deposited 
with the United States Treasury for the purpose of securing cir- 
culation of bank notes. The real motive behind this bill is to 
increase the value of the outstanding 2 per cent bonds, of which 
there are $912,000,000, and this is to be done for the benefit of 
the banks and individual bondholders. While I am interested 
in the banking business myself and would profit by the passage 


| of this bill, I shall nevertheless vote against it and fight it just 


as hard as I would any other bill intended to enrich the few at 
the expense of the many. We are not here to legislate in the 
interest of the banks and bondholders, but we are here to legis 
late for all, and to see that everybody gets a square deal. Our 


| duty is to the Treasury and the people, and that is the side I 


propose to advocate. The Member who votes for this bill must 
answer to his constituents and can not escape the conse 
quences. > 


The country is growing rapidly and our increased popuktion 
will necessitate the organization of more banks to care for th 
increased business, and these additional banks will be requirea 
to put up bonds with the Government to secure circulation. Of 
the $912,000,000 2 per cent bonds now outstanding, all except 
$72,000,000 are now owned by the banks and are deposited with 
the Treasury to secure circulation. This only leaves $72,000,000 
available for new banks organizing in the future. Therefore, 
Mr. Speaker, it will readily be seen that if the Panama bonds 
are denied the same privilege as the present 2 per cent bonds, 
it will create a very large demand for the twos and materially 
increase their value. This result will greatly inure to the bene- 
fit of the banks, while it will depreciate the value of the 

anama bonds and work an injury to the taxpayers of the 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been argued here that to allow these 
bonds the circulation privilege will depreciate the value of the 
outstanding 2 per cent bonds held by the banks, and that it is 
the duty of the Government to maintain all of its securities 
at par. In the first place, I do not believe the 2 per cent bonds 
will depreciate, and, besides, the Government is under no obliga- 
tion to guarantee their market value. The purchaser of a 


Government bond takes the same chance that the purchaser of 








any other bond takes. The value of all bonds goes up and down 
according to the prevailing interest rates and business con- 
ditions. If you are going to ask the Government to guarantee 
the price of bonds for the benetit of the bondholders, why not 
\ 1 equal consistency ask the Government to guarantee 
t! » of the farmer's producis or the products of the 
L facturer. 

1. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a scheme to blacklist the 


ua Canal bond issue for 
class. IT am not surprised that 


back of this proposition, but I 


the benefit 
the Wall 
surprised at 


of a bond-holding 
Street 


interests are 


am the argument 


SO} gentlemen are making on this floor. To provide that no 
other bonds shall be issued to secure circulation except the 
? few people is the worst form of 


So1z.oc0.000 now owned by a 
islation, and I am unalterably opposed to it. 


y is it class legislation, but what would be the result 
i money panic? Everybody well remembers that dur 
panic in 1907 actual money in circulation was 

ient to carry on the business, and in all the large cities 
they resorted to clearinghouse certificates, while in many coun 


s banks were forced to limited payments. Now, if you 


in « e ol 


Roosevelt 


try tow 


take way from the Panama bonds the circulation privilege, 
VOU V make it impossible to expand our money market at the 
ver) time it is most needed. This bill, if passed, can not but 
c t the circulating medium of the country, and by so doing 
I es money scarce and interest rates high. This will work a 
erent hardship on the merchant, laborer, farmer, and manu 

irer, and no Member who has the interest of the plain peo 
ple heart should support it. 

Mr. Speaker, the issue is plain. It is the people against the 
bondholders. It is the interest of the masses against the self 
ish interest of the speculator. It is simply a proposition to rob 
the United States Treasury of the true value of the Panama 
ly s nnd add to the burdens of an already overtaxed people 
for the benefit of a bond-holding class. I am opposed to it. 1 


shall vote to safeguard the Treasury and protect the people. | 
sincerely hope this bill will be defeated, and that this day will 


mark the beginning when the granting of special privileges 
W be brought to an end. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RecorD. 


The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I con 


sumed 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 28 minutes remaining. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Srms]. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to state to our party friends over here 
and our contending friends on this side that this bill is, in effect, 

ivalent to making a direct appropriation out of the Treasury 
of the United States to cover losses which may be incurred by 
the of present bonds. That is what it means, because 
if you blacklist future issues of bonds of this Government for the 
benefit of the men who already own the bonds now outstanding 
and damage the selling value of the future issues of bonds, to 
the extent of that depreciation it is a direct appropriation to 
the present bondholders, 

How many stockholders of national banks in this House 
are going to vote for this measure that is of direct personal 
interest to them? I hepe not one. If you will not vote for it 
on account of being interested, why would you vote for it at ail? 
Whenever you say that a future issue of United States bonds, 
the securities of the Government that must be issued perhaps 
to carry on war or defend the Nation, may be blacklisted in the 
effort to sustain the value of personal property of private and 
corporate holders, I say in effect that-any man who buys Gov- 
ernment bonds does it under the rule of caveat emptor—takes 
the risk and takes the profit if there is one, and takes the loss 
if there is no profit. Six hundred and thirty-six millions of 
these bonds are now owned by the banks, on which they have 
issued circulation to the par value. They get interest on the 
bonds at 2 per cent, and they get interest at 6 or 8 or 10 
per cent, or whatever they loan the circulation for, in addition. 
There never was an hour since the Civil War, when the bonds 
are used to secure circulation, that the interest on the bonds so 
deposited should not have stopped immediately. 

The proposition is brought up here that the banks boucht 
these bonds to use as security to get United States deposits. 
What do they want with deposits? To loan them out for a 
profit. The whole object and purpose of buying these bonds to 
Secure deposits was to make money for the banks, for the stock- 


holders. 


holders 
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sure 


king Trust 


The 


this, 


people are not going to be fooled by such a 
They know that this is in the interest of the Ba 


me as 


ol 





this country, the Money Trust, and you can not f them one 
hit. If this bill will not reduce the price of the bonds hereafter 
to be sold, it will not reduce the price of those already sold. 
You can not get away from the inevitable, natural, logical re 
sult of this act. ; 

Now, if any of you gentlemen on that side, or anybody on 
this side, wants to vote here directly in the interest of private 
holders, in order to make sure that purchasers have made no 
mistake in purchasing the bonds heretofere purchased, he 
should understand that the bonds were in fact purchased for 
speculative, selfish, business reasons. Who ever heard of bank- 
ers and financiers loaning out their circulation for anything less 
than the interest which money loaned was commanding at the 
time the lean was made? Why, I am astonished that our Re 
publiean friends, who have always been the friends of the 


friends, should 


Hiouse, and 


the banks and 


national banks when they have had any 
now, when they are about to out 


this dying effort, order to 


come 


fo of this make 


last in sustain the 


private owners of the stock. and ask that we blacklist the se- 
curities of the Government itself in order to do so. 

if these issues are to be deprived of any of the elements of 
valve that the other issues ever had, then the argument will be 
! le and the precedent will be set with respect to some other 
issue of bonds, issued, perhaps, to build a canal or do some 
ther Government work, and that precedent will be cited as the 
renson for doing it again I am astonished that financiers and 
great statesmen should tl of embarking upon a proposition 
of t! eine rhe day will come when you may want to add 

xes of certain issues, when someone who for selfish reasons 
has hought bonds for profit or speculation will invoke the 
1" t now s t to be established My f1 ids, that is 

1h neces 

Phe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the gentleman from New York 
{ Mr. Payne] will take some of his time, if he has anybody else 


who wants fo make any speech 

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Pro}. 

Mr. PUTO. Mr. Speaker, I regret not to be in sympathy with 
the views expressed on this bill by the chairman-to-be of the 
Ways and Means Committee, but as we disagree as to the 


premise we naturally arrive at different conclusions. 
The Payne Tariff Act of 1909 authorizes the 


secretary Oo the 


Treasury to borrow $200,569,000 on Panama bonds at an inter 
est-bearing rate not exceeding 5 per cent for the purpose of 
reimbursing the Treasury in that sum advanced id | 1 in 


the construction of the Panama Canal. 


The alternative to issue short-term certificates of 
to obtain this sum would not meet but would 
temporize with the situation. These Panama bor 
others issued by the Government, have the privilege 
used to secure bank circulation. 

Under the terms of the bill 
be enacted into law. 
by the Treasury Department, but they will 
lege of being used as the 
circulation. 

It has been urged by some who are opposed to 
that the effect of legislation will be to maintain by 
the market price of the 2 per cent bonds maturing in 
heretofore sold by the Government and now held by the banks, 
to the extent of $607,19S,000. 

Mr. Sj 


sought 


ness 


now under consideration, should 
the bonds for $200.560.000 will be issued 
not enjoy the privi 


basis for securing national ba 


it 


LK-HOLe 


this measure 


iw 
1950, 


such 


91 . thic 
eaker, tos 


to be accomplished by 


is not a correct statement of the purposes 
the bill. When the Government 
of the United States 2 ner cent interest-bearing 
bonds, maturing in 1930, it refunded nding threes, fours, 
and fives amounting to $646,250,150. 

The greater part of these 2 per cents we 
banks at par, some at 101, 102, and 105. 
are now ubout at par. The banks used 
to secure their bank-note circ 
$200,000,000 in 1900 to more 
Should the Secretary of the ’ 
work the Panama Canal as it ] 
authorized for that purpose, amount 
we would have a bank-note circulati of $1,000,000,000, 

I do not believe that the circulating medium of the United 
States should be based upon a Government bond, as it is merely a 
promise to pay. I think the time has come when we should by 
a legislative act show that we are going to put a stop to this 
system and endeavor to go to a more scientific and stable one. 


issued these 


outst: 
‘re pure “1 by the 
All of the 2 per 
these 2 per cent bonds 
which has inereased from 
S$700.000,000 at this ime, 
order to pay for the 
issue the bonds 


$300,000, G00, 


cents 


llation, 





ing to almost 











It would alr t be an act of bad faith on the part of our 
G te these Panama bonds bearing interest at the 
rate ¢ eit with the privilege of being used as a basis 
f ause the tmmediate and approximate effect 

f ition would be to impair the value of the $730, 
‘ 0 2 per cent bonds now at par. I do not for one moment 

tend that it is the function of the Government to maintain 

market level of its obligations, but I do insist that the Gov- 
rmment should not by its own act depreciate the value of its 
own obligations, sold by it to citizens at par and above, by issu- 
ug obligations of a similar character bearing a higher rate of 


interest. Why? $730,000, 00 


ready 


Because the per cent bonds, al- 
issued, would fall at least 10 per cent, thus causing 1 
the holders of approximately $70,000,000 or more. 


On the other 1 should the 3 per cent Panama bonds, to 


»2 


OSS to 


< 1 
Milt, 


be issued, not enjoy the privilege of being used for circulation, 
they will be bought by our citizens instead of financial institu- 
tions, thereby affording the humblest of our citizens a safe 
investment. It is interesting to note in this connection that out 
of the $912,000,000 of United States bonds outstanding, more 
than 80 per cent are held by national banks and only 20 per 


cent among our entire population, exceeding 90,000,000 people. 

In France, with a population not exceeding 45,000,000, nearly 
5,000,000 people are holders of the national bonds. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been claimed that this measure in 
favor of the national banks of the country, but this will not bear 
analysis. Should the bill become a law, the banks can not buy 
and then use them a basis for circulation, issuing notes to 


is 


as 
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their par value, and then obtaining the 3 per cent interest less | 


the duty on circulation. A reasonable deduction to be drawn 
from this legislation is that it will develop patriotism among 
our people, who will invest in the bonds; and it will likewise 


have a tendency to bring into circulation hoarded money which 
wary of all investments that are not secured by the Gov- 
ernment. 


is 


I give my unqualified indorsement to the principles of this | 
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tion, amounting to one-half of 1 per cent per year, which would ir 
their purchase by the banks and preclude their purchase by the gen: 








public. The demand in certain parts of the country for a system 
bank-deposit guaranty and the demand for a Government-guaranteed 
postal-savings system would seem to indicate a desire for such govern 
mentally secured means of investment as would be presented by Goy 
ernment bonds available to the public. This can only be achieved by 
the withdrawal of the circulation privilege, which keeps our bends in 
the possession of national banks. 

Our second reason is based upon the practical agreement which ex 


ists among students of banking, however much they may differ in regard 





to the ideal system, that the system of bond-secured currency ought to 
be done away with. Within the last 10 years this system has becon 

more deeply intrenched than in any other decade since its establish 
ment. Since 1900 the circulation secured by United States bonds has 
increased from $300,000,000 to more than $700,000,000. If the Treas 
ury is not relieved from the obligation to issue bonds with the circula 
tion privilege as prescribed by the act of August 5, 1909, there is like! 





to be added nearly $300,000,000 more to this unscientific and generally 
condemned currency system. The Treasury Department asks Congres: 
to be relieved from the necessity of further intrenching this system 

A third reason for denying the new Vanama bonds the circulation 
privilege is that there is absolutely no connection between the requir: 
ments of the country for revenue to pay for the construction of the 
Panama Canal and the need of the country for additional circulating 


medium. Most authorities are agreed that the money supply of the 
world has increased too rapidly in the last decade. The world-wide 


rise in the prices of commodities, though due to a variety of causes in 
particular instances, has doubtless been largely influenced by the vast 
increase in gold production, which in this country has resulted in an 
increase in our gold stock from $600,000,000 in 1896 to over $1,600 
000,000 in 1910, to which we have also added $500,000,000 of national! 





bank notes. This means an increase per capita from $21 to $35, or 
about 65 per cent. On this account it would seem unfortunate to add 
artificially to the existing plethora of money at the present time and 


so contribute further to the general rise in prices. 

If the circulation privilege were removed from the Panama bonds thx 
Secretary of the Treasury would still be able to provide for additiona 
issues of bank notes in time of emergency through the issue 


| tificates of indebtedness, of which he is authorized to issue $200,000,000, 


bill and hope that it will pass. 
I will add as an appendix to these remarks a statement of | 
the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. A. Piatt Andrew, 


dated February 24, 1911, marked “A;” statement showing the 
prices at which 1930 bonds were refunded, marked “B;” and 
analysis of United States bond holdings, marked “ C.” 


A. 
STATEMENT OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY ANDREW OF THE TREASURY, 
FEBRUARY 24, 1911. 
Secretary MacVeagh and the officers of the Treasury dre awaiting 


with great anxiety the action which the House of Representatives may 
take with respect to the bill to authorize the issue of Panama bonds 
without the circulation privilege. This bill was proposed by Secretary 
MacVeagh, has passed the Senate, and now awaits the action the 


ot 





Houss That Secretary MacVeagh will be obliged to borrow money be 
fore many months have elapsed seems clear. The working balance | 
which stood at $37,000,000 on December 31 and at $30,000,000 on 
Fanuary 31 was reduced, according to the cash statement of February 
21, to less than 5,000,000. Any considerable further decrease will 
bring it close to the danger point. Then the Secretary must begin to 
borrow. Under existing legislation, although he is authorized to bor- 


row $290,569,000 on Panama bonds at a rate not exceeding 3 per cent, 


the want of adjustment with respect to the circulation tax on national- 
bank notes issued against these new bonds forbids his issuing them at 
3 per cent, the only rate at which they would find an investment 
market Accordingly, if Congress fails to pass the pending bill, the 
Secretary might be driven to the temporary expedient of short-term 
certificates of indebtedness. Fortunately, he may withhold from these 


certificates the privilege of their being used as a basis for 
bank circulation. 

Recognizing that these certificates are only a temporary expedient, 
however, Secretary MacVeagh has urged upon Congress the passage of 
a law authorizing him to issue the Panama bonds without the circula 
tion privilege. He bases his indorsement of this bill on a number of 
reasons. 

We believe, first, that the Government bonds, because of the security 
which they offer as means of investment, should be available not merely 
for the banks but for the general public. Of the $912,000,000 of United 
States bonds now outstanding, $735,000,000, or more than four-fifths, 
are held by the national banks, and outside of the national banks only 


national- 





20,000 among our 92,000,000 of people are registered holders of the 
Government debt On the other hand, of the population of France of 
only 40,000,000 between 4,000,000 and 5,000,000 are holders of Govy- 
ernment bonds So long as the circulation privilege is attached to our 
Government bonds, and especially so long as such bonds yield an in- 
terest rate of less than 3 per cent, there can be little opportunity for 
the general public to share in their ownership. The bonds of the most 
stable European governments to-day sell at prices which yield more than 
> per cent—the British consols at their present prices yield 3.16 per cent ; 
the French rentes, 3.06 per cent; and the German imperial 3 per cent 
bonds, 3.61 per cent It is not likely that the credit of our Govern 

nt is so much higher than the credit of England, France, or Ger- 
many that we could borrow upon an investment basis of much less than 
> per cent 

If a 3 per cent md were issued to-day under th« onditions pre 
scribed by the act of August 5, 1909, with circulation privileges at 
tached, subject to a tax of only 1 per cent, those bonds would have an 
advantage over all other United States bonds, when used for circula 





which may, but need not, be made available for circulation, as well as 
through the instrumentalities provided by the Aldrich-Vreeland Act « 
May 30, 1908. 

As a final argument, we feel that the consideration that the market 


value of the $730,000,000 of outstanding 2 per cent bonds would pro! 
ably fall below par as a result ought to forbid the issue of additi 


! 





bonds bearing the circulation privilege. The outstanding 2s, though 
issued some two or three points above par, have already lost tly 
premium value and for several years have hovered about par rl 


loss due to the decline in the price of these bonds which has alread 


national banks have already written off some $25,000,000 to cover th 
to Comptroller of 1 


occurred. According the last report of the ! 





Currency, they still carry these bonds at a premium of $10,060,037 
If the authorized 290 million Panama bonds were issued with the 
cireulation privilege, the bonds now held would probably drop fro! 
10 to 15 points, causing an additional loss to the banks of from 


$70,000,000 to $100,000,000. Secretary MacVeagh is of the opinion 
that the Treasury ought not to be forced to take any step which would 
cause such losses to the national banking system. 


B. 
Statement showing the prices at which 3 per cent, 4 per cent, and 5 pei 
cent bonds were refunded into 2 per cent consols of 1930. 
3 per cent, 4 per cent, and 5 per cent bonds 


refunded under circular of Mar. 14. 
1900; new bonds issued at par; old 
bonds refunded at following prices: 
3 per cent bonds of 1908-1918, at 
I chases ceemneetaadaiannetaliasiod $98, 879, 700 
4 per cent bonds of 1907, at 111.349__ 274, 989, 750 
5 per cent bonds of 1904, at 109.535__ 72, 071, 300 
Total - bial, sestinih eel einciecs Radiata ee ee 
3 per cent and 4 per cent bonds refundec 
under circular of Mar. 26, 1903; price 
of new bonds, 102; old bonds refunded 
at following prices: 
3 per cent bonds of 1908-1918, at 
ee ee ian 16, 042, 700 
4 per cent bonds of 1907, at 107.02_ 65, 099, 900 
TEOIIINIIT scien nk lachlan Rin tii ial ttinnin 81, 142, GOV 
3 per cent and 4 per cent bonds refundec 
under circular of Sept. 23, 1903; price 
of new bonds, 102; old bonds refunded 
at following prices: 
3 per cent bonds of 1908-1918, at 
103.39 - sisalicetie coped eoecadan snes 4, 3837, 600 
4 per cent bonds of 1907, at 106.099 11, 489, 000 
I a an i elle hee eile mite a nae ei Rei 15, 826, 6 
3 per cent and 4 per cent bonds refunded 
under circular of Sept. 28, 1905; price 
of new bonds, 101; old bonds refunded 


at following prices: 
3 per cent bonds 
I bissinccrasdttenipinasncancipliai tata se innpasitinpteed 
4 per cent bonds of 1907, at 102.89__- 


of 1908-1918, at 


13, 189, 900 
39, 842, 500 


ov, 


Total _- ee 53, 032 
4 per cent bonds refunded under circular of Apr. 2, 1907; 
price of new bonds, 103 ; old bonds refunded at 100.348 50, ot 
Total incieienstiions akdncatecnsladiemaioam acai eacieaiae ~ Sailnet 646, 250 
Total 3 per cent bonds of 1908-1918 refunded__..-..... 132, 44 , 
Total 4 per cent bonds of 1907 refunded enna 441, 72, | 
Total 5 per cent bonds of 1904 refunded > 72, 0% 00 


Total 
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lysis of United States bond holdings with reference to number ¢ f 

Asal; f holders in banks and among individuals. 
ead Institutions and mis- 

Banks. cellaneou 
Loans | 
Am t Holders Amount lH f 
2 per ¢ 7,071 | $10,136,900 215 
2 oe 476 4,147,020 9 
an on 00 29, 441.900 ON 
er 928 159, 460 17 
P.¢ 455 310, 260 il 
9,130 44,195,540 868 
Individuals. Total. 
Loans. ae — 
Amount. Holders. Amount. H r 
2 pe ee $24, 434,050 2,743 | $641,768,950 10,029 
p Bi cca cdaacned 19,272,420 | 12,977 | 43,079,340 13,792 
41 1925 42,954,400 3,634 98,713 , 400 4,120 
Pp. ( ae oe LS8 000 70 54,605, 220 1,015 
P. ©. MiB ccsmesesdeccscecensees 137,720 19 29,626,720 {85 
Pedcnn¢asucadansuan 86 ,986 , 590 19,443 867 ,793 ,630 2). 441 
Mr. PAYNE. I ask general leave to print for those who 
speak on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks gen- 
eral leave to print for all those who speak on the bill. Is there 


objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman from Connecticut 
mit me to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; if it is not taken out of my time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to have the gentleman address 
himself to the effect of this provision on the market price of 
the bonds, in view of the statement in the report that there are 
about $220,000,000 bonds now outstanding which are available 
to secure circulation. 

Mr. HILL. I will come to that in just a moment. The gist 
of the remarks made thus far on the Democratic side of the 
Chamber is that this legislation is for the benefit of private 
bondholders. Gentlemen, you never were more mistaken in your 
lives. These 2 per cent bonds are held largely by small banks 
in the country. In 1900 a new law was passed, and since that 
time 4,600 little banks, most of them banks of $25,000 eapital, 
have been organized, and they are scattered through your coun- 
try towns. This is not a matter that seriously affects New Eng 
land. We have only 10 per cent of the national-bank capital 
of this country anyway. Two thousand six hundred of those 
little banks are in your towns in the West and South, several 
hundred of them in the State of Texas, if I am not mistaken. 

These banks have been compelled by law to take these bonds. 
They have not taken them as a matter of speculation. No na- 
tional bank can organize without taking 25 per cent of its capi- 
tal in Government bonds. They are not obliged to issue circula 
tion against those bonds, but they must buy them, and they 
have bought them, and every dollar of these 2 per cents now 
outstanding, except the $87,000,000 Panamas, are those bonds 
which have been issued under the refunding act, and which have 
been taken largely by your country banks in the West and 
South. They have not gone into New England, they have not 
gone into the pockets of private bondholders at all. You never 
were more mistaken in your lives as to the situation than you 
tre in regard to this, and I refer any gentleman who wants a 
verification of that statement to the last comptroller’s report 
lying on my desk. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. 
change our attitude? 

Mr. HILL. Not a bit. I am a bank stockholder myself, and 
inybody who wants to discount my statement because of that 
fact can do so if he sees fit; but that does not alter the fact 
ihat I am going to tell the truth on the floor of the House. 


per- 


Does the gentleman think that ought to 


Mr. FORNES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. HILL. Certainly, if I have time. 
Mr. FORNES. The gentleman states that most of these bonds 


were taken by the small banks. Did not the City National Bank 
of New York increase its capital and did not the Bank of Com- 
merece, and almost every large bank, within the last 5 LO 
years increase its capital? If so, where did they obtain the 
bonds to make that increase? 


or 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| Mr. HILL. They were organized before the act 


3815 





of March, 
To be s 


1900, and had the fours and threes as well as twos. 


iT 
ul 


some of them refunded them, but one of the principal objects 
of the act of March 14, 1900, was to institute small banks 
throughout the country. That was one of the purposes for 
which the 2 per cent refunding act was passed. 

Mr. FORNES. Was not the purpose of it to increase the 

| capital of the large banks? 

Mr. HILL. We have $290,000,000 of bonds to issue. Congress 
has decided to pay the expenses of the Panama Canal by a 
bond issue. You have authorized those bonds with the circula 
tion privilege attaching to them. You have now a total of 
$216,000,000 of Government bonds unused for the circulation 
privilege. The amount taken up last year was $9,000,000. If 
the same process goes on, it will take 24 years to use up the 


$216,000,000 of bonds already outstanding. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL. If I have time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much money is deposited in the 
national banks? 

Mr. HILL. Forty-eight millions. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What is the nature of the security? 

Mr. HILL. Government bonds. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is there any outside security? 

Mr. HILL. Not at present, but they can take something else. 
You have got something else with the circulation privilege, 
the same as you have for deposits. Talk about needing this 


issue for circulation—it would be just like any one of you gen 
tlemen issuing all the notes your credit will stand and then 
doubling it. It would be a foolish thing for you to do, and it is 
a foolish thing for the Government to do. What have we got? 
Not only two hundred and sixteen millions of unused bonds, 
but on the statute books is a law which authorizes the use for 
emergency circulation of three hundred millions more of pro- 
miscuous bonds. The circulation privilege is saturated now. 

Mr. Speaker, I find that my time has expired, and, availing 
myself of the privilege of the House, I will take the liberty of 
briefly extending my remarks in the Recorp, and submit here- 
with as a part of such remarks the report of the committee, 
which I was requested to prepare: 


{House Report No. 


2031, Sixty-first Congress, third session. ] 
BONDS FOR BUILDING PANAMA CANAL, 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill 
(Tf. R. 32218) to restrain the Secretary of the Treasury from receiving 
bonds issued to provide money for the building of the Panama Canal 
as security for the issue of circulating notes to national banks, and for 


other purposes, respectfully report that they have had the same under 


consideration and recommend its adoption 

The purpose of the bill is to procure funds for the payment of the 
expense of the construction of the Panama Canal. 

The total amount expended on purchase and construction of the 
canal to date is $226,841,768.88. Of this amount there has been paid 
from proceeds of sale of bonds, including premiums, $87,309,594.83 
The balance, $139,552,174.05, has been paid from the general fund of 


the Treasury and is reimbursable from proceeds of bonds not yet sold 

















The total bonds authorized by existing law for the construction of 
the Panama Canal is $375,200,980, less the number of 2 per cent 
Panama bonds issued to date in the sum of $84,631,980, leaving a 
balance of $290,569,000, Which were authorized under the provisions 
of section 39 of the tariff act of 1909 Tnder the provisions of thi 
act these bonds were authorized to be issued with a rate of interest 
not exceeding 3 per cent per annum, and the authority for the issuance 
of further Panama bonds at an interest rate of 2 per cent was by t 
same act repealed. 

There is now outstanding of 2 per cent bonds having the privilege 
of securing circulation an amount of $750,882,130 and an actual deposit 
for the security of circulation of the sum of $660,156,0S0, leaving a 
margin of $70,000,000 of 2 per cent outstanding nds over and above 
the amount now required. The total amount of all kinds of | ds 
available for circulation purposes outstanding is $913,316,590. Of this 
amount there is now on deposit to secure circulation $696,758,220, 
leaving a margin of outstanding bonds availab! * further circulation 
of $216,558,370. 

From this statement it is manifest that the market for the b Is 
possessing this privilege is saturated and that the Treasury could not 
hope to sell the new issue at any apprecial ddition to th 
because of the circulation privilege being attached to the bond 1 
the other hand, it is perfectly manifest that if a per t id, is i 
to meet the expenses of the Panama Canal, is now issued with that 
privilege it will inevitably have the effect of a cor I li reduction 
in the value of the 2 per cent bond with the same privi Of t 
the Secretary says: 

‘By the opinion of everybody “+ per cent is as low as you can m t 
these bonds, unless, of course, you could force t on the banks as 
2 per cent bonds were previously forced on the banks, but that i ) 
longer possible. It is a condition of complete saturation and you « 
not put in any more moisture ; we do not want to do tl if 
could It would be utterly un ind it 1 d destroy t 
market value of the bond They have been held pa 1t held t 
by their eyelids. They have succeeded in holding t it p b if 
you put another issue on top there is no pow in tl nan l w i 
which could hold them at par.” 

I am advised by the Treasury Department that the value of a 2 | 
cent of 1930 upon a 3 per cent basis would be 85.464, and there can 

| not be any question but what the further issue of $290,000,000 of nd 
with like privileges, except at a 3 per cent rate of interest, would bri 


the 2 per cent bonds to this value and with the probable resi 
withdrawal of circulation of about $120,000,000 in order to 
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against them as required by law. 

To avoid this contingency and meet the absolute necessity both of an 
immediate and future supply of funds to carry on the work of the 
Panama Canal, it is the desire of the Treasury Department to float this 
new issue at 3 per cent as an investment security, putting the same 
upon the market in small amounts from time to time as conditions 
justify and the necessity for funds occurs, and it is believed that this 


can be done at a rate 
financial conditions. 


The alternative to this proposition is the issuance of 3 


slightly above par without any shock to existing 


per cent one- 


year certificates, which the Treasury has authority to issue to the 
amount of $100,000,000, but your committee believes that it would be 
far better to permanently provide for the expenditures for the con- 
strretion of the Panama Canal by the issue of these 50-year 3 per cent 
bonds nd thus carry out the intentions of Congress as manifested by 
the pre n in the tariff act of 1909. 

They therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There is no probability, even if these 3 per cent bonds were 
put out with the privilege of circulation, that they would be 
taken by the banks in lieu of the 2 per cents which they are now 
hold, for the reason that at the price of 85.464, which the Treas- 
ury states would be the equivalent value of a 2 per cent bond 
as compared with a 3 per cent for investment, the profit on cir- 
culation based upon 2 per cents would be materially larger 
than it would upon the 3 per cents, because there would be a 
gradual appreciation of the principal invested until maturity, 
when the bond would be worth par instead of the purchase price, 
S5.464, so that until the outstanding twos were all exhausted 
probably no additional value would come to the new issue of 
threes because of the circulation privilege. 

Under existing law the Secretary of the Treasury is compelled 
to require national banks to maintain the bond security to the 
full amount of circulation outstanding, and if at any time the 
bonds fall below par the banks would be required to do one of 
two things: First, buy additional bonds to make the margin 
good, or, as an alternative, to reduce circulation to the market 
value of the bonds. In the one case the issuance of these bonds 
with the circulation privilege would take more than one hun- 
dred millions of money from commercial uses for a permanent 
investment in additional bonds, or what would be more likely, 
would compel a like amount of circulation to be withdrawn. 

I am wholly unable to understand how the Democratic Mem- 
bers of this House, with very few exceptions, can put them- 
selves in the position of deliberately voting to depreciate the 
value of the bonded indebtedness of the United States, especially 
in view of the fact that at the last election by the deliberate 
action of the people of this country they were given control of 
the House of Representatives and were, so to speak, put on 
probation until another election should be held. 

They have already announced that they intend to bring in at 
the next session of Congress and put on trial a tariff for rev- 
enue only. One would naturally suppose that the last thing 
they would desire would be financial disturbance or a stringency 
in the money market during the coming fall when their new 
tariff scheme is to go to the country. 

Nobody knows to-day whether the Wilson tariff bill of 1894 
was in and of itself a failure, or whether the failure was due in 
whole or in part to the financial conditions which obtained at 
that time. It is only fair to our Democratic friends to admit 
that it was born in a panic and was cut off in its childhood with 
the financial depression still in existence. 

It would seem that their desire now would be to give to the 
child to be born a clear field in which to run and be glorified, 


bonds now on deposit at par with the amount of circulation taken out | change, but a bad currency system is not only bad in the begin- 
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and no obstructions of any kind or character put in its path- | 


way, and yet upon the very threshold of their entrance to power 
we see the Republican and Democratic Parties lined up in oppo- 
sition to each other, the Democratic Party declaring its undying 
hostility to the national banking system and a sound currency 
and the Republican Party favoring any and all legislation looking 
to the maintenance of the credit of the Government and the 
preservation of sound financial and industrial conditions in the 
business world. 

Little thought was given in the last election to the fact that 
the time was rapidly approaching when more financial legisla- 
tion would be needed in order to save the national credit and 
give to the country a greatly improved system of currency. 
It will be of little satisfaction now to those people who voted 
last November to transfer the House of Representatives to 
Democratic control that at the very first opportunity the unfor- 
tunate financial vagaries which have controlled the Democratic 
Party in years gone by should be again brought to the front 
and accepted practically without change by the men to whom 
this new lease of power was given. 

I commend it to the careful consideration of the country. 

In the wonderful development of our industries and the tre- 
mendous growth of our population this country can stand almost 
any form of tariff legislation and still struggle on without com- 
plete and total collapse and ultimately adjust itself to the 






Marcn 1, 





ning, but is sure to go on in an increasing degree to the in- 
evitable end of national and individual bankruptcy. 

The one overshzdowing necessity of this country in the near 
future is legis!uation looking to radical improvements in our 
banking and currency system, and if the attitude of the two 
parties to-day on this measure is indicative of their respective 
policies in the future, the men ‘who cast their votes for a 
Democratic House of Representatives in the last election will 
have abundant cause to regret their action. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I favor the passage of this 
bill because as I see it it is a plain, business, common-sense 
proposition. We have issued more than $700,000,000 of 2 per 
cent bonds. Everybody knows that these bonds at 2 per cent 
were not investment bonds. The Government has been enabled 
to maintain them at par and above par because they have the 
circulation privilege. Now it is proposed to issue $290,000,000 
of 3 per cent bonds and give them the same circulation privi- 
lege. If we do so we will disparage the credit of the Govern- 
ment and drive down the 2 per cent bonds below par. 

I believe in maintaining the credit of the Government. I do 
not believe that it is right, I do not believe that it is a good 
business proposition, I do not believe it is sound policy for the 
Government to put out a 2 per cent bond which was not an 
investment bond, which was maintained at par because of the 
artificial value that was given to it by reason of the circulation 
privilege, and then put out a higher interest rate bond and 
thereby depreciate the value of the former bond and disparage 
the credit of the Government by forcing its 2 per cent bonds 
below par. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. PADGETT. I will. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Would not the same logic apply to the 
action of the Government when it refunded under the act of 
1900 and issued the 2 per cent bonds at 102? 

Mr. PADGETT. Not at’all; because that was a matter of 
interest calculation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This is a matter of interest calculation. 

Mr. PADGETT. Not at all; it is a question of policy. When 
you give the 3 per cent bonds the privilege that we gave to the 
2 per cent bond and which held it at par, we are depreciating 
the value of the 2 per cent bond below par and thereby injur- 
ing and disparaging the credit of the Government. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. A 8 per cent bond with a circulation 
privilege would bring more than without it, would it not? 

Mr. PADGETT. I do not believe under existing circum 
stances that it would increase the value of the 3 per cent bond 
I think it would simply supplement the 2 per cent bond and 
throw it as a drug on the market. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I 
DawSon]. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take this opportunity 
of printing in the Recorp a brief history of legislation relating 
to the greenbacks. This is done with the thought that it ma) 
prove of interest in view of the widespread study and discussio! 
of the currency question which now prevails throughout the 
country. 

The greenback 


Will the gentleman yield? 


yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr 


was born February 25, 1862, and was a child 
of the desperate financial situation created by the Civil Wat 
and the almost exclusive circulation of wildcat State-ban! 
notes. The bottom of the National Treasury was being scraped 
to provide funds for carrying on the war, and the issue of these 
notes was deemed essential to the very existence of the Gove! 
ment. It is not surprising that a child born-of such parents 
and during such travail should have a turbulent and eventful 
life. 

On the above date a law was enacted authorizing the Sec 
retary of the Treasury to issue 150,000,000 of United States 
notes, ever since known as greenbacks, on the credit of 1! 
Government. If you will examine one of these notes you W 
find printed on the back that it “is a legal tender at its f 
value for all debts, public and private, except duties on im} 
and interest on the public debt,” and this constituted the } 
cipal propelling force behind them. They were given a ©o! 
tinuous lease on life, it being provided that when redeemed : 
the Treasury they should be reissued and kept in circulation. 

Four months later an equal amount was authorized, and ni! 
months after that another equal sum was provided for, 0! 
which $50,000,000 were to be used to redeem temporary loans 
As the volume increased the purchasing power decreased. Be 
fore the first 100,000,000 had been issued a paper dollar was 
worth about 87 cents in gold. When 300,000,000 were in cir 
culation they were 23 cents below par. When the public debt 
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reached its maximum, on August 31, 1865, there were $4 
553.912 of greenbacks in circulation, and they were slightly 
over 30 per cent below par, although the fluctuations had at 
times carried them down to a much lower figure. 

It was the intention of the leaders in Congress that these 
irredeemable paper promises should ultimately be redeemed or 
convertible into real money, and to that end it was provided 
by law in 1864 that the total amount outstanding should never 
exceed $400,000,000, and until this limit was reached in the 
process of reduction, all notes redeemed were to be canceled and 
retired from circulation. 

When the war drew to a close the money circulation of the 
country consisted of the greenbacks and State bank notes, gold 
and silver having almost entirely disappeared. The national 
pank act, which was passed in 1863, was now liberalized in its 
provisions, and with the rise in the circulation of national bank 
notes Congress set about to put a few crimps in the greenback 


circulation, in pursuance of a well-defined policy looking to 
their future redemption or convertibility. 
In the early part of Johnson’s udministration a law was 


passed providing for their retirement at the rate of not more 
than ten millions within the following six months, and there- 
after at the rate of four millions per month. Correlated to this, 
and a part of the general financial policy, was the act 
placing a 10 per cent tax.on State bank notes, which effectually 
retired them from circulation. This legislation was designed 
to increase the stability and security of the currency system by 
exterminating the wildcat State bank notes and gradually 
replacing them and the greenbacks retired with bond-secured 
national-bank notes. 


as 


Under this legislation of 1866 the national-bank circulation 
did 1 increase as rapidly as had been expected, and the result 
was a temporary stringency in the money market. These causes, 
coupled with the political agitation on the subject, resulted in 
the act of February 4, 1868, which repealed the former law and 


suspended the process of retirenrent and cancellation. The 
grecubacks outstanding had been reduced to three hundred and 
fift) millions. 

E since the close of the war the money question had been 
gradually drifting into politics, and this legislation had the 
effect of injecting an additional amount of partisanship into the 
subj The Democrats, forgetting their opposition to the origi- 
nal issue of the greenbacks, now became their ardent champion. 
They not only opposed retirement, but went to the other ex- 
treme and favored their further issuance without any specified 
limit. The political exigencies of the period incubated a variety 
of ot er schemes. The bondholder was the principal subject of 
atta and a proposition was set on foot to pay the principal of 
the five-twenty bonds in greenbacks. The Democrats took up 
thi oposal with energy and enthusiasm and incorporated it 
in their national platform of 1868 as one of the leading planks. 
The Republicans took the ground that such a step was opposed 
to the spirit of the law, and would be virtual repudiation. 
Sides were taken along these lines, and it is hardly necessary to 
chronicle that Gen. Grant won an overwhelming victory at the 
polls 

President Grant called a special session of Congress shortly 
after taking his seat, and the first law that he signed was the 
act of March 18, 1869, to strengthen the public credit, a similar 
bil ing been defeated by President Johnson only a short time | 
bef re by means of a “ pocket veto.” This act declared that the 
faith of the Government is solemnly pledged te the payment in 
coin f all the greenbacks. It further solemnly pledged the 
faith of the Government to make provision for such redemption 
at the earliest practicable period. 

Backed by this pledge and strengthened by this solemn 
asst ce the greenback traveled along an even path for the 
hext four years, the aggregate amount outstanding remaining 


at >206,000,000 until the panic of 1875 came on, with Black 


Friday and the suspension of currency payments in all the large 
cities of the country. Under the stress of this monetary crisis 
the Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. William A. Richardson, 
of M: ssachusetts, put into circulation $26,000,000 of the green- 
backs which had been retired by the act of 1866. The admin- 
str: 1 held that the law of 1866, while it provided for a 
reduction of the greenbacks, did not repeal that part of the law 
of 1894 which fixed the maximum at $400,000,000, and therefore 


the £44,000,000 between the 


the smount outstanding and this maxi- 


mit 


mum constituted an emergency reserve. 

The currency thus paid out by the Treasury did much to pre- 
vent further spread of the panic and its disastrous conse- | 
quences. These new notes also had the effect of producing a 
lively debate when Congress met as to the legality of their 
issue. Out of all the discussion came a Senate bill to fix the 


legalizing Secretary Richardson's emergel cy issue and relieving 


maximum amount of greenbacks at $400,000,000, thus in effect ' Secretary of the Treasury to purchase each month. 
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the Treasury from the embarrassment of exercising a disputed 
power, and further providing for an increase of 346,000,000 of 
bank-note circulation, but the measure was vetoed by President 
Grant, and sufficient votes could not be mustered to pass it 
over the veto. Later in the session an appropriation b was — 
made the vehicle for passing through Congress proviso by 
which the maximum amount outstanding was fixed at 
$382.000,000. 
All this time the country was on a paper basis, and the sen 
timent was steadily growing in favor of making Concrete pro- 


visions for specie resumption. President Grant had repeatedly 
urged it in his messages to Congress, expressing the opinion in 
his message te the first session of the Forty-ihird in 
December, 1873, that the country “can never have permanent 


Congress 


prosperity until a specie basis is reached.” This sentiment had 
crystallized into a determination among the Republicans to 
bring about this result during that Congress, but the first ses 
sion was fruitless in this particular. The election of a Demo 


cratic House of Representatives in the fall of 1874 served as 
the necessary spur, and during the short session between that 
election and the 4th of March following, when the new Congress 
would begin, the resumption act was passed by a unique and 
somewhat unusual method of procedure. 

Promptly after the assembling of Congress in December, 1574, 
the Republicans of the Senate named a select committee of 11, 


of this 
unanimously 


From one who was a member 
|} committee of 11 I learn that the caucus not only 
|} agreed to support the measure and pass it without dotting an 
“i or crossing a “t,” but also that no Republican would de 
| bate the bill or undertake to explain its provisions on the floor 
|of the Senate. In the discussion which followed it must have 
been a little embarrassing for Senator Shtrman, then chairman 
of the Finance Committee, in charge of the bill, to answer all 
inquiries from opponents of the measure as to the interpreta 
tion or effect of its provisions by saying that the bill spoke for 
itself and each Senator could read it and decide for himself as 
to the true construction to be placed upon it. Under these tac- 
tics the bill ran the gantlet of unlimited Senate debate in a few 
days, speedily passed the House, and became a law before the 
middle of January over the signature of President Grant, who 
took the unusual method of conveying the notice of approval to 


upon its phraseology. 


| which soon drafted a measure and submitted it to the party 
| caucus. The bill was so adroitly drawn that men of widely 
| divergent views accepted it, by placing their own construction 


Congress in a special message. 

In addition to the provisions for the resumption of specie 
payments on January 1, 1S79, the bill provided for a gradual 
redemption and retirement of the greenbacks to an amount Pd 


equal to SO per cent of the national-bank notes thereafter issued, 


until the amount of greenbacks outstanding should be 300,000, 
OOO and no more, and provided for a fund in the Treasury by 
sale of bonds and accumulation of surplus for such redemp 
tion. Beyond this a layman should perhaps not undertake to 
interpret this law, inasmuch as there was among its su] 
porters in Congress a marked differs » of opinion as to whethei 
or not these notes when redeemed should be reissued. <A few 
years later Congress dispelled all doubt on this point by fu 
| ther legislation. 

|} Onee again the retii 


‘ement of the greenbacks col 


process continued steadily un ate in the spring of 18738, v 














once again further retirement was prohil d by of May 
ol, after thirty-five millions had lh retired rhe amount had 
been reduced to $346,681,016, and the stand 
except those lost or destroyed. Congress in this law specif 
provided that all the greenbacks the outstanding should b 
reissued after redemption. Thus was forged the “endless 
chain” which was dragged through the T1 iry « g the 
second Cleveland administrati« n, drawing a constant 8 m of 
gold along with it. 

The greenback enjoyed a fairly peace ( the cul 
rency system of the Gove1 ent f t ct 12 rs, so far as 
legislation goes, but it was 1 g ) ’ \ 
tional party appeared in 1S7 Greenbac 
Party, which maintained an o1 three suece 
sive presidential campaigns, reaching i Xi strength 1 
ISSO, when its caudidate for President, ¢ J Lb. Weaver, 
of Iowa, polled over 300,000 votes. 

The Sherman Act of 1890, which « wl s fe itously 
| described as a “concession born of ical timidity,” brought 
| forth a twin brother to the greenback by creating the Treasury 
notes, with the same provisions as to.their legal-tender quali 
| ties and reissuance. They were to be issued to pay for four 
and a half million ounces of silver, which the law directed the 

Under 
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this law one hundred and fifty-seven millions of these Treasury :. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hitt] has called our 


notes were placed by the side of the greenbacks, with nothing for 
them to lean upon except the silver bullion so purchased and 
the reserve set aside for the redemption of the greenbacks. 

Under fair financial no trouble was occasioned, but 
when pinching times came in 1893 there came with them a feel- 
ing of apprehension that unless the purchasing clause of ‘the 
Sherman Act were repealed the convertibility of the greenbacks 
was endangered and the country would be on a silver 
standard. 


skies 


soon 


Few have forgotten the memorable struggle in the special ses- | 


sion of the Fifty-third Congress, called together in August by 
President Cleveland for the express purpose of repealing this 
purchasing clause. It was a struggle replete with sensational 
and dramatic incidents, from the ringing message of the Presi- 
dent to the final repeal three months later over the negative 
votes of a majority of the President’s own party. 

Provision was made in 1900 for the retirement and cancella- 
tion of the Treasury notes of 1890 as fast as silver dollars 
were coined, and they have all disappeared from circulation, ex- 
cept $3,388,000, which are shown to be outstanding by the 
Treasury statement to-day. 


To-day the stability of the greenbacks is amply assured, for- | 


tified as they are by the one hundred and fifty millions of gold 
held in the Treasury as a reserve under the gold-standard act 
of 1900; and they seem to be reasonably secure in the affections 
of the people, although the charge is laid against them that they 
are unscientific and should be supplanted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. Monpert]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am not a currency expert, 
and if I was one I could not make much of a statement in 
regard to this important measure in three minutes; but I desire 
to express my views on this bill briefly. 

The first Panama bonds were 2 per cent bonds, but for some 
reason or other which seemed good and sufficient to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and the House, 
Act of August 5, 1909, we provided for an additional 
two hundred and ninety millions of 3 per cent bonds. 
four millions were issued of the 2 per cent bonds. Now, I do 
not understand what has occurred since the legislation of 
August 5, 1909, to make it wise to amend in the way proposed | 
that legislation. We should have understood the effect on the 
Government credit when we passed the legislation. I think 
this legislation is unwise, first, because it is very unwise and 
very dangerous to begin to differentiate in the matter of Govy- 
ernment bonds touching the circulation privilege. 

Second, 
would affect the market value of the 2 per cent bonds outstand- 
ing unless it be the unfortunate fact, which I do not believe to 
be true, that the country is in such a condition that we can 
not sell a bond for what it is worth. It is true that there is 


issue of 
Kighty- 


outstanding some $200,000,000 of bonds which may be used for | 


circulation, and it is assumed that the market has been satu- 
rated with bonds having the circulalation privilege and that 


we do not need any further bonds for circulation purposes. 
Well, that is assuming we are always to have the present con- 
dition. We have an emergency currency provision of law in 


contemplation of conditions when we may want to expand our 
currency, and if that legislation was wise when passed, and is 
still wise, I think it is well to have an anchor to windward 
in the matter of additional bonds which may be made the basis 
of circulation. 

The latter is certainly the better as the basis of an expand- 
ing currency, rather than to call upon the very questionable law 
which we passed to provide for emergencies. So it seems to 
me that, first, we took the action we did in the matter of the 
Panama bonds with our eyes open and understanding condi- 
tions, and that there have been no changes to warrant this 
modification of law ; second, we are embarking upon a very ques- 
tionable policy when we depart from the practice of having the 
circulation privilege apply to all Government bonds. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
rentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hircencock]. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I have been surprised that 


so little has been said of any weight in favor of this extraordi- 
nary proposition. I had supposed, when I began to listen to the 
argument, that there must be cogent and important reasons why 
this important and revolutionary step to blacklist this big bond 

should be taken. I realized that the banking interests 
of the country were strongly in favor of it, but I did not assume 
they were in favor of it, as now appears from the debate, simply 
for the purpose of giving them practically a monopoly of the 
bonds that may be used for the purpose of securing circulation. 


issue 


in the Payne Tariff 


I do not believe that the issue of a 3 per cent bond | 


attention to the fact that during the recent past there has been 
a rapid increase particularly in the West and South in the num- 
ber of national banks. That increase will go on, if given an 
opportunity, but I want to tell the House that that increase 
ean not go on if by an act of Congress the bonds which can 
| be used for the purpose of securing circulation are limited to 
those already authorized and monopolized by existing banks, 
| I want to tell the House that three or four hundred national 
banks can not be organized every year hereafter, as has been 
done in recent years, if, when the organizers of those banks go 
into the market to buy bonds for the purpose of securing their 
circulation, they find that all the bonds that may be used for 
| that purpose are already owned by the national banks of the 
country and held at a premium, as they will be. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. do. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska know 
| What percentage of increase there is in the national bank capi- 
talization every year? 


Mr. HITCHCOCK, I am not familiar with the figures at the 
present time, but I 


understand that about 300 new national 
banks are organized every year in the natural course of the 
growth of the country and that these banks must buy bonds to 
secure circulation. We now have 7,200 national banks, and 
| those banks practically own at the present time all of the bonds 
| available for national-bank circulation. What are the new 
| banks to do; how are they to get the bonds upon which to issue 
| circulation if, hereafter, bonds to be issued shall not be available 
| as security for bank notes? 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The gentleman from Connecti 
| cut states that it would take 25 years at the natural increase 
for the national banks to absorb the bonds we have already 
issued. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But the gentleman is mistaken. There 
| are at the present time only $72,000,000 worth of 2 per cent 
bonds that are not being used by banks for that purpose, and I 
| want to tell the gentleman that those bonds are quoted in the 
| market at a premium of 1 per cent in the New York papers this 

morning. If they bring a premium of 1 per cent now, what 

premium will they bring if this legislation is passed and Con 
| gress gives a practical monopoly of bank-note security privilege 
| to the present holders of those bonds? They will undoubtedly 
| rise to a high premium. That is the purpose of this legisla- 
tion—first, to restrict the organization of new banks; second, 
to restrict the issuance of the circulating medium; and, third, 
to increase the premium on these bonds. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to ask a question. What are you 
“coing to do with the $142,000,000 threes and fours that are 
equally available for circulation? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Iam not going to do anything with them. 

Mr. HILL. I do not think anybody is, and that is the reason 
there is no necessity 








Mr. HITCHCOCK. They take care of themselves. There 
are few of them. They will gradually be retired. Here in 


this bill we have a proposition to blacklist the future bond 
issues of the United States; here is a proposition, by discrim 
nating against these bonds, to make necessary a higher rate of 
interest in order to sell them. The Secretary of the Treasury 
already has the power to issue bonds at 2 per cent with th s 
circulation privilege. Why does he not exercise that privileg 
He says the market is saturated. How can he prove the 
market is saturated when these bonds are selling at a premium 
of 1 per cent? How can you prove that the market is saturited 
when Government 2 percents now sell in the open market at 2 
| premium of 1 per cent? 

Mr. HILL. New York City bonds sold less 





than a month 


ago—$60,000,000 of them—bearing 4} per cent interest, at less 
than 1 per cent premium. How can you sell 2 per cent bonds 


at par? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman fr m 
New York whether he expects to have more than one speech in 
closing. 

Mr. PAYNE. Two. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I will ask the gentleman to use 
some of his fime. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Ne\ 
York [Mr. VREELAND]. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me unfortunat: 
that a question of such great importance as the one now be fore 
the House should seem to be put to the judgment of the House 
mainly from the standpoint of whether the banks will make or 
lose some money by the transaction. To my mind that is 4 


very small part of the question presented for us to determine. 

















Although, Mr. Speaker, it seems clear to me that from that 


standpoint alone this bill should pass, it seems to me that as} 
a matter of fairness to the customers of the United States who | 
have purchased their securities—and they at present are mainly 


the banks, and mainly the banks because the securities of the 
country have been sold below the credit of the country—upon 
that standpoint alone we should not inflict loss needlessly and 
deliberately upon the customers of the United States. These 


2 per cent bonds have gone down in the last few years in an 
amount equal to $30,000,000; that has been charged off by the 


banks holding them, except ten or eleven millions still carried | 


in the last report as premium. The Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency has steadily required every bank that holds these bonds 
to charge off constantly a pertion of their premium value. As 
I say, it seems to me, if we merely regard it from the stand- 
point of selling more bonds, it will be unwise for Congress need- 
lessly and deliberately to inflict this great loss upon the holders 
of these bonds. There seems to be no question, Mr. Speaker, 


gentleman can doubt this who is familiar with bond 
of this Government or the bonds of the city of New York which 
have been referred to. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. VREELAND. I will. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is it not a fact while the banks may 
have lost some premiums upon these bonds they have made 
large sums by their privilege to issue their circulation upon 
them, and the transaction as a whole has been profitable, as the 
dividends show? 

Mr. VREELAND. I think that is true, I will say to the | 
gentleman. I think if we figure out the money they have been 
able to make on circulation that they have made money, or 
come out even, but that of course depends upon many other | 


things, but I think upon the whole transaction up to date there | 
the banks should make 


will be no loss in that respect. But 
something out of the money they invest in bonds 
Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 
Mr. SHERLEY. 
for circulation a valuable privilege? 
Mr. VREELAND. 


a] 
lece 





their circulation down to the minimum. 
Mr. SHERLEY. 


privilege was given to it? 
Mr. VREELAND. 
Mr. SHERLEY. 
Mr. VREELAND. 

question. That was a part of the purpose. 

not go into that now. 


Is not that true? 
Originally? 
Originally. 


“Of course, I 


Secretary of the Treasury at that time, was to furnish a 
national system of money with which to pay the troops of 
the United States—to create a national currency. But I can 


not £o 
Mr. 


into that part of the discussion. 
SHERLEY. 


their sale value in the market? 
Mr. VREELAND. 


we do, 


des! a blow to the credit of the country. 
Mr. SHERLEY. 


giving the privilege, increased the sale value of other Govern- 
ment bonds? 

Mr. VREELAND. We undoubtedly have in the past. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Then you think the rule of the past will 


not be the rule of the future? 
Mr. VREELAND. 


in th 


is, 10 per cent below par. 


33 


Was issuing 3 per cent bonds, then 
iS Issuing 44 per cent bonds. 


chased, 
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that if this bill should pass the 2 per cent bonds of the United | 
States will go down, not all at once, but go down as the years 
go by until they reach at least 90, and probably lower. No 


issues 


Is the privilege to issue bonds as a basis 


It will not be considered a valuable priv- 
in the years to come if this bill is passed because the 
protit is very small and so much uncertainty would exist as to 
whether any profit at all would accrue that banks will keep 


Is it not in point of fact that it was for 
the reason of increasing the sale value of the bond, that the 


I do not wish to say no to the whole 
can 
The primary purpose, as the gentleman 
will find in reading the debates of Congress and reports of the 


If the gentleman will permit, the purpose 
of my inquiry is to ask you, if we take away this privilege 
from the 3 per cent bonds, do we not to a certain extent reduce 


I will say frankly that I do not believe 
é We will realize as much as we are likely to receive, 
with circulation right included, because by our action we shall 


Is it not true that in the past we have, by 


I have answered the gentleman’s question. 
I was saying that anyone familiar with bonds and their issue 
is country must know that the issue of these bonds will 
crive down the price of the 2 per cent bonds to at least 90; that 
We only need to look at the issue of 
bonds in the great city of New York, which a few years ago 
per cent bonds, and now it 
The earlier bonds have gone down I 
and down until they are worth only about 85 on the market, 
bends for which a premium was paid when they were pur- 
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But I will say, gentlemen, that I do not consider that an 
important part of this question. The fact is that if we choose 
to inflict this loss of 75, 80. or 90 millions on the banks of the 
country, my judgment is that they are able to stand it. They 
have not appeared in the hearings here. They can absorb that 
loss, if we choose to put it upon them. My contention is that that 
is one of the least of the questions involved in this discussion 


The question is, How will the credit of the United States be 
affected? 
The next great question is, What will be the effect on the 


business of the country and on the banki! 
| of the country if we permit our already 

circulation to be increased by several hundred millions of dol- 
| lars or more of national-bank notes, which will be crowded into 
| the channels of business, whether there is need for them or not? 
| 
| 
| 
1 


Ml currency 
redundant 


system 


] 


bank-note 


Mr. FITZGERALD. There is a limit upon the amount of 
bank circulation that can be issued in addition to the amount of 
bonds outstanding, is there not? It is regulated by the capital 
or unimpaired surplus of the banks, is it not? 

Mr. VREELAND. But the capital of national | 
$1,000,000,000 ; that is $300,000,000 more than the present circu- 
lation of banks; so that question is not pertinent. It it 
open for these new bonds to be turned into national-bank cir- 
cnlation. I will ask the gentleman if the people of the United 
States want to see their bonds go down, and down, until they 
reach 90 cents on the dollar? I will ask, furthermore, if they 
realize the fact that, in case these bonds go down, it becomes the 
duty of the Comptroller of the Currency to require of the banks 
of the country to put up additional security for the $700,000,000 
of bank circulation which now exisis? I ask the gentlemen 
how they would think the people would view it, if we pass an 
act whereby it takes $1.10 of the bonds of the United States 
} to support as credit one of the paper dollars issued by the na- 
| tional banks of the country. It seems to me that the first great 

question involved is the credit of the United States. I have 
said here, and I say it unhesitatingly, that, in my judgment, 
the Treasury will receive as much money for these bonds if this 
bill passes as it will if it does not pass. 

It seems to me it would make those who might desire to buy 
United States bonds afraid of the bonds of the United States, 
because they would be afraid to invest their money in bonds 

| when, overnight, by the passage of a law, their value might be 
dropped down from par to less than {) cents on a dollar. Mr. 
Speaker, what connection should there be between digging the 

Panama Canal and issuing $300,000,000 of bonds to pay for it and 

forcing $300,000,000 more of paper money into the channels of the 
| business of the United States? What sort of a system of currency 
| 


sanks is over 


leaves 


that? Gentlemen are treating the issuance of $20,000,000 
more of bank circulation, if these bonds are issued, as ) 
incidental to this discussion. Why, gentlemen, if to-day in any 
of the great countries across the sea—in France, in Germany— 
the proposition were made to increase the paper circulation by 
$100,000,000 even, it would be a question that would be deliber 
ated upon by the finance minister, by the Government. It would 
be brought up in the Parliaments of those countries. It would 
be discussed long and carefully as to the effect on their finan- 


is 


merely 


cial systems and upon the business of their country. And yet 
we, lightly and carelessly, incidentally, as a mere side issue in 
the passage of a bill authorizing the sale of bonds—— 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentieman yield? 

Mr. VREELAND (continuing). Of the United States are de- 


liberately injecting into our currency possibly 
paper money. I regret that I can not yield to 
until I am through. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes more to the 
gentleman. 


SPOO 000.000) of 


the gentleman 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
yields three minutes more. 

Mr. VREELAND. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that some 
Members think that if we have more bank circulation the 


people in their districts can borrow it at lower rates of interest. 
tut I want you to take this into consideration: Very likely the 
issuance of this great mass of additional bank-note cirenlation 


does not mean that we will have more money in the United 
States. It means, rather, that we will have poorer money in 


er er LL 


the United States. All of you, gentlemen, are familiar with 
the fact that when we push out more money than is needed for 
the business of the country, more of this bank-note circulation, 
it pushes out the gold that we have, and it flies away to some 
country where it is more needed. 

call attention to the fact that during the last two years, 
while our bank-note circulation has steadily increased, we have 
made a net loss of gold exported of more than $135.090,000. 
Why, gentlemen, our bank-note circulation has more than 
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doubled in the last seven years. It has gone up from a little 
over $300,000,000 to over $700,000,000. We all know that the 
el fault of our financial system to-day—one of the great 
faults—is that there is no present connection between the de- 
ni of business and the amount of bank notes that we push 
into the channels of business 

This action here to-day illustrates one great fault in our | 
systein. We all know that the amount of circulation issued by 
banks depends, not upon ithe needs of business, but depends 
almost entirely upon the price of United States bonds on the 
market and upon whether the banks can make more money by 
issuing more circulation than by issuing less circulation. 

Now, gentlemen, it is well known to all students of this ques- 
tion, to all business men—and all economists agree in the 
opinion—that we shall never have a system suitable for our 


needs until the circulation of money is disassociated from bonds ; 
until the circulation depends on the needs of the business of the 
country ; until it shall come out when more money is needed in 
the fall k when less money is needed in the spring. 


and go back 
We may disagree about the best plan for accomplishing this 


purpose, but I say that opinion in the country is unanimous | 
that we must dissociate bonds from our circulating medium 
und connect them with the needs of the business interests of 


the country. 

Already this great sum of $700,000,000 of 2 per cent bonds, 
with circulation depending upon it, is one of the great obstacles 
in the road of accomplishing any banking and currency reform, 
and from that standpoint alone I say that we ought not 
make this problem more difficult by adding $290,000,000 more 
of bond-secured circulation to our already redundant issue. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
there will be only one more speech on this side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I think this is a very im- 
portant bill, and that a quorum ought to be present. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point of no 
quorum present? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I make the point of no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The point is sustained. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 
Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees, and the Clerk will call 
the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following Mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


to | 


Aiken Dent Hughes, W. Va. Poindexter 
Ames Denver Kahn Pray 
Ansberry Dies Keifer Reid 
Ashbrook Driscoll, M. E. Kennedy, lowa Rhinock 
tarclay Durey Kennedy, Ohio Rothermel 
Bates Englebright Knowland Sabath 
Bennett, Ky. Estopinal Kronmiller Saunders 
Booher Foelker Legare Sheffield 
Bowers Fowler Lindsay Smith, Cal. 
Bradley Gaines Lively Southwick 


Broussard 
Burke, Pa. 
surnett 
tyrd 

‘apron 


Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Garner, Pa. 
Gill, Md. 

Gill, Mo. 


Lundin 
McCredie 
McKinlay, Cal. 


McLachlan, Cal. 


Maynard 


Sparkman 
Sperry 
Spight 


Stevens, Minn. 


Sturgiss 


‘lark, Fla. Gillett Mays Wallace 
Goulden Millington Wanger 

‘ollier Graham, Pa. Moore, Tex. Weisse 

‘oudrey Hamill Morgan, Mo. Wiley 

ox, Ohio Haugen Mudd Willett 

raig Hayes Murdock Wilson, Il. 
Heald Needham Wood, N. J. 


I 
I 
‘ 
( 
(line 
‘ 
( 
{ 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 





Huff, Pa. Parsons Woods, Iowa 
WwW Hughes, N. J. Patterson 
The SPEAKER. The roll call shows that there are 290} 


Members present—a quorum. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I give two minutes to the gen- 
ileman from Iowa [Mr. PICKETT]. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Speaker, the brief limit of time granted 
does not permit of a discussion of the question involved, and 
I will confine my remarks to a single observation. 

It is practically conceded that the 2 per cent bonds were en- 
hanced in value through Government action. It is also con- 
ceded that if the Panama bonds are used as a basis of circu- 
lation the effect will be to depress the 2 per cent bonds below 
par. In other words, the Government having given to the 2 per 
cent bonds an enhanced or artificial value, it is now urged that 
converse action ought to be taken or permitted which would 
have the effect of depreciating the value of the bonds below 
par. I do not believe in legislation the effect of which will be 
to place obligations of the Government below par, which seems 
to be the status if this measure is not passed. I have never 
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stood for any legislation which I believed would directly or in- 
directly amount to a repudiation of our obligations. [Ap- 
plause.] 

While this will not be the direct result if we fail to pass the 
pending bill, it will at least be the effect. It seems to me there 
is a moral obligation Congress can not ignore. In view of 
circumstances with which you are familiar it does not seem to 
me that the proposition is a debatable one or that the House 
should hesitate to pass this measure. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGERap]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has 15 minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Pickett] says that he will not vote for legislation that will 
in effect depreciate the outstanding securities of the United 
States. He is not asked to do anything of the kind. Nobody 
has proposed legislation to depreciate securities now outstand- 
ing. The law now authorizes the issuance of two hundred and 
ninety millions of Panama bonds. If the Secretary of the 
Treasury were properly to discharge his duty he would issue 
them at the rate of interest he believes advisable up to the limit 
permitted by law, and obtain the best price he could for them in 
the market. But the effect of this bill will be to fasten the hold 
of certain great national banks upon dhe Treasury Department, 
and to perpetuate a deplorable and shameful situation. 

In 1900 the so-called gold standard act was passed. In that 
act certain refunding schemes were authorized, and authority 
was given to refund certain 5, 4, and 3 per cent bonds by the 
issuance of 2 per cent bonds in their place. The act provided 
that the Secretary of the Treasury might redeem those out 
standing bonds at a valuation not greater than their then present 
worth so that they would yield an income of 2} per cent per 
annum; but in order to make the refunding proposition more 


| palatable to the national banks the then law was changed so as 


to permit the banks to use bonds of the United States to secure 
circulation up to the par value of the bonds instead of up to 
90 per cent, as the law then provided. 

The cause for the refunding proposition was that the 5, 4, 
and 8 per cent bonds were rapidly becoming due and the 
Treasury at that time was overflowing with money. Its revenues 
were largely in excess of its expenditures and the Treasury De- 
partment was redeeming the outstanding obligations of the 
Government. Suddenly it was realized that if the Tressury 
continued to pay off the outstanding bonded debt of the United 
States there would be no basis for the circulation of the : 
tional banks; widespread alarm was awakened among tlic 
banking interests and efforts made to protect their circulation 
The result was the refunding scheme, by which 2 per cent 30) 
year bonds were to be exchanged for our then outstanding and 
almost due obligations, 

Gentlemen talk about depreciating the securities held by th: 
banks. Let me read you how they operated under the refund 
ing proposition. Under the first circular issued by the Treasury 
Department, under the law of 1900, over four hundred and fort) 
five millions of 2 per cent bonds were issued at par in exchang 
for outstanding fives, fours, and threes. Let me read from the 
testimony of one who benefited by the process how the sch 
was conducted: 

I was connected with one of these banks and am still, and ha\ 1 


great interest in it. I telegraphed our correspondent right after t 
was passed to purchase $250,000 in those bonds. The currency : 
these bonds issued as currency against this particular bank wa 
to pay for the purchase of the bonds, less a small item of pre 
and thereafter and since that time this bank has been saving 
cent on the bonds substantially without any investmeat whatever. 
bonds yield about 14 per cent net, and as the nationai banks are ¢ 
the interest on over $700,000,000 of bonds which cost the banks 





ing, or a negligible amount, they have abused the confidence ol! ‘ 
friends in claiming to have been buncoed. 
In other words, these banks, under the refunding sc! 


arranged to obtain a certain number of 2 per cent bonds; 
taking out an equal amount of circulation it was neces 
pay only the trifling sum required to equalize values, or 
commissions, in effecting the exchanges, and by issuing t! 
notes without interest, upon which a tax of one-half of 1 pei 
was paid, they obtained in return bonds to the same iu 
upon which they received 2 per cent interest. Iver sinc 
the transaction has netted them 14 per cent interest ann 
on the par value of the bonds, for which they have been 
pelled practically to invest nothing. 

Mr. WEEKS. I did not understand what 
gentleman was reading from. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am 


authority | 


reading from a speech by 3 


Senator, made in the United States Senate, and not challeng I 
by any of the distinguished financiers in that body. 


It 


Wis 





1911. 
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during the session of Congress when the 
was under discussion—the session just ended, 


Mr. WEEKS. Who was it? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. OWEN—largely interested in the | 
national bank which purchased these bonds in this manner. 
The gentleman laughs. Perhaps the gentleman comes from 
a community where his banks were not sufficiently sharp to 
engage in such an enterprise; perhaps the institutions with 
which he is familiar may have bought their bonds of the | 
New York and Oklahoma bankers who were so much more 


keen and informed about the banking business than the gentle- | 
men whom he represents. Nobody professes that the national 
banks have been fooled in this operation, 

‘Two other circulars have been issued by the Treasury Depart- 
ment under which refunding operations have been conducted. 
So profitable was the exchange of bonds to the national banks 
that, under the circular issued in March, 1903, for additional | 
refunding operations, although in 1900 the 2 per cent bonds had 
been exchanged at par, the Treasury Department was able later 
to issue and exchange them on a bisis of 102, and eighty-one 
millions of them at that price were issued in March, 1903: in 


September, 1903, fifty millions more were exchanged at 102. In 
1005 fifty-three millions were exchanged at 101. 

I know some gentlemen have said to me that the national 
banks have already sustained a great loss. But they are unduly 





alarmed, and laboring under a misapprehension. All of the | 


operations under the refunding act have been highly profitable | 
to the national banks. They eagerly seized the opportunity to 
obtain 30-year 2 per cent bonds under the highly favorable con- 


ditions for their rapidly maturing fives, fours, and threes, 

It may be, however, that some of the smaller and more 
recently organized banks were shorn by the skillful men in 
charge of the larger and stronger banks. 

At some time after the refunding operations were initiated 
the Secretary of the Treasury made it known that he was pre 
pared to deposit some fifty or seventy-five millions of dollars in 
the national banks, and that Government bonds would be re 


quired as security for those deposits. Some of the banks rushed 
into the market to obtain bonds to enable them to obtain de- 
posits, and very probably had unloaded on them by those banks 


which engaged in the I 
the 2 per cent bonds. 

In some instances as high as 109 was paid for them. 
short time, through the operations of our indefensible appro- 
priations, our surplus greatly dwindled. and it was necessary to 
Withdraw these deposits from the banks. It was then that the 


rofitable refunding operations some of 


In a 


innocent national-bank lambs found themselves with some se- 
curities on their hands that were not quite as useful and as 
valuable and as desirable as they had been led to believe. But 
the original parties to the refunding scheme sat back and 


laughed and waited and have probably bought back 
loaded bonds at greatly reduced prices, 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Vreer AND] spoke about 
inflating our currency by $300,000,000 through the issuing of 
two hundred and ninety millions of these bonds, with the right 
to use them for cireulation privileges. There is not much dan- 
ger of the bank circulation being inflated for any such reason. 
The gentleman overlooked the fact that while there are seven 
hundred and thirty-five millions of our outstanding bonds de- 
posited in the Treasury to secure circulation, a balance up to 


these un- 


nine hundred and twelve millions is still available for cireula- 
tion, and that there has been no extraordinary desire on the 
part of banks to obtain and use these bonds, and by their use 
to increase the now outstanding circulation. Upon what does 
he base his assertion that a bond issue increases the circula- 
tion? Who is threatening to do So? Whence is there a de- 
mand for it? Who can profit by it? The Statement is pre- 
posterous. There are nearly two hundred millions of bonds 


Are 


ble for the purpose of increasing ci 
ly is attempting to use them for 


rculation not so used, 
but “lv 
sAND, 


any such purpose. 
I would like to ask the gentleman if he 


. } 
heathy 


Mr. VREEI 


d Ss hot think that the doubling of the bank-note circulation 
i SIX years and a half iS A measure of inflation which ought 
to be avoided if possible 


Mr. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. There 
be any such inflation: but 


LIVINGSTON. That does not follow as a matter of 
is no indication that there 
, after all. 


will 
Mr. Speaker, that leads to 


the point I wish to reach in this discussion, Gentlemen have 
overiooked the important point in this entire discussion: have 
tulssed the question of first importance to us. Because of the 
Condition of the Treasury, the Treasury Department finds it 
imperative to issue a certain number of bonds in order to obtain 


money to pay our current obligations, 


postal savings-bank bil] 


| 


| already 


| into 


| That would make 


That is the object of selling the bonds at this time. The 
working balance in the Treasury is between $25,000,000 and 
| $30,000,000. The Secretary of the Treasury asserts that w ithin 


a very short time he musi sell 
Treasury. He has authority to 
to reimburse the Treasury 
been made for the const 


bonds in order to replenish the 
issue bonds up to $290,000.000 
to the extent that expenditures have 
ruction of the Panama Canal. We have 
issued $84,000,000 of such bonds at 2 per cent, and have 


ex pended something over $200,000.000 in the construction of 
| the canal. There is at least $125,000,000 y hich may be reim- 
bursed by the sale of bonds for canal construction. The prime 
purpose of issuing these bonds is to obtain money to replenish 
the Treasury. What is the important thing for us to look at? 
Are we to be interested chiefly in those who have been specu 
lating in United States bonds heretofore, or are we to take 
such action as will result in the largest possible price being r 


ceived for the bonds about to be sold¥ Is our interest and duty 


to protect the Treasury and the people, or the bondholders 
and the banks? In other words, are we to look to the in- 
terests of the people, or are we to look to the interests of 


Nt banks who either have 


me 


made advantageous or foolish 
investments? 
Mr. REEDER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes, 
Mr. REEDER. If it is true that all the gentleman from 


New York is looking after is to make the bonds produce as much 
as possible and get the money into the Treasury, why not put 
law a provision that the bonds used for circulation 
shall not be used alone shall be used for circulation ? 
at about 4 per cent. 

That would be just as fair to the peo- 


this 
and these 


these sel] 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


ple as to pass this bill, with its resulting advantage, is to the 
banks. There is no difference at all in principle. 

Mr. REEDER,. If the gentleman concedes it vould make a 
zood deal more money in the sale of these bonds, then on your 
theery you ought to favor it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. | am in favor of getting the highest 
possible price for our ob] cations. When bonds are sold, under 
any circumstances, it is unfortunate for the country. If bonds 
must be sold and the future mortgaged, it should be under as 
little onerous conditions as possible. Some gentlemen m Vv be 
oversolicitous for the bondholders. In my opinion, our duty is 
to the Treasury and to the people. That is the side I prefer 
to advocate. No one will be able to escape the consequences 
of his action upon this question. A choice must be made be 
tween the people and the bond holding banks. This bond issne 
is authorized in the act of August 4, 1909. Nob dy dreamed 
at that time of putting a restriction upon the issue for cireu 
lation purposes. What has happened since? All should remem- 


ber that certain important financial interests in this country 
are quietly and industrionsly and persistently working to secure 
a very drastic change in our monetary laws. They have in 


mind the desire to control the financial operations hot only of 
the Treasury, but of the country. There was never a Suggestion 
that any bank had lost a dollar on refunding 

until the postal-savings act came up for consideration in th; 
Senate. Then when a provision was inserted to permit the use 


these schemes 


of the funds acquired through the operations of the postal 
Savings-bank act for the purchase of outstanding bonds we 
commenced to hear much about the injustice that would be done 
to the national banks if the outstanding twos were not pro- 
tected. 

Did it ever occur to this House that pPposition to the postal 
Savings system from powerful banks sudd ily ceased 7 Phat 
opposition stopped when certain provisions were ins rted int 
bill to compel the application of the proceeds of postal-savings 
bonds to the redemption at par of outst “x bonds of { 
United States subject to eal! 

The next step to fasten the hold of the national banks » 
the Treasury is this bill. 

National banks are being organized conti; nously They ara 
required to invest in a certain amount of United States | | 
They need bonds to secure cirey} ition. This h fixes definit 
the present outstanding bonds of $912.000.000 as the limit « 
bonds available for such purposes, The twos are selling to-day 
at 101. 

The enactment of this bill will have a twofold effect. It y 
lessen the value of the S200,000,000 of Panama bonds ft l 
issued and compel them to be issued at a higher rato than 
otherwise, and it will gr atly enhance the value of the out l 
ing twos. This bill, if ena ted, enriches the bond] Olding ba 
at the expense of the people. I venture to predict that w 
six months the price of our outstanding 2 r cent bonds y 


be much greater than at present. W hy such solicitude for t] 














ba when the Treasury is depleted? Why not some thought 
i fi protection of the Treasury? 
It has b asserted that the failure to enact this bill will | 
dep ite the bonds now outstanding. Suppose it should do so. 
Wi yone assert that the Government is bound to legislate 
so as to maintain at par its bonds? The same logic would re- 


» us to refrain from issuing any additional bonds whatever, | 
since every additional bond issued increases by so much the 


obligations of the Government and lessens the security of the 
present bondholder. 

Had I time I should discuss some other phases of this entire | 
subject. I view, however, with suspicion a bill of such far- | 
reaching effect upon our entire financial system submitted in | 
the rush and hurry of the closing days of the session, and | 
passed through one House without any discussion and crowded | 


upon us here without adequate time for sufficien 
consideration. 


ne, howeve - eall 


analysis and | 


attention to one phase of the question 

which, because of my duties in connection with the appropria- | 

tion bills, I have not had time to consider sufficiently to appre- | 
ciate and determ the anxiety for this legislation. 

Practically all of the 5, 4, and 3 per cent bonds have matured 

will mature within a very few years. 

The 2 per cents issued under the act of 1900 are 30-year bonds 
and will mature in about 20 years. The $84,000,000 of ‘Panama 
bonds heretofore issued are redeemable 10 years after issue, and 
will be subject to call before the twos issued under the act of 1900. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the $290,000,000 of bonds authorized under 

section 39 of the Payne-Aldrich Act (approved August 5, 1909) 

may bear interest at not exceeding 38 per cent and are redeem- 
able 50 years from the date of issue. None of these bonds have | 
yet been issued. Long-term bonds, capable of paying up to 3 | 
: per cent interest, they should not be made unavailable for a | 

. purpose for which all other Government bonds are applicable. 
Not more than 12 months ago the Treasury Department ac- 
cepted certain State, municipal, and other securities as security 
for deposits in place of Government bonds because they were 
unobtainable. No one can foretell accurately what the necessi- 
ties of the future will require. It is little less than criminal for 
the Congress deliberately to act in such a manner as to impair 
the value of Government securities about to be sold for the pur- 
pose of replenishing the Treasury solely to protect bond-holding 
banks from possible loss. 

The issue here is plain. It is the people against the banks; 
the Treasury against the bond speculators; the welfare of the 
many against the selfish interests of the few. Such a choice 
must be made. It can not be evaded. Those who vote for this 
bill do so with full knowledge of its purpose and effect. I hope 
it will not pass, but that it will be defeated; that the Treasury, 
where the people's interests are, and not the bond-holding banks, 
where the interests of the speculators in the Government's credit 
centers, will be safeguarded. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Werks]. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, 





ine 


or 















this proposition means. We have authorized an issue of 
$290,000,000, in round numbers, of Panama bonds, at a maxi- 





mum rate of 3 per cent. 
$90,000,000—have been 


About $90,000,000—somewhat less than 
issued, leaving an authorization of 
$200,000,000 available. More than $100,000,000 has been spent 
on the Panama Canal in addition to the amount provided by 
the bonds issued, and the purpose of this act is to determine the 
rate of interest and form of the bonds to be issued in future. 
We have outstanding $867,793,680 of bonds. Of these. S$98.- 
713,400 are 4 per cent bonds issued in 1895, coming due in 1925: 
$641,768,950 more are 2 per cent bonds, due in 1930, issued under 
the act of March, 1900, and they are the result of refunding opera- 
tions; $84,231,940 are Panama twos; and $43,079,340 are threes 
due in 1918, but callable since 1908. The bonds which are gen 
erally used for circulation purposes by the banks are the fours 
and the twos, the reason being that, except the Panama twos, 
they have a definite date of maturity. 

Now, the only question for this House to cansider how 
these bonds shall be issued. Undoubtedly rates of interest are 



















is 











increasing the world over. The little community where I live 
issued about 10 years ago 3 per cent bonds on a 2.95 per cent 
basis. We are now selling bonds on a 34 per cent basis, All 





first-grade bonds have advanced in about the same ratio, and the 
2 per cent bond, with the circulation privilege behind it, accept- 
able though it may have been when issued, is not now attractive 
to anyone, and bonds will have to bear even a higher rate of 
interest to be sold to the public or to the banks. 

We provided in the postal savings bank bill that depositors 
could exchange their deposits for 2} per cent bonds, and there 
was grave doubt in the minds of many Members of this House 
whether that rate was high enough, whether it should not be 
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I want to state in a word what | 
, Trust.” 


Marcr 1, 


"3 


made 2} or even 35 per cent; but a saving clause was added that 
that bond could be presented and paid at par, and therefore, the 
depositor in the savings bank would be protected in the market 
value of his investment. There are other reasons than the con- 
sideration of the circulation privilege, which bear on the 
ing of these bonds. In the first place, from the standpoint of 
most men who have considered financial matters it 
wise to get our national debt into the hands of the 


SSsu- 


Sco 


I 
peo] 


ns 


rather than have it concentrated in the banks. 


Mr. KOPP. 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. KOPP. Can the gentleman state how these bonds will 
be given to the public? 

Mr. WEEKS. I assume they will be given to the public 
the best price at which they can be sold. 

Mr. KOPP. With no limitation as to whom—— 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not know about that. 

Mr. KOPP. I am favorable toward the proposition, but there 
are some things I want cleared up. Will these bonds be cailable’ 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not understand so. 

Mr. KOPP. Now, then, if they are all issued, or practically 
so, how can they be used by the Government for paying postal 
savings depositors or exchanging postal savings deposits for the 
bonds? 

Mr. WEEKS. The trustees of the postal savings banks ha 
a right to invest in any Government bond, twos, threes, or fours, 
or whatever rate it may bear, but the depositor in the postal 
savings bank has only the privilege of exchanging his deposit 
for a 24 per cent bond, which has not the circulating privilege. 

Now, I must go on. I would like to know how much time I 
have remaining. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes. 

Mr. WEEKS. What I was saying, Mr. Speaker, was this, 
that it is desirable to get these bonds into the hands of the 
people, and usual and proper means will be used for that pur- 
It makes a better citizen of a man if he has a United 


Will the gentleman yield? 


yx se, 


| States bond, for it gives him a personal interest in his Goyern- 


ment, even if it is not more than a $20 bond; and it is desirable 
from that standpoint that we distribute these bonds rather than 
to have them go into the hands of the banks. This policy has 
been followed for many years in France with most satisfactory 
results. It is said that more than 4,000,000 French citizens own 
Government bonds. 

Now, as to the circulation privilege. We have $35 per capita 
of circulation in this country, which is the largest per capita 
circulation of any nation in the world. There is no desire 0! 
need for more, and the only reason that circulation is not r 
duced is because the banks have these 2 per cent bonds on 
hand, and they can not sell any great quantity of them and 
retire the circulation. It has been correctly stated to-day that 
the country is saturated with circulation, and we would be 
better off with less rather than more; but to add to that 
possibility of $200,000,000 more would result in deprecia 
our currency and would drive gold out of the country. 

My friend from Tennessee Mr. Sims talks about the “ Money 
But national banks do not make abnormal prolits, 
which is proven by the statement that the national banks are 
not increasing in number in proportion to the increase in other 
banks. The proportion is more than two to one of State banks 
as compared with the national banks, and the capital going 
into State banks is in about the same ratio. My friend 
New York [Mr. VREELAND], for instance, is the president o! 
State bank, not a national bank. Undoubtedly, he would | 
to have a national charter if conditions were equal, but b: 
of the fact that he can make more money as a State bu 
than as a national banker he takes the State charter. ‘iat 
condition is general throughout the country, and it is the reason 
why State banks are increasing in number so rapidly, at the 
expense of national banks. 


Some gentlemen have suggested that there is a very 
profit to be made out of circulation. This is not a co! 


statement, for it only varies from three-fourths of 1 pet 
to 14 per cent. But there are so many restrictions placed 
national banks by the Government, and the profits from « 
lation are so limited compared with the possibilities of | 
bonds, and so forth, that I do not recall any bank in a 
community that is not limiting itself as nearly as possil 
its minimum amount of circulation. It must have 25 pe 
of its capital invested in Government bonds, and the only v 


can get a decent return on that is to issue against th 
circulation. 
Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. FiTzGeraLp| © 


ferred to the statement made by a Senator in debate during t! 
discussion of the postal savings-bank bill. It must have b 
delivered at one of those times when the Senate Chamber was 


| einpty. 









1911. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 
and he interrupted. 

Mr. WEEKS. Anybody who has a semblance 
knowledge could make a complete and convincing answer 


The gentleman was making his speech, 


of financial 
to 


that statement. The banks exchanged high-rate bonds for 2 
per cent bonds. They had their money invested in fives, fours, 


which were about to mature. They simply ex- 


and threes, 


changed one class of bonds into another. 
And incidentally they wanted to aid the Government in its 
refunding operations. As a matter of fact the Government 


saved between $16,000,000 and $17,000,000 in these different re- 


funding operations, which it would not have saved if these 
bonds had been allowed to come to maturity. 
In addition to that, the very fact that the national banks 


hold these 2 per cent bonds, the fact that the circulation privi- 
lege has made a market for them, has enabled the Government 
to save something like $7,000,000 a year since 1900. If they 
had been issued on a 3 per cent basis, the Government would 


have lost the difference between 2 and 3 per cent. Further- 
more, the Government has sold all these bonds at a premium, 
obtaining on each $1,000,000 of twos sold about $40,000 premium, 


whereas if the bonds had been sold in the open market there 
would have been received for them between $100,000 and 
$150,000 less than par on every $1,000,000 of bonds sold. 

Now, while I am not contending that it is the duty of the 
Government to bolster up the national banks, I do contend that 
it is the duty of the Government to maintain its own credit. 
The Government of the United States uses the national banks 
as its fiseal agents. It does its business through them, so far 
as it can do so. It has cooperated with the banks, and the 
banks have cooperated with the Government, in placing these 
bonds whenever it has been found necessary to sell bonds. I 


understand the last twos sold were taken by the banks on the | 


condition that at that time a certain percentage of the money 
paid for them should be left on deposit in the banks. As far 
I know no bank wanted to take the 2 per cent bonds, either 


a premium or at par, and the only reasons for so doing were the 


possibilities of making something out of the money left on 
dejcsit and because they wished to be of service to the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman explain what effect 
the issuance of the 3 per cent bonds of the issue of 189S had 


upon the 2 per cent bonds? 
Mr. WEEKS. There were no twos outstanding at that time. 
I want to state to the House what, in my judgment, will hap- 
pen if we issue these 8 per cent bonds with the circulation privi- 


lege attached. The 4 per cent bonds are selling on a 24 basis, | Borland 
the 3 per cent bends are selling on a 2} per cent basis, | —— on 
and they are selling on that basis because they are callable at — e 
any time, and naturally they do not command a high premium. | Campbell 
The 2 per cent bonds are selling at about par. If they were sold eee 
on a 24 per cent basis, as the fours are, and as they undoubtedly | Carin 
would sell if we put other bonds on the market bearing a higher | Cary 
rate and having the same privilege, I believe it is safe to say | a am 
that they would gradually go down to about 90. The banks | Cline — 
have already charged off $35,000,000 of loss on account of those Collier 
bonds, marking them down from 104 or 1044 to par. } hai 
Under the law, if security behind circulation decreases in Cox, Ind. 
value so that the bonds sell below par, the comptroller ealls on | Cex, Ohio 
the banks for additional security, or to reduce their circulation, | 6)3, 
or to deposit the cash difference between the price of the bonds | — 
and their par value. Therefore if they should decrease in price | Denver 
to 90, which would be about a 2% per cent basis, it would | Dickinson 
mean a loss to the banks of the country of $70,000,000, which | Dae ind. 
the banks would have to supply, either with other securities, | Driscoll, D. A. 
Go ument bonds, or in cash. Now, I maintain that it is the 
duty of Congress to prevent any such condition as that. The | Adamson 
banks should not be considered as corporations, but as coliec- | Bartlett, Nev. 
tions of individuals who own this stock. In the State of Massa- | Brantley 
chusetts, for instance, among the limited investments which our 
mutual savings banks can make are national-bank stocks. They | Ames 
hold something like $11,000,000 of national-bank stocks. Two aoe - 
millions of the three and a quarter millions population of Massa- sell, Ga. 
chusetts are depositors in our mutual savings banks. This | Bowers 
legislation would directly affect not the interests of “ the Money | ; rd - 
Tri but in this instance of those 2,000,000 depositors | Capron 
in stivings banks, and it would be an element in destroying the | Carter 
credit which we have all taken pride in. [Applause.] | Cocks ~~ 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the | Coudrey 
Senate bill. | Cravens 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly | ((°05"" 
read the third time. Dent 
The question being taken on the passage of the bill, Mr. Un- | Dies 


DERWOOD demanded a division. 


as | 


at | 








Mr. 
nays. 
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Austin 
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Bartlett, Ga. 
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Bennett, Ky. 
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Bingham 
Boutell 
Bradley 
Burgess 
| Burke, Pa 
Burke, 8S. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Butler 
Calder 
ilderhead 
Cassidy 
Chapman 
Cole 
Cooper, Pa. 
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Davidson 
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Dr ape r 
Dupre 

Durey 
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| Edwards, Ky. 
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} Elvins 
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Adair 





Anderson 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Barnhart 
Beall, Tex. 
Boehne 

| Booher 


So the bill 


The House divided ; 
UNDERWOOD 


Alexander, N. Y. 


Alexander, Mo. 
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YEAS—169 
Fassett a d, Nebr. 
Focht Kn ipp 
Fordney Knowl: und 
Foss Kop] 
Foster, Vt. Kiistermann 
Fuller Lafean 
Gardner, Mass. Lan 
Gardner, Mich. Lan n 
Gardner, N. J. Lan 
Gillett Bi 
a 
Goebel 
Graff 4 h 
Graham, Pa. 0 
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Griest McCall 
Guernsey Mot" reary 
tamer McCredie 
Hamilton MeGuire, Okla 
Hanna McKinlay, Cal 
Hardwick McKinley, Ill 
Hlavens McKinney 
Hawley McLaughlin, Mich 
Heald McMorran 
Henry, Conn. Madden 
Higgins Madison 
Hill Malby 
Hinshaw Mann 
Hollingsworth Martin, S. Dak 
Howell, N. J. Massey 
Howell, Utah Miller, Kans 
Howland Miller, Minn 
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Hubbard, W. Va. Moore, Pa 
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Humphrey, Wash. Morgan, Mo 
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Kennedy, Iowa Olmsted 
Kennedy, Ohio Padget 
NAYS—135 
Fdwards, Ga. Johnson, Ky 
Ellerbe Johnson, 8S. C 
Ferris Jone 
Fish Kendall 
Fitzgerald Kinkead, N. J. 
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Currier Mcit 
Garner, Tex P \.M 
NOT VOTING—68 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 
rhe question was taken; 
present” 


and there were 
voting 68, as follows: 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the session: 


Mr. Currier with Mr. FIn.tey. 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Hturr with Mr. Garner of Texas. | 
Mr. GarRNeR of Pennsylvania with Mr. Bei of Georgia. 
Mr. Henry W. PALMER with Mr. GouLDEN. 

Mr. KRONMILLER with Mr, Brovussakgp. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Dries. 

Mr. Pearre with Mr. DENT. 

Mr. LUNDIN with Mr, HuGues of New Jersey. 

Mr. Soutuwick with Mr. EstToprnar. 

Mr. HauGEeN with Mr. Moore of Texas. 

Mr. Cocks of New York with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 


For balance of day: 

Mr. SHEFFIELD with Mr. GoLDFOGLE. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Micuaet E. Driscott with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. CREAGER with Mr. CARTER. 

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, 
FinLey has voted. 

The SPEAKER, 

Mr. CURRIER. 


I desire to inquire if Mr. 


He has not. 


I voted “aye” and I desire to change my 


yote. 

The name of Mr. Currier was called, and he answered 
“ Present,” as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above re- 
corded. 

On motion of Mr. PayNe, a motion to reconsider the vote 


whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
A similar House bill, H. R. 32218, on the House Calendar, was 
laid on the table. 


BOARD OF MANAGERS NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER 
SOLDIERS. 
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up House joint resolu- 


tion 294, and move to suspend the rules and pass the reso- 
lution. 
The Clerk read the House joint resolution 294, as follows: 
Joint resolution for the appointment of members of the Board of Man 
agers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 


Resolved, etc., That Hon. Z. D. Massry and Capt. Lucian S. Lambert 
be, and they are hereby, appointed as members of the Board of Man 


agers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of the 
United States; Hon. Z D. Massry to succeed Walter P. Brownlow, 


deceased, whose term of office would expire April 21, 1914, and Capt. 


Lucian S. Lambert to succeed Thomas J. Henderson, deceased, whose 
term of office would expire April 21, 1914. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

There was no demand for a second. 

The question was taken; and (two-thirds having voted in 


favor thereof) the House joint resolution was passed. 


CONSTRUCTION A CANAL IN 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 10883) au- 
thorizing the Erie Railroad Co. to construct a canal connecting 
the Hackensack River and Berrys Creek, Bergen County, N. J., 
as an aid to navigation, and for other purposes, a similar House 
bill being on the calendar. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Erie Railroad Co., a corporation of the 
State of New York, its and assigns, is hereby authorized, 
for the purpose of removing perils and delays now incident to the navi- 
gation of Berrys Creek, in the county of Bergen and State of New 
Jersey, through the presence of the bridge of the said Erie Railroad Co. 
across said creek at a distance of about 8,700 feet from the point where 
said creek empties into the Hackensack River and of improving the 
navigation of said Berrys Creek, to construct a suitable canal, from a 
point in the center of Berrys Creek, northeast of the bridge of the Erie 
Railroad Co. over said stream, to and into the Hackensack River: Pro- 
vided, That no canal shall be constructed under this authority unless 
the plans for the same are approved by the Corps of Engineers and the 
Secretary of War, who are authorized to impose such conditions as may 
be necessary to maintain the navigability of Berrys Creek unimpaired. 
And if said railroad company shall construct said canal to the approval 
of the Secretary of War, said railroad company shall be authorized and 
permitted to maintain a fixed bridge over Berrys Creek at a point where 
the main line of the railroad company now crosses said creek. 


OF BERGEN COUNTY, N. Jd. 


euccessors 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A similar House bill (H. R. 
on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Hucnues of New Jersey, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


2 
Jat 


10) on the calendar was laid 


INDEBTEDNESS OF THE 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 13474) to provide for the 
payment of the debt of the District of Columbia, and to provide 
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for permanent improvements, and for other purposes, with the 
following amendment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That from and after June 30, 1911, the Commissioners of the Dis 
trict of Columbia, in determining the estimates of funds available 
for appropriation for each succeeding fiscal year, shall first provide for 
and set aside from the estimated District revenues a sufficient sum to 
meet all estimated and fixed charges required by law to be paid wholly 


from said revenues, including interest at 3 Pe cbnt on the annual 
balance due the United States on account of advances made to the 
District of Columbia, and including, further, the sum of $300,000 as a 


repayment on account of said advances, until the indebtedness of the 
District of Columbia to the United States shall be extinguished; and 
the annual estimates of appropriations for the expenses of the govern 
ment of the District of Columbia, exclusive of the charges aforesaid, 
and including amounts estimated or to be estimated under any general 
appropriation bill, shall not exceed in the aggregate a sum equal to 
twice the amount of the said District revenues then remaining: Pro 
rided, That the said commissioners shall allow for the extinguishment 
of the bonded debt of the District of Columbia out of the combined 
revenue fund by annually including in their estimates of appropriations 
a sum equal to the sum heretofore annually appropriated for the inter- 


est and sinking fund, namely, $975,408, until the said debt as evi 
denced by outstanding bonds shall be extinguished: Providea further, 
That hereafter the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 


provide in their estimates of appropriations for permanent works of 
improvement a sum not less than $1,230,000, beginning with the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1913, and annually thereafter an amount not 
less than the same sum increased by the sum of $100,000 for each 
succeeding fiscal year until and including the fiscal year to end June 
30, 1924; and said estimates for permanent improvements shall include 
the reclamation of the Anacostia Flats above the navy-yard bridge, and 
their conversion into a park or parks; the gradual extension of the 
park system of the District; the construction of public wharves; the 
extensions of trunk water and sewer mains into the suburban portions 
of the District; the elimination of dangerous grade crossings; and 
such other permanent public works as may be hereafter authorized by 
Congress from time to time.” 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. SIMS. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules « second is ordered. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
time be extended to 40 minutes on a side. This is a very im 
portant bill, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani 
mous consent that the time under the rules, which is 29 minutes 
on a side, be extended to 40 minutes on a side. 

Mr. DALZELL. Reserving the right to object 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I desire to say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that there are at least four or five gent! 
men on this side who want to speak. 

Mr. DALZELL. But that makes an hour and 
I suggest that the gentleman ask for 30 minutes on 
will make an hour. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to 
gentlemen who may want to follow this debate that this bill, as 
reprinted, can be found at the desk. 

In my judgment, this is one of the most important bills t! 
has been reported from the Committee on the District of Co 
lumbia during this Congress. No one regrets more than myself 
that we have not had an opportunity to present this bill to th: 
House before this time, but everyone knows that it is bo 
this committee has been denied its time under the rules of thie 
House, so much so that we have not had two full legislative 
days since the middle of last May, and I further regret that 
we are obliged to consider this bill under the suspension of the 
rules, which allows so little time for debate. I have no li 
tancy in saying that if this bill could be fairly and fully « 
bated and understood by the Members, it would receive « i 
more than the two-thirds vote required under the suspeusici « 
the rules. 

This bill, if enacted into law, will accomplish two th 
First, it will pay the debt of the District and provide for > 
needed permanent improvements. 

The estimated funded debt of the District on the 30th of J 
1911, will be $8,800,000. The floating debt at that time will ! 
$2,400,000. The estimated funded debt on the 30th of J! 
1912, and that is what the estimates have already been 
for, will be $8,200,000, and the floating debt will be $1,800,000. 
The funded debt of the District is the debt owed by th: 
trict and the General Government in the form of outstaudiiy 
bonds, which bear 3.65 per cent. The floating debt of the Ds 
trict is the debt which the District owes to the General Go. 
ment, and which bez 2 per cent interest. It may be of int: 





20 minutes. 
a side; that 


irs 2 
to Members to know that the bonded debdt is paid one-hial! 
the United States and one-half by the District. The debt 0! 
the District at any one time is determined by adding the Hloat 

| ing debt to one-half the bonded debt, or by subtracting |! 
District surplus from one-half the bonded debt. I shall be glad 

| to insert in my remarks a table, and an explanation of the table, 
| showing the actual debt of the District at this time. 








1911. 

















tl nation of tabl Column I, fiscal year; Column II, surplus 
in ‘I isury at end of fiscal year standing to credit of District; 
Col 1 IIT, floating debt, being balance due the United States by the 
Dis at the end of » fiscal imn IV, bonded debt outstand 
ing at end of fiscal nd half; Column V, actual debt 
f District proper bonded debt, plus the floating 
debt, or minus the fiscal year.] 
I II Ill IV V 
in | Deficit. balan tonded debt, 
i State due United ane oe Actual debt, 
] year. Treasury to States by half by United District 
—_—s District. State ind half proper. 
wet by District. 

Me ely CO Bio cicevcccsinons $21, 688, 473. 33 | $10, 586, 618. 19 
LSE) 3... ccncccsces I Ni tae a altho 22, 144, 400. 00 10, 760, 276. 55 
eth .. coccuneak 410, 768.08 |...... 21, 892, 750. 00 10, 535, 606. 92 
a es sD a 21, 664, 600.00 | 10,385, 88S. 27 
ISHS 3... cc cceeees 461, 580. ZO b.... ccc cee e eee 21, 501, 950. 00 10, 289, 394. 71 
eeeaeces SED ittcdeuniddexient.¢ 10, 123, 785. 84 

OOS ©. .nacamue PE Roca ccccnanes 10, 133, 811. 80 
accu 685,652. 80 }............ 9, 849, 422. 11 

Gc ee SEE Bociiies saeecweas 9, 339, 200. 85 

sin Kilian 1, 310, 119. 39 nadikmadulnade &, 980, 605. 61 

1,328, 747. 78 | 8, 742, 277. 22 

5 314, 240. 81 |...... 9, 576, 284. 19 
ae 112, 210. 64 | . 9, 637, 939. 36 
due $5, OSS. 04 3 9, 571, 758. 04 

18, 575, 400. 00 | 9, 203, 932. 81 

Se. ccéaesesabeas 18, 184, 200. 00 8, 466, 892. 26 
‘ 17, 772, 700. 00 8, 457, 259. OL 
17, 207, 000. 00 7, 758, 164. 07 

S 16, 649, 700. 00 7,640, 913. 20 
PROS 16, 038, 100. 00 7, 111, 468. 09 
1S99 15, 888, 200. 00 7,340, 844. 72 
iL 15, 091, 300. 00 7,158, 072.18 
«1 15, 068, 350. 00 7, 754, 357. 57 
(y2 14, 196, 550. 00 &, 857,513.34 
(0. 12,917 00 S, 112, 142. 51 
12, 492 00 7,596, 111.69 

A 12,051, 350. 00 8, 265, 705. 14 
Se 11, 587, 700. 00 8, 725. 109. 49 
0a ah et tala aed 3, 11, 103, 750. 00 8, 829, 741. 28 

8 3, 10, 602, 750. 00 & 951. 938.06 

) | 3, ol! 10, 114, 150.00 9, 049, 590. 03 
NONE. <<: sciann paneneededs idea | 3,274, 278.98 9, 492, 100. 00 8, 020, 328. 98 
SEE ®. .. .cseatsamebitees sans. | 2,400,000. 00 8, 800, 000. 00 6, 996, 000. 00 
1912 } 1,800, 000.00 8, 200, 000. 00 5, 971, 000. 00 


] al years 1879-1885 include also trust and water funds. 
2 istimated 
D. J. DoNovVAN, 
Acting Auditor, District of Columbia 
AvupITOR, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
January 7, 
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You will see that the actual debt of the District proper, esti- 
mated on June 30, 1911, is $6,996,000. 

I apprehend that in this body there are twe schools of finan- 
iers, so to speak. There are those who believe that a city like 
this should never be out of debt, while on the contrary there are 
those who maintain the debt should be paid as soon as practi- 
cable. I find these opposite views entertained by the opponents 
of this bill. I do not know on this point how they may seek 
to harmonize their differences. While I do not claim to be- 
ng to any school of finance, I believe in paying the debt 
of this city as well as that of any other city as soon as pos- 


sible, 


[ apprehend that if the distinguished Member from New York 


{Mr. ANDRUS] were to express his opinion, as doubtless he will 
before this debate is over, it will be shown that he belongs to 
that school of financiers who believe that the debt of the Dis 
trict ought not to be paid, at least for the present, and certainly 
his opinion is entitled to great respect, for while he does not 
often participate in debate he has taken great interest in the 


affairs of the District, is a wizard in finance, and one of the | 


profound thinkers of the House. 

In my opinion, while we are paying the debt of the District, 
we ought at the same time to provide funds for permanent im- 
provements. The plea is constantly made in this Chamber, 


wt 


ing is being done in behalf of the people of the General Govy- 
ernment. In other words, under our present system, which is 
f and half under the organic law beginning with 1S78, Mem- 


ers frequently say, What does the General Government, in 
these appropriations, do for our constituents, and what do our 
constituents, so to speak, get out of this proposition by which 
the District contributes one half and the United States the other 
half. If this bill is enacted into law, when money is raised to 


carry on the affairs of the District instead of the balance being 
used for current expenses that balance will be used for perma- 
hent improvements, as I insist it should be, and when our con- 
stituents come to the Capital City they will see upon every 
hand something in the form of permanent substantial improve- 
ments which would be the result of the one-half that is con- 
tributed by the General Government. 
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I am sure before this debate is concluded some Member or 
Members will take the position that the United States should no 
longer contribute one-half. There are M bers of this body 
and their friends who a fortunate enough from time to time 
to go abroad. We are glad they car fhey come back and tell 
us of the beauties and the glory and grandeur of Paris, 
Vienna, Berlin, and other cities; and they must not forget that 
the Republic of France and the other « tries of which these 
ities are capitals contribute their pre rtion, as does this Re- 
public to the city of Washington, toward mak endid im 
provements, which are admired not only by t ‘ of those 
cities and countries, but by the entire world 

I frankly admit that if the revenues of the District continue 
to increase as they have been doing in the past the time will 
come, doubtless, when the organic law will be changed so that 
the General Government will not contribute as much as it 
does at this time, but I am sure that no one will contend for 
a single moment that the time is ripe for such legislation as 
this. 


This bill has been reported from the committee and has been 
on.the calendar for many months. It has been the subject of 


much discussion in the newspapers of this city and before the 

|} chamber of commerce and the board of trade and in other 
Ways, and as a result we have had an opportunity to learn 
of some of the objections that have been offered, and es 
pecially by Members who no doubt will participate in the 
debate. 


First. Some gentlemen complain of the form of government 
| 


| for the District and say that this must be changed before this 
legislation is passed. I want to say to you that,-in my judg 
ment, the present form of government is established for many 


len appropriations are being made for the District, that noth- | 


years to come, and whether you agree with me or not, I have no 
hesitancy in saying that under the present form of govern 
ment the city of Washington is the best-governed city in this 
Republic. 

Second. Others are dissatisfied with the law as to the assess 
ment of personal property and insist that it should be remedied. 
I agree with all such and want to call attention to the fact that 
upon the calendar of the District of Columbia we have had 
for months a bill to tax intangible property, yet I have no hesi 
tancy in saying to the Members of the House that if we had 
time now or had had weeks ago to pass this bill, as we doubtless 
could, through this body and it had gone to the other end of the 
Capitol it would have slept where the bill for taxing inher 
itances sleeps, and you all remember that this bill took a whole 
District day. I refer to the bill which was introduced and 
ably presented by the gentleman from Minnesota [|Mr. Mirver}. 


SO 


| So I say we can hardly afford to wait until legislation of this 


character is passed, for, as much as you and I may desire it, no 


one can foretell when such legislation will be enacted int 
law. 
These, briefly, are some of the objections that are made 


Let us see if we can not agree on some things in the bill that 
are stated under the head of permanent improvements. | 
doubt if there is a Member who is not in favor of giving to tl 
people of the District additional suburban trunk sewers and 
an extension of trunk water mains, to the end that the peo} 
of Anacostia, Tennallytown, and other portions of the Dist 


may have the same. Provision is made in this bill for 25 1 

of suburban trunk sewers and 40 miles of extensions of tr 
water mains, and I have heard no one contend that ‘ 
would not be needed by the time, under the provisions of tl 
| bill, when the money will be available to pay for ther 
| there anyone here that is not in favor of doing away with 1 
| road grade crossings? The time is past when th Ss 
| longer any difference of opinion among the people or even : 
| the railroad companies upon this proposition It is in tl 
| terest of human life, if for nothing else. 

Even our constituents who visit the National Ca) 

| tavor of appropriating money for the doing away of t 
sore, that disturber of public health, to the end tl the A 
costia Flats may be improved; and in so doing this } 

| link in that chain of permanent improvements which are ¢ 

| lined in this book which I hold in my d, entitled * Improv 
ment of the Park System of the District of Columbia.” the 


result of the labors of a commission horized by Co 


and composed of Burnham, St. Gaudens, Olmstead, and McKin 
men eminent in their profession, and which was obtained a 
a eost of $70,000. The question is, Shall we make use of 
and take advantage at this time of the labors of these gen 


| tlemen? 

But, gentlemen, the most serious bone of contention in this 
bill is undoubtedly that portion of it which seeks to own and 
control the link between Rock Creek Park and Potomac Park, 
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and it is to this question for a moment I desire to address But, gentlemen, this question of the cost of land when im- 
myself. I hold in my hand Senate Document No. 458, Sixtieth | provements are to be made in the.District is no new one. It is 
Congress, first session, “ Report upon improvement of valley of | ever with us. When I came to Congress 14 years ago they were 
Rock Creek from Massachusetts Avenue to mouth of the | completing that splendid structure, the Congressional Library. 
creek,” and want to call your attention to page 8 of this!| I heard it said many times then that too much was paid for the 
report which, without objection, I will insert in my remarks, | land upon which the Congressional Library stands. Who is 
and for the moment I wish each of you had this page before | there here to-day that has not heard complaints about the price 
you. which was paid for the land upon which the House Office Build- 
ing stands, and so with the Senate Office Building. This is 
equally true of the land on which the splendid municipal build- 
ing on Pennsylvania Avenue stands. One morning a few years 


Estimates for the improvement of Rock Creck Valley, open-valley plan. 
MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE TO P STREET. 


2,490,733 square feet land (including improvements) $1, 061, 386 


492,000 cuble yards grading, at 80 cents................. 147, 600 | 280 we woke up and found that the old power house which stood 
300 linear feet tunnel (Massachusetts Avenue), at $350__~ 105, 000 | on this land had burned, and for months we were drawn about 
7,500 square feet bridge (Montrose), at $6.50__--________ 48, 750 | the city by mules. Later on this land was purchased for the 
8,750 square feet bridge (pumping station), at $4_._._____ 35, 000 | Salen 1} ildi d again I » Who i here th: 

9,000 square feet bridge (Lyons’s mill), at $5 PLE 45. 000 | Municipal bui ding, and again repeat, 0 is there that has 


50,000 square feet bridge (R and § Streets), at $9________ 450,000 | not heard complaints that too much was paid for this property? 


thy — _ = (9 aeeet = 36.50. a? ae | Recently the Government purchased squares at the corner of 
eU,01lo 8§ e > 2e ridge . ree ~ & Si tin ihe uate em inamnt edie i, dae An S« = mM , » ar 

Removing P Street Bridge and temporary bridge--------_- 8000 | Pennsylvania Avenue and Fifteenth Street, upon which are to 
4,792 linear feet retaining walls_- a a a 239, 600 | be erected three buildings—the Department of Justice, Depart- 


2,100 linear feet parapet walls, at $6.75 
1,000 linear feet railing, at $5__- . 
2,400 linear feet cemetery walls, at $7 
17,989 linear feet roads 


4,175 | ment of Commerce and Labor, and the Department of State. 
6 x00 | Already criticisms and complaints are heard that too much has 

i ; : é a al a on allele 2,750 | been paid for the land, and so, in my judgment, it will ever be, 

8, 200 linear feet paths, at 50 cents_.........._._____ 9, 100 » PA pW o o 3 j "ea so i ‘ 

as acres of chicas ae a 5 not only here but elsewhere, as long as improvements continu 

6,000 linear feet 4-inch water pipe, with laterals, at $1.50_ 9; 090 | to be made. 

3,933 linear feet, west side Rock Creek intercepting sewer, Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Does the gentleman desire 


at $15 7 aE a SR a eins 59, 000 i . 9 
5.000 linear feet 12-inch sewer, at $2 ee ea ei 10, 000 not to be interrupted ? s . i : 
33 catch basins, with connections, at $100........- fs 3 300 | Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I want to answer questions, but I 
130 traps, with connections, at $40_.....--__-__________ 5, 200 | do want to reserve time for other Members. 
Sosa tno oe ---------------------- > aoe Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. There are some of us very 
Bee ee See cnn a oe eee ee eee ee ee _"“ | desirous of light on this subject. Is it the understanding of the 
Total cost, Massachusetts Avenue to P Street______ 2,810,515 gentleman that if this bill passes it would authorize the con 
FROM P TO L STREET. struction of these various projects, and it would leave it en- 
> — tcoaratt ; y 7} > issi ‘rs? 
1,261,827 square feet land (including improvements) ______ $860, 351 tirely cise retionary with the + <-napnepeeaena—nel . 
308,000 cubic yards grading, at 30 cents smi nie 92, 400 Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, no. The bill as reported does 
9,333 square feet bridge (P Street low level), at $3.75___ 35,000 | not confer additional power on the commissioners, but rather 
20,700 square feet bridge (N Street), at $8_...__________ 165, 600 nioins them: 
16,200 square feet bridge (M Street), at $8__-___________ 129, 600 enjoins them : 
19,285 square feet bridge (Pennsylvania Avenue), at $8__ 154, 280 First. To limit their estimates to the combined revenues 


whereas until last-year they have been in the habit of submit 


7,000 square feet bridge (Chesapeake & Ohio Canal), at 
$5.70 oe i " 


. pinnate a icles 40, 000 e . . sya: ae 

Removing M Street Bridge cae ss fae 8 009 ting estimates exceeding by millions of dollars the anticipated 

pemevins Pennsylvania pres Bridge___- - signees 6,000 revenues, 

2,400 timear fect retaining wails........... enn 245, 950 ‘ — : ‘ att ~ wnviat — ‘ 

1200 linear feet vt us. ct 2.75... 8 100 Second. To include in their estimates provision for payment 

5,000 linear f ling, at $5__~--. a a ae 25.000 of the debt, whereas preceding last year it has been the habit 

heee base . cape oen --------~---~-~-- 53, o0 of the commissioners, in connection with their estimates, to 

6,000 linear fect 4-inch water pipe (with laterals), at , seek to borrow large sums annually in the way of advances 
$1.50 ee ote eeeitienerings iat ia 9,000 | from the United States Treasury. 

eee feet intercepting sewer (west side Rock Creek), ah oe Third. To put in their estimates for the action of Congress 
at $15 iicieiads ocneiaalciatiialbassitadiiated tinitic tere tin taa li 5&8, 500 ® s , siz ¢ 2 

7.250 linear feet 12-inch sewer, at $2__._...._........- 14.500 the things to execute which they have been asking large loans 

15 catch basins, with ne. “| Sere 1,500 | from the Federal Treasury. 

15 S5Rpe, WAR COMROCTIONE, BC BOCs mc wcmcsmennnne 600 . TIN of South Dakota Would it authoriz 1e con 

32 SCTOR: OC CUIVAUIOE,. GE’ BE Bee ccecncodiccemmncancunne 14, 400 Mr. MARTIN of § ‘ : oes d . @ the « 


ae struction of these various undertakings and leave the matter of 
ee et iain eee dts ancmn 1,929, 291 | the order with the Board of Commissioners? 
2, 810, 515 Mr. MANN. Ob, no, They would be appropriated for specifi 


Total cost Massachusetts Avenue to L street_______ 4,739, 806 cally. 
Norr.—Engineering and contingencies included in total. | Mr, MARTIN of South Dakota. Appropriations would have 


to be made specifically, but a reading of the report would indi 
eate that authorization of these various enterprises would go 
with the passing of this bill. I would like to know if that was 


It is only an estimate of the expense that is to be incurted if 
this improvement is to be made, and there are gentlemen who 
insist that it is too much. Let us see. From Massachusetts : : : 
Avenue to P Street there are 2,490,733 square feet land (includ- the as aa oe of tae psy gage —— int of 
ing improvements), estimated at $1,061,386. From P to L oe MANN. ou mean so as not to be subject to a point « 
Street there are 1,261,827 square feet land (including im- | OT@®T* a : 
provements), estimated at $860,351, making a total of 3,752,- Mr. pore sy = - oe ae - vould like to know 
560 square feet, estimated at $1,921,737, approximately $0.50 Mr. MARTIN of Sout a Jako _ wo xe fl i ted 
per square foot Who is there that is familiar with this | Whether the gentleman does not think it is giving pretty lars 
territory and surrounding country that will say that this authorization in the hands of a single board of commiss‘oners 
number of square feet, with the improvements which are a ees an Stickies, kX ceoaaie e wak Taking into 
é “el ’ j is F i 4 xi é s] : 0.5 a by ‘e 7 + 29 . - r = ‘ 5 : 56 ‘ k 
ro on it, is not worth approximately $0.50 per square consideration that the General Government pays half, I think 


: : : : : hey certainly should begin to get something in the way of pec! 
re » be fe in the discussion of this matter, and so the; ? : E 
But I want to be fair in a : i manent improvements for the payment of this money. 


will add that there are those who insist that the estimated total anes 4 ke > kta he 
cost of $4,739,806 is too much for this number of square feet | salen ae oe a eee ee ae aaa etn s 
with the improvements which are already on the ae and the | aid taken up first? ' 
improvements which are to be put upon it in accordance with mot roe Fo i. i awe the 
the plans for the “Improvement of the park system of the | a SMITH of Michigan. Oh, no; Congress would have | 
District of Columbia ”"—in round numbers, 75 cents per square | “<* a ca 
foot. I doubt if some gentlemen who are opposing this said. Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It seems to me that Congres 
tion, and who so far have only casually considered it, will further would have to appropriate the money, but is not the author! e 
investigate the matter, if they even will think that 75 cents per | tion and discretion left entirely with the board of comm! 
square foot is far out of the way. And in this connec- | Sioners? =a 
tion I want to call your attention to the number of bridges Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The last line in the bill provides 
and their estimated cost which of necessity must be built | that Congress shall have the say. 

across Rock Creek whether this bill is enacted into law or I want to call your attention to who has taken an interest 
not. Their estimated cost amounts to hundreds of thousands of | in this proposed legislation. It is quite natural that we should 
dollars. hear criticisms of the board of commissioners, active and earn 








1911. 


which is made up of three men, namely: Two civilians and an 
officer from the Army. These men are appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and I have no hesitancy in saying 
to you that I care not what party the President comes | 
from he will always select commissioners who will reflect | 
honor and credit upon themselves, the District, and the Govy- 
ernment, 

It was not the two civil commissioners that originated this | 
proposed legislation; they do not claim, neither do they want 
any credit for it. — 

Under the practice here legislation for the District can origi- | 
nate in two ways. It is within the province of any Member of 
Congress to introduce a bill affecting legislation in the District, 
and such bills, under the practice, are referred by the chairmen | 
of the Senate and House District Committees to the Commis- | 
sioners of the District for their report on the same. The citi- } 
zens, if you please, can appear before the commissioners and | 
urge legislation, and if they can convince the commissioners of | 
the wisdom of the same, then the commissioners prepare the 
bills and send them to the chairmen of the respective House | 
and Senate District Committees, who, under the practice, intro- 
duce them in the respective bodies, the Senate and the House: 
and for years it has been the practice for the chairman of the 
Hi District Committee to introduce no other legislation 
affecting the District of Columbia save that which first re- 
eeives the indorsement of the commissioners, so that it 
has become known that when a bill affecting the District 
of Columbia is introduced by the chairman of the House Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia it goes without 
that it has first received the indorsement of the 
sioners. 

This bill did not originate among the real-estate people of 
the District, as we have often heard it said. It originated in 
the brain of the engineer commissioner of the District. a man | 
who is not only eminently fitted as an Army engineer, but who | 
is so fortunate as to possess an added qualification, viz, that | 
of being a good business man—a very happy combination, in- | 
deed, to say the least. 

At first there were few to be found who favored the proposed 


est as they are in the discharge of their duties, a commission | 


se 


saying 


commis. | 


legislation, but the more they investigated the matter and 
listened to the engineer commissioner the more they be- | 
came satisfied that it was good legislation and was in | 


the interests of the people of the District and the country in 
general. 

It was some time even before the citizens of this District | 
could be convinced that this proposed legislation was wise. but | 
it was only necessary for the engineer commissioner to accept an | 
invitation to speak before the chamber of commerce and the | 
board of trade, when these bodies gave the same their hearty 
and cordial support, as is shown by the following communication 
from the Washington Chamber of Commerce: 


THE WASHINGTON CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 

Washington, D. C., March 2, 19/1. 

The following is a transcript taken from the minutes of the re 

monthly meeting of the chamber of commerce, held November 9, 
Under reports of committees the foilowing: 


} | 
var 


1909. 


COMMITTEE ON DISTRICT FINANCE, 


Mr. George W. White, chairman, introduced Mr. Alonzo Tweedale, 
of committee, who presented an able and exhaustive report on bonded 
debt of District of Columbia. It was listened to with pleasure by the 
organization. 7 

Mr. Tweedale proposed the following: 

“ Resolved by the Washington Chamber of Commerce, That the plan 
proposed by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia looking to 
the final extinguishment of the debt of the District of Columbia and 
proper provision for the future needs cf the municipality, both ordinary 
and extraordinary, is most strongly approved, and that a committee of 
three members of the chamber be appointed by the president to urge 
upon Congress the passage of appropriate legislation giving effect to the 
commissioners’ recommendation.” 


= motion of Mr. Sinclair, the committee's report and resolution were 
ac opted. 


And from the Washington Board of Trade: 


SPECIAL REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON MUNICIPAL FINANCE, WASHINGTON 
BOARD OF TRADE. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 23, 1910 
To the Washington Board of Trade: 


The committee on municipal finance has had under consideration S. 
8260 and H. R. 13474—precisely similar bills—to provide for the pay- 
ment of the debt of the District of Columbia, and to provide for 
permanent improvements, and for other purposes—referred to it 
by — board of directors and begs to submit thereon the following 
eport: 

These bills were sent to the Senate and House of Representatives by 
the honorable Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and were 
drawn to carry out the plan suggested by Maj. Judson, engineer com- 
missioner, to relieve the present financial situation of the District and 
to accomplish the objects suggested in the title of the bills. This plan | 
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has been published in the newspapers, and has been so thoroughly 4d 





cussed in financial circles, and has been received with such general 
expressions of approval, that your committee deems it unnecessa! oO 
|} Make further extended explanations. A brief statement of the present 
financial status of the District and of the proposed methods of re'ief 
may, however, be appropriate: 

The present funded debt of the District, approximating $10,000,000, 
is being provided for by annual payments to the sinking fund of 

| $975,408, one-half of which—-$4S87,704—is charged against the revenues 
of the District. The floating debt, some $4,000,000 additional. cover 
ing advances by the United States for and on account of the District 
in constructing permanent improvements, is p ible under | sent 
requirements of law in five years, or if annual installments are demanded 
at the rate of $798,503 per annum, with interest at 2 per cent, making 
$79.850 additional. 

With this total annual charge of $1,366,057 ainst the revenues 

the District—which reduces by the same amount the contribution 
of the United States—there remains, after providing for urgent current 

|} needs, as shown in the letter of the commissioners accompanying 

| bill, “ no sufficient provision for the many great public works of im 
tance to the future which should be undertaken and carried forward 
with reasonable rapidity.” 

This situation, which has to a great extent been brought upon the 
District by charging, in many instances, large appropriations wholly to 
the revenues of the District in clear violation of the orgat act, and 
by requiring advances of the United States, made necessary by re n 


thereof, to be repaid in 
tion of the board of trade. 


too short a period, demands careful considera 








tnder the existing plan of financing the requirements of the District, 
while the funded debt has decreased under the payments to the sinking 
fund, the floating debt has increased from approximately $1,900,000, 
| July 1, 1903, to about $4,000,000, notwithstanding large repayments to 
the United States since that date If continued, it promises to afford 
only temporary relief at the expense of increased financial embarrass 
ment It is evident that the. District can not from its present revenues 
meet its obligations to the United States, provide for current needs, and 
do much in the way of permanent improvements. Such important pub 


lic works, necessary to the health, convenience, 


ind comfort of not only 
the residents of the District, 


but of all who visit the national capital, as 
the reclamation of the Anacostia Flats, improvement of Rock Creek 
Valley, improvement of harbor front, high-pressure fire-protection sys 
tem, suburban trunk sewers, extension of trunk water mains, building 
for reformatory and workhouse, acquiring land for park purpe 
municipal hospital, and other important works must be indefinitely 
| deferred unless some more satisfactory and effective plan be provided 
| for financing these projects than the one now in practice, which has 
proven after long trial only adapted, as was doubtless intended, to 
meet temporary needs. 

Shall the debt under any form be increased? The illuminating letter 
of the commissioners, already referred to, turns a strong light upon 
the heavy penalty which the District incurs in borrowing money at any 

| ordinary rate of interest Its annual interest charges are deducted 

from its revenues, resulting in a corresponding reduction in the contri 
bution of the United States toward the expenses of the District, so that 
when the full residue of the District revenues is appropriated the 
practical result is the same as if the District paid double the nominal 
rate of interest on its debt For instance, while it pays 3.65 per cent 
on its funded debt and 2 per cent on its floating debt, yet under the 
operation of the 50 per cent clause of the organic act the rate of inter 
est is practically 7; per cent on its funded and 4 per cent on 
its floating debt Every dollar of interest paid bv the District 
reduces the combined revenues of the District and the United States 
available for District needs by $2 Other strong objections to a 
further increase of the debt are mentioned by the commissioners They 
say 

“It appears to be generally true in the lives of cities that the so-called 
extraordinary improvements in sight at any one epoch are always 
more numerous and costly than works of the same class that were in 
sight at any previous epoch, even though all of the latter works may 
have been executed The board of commissioners therefore is 
unwilling to advocate a policy of borrowing to accomplish works 
of this class, as it is apparent that there would be no end of such 
borrowing The loans would, in fact. come due at the very time 


when other so-called extraordinary improvements would demand to be 


| done.” 


Whatever the views of the board of trade may be as to the expediency 





of increasing the District debt to provide for permanent improvements 
your committee feels assured that no member of the board desires any 
further debt to be incurred in the way the present floating debt was in 
great part created by repeated infractions of the organic act 

Sections 12, 16, and 17 provide: 

“The said commissioners shall submit to the Secretary of the T 
ury for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and annually thereaft« 
for his examination and approval, a statement showing in det t} 
work proposed to be undertaken by them during the fiscal ) next 
ensuing and the estimated cost thereof 

“To the extent to which Congress shall approve of the comr 
ers’ estimates Congress shall appropriate the amount of 50 per cent 
thereof. 

“and the remaining 50 per cent of such approved estimates shall 
be levied and assessed upon the taxable property and privileges in said 
District other than the property of the United States and of the 
District of Columbia.” 

That act pledges Congress to appropriate 50 per cent, nothing less, 
of the amount of the approved estimates of the commissioners, and 
nuthorizes the remaining 50 per cent, nothing more, to be levied and 
assessed against District property. 

One-half the total amount of the approved estimates was made the 


measure of the tax levy upon District property after 50 per cent thereof 


has first been appropriated by Congress Every appropriation made 
exclusively from the revenues of the District, except for payment of 
debt and interest, is in violation of that act and costs the District 


$2 for every $1 expended 


This act was a tardy recognition by Congress of its long-neglected 
financial responsibilities and obligations to the District of Columbia 


Its observance has brought prosperity; its nonobservance, floating debt, 
with all its serious consequences. The board of trade should take note 
of how slowly but surely the nonobservance of this act by Congress has 
eaten into the revenues of the District to the extent of many 
of dollars, until it threatens, unless checked, the ultimate 
of the half-and-half feature. 


millions 
destruction 
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Fror tl i aang 

after tl as e of the organic act, 

re\ es he District the insignificant sum of $3,000 for a bathing | 
be: the ~.unts so appropriated have increased from year to year 

Ln vate : the end of the fiscal year ending June 30, 

1900, $2,847 5.51 That large sum, with interest thereon, including 

the interest upon the same amount made thereby unavailable for appro- 

pri: for District purposes from the Federal Treasury,. approximates 

the amount of the present floating debt. The importance = the 50 per 

cent clause of the act, and that it was intended to be a permanent (and | 
final) assumption by the United States of one-half the entire bur- 

den of carrying on the government of the District of Columbia, is 


in the protracted debates upon the measure in both Houses of Con- 
gres 
Mr. Hendee, in reporting the bill H. R. 3259, Forty-fifth Congress, 


second session, said: 

“There is another clause in the bill which I consider very wise, and 
perhaps the most important provision in it. It provides that of the 
expenses or burdens of this District the United States Government shall 
bear 50 per cent and the people of the District 50 per cent. The United 
States owns per cent of the entire area of this District. * * * 
Since the seat of government was established in this District, the entire 


oe 


expenditures of the United States for improvements in the District 
have been about $9,000,000, while the amount paid by the citizens of 
the District for the same purpose exceeds the sum of $54.000,000— 
about four times the amount which has been appropriated by the 
Federal Government. I make these statements upon data furnished 
by the Treasury Department and other departments of the Govern- 
ment.” 


Mr. Blackburn of the committee said: 

‘*I desire to say that the understanding that I have of this feature 
of the bill—and I am sure that I shall be supported by the committee 
in the interpretation I give to it—is that the proposition embodied in 
the bill to divide the expenses between the Federal Government and the 
District upon the basis of 50 per cent does include all the expenses 
necessarily incurred in the conduct of the affairs of the District, and 
does include the very items to which my attention was called by the 
gentleman from Missouri, Mr. Buckner. * * * 

“There is one point more to which I desire to call the attention of 
the Ilouse and then I have done: It is the necessity of having some 
basis of expenditure fixed between the Federal Treasury and the District 
treasury. How can a property holder in the District of Columbia de- 
termine or gauge the value of his property to-day? Can he tell what 
tax it will be subjected to as long as he is left the victim of the whim 
and caprice of Congress? The property holder does not know whether the 
appropriation made by Congress will be 10 per cent or 90 per cent of 
the expenditures of the District. No value can be attached to a foot 
of real estate owned by a property holder within the limits of this 
District, because the purchaser can not tell what taxation he will be 
subjected to. The people of the District have a right to demand that 
you shall fix this question permanently and finally. If you do not 
intend to bear more than 10 per cent of the burdens of taxation, say so; 
if you will bear 50 per cent of it, them say so. But whatever per cent 
the Federal Government is to bear should be determined and fixed per 
manently, so that legitimate and permanent values may be established 
in this District. 
government.” 

Mr. Hunton said: 


“I have studied this question with a great deal of care, and having | 
been a member of the joint select committee, and also a member of the | 


committee which framed and reported this bill, I say after the maturest 
reflection I could give to the subject that it is but just to the people 
that the Government should bear equally with the people the burdens 
of the government of the District of Columbia.” 

Two amendments were offered in the House—one reducing the share 
ef the expenditures to be assumed by the United States to 25 per cent 
and the other to 40 per cent thereof. tjoth amendments were over- 
wheimingly defeated. 

In the Senate no amendment was offered upon this feature of the bill. 

Senator Bayard offered an amendment, which was accepted by the 
Senate, reducing the rate per hundred from $2 to $1.50. Upon that 
amendment he said: 

“The bill contains excellent provision as to estimates for the ex- 
penditures of the District, so that Congress shall have control of the 
cost of governing the District, of carrying on public works here, and 
then the laying of the tax shall follow that. I have before now ex- 
pressed the belief, and I now reiterate if, that I do not believe the 
property of this District in the hands of private citizens can bear one- 
half the cost of keeping up improvements such as we see around us on 
the scale which they have assumed. The effect of overtaxation is 
obvious. It stops all improvements; it deters immigration; it lowers 
the value of property; discourages persons coming here and attempting 
to improve the city.” 

These debates show in the strongest and clearest language that it 
was the intention of the framers of the organic act, and the intention 
ef the Congress which enacted it into law, that it was to permanently 
and finally fix the share of expenditures in this District to be assumed 
by the United States at 50 per cent, and that the amount was not to 
be left—in the language of Mr. Blackburn—to the whim or caprice of 
Congress. They show also that Congress intended to protect property 
here from excessive taxation by reserving to itself the exclusive right to 
fix the amount of taxes to be raised each year, rather than leave it to 
the caprice or whim of anyone charged with the duty of valuing prop- 
erty for taxation. The assessor may not fix the value for taxation at 
less than two-thirds its actual market value nor the rate at more than 


$1.50 per hundred. But whatever the rate may be, or whatever the 
value may be, whether they go up or down, these two factors, 
if the organic act is to be followed, must be so adjusted as to pro- 
duce 50 per cent, or more, of the amount of the approved esti- 
mates. That law contemplated no surplus revenues in this District 


to induce or tempt extravagant expenditures on the one hand nor did 
it on the other hand contemplate floating debt with its evil conse- 
quences. 

If this act may be ignored for one purpose, it may be ignored for all 
porposes. Let there be no infractions of the half-and-half plan should 
ee the slogan of the board of trade, in the opinion of your com- 


mittee. 


Fortunately for all eoncerned, the plan under consideration, while 
avoiding any additions to the present debt, provides in a simple and 


I beg Congress to establish some permanent form of | 


clearly shown not only in the unmistakable language of the act, but | 


| 








. « | . 
precedent, established in 1891, 13 years | effective way for current needs, all necessary permanent works, and for 
appropriating wholly from the | the gradual and easy extinction of both the funded and floating debts 


within 30 years. 


\ By extending the time for the payment of the float 
ing debt until 


1925, when the funded debt will have been extinguished 
under the operation of the sinking fund, there will be released until 
that time the amount that otherwise would be annually paid on the 
floating debt, plus an equal amount contributed by the United States, 
so that had this plan been authorized by the last Congress there would 
have been available for permanent improvements in 1911 approximately 
$1,030,000, after providing sufficiently for all current needs. Under 
this plan the normal annual increase of $500,000 in the District rev: 
nues, including the 50 per cent to be paid by the United States, will 
be applied as follows: Four hundred thousand dollars to current needs 
and $100,000 to permanent improvements, thus largely increasing the 
annual expenditures for these purposes. 

“ If,”’ say the commissioners, “ the arrangement be adopted during the 
12 years beginning with 1912, the amounts available for extraordinary 
improvements will aggregate $20,160,000. It is believed that in 12 
years not more than this sum can be expended on the objects proposed 
(those hereinafter mentioned) with economy and in accordance with 
plans deliberately matured.” 

CONCLUSIONS. 

The great advantages of the plan proposed in §S, 
13474 are: 

First. Its simplicity. 

Second. That it avoids further advance by the United States or fur 
ther increase of the District debt. 

Third. That it provides a certain and easy way for gradually ex- 
tinguishing the entire debt within 30 years. 

Fourth. That it provides amply for all needs, current and extraordi 
nary, and for an annual increase of half a million dollars in the appro- 
priations for all purposes. 

Fifth. That with the knowledge for several years in advance of ap 
proximately the amount that will be available each year, the commis 
sioners and the committees of Congress can work out more economical 
and better digested plans for all important works. 

linally, it will, if adopted, make a most satisiactory settlement of a 
most unsatisfactory and disturbing financial situation, and place the 
financial affairs of the District upon a safe, certain, and permanent 
basis. 

Your committee, therefore, strongly recommends that the board of 
trade give these bills its unqualified approval and earnest support. 

Respeetfully submitted. 


3260 and H. R. 


GEORGE TRUESDELL, Chairman. 
APPENDIX A. 
Revenues of the District of Columbia for fiscal years 1898-1909, inclusive 









1898 ; ical hip aaeaaadaidaiiniabaaeeeke $3, 316, 099. 85 
1899__- : : wie : 3, 618, 141. 95 
1900 a, S 367. 6: 
1901 3 , 630. 73 
1902 3 , 969. 55 
1903_ + 

1904 4 D 
1905_ 4 rt 
1906 5 744. 97 
1907 _ 5 802. 10 
1908 5 , 447.18 
1909_ 6 O77. 32 





53, 432, 


995. 


APPENDIX B. 


Extraordinary improvements. 


2. Improvement of Rock Creek Valley from: Massachusetts 
Avenue to mouth of creek: 
Appropriation of $4,000 made to prepare plans and 
estimates in District appropriation act for 1908. 
Report made Apr. 25, 1908. 
Total estimated cost = eicidnbipeciddina climes ay, £OOs OOO 
3. Improvement of harbor front: 


Appropriation of $2,500 for plans and estimates 





made in District appropriation aet for fiscal 
year 1907. Report made May 23, 1908. 
Total estimated cost, $2,880,000, 
> ee Ge Ot Ba RI nh ertrintncamee 1, 200, 000 
4. High-pressure fire protection system : 
Project estimated for by superintendent of the 
water department (not by direction of Congress) — 750, 0Ov 
5. Park system of District of Columbia : 
Report made Jan. 15, 1902, in pursuance of Sen- 
ate resolution dated Mar. 8, 1901. No estimate 
of cost given. 
Approximate estimate of value of land recom- 
mended to be acquired for park purposes_______ 5, 000, 000 
Amount to be expended in improvements in 12 
I a scsi saltiness a 000, O00 
6, 000, 00 
6. Suburban trunk sewers: 
Estimate of the superintendent of sewers for ex- 
tension of suburban trunk sewer system for the 
ge eo a asndiate --- 2,000, 000 
Be Ne 5 a secre ia eecetniecersisl sich caeipiienineaiein chegeasimannentio ening 500, 0 
8. Elimination of dangerous grade crossings outside of 
eT aiateiecih eel corp ci ceirad lth Sitch lsat te athe geese etree stn eit at 400, 000 
9 Extension to suburbs of trunk water mains... ~~~ 800, 00 
10. Buildings for reformatory and workhouse : 
Plans for permanent buildings authorized in the 
District appropriation act for fiscal year 1910. : 
Estimated cost of buildings ___._.___--------_ 1, 000, 000 
epee iiiciesrihastcbdiietdocihidancngntssiblante il ct ila 19, 952, 320 

















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 














Statement of appropriations made since 1878, chargeable wholly to the revenues é District ( bia, i J 
i ceaaaeiaie Street exten- | Exper of M ne Total for 
Fiscal years. sions | excise board. ‘ fiscal year 
189] gémenas MNENGRehadd ones orem i suhwesdueas sat! h $3, 000. 0 $3, 000. 00 
| {Alle FB. . ah i “ a) 
BID. oo ccccceccccecccccccccssccscscocosccccccers corereccecelecceseeceeesss1G AR. Encampment 90, 000. 00 130. 000. 00 
1s - sf asen shinee nite tee aeons Solos $15. 000. 00 $2,218.53 | Payment to W. 8. Abert for con t law j 4 17 8.53 
ISOS . ' seecatene bdéudabaensbeberuu< 22, 500. 00 6,794.58 | Judgment of Chas. ¢ fucker, adn trator, v. D et 699. 40 33. 993. 98 
| of Columbia a 
Sa qeudeddusadccuceceasineecage Redemption tax sale c¢ icat 1 1. Oo ” 00 
5 Relief of Emmart Dunbar & Co 14 :. 22 143. 1 05 
GD. 6icdnd chccccqmeenehusiiensacccackadunnsemes Investigating Northern I rty Market ims... >. OOO. OK } , 
RI <i ckciad snap ekaeeee Sucndetanaatecadednans Northern Liberty Market claims aS 134, 578 is 
/ f ier “aa ; 275. 00 
Sens 5¢ Sen ceeHe pen anu ag aneteaAdnsdaassakaenases \ -| Redemption tax lien certificates ioe 115. 00 8 16 
WOUA 5 «x cvnnscdeitbwentecucnvectsltcdpedancenduae Deo eae S 4 
SOO co ccc cuducaaunbeacaa test aocaaanoadesaii a aeaca cera 1,199, 889. 78 
MN, ic oso wtaaha dans code akan ers oa ees X00. 00 
OG incc sabcetigeacnns tas danenbiuecssanesaned F Bei ncen 25, 000. 00 29,917. 0 
2 f Reimbursement of Alice yr 1,004. 96 
PUMA SRK eRSe CIC CEROESSS Sete TENE KR SES WE REESE “i. Reimbursement of L. I 140. 00 6, 836. 54 
Wehs cceguebedesanedtatecunnereaneucekeeeanens 4 47,871.46 
1K)? f i csces } 50, 000. 00 
ee eA a ee ore Relief of Gurley Memorial Church and others..... 4,101.39 81,174. 82 
No ca casacdcdnenGnceasetaesdcdsdcevedasccesiunes Alleys...... 50, ( 00 110, 369. 09 
RODD. on dccecncddccuvdddvccqcctstccdvesotuccccesctes | Investigating Northern Liberty Market claims .. 550. 00 46, 007. 62 





And individual citizens became deeply interested as they ac- 
quainted themselves with the proposition, as is shown by the fol- 
lowing letter from Mr. Hopewell H. Darneille, for several years 
cne of the best and most popular assessors of the District: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 18, 1910. 
ion. SAMUEL W. SMITH, 
Chairman District of Columbia Committee, 
louse of Representatives. 


My Dear Mr. Smitu: In accordance with my promise, I send you 
herewith my views of House bill No. 13474, known as the Judson 
financial bill. 

\fier consulting some of my most intimate friends, who are very 
familiar with the District's finances, and making a thorough and 
lengthy study of this bill, I am of the opinion that it is a fine solution 
of the financial affairs of the District of Columbia. 

The condition that confronts the District at the present is that 
there are permanent improvements which seem to demand immediate 
attention, viz, reclamation of the Anacostia Flats, Rock Creek Valley 
improvements, harbor front, high-pressure service, parking system 
suburban trunk sewers and water mains, municipal hospital, grade 
crossings, and workhouse, estimated at about $18,735,795, after elimi 
nating section 1 of the estimates for Anacostia Flats, which is for 
a navigable river and will no doubt be provided for by the General 
Government appropriations, which is usual for such rivers. 

The bonded debt of the District is approximately $10,000,000, at 
3.65 per cent interest, and the floating debt about $4,000,000, at 2 
per cent interest. 

By operation of the sinking fund the bonded debt will be extin 

lished in about 12 years, thus leaving the $487,704, which is now 
aid yearly from District revenue for interest and sinking fund, it 
cing one-half of the appropriation, to be applied to the liquidation of 


p 

b : 

the floating debt, and in addition to this sum the $80,000 annual inter 
t 

{ 

a 








st on the $4,000,600 floating debt, and we have $567,704 annually 
rom District revenues to take care of the floating debt after the bonded 
ebt is extinguished. In other words, at the end of the term of, say, 
i2 years, or at the most 14 years, the District will have paid the 
bonded debt and the interest on the floating debt up to that time, 
leaving its indebtedness to the United States in the sum of $4,000,000 
at 2 per cent interest per annum. This sum, together with the interest, 
could be paid by applying the $567,704 annually to its liquidation in 
a little over seven years. 

On this basis of present revenues available and its reasonable an 
nual increase, it would leave after providing for other municipal needs 
about $1,100,000 annually to be applied to these permanent improve 
I ts out of combined revenues, without any increase in indebtedness 
Chis would leave the District in first-class financial condition. 

Congress should have entire control of the expenditures, and I would 
suggest that a proviso be added to the bill that hereafter no indebted 
I be incurred or money expended under the provisions of this act 
without the specific authorization of Congress, and then you could so 
regulate appropriations and avoid making any serious indebtedness in 
the future, 

lo pay back the $4,000,000 in five years, as is now provided, would 
so cripple the revenues that any considerable amount of permanent im- 
provements is out of the question and will be for some years to come 

I feel very confident that 20 years, or 22 years at most, would be 
the limit for the entire extinguishment of all indebtedness now owed 
by the District if the scheme proposed in this bill is carried out. 

I send herewith figures demonstrating how the $4,000,000 could be 
paid in eight years after the bonded debt has been paid. 


Yours, very sincerely, H. H. DARNEILLE. 
NN ic idea a $4, 000, 000 
terest ie SU, OOO 


4, OSO, OOO 


567, T04 


Debt and interest____ 
First payment 


ee MN 3, 512, 296 
Interest 70, 246 


Debt and interest $3, 
Second payment_—- 


Snlance of debt = 3, 4 
Interest 


Balance and interest___ 3, ¢ 
Third payment _-_-_~- 





Ralance ___ 7 = _. 2,507,431 
Interest 7 = . nO, 148 
Balance and interest 7 2, 557, 579 
Fourth payment-___- ; aan ; 567, TO4 
Balance ‘eis 1,‘ g 


Interest a 


Balance and interest sean =, Oot 


Fifth payment —- 


Balance aida th ielamiiieicaices Sinica tis ins l, 
Interest __ Sescaligsincnapaih dhtpeenemaliedl 
talunce and interest ___ 1, 


Sixth payment — 


talance _— —_——— { 
Interest niin 


Ralance and interest i t 
Seventh payment “ . - 


sSalance incuaied 374, 2 
Interest mane 7,48 
Balance a ieee ae 81,7 


And last, but not least, I insert a quotation from the 
message of President Taft of December 6, 1910, viz: 


PERMANENT IMPROVEMENTS. 















23, 508 
18, 470 
41,07 
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annual 


Among the items for permanent improvements appearing in the I 
trict estimates for 1912 is one designed to substitute for W v 'I 
Alley, notorious in the records of the l and health d tmen a 
playground with a building containing baths, a g na and other 
helpful features, and I hope Congress will approve this timate Fair 
as Washington seems with her beautiful streets and shade ti ind 
free, as the expanse of territory which she « ipi would m ft ik 
her, from slums and insanitary congestion of population, ft! n 
ters in the interior of squares where the very | r, and tl ial 
classes as well, huddle together in filth and noisome surt dit i 
it is of primary importance that these nuclei of disea in ng 
and vice should be removed, and that there should be 1 for 
them small parks as breathing spaces, and model ten having 
sufficient air space and meeting otber hygienic requirement rl ti 
mate for the reform of Willow Tree Alley, the worst of these places in 
the city, is the beginning of a movement that ought to a ict the 
earnest attention and support of Congress, for Congress can t « ipe 
its responsibility for the existence of these human pestholes 

The estimates for the District of Colu ia for the fiscal ye 1912 
provide for the repayment to the United States of $616,000, or vurth 
of the floating debt that will remain on June 30, 1911 j bonded 
debt will be reduced in 1912 by about the sar amount 

The District of Columbia is now in an « llent finar il con n 
Its own share of indebtedness will, it 3 mated, be les than 
$6,000,000 on June 50, 1912, as compared with a t $9,000,000 on June 
30, 1909. 

The bonded debt, owed half and half by the United States and tl 
District, will be extinguished by 1924, and the floating debt of tl Di 
trict probably long before that time. 

The revenues have doubled in the last 10 years, while the popu n 

| during the same period has increased but 18.78 per cent It i lieved 
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that, if due economy be practiced, the District can soon emerge from 
debt, even whilé financing its permanent improvements with reasonable 
rapidity from current revenues. : 
To this end, I recommend the enactment into law of a bill now before 
Congress—and known as the Judson bill—which will insure the gradual 
extinguishment of the District’s debt, while at the same time requiring 
that the many permanent improvements needed to complete a fitting 
Capital City shall be carried on from year to year and at a proper 
rate of progress with funds derived from the rapidly increasing 
I 


And I want to say that no President since the days of Wash- 
ington has taken a deeper interest in the affairs of the District 
of Columbia than has our beloved President, William Howard 
Taft. 

I do not feel that these remarks would be complete without 
inserting as a part of the same a letter from the former com- 
missioners, addressed to Hon. JoserpH G. CANNON, Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, dated October 25, 1909: 


=e, 





COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, October 25, 1909. 
Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Sir: In preparing its annual estimates for the fiscal year 1911, the 
Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia has found no 
difficulty in providing within the estimated means available for all 
current needs in accordance with reasonable standards of efficiency. 

in addition to current needs, provision has been made for the pay; 

ment of $975,408 on account of interest and sinking fund pertaining 
to the bonded indebtedness, and provision has further been made for 
repayment to the United States of $480,000, principal and interest, on 
account of advances made by the United States to the District 
proper, 
. The debt of the District of Columbia, considering the latter as made 
up of two partners, the District proper and the United States, in- 
cludes a bonded debt of approximately $10,000,000. The District 
proper owes the other partner, the United States, approximately 
$4,000,000. Inasmuch as repayments on account of this $4,000,000, 
principal and interest, will be deducted from the District’s future con- 
tributions to the partnership fund, perforce the contributions of the 
other partner, the United States, will be diminished accordingly. That 
is to say, in the future as the District proper repays to the United 
States this $4,000,000, with interest, the total means available of the 
partnership will be reduced by an amount equivalent to $8,000,000, 
with interest at 2 per cent. The financial condition of the District, 
then, considered as a partnership, is precisely as if it owed a 
bonded debt of nearly $10,000,000, bearing 3.65 per cent interest, 
and a floating debt of approximately $8,000,000, bearing 2 per cent 
interest. 

it appears to be the intention of Congress that the floating debt 
shall be paid off within five years. The bonded debt must be paid 
within 15 years, if the bonds are to be met at maturity. Thus the 
District, considered as a partnership, pegene obligated to pay off its 
debt of virtually $18,000,000 wholly within 15 years and in very large 
part within five years. 

Due to payments on account of debt, the combined resources of the 
partnership available for general purposes are, in effect, reduced, in 
the estimate submitted for the fiscal year 1911, by $975,408, plus 
$960,000, or a total of $1,935,408. 

While, as above stated, current needs have been amply provided for 
in the 1911 estimates, yet it must be admitted that no sufficient pro- 
vision has been made for the many great public works of importance 
to the future, which should soon be undertaken and carried forward 
with reasonable rapidity. In the past this provision has been made by 
generous advances from the Federal Treasury. It is apparent, how- 
ever, that if this arrangement is continued in order that these great 
projects whieh already demand initiation shall be undertaken, not to 
mention the enterprises which experience shows will undoubtedly pre- 
sent themselves in the future, the amount of debt now incurred will be 
greatly increased and its burden will eventually rest heavily upon the 
District. If, therefore, any plan can be presented whereby these ad- 
vances shall cease and yet these large permanent improvements can be 
carried forward without sacrificing the efficiency in current municipal 
work, the commissioners believe that such a plan would commend itself 
to Congress and to the community, whose affairs are, in part, intrusted 
to their administration. The solution of the problem, in their judg- 
ment, lies in extending the period of time in which the debt of the 
District shall be paid. 

If of the contribution of the District proper there be each year applied 
to payment of debt, principal, and interest $567,704, it is certain 
that the process will, in some such period as 25 years, extinguish prin- 
cipal and interest of the half of the bonded and floating debt of the Dis- 
trict proper, such half amounting to approximately $9,000,000. Each 
year the financial condition of the District will be improved, for each 
year its debt will be less, until within 25 years it will be extinguished, 
provided nothing more be borrowed in the meantime. This arrange- 
ment would be equivalent to an extension of time granted by the 
United States to its partner, the District proper, for the repayment of 
the $4,000,000 which the latter owes the former. The annual pro- 
vision of $567,704 from District revenues includes $487,704, which is 
the District's half of annual payments, sufficient to extinguish the 
bonded debt, and the further sum of $80,000, the interest due annually 
on the $4,000,000 advanced by the United States to the District 
proper. After the extinction of the bonded debt in 1924, the $567,704 
would be applied annualiy toward the extinction of the debt owed by 
the District proper to the United States. 

If this arrangement had been authorized by Congress when the esti- 
mates for the fiscal year 1911 were being prepared, there would 
pace been available for extraordinary improvements approximately 
$1,030,000. 

rhe revenues of the District proper increase at the rate of practically 
$250,000 per annum. Thus the revenues of the partnership may be 
said to increase at the rate of $500,000 per annum. This rate of in- 
crease, past and prospective, makes the proposed plan practicable. The 
board of commissioners is confident that four-fifths of this increment 


will be an ample annual increase in the aggregate of all those items of 
the estimates devoted to current needs. 


It is proposed, therefore, as a quid pro quo, if Congress shall extend 
the time during which the debt shall be paid to some such period as 25 
years, that it shall be made obligatory upon the commissioners, in sub- 
mitting their estimates, to provide annually for such reduction of the 
debt as will make it each year less and finally extinguish it, principal 
and interest, in about 25 years; to borrow no more money from the 
United States Treasury or elsewhere, and to provide annually for ex- 
traordinary improvements on the scale on which they might have been 
undertaken in 1911 (without sacrifice of current needs) if the payment 
of the debt had already been made more gradual, as proposed above, 
adding each year to the fund for extraordinary improvements a sum 
estimated to be one-fifth of the increase in combined revenues. Thus 
for any fiscal year there would be added for extraordinary improve- 
ments to $1,030,000 one-fifth the increment of means available, count 
ing from 1911, so that, for example, if in 1911 $1,030,000 were avail- 
able, that amount would be increased by $100,000 the subsequent year ; 
$100,000 more would be added the next year, and so on. 

To the end that this policy may be inaugurated and the continuance 
of the policy safeguarded, the board of commissioners presents herewith 
a draft of a bill designed to place such a system in operation and to 
insure its continuance. A term of 12 years has been provided in the 
bill as the period during which this arrangement shal! continue. 

If the arrangement be adopted, during the 12 years beginning with 
1912 the amounts available for extraordinary improvements will aggre 
gate $20,160,000. It is believed that in 12 years not more than this 
sum can be expended on the objects proposed with economy and in a 
cordance with plans deliberately matured. 

By the end of the 12 years doubtless other great projects will demand 
recognition, but by that time, under the same system, much larger sums 
will be annually available. 

To recapitulate, the plan advocated will not only reduce the debt 
every year and finally extinguish it, but, always caring for current 
needs, will insure the expenditure of some $20,000,000 in extraordinary 
improvements during the 12 years ending with 1923, and leave, at th 
end of that period, an even greater power in the District to accomplish 
the extraordinary projects which will then be in sight. 

There is inclosed herewith, in addition to the draft of the proposed 
bill, a memorandum of the proposed items of extraordinary improve 
ments, together with tentative estimates of cost. 

Very respectfully, 
Henry B. F. MACFARLAND, 
Henry L. WEST, 
W. V. JUDSON, 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia 


And the full and comprehensive argument of the Engineer Com 
missioner—Maj. W. V. Judson: 


Payment of District debt and permanent improvements. 


COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Thursday, March 38, 1910. 


The subcommittee met at 11.10 o'clock a. m., Chairman Smith pre- 
siding. 


ARGUMENT OF MAJ. W. V. JUDSON, ENGINEER COMMISSIONER, REPRESENT 
ING THE BOARD OF DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS. 


The city of Washington, because it is the seat of government and tl 
capital city of the United States, possesses among all American cities 4 
peculiar function, which is to attract and hold the sentimental regard 
of all the Nation and add to its patriotic feeling. Its physical chara: 
teristics must be such as are consistent with this function. 

In a sense, the capital city of a nation is symbolic of its stability 
and aspirations. 

In performing its function it acts in a certain degree as do t! 
national colors, centering about itself the affection of the people and 
inspiring them to a healthy national feeling. 

In time of war a national capital is often made the objective of 
hostile operations by reason of the moral effect that would result from 
its capture, injury, or destruction, and a government would rely largely 
upon the love of a people for its capital to stir the nation to a su 
cessful resistance. 

The public interest of all the people of the United States in Wash 
ington is evidenced not only by the constitutional provision for its 
government and by the considerations I have mentioned, but also }b 
the policy of Congress, as evidenced by annual contributions to 
District of Columbia of between $5,000,000 and $6,000,000. In fairnes 
the people must find in Washington some quid pro quo. When they 
visit Washington or talk or read about it, they expect, as a result 
their contributions, to contemplate a city worthy of the natural prid 
that has induced such contributions. It would seem, even, that t! 
may properly demand this. 

In Washington, then, to satisfy physical requirements, so far as t! 
depend upon public funds, a part of the expenditures must be direct 
toward, we may say, monumental things. To satisfy bare cur! 
necessities by current public expenditure will not produce a city s| 
as the people have a right to demand. And yet in our last few appro 
priation acts nothing has been done except to care for current needs 
In the last year or two, certainly, the people of the Nation, pot resident 
in Washington, have received but little for their very large contr! 
tions to the funds apetensteses. ; 

The revenues of the District of Columbia have been increasing rap 
idly, at the rate of about $250,000 per annum; thus the combined re‘ 
nues have been and are increasing at the rate of about $500,000 per 
annum. Current needs, being a function of area and of population, ar 
increasing at a much less rapid rate than are the means availa 
The debt is being rapidly paid off. The only thing that is not bein 
done at the present time is to effect those permanent or extraordina 
improvements such as are essential in the case of Washington. Th: 
improvements can be made more economically if made systematic: 
The ample revenues eliminate any need for the borrowing of money. It 
is only necessary to make a program of expenditure so that each item 
of work shall not be “ new legislation,” requiring, for consideration and 
appropriation, the action of four or more committees of Congress and 
the passage of a separate act. 

The bill is designed to carry out this idea of establishing a progran 
As the result of the passage of this bill, $20,160,000 would become 
available for expenditure on permanent or extraordinary improvements 
within the next 12 years. The gradual elimination of the debt is pro- 


vided for so that within 25 years no indebtedness would remain. 


Seve 
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8. Elimination of dangerous grade crossings outside of city 
limits 
Estimated amount required in 12 years__--_-----. $400, 000 
9. Extensions to suburbs of trunk water mains: 
Work desirable in next 12 years aie 
10. Buildings for reformatory and workhouse: 
Plans for permanent buildings authorized in the 
District appropriation act for fiscal year 1910. 
Estimated cost of buildings.._................. 400, 000 


Total mation asccpleae _. 18, 420, 795 
Amount available under bill for extraordinary improve- 
ments ee i ’ i ato °0O. 160, 000 


Amount that can be expended on additional extraor- 
dinary improvements if and as authorized by Con- 
gress__ ioe 7 as Se ae Oe 1, 739, 205 


SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT BY MAJ. JUDSON, FEBRUARY 28, 1911. 


The argument for this bill was prepared about a year ago. Since 
that time there has been a considerable reduction of both bonded and 
floating debts. 


By June 30, 1911, it is estimated that the bonded debt will be re- 
duced to $8,800,000, and the floating debt to $2,400,000; and by June 
30, 1912, it is estimated that the bonded debt will be reduced to 
$8,200,000, and the floating debt to $1,800,000. 

The bill now before the House controls the allotment of District 
funds in the estimates of the commissioners from and after June 30, 
1912, when the debt condition will be as last stated. 

If this bill shall become a law the bonded debt will necessarily be 
extinguished by 1924, and the floating debt by 1928. Certain practtcal 
causes will operate to extinguish the debt at a much earlier period. 
In the first place it is inconceivable that Congress will appropriate in 
the future any more than it has in the past every dollar recommended 
by the commissioners in their estimates. And by every dollar that 
Congress, in appropriating, reduces the annual estimates of the com- 
missioners the floating debt of the District will be reduced 50 cents. 
Again, the commissioners, in beginning to prepare their annual esti- 
mites, are obliged to start out with a conservative estimate of the 
amount that will be received from taxes and other sources. By just 
the amount that the actual receipts exceed this conservative estimate 
of them the floating debt will be automatically reduced. Experience 
shows that the commissioners do make this estimate conservatively, 
and that the actual revenues do exceed their estimates of them. And 
finally there are always unexpended balances of appropriations that 
revert to the Treasury every year. These balances operate auto 
matically to reduce the floating debt. 

The closest students of the District's finances believe that the floating 
debt will in fact be extinguished before 1924, when the bonds will have 
been retired. At any rate, it is certain that if this bill passes, the 
District will emerge from debt at some time between 1924 and 1928— 
and in all probability by 1924. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 13 minutes remaining. 

Mr. SIMS. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. JoHNson]. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
ance of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, as has been 
properly said by the chairman of the District Committee, this 
is one of the most important bills that has come before this 
body for its consideration. And in connection with it there 
has been more parliamentary legerdemain than I ever saw 
connected with any bill that has ever come upon this 
floor. 

About a year ago a bill was introduced under the number 
which this one now bears. It was considered by the commit- 
tee, and thereby a bill under this number was brought before 
the committee. There it was considered by the committee; 
and, if I recollect correctly, it passed the committee by a scant 
majority. 

But the other day, Mr. Speaker, I ask this House to remember, 
when this bill by number came up for consideration, the chair- 
man of the committee asked that a Senate bill, which, if I am 
correctly informed, has not yet passed the Senate, be substi- 
tuted for it. 

Mr. SIMS. It has not been reported by any committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. And yet in less than a 
minute he changed his position and asked that another bill 
still might be introduced in lieu of the bill that was introduced 
here a year ago. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am sure that the gentleman 
does not intend to make a misstatement. I have never made 
the claim for a single moment that the Senate bill had 
passed. 

Mr. SIMS. He did not even show the number of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, when this 
bill was called up by number for consideration, it was moved, 
I repeat, to substitute a Senate bill, which had never been 
reported, as I understand, to the Senate, and therefore had 
never been adopted by the Senate. Then, in a few seconds 
thereafter, the chairman of the committee asked leave to 


Mr. Speaker, how much time have 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the bal- 


800, 000 | 


withdraw that and to substitute another bill in lieu of the 
Senate bill. That other bill which he asked leave to introduce 
in lieu of it had not then been prepared. Not only had it not 
been introduced before this House, not only that, but it had 
never gone to a committee of either this House or the Senate; 
and, I repeat, it had not then been prepared. But on night 
before last it was prepared and was printed in the Recorp of 
yesterday, and here it comes to-day, offered to this House, 


| changed even again, so that it is not the bill which you gen- 


tlemen read in the Recorp of yesterday morning. 

And, more than that, I say that the bill which you are asked to 
vote for now has never been considered by a committee, either 
of this House or of the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The gentleman is mistaken. The 
bill which is reported here is identical with the one printed 
in the Recorp, with the exception of one line, and that was 
stricken out to please Members here, and certainly they ought 
not to object to that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 
to approve this bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The gentleman knows why we 
have not met. It has simply been because we have not had 
opportunity to do business. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Here is a bill called up before 
this House which the committee has not been called together 
to consider, and even the bill which appeared yesterday morn- 
ing in the Recorp for your consideration is changed now, and 
the Members of this House are asked to vote for a bill which 
they have not seen, unless they have gotten it from that desk 
a few moments ago. 

The members of the committee have not been advised as to 
the changes made in the bill except as by diligence, perchance, 
they themselves have found them. 

Now, what does this bill do—this bill that is sprung before 
this House without notice and without warning? It appro 
priates more millions of dollars than any man here supposes. 
I say there is no limit to the amount of money which this bill 
carries. And when you have adopted it you have taken from 
the District Committee, you have taken from this House, the 
right to make appropriations for permanent improvements herein 
contained until the year 1925. 

The bill provides that in determining the estimates of funds 
available for appropriation in each succeeding fiscal year the 
commissioners shall first provide and set aside from the esti- 
mated District revenues a sufficient sum to meet all the esti- 
mated and fixed charges required by law to be paid wholly 
from the revenues of the District. How much is that? Who 
knows? Where is the man who can tell us how much that 
amounts to? And then you go along further down to the bo! 
tom of the page and observe that it appropriates the sum of 
$300,000 as “a repayment on account of said advances” until 
the indebtedness of the District of Columbia to the United 
States has been paid. How many years, I pray of you, will it 
take at $300,000 a year to pay the indebtedness to the United 
States? 

Mr. BORLAND. Twelve years. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. It is not stated here, and no 
man can tell if those commissioners are left to approximate 
the amounts as they may see fit. 

In addition to that the District of Columbia is now indebted 
to the United States Government to the amount of somethi: 
like $13,500,000. They say this bill is introduced in order t) 
the District of Columbia may pay that indebtedness, but le 
is it to be paid? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Did I understand the gent! 
man to say that this District was indebted to the Governme 
to the amount of $13,500,000? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 
can prove it. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I should like to bear the pr 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Here is a letter, signed by 9 
man whose name I can not read, but he is auditor of the District 
of Columbia, in which he says: 


When did the committee meet 


T 


I said about that sum, and |! 


On page 13 you will find a recapitulation of the total debt of 
District. The bonded indebtedness, represented by 3.65 bonds outsta 
ing June 30, 1910, is $9,492,100. The floating indebtedness at the sams 
time amounted to $3,374,278.98, making a total of $12,766,378.96. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question ? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Does the gentleman from Ken 
tucky know, or does he not know, that the Government of the 
United States pays one-half of the bonded indebtedness? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I say—— 





oer eee ate 












1911. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





3833 





Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 
not this bill passes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. On the bonds outstanding which 
the gentleman speaks of. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Here are $9,500,000 in a bonded 
debt owing by the District of Columbia to the United States. 
And this measure proposes not that the District of Columbia 
shall pay that debt to the United States, but that it shall be 
paid out of the joint funds owned by the District of Columbia 
and the United States, thereby compelling the United States 
Government to pay one-half of the bonds held against the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which bonds are made payable to the United 
States. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How much time has the gentleman 
used? 

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Sims] has 20 minutes remaining. 

Mr. SIMS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Fis]. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the District of Co- 
lumbia Committee I wish to substantiate what the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. JouNson] has said concerning this meas- 
ure. 

The bill has been changed four times within 48 hours. It 
has never been reported from our committee; it has never been 
submitted to the members of the committee, separately or indi- 
vidually, and yet, at this late hour, this House is asked to sus- 
pend the rules for the purpose of divesting Congress of the 
power and giving to the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia certain functions, for which the sum of at feast 
$20,000,000 is to be expended in the next 12 years, and the 
amount of money may run to thirty or forty millions of 
dollars. 

Now this is the proposition before the House. As a result of 
the study of the organic act of 1878 creating the District gov- 
ernment, I maintain that it was never contemplated to divest 


Will the gentleman answer? 
That depends on whether or 


cece 


Congress of its power over the appropriations for great contem- | 


plated public works in the District. That act shows that those 
urging them must come to Congress every year for their public 
works. The chairman of the District of Columbia Committee 
[Mr. Smirn of Michigan] gave the whole secret away when he 
said it emanated from the brain of the District Engineer 
Commissioner. It did emanate from his fertile brain, for 
the purpose of seizing power which now belongs to Con- 
gress, and which should not be placed beyond the power of 
Congress, 

As a member of the District of Columbia Committee I have 
favored large appropriations for public improvements, but I 


do not desire in the closing hours of my service in this House | 


to give my sanction to any such bill as this. It has a very 
pleasing fringe about it in the beginning of the bill, where it 


speaks about wiping out debt, but the purpose of this bill, as | 


the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Smiru] himself has said, 
is to increase the power of the District engineer officer and to 


make the District Commissioners and not Congress the arbiters | , : 
| every year, and at the same time appropriates for the de 
: 


of permanent improvements in the District. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the House should never enact 
egislation of so extraordinary a character unless there is 
some general demand for it, and as a member of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, I must say that I have 
failed to see any demand for it except from some real estate 
speculators and the District engineer commissioner. Among 
the public improvements contemplated by this bill, may I ask 
why there is only one mentioned by name, and that is the 
reclamation of the Anacostia flats? Who are behind that, that 
they have power enough to spring their pet project in a bill 
like this? Now, I wish to call the attention of the House to the 
report of the committee on the Union Calendar, No. 276, made 
by the gentleman from Michigan when this bill was first intro- 
duced in the House some year and a half ago. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In June, 1910. 

Mr. FISH. They have stricken out of this bill improvements 
estimated to cost some $6,000,000. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FISH. I ask for one minute more. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman one 
minute more. 

Mr. FISH. I want to call attention of the House that while 
this bill estimates for improvements to cost the same amount as 
the bill originally introduced by the gentleman from Michigan— 
that is, covering at least $20,000,000—they have left out 





of this bill the improvement of 


Rock Creek Valley, at 
an estimated cost of $4,750,000, and the improvement of har 
bor front, at an estimated cost of $1,200,000, the two items 
ageregating almost $6,000,000 In a there should be only 


$14,000,000 instead of $20,000,000 appropriated in this bill 
{ Applause. ] 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mappen]. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, the revenues of the District of 
Columbia are increasing every day. Every dollar of the reve 
nue thus far raised has been used for the ordinary running 
expenses of the government. All permanent improvements thus 
far made have been made from funds borrowed from the Fed 
eral Treasury. There are $2,800,000 of this money borrowed 
to be paid. This bill provides for the payment of this $2,800,000 
out of the revenues of the District at the rate of $300,000 every 
year. This bill provides for the setting aside of $1,230,000 a 
year until 1924, for the purpose of making permanent improve 
ments, and these permanent improvements consist of the 
reclamation of the Anacostia Flats and the turning of these 
flats into a park. They consist of a permanent system of 
sewerage, the extension of the water mains, furnishing facilities 
to the people who are here to-day and those who are yet to 
come. 

The bill provides that after these two sums—S$1,230,000 and 
$300,000, making $1,530,000—every year shall have been taken 
from the revenues of the District, that what remains after the 
deduction of these sums shall be appropriated for the ordinary 
conduct of the District of Columbia, and to this sum, which is 
set aside after making these enormous deductions, shall be 
added an equal sum out of the Treasury of the Federal Gov 
ernment. 

This bill should be entitled “For economy of government.” 
It is the best bill ever reported by any committee in charge of 
District affairs. It contains a permanent system of improve 
ments. It contains a policy of paying the debt of the people 
of the District of Columbia. It contains the policy-of the ex 
tension of parks for the people of the District. It contains a 
permanent policy for the beautification of the District of Co- 
lumbia, a thing in which every citizen of the Union is inter 
ested. “It economizes in the conduct of the government. It 
takes $1,550,000 every year less out of the Federal Treasury 
than is taken from it now. It compels the people of the District 
to pay for their permanent improvements out of the revenues 
which they raise from taxation every year, and there is nothing 
behind the bill to frighten anybody. It is a bill prepared after 
the most deliberate consideration. It is a bill in the interest 
of the future of the District of Columbia. It is a bill which 
prompts men to do what is best for the people of this District 
in the days that are to come, and there is no man on the floor 
of this House, no matter which side of the aisle he may sit 
upon, who ought not to be in favor of its enactment into 
law. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JonHNnson] did not state 
the facts. He talked about the bonded debt, and this bill has 
nothing to do with the bonded debt. This bill deals with 
the floating debt, and it compels them to pay a fixed sum 





velopment of the District so that every citizen i 
will be proud of Washington when he comes to visit it. [Ap 
plause. } 

Mr. SIMS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. ANDRUS]. 

Mr. ANDRUS. Mr. Speaker, it is not an easy thi 


n America 


to disagree with the chairman of the District of Columbia 
mittee. I respect him highly; I consid hin l t, forces 
ful, efficient Member, and whatever I rd to myself I am 
willing to give to every other person. If I want to investi; 

a matter, and my judgment dictates a certail e of policy, 
it is my duty to follow it, because I want to live in peace with 
my conscience. 

I object to certain features in this bill, and I see no good 
reason why we should pay the funded debt just now, or why 
we should pay for these great im ments upward of $20, 
000,000 as the work is done. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDRUS. I can not; I hav y five ites. I be 
lieve good business sense should prey: in my district as in 
yours. Perhaps our people are paying 4 to 44 and 5 per 
cent and perhaps 6 per cent on money used for purposes in 


our cities, villages, or county. Is it not good business to pay 
the obligations drawing the highest rate of interest rather than 
to pay the obligations drawing the lowest rate of interest? 
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I see no reason why we should not continue to issue a few bonds. 


Vhat is the bonded debt of the District to-day? Thirteen 
million five hundred thousand dollars. To the credit of the 
District be it said they are reducing their indebtedness rather 


than increasing it, but during the last 30 years what has been 
the resukt? They have reduced their bonded indebtedness 
from twenty-three million thirteen million five hundred 
thousand. 

I secured these figures in the report accompanying the original 
bill, and the District has reduced its bonded indebtedness dur 
ing the last 80 years at the rate of $166,666 a year. It is 


to 


creditable to the District. 
Now, what it we propose to do? We propose to spend 
twenty millions and reduce the indebtedness of $13,500,000 in 


iS 


12 years. We have been reducing it at the rate of one hundred 
and sixty-six thousand plus, and now we are proposing to 
reduce it three millions—plus 19 times as much—and pay off 
this sum each year. I think this proposition should be voted | 
down. 


But there is a more serious objection. In this report there is 
an item of $4,750,000 for buying and improving that part of 
Rock Creek south of Massachusetts Avenue to the Potomac 
River—a ravine, with steep-sided hills, so narrow at the bottom 
in some places that the bed of the stream crowds right to the 
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shore, to the foothills of the banks, and it is proposed to buy | 


that ravine, including cost of improvements, for the sum of 
$4,750,000. It costs, as the chairman of the committee says, 
about 60 or 70 cents per square foot. It costs, with estimated 
improvements, about $2,000 a city lot of 25 feet by 100. It costs 
about $32,000 an acre. What have we after we buy and improve 
it? It is merely a roadway, a link between the Potomac and 
Rock Creek Park, a driveway for automobiles, carriages, and 
equestrian uses, and it costs $4,750,000 improved, according to 
the report. 
roads report spending $400,000 or $500,000 a mile for a four-track 


Sometimes we are amazed when we see that rail- | 


road over which limited trains run at more than a mile a min- | 


ute, and the people want that sort of thing investigated, and 


when we build a park road from the Potomac to Rock Creek | 


Park that costs $3,166,666 a 
investigation? [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania). 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
minute to the gentleman from New York [Mr. OLcort]. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, in this half minute I can not 
say very much. All I want to say is that this is one of the 
best bills ever presented by the District of Columbia Committee 
during the six years that I have been here, and it ought to 


mile, is there not a chance for 


pass. 

I want to extend my remarks in the Recorp and show 
wherein the statements even of the gentleman for whom I 
have such high respect, my colleague from New York [Mr. 


ANbkUS], are in error as to the figures which he has used. 
This bill ought to pass. 

[By unanimous consent, Mr. OLcotr was permitted leave to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp.] 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the amount of taxes which we col- 
lect from the District is fixed by law. It does not depend 
upon the amount of the expenditures. 
pend upon the taxes, and this bill simply proposes to limit the 
current expenses of the Government, so that there shall be a 
surplus fund out of the current revenues which can be applied 
to permanent improvements of $1,230,000, and that is all it 
does do. 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. I will ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will not ask me anything in 
two minutes. That is all it does. 
tional authority upon the District Commissioners in any re- 
spect whatever. It confers no additional authority upon the 
Committee on Appropriations in any respect whatever. Every 
item in it 
subject to a point of order when it comes into the House. 


District Commissioners may now estimate for $2,000,000 of 


public improvements if they wish to or they can estimate for | 


$10,000,000 if they wish to. All this bill does is to require 
them to save out of the current revenues in making their esti- 


mates enough to estimate $1,270,000 for public improvements | 


and a certain amount to repay the indebtedness of the District, 
and it does not make those items in order on an appropriation 
bill. It will still be simply an estimate, the same kind of an 
estimate the commissioners can now make. 


not authorized by previous law will still remain | 
The | 


It does not confer any addi- | 


| 


| 


| 


one-half | a 


| 





. ° | 
Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes 
| for years. 


| of the country. 
The expenditures de- | 








Marcu 1, 


The fear that gentlemen have that this will create a park 
system depends solely on what Congress will do in the future, 
because this will not make park systems in order. All it will 
do will be to have a fund of $1,230,000 which could be applied 
to public improvements, and which, if not applied to public 
improvements will be applied to the extinguishment of the 
debt. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 
about parks in the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Because they have to make their estimate in- 
clude everything. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has six and a 
half minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
use some of his time? 

Mr. SIMS. Is the gentleman going to use all of his time in 
one speech? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No. 

Mr. SIMS. Then the gentleman should use some time. He 


only yielded two minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN]. 


Mr. SMITH 
side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
has nine minutes and the gentleman from Michigan six and a 
half minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. Martin]. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, from a some 
what careful study of this bill and report I am obliged to en 
tirely differ from the gentleman from Illinois in his views, 
and only desire in this one minute to show that the com- 
mittee itself in making this report took a different view 
from what the gentleman has put upon it. This report says, on 


page 2: 


Then, why put anything 


Will the gentleman from Tennessee 


of Michigan. How much time has the other 


The only thing that is not being done at the present time is to effect 
those permanent or extraordinary improvements such as are essent 
in the case of Washington. These improvements can be made more 
economically if made systematically. The ample revenues eliminate 
any need for the borrowing of money. It is only necessary to make a 
program of expenditure, so that each item of work shall not be “ new 
legislation,” requiring, for consideration and appropriation, the action 
of four or more committees of Congress and the passage of a separate 


ex. 

The bill is designed to carry out this idea of establishing a program 
Evidently one purpose of this bill is to authorize the various 
improvements mentioned in the report, extending over a period 
of 12 years. I believe in liberal improvements in the District 
but think that Congress should not relinquish its power to 


| designate what improvements shall be made and the order 0! 


their importance from year to year. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the gent) 
man from Missouri [Mr. Bortanp], a Member of the District 
Committee. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, the effect of this bill is that 
it fastens upon the United States Congress and the District for 
the next 12 years the same iniquitous system of fiscal reve 
nue that has made this District the haven for the tax dodgers 
It is to enable the District to carry on these expendi 
tures for permanent improvements at the expense of the people 
Now, in 30 years, according to the state 
ment of the engineer commissioner, they have only reduced 


their indebtedness to the United States about $5,000,000. The 
reason why they have only reduced their indebtedness 59, 


000,000 is because they have found a way to increase their e\ 
penditures and dump a floating debt upon the United States 
and get the money advanced to them by the Federal Treasury 
at 2 per cent. Now they propose to have not only $30,000,000 
advanced and pay that back without any interest, but to charge 
50 per cent of it to the Federal Treasury. According to tlc 
words of the bill, the commissioners— 

shall provide in their estimates of appropriations for permanent worl 
of improvements a sum not less than $1,230,000. 

And are to increase that amount $100,000 every year. Th 
are to estimate no less than $1,230,000. How much they are 
going to estimate depends upon how much more will be su 
mitted to by this Congress. We are binding ourselves now ! 


| 12 years to a system of Uncle Sam paying 50 per cent 0! 


every important improvement in the District of Columbia. T! 
time has long since ,come when the taxpayers living in th 
District ought to be put in a position where the District could 
easily take care of itself, if we were to undertake to tax the 
property in the District in any fair way. Under a Democratic 
Congress we will tax some of these tax dodgers and compe! 
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1911. 


them to make returns to the District of Columbia, and there 
will be ample revenue in the District to carry on a system of 
improvements without paying 50 per cent of that which belongs 
to the people of this Government. I hope when the District 
Committee is reorganized in the Sixty-second Congress that the 
first thing will be to tax these tax dodgers on some of the per- 
1al property they have brought here into the District which 
nes taxation and that opportunity will be given to avoid 
the criticism in the past that the United States Government 
has been ready and willing to further every one of these real- 
schemes. This bill ought to be voted down until such 
time as they choose to bring in a bill providing for the payment 
of the debt the District of Columbia owes to the United States. 
The only good feature about this bill is it provides the only 
measure that has ever been introduced for the payment of the 
indebtedness, and I want to say right now to the creait of the 
gentleman who is the chairman of the sutcommittee on the 
District of Columbia that he is the man who has insist d upon 
the payment of this floating debt. 

The last set of commissioners rolled up a floating debt delib- 
erately and intentionally against the Treasury of the United 
States, in the hope that that floating debt would be turned in 
bonds, and then the United States would be bound for 50 per 
cent of those bonds, whereas before that the District of Colum- 
bia was liable for 100 per cent of the floating debt. But the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Smirn] has pursued the policy 
of compelling the District of Columbia to pay back annually a 
portion of that floating debt, until now it is less than $3,000,000. 
It ought to be all wiped out, and there is not a moral reason 
on earth why we should pay 50 per cent of the $10,000,000 
worth of bonds. Those bonds never were issued on the 
credit of the United States and they are not now issued on 
the credit of the United States. The United States do not 
owe a dollar of them, and ought not to pay a dollar of this 
additional $20,000,000. [Applause.] 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
has six minutes and a half remaining. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I regret that anyone, even the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FisH], should feel constrained to say 
that this bill has been changed four times in 48 hours. Thisisa 
mistake. Fortunately I hold in my hand the bill which was read 
by the Clerk night before last with amendments, but at that time 
there was so much confusion in the House it was suggested by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] and others that it 
would be well if the chairman would print the bill as amended 


Sol 
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Mr. Speaker, how much time have 


in the Recorp, which appeared the next morning, and is identi- | 


cal with the bill under consideration, except that on page 3, line 
4 has been stricken out and line 5 to and including the word 
“purpose; ” and in line 9, after the word “ be,” “ hereafter” has 
been inserted, all at the request of Members who thought that 
we were providing for too many public improvements; and cer- 
tainly, as these provisions for public improvements one after 
the other have been stricken out, it ought to be a matter from 
their standpoint of congratulation rather than of criticism and 
complaint. 

Mr. MANN. 
such a charge. 

Mr. SIMS. What interest does the engineer commissioner 
have in laying down financial plans, and so forth? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Simply the interests of 90,000,000 
of people. 

Mr. SIMS. That is not his function. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. He is in line with his duties, I in- 
sist, and I regret that heretofore engineer commissioners in the 
discharge of their duty have not seen fit to do just exactly what 
the present engineer commissioner has done. 

Mr. SIMS. He wants to raise the interest on the debt. 
that a part of the engineering scheme? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Sims] has in his remarks made some grave charges. I 
am wondering if by so doing he intended to indict all those who 
have taken a very deep interest in this proposed legislation, 
including the former as well as the present Commissioners of 


The gentleman does not need any defense from 


Is 


of Columbia of the House, who voted for a favorable report on 
the bill when it carried more improvements than does the pres- 
ent bill; Members of both sides of the Chamber, including mem- 
bers of the Appropriations Committee, who have spoken in be- 
half of the bill, as well as others who would like to speak: 
Senators who likewise feel that this is wise legislation and 
who had hoped that it could be enacted into law during this ses- 
Sion of Congress; the great body of citizens of the District of 
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Columbia, as represented by the Chamber of Commerce and the 
Board of Trade; the four newspapers of the city, which have 
given the same their most cordial indorsement; and the Presi- 
dent, who gave his hearty and emphatic indorsement in the fol- 
lowing language: 

To this end I 


recommend the enactment into law of a bill now be- 
fore Congress, and known as the Judson bill, which will insure the 
gradual extinguishment of the District's debt, while at the same time 
requiring that the many permanent improvements needed to complete 
a fitting capital city shall be carried on from year to year and at a 
proper rate of progress with funds derived from the rapidly increasing 
revenues, 
There are those who feel that Washington has now all the 


parks that are needed, but as a matter of fact, comparing terri- 
tory for territory, it will be shown that Washington has less 
than London, Paris, New York, or Boston, and we ought not in 
this connection to forget that parks in cities are not alone for 
the residents of those cities, but for the thousands who annually 
visit them and derive much pleasure and comfort in riding and 
walking about and through the beautiful and attractive parks 
that are found in the various cities of this country and in the 
cities of the Old World. 

It is not often that in the presentation of legislation in this 
body that so much misunderstanding, prejudice, and misrepre- 
sentation is shown as has been exhibited in of 
this bill. 

Gentlemen, I feel that this proposed legislation will be of 
such lasting benefit that I urge. you one and all to vote for the 
same, feeling sure that these improvements are consum- 
mated, consisting of parks and beautiful driveways encircling 
the city, we now and in the years to come will be proud that 
we had an opportunity to use our efforts in making this the 
most beautiful and attractive capital city in a Republic the 
greatest in all the world. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman use the balance of his time? 
Is the gentleman going to use it all in one speech? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No, sir. 

Mr. SIMS. There is only one speech on this side. 
the gentleman use his time. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield four minutes to the gentle- 
man from Texas |[Mr. BURLESON]. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, it sometimes occurs that 
meritorious propositions of legislation are defeated because of 
the discovery of an imaginary “ nigger in the woodpile.” Some 
seem to think they have found one in the pending bill. I want 
to assure the House that this bill does not enlarge the powers 
of the District Commissioners in the slightest particular. On 
the contrary, it places a limitation upon power they now possess. 
And I want to say further that this bill does not change in the 
slightest particular the method of payment of the bonded in- 
debtedness of the District of Columbia, one-half of which the 
General Government owes, but it does materially change the 
law with reference to the payment of the unfunded debt of the 
District of Columbia which is due by the District to the General 
Government. 

When the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Garpner] and I 
came on to the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropria 
tions, which deals with District finances, the unfunded debt of 
this District, which is a debt due by the District to the General 
Government, as I have said, and which draws only 2 per cent 
interest, amounted to approximately $4,000,000. The law as it 
then was required that this unfunded debt should be liquidated 
within five years’ time. The District Commissioners in framing 
their estimates disregarded this law, and year after year in- 


the di 


SCUSSION 


as 


I suggest 


| stead of estimating within the anticipated receipts of the city 


and decreasing this debt, they disregarded the law and esti 
mated for amounts far beyond what they should, at one 

two and one-half millions of dollars in excess of the anticipated 
revenues, resulting, as was said by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, in an increase of the unfunded debt instead of diminish- 
ing it as the law plainly directed should be done. We required 
that estimates should come within their revenues, and adopted 
the policy of reducing this debt, and within the last few years 
we have brough. this indebtedness down to $2,400,000, and after 


time 


| the present appropriation bill, which has passed, takes effect 


| it 
the District; the 16 members of the Committee on the District | 


will amount to only $1,800,000. 
funded debt, instead of being increa 


Under 


sed, 


this bill 


has been 


this un- 
the prac- 


as 


| tice as I have shown, will be absolutely liquidated within seven 


| 


years’ time from this date. 

Now, what else does this bill do? It places a limitation upon 
the power of the District Commissioners so that they can not, in 
making their estimates, absorb all of its revenues for current 
expenses. AS was forcibly said by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN], it says in plain terms to these officials, 
“ You shall not absorb all the revenues of this District for cur- 


so 
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rent expenses, by increase of salary for a favorite class here 
and an increase for another set there, an enlargement of this 
department's force here and an enlargement of this division’s 
force there, but you shall bring your estimate down to a com- 
I i-sense basis, provide for current expenses and also set 
part a substantial portion of the revenue to meet what has 


heen termed extraordinary improvements. In 
other words it provides for an intelligent and systematic plan 
for expending the District revenues, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The g 
has one and a half minutes remaining. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BURLESON. Just one minute more. It sets apart a 
part of the revenues to meet what have been termed permanent 
improvements. If the gentleman will give me just a few 
minutes more I can finish. 

Mr. SIMS. I can not give the gentleman any time. Yonder 
is the gentleman [Mr. SmitruH of Michigan] who can give the 
gentleman time, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
one-half minutes remaining. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr, Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has four minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to prove to this House 
in one minute what is the real object of this bill. [Applause.] 


permanent or 


The time of the gentleman has 


ntleman from Michigan 


Mr. Speaker, how much time have 


The gentleman has one and 


Mr. Speaker, how much time have | 
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| has 


I propose right here and now to every gentleman supporting | 


this bill: If you will begin, on line 15 of page 2, and strike out 
all the real estate part of this bill and leave every bit of the 


fiscal part of it in, I will vote for it and work for its passage. | 


Will you do it? [Applause.] 

No. The nigger in the woodpile is a nigger in such a little 
woodpile that it is all nigger and no woodpile. 
applause.] This is a $20,000,000 scheme to buy land that no- 
body will have, land that nobody can use, by act of Congress. 
Is this a good bill? Is this the best bill ever introduced in 
Congress, as claimed by some of its supporters? I will prove 
to you how good a bill it is. If this is such a good bill, why 
do you want to ram it through the House on a motion to sus- 
pend the rules? [Applause.] That of itself shows what it is. 
The bill that has been reported has been on the calendar ever 
since June, 1910. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Our committee never had a day 
aliotted to us on which to consider it. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know why you grab up this indefensible 
and abominable measure and try to jam it through this House 
over every other bill from your committee on the calendar. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. MANN. What is the gentleman’s proposition? 

Mr. SIMS. I have not time to go into particulars. I tried 
to get an hour or 40 minutes on each side, and that side shut 
down on debate on this new-born measure, which they did not 
want anybody to know anything about. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] Whenever a man has a good bill he is naturally 
anxious to take time on it and let everybody else have time. 

In the closing days of the last Congress a bill similar to this 
was sought to be jammed through here, two years ago, on a motion 
to suspend the rules, and part of the identical land referred 
to in that bill is to be included in this nefarious scheme. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I will never vote here to give to any one man, 
be he an engineer commissioner or the President of the United 
States, the power to fasten a liability of $20,000,000 on this 
Government for the purpose of buying a few old frog ponds, a 
few old ash dumps, to enable real-estate speculators of this 
city to do as they are now doing, as I understand, getting op- 


[Laughter and | 
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from Kentucky [Mr. Jounson], members of the District Com- 
mittee, are fighting this bill tooth and toenail, and the bill is 
supported only by the chairman of the District Committee, who 
asserts that this is the most valuable bill that has ever been 
reported. 


The District Committee has not reported this bill. It is true 


| that some of the provisions contained in it have been favored 


by the committee, but let me say, gentlemen, if you ram this 
sort of thing through in this way you will ram yourselves out 
of public life. [Applause and cries of “ Vote!” ‘“ Vote!’’] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Tennessee may be permitted to state the propo- 
sition that he made before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Tennessce be 


permitted to state his proposition. 


Mr. SIMS. 


bring in another bill. 


[Applause. ] 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
SPEAKER 


The 
minute. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] makes when 
he claims that the real-estate men of this city are behind this 


Ineasure. 


pro tempore. 


Oh, go ahead, and let us have a vote, and then 
If it is a decent bill I will support it. 


Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 
The gentleman has one-half 


Mr. Speaker, it is a grave charge 


The President of the United States, William Howard 


Taft, than whom no man since the days of George Washington 


its development, 


reci- 


taken more interest in this city and 
says - 
Mr. SIMS. Are you with the President in favor of 
procity? That is a cause in which you would do well to follow 
him. [Applause and laughter.] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. SIMS. 


The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SmirH] to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill as amended. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 87, nays 151, 
answered “ present” 7, not voting 138, as follows: 


YEAS—87. 


Austin 
Sarclay 
Bingham 
Boutell 
Burke, Pa. 
3urleigh 
Burleson 
Calder 
Campbell 


| Cocks, N. Y. 


tions on every old dump pile on the outskirts and trying to | 


get a bill passed through this Congress in its dying hours to 
authorize their purchase by the Government at most 
gant prices. [Applause.] 

If you think you can ram through a measure of this kind 
under a motion to suspend the rules, you are wrong. Let me 
call on all the Members of 


extrava- | 


this House to think before they | 


vote, and let me particularly call upon those Members of this | 


House who do not want to reenter private life to think before 
they vote for this proposition. If you do, you will not be here 
very much longer. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fisu], 


the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BorLanp], and the gentleman 


Cole 
Cooper, Wis. 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Diekema 
Dodds 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellis 
Estopinal 
Fassett 
Fitzgerald 


Adair 
Aiken 
Alexander, 
Anderson 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
sarnhart 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beall, Tex. 
sSoehne 
3ooher 
Borland 
Brantley 
Burgess 

. 8S. Dak. 
surnett 

sutler 
, 


yrns 


™ 1 
burke 


] 

I 

] n 
Candler 
Carlin 
Cary 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cline 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Craig 
Cullop 
Davis 


Mo. 


Fordney 
Foss 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gillett 

Graff 
Graham, Pa. 
Grant 
Greene 
Guernsey 
Hamilton 
Hawley 
Heald 
Hienry, Conn. 
Higgins 

Hill 

Howell, N. J. 
Hull, lowa 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Keifer 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Lafean 


NAYS- 


Dent 

Denver 
Dickinson 
Dixon, Ind. 
Draper 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Driscoll, M. E. 
Durey 
Dwight 
Ellerbe 

Esch 

Ferris 
Finley 

Fish 

Floyd, Ark. 
Foster, Ill. 
Gallagher 
Gardner, Mass, 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Glass 
Godwin 
Good 

Gordon 
Graham, III. 
Gregg 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison 


Langham 
Lawrence 
Longworth 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCall 
McKinley, IL 


McLaughlin, Mich 


MeMorran 
Madden 
Malby 
Mann 
Massey 
Moore, Pa. 
Morgan, Okla. 
Nye 
Olcott 
Olmsted 
Parker 
Parsons 
Pearre 


151. 


Havens 

Hay 

Heflin 

Helm 

Henry, Tex. 
Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 
Hollingsworth 
Houston 
Howard 
Howland 
Hughes, Ga, 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphreys, Miss 


James 
Jamieson 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones 

Kendall 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Kitchin 
Knowland 
Kopp 

Korbly 
Kiistermann 
Lamb 

Latta 

Legare 
Lenroot 


A division, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr, Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 


Pickett 
Plumley 
Pray 
Roberts 
Scott 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Mich. 
Snapp 
Sperry 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Swasey 
‘Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohlo 
‘Townsend 
Washburn 
Wwe eks 
Young, Mich 
Young, N. Y. 


Lever 
Lindbergh 
Lloyd 
McCreary 
McHenry 
McKinney 
Macon 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Martin, Col 
Martin, 8. Dak. 
Mays 
Mitchell 
Moon, Tenn 
Morrison 
Morse 

Moss 
Moxley 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Norris 
O’Connell 
Oldfield 
Padgett 
Palmer, A. M. 
Peters 
Poindexter 
Rainey 
Randell, Tex 
Rauch 
Richardson 
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Riordan Sherwood Stephens, Tex, Underwood OREGON LANDS. 
Robinson Sims Sulzer _ Volstead 
Roddenbery Sisson Taylor, Colo. Watkins Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
Rucker, Mo. Small Thomas, Ky. Webb ; : i. aaa s4) : 
Shackleford Smith, Tex. Thomas, N. C. Wheeler pass the bill H. R. 30280, with the committee amendments. 
Sheppard Stafford Tou Velle Wilson, Pa. fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon moves to sus 
Sherley Stanley Turnbull pend the rules and pass the following bill, with the committee 
ANSWREPEF “PRESENT "7 np ‘ +1 } : 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT fe amendments. The Clerk will report the Dill. 
‘ : . wile ; oo” ; mr ‘ ”» . . 
Adamson _ Collier Douglas Miller, Minn. rhe Clerk read the bill (H. R. 80280) authorizing the See 
Bartlett, Nev. Conry Lee ae ae _ ; : : oul 
F NOT VOTING—138 retary of the Interior to exchange certain desert lands for lands 
. _— — | ithir ational forest in Orego th the committee ame 
Alexander, N. ¥. Englebright Knapp Reid | ee oe ene ee CONEY CEE 
Ames Fairchild Kronmiller Rhinock ; ments, as foilows: 
7 hony *] rs angley nbers : r . . ; 
Ash rook cee Bs panei Sechemnel | Be it enacted, etc., That the State of Oregon is hereby authorized to 
Asi 00 , at ‘ 4 ie | sling ial selectio heretofore 1 de nde! hye } ' 
Barchfeld Foelker Lindsay Rucker, Colo. | ——_ 18, 1894 (28 Stats “BT2), "ana acto be 1e1 cae ical sanaeniiaed 
Barnard Fornes Lively Sabath | mental thereto of the following lands : Se ee ee 
Rartholdt Foster, Vt. Livingston Saunders Section 8: east half. east half of west half. southwest quarter of 
I et, N. ¥. Gaines McDermott Simmons east quarter, southeast quarter of southeast quarter of section 5; 
Bennett, Ky Gardner, N. J. McGuire, Okla Slayden south half of section 6; all of sections 7, 8, 9, 10, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 
] rs Garner, Pa. | McKinlay, Cal. Slemp 21, and 22 of township 24 south, range 33 east, Willamette meridian, 
Reedley Gill Mad McLachian Cal Smith. Cal containing 8,795.47 acres; and the Secretary of the Interior, upon rec 
Broussard Gill, Mo. Madison ’ | Southwick ommendation of the Secretary of Agriculture, may issue patent to 
Rone Gochel Mavnard Sparkman said lands in exchange for and upon reconveyance to the United 
Calderhead Goldfogle Miller, Kans Spight : States of the following lands within national forests in the State of 
: ; g Miller, Nans, spig Oregon: 
Cantrill Goulden Milling Steenerso oe 6 . : ea : 
Capron Griest Mondal- adie All ol fractional secti¢ n 6, township 21 south, range 12 east: all of 
Carter Hamer Moon, Pa Talbott section 16, township 21 south, range 12 east; the southeast quarter of 
( idy Hamill Moore, Tex Tawney ae tion 56, township 20 south, range 14 east; all of section 16, town 
Clark, Fla, Hammond Morehead ; Tavlor, Ala SaIp <0 ‘south, range 16, east; the south half of northwest quarter, 
Cooper, Pa Hanna Morgan, Mo Tilson’ the northwest quarter of northwest quarter, the northeast quarter of 
( rey > Haugen Mudd ’ . Vreeland northeast quarter, the south half of section 16, township 28 south, 
Cowles: Haves Murdock Wallace range 10 east ; south half of north half of section 16, township 15 
Cravens Hobson Needham Wanger south, range 31 cast; northwest quarter of northwest quarter of sec- 
( er Howell, Utah Page Weisse tion 16, township 17 south, range 32 east; all of section 36, township 
Sin Hubbard, Iowa Palmer. H. W. Wickliffe 3 SK ith, range $7 east; all of section 16, t wnsh p 19 south, range 
Davidson Hubbard, W. Va. Patterson Wiley 51 east; southeast quarter of southeast quarter of section 16, east half 
Dawson Huff F Payne Willett of northeast quarter, west half of northwest quarter of section 36, 
Denby Hughes, W. Va. Pou Wilson. Il. |} township 20 south, range 33 east; all of section 16, township 3 south, 
Dickson, Miss. Joyce Pratt Wood, N. J. range 41 east; south half and northwest quarter of section 36, town 
Dies Kahn Prince Woods, lowa ship 19 south, range S2 east; north half of section 16, township 14 
Dupre Keliher Pujo Woodyard south, range 33 east; all of sections 16 and 36, township 7 south, range 
] rds, Ga. Kennedy, Ohio Ransdell, La. " | 34 east; section 16, township 8 south, range 32 east; all of section 
Elvins Kinkaid, Nebr. Reeder | 36, township 14 south, range 353 east; all of section 36, township 2 
gs = ’ : i : } south, range 40 east, Willamette meridian. 
rhe Clerk announced the following additional pairs: | Provided, That the timber or undergrowth shall not have been re- 
For the session: moved from said forest lands: Provided further, That upon reconvey 


s Ee Teas ‘ ance to the United States the lands shall become parts of the national 
Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. GoULDEN, forests in which they are situated. 


Mr. MorEnHEAD with Mr. Pov. 





Mr. Woops of Iowa with Mr, CoLiier, The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Until further notice : Mr. ROBINSON. I demand a second. 
Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. WILLETT, The SPEAKER. Under the rule, a second is ordered. The 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. WEISSE. gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Ettis] is entitled to 20 minutes 
Mr. PEARRE with Mr. WICKLIFFE. and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Ropinson] to 20 
Mr. Sramons with Mr. SLAYDEN, minutes. 
Mr. Trtson with Mr. SpicuHr. | Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this is a 
Mr. PayNe with Mr. SAUNDERS. | bill which proposes to exchange 8,793 acres of desert land, which 
Mr. Ropenpera with Mr. SHARP. has been selected under the Carey Act for reclamation, being 
Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rucker of Colorado. desert lands. It is situated in the county of Malheur, south- 
Mr. Monvett with Mr. Ranspext of Louisiana. eastern Oregon, upon a high plateau, in a desert region, where 
Mr. Hupparp of West Virginia with Mr. Pvuso. | there is a great scarcity of water. These parties have at- 
Mr. Hower of Utah with Mr. Tayror of Alabama, tempted to reclaim the land by an artesian project. They 
Mr. Grrest with Mr. Moore of Texas. | have expended a great deal of money, but thus far have not 
Mr. GarpNer of New Jersey with Mr. McDermort, | sufficient water to satisfy the State so that they could get 
Mr. Futter with Mr. LIVELY. | certificate as to reclamation. Now, they desire to go on and 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. KELInER, further prosecute the artesian project and try to perfect the 
Mr. Focut with Mr. Horson. reclamation of the land, but it is difficult to do so within the 
Mr. Farrcnrip with Mr. HaMMoNpD, limited time they have before the State selection will expire 
Mr. Soutnwick with Mr. HAmMItr. in 1912. 
Mr, Denny with Mr. Git of Maryland. They own in fee simple 9401 acres of timberland in the 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. Bett of Georgia. various forest reserves, which were school lands, and have been 
Mr. Creacer with Mr. FornNes. selected and bought outright by them. They have a fee simple 
Mr. Cassipy with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia, title, which they got at an expense of about $40,000. They only 
Mr, Henry W. PauMer with Mr. Dupre. desire to exchange these lands for the 8,793 acres of the Goy 
Mr. Bennet of New York with Mr, Dickson of Mississippi. | ernment, and the Government give them a title to the desert 
Mr. BARNARD with Mr. SPARKMAN. lands in lieu of the several tracts of lands described in the 
Mr. BarcureLtp with Mr. Bowers. report, and all within forest reserves. 
Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. CANTRILL. The lands are not now a part of the forest reserve, but they 
Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr, Brovussarp, are within the reserves and belong to individuals by the 
Mr. HANNA with Mr. LEE. amendment of the committee attached to this bill it is provided 
Mr. Douetas with Mr. Pace. that if this exchange takes place it immediately becomes a part 
For the balance of the day: of the forest reserve. No part of this land has been cut over, 
Mr, Morean of Missouri with Mr. LivinasTon. and it is as it was originally. 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. TALporr, Mr. ROBINSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the motion to Mr. ELLIS. Certainly. 

suspend the rules and pass the bill was rejected. Mr. ROBINSON. It is true that the Government will acquire 


N 


vr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if the gentle- 
man from Iowa, Mr. Woops, voted. 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. COLLIER. I voted no. I would like to withdraw my 


a larger area of land by this exchange than it gives? 

Mr. ELLIS. Over 600 acres. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The character of the land is desert land 
of a potential timber value? 


vote and answer “ present.” Mr. ELLIS. Yes. 

T! e result of the vote was announced as above recorded. Mr. ROBINSON. What is “a potential timber value?” 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- Mr. ELLIS. The report states that the potential timber value 
Sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp. is what it will bring for pasturage by leasing it to the stock 


rT} re v* > ; ; . : : . . . 
There was no objection. men in the vicinity or by the sale of matured timber they can 
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The amount of timber is estimated in the sl 





| i runs as high as $2.50 to $5 and gives the number of 
t! | feet of board measure per acre. It is the purpose to | 
pre th other timber in the forest reserve. 

\i ROBINSON. The district forester seems to think that 
the G ‘ ment gets the better of the transfer in this proposed 
le 

Mr. ELLIS. He says the Government gets the better of the 
trade if the lands we get in return are desert lands. T in 
! ( about that I know the lands that the pe are 
1 to reclaim, and they will not produce anyth intil 
witer can be put upon them. If they can make a suc it, 
the Innds will become valuable, but not as valuable as some in 

t so high 


But it is their purpose to try to reclaim it in small tracts of 


160 acres by artesian water and sell that off in smaller tracts, 
and go on until they can reclaim the entire tract. They are not 
able to finance the matter and reclaim the entire 8,000 acres by 
this system 

Mr. ROBINSON The lands which the Government is to 
acquire by this proposed legislation are lands now in private 
ownership within forest reserves. 


Mr. ELLIS. Yes; they are in private ownership within for- 
est reserves. They will pass from private ownership into the 
ownership of the Government, and, instead of being as they are 
now, they would then be subject to all the laws of the Guovern- 
ment pertaining to forest reserves and under the direct super- 
vision of the Government. They are not at this time. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. What is the approximate value of these 
lands now owned by the private individuals within forest 
reserves ? 

Mr. ELLIS. They cost something over $40,000. The esti- 
mate, I think, of the forester is—their value—$45,000. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is the present value? 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is that valued for timber purposes or 
agricultural? 

Mr. ELLIS. Largely timber and pasture; not very much for 
agriculture 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. And they propose to trade that land for 
some desert land? 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. What is the value of the desert land? 

Mr. ELLIS. That is largely speculative. Unless these peo- 
ple can get artesian water and reclaim it, it is valueless. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. What is the possible motive that in- 
spires private individuals to want to trade $40,000 worth of 
property for property of questionable value? 

Mr. ELLIS. They feel hopeful that they can reclaim this 
land. They can interest additional capital in the project if 
they can control it; but as it is to-day, not having control over 
it and being unable to assure them they can go on to comple- 
tion of these projects, they can not interest anyone in it. 
Therefore they are unable to finance the thing. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. They are already interested in the land 
they desire to procure? 

Mr. ELLIS. Oh, yes; the Government has already turned it 
over to the State, and they have until June, 1912, to handle it 
as it now exists. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If they succeed in irrigating the land, 
it will be of much greater value than the land they are relin- 
quishing? : 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes; it would be of some greater value: but, 
of course, that is speculative. They may never be able to 
reclaim it or they may reclaim only a part of it. If they 
should happen to get artesian water, it would be all right. 
They have spent a great deal of money 

Mr. LONGWORTH. How much money have the 
on it? 

Mr. ELLIS. Several thousand dollars. I am unable to 
state the exact amount. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Are any of the lands the Government pro- 
poses to exchange for these lands mineral in character? 

Mr. ELLIS. No. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to consume 
the time allotted to me in the consideration of this bill. I know 
of no objection to the passage of this legislation. The bill 


y expended 


is 
unanimously reported by the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and I believe that the measure should pass, and unless some 
ventleman on this side of the House or on the other desires 
time, I shall consume no further time 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bil 

T) 


he question was taken; and (two-thirds having voted in | 


favor thereof) the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. | 


CONSTITUTION OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass House joint resolution 295, approving the constitu- 
tion formed by the constitutional convention of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etec., That the constitution formed by the constitutional 
convention of the Territory of New Mexico, elected in accordance with 
the terms of the act of Congress entitled “An act to enable the people 





of New Mexico to form a constitution and State government and be 

imitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, 
etc.,” approved June 20, A. D. 1910, which said constitutional conven- 
tion met at Santa Fe, N. Mex., on the 3d day of October, A. D. 1910, 


nd adjourned November 21, A. D. 1910, and which constitution was 
ently ratified and adopted by the duly qualified electors of the 

of New Mexico, at an election held according to law, on 
day of January, A. D. 1911, being republican in form, and 
pugnant to the Constitution of the United States and the princi- 

of the Declaration of Independence, and complying with the terms 
said enabling act, be, and the same is hereby, approved, subject to 
t terms and conditions of the joint resolution entitled “ Joint resolu- 
tion reaffirming the boundary line between Texas and the Territory of 
New Mexico,” approved on the 16th day of February, A. D. 1911. 





The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? Is any gentleman 
opposed to the resolution? 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, if anyone here is opposed to the 
measure, I will not demand a second myself, otherwise I want 
to demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. No one opposed to the bill demanding a sec- 
ond, the gentleman from Missouri will be recognized to demand 
a second and a second under the rule is ordered. The gentleman 
from Michigan is entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from 
Missouri is entitled to 20 minutes. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Gentlemen will remember that in the last 
session of Congress, on June 20, we passed an enabling act to 
permit the people of New Mexico to adopt a constitution and 
become a State. That enabling act also permitted the people of 
Arizona to adopt a constitution and become a State, but the 
Arizona constitution has not yet arrived. By the terms of the 
enabling act we provided for the election of delegates to a 
stitutional convention and empowered them to frame a constitu 
tion. We provided also for the ratification of the constitution 
or the nonratification of the constitution. On the 21st day of 
January of this year a vote was taken upon the constitution as 
adopted by the constitutional convention provided for in thi 
enabling act, and the constitution was ratified by a majority of 
something over 18.000. By the terms of the enabling act we 
provided that the election should be confined to an election for 
the ratification of the constitution, so that no other question 
should be submitted to the people. We provided that if the co 
stitution should be republican in form, not in conflict with the 
Declaration of Independence, and should conform to the terms 
of the enabling act, it might be submitted to Congress and to 
the President, and if Congress should approve and the Presice 
should approve, then, upon notice by the President to the gov 
ernor of the Territory, an election of State officers might be 
held. On the 24th day of February just passed the Pre- 
by a message to Congress approved of this constitution. The 
constitution came to the House, was referred to the Committee 
on the Territories. That committee has gone over it and finds 
to be republican in form, not in conflict with the Declaration of 
Independence, and in conformity with the enabling act. and 
therefore has reported in favor of the approval of the coustit 
tion by Congress. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Will the gentleman permit 
ask him a question there? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Does the gentleman from 
gan understand that the approval of Congress is necessar) 

Mr. HAMILTON. To the constitution? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Does the gentleman understand 
that the approval of Congress is necessary to complete t ad 
mission of New Mexico as a State? : 

Mr. HAMILTON. There was an alternative proposition, 
Congress should not disapprove and the President should ap 
prove, but it is necessary that this constitution should lb 
proved if we do not mean to let it pass over into the next 
session of Congress. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I will say to the gentleman my 
understanding of the language in section 4 of the enabling 
this: That while the approval of the President is necess 
the approval of Congress is not, and that it would tal 
the disapproval of Congress to nullify the approval of the 
President. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The provision, giving a free translation af 
it to the gentleman from Colorado, as I recall it, is that if Com 
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gress shall approve and the President shall approve, upon notice 
by the President to the governor the election of State and other 
officers shall be had, or if the Congress shall not disapprove 
during the next regular session and the President shall approve, 
then upon notice by the President to the governor an election of 
State and other officers shall occur. 


Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. When is that session, this one? 
Mr. HAMILTON. I think not; therefore I think it is neces- 


sary it should be approved. 


Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Your understanding is this: That 
if this Congress should fail to approve the New Mexico constitu- 
tion, the next Congress would have the entire session in which 


to act in the way of disapproval? 
Mr. HAMILTON. That is substantially it. 


ad 


Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. So that the constitution would 
not become operative until the entire next session of Congress 
had expired in the event the next session did not take any 
action. 

Mr. HAMILTON. And I understand the Attorney General's 
opinion is in conformity—— 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? In 
the report of the committee upon the question of the acceptance 
of their constitution you do not undertake to pass upon the 


juestion of liking or disliking the constitution. 

Mr. HAMILTON. No. 

Mr. JAMES. But you merely pass upon the question as to 
whether or not the Constitution is republican in form and 
complies with the enabling act. 

Mr. HAMILTON, Precisely. 

Mr. JAMES. So that is the precedent to be established here 
by the passage of this bill? 
Mr. HAMILTON. So far 
is. 

Mr. JAMES. 
ing from the 
port 

Mr. HAMILTON. 

Mr. JAMES. 
no right to pass upon the constitution as to whether they like 
or dislike its provisions, but only the right to reject it upon 


as this constitutes a precedent, 
it 
It would certainly constitute a precedent com- 
gentleman’s committee with a unanimous re- 


It is a unanimous report. 


the ground that it was not republican in form, or that it 
violated the provisions of the enabling act. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman from Kentucky trying to 
interject a partisan proposition in this for the purpose of 


passing the resolution or defeating the resolution? 

Mr. JAMES. No, sir. I am trying to interject the constitu- 
tional right of the admission of States to the Union in the 
debate that may be called to the mind of the gentlemen on 
the other side at a later day. 


question I asked, I would like to know what it is. 

Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman plainly was aiming at 
a partisan question. 

Mr. JAMES. Not at all. 

Mr. MANN. Then I am sorry 
gentleman which he did not have. 

Mr. JAMES. I merely suggested a question of whether or 
not the people who have made a constitution could have it 
rejected simply because the people who had to pass upon it 
did not like it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I take it the 


[Mr. JAMEs] has no ulterior motive. 
Mr. 


I attributed motives to 


JAMES. I take it that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] would think that I was suggesting something 


political if I suggested that the people had a right to have 
Something to say. 

Mr. MANN. The Republican Party believes that the people 
have something to say. 


Mr. JAMES. There are some elements of the gentleman’s 
party that believe the people have something to say in a sort 
of a way. 

Mr. MANN. When the gentleman from Kentucky assumes 
that he holds the people in his hands, it is likely to be 
partisan. 

Mr. JAMES. Oh, my hands are not large enough to hold the 
people, nor are the gentleman’s. 


Mr. KEIFER. This colloquy that has been going on would 


indicate that there was action taken by your committee that | 


looked as though you could 


: not reject the constitution by 
reason of certain things in it. 


Did the committee pass upon 


that question? 
Mr. HAMILTON, The committee found nothing in this 
constitution that would warrant it in rejecting the consti- 


tution. 


Qe 
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Mr. KEIFER. 
they not? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Undoubtedly, and that was the purpos 
for which that clause was put into the enabling act. 


They recognized the right to look into it, did 


. 


Mr. KEIFER. Has it not been the case all along, through 
the history of the admission of the States, especially back in 
the days of Kansas and Nebraska, that the Congress of the 
United States has passed on constitutions and deten 1 
whether they would admit the States or not? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Certainly. In the ease of Missouri 

| the case of Nebraska, and in the case of Michigan, for illus 
tration. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Would the gentleman permit a 
further interruption? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. While I agree with the answ 
of the gentleman from Michigan 

Mr. HAMILTON. I want to say this to the gentleman 
from Colorado that, while I want to answer all inquiries, there 
is one other matter that is rather important that I wish 
to call the attention of the House before I sit down, and I 


want to yield a little time to some other members of the com- 


| mittee. 


And the precedent would be that Congress had | 


Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I want to say that, while I agree 
with the answers of the gentleman from Michigan as to these 
provisos in the enabling act, I feel inclined to criticize the 
character of the provisos themselves, because under conditions 
that are quickly to ensue in Congress I believe that the matter 
of the approval of the Arizona constitution will be left wholly 
with the President, and that Congress will be virtually power 
less in the matter. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That possible. I can conditions, 
I will say to the gentleman from Colorado, where that might 
be possible, but that provision in the enabling act was intended 
in the broadest way to give to Congress a power which I think 
it has never exercised before in connection with the admission 


is see 


| of States. 





the | 


gentleman from Kentucky | 





Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. And that is the power of dis- 
| approval? 
Mr. HAMILTON. That is the power of disapproval. Here- 


tofore the constitution was submitted to the President of the 
United States, and if he, the President of the United States, 
found the constitution to be republican in form, not in conflict 
with the Declaration of Independence, and in conformity with 
the enabling act, he had the power to approve that consti- 
tution. 

Mr. SULZER. 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 


. -,.. | Man a question. 
If the gentleman from Illinois | i 


can tell me some political question that was suggested by the 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 

Mr. SULZER. 
as a State? 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
toward admission. 

Mr. SULZER. I understand that President Taft has alre: 
approved the constitution of New> Mexico? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Yes; by message to Congress. 


Does the gentleman yield? 
Certainly. 
The passage of this act admits New Mexico 


Yes; that is to say, it-is an essential step 


iw 
Gy 


Mr. SULZER. Exactly. Now, why not admit the Territory 
of Arizona at the same time. Is there any reason for not 


doing that? 


Mr. HAMILTON. We can not act upon the Arizona constitu 


tion because the constitution of Arizona has not arrived. That 
is a very good reason. 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman does not know of any reason 
| why there would be any objection to the admission of 


Arizona? 


Mr. HAMILTON. I have not had an opportunity to read the 
constitution of Arizona. Of course the gentleman from New 
York would not expect me to pass upon the provisions of that 


constitution without having seen it. 


Mr. SULZER. I was indulging the hope that both of these 
Territories would come in at the same time, inasmuch as the 


enabling acts were passed at the same time. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York—and I think he knows the history of my service in that 
connection—that for several years I have been in my 
here in Congress an earnest friend of both of those Territories 
and have desired statehood for them. But the e ution of 
Arizona has not yet arrived. 


service 
‘ 


onstit 


} 


Mr. SULZER. I know that the gentleman from Michigan 
has done everything he could to promote legislation to admit 
| these Territories, and that is the reason why I was making 


these inquiries, to find out why it was that we are now passing 
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this legislation to admit New Mexico and not passing legisla- 
tion also to admit Arizona. 

Mr. HAMILTON. There is no discrimination. 
because the constitution of Arizona has not yet arrived. We 
have not yet been called upon to act upon it. The constitution 
of New Mexico was referred to the committee for action. 
constitution of Arizona has not arrived, and we have no juris 
diction, therefore. 

Mr. SULZER. Of course that is a good reason. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Michigan this question, prompted by the answer of 
the gentleman from Michigan to the question of the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. Martin]: Did I understand the gentleman 
from Michigan to say that it was left optional with the Presi- 
dent of the United States to admit or not admit? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Oh, no. I said that in 
we had provided that if the Congress shall approve and the 
President shall approve, then the President shall notify the 
governor of the Territory, whereupon the governor of the Ter- 
ritory shall proceed to call an election of State officers. But if 
Congress shall not disapprove during the next regular session 
of Congress and the President shall approve, then the 
proceeding is to be gone through. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Was not the question of the 
gentleman from Colorado as to whether the President approved 
or did not approve the constitution of Arizona? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I know the gentleman from Colorado 
asked me whether Congress had the power to approve or dis- 
approve. That is my recollection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. My proposition is that Congress 
has only the power of disapproval. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The language of the Constitu- 
tion is that “new States may be admitted by the Congress into 
the Union.” I could not see how, if Congress approved, the 
President himself could prevent a State from coming into the 
Union. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I think myself that the terms of the en- 
abling act are so plain and unmistakable that no misunder- 
standing is possible. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. 
gentleman from Michigan be given 
to the time he has already had. I 
tleman a question. 
man from Michigan 
more, 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Let me make a suggestion to the gentle- 
man from Colorado, that he ask the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Lioyp] for a little time, so that I can make a statement to 
the House about an important matter that I have not had 
opportunity to touch upon. Some of the Members of the House, 
and perhaps all, have known that there was a controversy be- 


the enabling act 


10 minutes in addition 
desire to ask the gen- 
I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 

[Mr. HAMILTON] be given 10 minutes 


gentle- 


tween the State of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico | 


about a boundary. Some years ago, in 1859, a survey was run 
known as the Clarke survey, beginning at the northeast corner 
of New Mexico, at the intersection of the one hundred and third 
meridian and the thirty-seventh parallel, running thence south 
to latitude 36.30, thence jogging westerly, and then running 
south, parallel to the one hundred and third meridian, to the 
thirty-second parallel, and thence running west to the Rio 
Grande. Legislation has been had from time to time confirming 
that so-called Clarke survey. Finally the people of New Mexico, 
under the terms of this enabling act, through their constitutional 
convention, adopted this constitution. It was then found that they 
had made a mistake in their boundary, making their eastern 
boundary the one hundred and third meridian. Thereupon, on 
the 16th day of November—it is important that Members should 
get the sequence of events here—a joint resolution was passed 
by Congress and approved by the President, declaring the Clarke 
survey to be the proper boundary line between New Mexico and 
Texas, and declaring that any boundary which differed from 


that should not be the true boundary. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Stepnens] recollects the facts very well. I have 


stated the gist of it, have I not? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is 
Congress also confirmed the Clark line. 
Mr. HAMILTON, I so stated, only I did not give the year. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And the State of Texas in 1892 
confirmed it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, That is true. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And the Texas State government 
had patented up to this line, 


correct; and in 1891 


It is simply | 


The | 


same 


Mr. Speaker, I request that the | 





| Mr. HAMILTON. Now, the purpose of this statement is to 
| call attention to a clause which we have incorporated in this 
joint resolution of approval, to wit, that we approve of the con- 
| stitution of New Mexico, subject to the terms and conditions of 
| the joint resolution of February 16, 1911, on the theory that 
some one in the future might possibly say that, notwithstanding 
the fact that Congress had defined the boundaries of New Mexico 
in the joint resolution of February 16, 1911, yet by the terms 
of this joint resolution of approval we had superseded the joint 
resolution of February 16, 1911. In order to save all question 
as to that boundary for all time to come we put into this en- 
abling act the statement that we approved this constitution, sub- 
ject to the terms and conditions of the joint resolution of Feb- 
ruary 16, 1911. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is entirely satisfactory to 
the State of Texas, and also not in conflict with the act passed 
this year and the one passed in 1892. 

Mr. HAMILTON. It is exactly in conformity with it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, It carries out the wishes of the 
State of Texas. 

The SPEAKER. 
has expired. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I wanted to yield a little time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Core}. 

Mr. COLE. I have made arrangements with the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp]. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, the people of the United States 
have from time to time shown a disposition to want New Mexico 
and Arizona to become States of the American Union. There 
has been very much difficulty in securing proper recognition of 
| those two Territories. In the last Congress an enabling act was 
passed which gave statehood under proper conditions to both 
of these Territories. New Mexico has had its convention and 
has adopted its constitution. Following the adoption of that 
constitution it was ratified by the people by a very decided vote. 
At the election that was held on the 21st day of January there 
were about 46,000 votes cast, and at that election there was a 
majority in favor of the constitution of nearly 19,000. So that 
nearly two-thirds of the votes cast were cast in favor of the 
constitution. 

It is the duty of Congress, as I understand it, to determine 
whether the constitution which the people have adopted, and the 
constitution which has been ratified by them at the polls, is 
republican in form. The Committee on Territories has very 
carefully investigated this instrument, and while there are pro- 
visions in the instrument that I would not put in it, and there 
| are other provisions which I would put in it, if I was fixing 
| that constitution, my judgment is, and that is the judgment of 

the committee, that the only thing upon which we are to pass 
is to determine whether this constitution is republican in 
form, and whether it complies with the provisions of the 
enabling act. 
Mr. HOBSON. 
| Mr. LLOYD. I will. 

Mr. HOBSON. I have just now received the printed hear- 
ings before the committee They have not been available before, 
and I have not been able to get them, although I have been 
after them for several days since my attention was called to 
this matter. I do not think that any of the Members have had 
them. 

Mr. LLOYD. That is true; they were not published until 
yesterday; they were not available for distribution until this 


The time of the gentleman from Michigan 


Will the gentleman yield? 


morning. 
Mr. HOBSON. Would there be any objection to postponing 


the consideration of this measure until to-morrow? 


Mr. LLOYD. It is very necessary that this bill should | 
passed now in order that the Senate may take action on it 
before the adjournment of Congress. : 

Mr. HOBSON. Could not the Senate act independently ol 
the Honse? 

Mr. LLOYD. No, sir. Gentlemen will observe that these 
hearings comprise a large book. The committee has given 
unusual consideration to the matter. There has been some 


objection to this constitution. The objection came from the 
Anti-Saloon League and from some other individuals who mace 
objections on the ground that the election was not prope! 

conducted, and that on the day of the election the saloous In 


some places were open in violation of the statute of that 
Territory. : 
| Mr. HOBSON. Have those matters been investigated? 


Mr. LLOYD. We very carefully investigated in the limited 


| time we had, and if the gentleman will examine the hearings 
he will ascertain that there are affidavits from every cow! 
{in the Territory of New Mexico—one or more in most cases, 
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} 
and as many as 25 affidavits in some cases—to the effect that 
the election was properly conducted, that the ballots were 
properly distributed, and that there was peace and order, and 
that everyone had an opportunity to vote in accordance with 
his conviction. 

My own judgment is, from a careful investigation of the testi- | 
mony, that there were some places where the saloons were open 
on that day in violation of the Territorial law, but on the other 
hand I do not think that because a saloon may happen to be 
open in violation of the law that that fact alone vitiates the 
election. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri. 

Mr. LLOYD. Certainly. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri. Was there testimony before 
vour committee to the effect that individuals were not permitted 
to yote? 

Mr. LLOYD. No, sir; there was only one instance, as far as 
I remember it, where an individual was not permitted to vote. 
One individual testified that he went to the polling place and 
asked for a ballot. He asked for a ballot aganst the constitu- 
tion. He was informed that there were no ballots there against 
the constitution. He says he then said, “ Give me one in favor 
of it. and I will scratch out the word ‘for’ and write the word 
‘against,’” and he was notified by the judge that that would 
not be legal. He then said, “I will write my ballot,” and they 
said that a written ballot was in violation of the law. [Laugh- 


Will the gentleman yield? 


ter.]| That is the one instance where the law was not properly 
executed. 

Mr. ROBINSON. That would not change the result, 
would it? 

Mr. LLOYD. No; it would not change the result. Now, 


there is another objection urged to the election, and that is that 
the largest vote that was ever polled in the Territory was about 
57,000 votes. At this election there were a little over 45,000 
votes, so that 12,000 of the 57,000 did not vote; but it is a fact 
that if the vote of every one of the absent voters were counted, 
and counted against the adoption of the constitution, there 
would then be a majority of over 7,000 votes in favor of the 
adoption of the constitution. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The vote in support of the constitution 
was more than a majority of the whole vote? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. I now yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. MARTIN]. 


Mr. MARTIN of Colorado rose. 
Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from 


Colorado begins, I desire to make one suggestion, and that is 
that this Congress is interested, I assume, in something about 
the nature of this constitution, and not about any breaches of 
the peace that were committed on the day the constitution was 
adopted. I think we would like to hear something on that 
subject. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I have not anything | 
whatever to offer either upon the constitution or the happen- 
ings on the day of election when it was ratified by the people 
of New Mexico, but it seems to me, under the terms of the 
enabling act, that this action on the part of the House is a 
sort of empty ceremony, and that really, aside from the question 
of delay, in the long run it makes no difference to the people of 
New Mexico whether we approve or disapprove of their consti- 
tution. I will say frankly that I had hoped there would be 
some way in which we could tie together the admission of New 
Mexico and Arizona as States of the Union, because, as Mem- 
bers all know, it has been reported in the public press that be- 
cause of certain so-called radical provisions in the constitution 
of Arizona the President will not approve that instrument when 
it comes up to him for approval. I looked into the enabling | 
act to ascertain whether it was possible for Congress to tie | 
the two States together and make the approval of the consti- 
tution of one of them by Congress a condition precedent to the | 
approval of the other, so that they would stand on the same 
basis and both be admitted or refused admission together. | 
But I find that after the President approves these con- | 
Stitutions he submits them to Congress, and if Congress fails to | 


Se 


approve, the constitution becomes effective, as though Congress 
approved. 

Now, that would create this situation. Suppose this Con- 
gress failed to approve this constitution. Suppose this vote 


’ } 
LO-( 


\y were to be adverse, and it sent this constitution over to 
the next Congress, at which time that of Arizona would have 
arrived. We would have the control of the House of Representa- | 
tive * in one political party and of the Senate in the other po- 
ilical party, and this House might approve the Arizona consti- 
tution and disapprove that of New Mexico, and its entire action 
Ww ould be a nullity and the session would go by, for the Senate 
migat take the other position, approve the New Mexico constitu- 


rh ~. 7 
| tion and disapprove that of Arizona, 


under the conditions that have been brought about 


1 to remedy it. 
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So Congress would vir 
tually take no action whatever. It would take the action of 
both Houses to effect a disapproval, and the consequence is that 
in Congress 
politically, the final say in this matter in the hands of the 
President, and the apparent power conferred upon Congress is 
a mere empty ceremony. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I think this debate has demon- 
strated one fact that will be of some value to us hereafter when 
we come to pass upon the constitutions of other States, and that 
is that the unanimous report of this committee made by the 
chairman, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hamiron], has 
established this well-settled doctrine which we hope will guide 
the House hereafter, and that is this: The first thing we are to 
inguire, when we pass on the constitution of a State we bave ad 
mitted into the Union, Is it the will of the people; second, is it 
in conformity with the enabling act; and, third, is it republican 
in form? When these three things are established in the 
affirmative, the power of Congress is at an end. Congress has 
no power, nor has the President any power, to say that he will 
reject a constitution or for us to say that we will reject a con- 
stitution, simply because if we had been making that constitu 
tion we would not have put into it the provisions that are con 
tained there. This is a republican form of government. It 
grounded upon the bedrock of popular will, and when the people 
make their constitution you have no right to keep a State out 
of the Union because that constitution contains, for instance, 
the initiative and referendum, or the recall system, or the 
Oregon plan of electing United States Senators, or some other 
provision you may not like. You are brought up to the 
and lone proposition, first, is it republican in form; second, is 
it in conformity with the provisions of the enabling act; third, 
is it the will of the people? If these things are established, 
then the power of Congress is at an end and the power of the 
President is at an end. Under our Constitution neither Congress 
nor the President has the power to make constitutions for 
States admitted to the Union; the people of the States them 
selves do that, and this thing of trying to scare or sandbag 
States into suppressing the popular will, or making an unpro 
gressive constitution, by saying Congress will not approve it 
or the President will not approve it if you do, does not meet my 
approval nor that of this House nor the country. [Applause.] 
These new States ought to profit by the mistakes of the old 
ones and write the remedy in their constitutions. 

So far as I am individually concerned, I should have been 
glad if Arizona and New Mexico both might have had their con 
stitutions passed on by Congress at the same time, so that we 
might have an example of some gentleman opposing one consti- 
tution because it is too republican or democratic in form and 


is 


is 


sole 


| upholding another constitution because it is not so republican 


in form. But Arizona's constitution, we are told, is not here. 
I am informed that it was adopted by a vote of 3 to 1. I do not 
know whether I would have supported that constitution or all 


the provisions contained in it if I had been in that convention 
I have not had the time to examine it thoroughly—but one 


thing I do know and that is it is the will of that people, and if 
it is the will of the people of Arizona and conforms to these pro 
visions that I have enumerated the duty of Congress is plain 
and that is to admit the State into the sisterhood of States of 
this great Republic. [Applause.] The constitution of New 
Mexico, conforming to the three propositions I have set forth, 
and which the committee’ unanimously agrees is the sum total 
of the power of Congress when passing upon the constitution of 
States to become a part of our great Union, I am going to sup 
port this bill to accept their constitution, for it their will 
being republican in form and in conformity with the enabling act. 
I do not know whether or not this election was fair. I am will- 
ing to take the word of my colleague from Missouri | Mr. Lioyp] 
and the members of the committee, who have so thoroughly ex- 


is 


amined into that question, that the election was _ fair. 
[ Applause. ] 
I am willing to trust the people who make their own laws; 


they are just, they are honest, they b the burdens of sup 
porting the State, they defend it in an hour of peril; if they 
make a mistake, they are those who suffer and therefore quick 
[| Loud 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Cote]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has but three minutes 

Mr. LLOYD. I yield that to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Cote]. 


[Mr. COLE addressed the House. 


ar 


oe 
applause. ] 
DI 


See 


Appendix. ] 


‘he question was taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, 
two-thirds having voted therefor, the joint resolution was passed. 
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ALLOWANCE FOR LOSS OF DISTILLED SPIRITS DEPOSITED IN INTERNAL- 


REVENUE WAREHOUSES, 
Mr. DALZEILL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the privileged bill, 
the bill H. R. 29466. 
Phe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 29466) to provide an allowance for loss of distilled 
spirits deposited in internal-revenue warehouses. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I unanin 
the bill may be considered in the House as in the ¢ 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Is there [After a pause.] 
‘hair hears none. 
The Clerk preceeded with the first reading of the bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this bill is n up 
of figures. Therefore, I ask unanimous consent that 
reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 


consent that 
‘ommittee of 


ask ious 


The 


objection? 


largely 
the first 


ade 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
The bill will be read under the five-minute 


rule. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 29466) to provide an allowance for loss of distilled spirits 
deposited in internal-revenue warehouses. 
Be it enacted, ete., That the distiller of any distilled spirits which 


shall be on deposit on the 1st day of July, 1911, or which may there 


after be deposited in any distillery warehouse or special or general 
bonded warehouse existing under the internal-revenue laws of the 
United States, may, prior to the expiration of eight years from the 


date of original gauge as to fruit brandy, or original entry as to all 
other spirits, file with the collector a notice giving a description of the 
packages containing the spirits, and request a regauge of the same, for 
the purpose of tax payment of such spirits. If upon such regauging it 
shall appear that there has been a loss of distilled spirits from any 
eask or package, without the fault or negligence of the distiller thereof, 
taxes shall be collected only on the quantity of distilled spirits con- 
tained in such cask or package at the time of the withdrawal thereof 
from the distillery warehouse or other bonded warehouse: Provided, 
however, That the allowance which shall be made for such loss of 
spirits as aforesaid shall not exceed 1 proof gallon for 1 month or part 
thereof; 14 gallons for 2 months; 2 gallons for 3 months: 24 gallons 


for 4 months; 3 gallons for 5 and 6 months; 34 gallons for 7 and 8 
months; 4 gallons for 9 and 10 months; 44 gallons for 11 and 12 
months; 5 gallons for 13, 14, and 15 months; 53 gallons for 16, 17, 
and 18 months; 6 gallons for 19, 20, and 21 months; 63 gallons for 
22, 25, and 24 months; 7 gallons for 25, 26, and 27 months; 74 gal- 
lons for 28, 29, and 30 months; 8 gallons for 31, 32, and 35 months; 


84 gallons for 34, 35, and 36 months; 
9% gallons for 40, 41, and 42 


9 gallons for 37 and 39 


months ; months; 10 gallons for 43, 44, 
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and 45 months; 104 gallons for 46, 47, and 48 months; 11 gallons for | 
49, 50, 51, and 52 months; 114 gallons for 53, 54, 55, and 56 months; 
ry > 


12 gallons for 57, 58, 59, and 60 months; 124 gallons 
and 64 months; 13 gallons for 65, 66, 67, and 68 months; 
for 69, 70, 71, and 72 months; 14 gallons for 73, 74, 75, 76, 
months; 14% gallons for 79, 80, 81, 82, 


for 61, 
133 


62, 63, 
gallons 


‘ 

83, and 84 months; 15 
for 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, and 90 months; 154 gallons for 91, 92, 93, 94, 
95, and 96 months: And provided further, That taxes shall be collected 
on the quantity contained in each cask or package as shown by the 
original gauge where the distiller does not request a regauge before the 
expiration of eight years from the date of original entry or gauge: 
And provided also, That the foregoing allowance of loss shall apply only 
to casks or packages of a capacity of 40 or more wine gallons, and that 
the allowance for loss on easks or packages of less capacity than 40 
gallons shall not exceed one-half the amount allowed on said 40-gallon 
cask or package; but no allowance shall be made on casks or packages 
of less capacity than 20 gallons: And provided further, That the proof 
of such distilled spirits shall not in any case be computed at the time 
of withdrawal at less than 100 per cent. 

Sec. 2. That section 50 of the act of August 


gallons 


28, 1894, entitled “An 


ernment, and for other purposes,” section 1 of the act of March 3, 1899, 
entitled “An act to amend the internal-revenue laws relating to dis- 
tilled spirits, and for other purposes,” and the act of January 13, 1903, 
entitled “An act to amend the internal-revenue laws,” be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed from and after the ist day of July, 1911. 

Also the following committee amendments were read: 

On page 4, line 8, strike out “eighth ” 

On page 4, line 9, strike out “ 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. 
amendments, 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

AUTOMOBILE LICENSES, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, presented the views of the minority 
(Hi. Rept. No. 2270, pt. 2) on the bill (H. R. 32570) providing 
for the licensing of automobiles, etc., for printing under the 


rules, 


and insert “ 
support of the.” 


Speaker, I for 


seventh.” 


ask the vote on the 


ANNUITIES TO SIOUX INDIANS, ETC, 





Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill (S, 5121) with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 5121), which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 5121) for the restoration of annuities to the Medawakanton 


and Wahpakoota (Santee) 


Sioux Indians, decigred forfeited by the act 
of February 16, 1863, 


, and 78 | 


| 





Maren 1, 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the substitute, with an 
amendment, will be read in lieu of the bill, 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That jurisdiction be, and hereby is, conferred 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render final judgment fer any 
balance that may be found due the Medawakanton and Wahpakeota 
bands of Sioux Indians, otherwise known as Santee Sioux Indians, 
with right of appeal as in other cases, for any annuities that may be 
ascertained to be due to the said bands of Indians under and by virtue 
of the treaties between said bands and the United States, dated Sep 
tember 29, 1837 (7 Stat. L., p. 538), and August 5, 1851 (10 Stat. 
L., p. 954), as if the act of forfeiture of the annuities of said bands, 
approved February 16, 1863, had not been passed: Provided, That the 
court, in rendering judgment, shall ascertain and include therein the 
amount of accrued annuities under the treaty of September 29, 1837, 
up to the date of the passage of this act, and shall determine and in 
clude the present value of the same, not including interest, and the 
capital sum of said annuity, which shall be in lieu of said perpetual 
annuity granted in said treaty; and to ascertain and set off against 
any amount found due under said treaties all moneys paid to said 
Indians or expended for their benefit by the Government of the United 
States since the treaties were abrogated by the act of 1863, except 
such amounts as have been paid them for an otherwise adequate con 


upon the Court 


sideration. Upon the rendition of such judgment and in conformity 
therewith the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to ascer 


tain and determine which of said Indians now living took part in said 
outbreak, and to prepare a roll of the persons entitled to share in said 
judgment by placing thereon the names of all living members of said 
bands residing in the United States at the time of the passage of this 
act, excluding therefrom only the names of those found to have pet 
sonally participated in the outbreak; and he is directed to distribute 
the proceeds of such judgment, except as hereinafter provided, per 
capita, to the persons borne on the said roll. 

‘Proceedings shall be commenced by petition, verified by the attor 
ney to be employed by said bands of Indians to prosecute their claims 
under this act under contract to be approved by the Commissioner of 


Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, as provided by law, 
upon information and belief as to the existence of the facts stated in 
said petition and no other verification shall be necessary. Upon final 


determination of the cause the Court of Claims shall decree such fees 
as the court shall find to be reasonable upon a quantum meruit for 
services performed or to be performed, to be paid to the attorney 

attorneys employed by the said band of Indians, and the same shall 
be paid out of the balance found to be due said bands of Indians, 
when an appropriation therefor shail have been made by Congres 

Provided, That in no case shall the fees decreed by the court amount 


in the aggregate to more than 10 per cent of the amount of the juds 
ment recovered, and in no event shall the aggregate amount exceed 


$25,000: Provided further, That the court shall by its decree distrib 
such fees equitably between the attorneys who have been or who m 
hereafter be employed by said bands of Indians in said cause.” 

Also the following amendment was read: 

Page 5, line 21, strike out the word “said” and insert the 
“the Sioux,” and in the same line, after the word “ outbreak” 
“of 1862.” 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second 

The SPEAKER. Without objection a second will be con 
sidered as ordered. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no ol 


word 


in 


jection. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Burke] is 
entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Texas [\M: 


STEPHENS] 20 minutes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min 
utes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this 


| bill is to restore to certain Sioux Indians residing in the United 
act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the support of the Gov- | 


States, the majority of whom now live in the State of Nebraska 


|} and a minority of whom now live in southwestern Minneso! 


eertain rights which belong to them and which were taken f 
them by congressional act dated February 16, 1863. Just 
word as to what those rights were. 

These two bands were a portion of the Sioux Indians of 
Northwest. There were four of the bands, the Wahpeton, t! 
Sisseton, the Medewakanton, and the Wahpakoota. The Wal 
kootas and the Medewakantons were the southern Indians, k! 
more commonly as the “ farmer” Indians. By three consecut 
treaties, the first dated 1830, these Indians ceded to the Unit: 
States Government a tract of land in northern Iowa and sout 
ern Minnesota, consisting of a little more than 2,000,000 acr 
for which they received 2 cents per acre, given largely, alm 
exclusively, in the way of presents to the headmen of the tri! 
In 1837 they made a second treaty, by which they ceded to t 
Government 32,000,000 acres of land, for which they rece 
a little less than 10 cents per acre, to be paid only as interest 
the entire amount, which amounted to about $15,000 per \ 
and was to be paid to the end of time. By a subsequent tre 
that of 1851, they ceded the balance of their lands in southe! 
Minnesota to the United States, amounting to, approximate!) 
15,000,000 acres, for which they were to receive about 10 ce! 
an acre, to be paid at the rate of $60,000 per year for a per! 
of 50 years, which meant, as you see, in round numbers, abou! 
$3,000,000. These Indians were receiving these payments ree 
larly from the Government. Of the $60,000 per year the) 


¢ 41 


ft 


1 


received 13 annual payments from the time of the treaty up t 
There were certain conditions in southern Minnesota and 


1863. 





1911. 





southeastern Dakota, in the fall of 1862, 
is known as the “ Sioux outbreak.” 

There was a great many causes, which it is not necessary to 
enter into now, leading up to the outbreak. At all events, the 
outbreak was put down in a vigorous manner. In the inflamed 
condition of the public mind this body passed an act, following 
the suppression of the outbreak, by which were declared for- 
feited all the rights of these Indians to the property in the 
hands of the Government. It was an exceedingly drastic and 
an exceedingly harsh measure to enact. However, the Govern- 
ment then proceeded to select from among the many Indians 
then living those who participated in the outbreak. They num- 
bered about 400, and these 400, with their families, were taken 
first to Rock Island, on the Mississippi River, and from thence 
into the State of Nebraska, numbering altogether about 2,000. 
There they have since remained. The others were left in the 
southern part of Minnesota. 

These Indians lost every foot of land that they owned and 
every dollar of property they owned, not only the guilty, but 
the innocent as well. They then had a strip of land, one of 
the fairest portions of the Northwest, a strip 10 miles wide and 
stretching along the Minnesota River, in the southern part of 
the State of Minnesota. That has been taken from them, and 
since has been sold by the Government to settlers. 

Of those Indians who were found guilty of participating in 
the outbreak, as is well known, 38 were hanged in the fall of 
i863. After the minds of the people had been permitted to cool 
off, sober thought was forced to see that a great hardship had 
been committed upon these Indians. By a congressional act of 
a few years ago the treaty rights of the two upper bands, the 
Sissetons and Wahpetons, were entirely restored to them. This 
bill is intended to restore to the two lower bands of Indians the 
same rights that have heretofore been restored to the upper 
bands. 

Now, a question may arise in the minds of some as to whether 
there is any particular reason, beyond the ordinary considera- 
tion of common humanity, why these rights should be restored, 
and in answer to that I would like to say that of all the Indians 
who participated in this outbreak to-day there are now living 
in the United States and Canada less than 50, and these par- 
ticular Indians are excepted from enjoying any of the privileges 
of this bill. While there were some that committed great 
atrocities during that terrible outbreak, we must not be unmind- 
ful of the fact that the great bulk of these Indians did not par- 
ticipate in the outbreak and that many of them performed 
deeds of heroism in the protection of the whites and the protec- 
tion of their property that stand unparalleled in the annals of 
history. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman what 
privileges were granted under the annuities? 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr Speaker, I would like to have a few 
minutes in which to address the House. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 


EurRKE] controls the time. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the main 
of this bill. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MILLER] has made a very clear statement and a very sympa- 
thetic one, as well, covering this subject. But I have wondered 
a little about the last proviso, on page 6, with reference to the 
question of attorneys’ fees. In my time I have not been over 
Populistie about the question of attorneys’ fees, but I am in- 
clined to think from recent experience in this House and from 
recent experience with attorneys’-fee matters generally that it 
is a bad idea for Congress and the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and the Government of the United States to incorporate a pro- 
Vision of this kind in a law. Here is the proviso: 

_ Provided, That in no case shall the fees decreed by the court amount 
in the aggregate to more than 10 per cent of the amount of the judg- 
nt recovered, and in no event shall the aggregate amount exceed 

000: Provided further, That the court shall by its decree distribute 

fees equitably between the attorneys who have been or who may 

ifter be employed by said bands of Indians in said cause. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the thought I have is this: If Congress 
begins now, or if it further pursues the idea of recognizing at- 
torneys’ fees, and recognizing the principle of prorating attor- 


purposes 


ee. 
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which resulted in what | 
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Mr. MONDELL. 


Will not this limitation of the amount that 

| can be allowed for fees discourage the very sort of thing that 
the gentleman desires to discourage? 

Mr. FERRIS. A $25,000 fee is not very discouraging to a 


heys’ fees around between lawyers, the result will be that 
wyers will continue to dig up old claims, old judgments, 
equities, and treaty claims against the Government, and the / 


¢ 


ling that will stimulate them to do it 

) recognize the fees that are to be paid. 
I repeat, I do not want to grow so fanatical and Populistic 
as to think that lawyers are not entitled to fees for services 
rendered in a legal way, because I believe they are, but I am 
emphatic in the belief that it is bad policy for Congress to 
make recognition of fees in cases of this character, 


is for the Government 


Washington lawyer. 


Mr. MONDELL, Except for this limitation could they not 


make a contract with the Indians for a larger amount? Was 
it not the intent to place a limitation upon it? 
Mr. FERRIS. We have a large number of cases in which 


it is provided that the contract is of no effect unless approved 
by the President or the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. MONDELL. Without this limitation, might it not 
possible that the attorneys’ fees would be very much larger? 

Mr. FERRIS. No; because unless the Secretary of the In- 
terior, the President, or Congresss approves it no contract they 
could make would have any force whatever. 
Indians can not make contracts. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has referred only to the proviso. 
Has the gentleman noticed that the previous portion of the 
bill provides for the determination of the fees upon a quantum 
meruit, without any limitation, unless this limitation goes 

Mr. FERRIS. I understand that. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Not to exceed 10 per cent. 

Mr. MANN, Is the gentleman opposed to that part of the b 
He only called attention to the proviso. 

Mr. FERRIS. The thought I desire to express is simply this: 
I do not believe that Congress ought to make any recognition 
whatever of these old, rusty, stale Indian claims against the 
Government, dug up or trumped up by attorneys here and there. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How does the gentleman think 
the attorneys’ fees should be regulated? I ask for information. 

Mr. FERRIS. The Interior Department has ample authority 
to employ attorneys at fixed salaries to transact the business 
of the Indians. 

Mr. KOPP. Does the gentleman think better results can be 
attained by having the Indian Department approve the method 
of payment and the contracts than can be obtained by having 
Congress give its approval? 

Mr. FERRIS. As the gentleman will recollect, 
mooted question in the closing days of the last Congress. I 
have no fixed opinion about that, but I do have an emphatie 
opinion about Congress fixing the amount that they shall charge 
in a specific case, when we do not know whether they have any 
claim at all. 

Mr. MANN. 


be 


Noncompetent 


ill. 


1? 


that was a 


This only says that the fees shall not exceed a 
certain amount. It does not fix the amount of the fees. 

Mr. FERRIS. The attorneys are usually industrious enough 
to get not only what Congress authorizes them to get, but a good 
deal more. 


Mr. MANN. That is the reason I think the limitation is a 
good one. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from 


Nebraska [Mr. Latta]. 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, this is a very 
meritorious bill. The Indians for whose benefit the passage of 
the bill is asked are residents of my district. I am acquainted 
with nearly all of them. They are very poor Indians. As the 
gentleman from Minnesota explained the reason why they are 
in this condition, it is not necessary for me to go over it. I hope 
the bil! will pass. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
a word in reply to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris], 
and that is that this bill has been on the calendar since May 24, 
1910, and there have been several protests against the proviso 


to which the gentleman has called attention, and all from attor- 
neys that are hoping to get some part of the fee that will be 
paid in this case. The gentleman from Oklahoma is the first 


one that I have heard to make any objecticn t 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the 


o that 


motion. 


proviso. 


The question was taken; and (two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof) the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
SALE OF BURNT TIMBER ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HAMER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 9957) to authorize the sale of burnt timber on 
the public lands, and for other purposes, with the committee 
amendment and another amendment which I send to the 
I ask that the Clerk read the bill as amended. 


1 L- 
UGeCSh,. 





The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tl Interior be, and |! 4 
hereby, authorized, under such rules and regulations as he may pre 
scribe, to sell and dispose of to the highest bidder, at public auction or 
through sealed bids, timbe n lands of the I ed Sta outside of 
national forests, not covered by a valid subsisting location or entry 
made prior to December 1, 1910, and which has not been abandoned or 
canceled, that may have been killed or seriously damaged by forest fires 


rior to December 1, 1910, the proceeds of the sale of such timber on 
ade within the States and Territories named in section 1 of the act 
entitled “An act appropriating the receipts from the sale and disposal 
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of public lands in certain States and Territories to the construction of 
irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands,” approved June 17, 


1902, shall be deposited in and form a part of the “ reclamation fund” 
de d in said section, and the proceeds of such timber on lands in 
other States and Territories than those named in said section shall pass 
into and form a part of the general funds of the Treasury. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior, under regulations to be 
prescribed by hiim, is hereby authorized, upon application by the claim- 
ant, to permit the sale of timber killed or seriously damaged by forest 
fires prior to December 1, 1910, on any lands of the United States em- 
braced within any valid subsisting location, selection, or entry made 


prior to the Ist day of December, 1910: Provided, That timber on such 


lands within the exterior boundaries of national forests shall be dis- 
posed of under joint regulations prescribed by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture and Secretary of the Interior. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. FERRIS. 


Is a second demanded? 

I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I demand a 
The SPEAKER. 

to the bill? 

Mr. FERRIS. 
tion of it. 

The SPEAKER, 
the bill? 

Mr. ST 

The SI 


second. 


second. 


I am not sure; I want to hear some explana- 
Is the gentleman from Wisconsin opposed to 


AFFORD. I am in the same attitude. 

-EAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma demands a 
Under the rule a second is ordered, and the gentleman 
from Idaho has 20 minutes and the gentleman from Oklahoma 
20 minutes. 

Mr. HAMER. Mr. Speaker, this bill designed to cover 
the condition that exists by reason of forest fires in the North- 
western States occurring during the latter part of the year 
just ended. It is well known by Members of the House that 
large areas of timber were killed or more or less damaged by 
fire. Under the existing law the Secretary of the Interior has 
no authority to dispose of this timber. I desire to suggest to 
the House at this time a fact which may not be generally 
known—that timber that has been burned over becomes use- 
less unless cut and sawed into lumber within a very short time. 

This bill is designed to permit the Seeretary of the Interior 
to dispose of the timber on the public lands of the United States, 
in order that the Government may receive compensation for 
timber that otherwise would be a dead loss. It is also designed 
to permit those who have a valid and subsisting location or 
entry to dispose of timber under the direction of the Secretary. 
Under the existing law, of course, they can not do this. In one 
instance the Secretary is authorized to dispose of the timber 
and in the other he is authorized to permit the sale of the tim- 
ber under proper regulations. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Idaho. 

The question was taken; and 
favor thereof) the bill was passed. 


Is 


(two-thirds having voted in 


OSAGE INDIANS IN OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 32348) supplementary te and 
amendatory of the act entitled “An act for the division of the 
lands and funds of the Osage Nation of Indians in Oklahoma,” 
approved June 28, 1906, and for other purposes, with the com- 
mittee amendments. 

The Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the approval of this act all 
allotments belonging to members of the Osage Tribe of Indians, except 


: » cantlem: rr Oklalu a opposed ial ° . re 
Is the gentleman from Oklahom DI | visions of this section without the approval of the Secretary of the 
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dissipated or wasted or is being permitted to deteriorate in value py 
reason of the negligence, carelessness, or incompetency of the guardian 
or other person in charge of the estate, the superintendent of the Osage 
Agency or the Secretary of the Interior or his representative shall have 


| power, and it shall be his duty, to report said matter to the probate 


court and take the necessary steps to have such case fully investigated, 
and also to prosecute any remedy, either civil or criminal, as the exi: 
gencies of the case and the preservation and protection of the inter 


— _ the deceased allottee or his estate or of the minor or incom 
| peten 


nt person may require, the costs and expenses of the civil pro- 
ceedings to be a charge upon the estate of the allottee or upon the 
executor, administrator, guardian, or other person in charge of the 
estate of the allottee or of the minor or incompetent person and his 
surety, as the probate court shall determine. Every bond of the execu 
tor, administrator, guardian, or other person in charge of the estate of 
any Osage allottee shall be subject to the provisions of this section 
and shall contain therein a reference hereto: Provided, That no guard 
ian shall be appointed for a minor whose parents are living, unless 


| the estate of said minor is being wasted or misused by such parents: 


| same arising prior to grant of a certificate of competency. 


homesteads, be, and the same hereby are, declared subject to taxation, | 
under the laws of the State of Oklahoma, from and after issuance of 
the cértificate of competency or removal of restrictions on alienation: 
Provided, That inherited lands shall be subject to taxation from and 
after the date of death of the allottee; and until said lands par 
titioned or sold the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 


authorized to pay the taxes on said land out of moneys due and payable 


to the heirs from the segregated decedent's funds in the Treasury of 
the United States. : “ 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 


thorized, where the same would be to the best interests of Osage allot 
tees, and the 
exchange of homesteads or other allotments, or any portions thereof, 
of Osage allottees under such rules and regulations as he may pre 
seribe and upon such terms as he shall approve: Provided, That where a 
homestead or homesteads pass in the exchange, in whole or in part, an 
equivalent in value of land suitable for agricultural purposes shall be 
furnished, to be designated as a homestead. The new homestead shall 





be subject to the same restrictions as the original homestead. The 
Secretary shall have authority to do any and all things necessary to 


make these exchanges effective. 

Sec. 3. That the property of deceased and of orphan minor, insane, 
or other allottees of the Osage Tribe incompetent under the laws of the 
State of Oklahoma shall, in probate matters, be subject to the juris- 
diction of the probate courts of the State of Oklahoma, but a copy of 
all papers filed in the probate court shall be served on the superin- 
tendent of the Osage Agency at the time of filing, and said superin- 
tendent is authorized, whenever the interests of the allottee requires, 
to appear in the probate court for the protection of the interests of 
the allottee. The superintendent of the Osage Agency or the Secretar 
of the Interior, whenever he deems the same necessary, may investi- 
gate the conduct of executors, administrators, and guardians or other 
persons having in charge the estate of any deceased allottee or of 


minors or persons incompetent under the laws of Oklahoma, and when- 
ever he shall be of opinion that the estate is in any manner being 


ame is reeommended by the Osage council, to permit the | 


Provided further, That no land shall be sold or alienated under the pro 
Interior. 

Sec. 4. ‘That any minor female Osage allottee who has reached tly 
age of 18 years and whese parents are not living or who has had a 
guardian previously appointed shall be entitled to have the same care 


and control and the profits thereof of her lands and moneys as is pro 
vided by law for adult Osage allottees, and the Secretary of the Interio: 


shall pay to such minor her annuities and royalties the same as to 
adult Osage allottees. 
Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is 


authorized, in his discretion, to remove restrictions upon alienation of 
all or only a described portion of the surplus lands of any Osag 
allottee, whereupon all such surplus lands or the deseribed’ portion 
thereof permitted to be alienated shall become taxable. Public records 
shall be kept at the office of the register of deeds for Osage County 
showing what land each allottee is authorized to alienate. : 

Sec. 6. That the Secretary of the Interior, in his diseretion, hereby 
is authorized, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by him and 
upon application therefor, to turn over to Osage allottees, including 
the blind, crippled, aged, or helpless, all or part of the funds in t 
Treasury of the United States to their individual credit: Provided 
That he shall be first satisfied of the competency of the allottee or that 
the release of said individual trust funds would be to the manifest bes 
interests and welfare of the allottee: Provided further, That no trust 
funds of a minor, of a person afflicted as above mentioned, or an 
allottee non compos mentis shall be released and paid over except upon 
the appointment of a guardian and an order of the proper court and 
after the filing and approval by the court of a sufficient bond condi 
tioned to faithfully administer the funds released and the avails thereof 

Sec. 7. That from and after the approval of this act the lands of 
deceased Osage allottees, umless the heirs desire to and can agree as to 
partition of the same, may be partitioned or sold upon proper order o! 
the county court of Osage County, State of Oklahoma, in accordance 
with the laws of the State of Oklahoma: Provided, That no partition 
or sale of the restricted lands of a deceased Osage allottee shall be 
valid until approved by the Secretary of the Interior. Where some ot 
the heirs are minors, the county court may appoint a guardian for 
said minors in the matter of said partition, and partition of said 
land shall be valid when approved by the county court and the Secre 
tary of the Interior. When the heirs of such deceased allottees have 
certificates of competency or are not members of the tribe, the restri 
tions on alienation are hereby removed as to such heirs. If some of 
the heirs are competent and others have not certificates of competency, 
the proceeds of such part of the sale as the competent heirs shall 
entitled to shall be turned over to them without the intervention of an 
administrator. The shares due minor Indian heirs, including such I: 
dian heirs as may not be tribal members and those Indian heirs not 
having certificates of competency, shall be turned into the Treasury ot 
the United States and placed to the credit of the Indians upon the same 
conditions as attach to segregated shares of the Osage national fund 
or paid to the duly appointed guardian, or be disbursed in such mann 
and to such extent as the Secretary of the Interior may determine 
The same disposition as herein provided for with reference to the pro 
ceeds of inherited lands sold shall be made of the money in the Tre 
ury of the United States to the credit of deceased Osage allottees. 

Sec. 8. That the lands allotted to members of the Osage Tribe shal! 
not in any manner whatsoever, or at any time heretofore or hereaft« 
be encumbered, taken, or sold to secure or satisfy any debt or obliga 
tion contracted or incurred prior to the issuance of a certificate o! 
competency or removal of restriction on alienation, nor shall the lands 
or funds of Osage tribal members be subject to any claim against t 
That 1 
lands or moneys inherited from Osage allottees shall be, subject to 
be taken or sold to secure the payment of any indebtedness incur: 
by such heir prior to the time such lands and moneys are turned ov: 
to such heirs: Provided, however, That inherited moneys shall be liab! 


so 


for funeral expenses and expenses of last illness of deceased Osaze 
allottees, to be paid upon order of the Secretary of the Interior. 
Sec. 9. That any adult member of the Osage Tribe of Indians ma) 


dispose of any or all of his estate, real, personal, or mixed, including 
trust funds from which restrictions as to alienation have not been r 


| moved, by will, in accordance with the laws of the State of Oklahoma 
| Provided, That no such will shall be admitted to probate or have any 


validity unless approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Sec. 10. That the word “ competent,” as used in this act, shall mean 
a person to whom a certificate has been issued authorizing alienation 
of all the lands comprising his allotment, except his homestead. ; 
Sec. 11. That with respect to this agency the Secretary of the In 
terior shall have authority to expend for regular employees and other 
necessary expenses under existing laws a sum not exceeding $40,000 
annually, and the restrictions upon the employment of white person 
are hereby removed as to this agency. 
7. i That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith be, and 
the same hereby are, repealed. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered; and the 
gentleman from Oklahoma has 20 minutes and the gentleman 
from Texas 20 minutes. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. 
Indians in Oklahoma were given their allotment. 


Hr. Speaker, In 1906 the Osage 
They had 657 
















1911. 





acres of land each. The allotment act was very brief. It left 
a number of things unprovided for that this bill seeks to remedy. 
Under the original allotment act there was a homestead of 160 
acres, and the difference between the homestead of 160 acres and 
657 acres under that act was called surplus land. The present 
law is that the Secretary, upon investigation, may issue to the 
Osage allottee a certificate of competency, and when that cer- 
tificate is issued the person of Indian blood can dispose of his 
surplus land, but not his homestead. In a number of instances 
the Secretary feels that the Indians can be trusted with a por- 
tion of his surplus, but not all, and this bill seeks to remedy 
that. 
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At present the Secretary can not issue a certificate for | 


a portion of the surplus lands without that applying to all of it, | 


and this is one of the things the bill seeks to remedy. 


Another condition that exists is that the original allotment | 


act in the present law provides that this land shall not be taxed | 


for three years. The question has now arisen as to whether 
this land can be taxed at the expiration of three years, and 


suits have been begun or the cases are now in course of prepa- | 


ration, and there is going to be heavy litigation. It is the de- 


sire of the persons interested, both the taxpayers and the In- | 


dians, to have this matter settled, and this bill seeks to remedy 
that condition and stop those suits. It is recommended by the 
Secretary of the Interior, in fact he prepared the bill—— 

Mr. MANN. Where? Why did not we have a report from the 
Secretary on this bill? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. 

Mr. MANN. 
lished in the report of the committee? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma, I do not know. 
drew this bill. 

Mr. MANN. I notice four or five other bills referred to in 
the report, but this bill is not. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. There 
Senate bill identical with it as amended. 

Mr. MANN. We have no way of knowing or examining the 
Senate bill. Besides, the Secretary recommended an amend- 
ment on the Senate bill, and the committee has made amend- 
ments on this bill. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Every amendment on this 
bill and every portion of the bill has been submitted to the 
Secretary of the Interior, and he has recommended it, and this 
report we have here from the Interior Department applies to 
the subject matter in this bill and other bills, which the See- 
retary has recommended. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; the gentleman knows that, but here 
is a bill introduced on February 1 and reported on February 21, 
and there was ample time to get a report from the Secretary of 
the Interior which is not forthcoming and which ought to be 
forthcoming and printed in the report. This is a technical mat- 
ter about which Members of the House can not be thoroughly 
‘onversant, and they have the right to expect that the com- 
mittee will furnish a report from the department, whether 
favorable or unfavorable. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There was an attorney from 

the department, if I remember correctly, who was with us at 
the time we were considering this bill. 
Mr. MANN. I do not doubt the gentleman’s word, but that 
a statement that any gentleman can make about a Dill. 
That may be a matter of opinion. It is easy enough to send 
a bill to the department and have them report upon the bill. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. BurKe]. 

Mr. BURKBE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, this bill was the 
result of a bill which had been previously introduced, which bill 
was referred to the department, and I wiil say that after the 
bill had been considered to some extent a new bill was intro- 
duced. That bill was prepared in the department by the repre- 
Sentatives of the Osage Indians participating in the matter of 
agreeing upon the bill, and when the matter came before the 
committee it was indorsed by all hands—by the department, by 
the Indians—and there were three real Indians before the com- 
mittee, representative Indians, one of them the present governor 
of the Osage Nation, and the bill represents, as I have already 
Stated, what the department desires and what the Indians wish, 
and I think is free from any objection and ought to pass, 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Also the people of the county 
were represented by different persons. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Everybody was for this bill. 
I sent down for the hearings, thinking perhaps there might be 
Some question raised as to what transpired, and there was no 
final report upon the bill as it is now before the House, and I 
believe that is what the gentleman is criticizing. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I make the point that 
there is no quorum present, 


The Secretary has reported it. 


The Secretary 


is a report upon a 


is 


3845 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 





The SPEAKER. 

Mr. MANN. 
adjourn. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—SHIBLEY SHEPARD. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. DeNBy was granted leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of Shibley Shepard, Sixty-first Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon, 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. DAviIpsoN 
to print a brief hearing before the Committee on Railways and 
Canals on the commerce of the Great Lakes. 

VALIDATION OF CERTAIN 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if he will withhold his motion for a moment that [ may 
submit the following resolution (H. Con. Res. 63), which I send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the nate concurring), 


That the President of the United States be, and hereby is, requested 
to return to the House the bill (H. R. 26290) providing for the valida- 


HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


S 


tion of certain homestead entries. 


If he has reported it, why is not the report pub- | 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the bill was erroneously en- 
rolled by inserting the word “ than” instead of the word “ that,” 
and the resolution provides for the return of the bill to the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS, 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp on the adoption of the constitution 
of New Mexico. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp on the Paymaster Hacker bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


ADJOURN MENT. 
Then, in accordance with the motion previously made, the 
House (at 6 o’clock and 15 minutes) adjourned to on 
Thursday, March 2, 1911, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


meet 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 

and 


9 


Under clause 2 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 27173) to regulate the storage of food supplies in the 
District of Columbia, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2278), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey, from the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 32910) to authorize the construction of # canal connecting 
the Hackensack River with Berrys Creek at Rutherford, in the 
State of New Jersey, reported the same with anetdment, 


-o 


97" 


companied by a report (No. 2279), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ADAIR, from the Committee on Claims, te wich was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 9874) to refund to the Gate 
of Heaven Church, South Boston, Mass., duty s¢ollected on 
stained-glass windows, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2280), which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under 


clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 32975) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Gruver; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 32976) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (Hi. R. 82977) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha McGregor; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 
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By Mr. CRAIG: A bill CH. R. 
W. 


178) for the relief of George 
Underwood; to the Committee on War Claims. 
\] bill (H. R. 82979) for the relief of the estate of 
Sa Allison, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 32980) to remove the charge 
of ad m against David R. to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 32981) for the relief of the estate of A. E. 
Hutchison; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 32! 
Benjamin W. Unger: to the Committee on Pensions. 


1H. 
Mr. 


sertic 


Lane; 


$2) granting a pension to | 


By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 32983) "for the relief of 
Riley Howard; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. | 
32984) for the relief of the Ottawa Indian tribe of Blanchard 


Fork and Rouch de Boeuf: to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of J. C. Barton and 15 other 
citizens of Creston, Ohio, against increase of postage on maga- 
zines; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Blue Ridge Grange, No. 1448, of Coshocton 
County, Ohio, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARCLAY: Petition of Washington Camps No. 372, 
of Woodland, and No. 591, of Clearfield, Pa., Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, for House bill 15413; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Leafydale Grange, No. 1268, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Custer City, Pa., for Senate bill 5842; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOOHER: Petition of 51 citizens of Fillmore and 46 
citizens of Oregon, Mo., against parcels-post system; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Charles F. Flynt, commis- 
sioner on federal relations of the Maine Legislature, against 
Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of the Manufacturer’s Association 
of New York City, favoring increase of second-class postage 
rates; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel 
H. Allison: to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUREY: Petitions of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Societies of Round Lake, Waterford, Ballston Spa, and Green 
Island, all in the State of New York, favoring the enactment of 
the Miller-Curtis bill, and other prohibition legislation; to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Glens Falls Chapter of the American 
Woman’s League, against increase of postage on second-class 


> 


mail matter; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 
By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Sunday School Council of 


Evangelical denominations, against increase of postal rates on 
second-class matter; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petition of C. H. Miller Hardware Co. 
other merchants of Huntingdon, Pa., against a parcels-post 
tem; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Collier’s Weekly, against in- 
crease of postage on magazines; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the American Bonding Co., of Baltimore, 
against an appropriation of $200,000 for the establishment of 
a bonding bureau under the direction of the Treasury Depart- 
ment; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of County Line Grange, No. 1751, 
of Illinois, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of ladies of Shabbona, II1., for the Carter-Weeks 
bill and against increase of postage on magazines; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the National Piano Manufacturing Co. of 
America, for Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GORDON: Petition of citizens of the tenth 
nessee district, against a parcels-post system; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Memorial of State of Oregon relative to 
irrigation; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, memorial of State of Oregon for a full and complete 


parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


and 


Sys- 


| Seventh-Day Adventist Church, 


Also, petition of citizens of Oregon, against a parcels-post 
system; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of State Central 
Pomona Grange of Connecticut, for an enlarged and improved 
parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Lebanon, New London, Ash- 
ford, and Lenexet (Conn.) Granges, for a full and complete 
parcels-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Salem (Conn.) Grange, against Canadian 
reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

$y Mr. JAMES: Petition of Local No. 171, Willard, Ky., for 
House bill 154138; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat 
uralization. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Religious Liberty Society of the 
jay City, and 45 other resi- 


| dents of Bay City, Mich., against Senate bill 404.and House 


Ten- | 


joint resolution 17; to the Committee on the District of Co 
lumbia. 

Also, petition of Bentley Grange, No. 822, Patrons of Hus 
bandry, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. A. Keller and 30 other residents of Bent- 
ley, Mich., for a full and complete parcels post; to the Commit 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

$y Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of W. C. Worden and 56 other 
citizens of Atkins; A. I. Morrison and others, of Lapeer; and 
Mr. Perey Edgeworth and others, of Fostoria and Otter Lake, 
against Senate bill 404 and House joint resolution 17; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Co! 
lege View, Nebr., against Senate bill 404 and House joint reso 
lution 17; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Memorial of Legislature of Wyoming, 
for a full and complete parcels post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wyoming, for legislation 
relative to conservation; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of citizens of the twentieth con 
gressional district of Illinois, for a parcels-post law; to th 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of 166 merchants and business men of the twen 
tieth Illinois congressional district, against the establishment of 
a local rural parcels-post service; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SHEFFIELD: Petition of Local No. 1695, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, Providence 
R. I., for House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petitions of W. L. Ingalls and 
35 others, Hattie Losey and 20 others, S. C. Goodrich and 11 
others, N. C. Roberts and 14 others, W. C. Roberts and 20 others, 
Ashbang Grange and others, Geo. H. Williams and 77 others, 
Peter Foley and 45 others, and C. A. Mapes and 30 others, for a 
full and complete parcels-post system; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STURGISS: Petition of Grafton Baptist Church, 
Grafton, W. Va., favoring the Burkett-Sims bill; to the Con 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of John A. Griffin against the 
bonding-bureau item of the deficiency bill; to the Committee o' 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the Sunday School Council of Evyangelica! 
Denominations against increase in postage on second-class mat 
ter; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petitions of Bridgewater, Aspetuck Valley, 
Kent, Ridgefield, Central Pomona, Burritt, Farmington, Avon, 
East Hampton, and Clinton Granges, all in the State of Con 
necticut, for a full and complete parcels-post system; to th 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 3 

Also, petitions of Rippowan Grange, No. 145, and granges 0! 
Danbury, Lebanon, Greenfield Hill, New London County, and 
Senexet, all in the State of Connecticut, for a full and complet: 
parcels-post law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petitions of N. P. Hale and 33 others 
| and Blake Cole and Ed Andrews, of Eaton County; and W. ! 
| Pinch and seven others, for a parcels-post system; to the Co! 
| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
| Also, petition of citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., insisting tha 
| the battleship New York be built in a Government navy yard, 
in compliance with the law of 1910, and for eight-hour clause 
of naval appropriation bill; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


on 








SENATE. H. J. Res. 294. Joint resolution for the 


lt appointmet 

re , 0 | bers of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis 
Tuurspay, JWarch 2, 1911. abled Volunteer Soldiers: and 
H. J. Res. 295. Joint resol 


ition approving the const tion 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 


" . . . , formed by the constitutional convention of tl ferritory of 
Prayer by Rev. Charles Wood, D. D., of the city of Wash- Mow Merion. 


ington ° : The message further announced that the House ha izreed to 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's seieenseelt wieniiaiiag amine’ a P _—_s t . 
. ‘ CUMCULFOH €SOLUTION TeQuest ¢ the resident ot the nited 
] vi nr 7 roy ”~ f r an , nanimou “ . : 
pr lings, when, on request of Mr. ee ee by una! S| States to return to the House the bill (H. R. 26290) providit 
‘ . ; . fur yY reading was iispense ith, 4 vs ® . . . . . 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with for the validation of certain homestead entries, in whieh it re¢ 
REVISION OF LAWS—JUDICIARY TITLE. quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial of P I 
of the two Houses upon the bill (S. 7081) to codify, revise, and Grange, No. 466, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lapeer ¢ V 
amend the laws relating to the judiciary, that it may go back Mich., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Tabor, Mi 
to the committee of conference for correction. remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed recipr 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair | agreement between the United States and Ca 

hears none ordered to lie on the table. 
oe d 1U ) resente he iorials of sundr eitizens of 
ORGANIZED MILITIA. Mr. CULLOM presented memorial f ! J tiz f 


ada, which were 


: y ! Edwardsville, Belleville, Bloomington, Kent, Morseville, and 
H. R. 28486. An act to further increase the efficiency of the | Willow, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against any 
Organized Militia, and for other purposes, was read the first ‘ 


increase being made in the rates of postage on periodicals and 
time by its title. magazines, which were ordered to lie on the table 

Mr, BACON. I object to the second reading of the bill to-day. He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 1757, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will lie upon the table. Patrons of Husbandry, of Farmdale, Ill., remonstrating against 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between 


al oan inn . . — the Unite St: S al Canad: rhicl ras ordered te ie Ol 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT announced his signature to the fol ee og ites and ada, which wa rdered to Ii : 
wl ? = 7 


lowing enrolled bills, which had heretofore been signed by the 


ae — : He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Marion 
Speaker of the House of Representatives: " ee ag = : eae ee : ry 
aad : =e : . . Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called Scot ntioption bi 
S. 10476. An act for the relief of Passed Asst. Paymaster Ed- ae : 7 : 7 aa me 
’ . relative to dealing in cotton futures, which was ordered to lie 
win M. Hacker; 


on the table. 
He also presented a memorial of the American League of 
Associations, of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the ps 


S. 10808. An act to authorize the Greeley-Arizona Irrigation 
Co. to build a dam across the Colorado River at or near Head 
Gate Beck, SUNS FEIN, SS SN, A of the so-called parcels-post bill, which was referred to the 

s 10882. An act to authorize the county of Ouachita, in the } Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the Ouachita He also presented a petition of Progressive Lodge, No. 440, 
River. International Association of Machinists, of Rox 
ing for the construction of United States battl ips in Gov 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | ¢Tnment navy yards, which was ordered to lie on the table 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting, Mr. BURROWS presented memorials of La Granges, P: 
pursuant to law, the fourth report on the commercial, indus- | TONS OI Husbandry, of Mount Pleasant, Kast Casco, Mindet 
trial, social, educational, and sanitary conditions of the labor- | City. Jasper, Birch Lake, and Escanaba, all in the State of 
ing classes of the ‘Territory of Hawaii, which, with the accom- | Michigan, remonstrating against the ratification of tl 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands | Posed reciprocal agreement between the United States 
and Porto Rieo and ordered to be printed. Canada. which were ordered to lie on the table 
He also presented petitions of the Womar Christian Tem 
perance Union of Holly, and sundry citizens of Inland and 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | Grand Haven, in the State of Michigan, praying for the enact 
tion from the Seeretary of the Treasury, recommending an | went of legislation to prohibit the interstate transportation of 
tem of appropriation to be included in the general deficiency | intoxicating liquors into prohibition districts, which were rr 


issage 


<ford, l., pray 
LABOR CONDITIONS IN HAWAII, ; 


TITLE GUARANTY & SURETY CO., SCRANTON, PA. 


ili 


appropriation bill to pay the Title Guaranty & Surety Co., of | ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
Seranton, Pa., surety for David B. Wickersham, United States He also presented petitions of Liston Grange, I 


t *atrons of Hus- 
de} ty surveyor, for surveying public lands in Idaho. ete.. bandry, of Alcona County, and of sundry citizens of Washter Aw 
20,08 (S. Doe. No. 854), which was referred to the Committee | County, in the State of Michigan, praying for the passage of 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. the so-called parcels-post bill, which were referred to the Con 
nittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the North -End Taft 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair announces the appoint- | lican Club, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the rat 
n t of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] a member proposed reciprocal agreement between the 1 ] 
of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, to suc- | Canada, which was ordered to lie on the table 





REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


| himself, his term of office expiring on March 4, 1911. as He also presented memorials of Local Granges, Patrons of 
| ded for in the act of August 10, 1846, entitled “An act to | Husbandry, of Mount Pleasant, East Casco, M en City 
establish the Smithsonian Institution for the increase and diffu- | per, Birch Lake, Escanaba, Caledonia, York, Webberville 
s of knowledge among men.” Handy, Bentley, Scottville, White Pigeon, Hal calia 


Brown City, Marietta, Cadillac, Gregory, and Ri 
Monroe County Farmers’ Institute; the Orleans Far rs’ ¢ 
age from the House, by Mr. W. J. Browning, its Chief | the Michigan Short Course Association; of N. J. B f 
, Announced that the House had passed the following bills | master of the National Grange, Patt ; of Hus dry 
with amendments, in which it requested the concurrence of the | Board of Commerce of Bay Cit) he St M 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
\ mess 


Senate: and of W. J. MeCamridge, of ‘ : \ ‘ D. B 
8.5121. An act for the restoration of annuities to the Meda Sencabaugh and sundry mill en . rR ir 3: d 
wamanton and Wahpakoota (Santee) Sioux Indians, declared | Chester A. Watson, of Wilder, S Vermo f 

rfeited by the act of February 16, 1863; and John Flynn, of Berlin, N. H.; and of Sidney Grover, M 
8.9957. An act to authorize the sale of burnt timber on the Dearniey, Daniel Savage, and W. A. H : nF 
ublie lands, and for other purposes. the State of Maine, remonstrating agai th tion of tl 
rhe message also announced that the House had passed the | proposed reciprocal agr nt bety I St 1 
following bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested the | Canada, which were ordered to lie on the t 
irrence of the Senate: H so presented the (ea RM. 4 | 


H. R. 29466. An act to provide an allowance for loss of dis Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactn t of 


ed spirits deposited in internal-revenue warehouses; to the civil-service status of deputy coll ( ‘ 
iH. R. FO280. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior | enue, which was referred to the Committee on | ( 
to exchange certain desert lands for lands within national for He also presented a petition of the executiv f 


ests in Oregon; American Association for Labor, praying that an esti 
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be made into the use of poisonous phosphorus in the match 
industry, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a memorial of the Trade Journal Associa- 
tion, of Detroit, Mich., and a memorial of J. E. Beal, Philip 
Riemenschneider, Frederick Kalmbach, August Hoppe, and 
Charles Riemenschneider, of Francisco, Mich., remonstrating 


against any change being made in the rate of postage on periodi- 
cals and magazines, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the National Wholesale Liquor 
Dealers’ Association of America, of the Loewenstein Co., of 
Menominee, Mich., of William W. Harmon, of Menominee, Mich., 
and of the Edward Henkel Co., of Detroit, Mich., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to provide an allowance for loss of 
distilled spirits deposited in internal-revenue warehouses, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the A. B. Morse Co., of St. 
Joseph, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the printing of certain matter on stamped envelopes, which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kala- 
mazoo, Mich., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
purchase of suitable residences for United States ambassadors 
in foreign countries, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DICK. I present a large number of telegrams and letters 
in the nature of petitions from boards of trade, chambers of 
commerce, and citizens in the State of Ohio, favoring the ratifi- 
cation of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United 
States and Canada. I ask that the petitions lie on the table 
and be noted in the Recorpb, 

There being no objection, the petitions were ordered to lie on 
the table and to be noted in the Recorp, as follows: 

Petition of the Marion Commercial Club, of Marion, Ohio; 

Petition of the Youngstown Chamber of Commerce, of Youngs- 
town, Ohio; 

Petition of the Niles Board of Trade, of Niles, Ohio; 

Petition of the Summit Republican Club, of Akron, Ohio; 

Petition of the Board of Trade of Cambridge, Ohio; 

Petition of Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; 

Petition 
Ohio; 

Petition 


of the Springfield Commercial Club, of Springfield, 


of the Commercial Club of Galion, Ohio; 

Petition of the Newark Board of Trade, of Newark, Ohio; 

Petition of the Board of Trade of Salem, Ohio; 

Petition of A. B. McLean, president of the Roderick-McLean 
Manufacturing Co., of Mansfield, Ohio; 

Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Dayton, Ohio; 

Petition of John F. Brennan, member of the city council of 
Massillon, Ohio; 

Petition of the Canton Board of Trade, of Canton, Ohio; 

Petition of the Hamilton Retail Grocers and Butchers’ Asso- 
ciation, of Hamilton, Ohio; 

Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Hamilton, Ohio; 

Petition of the Business Men’s Association of Middleport, 
Ohio; 

Petition of the Board of Trade of Portsmouth, Ohio; and 

Petition of the Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, of Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

Mr. DICK. I present a number of memorials from boards of 
trade, chambers of commerce, and citizens in the State of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
agreement between the United States and Canada. I ask that 
the memorials lie on the table and be noted in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the memorials were ordered to lie 
on the table and to be noted in the Recorp, as follows: 

Memorial of Local No. 49, International Brotherhood of Sta- 
tionary Firemen, of Cincinnati, Ohio; 

Memorial of Local No. 52, International Brotherhood of Sta- 
tionary Firemen, of Cleveland, Ohio; 

Memorial of the Congress of the Knights of Labor of Albany, 
7 es: 

Memorial of the Central Trades and Labor Council of Co- 
shocton, Ohio; 

Memorial of Keene 
Ohio: 

Memorial of the Lebanon Farmers’ Club, of Lebanon, Ohio; 
and 

Memorial of Hanover Local, No. 1, the Farmers’ Educational 
and Cooperative Union of America, of Hamilton, Ohio. 

Mr. DICK presented telegrams from sundry granges, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Ashtabula, Athens, Belmont, Carroll, 
Crawford, Clinton, Champaign, Columbiana, Clark, Coshocton, 
Cuyahoga, Clermont, Defiance, Erie,, Fairfield, Franklin, Ful- 
ton, Geauga, Holmes, Harrison, Hamilton, Hardin, 


Hill Grange, No. 1602, of Coshocton, 


Hocking, 





Jackson, Jefferson, Knox, Lake, Licking, Logan, Loraine, Ma- 
honing, Medina, Meigs, Miami, Morgan, Muskingum, Perry, 
Pike, Portage, Pickaway, Paulding, Putnam, Richland, San- 
dusky, Shelby, Seneca, Stark, Summit, Trumbull, Tuscarawas, 
Warren, Washington, Wayne, Williams, and Wood Counties, all 
in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I present a resolution adopted by the 
General Assembly of the State of Connecticut, favoring the 
passage of the so-called Sulloway pension bill. I move that 
the resolution lie on the table and be printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to lie 
on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
House joint resolution 351. 


Whereas a bill, known as the Sulloway bill, granting pensions to 
certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who enlisted in the Civil War 
and War with Mexico, has passed the House of Representatives in Con 
gress of the United States, and is now pending in the Senate: 

Resolved by this assembly, That we heartily approve of the provisions 
of said bill, and we hereby respectfully request our Senators in Con- 
gress to vote for and use all honorable means to secure its passage by 
the Senate of the United States. 

Passed house of representatives February 14, 1911. 

Passed senate February 16, 1911. 

a 
STATH OF CONNECTICUT, 
Office of the Secretary, ss: 


a hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of record in this 
ouice, 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
seal of said State, at Hartford, this 28th day of February, A. D. 1911. 


[ SEAL. ] MATTHEW H. Rocers, Secretary. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. I present petitions of sundry granges, 
Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Connecticut, praying for 
the passage of a full and complete parcels-post bill, which I 
ask may be noted in the Recorp and referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

There being no objection, the petitions were referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be 
noted in the Recorp, as follows: 

Petition of Central Pomona Grange of Connecticut; 

Petition of New London County Ponoma Grange, of Con- 
necticut; 

Petition of East Haddam Grange, of Connecticut; 

Petition of Senexet Grange, of Woodstock, Conn. ; 

Petition of Lebanon Grange, of Connecticut; 

Petition of Burritt Grange, of New Britain, Conn.:; 

Petition of Aspetuck Valley Grange, of New Milford, Conn.; 

Petition of Bridgewater Grange, of Connecticut; 

Petition of Ridgefield Grange, of Connecticut; 

Petition of East Hampton Grange, of Connecticut; 

Petition of Avon Grange, of Connecticut; 

Petition of Farmington Grange, of Connecticut; 

Petition of Clinton Grange, of Connecticut; 

Petition of Wolcott Grange, of Connecticut; and 

Petition of Higganum Grange, of Connecticut. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I present memorials of sundry granzes, 

atrons of Husbandry, in the State of Connecticut, remonstrat 
ing against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement! 
between the United States and Canada, which I ask may li 
on the table and be noted in the Rrcorp. 

There being no objection, the memorials were ordered to lie 
on the table and to be noted in the Recorp, as follows: 

Memorial of Harmony Grange, of Monroe, Conn. ; 

Memorial of Meriden Grange, of Connecticut; 

Memorial of Higganum Grange, of Connecticut; 

Memorial of Webutuck Grange, of Sharon, Conn.; 

Memorial of Salem Grange, of Connecticut; 

Memorial of Norfield Grange, of Weston, Conn.; 

Memorial of Farmington Grange, of Connecticut; and 

Memorial of Highland Grange, of Killingly, Conn. 

Mr. JONES. I have a telegram here from Hon. M. BE. Hay, 
governor of our State, stating that the State senate had in 
dorsed the Canadian reciprocity agreement, and he believes 
the house will also indorse it. I have also a telegram from 
the Commercial Club of Seattle unanimously indorsing tle 
Canadian reciprocity agreement and urging me to vote 1 
favor of it. 

I wish to state that this club is composed of over 1,000 
active members, residents of the city of Seattle. ; 

I present.a letter from the Chamber of Commerce of Blaine, 
a town located just on this side of the border line, urging the 
adoption of the Canadian reciprocity agreement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The’ telegrams will lie on the 
table. 











































Mr. BURTON presented telegrams in the nature of petitions 
from the Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati, Ohio, and 
from Chamber of Commerce of Ashtabula, Ohio, praying 
fi the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement be 
{\ the United States and Canada, which were ordered to 


lie on the table. 


Mr. NELSON. I present resolutions adopted by the Minne- 
cota Cooperative Dairies Association (Inc.), in delegate con- 
vention assembled in St. Paul, Minn., February 23, 1911, 
relating to the proposed reciprocal agreement between the 
United States and Canada. I ask that the resolutions lie on 














the table and be printed in the Recorp. 
rhere being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to lie 

on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

R tions adopted by the Minnesota Cooperative Dairies Association 
I ._ in delegate convention assembled, St. Paul, Minn., February 
23. 1911 
Whereas His Excellency President William H. Taft has sent to 

Congress a special message embodying the terms of a proposed agree 

ment between the United States and Canada, having reference to 

< t i eciprocal trad relations; and 
" as these proposed trade relations will admit free to the United 

States all agricultural products, including manufactured dairy products, 

\ vit a corresponding reduction on manufactured products from 

c da to this country; and 
Where this agreement, if ratified by Congress, will tend to mate 

rially reduce the selling price of United States farm products, an 

‘ ntly reduce the scale of wages to farm laborers: Now, there 

i ad be it 
/ ed, That we, members of the Minnesota Cooperative Dairies 

Association (Inc.), in delegate convention assembled in the city of 

St. Paul. Minn., and representing 10,000 dairymen and farmers, do pro 

test against this unjust discrimination against the agricultural class; 

and be it further 
Resolved, That we urge our Members of the United States Senate, 
ik KNUTE NELSON and Hon. Moses E. CLaPrrP, and our honorable 

Congressmen, TAWNEY, HAMMOND, Davis, STEVENS, Nyx, MILLER, 

LINDBERGH, VOLSTEBAD, and STEENERSON, of the lower House of Con 

gress, individually and collectively, to do all in their power to defeat 

the proposed reciprocity treaty; and be it further 
Resolved, That our secretary be instructed to forward a copy of 

t! resolutions to President Taft and to each Senator and Member 

f the State of Minnesota without unnecessary delay. and imme 

a y to transmit a telegram to Senators NELSON and CLarrp. 
rhe above resolutions, as duly adopted at the said convention, were 

introduced by the committee on resolutions, composed of Albert 

Wesirup, G. A. Stoltz, Theo. Hilpert, and John R. Morley. 

[ SEAL. ] MINNESOTA COOPERATIVE DAIRIES ASSOCIATION (INC.), 
By CHARLes A. Morsp, Secretary. 
JouHn R. Morey, President. 
I hereby certify that the above is a true copy of resolutions, 





as stated above, and that such resolutions stand unrevoked at 
this date 


Sauk Center, Minn., February 25, 1911. 

CHARLES A. Morse, Sceretary. 

Mr. KEAN presented the petitions of E. A. Smith and Vic- 
tor L. Syein, of Hackensack, N. J., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to further restrict immigration, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 146, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Egg Harbor, N. J., remonstrating against 


the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between 
the United States and Canada, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. WATSON presented a memorial, signed by T. O. Dean- 
nier, manager Rex Coal & Coke Co.; J. P. Small, superintend- 


Logan Coal Co,.; L. Epperly, superintendent Ethel Coal Co. ; 





Rt. HW. Hammill, superintendent Manitoba Coal Co.; B. Edgar 
Chatfield, secretary Logan Coal Co.; J. D. Copley, store man- 
iger Logan Coal Co.; B. S. Smith, cashier Ethel Coal Co.: 
A. O. Dudding, store manager Ethel Coal Co.; Bernard T. Call, 
cashier Rex Coal & Coke Co.; E. R. Mullins, stenographer 
Manitoba Coal Co.; W. W. Green, cashier Price Coal Co.: L. C. 
White, assistant cashier Logan Coal Co.; FE. A. Anthony, store 
manager Rex Ceal Co.; J. P. Kinzier, stockholder, Rex Coal & 
Coke Co.; G. H. Bolen, stockholder, Rex Coal & Coke Co.: and 


Frank Fleiny, store manager Price Coal Co., all of Ethel, in 
the State of West Virginia, remonstrating against any increase 
being made in the rate of postage on periodicals and magazines, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented memorials of Local Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Medina; of the Brown County Butter 
Makers’ Association, of West De Pere; of J. M. Rambach and 
sundry citizens of Amherst Junction; and of F. Garner and 
sundry citizens of Chetek, all in the State of Wisconsin, remon- 
trating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
agreement between the United States and Canada, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Milwaukee Daily News- 
papers’ Association, of Wisconsin, praying for the ratification of 
the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Ben Franklin Club of 
West Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
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| the censorship of any 


prohibit the printing of certain matter on stamped en 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Of ‘Ss ma i 
Roads, 

Hle also presented petitions of the Central Labor Coun of 
Ashland, and of the Federated Trades Council of Milwat 
in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legisla 
tion to further restrict immigration, which were ferred e 


Committee on Immigration. 


He also presented a petition of the Woman's Club of G l 
Rapids, Mich., praying for the repeal of the resent oleomial 
garine law, which was referred to the Committe: Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Oshkosh, Wis., praying that an appropriation be made to O- 
vide suitable residences for United States ambassadors al Ld, 
which was ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. PAGE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 5, Inte 


national Brotherhood of Paper Makers, of Bellows Falls, Vt., 
remonstrating against the passage of the proposed 
agreement between the United States and Canada, 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLAPP presented memorials of sundry citizens of North- 


recipro al 


which w 


us 


field, Minn., remonstrating against the proposed increase in the 
rate of postage on periodicals and magazines, which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM presented a memorial of the congrega 
tion of the Friends Church of Paonia, Colo., remonstrating 


against any appropriation being made for the fortification of 
the Panama Canal, which was referred to Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. GRONNA. I present a telegram transmitting resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of the State of North Dakota, which 
I ask may lie on the table and be printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to lie 
the table and to be printed ig the Recorp, as follows: 


the 


on 


BISMARCK, N. Dak., March 1, 1911. 
Ilion. A. J. GRONNA, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the Legislative 
Assembly of the State of North Dakota (the senate concurring), That 
we send a telegram letter to each of our three representatives in Con- 
gress protesting against the passage of the periodical postage rate 
amendment to the Post Office appropriation bill unless it shall be 
changed so as first not in interfere with the continuance to the people 
of literature at present reasonable cost. 

Second. To provide for the classification of periodicals and news 
papers by law rather than by one man’s discretion 

Third. To safeguard the right of free expression of opinion against 


single individual 
Have copies of this letter delivered to Hon 
J. B. HANNA immediately. 


PP. J. McCUMBER and Hon. 


E. H. Grirrrn, 
Chief Clerk House of Representatives 
COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 7682) to acquire 
a site for a public building at Glenwood Springs, Colo., reported 


REPORTS OI 


it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1267) 
thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 10878) to authorize the Commercial 
Club of Payette, Idaho, to construct a bridge across the Snake 


River, near the town of Payette, Idaho, reported it with ame 
ments and submitted a report (No. 1268S) thereon. 
Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Finance, to which 


nd- 


was referred the bill (S. 9530) to amend section 5 of an 
act entitled “An act providing for an inspection ef meats for 
exportation, prohibiting the importation of adulterated articl 

of food or drink, and authorizing the President to make procla 
mation in certain cases, and for other irposes,”” reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 1269) thereon. 

Mr. OLIVER. On request of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BurRNHAM], the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims, who is confined at his house by illness, [| report back 
sundry bills that have already been acted upon, for indefinite 
postponement without adverse report. 

The bills were postponed indefinitely follows: 

A bill (S. 2262) for the relief of Allen Edward O'Toole and 
others. who sustained damage by reason of accident at Rock 
Island Arsenal. 

A bill (S. 4200) for the relief of Pete Jelovac; 

A bill (S. 4400) to pay Thomas P. Morgan, jr., amount f 1 
due him by the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 53865) for the relief of registers and former regis 
ters of the United States land offices: 

A bill (S. 5553) for the relief of the heirs at law of Et ( 


Chappuis, deceased ; 
A bill (8S. 5718) for the relief of Theodore Schroeter: 
A bill (S. 6864) for the relief of Dr. J. L. Vineyard; 
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A bill (S. 7616) referring the claim of the owners of the | relative to the bearing which that institute has upon the ques- 


steamers Harry Brown and Stella Moren to the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 8042) for the relief of Daniel Robinson; 

A bill (S. 9519) for the relief of James D. Gilman; 

A bill ($8. 10247) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to adjudicate the claims of the heirs at law of Greenwood 
Leflore, deceased, late chief of the Choctaw Nation; 


| 


A bill (S. 10506) for the relief of William F. Norris; 

A bill (S. 10598) for the relief of William F. Norris; 

A bill (S. 10681) for the relief of Victor Beaulac and others; | 
A bill (S, 10765) for the relief of the representatives of the 


estate of Henry C, Sills, deceased; 

A bill (S. 10848) for the settlement of claims for damages to 
and loss of private property ; 

A bill (S. 1460) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Samuel Schiffer; 

A bill (S. 2428) for the relief of registers and former regis- 
ters of the United States land offices; 

A bill (S. 1824) for the relief of the heirs of J. H. Peeples; 

A bill (S. 8495) to reimburse Charles K. Darling for moneys 


necessarily expended by him as clerk of the court of appeals 
for the first circuit; 
A bill (S. 8907) for the relief of Capt. Evan M. Johnson, 


United States Army; 
A bill (S. 4454) for the relief of Thomas C. Clark; 
A bill (S. 4802) for the relief of Laura A. Wagner; and 


A bill (S. 6868) for the relief of Michael B. Ryan, son and | House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 


administrator de bonis non of John S. Ryan, 


. 


deceased, late of 


Charleston, S. C. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE, from the Committee on Territories, to 
which was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. JoNrEs 


on the 25th instant, proposing to appropriate $12,000 for the 
suppression of the traffic in intoxicating liquors among the 


natives of Alaska, etc., intended to be proposed to the sundry | 


civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed, which was agreed to. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 10745) for the relief of Scott P. Stewart and 
Andrew J. Stewart, jr., reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 1270) thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Printing, to which were re- 
ferred the following joint resolutions, reported them each with 
amendments: 

H. J. Res. 286. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of 
100,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of the 
Horse; and 

H. J. Res. 287. Joint resolution authorizing the printing 
100,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle. 

DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution (S. Res. 380), which was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to (S. Doe. No. 856): 


Resolved, That the Thirteenth Report of the Daughters of the Ameri- 
can Revolution, with accompanying illustrations, be printed as a docu- 
ment. 


of 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,000 to pay K. F. Lawler for services rendered the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections in the investigation of 
the charges against Hon. Wi~t1amM LorIMer, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LORIMER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $36,300.09 to pay H. EB. Overstreet, of Chicago, 111, in full 
payment of his claim against the Government under a contract 
with the Navy Department, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM submitted an amendment proposing to 
pay one month’s salary to the employees of the Senate Office 
Building now carried on the maintenance roll of that building 
for extra services, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—JOSEPH D. HAZZARD, 
On motion of Mr. TALIAFERRO, it was 
Ordered, That permission be granted to withdraw from the files of 


the Senate all papers accompanying Senate bill No. 9719, Sixty-first 
Congress, third sessioh, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


PAPER ON LABOR. 

Mr. JONES. I present an article by David Lubin, of the In- 
ternational Institute of Agriculture, he being the delegate of 
the United States to the International Institute of Agriculture, 


| Browning, 


tion of labor. I move that the paper be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, with a view to having 25,000 copies printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
31596) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912; asks a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and has appointed Mr. Scort, Mr. Cox, and Mr. Lams 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 30273. 


A 


An act for the relief of the city of Quincy, the 


| towns of Weymouth and Hingham, and the Old Colonial Street 


Railway Co., all of Massachusetts; and 


H. R. 32348. An act supplementary to and amendatory of the 


| act entitled “An act for the division of lands and funds of the 





Osage Nation of Indians in Oklahoma,” 


1906, and for other purposes. 


HQ 
-, 


approved June 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

S. 10456. An act to restrain the Secretary of the Treasury 
from receiving bonds issued to provide money for the buildi 
of the Panama Canal as security for the issue of circulating 
notes to national banks, and for other purposes; and 

S. 10883. An act authorizing the Erie Railroad Co. to con 
struct a canal connecting the Hackensack River and Berrys 
Creek, Bergen County, N. J., as an aid to navigation, and for 
other purposes. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 31596) making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, and requesting a co. 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and that the request of the House of Representa 
tives for a conference be granted and that the Chair appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Vice President appointed 
Mr. Warren, Mr. BuRNHAM, and Mr. Money conferees on tlic 
part of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, Executive clerk, announced that the President had ap 
proved and signed the following joint resolution and acts: 

On March 1, 1911: 

S. J. Res. 145. Joint resolution providing for the filling of « 
vacancy which will occur on March 1, 1911, in the Board ot 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, of the class other than 
Member of Congress. 

On March 2, 1911: 

S. 10457. An act to amend section 6 of the currency act of 
March 14, 1900, as amended by the act approved March 4, 1')'7; 
and 

S. 10691. An act granting pensions and increases of pensio! 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

FRANCHISES OF PORTO RICO, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followi 
message from the President of the United States (S. Doc. Nv 
855), which was read and, with the accompanying papers, I 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

As required by section 82 of the act of Congress, approve! 
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes 
I transmit herewith certified copies of franchises granted |) 
the executive council of Porto Rico, which are described 
the accompanying letter from the Secretary of War trans! 
ting them to me. Such of these as relate to railroad, stree! 


railway, telegraph, and telephone franchises, privileges, or cou 
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cessions have been approved by me as required by the joint 
resolution of May 1, 1900 (31 Stat. L., p. 715). 
Wa. H. Tart. 

Tre Wuite House, March 2, 1911. 

VALIDATION OF CERTAIN HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a concurrent 
resolution from the House of Representatives (H. Con. Res. 63), 
which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the President of the United States be, and hereby.is, requested to 
return to the House the bill (H. R. 26290) providing for the validation 
of certain homestead entries. 


SALE OF BURNT TIMBER ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 9957) to 
authorize the sale of burnt timber on the public lands, and for 
other purposes, 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the amendments of the House of 
Representatives be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The mofion was agreed to. 7 

HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


I. R. 29466. An act to provide an allowance for loss of dis- 
tilled spirits deposited in internal-revenue warehouses was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

H. R. 30280. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
toeexchange certain desert lands for lands within national for- 
ests in Oregon was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

H. J. Res. 294. Joint resolution for the appointment of mem- 
bers of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disa- 
bled Volunteer Soldiers was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

H. J. Res. 295. Joint resolution approving the constitution 
formed by the constitutional convention of the Territory of New 
Mexico was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 

Mr. MONEY. 
on the floor as to the business of the Senate and stating gen- 
erally the disposition of the Senators on this side. It seems 
that after I was compelled to leave the Senate sat until a late 
hour, and there were complaints made of filibustering. I 
not know what are the particulars of that charge, but I am 
told the last filibuster was the demand of a Republican Senator 
to call the roll on a motion to adjourn at nearly 2 o'clock. 
have no desire to fix the charge of filibustering on anybody, 
but I stated on yesterday that nobody can justly say that there 
has been any filibustering on this side. 

We have arrived at a point now where we have two days 
and one hour to consider and dispose of the public business. I 


understand that there are nine appropriation bills yet to be | 


considered. If I make a misstatement, I can be corrected by 
the chairman of the committee. There are a number of con- 
ference reports that will be coming in all the time. There must 
be an executive session, or probably two or three of them, at the 
heel of the Congress. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will 
move an executive session right now. 

Mr. MONEY. Just allow me to finish in one minute, Sena- 
tor. I will then very cheerfully agree to your proposition. 

I want to facilitate the business. I for one will not fili- 
buster on anything, and I believe that is the spirit on this 
side. Of course, I can not speak for every gentleman on the 
Democratic side; neither can any of you speak for everybody 
on the other side. On the contrary, nobody can speak for a 
dozen on the other side. You can get together and do what you 
please on any bill, and you alone are responsible for anything 
that may happen. ; 

But I have this proposition to make on behalf of my associ- 
ates: We realize the fact that we are here with two days and 
one hour remaining for legislative work, with nine great ap- 
Propriation bills which have not been considered, with confer- 
ence reports that must come in and two or three executive 
Sessions, at least, that must be had, and we have this proposi- 
tion to submit to you for your consideration: Take up the ap- 
Propriation bills and pass them. We do not intend to obstruct: 
on the contrary, we intend to facilitate. This, of course, means 
that there is to be proper debate on anything that we think 
requires it, but not at length, and not with any dilatory inten- 
tion whatever. 

If the Senators on the other side wish to see the budget of 
the Government so provided that the public affairs can be ad- 


XLVI 


allow me, I desire to 
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Mr. President, yesterday I made a statement | 


do | 
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ministered for another fiscal year it seems to me they ought to 
accept this proposition. It is made in entire good faith. I 
personally am prepared to vote on any proposition, for I do not 
want to say one word about any of them. It rests entirely with 
the Republicans. 

The public will undoubtedly observe, and this side of the 
Chamber so intends, that whatever may happen by any delay 
whatever will be by the substitution of set measures for appro- 
priation bills. I recognize fully the responsibility which each 
Senator in this Chamber on either side may feel to his own 
constituency, to his own faction or party, and to himself, but 
I recognize also that whatever we are doing is done with a good 
purpose. But good intentions do not always lead to good re- 
sults. It has been often said that the way to hell is paved with 
good intentions. If that is true, the facilis descensus averni 
is the best-paved roadway in existence. 

I submit this proposition, and it is for your consideration. I 
do not require an answer, but would like to see action that will 
show you have accepted it. We stand prepared to help the 
Republican side to consider the public business and to take up 
| whatever may come after the appropriation bills in good faith. 

Mr. SMOOT. Do I understand the Senator to say that the 
other side are not prepared to agree upon a time to vote upon 
the tariff-board bill? 

Mr. MONEY. There has not been any agreement of that sort 
reached that I am aware of. Indeed, I do not know of any. 

Mr. SMOOT. No one wants to interfere with the passage of 
the appropriation bills. I believe if we can agree upon a time 
to vote not later than 12 o'clock on Friday upon the tariff-board 
bill there will be no time consumed whatever with that Dill 
from now on, and we can devote all the time to the appropria- 
tion bills. 

That being the case, Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
| that we agree to vote upon all amendments to the tariff-board 
bill and upon the bill itself at 12 o'clock on Friday. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator permit me? It does not seem 
that my proposition has had any consideration whatever from 
the other side. The distinguished Senator from Utah has pre- 
sented a counter proposition which simply negatives everything 
I have said. If the appropriation bills are to pass they ought 
to be passed first, so that there will be no danger of one of 
them failing. I can assure the Senate that. as far as I can, I 
will vote without any debate on anything myself, and I believe 
that is the disposition on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator can assure this side of the 
Chamber that the appropriation bills will be disposed of, I do 
not think there will be any objection on this side to his proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. SMOOT. 





That it will be impossible to do. 
Mr. MONEY. Of course. So will the other. 
| Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. MONEY. Certainly; I have not the floor. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Senator from Maine has 
the floor in his own right. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Appropriations is in constant 
session, and will be in continuous session, with the hope and ex- 
| pectation of passing all the appropriation bills before Saturday 
| noon, but in order to do that it will not do to confiscate to-day 
and part of to-morrow by other business. 
The Senate can see that as plainly as I can. We will 
have time to get them in and we must have certain time. 
lost yesterday. We passed only one appropriation bill. 

I do not object to an agreement to take a vote, if that can 
be had at any time, on the tariff-board bill. Whenever we are 
ready to vote on it, whenever we agree upon a time, we will 
withdraw an appropriation bill in time for a vote; but I do 
not want to have it understood that any more of the time be- 
tween now and the time indicated by the Senator from Utah 
is to be taken by further debate upon it. However, I will agree 
that any Senator in charge of an appropriation bill, if you can 
fix a time now for the vote to be taken, will withhold it for the 
time to take the vote without further debate on amendments 
and on the tariff-board bill; and by that means we will get it 
out of the way and we will pass all the appropriation bills. 

Mr, CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to move an executive session. 
Before I make that motion I am willing to yield, if there are 
conference reports on appropriation bills ready to be pre- 
sented. 


not 
We 





the Senator from Maine 
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Mr. HALE. I do not yield the floor for any motion, if we 
can agree upon a time to vote upon the tariff-board bill. 

| VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair put the request 
for the Senator from Maine? 

HALE. Mr. President, the suggestion is made that on 
Friday at 12 o'clock the vote shall be taken upon the tariff- 
boas bill, and I agree for the Committee on Appropriations 
th whatever appropriation bill in charge of the committee is 
pel xy at that time shall be withdrawn in order that a vote 
may be taken. I do not want to have it understood, and I 
can not agree as far as I can prevent it, to hold up appropria- 
tion bills in the meantime for debate on that subject. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask the Senator from Maine, How long 
will it take to pass the appropriation bills without any ob- 
structive tactics? Can you get through by Friday? 

Mr. HALE. That is to-morrow. We have got to be in con- 


tinuous session, and the ¢ 


Mr. OVERMAN. 


‘ommittee on Appropriations—— 
Can they be passed at this session at all? 


Mr. HALE. We can pass them if this arrangement is made. 
If we agree to take a vote on the tariff-board bill at 12 
o'clock on Friday we will get that out of the way and we will | 
pass every appropriation bill by Saturday noon, but we can not 
do it by easy work. I hope that will be agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr..President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maine yield 


to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. HALE. I do not want to spend any time in discussion. 
Will the Senate agree to that proposition? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine 
a que stion. 


Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have yet to learn that there is any 
disposition upon the part of any Senator here to extend the 


discussion on the tariff-board bill. 

Mr. HALE. I so understand. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If no Senator wishes to speak, is there 
any reason why the bill might not be passed to a vote much 
earlier than 12 o'clock to-morrow? 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me that is not very essential, but 
I do not care when the vote is taken. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is very plain, I think, that if the 
bill is not passed until 12 o’clock to-morrow and it hac got to 
be returned to the House there is grave danger that it might 


not get through at all. 

Mr. HALE. No; I do not think so. I want to say this to 
the Senator— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Unless there is some reason for the 


vote being deferred until that time, why not fix an earlier 
hour? 
Mr. HALE. I am entirely willing for a vote to-morrow 


morning. 


Mr. LA 'FOLLETTE. Say at 10 o’clock to-night. 


Mr. HALE. I do not object to that. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That would allow time for a confer- 
ence and the engrossing of the bill and would expedite the 


business of consideration. 

Mr. HALE. I will change the proposition; and ask that the 
vote be taken at 10 o’clock to-night on the tariff-board bill. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. HALE. I do. 

Mr. MONEY. I ean not understand why this little commis- 
sion is of more importance than the appropriation bills. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator see the trouble we are in? 


Mr. MONEY. I see the trouble that we are in. 

Mr. HALE. If we do not agree to something, we will not 
pass anything. 

Mr. MONEY. Let us consider the appropriation bills. But 
what I was about to say was, that I can not understand the | 


overpowering importance of this little tariff board, but I can | 


see the importance of passing the appropriation bills. I am 
myself perfectly willing to vote this very moment on the meas- 
ure which the Senator proposes—the tariff-commission bill. 

Mr. HALE. Let us vote to-night at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. MONEY. But we have no authority to say so for any- 
one and I do not believe the Democrats here are alto 
gether willing to have a fixed time. You have got the power to 
take the bill up whenever you want to by a vote, and can do soat 
this very moment. You have two-thirds of this House, and you 
have a right to take the bill up at this moment. Now, do that, 
and take the responsibility. 

Mr. HALE. I want to take up the appropriation bills also. 

Mr. MONEY. I do, too. 

Mr. ROOT. I beg to suggest that we should now yote on the 
bill. 


else, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the request of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate]. It is that at 10 o'clock 
to-night a yote be taken, without further debate, upon House 
bill 32010, to create a tariff board. Is there objection? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

Ir. HALE. I hope the Senator from North Carolina wi 
not object. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not desire to agree personally to a time 
for a vote on the bill, but I am perfectly willing that it b 
taken up right now, and as soon as the discussion 
think there will be some further discussion—that a vote 
taken in the regular course of business. I do not myself cars 
and I am only speaking for myself—to agree upon a specifi 
hour to vote upon the bill. 

Mr. HALE. What I am afraid of is, that if we do not bay 
any agreement the whole of this day will be consumed in dis 
cussion upon the bill and we shall not get the appropriation bills 
through. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think I can say to the Senator from Maine 
that if the bill is taken up in the regular course to-day, afte 
certain discussion, not in the nature of dilatory discussion, but 
upon the merits of the bill 

Mr. HALE. How much time? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I would not be willing to venture a state 
ment as to the time. For myself I should probably want about 
half an hour, but I do not know of any other Senator who 
would probably occupy much time. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I merely wish to ask one question of the 
other side of the Chamber, and that is, if they do not wish 
to agree upon a time certain for voting, can we get an assur 
ance from that side of the Chamber that a vote may be had 
upon this bill a sufficient time before the closing of this Con- 
gress to secure action in the other House and make the bill a 
law if it should pass both branches? 

Mr. SIMMONS. If there is anyone on this side who intends 
to indulge in anything except a meritorious discussion of the 
bill, I do not know of it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The information I desired was whether 
we could now get assurance that we could get a vote on the 
bill. 

Mr. HALE. It is a rather strange thing to me that, with 
the universal desire, I think, that we should not be foreed to 
fail in some of the appropriation bills, we can not make an 
agreement now. If we do not, then I shall ask that the Senate 
proceed at once to the consideration of the tariff-board bill, 
and take it up now. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine is mak 
ing a motion which the Chair did not understand. 


is over—I 


Maine 


I suggest to the Senator to make th 


TARIFF BOARD. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the conside! 
ation of the tariff-board bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves t 
proceed at once to the consideration of House bill 32010. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Regular order! 

Mr. BACON. Is that the tariff-board bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the tariff-board bill. 

Mr. BACON. I understood that was the unfinished b.si 
ness. 


Mr. HALE. It is; but it does not come up until the end 


of the morning hour; and I am trying to save time. Let us 
have a vote on my motion, Mr. President. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Pending that motion, I move that 


Senate proceed to the consideration of the Post Office appropri 
tion bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator can not make that motion 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Until the motion of the Sena‘ 
from Maine is disposed of the motion of the Senator from Ala- 
bama is not in order. The question is on the motion of the 

Senator from Maine. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays on the mo 
tion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when Mr. Frazrer’s name was called). 
As I have stated several times, the Senator from Tennesse 
[Mr. Frazier] is unavoidably absent on account of a death 10 
his family. He has a pair for to-day with the Senator from 


New Hampshire [Mr. BuRNHAM]. 
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Mr. PAYNTER (when his name was called). I have a gen- | 
eral pair with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. GuGGENHEIM }. 
He is necessarily absent from the Chamber, and I therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON 
paired with the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner], 
but I transfer that pair to my colleague, the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. pu Pont] and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am requested to announce that my col- 


ealled). I 
league [Mr. BurnuamM] is ill to-day and stands paired with the | 


(when his name was am 


itor from Tennessee [Mr. Frazier}. 
The result was announced—yeas 55, 


nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—55. 


Reveridge Clarke, Ark. Gronna Penrose 
Borah Crane Hale Perkins 
Pradley Crawford Jones Piles 
randegee Cullom Kean Richardson 
rt rs Cummins La Follette Root 
] ow Curtis Lodge Scott 
Br n Depew Lorimer Smoot 
| tt Dick MeCumber Stephenson 
Pr ws Dillingham Nelson Sutherland 
I yn Dixon Newlands Warner 
( er Flint Nixon Warren 
( berlain Frve Oliver Wetmore 
Clapp Gallinger Owen Young 
( k, Wyo. Gamble Page 
NAYS—23. 

Bacon Gore Shively Taliaferro 
I \ Johnston Simmons Taylor 
B head Martin Smith, Md. Thornton 
IK eley Money Smith, 8S. Cc. Tillman 
Culberson Overman Stone Watson 
Kl her Percy Swanson 

NOT VOTING—135. 
Aldrich du Pont Heyburn Terrell 
ourne Foster Paynter 
Burnham Frazier Rayner 
Davis Guggenheim Smith, Mich. 


So Mr. Hate’s motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in 


Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill 
(EH. RR. 82010) to create a tariff board. 


REVISION 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I present a conference report 
on the bill (S. 7031) to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
relating to the judiciary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The report has been read. 


OF LAWS—JUDICIARY TITLE, 


Mr. OVERMAN. Let it be read again. This is another | 
report. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I object. 

Mr. OVERMAN, I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The report has been read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The report has once been read. 

Mr. OVERMAN, This is another report. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will allow I wish 


me, to | 
make a brief statement. The report has been read with the 
exception of the reserved point, upon which there now a 
unanimous report. The only part of the report that has not 


is 


been read is section 28. The rest of the report was read yes- 
terday. We have all agreed upon section 28, on both sides. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the part 
of the report that he did not read yesterday. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
Sec. 28. On page 23, in line 22, after the words “ United States,” 
strike out the remainder of the section, reading: “Provided further, 


rhat no suit against a corporation or joint-stock company brought in a 
e court of the State in which the plaintiff resides, or in which the 
» of action arose, or within which the defendant has its place of 
siness or carries on its business, shall be removed to any court of the 


United States on the ground of diverse citizenship.” 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, that is the portion stricken 
out, and it leaves the law stand as it is to-day. 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 


— 


consideration of the conference report? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE, If it will not involve any debate, I do 


not object, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 
question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

rhe report was agreed to. 


The 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CLAPP submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
28406) making appropriation for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, 
for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1912, having met, after full 
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and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered S82. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: 

Strike out all of the proposed amendment and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“Any licensed trader on the Standing Rock Indian Reserva- 
tion in North Dakota, who has any claim against any Indian 
of said reservation for goods sold to such Indian, may file an 
itemized statement of said claim with the Indian superintendent. 
Said superintendent shall forthwith notify said Indian in writ- 


ing 


of the filing of said claim and request him to appear within 
a reasonable time, to be fixed in said notice, and present any 
objections he may have to the payment thereof, or any offset 
or any counterclaim thereto. 

“If said Indian appears and contests said claim, or any item 
therein, the said superintendent shall notify the said trader and 
fix a time for a meeting of the parties thereto, and shall on a 
hearing thereof use his efforts to secure an agreement as to the 
amount due between the said parties. If the said Indian shall 
not appear within the time specified in the the 
intendent shall call in the said trader and carefully investigate 
every item of said account and ascertain the amount due there- 
on. Any account so ascertained by the inritendent or any 
account admitted by the Indian shall be and remain an account 
stated between the parties thereto. 

“That any moneys which shall thereafter become due to said 
Indian by reason of any annuity or other indebtedness from the 
Government of the United States, or for property sold by or 
on account of such Indian and which shal! under the con- 
trol of the Secretary of the Interior, or any agent or superin- 
tendent, shall be paid such Indian only at the agency head- 
quarters. And it shall be the duty of such agent or superin- 
tendent to use his influence, advice, and good otftices, to the end 
that such Indian shall, as rapidly as his means shall permit, 
pay the said account stated.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from 
ment of the Senate numbered 76, 


notice, super- 


supe 


be 


its disagreement 


and 


to the amend- 
the same with an 


agree to 


amendment as follows: Strike out all of said amendment and 
in lieu thereof insert the following: 

“That any person who prior to March 1, 1909, made home- 
stead entry for land in the Uintah Indian Reservation, in 


the 
State of Utah, under the act of May 27, 1902, and acts supple- 
mentary thereto, and who has not abandoned the may 
make commutation proof therefor: Provided, Such person las 
fully complied with the provisions of the homestead laws xs to 
improvements, and has maintained an actual bona fide residence 


same 


upon the land for a period of not less than eight months and 
upon payment thereof of $1.25 per acre: Provided furiher, That 
nothing contained herein shall affect any valid adverse claim 
initiated prior to the passage of this act.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Mosrs FE. CrLapp, 
P. J. McCUMBER,. 
W. J. STONE, 
Managers on the part of the Senat 
Cuas. H. Burk! 
P. P. CAMPBELL, 
JNO. H. STEPHENS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 
TARIFF ROARD. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 32010) to create a tariff board, 


Mr. OVERMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from South Carolina ? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, 
the bill now before the Senate has reference to 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That the bill 


Senate. 


I understand 
a tariff board. 


is now before the 


Mr. SMITH of South Carolina addressed the Senate. After 
having spoken for some time, 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator from South Carolina if he 
will yield to me for a brief executive session—for a few 


minutes only. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I yield, although I am not 
near through. This is the first opportunity I have had to give 
my views on governmental affairs. I have been a novitiate in 
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this body, and IT have tried to follow the old-established rule | 
th have to be here two years before you speak at length, 
I was desirous of giving this body a thorough sample of 
just what I was capable of when I was in the spirit on the 
Lord's day, and I am to-day, 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 


Che motion was agreed to, and the 


consideration of executive business. 


Senate proceeded to the 
After 28 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reo] ened. 


TARIFF BOARD. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 32010) to create a tariff board. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carol Mr. President, I do not pro- 
pose to take up very much time, but I do want to get on record 
giving my reasons why I do not believe that this board is a 
necessity. I hold in my hand here the report from the minority 
and the majority of the Committee on Investigation of the High 
Cost of Living. The two parties are divided on the one issue of 
the tariff question, we on our side affirming and alleging that 
the tariff, high protection, is the cause of the high cost of living, 
and, on the other hand, the Republicans claim that it has noth- 
ing to do with it. We have 
mittee. There were men selected from this side who 
gated as thoroughly as the men on the other side, for we did it 
together. We examined the same witnesses and heard the same 
reports and reached as diametrically opposite conclusions as 
was possible. 

We were practically a tariff board, with all the facts sub- 
mitted to us; and after we had examined the witnesses, after 
we had discussed all the matters that came before us, the ma- 
jority brought in a report exonerating the tariff, reaching an 
entirely different conclusion from that which we, the minority, 
reached. 

Now, suppose the President of the United States appoints a 
bipartisan board as is contemplated in this resolution, 
from the Democratic Party and some from the Republican 
Party. No matter what data they get the conclusions drawn 
will be in exact accord with the political bias of the different 
parties. If, on the other hand, we accept the amendment which 
proposes that the House and Senate appoint the members, we 
would have exactly the same condition. I want to say that I 


as 


some 


think it is beneath the dignity of the Senate of the United | 
States here in the last hour, when he have 9 or 10 appro- 


priation bills to pass, that the people of this country have a 
right to expect that we shall not consume the time in bargain- 
ing and counterbargaining for an opening for the purpose of 
carrying through some pet measure, when it is absolutely essen- 
tial that these great matters shall be disposed of. It no 
wonder that the people have become restive and are seeking 


is 


some relief from the present status of affairs. I can not under- 
stand how men occupying the positions that we occupy can 
afford to allow themselves to become parties to these proceed- 


ings that we have had here from night to night and day to day, 
when questions of grave importance are before us. 

Mr. President, it to me that we have no right to con 
sume the time of the Senate in attempting to pass those meas- 
ures for which there has been no great demand from the people. 
We are now beginning to delegate step by step the powers which 


seems 


? 
i¢ 





are given to us under the Constitution to men who will not be 
responsible under the Constitution, and, if we do our duty as 
men, we shall settle on the floor of the Senate by open and free 
dis ion the great questions involved in governmental affairs, 


and not delegate them board which 
have no control. 

The people of the United States did not elect the members of 
this body for the purpose of allowing them in turn to delegate 
the powers granted them under the Constitution to some irre 
spol le board. 


i Interstate Commerce Commission 


to a over we practically 


is not a parallel case. 
Every one is affected in exactly the same manner by virtue of 


any rate legislation made for the railroads. But each and every 
one is not affected the same way by the operation of the tariff. 
The re portions of this country which, by the nature of soil 
and mate, can not produce the raw material but can manu 
facture, and hence by the very nature of the case become the 
bet ries of the protective tariff. The line of demarcation 
is « rly drawn. 

rake the New England States, with their bleak hills, sterile 
soil, with their great water power. It is naturally the home of 
the manufacturer. Take the fertile fields of the South and West, 
the natural fields for the production of the raw material. 


two reports coming from that com- | 
investi- | 


| 
| 

Is it not natural, therefore, for the South and West to want 
to have the freest access to the markets of the world? While, 
on the other hand, it is quite as natural from a selfish stand- 
point for New England and those countries dependent 
manufacturing enterprises for their welfare to have a high 
protective tariff. As I stated here to-day, the battle that is 
being fought in the political arena of America, reduced to its 
last analysis, is a contest between those who are dependent 
upon favored legislation and those who are simply dependent 
upon the bounty of God for their welfare. You can abrogate 
for a time the natural law, but a false principle wrought into 


upon 


real life will work for itself disaster, and it has already done 
this in the economical affairs in America. Who can stard 
here and fail to justify the cotton grower of the South in 


protesting against selling his cotton in the free markets of 
the world and then paying the manufacturers of Americ: 
hundred per cent on the very articles made from the raw 
materials that he himself produced. 





I have seen, Mr. President, poor, poverty-stricken ones in y 
the fields of the South, who have produced on their fan 
cotton enough to have clothed a hundred while they themsely: 
|} went naked. Not because what was raised was not suflicient 
to clothe them and give them a profit, but because there was 
| wrung from their pockets by unjust protection on the sh 
|} they wore and clothes they wore and hardware and hous 
furnishings they used all the profits that would have natur: 
come to them. Take the millionaire manufacturer, and fr 
| the producer of the raw material is wrung the profit that he 
the producer, has made, in order to enrich the manufacturer. 

What is true about the cotton of the South is absolutely true 
about the wheat of the West. There has been put upon the 
statute books a duty on wheat, when the monstrous absurdity 
presents itself that here we have a duty to prevent the im 
portation of wheat, while we are the biggest wheat-exporting 
country in the world. Do you not see that it is perfectly natural 
for those who produce the raw material to ask, not that their 
| article shall be protected, but that the manufactured article 
| shall be unprotected as well? 

Again, what happened here last year—to show the attitude 
of these two contending forces? When the producers of thy 
cotton of the South had been by Providence restricted in their 
output, and the spindles of the world had increased in the last 
two or three years from 15 to 20 per cent, and the use of the 
cotton had advanced beyond the dream of the most sanguine, 
the natural tendency of the law of supply and demand was that 
|} as the article was increasing in demand that the price shou! 
rise. Compared with the price of the manufactured article, t! 
price of the raw material was absurdly low. Some southe 
men believing that the price should go up by virtue of the |: 
of supply and demand, and recognizing the power of organiz 
wealth and brain to frustrate and to emasculate a natural liv 
| met and discussed plans by which the law of supply and d 
| mand might be put into operation. They agreed that if certs 
mills throughout the country would take this cotton i. °v wot 
go on the exchanges and buy at the absurd price tha. certai 
individuals who did not own a pound were offering it at. 

These men made a proposition to the mills that they would 
buy these tissue-paper contracts and then demand the spe 
fulfillment of these contracts if the mills would agree to tx 
it off of our hands. What did that mean? It meant that th: 
would supply the mills with the actual cotton at a price wh 
was lower than that which obtained in the South at that tin 
These men went to work in their legitimate way and d 
tributed these contracts amongst the mills; then what h 
pened? Just the moment the price began to rise certain parti 
who had sold this cotton and did not own a pound of it i 
dicted these men or reported them to the grand jury, and t! 
| Attorney General of the United States issued warrants and had 
them haled into court, under the absurd idea that it was 
restraint of trade, while the men who had sold this cott 
| that they did not own were allowed to go free. Can not } ‘ 
| understand at a glance that no matter what kind of board ) 
may appoint, if it is bipartisan, the man who can not produce . 


the raw material and wants it cheap, wants a law passed 
which he can profit in his business while the man who produces 
the raw material wants no interference, because the produ 


of the raw material under the law of trade is forced to i 
at world prices if he produces sufficient to meet the needs, ; 
only of his people, but of the world at large. 
{At this point Mr. Smirn of South Carolina yielded for an 
executive session. ] 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, in resuming 5 


my remarks on this proposed tariff commission, I should like to 
| disabuse the minds of Senators of any idea that I am myself at 
| tempting a filibuster or to in any way delay the order of busi 
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ness. I feel like it is my duty to discuss what I believe are the | turer. I shall not draw any distinet b ‘ l 
merits—if there be any merits—and the demerits of this pro-| turer's business and other vocations. I a ‘ » confi 
posed mx ure myself to this: How many Senators on this side l many 
! ke to call the attention of some of the advocates of | on the other side believe in their heart of h I t I : 
t tion of Senators by direct vote to the absurd position in | and file of the manufacturers who ea 
\ they place themselves in reference to this measure when | unselfishly clamoring for it fo \ \ 
They claim that we ought to have Senator laborers who have to work in their factories I their mines? 
‘ by the people for the reason that the legislatures are more Here comes in another absurdity Phe w tl 
corrupt practices, or more easily approached and | will protect the much-talked of and dear ed A in 
trolled thanare thegreat massof the people, and they citedsome | laborer in the Halls of Congress, and th fling wide t ‘ 
sant and unfortunate instances to prove that selfish | to the scum and offscouring of Europe and bring thi 
interests wishing to control legislation could take a few men, | into our country in direct competition with ¢ \ i 
manipulate a few men, pervert justice, and distort law easier | American labor. 
y could go out among the rank and file of the people The highest type which a legislator ca to 
i do so. But almost with the next breath these very advo- | eliminate low and selfish interests and legislate for the b 


ates of this measure declare that we, representing all the | terests of all the people; and when we fail in tha Mr. |} 


‘ es, are not competent, on account of selfish interests, to de- | dent, it is simply because of the result of an unfo1 
cide the great question as to what shall be the proper attitude | cumstance which took place 45 years ago. There w 
of the Government in collecting its revenue and protecting its | alienation in sentiment between the sections as we 


ustries; but that we, the representatives of the people, cer- | alienation commercially in those things we prod 
tainly mere numerous than this proposed commission, must sur- | God, that is passing rapidly; and I rejoice to 


render our commission and put it into the hands of a very few | common to one section being devel 








eloped in rs 
n: in other words, reduced to its last analysis, it means that | that we are beginning to get toget agail 
the election of the representatives of the people the people But there is not enough know! on tl f tl 1" 
must be taken into the confidence of those seeking these seats, | Senator from South Carolina of the condition hat « in) 
and, when they have happily carried that point, with the next | Wisconsin, and there is not enough knowledge on t ol 
breath they demand the passage of an act that would take | the Senator from Wisconsin of the condit s tl exis y 
vay from them the very power given and delegated to them | section. We need to mingle more, and here is é ‘ 
by virtue of that vote, and put it into the hands of a few men | of a better one, for us to mingle, not on } , 
to control the economic policy of this Government. for sectional supremacy, but on cooperativ« s, figh fe 
I sist that we can not play fast and loose with the American | American supremacy. 
people. In every move of this kind where there is a contradic When we come here to discuss the tariff question it is a 
tion in logic and a contradiction of seeming sincerity, the Ameri- | battle. Who pretends to say it is not? It iot a battle of 
ain people have a right to know what is the motive other than | great statesmanship to bring about the best interests of ; on 


pure, clear truth and logic. They say to the people, *‘ We want | cerned, but it is a battle of self-interests, to se 


who wi drive 
to get into your confidence; we want the initiative and referen- | and who will follow. 


dum: we want to bring the Government down as close as is Mr. GORE. Mr. President——~— 
compatible with anything like expedition to where the great voice | The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bruises in the chair) 


of the people can immediately effect legislation; they stand | Does the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from 
here and make eloquent speeches in pleading for the rights of | Oklahoma? 

the American people to come in direct contact with those who Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do. 

legislate, or with legislation; and then these same advocates, in | Mr. GORE. I rose to suggest the absence of a quorum. 
the very next breath, stand here and demand and plead for a | Mr. SMITH of South Carolina I hope tl 

measure which proposes to take out of the hands of those to | do that. Senators are down at lunch. I ask my friend not 
whom it is delegated this power and put it into the hands of | to make that suggestion. 

other men to decide the grave economic questions that come be-| Mfr. GORE. 
fore us, and upon which the welfare of this country depends. 


ie Senator will not 


Very well; I withdraw the suggestion 


Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Just the other day the lresi 

\s I said a moment ago, we can not expect the American | gent of the United States submitted a proposition C es in 
people to have confidence in us when we, the highest legislative | order to brine xbout. as he thought. a better condition for the 
body in this country, or in the world, are guilty of such incon- | American laborer—because no man dare stand here on this floor 


sistency. 
Now, I should like to call attention, Mr. President, to the cir- | 
mstances, perhaps, or the conditions that have caused a 
ind for a tariff commission. There has come such com- 
nt, there has been such unrest amongst the people that 
ine earnest men here from the new Western States, with 
eir persistency and with their determination to right wrongs, 
have at last forced their own party to deal fairly, in a measure 
t least, with the American people. I am going to take this 


and tell me that the high cost of living has not ground the face 

of the poor; tell me that the doubling of the p ! 

| doubling of the price of flour, the doubling of the price of th 

necessities of life has been followed pari pasu by a doubl oft 

the wages of those who produce and labor in field and in factory! 
I myself have seen distress; I have see retrenchment t 

where it was absolutely cruel in the homes of the poor on a 


count of these high prices. The matter with the Americ: Se 


r 








j} ate, Mr. President and gentlemen, is this: Most of us are too 
occasion to stand here, and though I am greatly disappointed | fay removed from the bleeding. suffering hearts of those tha 
at they should, in my judgment, be misguided in advocating | produce that out of which we roll in wealtl i want the S 
he creation of a tariff board, because I believe it means the | ate to remember one thing Thank God. the leve that a mot! 
tical undoing of all that they have done—I am going to take | and father have for their children is not measured bv the 
s occasion to say that I feel like taking off my hat in the | her of dollars thev own in spite of th are 
resence of that little coterie of true-hearted, plucky Americans | of the work-dist« rte d hands. in spite of the se ed cl 
who dared on the floor of the United States Senate to antago- | which the blo« of beautv has be mitten | the e1 (dl 


e and confront the rulers, who in years past to confront | of poverty and adversity: in spite « t f k 













ant ruin. I pay them this tribute, though I am sorry that | God. undernean that i are ite < 
they have committed themselves to this measure, for I am per- | distortions. the poverty-stricken moth oves the bright darling 
ded that the true thing for us to do, the true thing for you | ahout her feet wit! as cloriou ned ¢ ove as @% | ed 
to do, is not to ask that our power shall be delegated to a small | in the heart of a queen 
w, but that we shall purify the Senate by virtue of our agi That is the problem: that is the inspiratim hat is 
tion until what we do here will need no commission. AS} for righteousness in America: and I for one cde 
Burns says: bevond price to stand here at the seat of les m tl 
rll n y men are villians a’; | inevitably affect for weal or woe my people and enter 
The real, harden’d, wicked, », . <a ae ae 
Wha hne nae check but human law, test against any legislation which I believe w not iv ' 
Are to a few restricked: | rights to all and special privileges to none under the vi 
a or arc unco week, | ‘The papers have been filled with the cry “ Ba o the 1 
If self th w ‘ ring ‘lance shake, | “back to the farm.” Why? Because you are crowding i » The 
It’s rarely right adjusted! cities, preempting the work of the already y dwellers keg 
Now, Mr. President, I am going to challenge everyone on this | are 40 cents dozen. Ment is high. Provisio re h 
site and on the other side not to answer me directly, but in his | some of us who claim the privilege of staying in the easy 
heart We say that we want to equalize the difference in the | and enjoying a good living at others’ expens nsist tl 
cost of production here and abroad in order to protect American | shall go back in order to cheapen living for us and allow us to 
labor and then guarantee a reasonable profit to the manufac- ' feast on you a bit longer. Who are the ones who made the cry 





farms?” 
out of 


the 


making a fortu 
ways and through 


ne 
l} 


the banking business go into the high- 
printing tell men to come 


presses 
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Did you hear any banker who wie 


into t banking business? Did you hear any politician who | 
v ijoying the pleasure of serving his people in the Halls 
of Congress clamoring for others to study politics, that they 
might pick up where he left off, or, if these students proved | 
themselves better than he, take his place? 


In « word, Mr. President, in any great wealth-producing pro- 
fessions, or avocations, have you heard any man 
clamor law,” “back to medicine,” “back to the 
railroad “back to the great manufacturing enter- 
pr No. The cry has been, “back to the farm.” “ We 
need a broader foundation of bleeding hearts and poverty- 
stricken bodies in order that velvet-shod feet may walk a little 
smoother.” That is why. You do not deceive them. You do not 
deceive them by your proposed tariff commission. You do not 
deceive them by your false assertions as to measuring the differ- 
ence between the cost of production at home and abroad. You 
do not deceive them by any of your subterfuges, because, thank 
God! He means that every man shall have an equal chance on 
the fighting line of life. And as the race has progressed He 
has given them the facilities to progress. Step by step, from the 
impenetrable darkness of the earlier ages, when ignorance was 
the plaything of intellect—as it has ever been—the rich and the 
powerful fed upon the proceeds of the poor and helpless. But 
the printing press, the facilities for transportation, for com- 
munication, the thousand avenues for men to meet, are within 
the reach of the poor. We have our daily papers and magazines, 
and knowledge to-day is being put at such a price that it is 
covering the earth, as the waters the sea, and the man out in 
the woods, in the far rural districts, is becoming as cosmopolitan 
as the man who walks the streets of Washington, and you can 
not fool him any more. He is coming into his own. 

This country was startled last year. The great trust buster 
of America did what? He went abroad and joined battle with 
the fierce beasts of Africa. Then he landed as a great trium- 
phant hero on these shores to dictate to the American people 
the policy they should pursue. And in one fell swoop the fiat 
went forth in the November elections—the people served no- 
tice on all self-appointed leaders that they were still to be reck- 
oned with. I say to-day that if the Democratic Party, with 
this the first sign of dawn on its horizon, does not see fit to 
take advantage of the opportunity, in honesty, in fearlessness, 
and in integrity, to some of the vexed problems that 
affect us and relieve some of the burdens that oppress us, then 
there shall be found in America some one who will bring the 
relief. We have our opportunity. 

As 1 said a moment ago, speaking of this spurious doctrine— 
that we wish to have a tariff that will measure the difference 
between the of labor here and abroad—everyone knows 
that the most startling absurdity that was ever expressed was 
that we by artificial law have attempted to indefinitely perpetu- 
ate the enrichment of a few at the expense of the many. 

I am not a free trader. I allow my free-trade tendencies to 
run just to one point and there stop, and that is to collect from 
all the importations, regardless of what they are, sufficient reve- 
nue to run this Government and to restrict the expense of 
Government down to the last possible dollar commensurate 
with the efficient administration of our administrative affairs. 

I am not going to vote for this measure. I should like to call 
your attention to just one other thought. 

You can not get away from this fact. I said the other night, 
in my speech on reciprocity, I do not propose to question the 
President’s motives no more than he has a right 


vocations, 


“back to 


business,” 


solve 


cost 


to question 


mine. As an official, and the chief official, I think it is the 
duty of each and every one to give him such implicit con 
fidence as to encourage confidence on his part in us, I have 


no patience with this unfortunate habit that we are drifting 
into of speaking of the President as though he were not worthy 
of confidence after he has been placed in this position of trust 
and tremendous responsibility. I believe he should be strength 
ened. I believe that even though he were a weak man he 
could fill in a measure the place of a strong man were he 
given the strong, undivided support of those upon whom he is 
dependent for the execution of the laws of the country. 

tle comes right into the face of this acute stage in America’s 
production of the necessaries of life and their consequent rise, 
and proposes a remedy, small perhaps in area, but still a be- 
ginning, and what do we do? We propose a tariff commission. 
How long would it take that tariff commission to begin the 
business of relieving the condition that confronts us? We 
strongly oppose making a beginning for the relief of the peo- 
ple. ‘The western wheat grower says, “I must have protection 
on my wheat, because the people who eat my bread must 
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enrich me, even though they and theirs go on a crust a day.” 
I do not believe they say that, but some of their representatives 
pretend like they do. I do not believe they themselves say it, 
because it is an absurdity. 
Mr. GRONNA. Will the Senator yield for a question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the- Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. With pleasure. 
Mr. GRONNA. Does the Senator from South 


Carolina be- 


| lieve that the proposed agreement is reciprocal in its terms? 


Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. As far as I have the ability 
to read the English language; yes, I do. 

Mr. GRONNA. Will the Senator name certain manufactured 
articles that the farmer will be able to buy cheaper under thi 
agreement as compared with the present tariff law? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. You have some farm imple- 
ments in there—harvesters, reapers, and binders, and others that 
I could call attention to. I will go to my desk and get it and 
read the list. But even suppose there is but one. That one is 
more than has ever been done before, and it is a beginning. 

Mr. GRONNA. I wish to state to the Senator that the rate 
is not changed on farm implements, binders, wagons, and sv» 
forth. There is no change. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. In Schedules C and D there 
is an understanding. Now, to be perfectly fair, there is an unde 
standing that upon the ratification of this treaty, if Schedule 
A and Schedule B are put into operation, then these others wil! 
naturally follow in their reciprocal relations. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not want the Senators over here to 
think that I am talking to kill time. I am trying to talk to k 
iniquity, not time. I am talking to kill this injustice, if I can 
Why should I stand here and waste the time of the Senate wl 
great issues are affecting me, and thank God I am a repr 
sentative direct from the people, from the field. I have 
other profession, vocation, or avocation, and yet because I 
not trained in the law to split hairs and to differentiate to 1 
shadow of a shade the Supreme Court’s interpretation of t! 
law some hear me indifferently. The people themselves a1 
no more competent to understand these abstrusities than |, 
and you have no right to make a law that the great rank ani 
file, though they be uneducated, can not understand. \ 
are legislating for the American people and not for lawye! 
We have legislated all these years for the courthouses and 1 
for the people, and it is the shame of the American people t! 

a direct répresentative from the American people, coming fr 
them, is looked upon by certain professional classes as bt 
unfitted for the work of legislation. 

Mr. GRONNA. Will the Senator from South Carolina pe 
me to ask him another question? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. TI will. 

Mr. GRONNA. Then, if I understand the Senator corre 
he is willing to give the farmer the same opportunity that 
would accord to the manufacturer? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. 
I qualify it. 

Mr. GRONNA. Does the Senator believe that it is being d 
in this proposed agreement? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do, for this reason: 
makes no difference to me whether or not another profits b) 
injustice. If I am the proper kind of a man and have 
proper character, I will not profit by injustice, but ratlier st 
by my principles and lose all I have, if necessary, to uphold 
that principle. 

To illustrate, I know exactly the comparison that you w 
to make, that when the farmer sells the wheat in the free 
open markets of the world he should not be compelled to | 
what he needs in the protected market. As I said the ol 
night. to repeat now, if I was so unfortunate as to live in a « 
munity of thieves, whose profit was dependent upon their ( 
honesty and their thievery, and I was being ruined by th 
thievery and dishonesty, what would be my proper attitu 
To denounce that thievery and dishonesty or join forces W 
them and say, “I will be dishonest and steal, too, until I 
get a law passed that will either prohibit it or educate pu 
opinion to where they will not allow it.” 

What is my proper attitude? To stand by my conviction 
what is right, regardless of whether there is a dollar in if 
me or for you? There is a certain story written in an old | 
that on a hill over in the east one man went to the cross ral 


In justice; yes, in just 


than to succumb to the seduction of court and power. | 
eould afford to allow himself to be crucified for human! 
sake. Any map who enjoys the blessing of civilization t 


dares do less is not worthy of the sacrifice that the Man 
Galilee made for modern civilization, 
plause in the galleries. ] 


[Manifestations of a)- 
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Now. Mr. President, I am glad of having this opportunity. 
My ideal of the United States Senate was of so high an order 
that I thought my association with them would be a blessing, 
and that I would go back to the people rejuvenated with high 
ideals of the relationship of people to their legislators and their 
legi to the people. Mr. President, I bring no railing 
accusation, but what an awakening I have had! I have come 
here with old-fashioned ideals of honesty and square dealing 
to find them out of place. 

Mr. President, I understand thoroughly that God puts a pre- 
on brains. He puts a premium on thrift. 


slaters 


mium He puts a pre- 
wium on every industry controlled by intelligence, and the 
icnorant and poor must take the wage of the ignorant and 
the poor. The nearer a man approaches the animal the nearer 
he has got to take the wage of the animal—which is his 


feed and keep. The higher he gets in intelligence the better he 
ible to avail himself of those forces that make for civiliza- 
un, culture, refinement, and wealth. 

rherefore the great lesson for the masses of the people to 
learn, and which they are learning, is not the teaching of the 
demagogues who would have them to believe that because they 
are poor they are entitled to special privileges and that poverty 
au badge of honer, but rather to learn the road which leads 
from poverty to a higher condition of life. 

Mr. President, I have seen a young American start out as a 
farmer to build a home, and to realize the hopes and ambitions 
that burn within us all. I have seen him take to his heart a 
heautiful girl, and these two, in perfect happiness, begin the 
journey of life. I have seen the farm that they tilled produce 
year after year an abundance of that out of which the world 
grew rich, but left them poor. But they strove on; each year 
hoping that the next year would bring a realization to offset the 
disappointment of the one preceding. They had an humble 
home; there were no carpets on the floor, no pictures on the 


tie 


wall; their clothes were the coarsest and cheapest; their table 
was furnished with the barest necessities of life. Yet they 


worked on and heped on, in spite of the fact that hope deferred 
was making the heart sick, and each year witnessed the death 
of a fond hope. In these years there were gathered about their 
feet the little pledges of their faithfulness, each to the 
other—for whom they dreamed even more extravagant dreams 
than they had dreamed for themselves; I have seen the mother, 
with the loving mother’s heart, laboring and toiling, willing to 
lo any drudgery; willing to put her body in the stony road of 
in order that the feet of her darlings might have a 
smoother road to travel than mother had walked. 


ones 


ao 


poverty, 


[ have seen the father, racked by disease, struggle on to 
better a condition which he could not understand. I have seen 
tl ittle family at the Christmas time, the time when the 
(‘hristian world celebrates the birth of Him who brought the 

ne of “ peace on earth, good will to men.” I have seen the 


her of this family at this time start to market with that 

h represented the labor of this struggling home. I have 

him when he came to this market and as he passed from 

e to the other of those who stood in the market place to buy; 

have seen him with a mute helplessness written on his care- 
where was depicted the tragedy of unjust legisk 

tion. I have seen him unable to cope with the organized forces 

1at he found, surrender a year’s labor and carry back to his 

e disappointment and pain. 

in studying these conditions, seeing this tragedy of the op- 
ssed, 1 pledged myself then—as I pledge the Senate now 

I shall strive to see to it that those who produce the wealth 

his country shall enjoy the proceeds of the wealth they 


auce. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, I shall owe no apology for th: 

¢ [shall consume. Impressed with the magnitude of the busi 

ss before the Senate at this session, I have steadily refrained 
the use of time except when the oecasion in all respe 


he 
1 it rhe conditions now confronting the Senate present 
ssue that should not be misunderstood. We are within 4S 
of final adjournment. There are eight annual appropria- 
that remain unconsidered. These carry a total of 

y 9500,000,000. They provide means for the execution of 
wers committed to the several departments of the Govern- 
In the presence of this startling situation, the chairman 


Wiis 


ihe Committee on Appropriations ignores these appropriation | 


} 


moves the Senate to proceed to the consideration of a 
political measure and make it the unfinished business, 


rely 


d this motion is adopted by the members of the dominant | 


tty in this Chamber. 
We hear whispers of a filibuster. If there is such a move- 
ht on, who are parties to it? Being a novice in the Senate, 
im curious to learn the secrets of a parliamentary procedure 
that deliberately forces the great supply bills into the back- 
sround at this late hour in the session. 


. 


Several of these bills ' 


are crowded with new and general legislation. Some of the new 
lation involves vital pol in government. 
How much mischief has crept into these bills in the haste and 


legis questions of policy 


rush of committee work since they came from the House, no 
one can know. The party dominant in this Senate has had 
from 12 to 14 years of unrestrained power within which to 
create a tariff board. Do the Senators representing that party 
on this floor now require the country to believe that the neces 
sity of sueh a board has suddenly become so erw ’ as 
to justify postponement of the appropriation bills, and the con- 
sequent choice between the starvation of government and an 
extraordinary session of Congress? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. SHIVELY. TI do. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want to call the Senator's attention to a 
fact that I think ought to be emphasized in connection with 
the remarks he is making. When the Senator from Mississippi 
fMr. Money], speaking for his Democratic associates, and he 


so stated, proposed to the other side of the Chamber that we 
should now take up and pass all of the appropriation bills be 
fore any other subject of legislation was considered, the other 
side of the Chamber not so much as responded in any way to 


the suggestion, but he was met with a demand that we fix an 


hour to vote upon this bill. 





Mr. SHIVELY. A demand without a reason 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In 
diana yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SHIVELY. I do. 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not understand what the Senate ‘id at 
the beginning of his remarks. I would like to have him re 
peat it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I said that this morning when the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Money], speaking for the Democrats 
n this body, and he s tated that he s} e for his ty, 
made a plain, direet, unqualified proposit to the >+ te 
that we take up now the appropriation bills, and that we pro 
ceed to no other business until all of those b have beet 
acted upon and passed, and that that suggestion and that pre 
sition on the part of the Senator from Mississippi, speaking 
for his party, was absolutely ignored by the majority in this 
body, and the only response, if it could be lled a response, 
was a demand that we should agree to fixing a time upon which 
t! ote upon this tariff-board bill she DT n 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator st know that if 
that request had been complied with it would mean the bso 
lute defeat of the bill under consideration. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That. Mr. President, is exactly the point I 
wish to emphasize and call to the attention of the country, te 
wit, that the majority in this body have deliberately deter 
mined that for the purpose of curing a ipon tl bill 
they will defeat, if necessal I wT { pprop. t 
bills that have not yet be ind foree an « : 
session, 

Mr. SMOOT. On the other hand, tl finished 


ness before the Senate, and the S r know { 
Mr. OVERMAN. It is not the 1 nished | ess now 
Mr. SHIVELY. It was ma | finis usiness |] 
Senator and those who are cooperating wit! 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly; it was made tl 


by the Senate, and I do not care 
“Mr. SIMMONS. The gravamen and ning of the 
tion of the Senator from Mississippi w f tl thet d 
consented to it, we would, by consent, dis; t] | 
ness by the appropriation bills 
Mr. SMOOT. I do not desire to t 
sion, but if there had been an agreement to 
requested, as late as Friday at 
been no further discussion and we would eeded 
liately to the consideration of 
Mr. SIMMONS. With the 
diana I want to ask the Senator fr \ 
not matter of fact, been mad pon t er sid f tl 
Ch r that a certain element of that sid i be | 1 
to take charge of this bill and force it to a regard f 
the fate of the appropriation bills, and tl the balance of that 
side will stand by them in that proceeding 


Mr. SHIVELY. The silence of the Senate oqu ; 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I am not going to be drawn into 
discussion simply to take up time. I could answer tl 
question very—— 
| Mr. SIMMONS. 


al \ 


The Senator 


He 





interjected himself into it by asking me a question 
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Mr. SHIVELY. It will be a good deal easier for the Senator 
to answer the question than to evade it. 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘The question put by the Senator could be an- 
swered very easily by saying there was no such agreement. 

Mr. SHIVELY. ‘Tro what agreement does the Senator now 
refer? 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator from Indiana will permit me, 
the Senator from Utah says it could be answered. Does the 
Senator say that there was no such agreement understanding 


on the part of the majority? 

Mr. SMOOT. I can say that 
the question of the Senator - 

Mr. SIMMONS, What kind of an agreement 
to keeping this bill before the Senate to 
consideration of any other legislation? 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘The question is not pertinent to the question 
under discussion. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Its pertinency is what makes it troublesome. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senator if there was an agreement 
on the part of the majority Members of this body that this par- 
ticular bill should be kept before the Senate to the last minute 
of the session, if necessary to secure its passage, to the exclu- 
sion of other and more important legislation, in my opinion, 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘There was no such agreement. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But the Senator will not state what was 
the character of the agreement as affecting the consideration 
of this bill in preference to other important measures. 

Mr. SMOOT. The agreement was that the bill should be the 
unfinished business, and that is what it is. 

Mr. SIMMONS. And should remain the unfinished business 
to the exclusion of all other bills, 

Mr. SMOOT. As long as the Senate makes it so. 

Mr. SIMMONS. ‘Fhe Senator will not make any direct an- 
swer and I will not press him any further about it. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, this colloquy has tended some- 
what to clear the atmosphere. An agreement was entered into 
on the other side of the Chamber by which this bill is given 
the right of way over eight annual appropriation bills. This 
was done in the face of the manifest fact that such agreement 
means that the appropriation bills must fail of passage or be 
rushed through at the last moment without any semblance of 
adequate consideration. What is back of such agreement? Is 
there not another measure in the background that is the real 
cause of the unprecedented delay in reporting out the appro- 
priation bills? The gentlemen’s agreement is gradually getting 
into the Recorp. What about the Canadian agreements? Are 
these the ghosts that stalk the darkness of the background 
and disturb the peace of mind of those who entered into the 
gentlemen’s agreement? Must nothing but gallop time be left 
to appropriation bills lest some sinful Senator attempt to secure 
a vote on the Canadian agreements? Do the advocates of the 
pending bill require that its enactment shall be also a purely 
physical performance, in which all scrutiny and discussion are 
to be regarded as an impertinent consumption of precious time? 

Nothing in this session is more noticeable than that the Sen- 
ators who have been the gluttons in the consumption 
of time themselves have suddenly become economists on the 


there was no such agreement as 


with reference 
the exclusion of the 


I 





liveliest 


time of others. Persistent profligacy suddenly has changed 
into anxious parsimony. To meet this change I serve notice 
now that I shall cheerfully yield the floor at any moment for 


a motion to take up any of the appropriation bills. Nor in the 
absence of such motion shall I consume time further than to 
briefly discuss the merits of this bill. A bill which the ma- 
jority in this Chamber regards as of such transcendent impor- 
tance as to be entitled to displace the supply bills on which the 
life of the Government depends may be safely regarded as too 
important and fraught with too much consequence to be lashed 
through the Senate without debate. 

It is proposed by the pending bill to create a tariff board 
composed of five members, the chairman of which is to receive 
$7,500 per annum and the other members $7,000 each per 
unnum. The board is to be appointed by the President. The 
board is given power to select, appoint, and fix the salary of a 
secretary. The board is given power to select, appoint, and fix 
the salaries of “such other employees as it may find necessary 
to the performance of its duties.” It shall have its principal 


office in the city of Washington, but “ shall have full authority, 
as a body, by one or more of its members, or through its em- 


ployees, to conduct investigations at any other place or places, 
either in the United States or foreign countries, as the board 
may determine.” All expenses of such investigations shall be 
paid on the presentation of vouchers “ approved by the chair- 
man of the board.” 

The tultiplication of bureaus at Washington has forced 
annual expenditures up to nearly eleven hundred million dol- 


| for 


lars. Here is proposed the creation of a body with almost 
infinite possibilities of expansion in patronage and no restraint 
save such limitation as may be made from time to time on 
appropriations. From the day of its appointment it becomes 
an appetite that grows with what it feeds on, and it feeds on 
the Federal Treasury. The largest temptations are constantly 
present for it to augment its powers, its importance, its pa- 
tronage, and to secure its own perpetuation. What visions 
of foreign travel at the expense of the Government the plan 
presents! The millions of taxpayers on whom must fall the 
burden are scattered, unorganized, and without coherency of 
action. ‘The special interests back of the protection principle 
‘ organized, vigilant, and alert to bend such a body to their 
own purposes. The whole force of the situation will be toward 
using patronage to secure enlarged appropriations, and these 
appropriations in turn are more likely to be employed as an 
influence to sustain rather than to correct the mischiefs arising 
from a perverted use of the taxing power. This tendency is 
doubly probable in view of the undisguised adherence by thie 
advocates of this bill to the doctrine of Federal taxation for 
private profit. 

But in all legislation some risk must be taken. This is on!y 
justified, however, by a reasonable prospect of superior good 
to be attained. Of course, a careful, intelligent, scientific r 
vision of the tariff is desired. Must this desire be coupled with 
new additions to the civil list of the Government or be dis- 
appointed? What is the purpose of the bill? To secure infor 
mation on which to make an intelligent revision of the tarilf? 
‘There is not a Member of either branch of Congress who, in his 
last campaign, was not more than willing that the people for 
whose suffrages he stood should confidently believe him wel! 
equipped for the work of revising customhouse taxation. Those 
people had at least the right to assume that he had the in- 
dustry to study the question, and the intelligence to understand 
it. Having employed him for this high service, must they now 
by the pending bill employ a board of teachers to instruct and 
qualify him for the task? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. SHIVELY. I do. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I want to suggest to the Senator from In- 
diana that the passage of this bill has been delayed, as he says, 
from 12 to 14 years, and delayed until the majority of the 
other House of Congress is about to change, when this informa 
tion will be of no practical value if they follow the Democrat! 
principle on the tariff. 

Mr. SHIVELY. It never seriously occurred to the majorit 
to suggest a tariff board until the American people suggeste:! 
the retirement of that majority from control of the Cong 

Mr. JOHNSTON. And the framing of a tariff bill on a diff 
ent principle. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Framing a tariff primarily to provide for 
the fiscal necessities of the Government instead of framing a 
tariff primarily to provide enormous profits for the few i! 
terests it can protect by sponging up by means of artilic 
prices the natural and legitimate rewards of the industries and 
occupations which it does not and can not protect. But, Mr 
President, giving the advocates of this bill the benefit of ev: 
claim they make as to the necessity of procuring informat 
as to cost at home and cost abroad, and difference in costs a 
conditions of production, what necessity even then exists ! 
setting this new company of tax eaters in the United Siat 
Treasury? 

What about ascertaining cost at home? In 1903 Congress 
crented the Department of Commerce and Labor. This ! 
become one of the great departments of the Government. 
bas jurisdiction over a wide variety of subject matter. T 
organic act creating this department established a Bureau 
Manufactures, gave it a chief at a high salary, and equipped 
with all necessary expert and clerical assistance to perform 
its work. The same act created a Bureau of Corporations, £2 
it a high-salaried commissioner and a deputy commissioner, «nd 
equipped it with special agents, experts, clerks, and other e 
In this department is also the Bureau of Statisti 
What greater equipment can be asked for the purpose of asc 
taining the cost of production at home in so far as such cos 
is ascertainable by any human agency? 

I observed the contention of the Senator from Texas [\! 
BatLey] that the Government has no power to compel t! 
private citizen to disclose the secrets of his business. I 4 
waiving the abstract question of power in testing the necess'!) 
this legislation. Of course the secrets involved in | 


ire 





Senator from Indiana 


PSs 


ployees. 


methods and devices, which applied by the citizen in producti 
make short cuts toward minimizing cost, improving quality, 2 id 
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reaching the markets against competition are among the most 
precious of his possessions, and as much entitled to the security 
of the laws as any other of his rights in property. His tri- 
umphs in this legitimate sphere of action give zest, satisfaction, 
and compensation amid the worries, struggles, and cares of his 
business life. To these, by every consideration of equity, he is 
entitled. But when the private citizen reduces the taxing 
power of his government to an asset in his business, and insists 
on retaining it as a profit producer, he is in poor position to 
complain when his government attempts to use inquisitorial 
power to ascertain the effect of such use of the taxing power. 
Such inquisition into private enterprise results from the vicious 
principle that projects the Federal taxing power into private 
enterprise. In any event, for every purpose for which the 
power of government can be used to ascertain the cost of pro- 
duction at home, it is amply equipped without this legislation. 

What about information as to cost of production abroad? 
Whatever may be said of the extent of the inquisitorial power 

of our Government at home, it certainly has none abroad. Were 
the agent of a foreign government to enter an American fac- 
tory and demand that the owner open his books, exhibit the 
items of cost, and generally disclose the secrets of his business, 
such owner would scorn the demand, and the whole police 
power of the State and Federal Governments would back him 
in his refusal. We can confer no power on the proposed board 
or its agents or employees to compel a manufacturer, farmer, 
or other producer abroad to either state the cost of his product 
or furnish information on which to make a decent guess at it. 
Whatever information we should acquire must come to us as 
a matter of grace and favor, and not because of any enforceable 
right to it. And how much can you expect as a matter of 
favor? Human nature abroad is unlike human nature at 
home if it is ready to yield up the secrets of its business for 
the benefit of its competitors. Yet it is on some fantastic 
theory that the impossible will be attained that we are asked 
to close our eyes, rush through this bill, or sacrifice the appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. OVERMAN. And, Mr. President, run the risk of defeat- 
ing a $400,000 appropriation for the tariff board that is already 
in existence. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Oh, yes. Among the other risks, they are 
willing to jeopardize the appropriation for the darling board 
we already have. 

Mr. President, that certain information can be secured abroad 
no one doubts. Information as to the markets, as to the condi- 
tion of the industry, the general processes employed, the relative 
progress of the art, and in some instances close approximation 
to the first cost of the product can be secured. Such informa- 
tion is available to our representatives in the consular service. 
The duties of consuls are commercial in character. We have a 
representative of this service in every industrial center of any 
importance in every foreign country. Far more likely would 
our accredited consul, in the course of his other official duties, 
be able to gather information as to foreign production and its 
cost than would the special representative of a tariff board ap- 
pearing on the ground for that special purpose. So the creation 
of the proposed tariff board is as unnecessary for the purpose 
of securing information abroad as it is for securing information 
at home. This becomes even more patent when attention is 
called to the following provision in section 5 of the act creating 
the Department of Commerce and Labor: 

And all consular officers of the United States, including consuls gen- 
eral, consuls, and commercial agents, are hereby required, and it is made 
a part of their duty, under the direction of the Secretary of State, to 
gather and compile from time to time useful information and statistics 
in respect to the subjects enumerated in section 3 of this act in the 
countries and places to which consular officers are accredited and to 
send, under the direction of the Secretary of State, reports as often as 
required by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor of the information 
and statistics thus gathered and compiled, such reports to be transmitted 
through the State Department to the Secretary of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor. 

Congress appropriated last year for the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor nearly $20,000,000. We are appropriating 
each year increasing sums for the Diplomatic and Consular 
Service and increasing sums for the Department of Agriculture. 
If these departments lack anything in point of power, confer it. 
But let no one pretend that we have not ample machinery at 
present to conduct any investigation and gather any information 
available through the proposed tariff board. Those at the head 
of these departments were appointed and are kept in position 
by precisely the same authority that would appoint the tariff 
board. If these departments are indifferent or inert in the 
matter of assembling information on subjects important to 
tariff legislation, it is unfortunate. There is certainly no poten- 
tiality in the pending bill to insure greater fidelity in the pro- 
posed board to the cause of tariff reform. All I have said as 
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to the use of our Consular Service to supply available informa- 
tion as to cost abroad for the purposes of making a tariff is 
equally applicable to our Diplomatic Service as a means of 
enabling the President to adjust rates under the maximum and 
minimum provisions of the present law in response to undue 
discriminations made by foreign governments. 

Thus far I have sought to point out how unnecessary is the 
proposed board even from the standpoint of protectionism, 
whether extreme or moderate. But approach the question for 
a moment without reference to any given theory. In govern- 
ment, impracticable plans are spurious plans. Have Senators 
who insist on the passage of this bill reflected: on what they un- 
dertake when they propose to ascertain the cost of products at 
home and abroad? There are practically as many different 
costs in this country in agricultural products as there are 
farms; in manufactures as there are factories, mills, and work- 
shops; and in mining as there are mines. A like interminable 
variety of costs characterizes the different industries in each 
country abroad, to say nothing of the variety in the problem 
when extended to all countries abroad. When we have 
performed the Herculean task of ascertaining the different costs 
of the product of a given industry at home and the impossible 
task of ascertaining the different of the corresponding 
product abroad, we are then to throw each set of costs into a 
separate pot, mix them up, strike an average, compare the aver 
ages, ascertain the difference, add something for reasonable 
profit, and call this performance a scientific revision of a para- 
graph of the tariff. 

I may be stating the case too strongly when I speak of an 
“impossible task.” Due allowance should be made for the 
marvelous changes the pending bill is to work in the chemistry 
of human nature. According to the logic of its advocates, we 
are, by an act of Congress, to produce prodigies of genius for 
this arm of the public service; we are to endow the proposed 
board with omniscience; we are to remove the limitations on 
human wisdom; we are to equip this board to know as much 
about everybody's business as the wisest man knows about his 
own business, and more than the average business man knows 
at the end of a life of business struggle. The board is to as- 
certain the “cost of production of all articles which by any 
act of Congress now in force or hereafter enacted are made 
the subject of tariff legislation.” When the board shall have 
ascertained such cost at home, its work has only begun. Though 
without inguisitorial power abroad, it is still required to ascer- 


shall 


costs 


tain cost abroad. Does any Senator present in this Chamber 
pretend to think that any but voluntary information can be 
secured abroad? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones in the chair). Does 


the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from New Hamp 
shire? 

Mr. SHIVELY. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the permission of the Senator, I 
want to state my view in just a word as being in exact accord 
with that of the Senator from Indiana when he states that it 
is utterly beyond the power of any agent of our Government 
to get this information with any degree of accuracy in foreign 
countries. I do not see how we can send a man into a German 
manufacturing district, for instance, with instructions to 
certain the cost of production in a great manufacturing 
cern with any authority whatever, and if he is denied 
privilege of examining the books, and all that sort of thing, 
his mission will be utterly futile. I think that feature of this 
contention as to getting the cost of production abroad and at 
home will fall of its own weight when it is attempted. 

Mr. SHIVELY. That the Senator should agree 


as- 
con- 


the 


with me ma 


¥ 
be his misfortune, but it shows we are making some progress 
in the matter of agreements. This agreement involves no mys 
tery, whatever may be said of others. The proposed tariff 


board, like our consuls and commercial nts, would be help- 
less when our foreign competitors decline to furnish the United 
States Government with information on which to frame tariff 
legislation against themselves. Such board would be as help- 
as the agent of a foreign producer when the 
citizen declines to furnish information on which a foreign govr- 
ernment designs to frame tariff legislation against his produet. 
The statement of the Senator from New Hampshire is so pal 
pably true that no Senator on the other side of the Chamber 
has challenged it or dares challenge it, and yet that statement 
admits away about the whole case claimed for the bill. 

Despite this situation, the majority here persist in permitting 
the supply bills to go by default, and forcing an extra session 
of Congress as the price of this confessedly impotent 
Last evening the chairman of the Committee on Post Offices 
Post Roads gave notice to the Senate that this 


less American 


legislation 
and 
he 


ye 
ye 


norning 
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would call up the Post Office appropriation bill for considera- 
tion. Why has he not done so? We are ready on this side to 
proceed at once with that or any other appropriation bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. President—— 


Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. SHIVELY. I yield. 

Mr, BANKHEAD. Mr. President, with the permission of the 
Senator from Indiana, I desire to say a word or two with refer- 
ence to the situation in which the Senate finds itself, and to 
point out briefly what the precess has been which has created 
he situation. 

The distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. Haug], the ac- 
knowledged leader on the Republican side in respect of appro- 
priations and appropriation bills, has from time to time ad- 
monished the Senate that it was absolutely necessary to pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the supply bills if they were to 
be passed before the 4th of March. 

Now, what do we find this morning? 


To the astonishment, I | 
think, perhaps of every Member of the Senate, we find that 
great Senator coming on the floor of the Senate within 48 
hours of final adjournment, and with eight of the great appropria- 
tion or supply bills yet unconsidered, and preferring a request to 
the Senate that at 11 o’clock to-night this question might be | 
voted upon. Not waiting, Mr. President, to have that request 
acted upon, he himself immediately proceeded to move that this 
question be taken up for consideration and placed before the 
Senate as the unfinished business. 

Now, Mr. President, what I charge is this—and I do it upon | 
imy responsibility as a Senator—that there is a deliberate plot | 
or plan or conspiracy, or whatever else you may call it, on the 
other side of the Chamber to defeat the appropriation bills. | 
If any gentleman on the other side cares to deny that proposi- 
tion and can give a sufficient reason for his denial, I should be 
glad to hear him. 


Mr. SHIVELY. I will allow a denial to be made in my 
time. I still have the floor, but L am entirely willing that any 


disclaimer shall be entered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact | 
that the other side have declined to make a statement in re- 
sponse to a similar request. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not like a challenge of that kind to go | 
unanswered. I wish to say that there will be a time found to | 
pass the appropriation bills. 

Mr. SHIVELY. When? 

Mr. WARREN. It will be later, I suppose. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Yes; a good deal later at the rate at which | 
you are proceeding now. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, we will come to that | 
later. Iam not going to make a speech. Nobody in this Sen- 
ate can accuse me of consuming the time of the Senate un- | 
duly. I have not occupied five minutes of its time during | 
this session of Congress, but I am not willing to sit here in | 
my place as a Senator and witness the conduct that has been 
exhibited on the floor of the Senate this morning with refer- 
ence to these questions without entering my protest against it. 

I want the Senate to understand, Mr. President, and I want 
the country to understand—and they will understand—where 
the responsibility is and where it should be properly placed 
for the failure of the passage of the eight appropriation bills 
and the attempt to drive Senators inte voting for a measure 
that there is no possible necessity for. That is all I care to} 
say. I make that charge. 

Now, if the Senator from Indiana will yield further to me, 
{ desire to make a motion. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I will yield for a motion. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move, Mr. President, that the Senate 
2ow proceed to the consideration of the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill, the morning hour having expired and the bill having 
been on the calendar for three weeks. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the motion is not de-| 
batable. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am not debating it. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I desire it to be distinctly understoed that | 


I merely yielded the floor for that motion and that I have not | 
yielded it generally. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
motion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the Post Office appropriation bill, being House 
bill 31539. [Putting the question.] By the sound, the “noes” 
seem to have it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD end Mr. SIMMONS, 
President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken, 


With that understanding, I make the 


Yeas and nays, Mr, 


ooo 


| or no legislation in the matter of appropriations. 


| tered on the work of producing the tariff act of 1897. 


| that act the best tariff law the country ever had. 


Mr. DILLINGHAM (after having voted in the negative), 
Noticing the absence of the senior Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. TuLLMAN], with whom I am paired, I withdraw my vote, 

Mr. MONEY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warnen]. 
I thought he was in the Chamber when I voted, but it seems 
that he is not. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 56, as follows: 

YEAS—24. 
Bacon 


Gore Percy Stone 
Bankhead Heyburn Rayner Swanson 
Clarke, Ark. Johnston Shively Taliaferro 
Culberson Martin Simmons ‘Taylor 
Fletcher Overman Smith, Md. Thornten 
loster Paynter Smith, S.C. Watson 

NAYS—56. 
Beveridge Clapp Gallinger Owen 
Borah Ciark, Wyo. Gamble lage 
Bourne Crane Gronna l’enrose 
Bradley Crawford Guggenheim Perkins 
Brandegee Cullom Jones Viles 
Briggs Cummins Kean Richardson 
Bristow Curtis La Follette Root 
Brown Davis Lodge Seott 
Bulkeley Depew Lorimer Smith, Mich. 
Burkett Dick McCumber Smoot 
Burrows Dixon Nelson Stephenson 
Burton du Pont Newlands Sutherland 
Carter Flint Nixon Warner 
Chamberlain Frye Oliver Wetmore 
NOT VOTING—-11. 

Aldrich Dillingham Money Warren 
Bailey Frazier Terrell Young 
Burnham Hale Tillman 


So Mr. BANKHEAD’s motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SHIVELY. By this vote of 56 to 24 the Senate has 
again decided to continue the consideration of this bill to the 
exelusion of the appropriation bills. This vote has again fixed 
and made certain the responsibility for ill-considered legislation 
Who can 
conceive of a more amazing situation? The Senator who to-day 
moved to take up the pending bill and thus make it the unfin- 
ished business exhibited through two sessions of this Congress 
singular contempt for the proposed legislation. The dominant 
party had an opportunity to create a tariff board before it en- 
That 
party had ample opportunity to create and equip a tariff board 
before it proceeded to make the tariff of 1909. What has pro- 
duced the sudden change and all at once filled Senators with 
so much anxiety for a tariff board? Do they feel that such a 
board may be useful in discrediting future efforts to change 
the tariff except in conformity with the principle that has re- 
duced the taxing power of the Federal Government to private 
merchandise? 

We had a tariff commission prior to the revision of 1882. It 
was created by a Republican administration. That commission 
took testimony in many parts of the country. We had no De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor at that time. That commis- 
sion did much work and created much literature. It prepared 
a careful report on the subject. That report was commended 
by a Republican President to a Republican Congress. The re- 
port recommended a substantial reduction of rates in the then 
existing schedules. The majority in that Congress scorned the 
recommendations, moved in the opposite direction, and promptly 
increased the rates instead of decreasing them. Having ignored 
the work of the only commission they ever created, and having 
thereafter made two revisions of the tariff without mis 


n 
eon 


| sions, what is the occasion for their hurry for a tariff board 


now? f 
The tariff act of 1909 is the latest official expression and 


| interpretation of what the dominant party conceives to be the 


President Taft has pronounced 
Our cood 
President thoroughly believes in the principle exemplified and 
illustrated in that act, or he would not pay the act such un- 
qualified tribute. He is to appoint the proposed tariff board. 
Has anyone a right to believe that he would appoint a board 
not committed in principle to the capital measure of his admin- 
istration? All levity aside, the board would be composed of 
men with their biases, their prejudices, and their convictions 
on the tariff question. There is no colony of archangels avail- 
able from which to choose the board. There is no alchemy in 
the proposed legislation to refine away the honest bias and pred- 
ilections or the selfishness of men. The appointment of men 
whose minds are white blank sheets on the subject no one would 
expect. The appointees would come to their duties with their 
preconceived opinions on the principle involved, and essen- 
tially partisans in a degree. The Democracy has been com- 


proper use of the taxing power. 


missioned in the next House to advance the work of tariff 
reformation. No one who votes for this bill will have a right 


to complain when the proposed tariff board pours ice water /n 














1911. 





the form of “conclusions” over measures because they do not 
conform to the principle underlying the present law. 

I am in complete sympathy with the citizen who beckons the 
day when the tariff question shall be out of politics. But that 
day can never dawn until the taxing power is withdrawn from 
private business. 
industrial enterprise as resting on an act of Congress rather 
than on the solid foundation of the splendid natural resources 
of his country and his capacity to develop them is doomed to 


shiver at the approach of each succeeding campaign. To the 
extent that the taxing power of the Government is imported 


into private business, just to that extent is private business sub- 
ject to the whims, caprices, and vicissitudes of politics. In the 
process of restoring the taxing power to its rightful public pur- 
pose, I would not lightly ignore even the groundless fears and 
mistaken apprehensions of those who helplessly regard their 
parliamentary in character. The man who 
scared to death is as dead as if the end came in any other way. 
There are millions of victims of the system who cherish the 
delusion that in some mysterious way they are its beneficiaries. 
With these the doctrine long preached of the weakness, the 
feebleness, the helplessness, the incapacity of American labor 
and American capital to compete did its work. But this de- 
lusion is passing. The consciousness is growing that the Repub- 
lic is of age and has not entered on its second childhood. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to the pending bill, not only be- 
cause it is unnecessary to the ends which its friends profess to 
have in view, but because in every section it contemplates per- 
manenecy in the use of a principle in Federal taxation by which 
the Government in perverting its taxing power to private and 
selfish purposes is precipitating the very mischiefs on society 
which all good government is designed to prevent. There 
not a line in the bill that makes it the duty of the board to 
give attention to the question of revenue. The prime purpose 
for which the taxing power was conferred on the Government 
is utterly ignored in its pages. From first to last it contem- 
plates inquiry and investigation only with a view to determin- 
ing where and how far the taxing power may be effectually em- 
ployed for private profit. The real issue is against the under- 
lying principle of the system, and is too fundamental to be 
permitted to be obscured or befogged or confused by incidental 
and distracting questions about a tariff board which on the 
‘ace of the bill is made an adjunct to the system itself. 

If any bill is to be used by the other side of the Chamber as 
an instrument to obstruct the passage of the necessary supply 
bills in the closing hours of this session and subject the country 
to the expense of an extra session of Congress, it may be fitting 
that they selected for that purpose a bill which creates a tariff 
board which is to deal with every imaginable subject associated 
with the tariff except that of revenue. It is remarkable how 
indifferent Senators have suddenly become to both revenue and 
appropriations. . 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from 
diana yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. SHIVELY. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In line with what the Senator says—I 
think this is an appropriate time to do it—I ask unanimous con- 
sent that we now proceed to the consideration of appropriation 
b 1 


industries as is 


is 


In- 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I object. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I have not finished stating my proposition. 
When we have passed all of the appropriation bills, then that 





we take a yote upon the bill now before the Senate, the unfin- 
ished business, without further debate. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
ks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
ion of appropriation bills, and that when these are all 
passed we vote on this bill without further debate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 
objects. 

Mr. SHIVELY. It is clear that the other side of the Cham- 
ber prefers to deliberate at length on the pending bill. I may, 
therefore, be excused if I yield no further to efforts to secure 
consideration of the appropriation bills. When I yielded the 
floor I was noting the absence of any concern by the author of 
the bill about the question of revenue. Nothing can indicate 
more sharply the effect of habitual perversion of the taxing 
power, or admonish more urgently to early correction of the 
evil tendency. 

However unfashionable it may be, Mr. President, my political 
faith is that of men who know that the thing called wealth is a 
social, not a political, product; that this wealth is born of brawn 
of muscle, skill of hand, and vigil of brain, not of the roll calls 


na as 


learnt 
ct 





The business man who fonestly regards his | 
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of Congress; that the thing called industrial prosperity is a 
social, not a political product; that such prosperity is born of 
the energy and genius of man applied to the bounties of nature 


and not of the cunning and greed and craft of man applied to 


the powers of government. he power of government to tax is 
the power to take; not the power to make. The power to tax 
is the power to transfer; not the power to produce. Our Goy- 
ernment has no reserve fund of power out of which to grant 


privileges. It can grant privileges only by carving 
the body of common rights. 

The power to tax is the oldest was 
the first power of government be abused. This for the 
reason that it is the power to take, and the temptation is al- 
Ways present to use it to take for private gai rhe whole 
theory of the proposed tariff board that it assist in 
arranging the mechanism for sponging up and distributing this 
private gain. The formula of a tariff based on difference of 
cost plus a reasonable profit is a smooth maxim of unmixed 
graft. The Government having no profits to bestow, the reason- 
able profit the law is to assure must be sponged from the vie- 
tims the law makes. Of course the difference of cost the 
only incentive to trade that does or ever did exist, whether 
within the neighborhood, within the Nation, or throughout the 


them out of 


power of government. It 


to 


is 





is 


world. The proposed tariff board is to help ascertain what 
this difference is, to the end that Congress may proceed in 
economic effect to abolish it. Trade is the means by which 


each by his own labor avails himself of things produced by 
others. It has been supposed to be a time-saving, labor-saving, 
capital-saving institution. It has been the 
product and pioneer of civilization. The philosophy of this bill 


regarded as at once 


is that trade, except within certain prescribed limits, is a 
swindle, and that we need a board to assist in strangling it in 
an intelligent and scientific way. 

Opposition to this bill involves no denial of information to 
Congress or to any other department of Government. ie 
agencies to supply all available information, both from the 
fiscal and economic standpoints, now exist and are maintained 


fancied exception 


faithlessness and not 


at high cost to the Federal Treasury. Any 
will be found to rest on official languor or 
on lack of agency or power. To add board would 
wanton extravagance, and, in view the end sought, as gath- 
ered from the plain tenor of the bill, is worse than extrava- 
gance, as it carries not only its own cost, to reduce 
to a science and to maintain and perpetuate a profligate system 
of taxation. Among the many information at the 
command of Congress I refer for illustration to the single one 
of the official reports of our exports and imports. Therein is a 
mine of illuminating facts the value of which I fear is under 
estimated. Each item its own story. It the concrete 
truth coming through no reluctant witness, but hammered 
in actual transactions by men who staked fortune on the verity 
of the facts as reported. In the volume, character, and variety 
of our exports is a parable of economic power which should 
the timid soul whom the doctrine of American feeble- 
ness has led to regard his country as a helpless paralytic when 
confronted by foreign competition. 

I must be permitted to conclude as I began, by expressing the 
earnest hope that we may not persist in using the last hours of 
the session on a purely political measure of worse than doubt- 
ful utility, but may turn to the consideration of the great 
supply bills of Government, which merit vastly more attention 
than with every remaining minute we have time to give. 


this be 


a 
ol 
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sources of 


tells is 


out 


reassure 
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I ask now, inasmuch as that bill seems to be at the front, 
unanimous consent that the Post Office appropriation bill be 
taken up and proceeded with. I believe there will be no dispo 
sition to delay procedure on that bill, and I make this s S 
tion in the earnest hope that the supply bills of the Gov ent 
may pass at this session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator fri I ina asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 


eration of the Post Office appropriation b 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana ob- 
jects. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I move that the Senate now 1 to the 
consideration of the Post Office appropriation 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Set * from Indiana 


moves that the Senate proceed to the cor leration f the Post 
Office appropriation bill 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I1 
has just been made and defeated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
rule the point of order. 


» the point of orde1 t the motion 


The Chair w have 
The question is on the motion 


junior Senator from Indiana. 
| Mr. SHIVELY. 


On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 











\ ivS were ordered and taken. 

i DILLINGHAM. I am paired with the sé Senator 
f Ss h 4 a [Mr. TrmitMAN], and I withhold my vote. 

i iounced veas 25. navs 51. as fo lows: 

YEAS—235 
Gol I ner Taliaferro 
Gankhead Johnston Shively Taylor 
( Ark Martin Simmons Warren 
( l \ ney Smith, Md. Watson 
Davis Overman Smith, 8. Cc, 
Pletcher Paynter Stone 
i ter Perey Swanson 
NAYS—951. 
Beveridg ( k, Wyo. Guggenheim Pen 
i ih Crane Jones Perk $ 
Bourne Crawford Kean Piles 
Bradley Cullom La Follette Rick ison 
DGrandegee ( ns Lodge Loot 
Briggs Cur Lorimer Scott 
Brown Di McCumber Smith, Mich. 
Burkett du Nelson Smoot 
Burrow Flint Newland Stephenson 
Burton r Nixon Sutherland 
Carter G Oliver Warner 
Chan lain G Owen Wetmor 
Clapp ( Page 
NOT VOTING 15. 

Aldrich Burnham Frazier Thornton 
Bailey Depew Hale Tillman 
Bristow Dillingham lleyburn Young 
Buikeley Dixon Terrell 


So Mr. SHIvELY’s motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, contrary to the general 
action upon this side of the Chamber, I have voted against any 
motion to displace the tariff-board bill with the VPost Office 


appropriation bill, and I have done so for the following reason: 


I was present last night during the debate on the pending 
bill. It was a protracted debate, lasting until nearly 2 o'clock 
in the morning. The suggestion was mhde by Senators on this 
side that an adjournment should be had until 11 o'clock this 
morning, with the statement that by that time, probably, a 
satisfactory arrangement would be made resulting in final 


action upon this bill. Statements were made by several Sen- 
ators upon this side to that effect, and there was no statement 


to the contrary. 


these statements, 


The senior Senator from Indiana, relying upon 
acquiesced in letting the bill go over till this 


morning. I felt, therefore, that as I was present last night 
and did not dissent, I was individually bound in good faith to 
see to it that every effort was made at the session this morning 


for an arrangement for a final vote upon this bill, and as such 
an arrangement has not been made, I have voted against any 
motions to displace the pending bill until it can be made. 
Now, so far as the merits of this bill are concerned, I have 
to say that I have fer years favored a tariff board. When the 
Senator from Indiana |Mr. Bevermce] made his first speech 


upon this subject, years ago, 


I followed him, acquiescing in his 


general line of thought and insisting upon it that Congress 
should even go further and should fix a rule of action under 
which excessive customs duties could be gradually reduced, 


without bringing into this body at frequent intervals measures 
looking to a general revision of the tariff with all its disturb- 


ing conditions, I have entertained that view ever since, and 
my convictions upon that subject have strengthened as the 
result of the recent revision of the tariff and the agitation now 


pending for a new revision of the tariff. 
rik SHOULD BE 
party 


raAkirr 


I believe that 


TAKEN OUT OF POLITICS 


jockeying wpon this subject should end: 


that we should treat it as an economic problem, and should 
eddress ourselves to the practical question of reducing the 
duties that are excessively high under the standard fixed by 
the party in power, whatever that party may be; that what 


the people of the United States want is not a general revision 
of the tariff, not an endless discussion of the principles that 


should govern were we entering upon this question as a new 
question, but a correction of existing abuses in the shape of 


excessive rates. 


Mr. President, what are the existing conditions? The exist- 
ing conditions are that every industry in the United States 


protected by the tariff is on stilts; 


that every industry, or almost 
every industry, 


in the United States, as the result of our tariff 
system, has a cost of production in excess of the average cost 
of the outside world: and we know that if we knock these 
stilts from under all those industries they will be prostrated 


to the ground, and that the business of the country will be 
m a state of confusion. All of us, Republicans and Demo- 
crats, realize this. The Democratic Party, whatever its view 
may be of the essential principles that should govern us in 
tari making, has recognized existing conditions in its plat- 
form and has demanded not radical action pursuant to its 


general principles, but 


a gradual and progressive reduction of 
tariff duties. 
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Mr. President, of our present imports, amounting to about 


$1,200,000,000 annually, nearly one-half comes in free, and upon 
the other half an average duty of 43 per cent is proposed, and 
behind our tariff wall there is a domestic preduction of about 
$14,000,000,000 of articles similar to those on the dutiable list. 
In other words, our domestic production of articles similar 
imported and dutiable articles is about 10 times 
the value of the articles imported. 

On those articles which are imported we collect a duty aggre 
gating about $300,000,000. Upon nearly $700,000,000 of imports 
we get duties of $300,000,000, and the country needs $300,000,000 
of revenue. If we should immediately reduce the average duty 
upon existing imports from an average of 43 per cent to 30 per 
cent we would receive only $194,000,000, and we would be with 
out adequate revenue unless the imports materially increased. 

In order to make an average duty of 30 per cent yield us 
our present revenue of $300,000,000, there would have to be 
nearly $400,000,000 more of dutiable imports than now, which 
that whilst to-day dutiable goods are imported to tl 


as great as 


LUD 


extent of nearly $700,000,000, we would have to add to tha 
nearly $400,000,000, and to that extent we would immedia 
displace the domestic American preducts, and to that extent 
immediately displace the labor producing those products unless 
they immediately came down to the foreign prices plus the in 
port duty, in which event we would have no increased imports 


Tely 


and an inadequate revenue aggregating $194,000,000 instead of 
$300,000,000, 
TARIFF REDUCTIONS SHOULD BE GRADUAL. 
It is therefore incumbent upon us to move slowly in the r¢ 
duction from an average of 43 per cent to 30 per cent for tw 


reasons: One is that if our American prices adjust themselves 
so that there will be no additional imports we will have inad 
quate revenue; and the other is that if our American prices 
do not adjust themselves to the foreign prices plus the duty 
then the foreign goods will displace the American goods, and t 
that extent displace American labor. Thus, considering the 
matter as a pure party question, the Democratic Party, in the 
pursuit of a theory undoubtedly right, that duties should be 
based upon the revenue principle and not upon the protective 





nf 

principle, would be guilty of the folly of alienating from it the + 
support of large numbers of men engaged in the industries : 
that would be displaced, and thus, whilst intent upon accom 7 
plishing good to the country through the contro! of the Govern . 
ment, it would lose the opportunity of removing any of the t 
abuses that now exist by losing the control of the Government. 

Mr. President, there are many reforms to be accomplished in 
this country outside of tariff reform, and I believe that th 
Democratic Party will be commissioned by the people to carry 
those reforms into effect if we are not guilty of the supreme 
folly of hastening this country into economic distress and 
fusion. The great Democratic Party met in convention at len 
ver, composed of representatives not from a section, as our party 
largely is in the Congress of the United States to-day, but 
resenting the entire Democracy of every section of the countr 
It there declared itself against economic revolution and in fay 
of a gradual and progressive reform of existing abuses. 

Mr. President, I stand for the Tariff Board as a means of 
gradually accomplishing these reforms. This bill does not suit 
me. I would go further. TI would give such a commissi 
larger powers and duties as the servant, not the master of 
Congress. I would fix rules under which it should proceed; 
I would establish rules and give it powers similar to tli 
that we have enacted with reference to the Interstate Com 
Commission. 

When we entered upon the question of the rates of t s 
portation, undoubtedly objection was made, when we ore: 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, that we were del 
a legislative function to that commission. It the du 
Congress to fix the rates of transportation on interstate 
roads, and it can not delegate that power to anyone uni 
the Censtitution any more than we can delegate the pow 
fixing a customs duty; yet realizing that it was utterly impos 
sible for Congress, with its 92 Senators and its 400 Members 
of the other House, to act upon these questions of infinit 
tail affecting the rate tariff of every interstate railroad 
country, and to do exactly right upon every rate as to 
munities and individuals, we organized a commission 
servant of Congress to carry out its will under rules fixed ! 

The courts of the country have determined that not to ! 
delegation of power, but a proper exercise of legislative 
tions. What has been the result? Suppose we had ke} ' 
railroad-rate question in Congress, as it has been kept by some N 


of the States in the legislatures, what advance would we have 
made by this time? To the neglect of our other duties, we would 
have been engaged im settling the wars between sections and 
communities relating to the rates and the wars between ship- 
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pers and carriers, and we would have made little oleae 
whereas this commission, gradually increasing powers having | 
been conferred upon it as the servant of Congress by Congress, 
has within a little over 20 years practically reached an eco- 
nomic solution of the transportation question, and we find their 
labors crowned by a great and illuminating decision recently 
delivered by Commissioner Franklin K. Lane, which demon- 
strates to the country and to the world the determination of 
this tribunal to be fair and just as between the carriers and 
the shippers—to secure to the shippers protection from exaction 
and to the carriers a fair return upon the value of their prop- 
erty. That decision will give assurance to the world, notwith- 
standing the outery and complaint of the railway managers, 
that there are no better securities than those of the American | 
railways and will strengthen them in every market. 

SCIENTIFIC ADJUSTMENT OF RAILROAD PROBLEMS 

The railroad question has practically been taken out of poli- 
tics by the wise action of Congress in organizing the railroad | 
commission. We have taken it out of politics, and we have 
brought about a scientific adjustment of all the matter relating 
to interstate transportation. 

So it would be with reference to this tariff question. If we 
would fix a rule under which prohibitive and excessive duties 
should be gradually reduced, we would have, as a result of the 
action of five intelligent men charged with the duty under the 
responsibility of their oaths, the gradual reduction of excessive 
duties, those duties that constitute the existing abuses, and 
thus gradually the tariff would fade out of politics. 

Of course there would always be the economic question re- 
maining as to the theory upon which the rule for the reduction 
of excessive duties should be framed, but certainly any reduc- 
tion of an excessive or prohibitory duty is an advance toward 
the principle upon which we Democrats claim a tariff should be 
framed. The creation of such a tariff board, charged with the 
duty of ascertaining whether the existing duty is in excess of 
the difference between the American and the foreign cost, ac- 
companied by a legislative declaration that as soon as the 
fact was ascertained the duty should be reduced to that stand- 
ard, would result at least in the absolute destruction of the pro- 
hibitive duties of the country, and would bring every duty down 
to the point of an importing level, so that the competition of 
foreign goods would diminish the present extortion and op- 
pression existing back of the tariff wall through the protection 
afforded by it. 

Mr. President, it was my purpose to offer an amendment to 
this bill giving this tariff board power to ascertain whether or 
not any existing duty was above the standard fixed by Con- 
gress, and then declaring in the law that that duty should be, 
either immediately or in installments covering a period of 
three or four years, reduced to that standard. It was my pur- 
pose, in order to allay the alarm of those who fear the disturb- 
ance of existing conditions, to provide in the amendment for a 
brake with which the President, after these installment reduc- 
tions were commenced, could, in case of a flood of importations 
destructive to any American industry, arrest the reduction until 
the matter could be referred to Congress for its action. Con- 
gress could then determine whether the installment reduction 
should continue or whether it should be temporarily discon- 
tinued. In this way we could guard against the fears of the 
entire country. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. SuHIvety] says it is just as 
bad for a man to be seared to death as it is to die of a mortal | 
disease. We wish in shaping our legislation to protect the 
people of the United States ‘fro! n unnecessary scares, and in this 
process of the reduction of duties, with its accompanying disar- | 
rangement of industries, we should assure them not only that 
the reduction shall be gradual, but we should assure them that 
somewhere there will be a brake applied in case, either through 
the ignorance or the mistake of the commission or through the 
overzeal of Congress, any industry in the country is threatened | 
with a flood that may impair or destroy it. 

The Democratic Party is dependent upon the support of the 
great industrial masses of the country, upon voters who are 
now protected under the protective tariff, who agree with us 
that this tariff is unnecessarily high, that it gives an exagger- 
ated profit to the manufacturers, to the trusts, and to the | 
monopolies, and who will stand with us so long as we reduce 
it only to a standard that will not affect their wages and give 
our enemies the chance to arouse their fears with reference to 
their wages, and they will vote against any party whose success 
involves or may involve or has the chance of involving a reduc- 
tion in those wages. 

The Democratic Party is not pursuing a propaganda either 
against a moderate profit to the manufacturer or the reasonable 
Wages of employees, and our legislation should, at all events for | 


the present, be applied simply to the reduction of unreasonable | 
exactions, 
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GENERAL TARIFF REVISION UNDI IRABLI 

So, Mr. President, I do not think we ought to throw this en 
tire country into the agonies of a general tariff revision Ll be 
lieve that we should adopt some method of reaching the pro 
hibitive duties and those ‘aakien that are unreasonably ‘igh, 
just as we did with reference to the railroad question. We 
gave the railroad commission no power originally to fix rates 
When we finally gave them the power . 1 that subj we 
did not give them power to increase a rate, b we 
them only the power to reduce rates that unl 
high. 

That work has operated to the advantage of the ent 
try, and it has moved on without industrial or economic dis 
turbance in the country. The men in control of the railroads, 


it is true, sought to arouse the alarm of the country, sought 
arouse the alarm of the financial marke ts of the world, by ins 
ing that unless this process of reducing excessive rates wa 
stopped and unless their rates were increased their finan 
would be imperiled and that they would be unable to negotiate 
stocks and bonds, upon whose negotiation would depend the « 
struction and maintenance of their roads. As a result of their 
complaint we have this great and luminous decision, convi 
to the entire world, and yet if we had not had such a commis 
sion of capable men, able to render such a decision, and had 
precisely the same action that has been 
Interstate Commerce Commission 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. In a moment. Had the same reg tio 
been accomplished by the act of the National Congress, with all 
the attendant political agitation and disturbance, instead of by 
a quasi-judicial tribunal created by Congress and acting under 
general rules prescribed by Congress, we would have had, with 
the outcry of the railroad managers and the general political 
agitation, a dislocation of the markets of the world and a 
liquidation of the railroad securities of this country that would 
have involved us all in financial distress. I yield now to the 
Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator to the fact that there is a very striking 
difference between regulating the charges on railroads and regu 
lating our import duties, for the reason that we have in the mat 
ter of railroad transportation no foreign competition, while in 
the matter of our tariff we are directly in competition with all 
the nations of the world, so that it is a very much easier matter 
to regulate fares and freights on American railroads when they 
are simply competing amongst themselves than it would be if we 
had the competition of foreign countries. 

One other point: The Senator suggested that we gradually 
decrease the duties that we are now exacting from foreigners 
who send their goods into our market place. The Senator, I 
trust, will give consideration to this suggestion: That there is 
a protective line, a line that protects our manufacturers and 
our farmers against the manufacturers and farmers of other 
countries. Forty-five per cent may be protection: 43 per cent 
might not be protection, because it might fall below the pro 
tective line, and, except so far as revenue is concerned, we might 
as well have free trade as to have a rate of duty below the 
protective line. I presume the Senator has given considerati: 
to that. 


accomplished by the 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Preside in the brief time that I 
intend to devote to the discussion of this question to-d 
I do not care to enter into refinements as to where the rote 
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tive line is or where the revenue line is. I have addressed 1 
self merely to the general consideration of the question. M 





bers of both political parties, and tl an erican peo] 

realize that there are duties that are unreasonably high, jud 

by the standards of either and both of the parties, and, i 
much as the Republican Party is in | l id is likely to 
remain sufficiently in power, at least lk he xt two yea 
to prevent the complete vindication of Dem tic theory, 
can, at all events, address ourselves to the practical question 
of reducing the duties that are exc ve high as judged by 


both standards. 
The Senator says that, with reference to railroads, the duty 


of el railroad rates is easier than that of fixing cus 
duties, because in America we have no foreign competit ‘ 
to our transportation, while in production we have the competi 
tion of foreign countries. Well, I do not care to enter into the 
question as to which is the more difficult task. If the question 
of the adjustment of rates is the more difficult task, it is all 
the more essential that we should have expert aid; that we 
should have a commission of ——- and competent men, act 


ing under the sanction of an oath, charged with full responsi- 
bility to ascertain the facts and to submit the facts with all 
their deductions to Congress, 





€> se 
JOU: 


I take no ste k 
ion to mis 


in the suggestion of the liability of such a 
ead do not believe that such 
a commission will attempt to mislead Congress; I do not believe | 


mii 
COMTAIS 


Congress, I 


that tl will dare to do it; I do not believe they will have 
the disposition to do it. The oath which they take obligates | 
them, the high responsibility of their position would give | 


solemnity to 


their actions, and the very high character of their | 
duty will lift them up to the standard of its true performance. 


So, Mr. President, so far as I am concerned as a Democrat, 
I am willing that there should be a tariff board of five mem- 
bers, of which only three shall belong to the dominant party. 
J am willing that the appointment of the minority of those 


shall be intrusted to the selection of a President, who, however 
we may differ with him upon many matters, is highly con- 
scientious in the discharge of duty—a President who ap- 
pointed upon the Supreme Bench such Democrats White 
und Lurton and Lamar. I do not believe that the President 
will endeavor to deceive the Democratic Party; that he will | 
endeavor to appoint Democrats who are in harmony with the 
protective theory. I believe that he will realize his obligation 
to appoint men upon that commission who are true to the prin- | 
ciples of the party to which they belong, and I believe that 
the work of such a high-class commission will be as beneficial 
in promoting the economic interests of the country as has been 
the selection of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and that 


as 


it will be as free from constitutional objection as was the 

establishment of the Interstate Commerce Commission 2 

years ago. | 
Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I voted against taking up the 


Post Office appropriation bill. I did so because I want the bill 
to create a tariff board, which is now before the Senate, House 
bill 32010, to pass. It does not in every particular accord with 
my precise views. I should amend it in some respects. I do not | 
believe in authorizing the tariff board “ to require” any person 
to produce books and papers relating to any matter pertaining 
to the investigation of the board. I think the word “ require” 
ought to be “ request,” leaving the report to be made and further | 
action to be taken if it prove expedient and necessary. 

This is a measure that has been, in some form, before the 
Senate and before Congress for a long time. I think that it 
ought to be brought to a conclusion. I know that when the 
tariff question came before the special session two years ago 
it was impossible for a man who was industrious and who was | 
conscientious to go through and properly digest 8,000 pages of 
miscellaneous matter collected together under the form of evi- 
dence before the Committee on Ways and Means. This miscella- 
neous stuff, with no order; this so-called evidence, taken with- 
out the proper safeguard of possible perjury prosecution for | 
violating the so-called oath administered, was confused, dis: | 
orderly, and impossible to digest. 

I think the conscientious, laborious, and faithful eetnatie | 
ought to have the benefit of the continued service of expert men | 
} 


devoted to procuring the facts upon which Senators and Con- 
gressmen may proceed with intelligence; that those facts ought 
to be put together in an orderly way; that there ought to be | 
comparative tables, arranged upon a scientific plan, so that | 
one may arrive at an intelligent comprehension of what would 
be the effect of any given rate. For these reasons, among | 
others, without going into this matter in detail, I am in favor 
of the proposed tariff board. 
But, more than that, I do not think that this Congress should 
any of the appropriation bills, as I stated when the | 
Senate was forcing through the ship-subsidy bill. This subsidy | 
bill, by the vote of 10 Senators who had been refused reelection 
by their respective States, was, on a tie vote so obtained, passed 
by the Vice President’s vote. I favor an extra where 
the newly elected representatives of the people may frame 
these bills. That my opinion, if I am alone in it; and 
my reason is that this Congress does not represent the will 
of the American people and has no right to fix the fiscal pol- 
icy of this country for 18 months after it has died. It has 
no right to appropriate a thousand millions of the people's 
money after-it has been repudiated at the polls. That is a 
good and sufficient reason why we should not now pass these 
appropriation bills or any of them. The chosen representatives 
of the people of the United States are waiting at the doors to | 
enter this Capitol and to write the fiscal policy of this Gov- 
ernment. What right have you to deny them? There is plenty | 
of time for the new Congress to act before the fiscal year ex- 
pires. The Democratic Party went before the people of the | 
| 


pass 
I 


session 


is 


United States and sought the authority to govern this country. 
They have been granted the right to govern this country, and 
I want the party to which I belong to exercise the duty imposed 
upon it by the people of the United States, and to do it now, 
not at some future time, Mr. President, but now; and I enter 
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| ethical right to exercise this power. 


| to some time for disposing of this measure. 


| any 


| might get together, as we did on another question, and settle it. 


| come to any consent agreement under the threat of an all-night ses 





Marci 2, 


my vigorous protest against your rushing these bills through 
now, without time for examination and without any moral or 
At all events, I hope by 


this protest to promote a reform in this respect. 


Senators and Representatives defeated by the people ought 
no longer to exercise the legislative power of the people. I 


| hope to see an end of this mischievous and dangerous practice. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss the 
matter now immediately before the Senate, but to reply to an 
observation made by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDs}, 
which will require but a few minutes. 

The Senator from Nevada, as I understood him, said he was 
present during some colloquy last night with reference to an 


| adjournment, and that he was impressed with the idea that 


the meaning and effect of that colloquy was a practical agree- 
ment or understanding that to-day some definite time would be 
fixed for voting on the pending bill. 

Mr. President, I desire to read from the Recorp of yesterday 
just what was said in the two colloquies had and to put the 
whole matter in as compact a form as possible. It now 
scattered through the Recorp in rather a disconnected way. I 
begin reading from page 3796: 


Mr. Stone. Mr. President, I suggest to Senators on the other side, 
and particularly to the Senator from Indiana in charge of the Dill, that 
we now take an adjournment. Then those of us on this side who are 
opposed to the bill will have an opportunity to have some conterence 
to see whether it is possible for us to come to some agreement. It 
useless to stay here all night. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. Stone. Certainly. 

Mr. Penrose. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri whether 
by coming to an agreement he would suggest that we could perhaps fix 
a time for voting on the measure, if we adjourn now and take it up in 
the morning, or whether some amendments are in question? 

Mr. Stone. I do not quite understand the Senator. 

Mr. Penrose. My query was, whether the Senator from Missouri had 
in mind offering any amendments to the measure or whether his sug- 
gestion was that we could fix a time for voting on the bill? 


is 


is 


Senator from Missouri yield to 


Mr. Stone. I do not know, Mr. President, at this moment of any 
amendments that are to be proposed. I have not heard of any. I pre 


sume that if any agreement should be made it would be with reference 
I say that because I do 
not suppose that the Senator from Indiana and those who are acting 
with him would consider any agreement that did not fix some time for 
the vote. I can not give any assurance, I have no right to give any 
assurance, that any agreement will be made, and I am not asking an 
adjournment upon the basis that it can be made; but I do not think 
orogress can be made toward an agreement by continuing an in- 
definite session. Nothing can be accomplished in that way—I give as- 
surance of that much—and if it is desired to do anything with this 
bill, ws had better go home, sleep a while, get breakfast, and come back 
in better humor than we would be if we were compelled to go on with 
this bill to-night. 

Mr. Smoor. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. Stone. Certainly. 

Mr. Smoor. I ask unanimous consent that we take a vote upon the 
bill and pending amendments at 6 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. Svrone. Mr. President, I will object to any agreement of that 
kind to-night. 

Mr. Smoor. Will the Senator agree for an early vote on Friday? 

Mr. Stone. I will not make any agreement to-night for a vote. 

Mr. BeveripGr. Mr. President, will the Senator—— 

Mr. Stronp. It might be that some arrangement of that kind could 
be made after consultation, but I have no right to make any agre 
ment. I am not authorized to do it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator that proba)! 
in the morning, when we are all fresh and have had a night's — Ww 





Does the Senator from Missouri yield to 


not believe in agreeing to anything to-night. 

Mr. BrvertpGr. That was at 8 o'clock in the morning. 

Mr. OVERMAN. If we adjourn now we might be able to come to 
agreement, but I do not think we can do so to-night. I suggest to t 
Senator from Missouri that he remembers what took place here 
other night, that we had Democrats talk him over, and there was : 
understanding arrived at, and it might be accomplished again. 

Mr. BeveripGr. But not at this hour. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Well, if the Senator wants to go on 

Mr. BeveripGr. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BeveripGcr. I do not desire the Senator to yield to me. 
asked me a question. : 
Mr. Stone. If I did or did not, I will yield with great pleasure 

the Senator. 

Mr. Beveripcr. I will wait until the Senator is through. ; 

Mr. Stone. Wel, I am through, if the Senator desires to have t! 








Senator from Missouri yiel 





| floor. 
Mr. Martin. Mr. President- ; eo 
The PRESIDING Orricer. Does the Senator from Missouri yield to 


the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I simply want to suggest that it is not 
likely that an agreement to vote will be gotten under the threat of «an 
all-night session. I am ready to vote now. I do not want a mil 
delay, but I do not want to stay here all night, and I do not want 


I do not like that sort of practice. I think the consent ought to be . 


given; I think there ought to be a vote on this measure. I see no 


object in preventing it and I am ready for a vote, but I am not read y 
for a consent agreement under a menace that if we do not do it wi 
will be kept here all night. 
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Mr. Smoor. Mr. President not keeping, and I will not make a promise that I can not keep and 
The PRESIDING OFrricer. Does the Senator from Virginia yield to the | know that I can not. I do not mal ny prom that I 1 not keep 
Senator from Utah? absolutely 
’ Mr. Martin. That is all I had to say. I merely want it understood sut I think it may be more than likely we ean r ha < 
that consent can not be gotten; that I will not consent under threat | to-morrow that will be satisfactory I hoy - and I ask the 
of an all-night session; but I am ready for a vote, and I think it will | from Indiana, in charge of the bill. to « nt now t n li 
be obtained in due time. This is the last time I am going to m the req t I doing it 
Mr. Smoot. Mr. President, the only object I had in asking for a con-| for the physical comfort of all concerned Of course, if it is denied, 
sent agreement was that we might thereby hasten the business. Not /| all that we can do is to go on without any effort l part to come 
only that, but I am perfectly willing to let the vote be put off just as / to any conclusion to-night about anything I Ln ying that in any 
long as possible, in order that the bill may go to the other House. It spirit 
will have to go to conference and be acted upon by the House, but it | Mr. BEVERIDGE. While the Senator has the floor, I understand t) 
would not do to let it go beyond Friday morning. Senator to say that in his judgment and from his knowledge of those 
Mr. Beveriper. Mr. President, the situation, of course, is perfectly associated with him in his views on this questior e | that if 
clear to everybody. But two days more and two nights remain—that | we should not continue to-night an agreement ean | rene d to 
is all—to pass the appropriation bills that remain to be considered and | morrow morning to vote on the bill. I understand pert y the Sena 
this measure. It must be patent then, Mr. President, to everybody that | tor does not put that in the form of a promise; it is his lief that 
you can not put the matter over as would be done at an earlier period | that can be done. 
in any session. At 12 o'clock on Saturday we stand adjourned under | Mr. STONE. I believe that after conferring among ourselves and then 
the provisions of the Constitution. : having some conferences with Senators upon the other side an a 
The Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] says that he is ready to} ment can be arrived at. That is my view about it now, but 
yote now and sees no good reason for delay. This is not a new sub- | Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said in private conversation with me a 
ject. It has been before the Senate for four years, and during that | moment ago—and I repeat it merely because it is substantially what 
time it has been extensively debated. There is not a Senator on either | the Senator is saying now, except the time—it was his confident 


side of the Chamber, no matter how he looks at this question, who | belief that if we did not continue the consideration of this matter to 
does not understand it. The particular bill before us is not substan night an agreement could be reached to vote upon the measure early 
tially different from the one which has been before us for four years. | Thursday, or at the latest early Friday morning. If that is the Sena 
The question merely is, then, not the discussion of the provisions of | tor’s understanding, I think it clears my mind 
this measure as to its wisdom or policy, but the question is whether or Mr. Stone. The Senator is, of course, using |} 
not we are going to pass the bill. Delay patently endangers it. As the |] have said I say on the floor, that I think if an 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] has pointed out, not only must we | for conferences among our friends here, this side and that. ‘an 
pass the bill within the next few days, but we must pass it early | standing can be arrived at. 
' 


enough to enable it to go to the House, because there are amendments Mr. BeveripGr. Well, Mr. President 

to the bill, and that body must pass upon them. Therefore, if we in- | Mr. Stone. Now, what I say is that I am exp ing my individual 

tend to pass it, there is not a moment to be lost. I ask for the regular | yjews upon the proposition. — , 

order Mr. OVERMAN. I have no doubt that is the view of the few Senators 
Mr. OveERMAN. It is very evident we can not pass this bill to-night. | on this side who are here. What others who are not here are going 


Mr. BevertpGr. I do not know why. 5 to say about it I do not know. Of course, the Senator from Missouri 
Mr. OverMAN. And I think we shall save time by taking a recess or | ean not be bound by that. 


an adjournment and get to work in the morning. Let us get together | Mr. Stone. I can not be, and I do not intend to put myself in the 
and talk this matter over among ourselves, because some Senators have | attitude of being bound by it. 
gone home and we should like to confer with each other as to what Mr. Smoor. The Senator from Indiana understood that 


Mr. Brvertce. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, the | js 9 far better opportunity of accomplishing the end the Senator from 
bill was made the unfinished business last night. There was no night | Jndiana has in view—that 
session last night. It was perfectly understood by everybody that, when 
the bill at that late moment in the session was made the unfinished | oporcjon. 
business, it would be pressed, and therefore there was ample oppor: Mr. Bevertper. The Senator must modify that term 
tunity, unobstructed by anything or anybody, for Senators to get | wir sronp. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to say 
together and talk it over. If what they wanted to get together and | .oy with a good deal of feeling and conscience—that whatever the dis 
talk it over about was what plans they were going to adopt with ref- | .,mrorts may be to Senators on either side, we shall debate the ques 
erence to it, there was no oceasiou for anybody getting together and | tion_we can do it and are prepared to do it as long as we feel we 
talking it over so far as the bill itself was concerned. That is all | qosire to do it. Therefore it is better to give the opportunity for this 
there is to this situation. Senators who want delay, we must con- | conference in the hope and belief that an arrangement can be made 
clude, want it for the purpose of defeating the bill. I call for the Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, my friend’s 
regular order. 


course we should pursue. | Mr. Stone. I do not know what can be done, but I do say that there 


is, a vote on this bill on Thursday after 
noon or Friday morning—by this arrangement than by the course of 


and this I 








iggestion was, I am 
sure he will see on reflection, unnecessary. Everybody takes it for 

04 > fr . 2707 - granted that the Senator can always debate ; and of course the Senator 
I read now from page Bioe: does not mean to use the word “ coercion,’’ because that is not in any 
Mr. Stmumons. Mr. President, I do not think there Is anybody on | pody'’s mind, as the Senator well knows 


las 


this side who has any desire to delay a vote upon this bill; but it is | The Senator has given us his views, for which I have very great re 
a fact that a number of Senators, not expecting a vote to be taken | spect, as he very well knows. I observed that the Senator from North 
to-night, have gone home, and I think it fs rather unfair of the Sen- | Carolina spoke to him, and then wanted to take the floor himself 

ator from Indiana to insist upon a vote under those circumstances to- Mr. OVERMAN. I wanted to have a thorough understanding So far 






night. I am quite sure if the Senator in charge of this bill will consent | ag I am concerned, I am willing to have an agreement in the morning 
to let it go over until to-morrow that we will have no difficulty what- | ] know what the Senator says, but I do not know what somebody else 
ever in agreeing upon an hour upon which a vote may be taken. I | may say. I do not know 


know myself that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money], the | Mr. Warren. I desire that Senators should address the Chai We 
ranking minority member of the Committee on Finance, has gone home | should like to hear what they say 
to-night in the expectation that there will be no action upon this Mr. OvERMAN. I said I did not want to give his views or those of any 
measure. I do not think that, in his absence under those circumstances, | other Senator on this floor. I can only say what we have said and done 
the Senator from Indiana ought to insist upon a vote. among ourselves. For some Senator at home and in bed asleep I can 
= “ * * * * » not speak. We only say what we think about it, and we give our own 
Mr. OverMAN. I will say to the Senator from Indiana it is evident | Views in the matter. al a s : - : 
we will not have a quorum here very long. } Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the opinion of the Senator's colleague coincide 
Mr. Breveripce. We have a quorum now. | with the opinion of the Senator from Missouri? ss 
Mr. OverMAN. I want to say that this side can not be driven into Mr. Simmons. Mr. President, so far as I am personally concerned, I 


an agreement to-night. If the Senator desires me to go on, I will. would have no disposition to participate in any filibustering tactics upon 
this measure, and I would be perfectly willing to fix a time to vote. So 

He was desired to proceed, and he did, with an address, I | far as my whispered conversation with the Senator from Missouri is 
will not read that. concerned, I will say to the Senator that my suggestion was that we 
Later aa aii ace 8798 - 5 would probably be able at a conference in the morning to come to some 
ater on (it appears on page 3798) the absence of a quorum agreement about it, but that I did not think it would be wise to unquali 


was suggested and a roll call had. At the end of that the Pre- | fiedly promise or to hold out any false hopes about it until we had had 


siding Officer said: an opportunity to confer. 
_ } Mr. BeverIDGEe. The Senator, then, thinks as the Senator from M 
Forty-four Senators have answered to their names. A quorum is not | souri [Mr. Stone] and his colleague [Mr. OVERMAN] think, that it is 
present. likely——— 
Mr. Smoor. I ask that the names of the absentees be called. | Mr. StmMmons. I think if we are given an opportunity to have a con 
Mr. OVERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. | ference in the morning that the probabilities are that we will be able 
The PRESIDING Orricer. Pending the demand of the Senator from | to come to a satisfactory agreement; but I do not think that we are in 


Utah, the Senator from North Carolina moves that the Senate adjourn. | a position to promise absolutely that we will be able to do so 


The Senate refused to adjourn. rr , .» Sane » fron ians ioved to adiour 
. The PRESIDING Orricer. The Secretary will call the names of absent Scag tn rte " oo moved to adjourn. 
senators. Mr. Niu ack s. MP. ‘esiden 

The Seeretary called the names of absent Senators, and Mr. OverMAN The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CumMMINs in the chair). 


responded to his name when called. } . i he : at otal Bit Mins onthe , 
The PRESIDING Orricer. Forty-five Senators are present. There is no | Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Ne- 


quorum present. | vada? 
Mr. Smoot. I move that the Sergeant at Arms be directed to request | Mr, STONE. I will yield. I was going to make a very 
the attendance of absent Senators. - ste ’ t : 
The motion was agreed to. } brief statemen a . : : : 
a PRESIDING Orricer. The Sergeant at Arms will execute the order Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to make a statement right here, if 
of the Senate. tl Sen: > will rmit me. I Ss simply giving my indi 
1e Senator will permit me. wa imply giving my indi 
Mr. STone. } \ractda > Q entio 1¢0 Senato ‘ ® s £ or) “ie 
oie ee President, may I have the attention of the Senator vidual view of the understanding last night Other Senators 


It is manifest that we will not make any rapid progress, at least, by | may have had a different impression. I was not here during 
continuing to-night. I have said already that if there was an adjourn- the first colloguy which the Senator has read from the Con- 


ment to give us time to rest so that we could get up before noon and |... vi waiae in ies ll cn : 
get our breakfast, it is more than probable, I Calter it is altogether | GBESSIONAL Recorp. I was here only during the second collo- 


probable, that to-morrow We can come to some satisfactory agreement | quy. The Senator from Indiana [ Mr. SEVERIDGI ;. in charge of 
between the parties with reference to this matter. Of course, I am not the bill, had won in a number of votes regarding adjournment. 


in any position to.have an ything to say that anything can be done, and 348 200 : + all iad ‘ 
I will not say it. I would not want the Senator from Indiana or any | He was in position to press the bill with a view to final vote. 


other Senator to come to me and say that I had made a promise I was Several of the Senators upon our side wished an adjournment 
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until the morning, and some of them gave, as I understand, the 


hope—the hope; probably assurance would be too strong a 
term—that in the morning they would reach an agreement as 


to the time for a vote. 

The reason, as I understand, why the Senators who partici- 
pated in giving that hope were not willing absolutely to commit 
themselves was that there were Senators absent whom they 
could not commit and that they wished to confer with them. 

My individual view regarding my own action was that, as I 
acquiesced in the plea made to the Senator from Indiana re- 
garding an adjournment, and in the hope and the qualified as- 
surance of reaching an agreement regarding a final vote, 1 was 
bound to act as to my vote in this body to-day in such a way 
as to expedite the Senator from Indiana in getting a vote. 

I do not intend to cast any reflection whatever upon my asso- 
ciates. My impression derived from the colloquy may have 
been a wrong one, and theirs may be the right one. All I can 
say is that I am bound to act upon my own impressions and not 
upon the impressions of others. In my judgment, good faith 
therefore requires me to act in this matter in opposition to what 
has been the general vote of my party upon this side, and I am 
simply explaining my vote. 

I wish to say that when I was up before I did not state 
that there was any assurance given that an agreement to vote 
would be reached this morning. 3ut I understood that there 
Was an assurance given upon the part of all who were here— 
no one dissented—that there would be an endeavor to reach a 
vote, and all that I am doing is to endeavor to reach a vote, and 
I am taking such action as I think necessary in order to comply 
with what I regard as my obligation. 

Mr. STONE. I have read these parts of the Recorp that the 
colloquies might appear in a consecutive and condensed form. 
Senators of course can form any opinions as to their obliga- 
tions they see proper. I have nothing to do with that. But we 
must judge what the understanding was by what was said, 
not by what others may have thought, because different men 
might have different views about a given statement. We must 
judge by what is actually said. 

Now, it was too often iterated and reiterated during those 
colloquies by all who participated in them on this side that no 
assurance would be given, and that the suggestion for an ad- 
journment should not be made upon the basis of any promise, 
express or implied, that an agreement would be reached. So 
far as I am personally concerned, and I am sure that is true, 
I know it is of the junior Senator from North Carolina, we 
were willing to make an agreement with Senators on the other 
side—I am willing to do it now. 

Immediately after the adjournment I requested one of the 
employees of the Senate to send out notices to Democratic 
Senators requesting them to appear here in the Democratic 
cloakroom this morning for a conference. Fourteen Senators, 
as I counted them, appeared. They were late in coming, some 
of them at least. 

The hour fixed for the conference was 10 o'clock, but because 
of the fatigue incident to the late adjournment, I presume, 
they were delayed. Anyhow we finally discussed the question 
informally among ourselves. I was willing to agree that this 
debate should be terminated at a given hour to-day—before 
6 o’clock—and that a recess should follow until, say, 8 o'clock, 
and that then some appropriation bill should be taken up 
and considered until some given hour, to be followed by an 
adjournment until, say, 11 o’clock to-morrow, at which time a 
vote might be had upon the pending bill. 

Mr. President, there were Senators present who were not 
satisfied with that arrangement and distinctly expressed their 
disapproval of it, declaring that they would not consent to any 
unanimous-consent agreement of that kind; they told me so; and 
they were very determined in their attitude. 

I reported that situation to Senators on the other side. 
That is all there is to it. I have read this Recorp and made 
these remarks simply that they might go in now in conjunction 
with what the Senator from Nevada said. I am making no 
criticism of his attitude on the bill. I have no criticism to 
offer as to any Senator’s attitude. That is a matter of right; 
the right to do as he pleases, which each Senator should, and 
I presume will, exercise. 

Mr. President, that concludes what I have to say on the 
subject. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OveRMAN] 
has intimated to me that he desires to say something on the 
same subject. 

Mr. PERCY. Mr. President, if this measure should be sub- 
mitted for consideration to the Senate at any time, many and 
valid objections could be urged to the passage of it. Sub- 
mitted at this time the measure is absolutely indefensible. 
It is projected into the closing days of a session crowded 
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with business, where it is impossible for any fair consideration 
to be given it. It is impossible for any intelligent discussion of 


it to be had without obstructing the passage of legislation 
necessary in order to carry on the Government. 
Again, what is the character of the information that this 


board sought here to be created is primarily charged with 
the duty of collecting? It is to obtain information as to the 
cost of the production of manufactured articles in all of the 
countries of the world, and then to obtain information as to 
the cost of such production in this country. What is the value 
of this information? For what purpose can it be used? Only 
for the purpose of framing a tariff measure based upon the 
difference in the cost of production at home and abroad, and 
so framed as to allow a reasonable profit to the manufacturers 
here after taking into consideration the greater cost of pro- 
duction in this country. 

This information, if it were possible to secure it, might be 
valuable for the use of a Republican House engaged in the 
duty of framing a protective tariff measure, but the informa- 
tion is to be gathered for the benefit of a Democratic House 
of Representatives, charged with the duty of framing the next 
tariff bill, a House which will frame that bill as a revenue 
measure only, collecting only such tariff as will suffice to sup- 
ply the revenues of a Government economically administered, 
a House that does not believe it has the right to frame a tariff 
measure so as to insure an exorbitant profit to manufacturers 
here, a reasonable profit to American manufacturers, or any 
profit at all to such manufacturers, such profit necessarily to 
be raised by the taxation of the balance of the American 
people. It is no part of the province of the Government to 
guarantee business success. 

The information thus gathered will be absolutely useless to 
that Congress in the framing of any legislation, and yet the 
expense of collecting this useless information is almost ineal- 
culable. The present tariff board requires an expenditure of 
about $400,000 a year. The proposed tariff board, when in full 
operation, will doubtless require an annual expenditure of a 
million dollars a year. The measure can not be repealed dur- 
ing the next Congress because a Republican President would 
veto any measure repealing it. So, for two years you have this 
enormous outlay saddled upon the country; and not for two 
years ulone, but indefinitely, because no such board thus created 
is ever destroyed. Is this to be the outcome of this boasted 
economy of this administration? 

Mr. President, there is legislation now upon the calendar 
which will be sought to be enacted, and doubtless will be 
enacted, into law within the next two days carrying so many 
millions of dollars of expenditure that it will be a matter of 
precious little importance to the American people whether 
you have a tariff board or not, whether the Democratic or the 
Republican party is to come in power, because with those 
expenditures fixed upon the people no party can by any 
legislation substantially reduce the burden of taxation. 

Can it be that this measure is held up here for discussion so 
that no opportunity will be given to intelligently discuss the 
appropriation bills carrying millions upon millions of dollars 
that are to be passed now within less than two days? Is it 
so that those measures can be crowded through this Senate 
without an opportunity of having disclosed to the American 
people the character of those appropriations? So, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it may be; and I wish briefly to address myself to one 
of those proposed measures as an illustration of the extrava- 
gant and wasteful character of the legislation now on the 
calendar which is to be crowded through as soon as this meas 
ure is out of the way, and crowded through absolutely without 
an opportunity for any consideration of them. 

The measure I wish to briefly discuss, and upon which we 
may be called upon to vote at any hour with no opportunity 
then being presented for discussion, is known as the Sullowiy 
pension bill, and I wish briefly to review the provisions of that 
bill. 

Mr. President, the South has long deemed it a privilege to 
bear her fair share of the burdens of the National Government, 
and no part of that burden has been borne more cheerfully than 
the expenditures in behalf of those who fought to preserve this 
Union. While fully cognizant of her unquestioned right to join 
in the discussions in this Chamber of these expenditures, yet her 
representatives have uniformly refrained from taking part in 
such discussions for reasons easily understood, and to that cus 
tom I would now conform but for the startling nature of the 
bill before the Senate. Startling because, coming, as it does, 


45 years after the close of the Civil War, it carries an increase 
in pensions of approximately $50,000,000, a greater increase 
than has occurred in the appropriation for this purpose during 
any single year since that war, the greatest increase in any 
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year prior to this time having occurred in 1878-79, when the 
appropriation was increased $23,000,000, 

The estimated increase carried is greater than the total 
amount expended by this Government for pensions during any 
vear after the war up to 1880. It is half as much as the total 
amount expended by this Government for all pensions for the 
three-quarters of a century of its history ending with June 30, 
1865, and this increase is to be added to a general pensions bill 
carrying $153,000,000. It will add $385,000,000 to governmental 
expenditures in 10 years, 

The treatment accorded by this Government to those who 
fought for its preservation in its generosity finds no parallel in 
the history of the world, and this whether judged by the annual 
expenditure for pensions, the number of people cared for by 
pensions, the classes of people enjoying the benefits of pensions, 
the liberality of the laws under which pensions are granted, or 
the favorable consideration extended to those seeking the benefit 
of these laws in the construction and administration of them. 

In regard to the number of pensioners and the disbursements 
made in their behalf, the following is showh by the records, 
stated at decades since the war, and in round numbers: 


| Number of Appropria- 


| pensioners. tion. 
BO ws écndcdndeubusbanutdtenedtebandeanedceehasnadendacdaans 198,000 $29,000,000 
BO oo ccc ccocsecessecsusccsesesscsccccccccoeseseeceoeesosas 250, 000 56 , 000, 000 
GU is Kd deca ER Re Aksin ania eh ener enwen eis ny 537,000 | 106,000, 000 
OTD. wc ccccccccscccccccccscccescetoscassudsessessccscossces 993,000 138, 000, 000 
OIG. oc cccanccccccescoccccsccosscscenssccnsenscsnscedecoane 921,000 , 159, 000, 000 


These figures do not include the cost of maintenance of the 
Pension Bureau, examiners, and so forth, which has averaged 
from two and one-half to three and one-half million dollars 
per annum. The pension appropriation for the last year was 
the greatest of any year except for 1909, when it was $161,- 
000,000. Nor does this include the cost of the soldiers’ homes, 


cared for and millions each year expended in their care. 

The total expenditure for pensions since the war has been 
$3,976,000,000, exclusive of the cost of maintenance, and, in- 
cluding that, $4,094,000,000 the figures being given in round 
numbers. 

As stated by an eminent Republican leader, 
PayNe, in 1908 this Government expended 31 per cent of its 
total revenues in the payment of pensions and for national 
cemeteries, soldiers’ homes, and other beneficial aids to the old 


soldier. 


Hon, SERENO 


ognized Republican authority, 72 per cent of our total gov- 
ernmental expenditures are to defray the expenses of war, 


past and to come. 

Not taking into consideration the effect of this measure, the 
expenditures of this Government in preparing for war and in 
defraying the expenses of past wars annually amount to about 
554,000,000 more than 


It is stated in another way by an equally well-rec- | 


England’s military expenses, with the | 


greatest navy that the world has even seen; $136,000,000 more | 


than Germany, with an army which is the admiration of the 
world and a navy larger than ours; $152,000,000 more than 
France, with a standing army of 500,000 men. 

TAWNEY, New York Times, January 16, 1910: 


fixing the amounts which have been disbursed for pensions. 

Again this same generosity of spirit is evidenced in the desig- 
nation of the classes who are permitted to share in the 
beneficent aid of the Government, other than enlisted soldiers. 
Provision is made for widows, dependent children, mothers, 
fathers, brothers, and sisters of deceased pensioners, imbecile 


childre n 


and minor children of their widows, and 
fhe number of those cared for in greater or 1 


for nurses. 


ber of Army and naval survivors of the Civil War, excluding 


deserters, on June 30, 1910, at 626,221, this being the total 
humber of survivors, without reference to the pension roll, 


The report of the Commissioner of Pensions shows that of the 


921,000 drawing pensions June 30, 1910, 562,000 were survivors 
of the 


Civil War, about 40,000 survivors of the Mexican, In- 
dian, and Spanish Wars, their widows and relatives, and 
olS461 were widows and dependent relatives, and 442 were 


hurses from the Civil War. Surely no class entitled to con- 
Sideration seems have been overlooked. 

Again, there are few who had any participation in the war, 
however indirect, however insignificant, however brief such 
participation was, who are not given opportunity under exist- 
ing laws to share in the beneficence of the Government. There 
has been by successive legislation a breaking down of all barriers 


to 
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There is no evidence here of an illiberal or parsimonious spirit in | 


ess degree is evi- | 
denced by the fact that Gen. Ainsworth estimates the total num- | 


liberally provided throughout the country, where thousands are | under it. 





between those who could establish any connection 
war and the Treasury of the Government. The course of 
lation has been such as to present the anomalous spectacle of 
a constantly dwindling band of survivors coupled with not only 
constantly swelling appropriations but almost a constantly in- 
creasing number of pensioners. Death has scarce been busier 
thinning the ranks of the old soldiers than legislation has been 
recruiting the ranks of the pensioners. 

Pension legislation for the Civil War had practically its 
origin in the act of July 14, 1862, and the act of March 3, 1873, 
amendatory thereof, which, in substance, gave pensions in cases 
of disability by 


with the 


locrie 
iegis- 


ss 


reason of wounds received or diseases con- 

tracted, such pensions to last during the continuance of the 

disability, and a provision for dependent relatives upon the 
death of the pensioner. 

Under the act of June 27, 1890, as amended by the act of 


May 9, 1900, a soldier who served 90 days and was honorably 
discharged, and who suffered from disability of permanent 
character, incapacitating him from the performance of nrnual 
labor, was entitled to be pensioned, though such disability 
did not have its origin in wounds received or con- 
tracted during the war, and his widow became entitled to such 
pension upon his death, provided she married him prior to June 
27, 1890, and was without other means of support than her 
daily labor. This was amended by the act of May 9, 1900, 
providing, that in determining inability to earn a support, each 
and every infirmity should be considered, and the aggregate 
of the disabilities should be rated; and it further provided that 
the widow might have the benefit of the pension if without other 
means of support than her daily labor, and with a net income 
not exceeding $250 per year. 

The act of April 19, 1908, granted a pension to widows regard- 
less of the amount of property they possessed. Two hundred and 
two thousand persons were benefited by this last provision. 
Twenty-two thousand new applications were filed before the 
close of the year, and in 1909, 46,634 new applications were filed 
And by another act, March 38, 1901, the widow is in- 
sured against the danger of a second matrimonial venture by 
her pension being revived in case of the death or divorce from 
the second husband. 

The act of February 6, 1907, pensioned soldiers who had 
served 90 days, and had been honorably discharged, and who 
had reached the age of 62 years, eliminating from consideration 
as a condition for enjaying the Government's bounty inability 
to earn a living, disability of any kind by reason of the serv- 
ice rendered, or wealth of the pensioner, however great it might 
be. 

But in addition to those provided for by the wondrous liber- 
ality of the general laws, it appears from the report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions that Congress has since 1861 granted 
pensions and increases of pensions by 32.401 special acts, and 
of this number there are now on the roll 19,422, provided for by 
special acts, either because they were entitled to no pension 
under the general laws or it was thought that the pension so 
provided was not adequate to meet their needs or their deserts, 

The first general bill which passed Cong permitting a 
pension to soliders upon the ground of service and present dis- 
ability alone in the absence of injuries received during the 
service was vetoed by President Cleveland February 11, 1887 
Up to that time the principle had been observed in legislation 
that pensions should be bestowed upon those who in military 
service, or in the line of military duty, had been to a greater or 


diseases 


« 
‘ 


ress 


Da] 











| less extent disabled. Some of the observations contained in 

this veto message of President Cleveland se to me especially 
pertinent at this time and to this bill. He said: 

| No corresponding number of statutes have « d ver 
every kind of injury or disability ir d in the ‘ any 
war. 

Yet at that time the appropriation for the year endi June 
80, 1887. was $75,000,000, less than half of th apy iria- 
tion to-day for this purpose, and the total any expended up 

ito that date for pensions was $08,000,000, Tle said this bill— 

Authorizes the pension for tl ntl vithout any re- 
quir nt of actual engagement v\v ene and thout 
la si ion to any of the actu ers « inelude thoae ° 
who never reached the front at d those d d from dez 

| vous at the close of the war, if d rged three iths after enlist- 
ment. 

Said the President: 

I can not but remember that the liers of « Cin War in their 
pay and bounty received such con 1 f tar services ag 
has never been received by soldiers ince nkind first went to 
| war; that never before on behalf of any soldie have so many, and 
i suc generous laws, been passed to relieve against tl incidents of 

that statutes have been passed giving them preference in all 
public employment: that the really needy and less Union soldiers 


of the Rebellion have been to a great extent provided for at soldiers’ 
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homes, instituted 2nd cared for by the Government, where they are 
maintained t free from the sense of degradation which at- 
taches to the | support of charity; and that never before in the 
hist of the eountry has it en proposed to render Government aid 
toward the suppert of any of its soldiers, based alone upon a military 
service so recent, and where age and circumstances appear so little 
to demand such aid 


He said further, and it was less true then than it is to-day: 


If this bill should become a law, with its tremendous addition to our 





pension obli ion, | am thoroughly convinced that further efforts to 
reduce the Federal revenue and restore some part of it to our people 
will, and, perhaps, should be seriously questioned It has constantly 
been a cause of pride and congratulation to the American citizen that 
his country is not put to the charge of maintaining a large standing 
Army in time of peace. Yet, we are now living under a war tax 
which has been tolerated in peaceful times to meet the obligations in- 
curred in war, and for years past in all parts of the country the de- 
mand for the reduction of the burdens of taxation upon our labor 


and production have increased in volume and urgency. 


Then the demand referred to for the reduction of the burdens 
in taxation, for a reduction in the cost of living, was but a 
whisper. Now, with the passing of years, and the continued 
increase in governmental expenditures, it has swelled to a rear 
which no political party ean with safety or wisdom disregard. 
Yet the act which President Cleveland vetoed carried with it 
the requirement of incapacity in such a degree as to be unable 
to earh a support, and the pension was allowed only to those 
who were dependent upon their daily labor for support. 

As there never has been a suspicion of parsimony in the en- 
actment of pension laws, so there has never been a suspicion of 
harshness in the administration of those laws. No hostile eye 
has viewed with disfavor the claims of those seeking to enjoy 
the benefits of these laws. In fact, if there be cause of criti- 
cism that cause lies rather in the laxity than the strictness of 
the administration. 

A former Republican Attorney General of the United States, 
in a recent article in the North American Review, has said: 
“One hundred million dollars could be saved in pensions alone 
if only those deserving pensions received them, but if a single 
deserter from the colors during the Civil War, or a single mis- 
ealled Spanish War veteran malingering in camp at Chicka- 
mauca, or a single worthless woman who beguiled an old 
soldier with one foot in the grave into marrying her, is not on 
the pension list for life, it is wholly due to some oversight on 
the part of the pension agents.” 

The proposed act provides for the following increases in ex- 
isting pensions: 


| 
|} Annual 


Age Increase 


per month Number. anaes. Amount. 
—— ~~ | -- a - — 
@ years........... pine Samed $12 to $15 93, 589 | $36.00 | $3, 369, 204. 00 
Ie UDI satchel iil els ‘nahh lll 12 to 20 | 184,577 | 96.00 | 17, 719,392.00 
70 y shila nidliietapeininin cin asiieabinieal 15 to 25 101,778 i 120.00 | 12,213, 350.00 
75 years..... 20 to 30 63, 461 120. 00 7, 493, 687. 00 

' 

SRI italic chia salals eal tod GMa eat ac a 2 40, 795, 643. 00 
‘The Secretary of the Interior estimates that the increase 
under this act between the date of its passage and June 30, 
1912, would be about $30,000,000, but that the maximum rate 
of increase would be reached in the second year, and that the 


amount which would be required for the payment of pensions 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, should this bill be 
enacted, would be about $200,000,000, and this taking fully 
into account the loss to the pension roll by reason of the death 


of pensioners between 
account any ine 
other 

The payment of the pension roll under this bill would impose 
a burden as great as the annual expenditure for the mainte- 


now and that date and not taking into 
rease in the pension roll that might result from 


legislation, 


nance of the German army, the world’s greatest military or- 
ganization. 
The proposed act, like the act of 1907, is based on service 


alone, without regard to the merit of that service. Three 
months is the length of time required. No disability or inca- 
pacity by reason of that service is a condition. No poverty or 
destitution is a factor. The sick and the well, the strong and 
the weak, the rich and the poor, the hero and the skulker are 
pensioned indiscriminately. 

It is said to bea not for the relief of destitution, 
but testimonial of the Nation’s gratitude. Such an argument 
would as readily support an appropriation of $500,000,000 as of 
$50,000,000. 

Such a system of pensioning finds no precedent in history and 
rests on no foundation which can be approved of by reason. 
Approving of this appropriation, imagination cah conjure no 
reason for opposing any other for the same purpose. 


measure 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





MarcH 2? 


. 





The committee, in reporting this bill in the House, said: 
Your 


committee feels that the time has come when there should be 
something done to relieve the Pension Committees of Congress from 
the tremendous amount of work that confronts them. Your committee 
feels that the time has come when Congress should enact general legis 
lation that will reduce private pension legislation to a minimum. While 


these estimates add a large sum te the present pension appropriation, 
yet it is necessary if we are to bring the pension of the soldier to a 
point where Congress will be relieved of a vast amount of special pension 
legislation. 

This would seem to recommend the bill more as a relief to 
the Pension Committee than as a measure meritorious in itself: 
yet by special acts it is supposed that the helpless and desery 
ing are benefited, while the proposed legislation is indiscrimi 
nating and irrational in character, and we would be blind to the 
teachings of experience if we should for a moment entertain 
the hope that the enactment of this legislation would diminish 
the number of private pension bills. How extensive has been 
the relief afforded by private pension bills is shown by the re 
port of the minority, made by the Senator from North Dakota 
and his distinguished services in this behalf leave no room to 
doubt either his knowledge or his zeal—which states: 

We believe the two Houses of Congress have been able by private 
pension bills to reach every case of helplessness of war veterans throug! 
out the entire country, and they will be able in the future, as in t} 
past, by special legislation, to relieve every case of destitution for whi 
our general legislation will not give the adequate relief. 

So this bill is needed for the relief of no helpless war veteran. 

This same argument was pressed with much earnestness in 
support of the act of 1907, and yet a greater number of bills for 
private pensions have been introduced in the past three years 
than ever before in the history of the country. There were 
enacted in the Sixtieth Congress 6,600 private pension acts; in 
the second session of the Sixty-first Congress, 6,065 special acts; 
and 20,000 bills have been introduced in the present session, 
removing the records of desertion, so as to make honorably dis 
charged soldiers out of deserters, or granting new pensions or 
increasing pensions already granted. 

It ean not be doubted that the passage of this bill would in 
finitely stimulate the introduction of private pension acts, has- 
ten the passage of several pending measures, and would be the 
immediate prelude to the enactment of the dollar-a-day pensio! 
bill carrying $108,000,000, because there is no objection applica 
ble to any of these measures which does not apply in equal 
force to the legislation now proposed. 

The proposed bill carries $30,000,000 the first year and about 
$50,000,000 the second, against $17,000,000 carried by the meas- 
ure recommended by the resolution of the Grand Army of the 
Republic at its last encampment, according to the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Does not the committee in so exceeding the recommendation 
of the Grand Army display more zeal than wisdom? 

The enactment of this measure can not be extenuated by the 
claim that the appropriation is to be paid out of the surplus 
revenues of a swollen treasury. The time does not seem to be 
well chosen for such an assault upon the Treasury. On Janu- 
ary 9, 1911, the Treasury Department reported a deficit for the 
fiseal year beginning July last of $6,500,000 and a further deficit 
for the Panama Canal in round numbers of $20,000,000. It is 
almost certain that the passage of this bill would necessitate 4 
bond issue in order to meet the expense entailed by it. Not 
only is there no money in the Treasury with which to me 
this expenditure, but every dollar which will be placed there 
will be raised by taxation. This bill appropriates millions of 
dollars for the benefit of pensioners, thousands and tens 
thousands of whom are in no pecuniary distress, yet ever) 
dollar so appropriated is raised by taxation, and under our ‘vs 
tem of indirect taxation the bulk of these taxes at last comes 
not from the coffers of the wealthy, but from the toiling mil 
lions of ultimate consumers, standing more in need of aid in 
the rough battle of life than those for whose benefit they are 
taxed. This in the last analysis is what makes this measure, 
seemingly so generous, in fact, harsh and oppressive. 

While the sacred duty imposed upon Congress to care for the 
helpless and the needy who preserved the Union rises above 
economic considerations, above the cries of those oppressed by 
taxation, this rule furnishes no support for this 
At no time in the history of our people have the expenditurs s 
of the Government been greater, taxation more burdensome, the 
cost of living more onerous. With a full realization of this, 
for the first time in our history, a patriotic President, rising 
above the clamor of party, believing that “he serves his party 
most who serves his country best,” is appealing in public 


measure 


speeches to the people of this country irrespective of party, 
that he may bring to bear upon this body a public sentiment 
which will force it to enact reciprocity legislation tending to 
cheapen the necessaries of life. 
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At the last session of this Congress $100,000 was appropriated 
to defray the expense of a commission to investigate and recom- 
mend some method of reducing the expenses of the Government 
in the administration of its various departments. 

There is doubt whether an appropriation of $1,000,000 will be 
made to begin the fortification of a canal which will represent 
an investment of $400,000,000, lest the expense of such fortifica- 
tion may finally aggregate $12,000,000. 

In every department of the Government there seems to be an 
effort toward economy. In every department the President is 
insisting upon the rigid enforcement of economy. A million 
is saved here or sought to be saved there, not infrequently at the 
expense of efficiency, in order to lessen the burden of taxation. 

The engineers cut down the estimates for the last river and 


harbor bill some $10,000,000; three million was appropriated | 


for the Mississippi River below Cairo instead of four, not 
because the money was not needed for the work, but because 
the administration was seeking to reduce expenses. 

There is a measure now pending which seeks to reduce the 
deficiency in the Post Office Department by imposing a higher 
rate of postage upon the magazines which carry knowledge and 
information to millions of humble readers throughout the coun- 
trv. and in a bill now on the calendar of this body, from the 
Post Office Department, a pitiful effort at economy is made in 
reducing the salaries of rural mail carriers as fixed by the bill 
as it came from the House from $1,000 to $950, for the purpose 
of saving a few hundred thousand dollars at the expense of 
probably the most underpaid class of employees in the service 
of the Government. 

Again, the same department, in the interest of economy, has 
persistently delayed the installation of rural routes approved of 
by the department, until to-day there are 1,045 of such routes 
approved of and not installed, the installation of which would 
cost in round numbers $1.000,000. Yet that million it is thought 
worth while to save at the expense of the farmers of the coun- 
try. 

Are all of these multiplied efforts at economy a pitiful 
sham? If not, they surely will be made a mock of by this legis- 
lation. If a depleted Treasury offers no argument against a 
$50,000,000 appropriation, what kind of an appropriation would 
be demanded if economy in the administration of the Govern- 
ment should ever provide a surplus to be legislated away? 

It is said that legislation of this kind stimulates patriotism. 
This is not true. No thought of reward inspired the patriotism 
of the men who carried their country’s flag to victory in 1865. 
The patriotism that has its root in the hope of a money reward 
is too near akin to mendicancy to be a nation’s safeguard. 

The report of the Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal year 
ending 1901 shows that during the seven years after the close 
of the Civil War ending in 1872 only about 6 per cent of the 
soldiers of that war had filed claims. The number of claims 
for pension filed by soldiers in the Spanish War from April 21, 
1898, to June 30, 1901, was 45,710, about 20 per cent of the total 
number of men enlisted, and up to that date more than 50 per 
cent of one volunteer regiment had filed such claims, a number 
of claims being filed by soldiers who a few days prior to the 
applications for pensions, upon being discharged, had been care- 
fully examined and found to be suffering from no disability 
whatever. Wenow have 27,000 Spanish War veterans on the rolls, 
and the Government has already paid them one-half as much as 
it paid all the Revolutionary soldiers, their wives, and their 
children. Is this the kind of patriotism that is the product of 
liberal pension legislation? This country will never have to 
hold out the prospect of looting the Treasury in order to induce 
its sons to rally to the defense of its flag. 

It is said that the appropriation is an evidence of the love 
of the Nation for the beneficiaries of it. I deny that evidence 
is needed of the love borne by the Nation for those who fought 
for and saved it, and I would be slow to admit that the be- 
stowal of money without regard to the need for it is the only 
or the most fitting method of attesting a people’s gratitude 
For no greater love ever filled the heart of a people than is 
cherished by the southern people for those who went down in 
defeat before the Army of the Federal Government, and yet 

traveling over the South I have had pride in the fact that, 
except where war had left its mark in loss of arm or leg, there 
was nothing which set apart the Confederate veteran from his 
fe low men. Uneared for by Government, drawing no pension 
from those who loved him, relying upon his own manhood, he 
has fought the battle of life as uncomplainingly and as bravely 
as he ever fought the battles of his eountry; and while now in 
their old age their States are endeavoring to care for the dis- 
abled and helpless, to bring some small degree of comfort to 
them in their remaining days, and we bitterly regret the poy- 












bestowed; yet we proudly feel that however great these re- 


| sources might be, not a dollar would be accepted save by those 


in want and helpless to earn a livelihood for themselves. 

Mr. President, the pending pension bill, to be passed upon 
within the remaining two days of this Congress, disregards 
every rule of economy and every sane principle upon which the 
pensioning of soldiers has ever been conducted. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. McCUMBER. At the close of the argument which has 
just been made by the Senator from Mississippi |Mr. Percy] I 
think it an appropriate time to ask consideration of the general 
pension appropriation bill. It will not require more than 10 
minutes, I think, to pass it, and we will dispose of that matter. 
I therefore ask unanimous consent that the pending business be 
temporarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the pension appropriation bill (H. R. 29157). 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let the Senator from North Dakota move 
to take it up and we will agree to it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Then I move that the present business be 
temporarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I object to that. 

Mr. OWEN. Regular order! 

Mr. BANKHEAD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama will 
state it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I observe the language employed by the 
Senator from North Dakota, and I would like to have a ruling 
of the Chair upon the point whether if the motion of the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota prevails it will displace what is now the 
unfinished business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the motion prevails precisely as 
it was made it would not displace the unfinished business. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is exactly what I thought; and I 
think that is the intention of the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. OVERMAN. As a substitute for the motion made by 
the Senator from North Dakota, I move that we proceed to the 
consideration of the bill known as the pension appropriation 
bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is not modifiable. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I consent to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator consents. Very good. 
The question is upon proceeding to the ccnsideration of the 
pension appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the bill (Lt. R. 
29157) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to strike 
out lines 12 and 138, in the following words: 





For the payment of one pension agent for payi: per ns, $4,000 

And insert: 

For salaries of agents for the payment of pensions, at $4,000 each, 
$72,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. OWEN. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com 
mittee on Pensions what oceasion there is for passing the pend- 
ing bill at this time. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Just the same oceasion that there is for 
passing the other appropriation biils before Congress adjourns; 
that is all. 

Mr. OWEN. I want to lay upon the Recorp my protest 








against the passage of this appropriation bill at this time by a 
Congress which no longer represents the wi f the At can 
people, and I shall at this time content myself with that ob- 
jection. 
Mr. SCOTT. I offer the following amendment the | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator f West \ ia 
offers an amendment to the bill, which will | l 
The Secrerary. It is proposed to add to e bill t 
ing: 
hat any person who served 90 days or! e int tar | 
of the United States during the late ¢ War, or 60 in 
ar with Mexico, and who ha een hot 
and who has reached the re of 62 
ing proof of such facts according to such rule ! the 
Secretary of the Interior may provide, be placed ie | roll 
ind be entitled to receive a pension as follow In ‘ | ' has 
reached the age of 62 years, $15 per month; 65 y« s, $20 per r th: 
70 years, $25 per month; 75 years « over, $30 } ' ch 
pension shall commence from the date of the filin f the in 
{ Bureau of Pensions after the passage and approva ict : 
Provided, That pensioners who are 62 vears of as : | ire 
now receiving pensions under existing laws, or w » claims ars nd- 
ing in the Bureau of Pensions, may, by application to the ¢ 1! 
of Vensions, in such form as he may prescribe, receive the be 3s of 
or 
: 


erty of our resources in hampering and minimizing the care so! this act; and nothing herein contained shall prevent any pens 
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‘osecuting his claim and receiving a 














] ( pecial ac further, That 
I | n der an} at the same time 
( 1 he is 1 vi 1 under the provi- 
bi i j / i n who is now 
rr I : ler any other 
) t n vould ed to receive under the 
I | be pensionabl act 
I ber ts thi i who 
ti th in specified during t \\ 
( \ Mexico, and who is now or may e 
ti 1 to | under 1 acts of June 27, 1890, Fe 1895 
and tl! oint resolutions of July 1, 1902, and June rt 
act January 2 1887, March 3, 1801, February 17, ui 
6, 1 +, and Mi: 4, 1907 
That rank in the service shall not be considered in app! 
t) filed hereunder 
- That » pens ttori claim agent, or other person ill 
] d to ve ( ion for services dered in pre 
sent wr ay el t I lensior rs iny sion 
under this act 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment 


Mr. LODGE Mr. President, I make the point of order that 
it is general legislation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
raise the point of order against the amendment that it is 
general legislation. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, as I understand the rule, the 
Chair may pass upon this point of order, or he may submit it 
to the Senate, but I should like to make a brief statement in 
reference to the bill, and, following, request the Chair to sub- 


mit the amendment to the Senate. There have been many dif- 
ferent statements made regarding the amount this bill carries. 
This amendment increases the pensions of those who are 62 
years of age from $12 to $15; of those who are 65 from $12 to 
$20 per month; of those who are 70 from $15 to $25 per month; 
and of those who are 75 years or over from $20 to $30 per 
month. If all entitled to increases should file applications and 
there should be no deaths, and if all applications could be 
acted upon within the year, the total necessary appropriation 
would be $40,000,000. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Forty-five million dollars, 


Mr. CURTIS. Forty million dollars. 
Mr. OVERMAN. May I interrupt the Senator from Kansas? | 
Mr. CURTIS. I would rather make my statement without 


interruption, 

Mr. OVERMAN. 
mation. 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I understand there is a bill pending here, 
known as the retired volunteer officers’ bill, which will take 
about $40,000,000 more. Is it the intention to pass that bill 
also if this amendment passes? 

Mr. CURTIS. That bill does not come from the committee 
of which I am a member, and I can not give the Senator the 
information he asks. 

Mr. WARNER. If the Senator from Kansas will pardon me, 
I will state that the bill referred to by the Senator from North 
Carolina comes from the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
instead of carrying about $40,000,000 over and above the Sullo- 
way bill, it carries $2,500,000. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator has very much amended it. 
I know the original bill was before us when I was on the com- 
mittee, and it amounted to $30,000,000 or $40,000,000. 

Mr. WARNER. Over the present pension rates. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas has the 
floor. 

Mr. CURTIS. 
be brief. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Kansas can not go on and 
complete his statement I shall make the point of order. 

Mr. CURTIS. I want to complete my statement. The Com- 
missioner of Pensions advises Congress that it will be im- 
possible for him to act upon all the applications in case they 
should be filed, and that in no case can the appropriation ex- 
ceed for the next year $30,000,000. In the following year, if 
all upon and if there were no 


I wish merely to ask a question for infor- 


I prefer to go on with my statement. It will 


the applications were acted 
deaths, the total appropriation for the second year would be 


only $50,000,000. But in the meantime, according to estab- 
lished averages, the deaths would reduce that amount over 
$10,000,000. So at the outside, in the second year, the extreme 


appropriation would be $40,000,000. 

I know there has been much said about the condition of the 
Treasury, and the ability of the Government to pay these pen- 
sions. So far as I am personally concerned, I do not believe 
that is a legitimate objection. But we can issue bonds to 
build the Panama Canal; we can build up a great Navy; we 
can maintain a standing Army; and if we can do that, I ask 
why can we not raise the money, if it become necessary, 





are 


to pay these deserving old soldiers pensions I believe they 
entitled to receive? 

As [ said a moment ago, I do not think this is a legitimat 
objection to this measure because, when the soldiers were 
asked to enlist, they did not stop to consider the paltry amoun 
that was paid to them each month. They did not stop to est 
mate what it might cost them in years of suffering and hard 
They did not to consider what the cost would be 
to their families aficr they volunteered and offered their liv: 
to save this Nation. They preserved the Union and upheld th: 
Constitution. When marched down Pennsylvania Aven 


ht, 
Sill}. - op 


in May, 1865, they read the words written in cloth on the 
Treasury Building: ** There is one debt this Government owes 
which it can never psy. That is the debt it owes to its soldie: 


and sailors.” That was the sentiment of the country then, and 
it is the true sentiment of the country to-day. 

I hold in my hand a list of 21 States, the legislatures of 
which have passed resolutions asking for the enactment of th 
legislation. They represent 53,000,000 of the 91,000,000 of o 
population. I 


ask the presiding officer of this body to ! 


mit to the Senate the proposition that we may have a dir 
vote as to whether or not at this time we will give to these 
veterans suitable recognition of their services and the Nation's 
gratitude. I should like to say to the Senator from Mas 


chusetts [Mr. Lopcre] that the Legislature of the State of Massa 
chusetts unanimously adopted a resolution in favor of this 
measure, 

I ask unanimous consent that the list may be printed in my 





remarks. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that will ly 
done. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
INDORSEMENTS OF THE SULLOWAY PENSION BILL. 


The so-called Sulloway pension bill has been indorsed by the Legis 





latures of New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Lllinois, Indiana, Mich 
Wisconsin, Iowa, Connecticut, Maine, Colorado, Kansas, Nebraské 
Washington, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Minnesota, Oregon, Massach: 


setts, South Dakota, Utah, and Wyoming. 

These States represent a population of 53,021,049 out of a total of 
91,647,197. 

Mr. PERCY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. PERCY. I should like to, make a correction as to th 
apparent discrepancy between the Senator from Kansas and my 
self as to the amount which would be carried by the amendment. 
He states from his standpoint that the amount carried is en 
tirely immaterial, but still it may be a matter of information 
the American people and possibly not be so immaterial to them 

The Senator said that the total amount carried the second 
year would be about $40,000,000. I stated it at $50,000,000, 

Mr. CURTIS. May I interrupt the Senator from Mississippi’? 

The Senator undoubtedly quotes from the first figures that 
were sent to the Senate and the House based on the origina 
bill. The figures I gave were based upon the amended bill as 
reported from the Senate committee, 

Mr. PERCY. Precisely. The Senator is entirely in error as 
to the amended bill. The original bill as reported from the 
House would have carried an increase in the second year, 
cording to the Secretary of the Interior, of $57,000,000. He 
states that at the end of the second year under the Sulloway 
bill, as reported from the House, the total pension appropria 
tions would be $210,000,000. I will just read a paragraph. It 
is a matter involving some seven to ten million dollars and pos 
sibly is of enough importance to justify me in taking the time 
to make this correction. The Secretary of the Interior says: 

It is estimated that should such a bill become a law there would | 
issucd between the date of its enactment and June 30, 1912, som 
300,000 certificates thereunder This would cause an increase of a it 
$30,000,000 in the disbursements for pensions for the fiscal year ending 
June 50, 1912, and would require an appropriation for that yvear ol! 
approximately $183,000,000. 

The full effect of the bill, however, would not be felt until the s d 
year after its enactment. It is believed that there would be issucc 
thereunder during the fiscal year ending June 30, 19153, between 150 000 
and 200,000 certificates, including the increase certificates which wou!d 
be allowed on account of pensioners thereunder reaching the ages ent 
tling them to the next higher rates. The average value of first p2! 
ments on the certificates issued during the last two fiscal years was 
about $52. On account of the increased rates provided by this bill, t 
average first payments during the second year after its passage would 
be about $100. In addition to the first payments the new certificates 
to be issued during the fiscal year 1913 would add approxi 
$15,000,000 more to the disbursements for that year. The am 
which would therefore be required for the payment of pensions fo! th 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, should this bill be enacted into law 
would, according to the best information now at hand, be al 
$210,000,000. ; : 

The loss to the roll on account of the death of pensioners has a 
fully taken into consideration in reaching the above conclusions. Such 
loss would be, to a great extent, overcome 


Senator from Kansas 











by the increased rates to 





1911. 


which a large percentage of the survivors would be entitled by reason 
of their attaining the next higher age specified in the Dill entitling 


m the in sed rates provided thereunder. 

That is on the bill as reported from the House, and that meant 
increase of $57,000,000 added to the $153,000,000 of regular 

ension appropriations, making $210,000,0060. 

But I addressed an inquiry to the Secretary of the Interior 
: to what would be the increase under the bill as amended by 

the Senate committee, being the bill which we are now consider- 

ing. It follows: 





J 


is as 


SECRETARY OF 


rue INTERIOR, 


Washington, February 20, 1911. 
My Derar Sir: I have your letter of February 20, asking me what is 
estimate of the total pension appropriation for 1913 under the Sul- 
bill as reported by the Senate committee. 


wa 
In reply pursuant to verbal informa- 


. I would say that my estimate, 


1 from the Commissioner of Pensions, is about $200,000,000. 
Very truly, yours, R. A. BALLINGER, Secretary. 
Hon. Leroy Percy, 
United States Senate. 
That being an increase carried by the bill of $47,000,000, I 
ist wished to make the correction. So that is the estimated 


rease, and no pension bill has ever yet failed to exceed the 


estimate in regard to it. It is not $40,000,000, but $47,000,000 
for the second year. 

Mr. HALE. What has become of the question of order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was about to decide it. 


Mr. HALE. Let us hear it. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The bill under consideration is a 
general appropriation bill, to which the Senator from West Vir- 

nia [Mr. Scorr] offers an amendment that is substantially a 
bill which he has heretofore reported from the Committee on 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopée] in- 
vokes in opposition to the amendment the third clause of Rule 
XVI, which reads: 

:mendment which proposes general legislation shall b¢ 
eneral appropriation bill. 

rhe Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] that the 
Chair shall submit the proposition of order to the Senate under 
the second clause of Rule XX. The Chair assumes that that 
clause of Rule XX was intended to cover a case where the 
Chair might possibly have some doubt as to the question of 
order. In this instance it is so clear to the Chair that the 
amendment is a legislative provision that the Chair feels con- 
strained not to comply with the request of the Senator from 
Kansas, but to decide the question as a matter of procedure 
having nothing to do with the merits, as an amendment which 
can not be received when the rule is invoked against it. The 
Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

If there be no further amendments, the bill will be reported 
to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Before the bill is passed I wish to put in 
Recorp the statement that the number of pensioners on 
lie pension roll was decreased 25,000 between 1909 and 1910, 

d that this appropriation bill carries $8,287,000 less than was 
sed in 1909 and $6,000,000 less than was used in 1910. 

rhe amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


Pensions, 


eceived to 


suggests 


the 
4} 


REVISION OF LAWS— JUDICIARY TITLE. 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion (S. Con. Res. 43), which was considered by unanimous con 
sent and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the 


House 


of Representatives concurring), 
in the enrollment of the bill (S. 7031) to codify, revise, and 


amend the laws relating to the judiciary the enrolling clerk is directed 
to strike out from the bill as reported from conference that part of 

m 151 thereof which reads as follows: “In any proceeding under 
Ss section the court shall determine as a preliminary inquiry the ques 
tion of limitation, delay, or laches; and if it shall be of opinion that 


+} 


delay in presenting the claim is not excusable, and that the bar of 
: Statute of limitation should not be removed, ft shall not proceed 
further to find the existence of loyalty, liability, or the extent thereof, 


ch case, but shall report such finding in bar to the House by which 
» claim or matter was referred.” 


DIPLOMATIC 
HALE. 


AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. I move to take up House Dill 
atic and consular appropriation bill. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 32866) mak- 
1g appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, which had been reported 
i the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 
Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
rmal reading of the bill and that the amendments of the 
ommittee be acted upon as they are reached in the reading. 
Mr. OWEN. I object. s 


32866, the diplo- 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made rhe Secre ’ 
will read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read t d d } 
on page 3. 

Mr. HALE. I renew my request that th rmal read of 
the bill be dispensed with, that the bill be read for ar it, 
the committee amendments to be first 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob. | ( f 

i the Senator from Maine? The Chait ars 

The Secretary continued the reading of the 

The first amendment of the Committe: \ t s 
was, on page 17, after line 22, to strike it 
ARBITRATION OF OUTSTANDING I NIA 

STATES REAT BI \ 

For the expenses of the arbitr: f 1 ! 
between the United States Great Brita I ding offi 
the District of Columbia an ’ pel i { itra 
agent, counsel, erical and other assist x ded 
direction of the Secretary of State, and to LV: 1 
to continue available until expended, $50,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 3, to insert 

INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON SOCIAL IN AN 

The President of the United State her 1 to ex rd 

to the International Congr n Sx | Insurar in ivitation 
| hold its next triennial congress t United S 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 8, to insert: 

INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON ALCOHOLISM At IE HAG! HOLLAND 

For expenses of delegates to be designated by t President to the 
Thirteenth International Congress on Ak ism the Hague, Hol 
land, September, 1911, $4,500, including retarial and steno phic 
work and transcription of report 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate unended, d the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 


to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con 

sideration of House bill 32865, known as the fortifications ap 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; 


BILL. 


and the Senate, as in Committee 


of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 32865) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament therefor, for the procurement of 


heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes 
which had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with 

Mr. OWEN. I object, Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the Secre- 
tary will read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I now renew my request 
that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with; that it 
be read for amendment, the committee amendments to be first 


considered. 
The VICE 
hears none. 
‘he first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
under the subhead “ Under the Engi Department,” on page 
1, after line 9, to insert: 


PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 


neer 


tteries, S1LV5.0M 


For construction of gun and mortar bi 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on | 

For the acquirement by the Secretary of 
Henry, Va., as contemplated by the project of the \ . 
embodied in the report of the Secretary W ! 1906 
which lands have been duly surveyed by the G nt of the United 
States and embrace an area of 300 acr« 
thereof as he may deem advisable, by | 
ceedings, under the provisions of the act « Au t 18 
ment to the United States Revised Statutes, | TsO either « bot 


$150,000, or h thereof as may be n¢ 


age 2, after line 15, to insert: 


so mut 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
fortifications,’ on page 4, line 11, before the ord 
to strike out “one hundred and fifty” and rt “* fi 
dred.” so as to make the clause read: 

For the purchase, manufacture, and test of ammu n for: tain 
field, and siege cannon, including the ne iry exp 


tion therewith and the machinery necessary for its manufacture at tl 
arsenals, $500,000. 


enh) 





The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the head of “ Fortifications 


in insular possessions,” subhead “ Engineer Department,” on 
page 7, after line 10, to insert: 

Construction of mining casemates, cable galleries, torpedo store- 
houses, cabie tanks, and other structures necessary for the operation, 


preservation, and care of submarine mines and their accessories at the 
defenses of the Philippine Islands, $173,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 28406) making appropriations for the 


Senate as amended, and the 


current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 


tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1912. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

S$. 6059. An act to remove cloud from the title of the south- 
east quarter of the northeast quarter of section 23, township 
47, range 23 west of the fifth principal meridian, except 10 acres 


off of the north side thereof, in Pettis County, Mo., and to | 


release the title of the United 
Shelley, his heirs and assigns; 
S. 9271. An act for the relief of William H. Walsh; 
S. 10761. An act to amend section 3 of the act of Congress of 
May 1, 1888, and extend the provisions of section 2301 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States to certain lands in the 


States therein to 


State of Montana embraced within the provisions of said act, | 


and for other purposes; 

S. 10792. An act to promote the erection of a memorial in 
conjunction with a Perry’s victory centennial celebration on 
Put in Bay Island during the year 1913 in commemoration of 
the one hundredth anniversary of the Battle of Lake Erie 
and the northwestern campaign of Gen. William Henry Harri- 
son in the War of 1812; and 

S. 10822. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, 8S. Dak., 
by the Winnipeg, Yankton & Gulf Railroad Co. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 


H. R. 25192. An act to amend section 11, act of May 28, 1896; 
and 
H. R. 32251. An act authorizing the sale of allotments of Nek- 


quel-o-kin, or Wapato John, and Wue-til-qua-soon, or Peter, 
Moses agreement allottees. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

H. R. 25192. An act to amend section 11, act of May 28, 1896, 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

H. R. 32348. An act supplementary to and amendatory of the 
act entitled “An act for the division of the lands and funds of 


George R. | 


| practice to make reports in detail. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma ob- 
jects. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I should like to understand this 
bill as it is being read. I do not wish to be unduly trouble- 
some about it, but I should like to have it read in such a way 
that I could understand it as it is being read. I do not like 
to have the words run like wheat pouring through a funnel. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Assistant 
Secretary, who is reading the bill, is a fairly good reading 
clerk, 

Mr. OWEN. One of the best in the world, Mr. President. I 
have never known a better. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tinue the reading. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President. there was so 
that I could not even hear the title of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Military Academy appropria- 
tion bill is under consideration. 

The Assistant Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I have just this moment been 
able to secure a copy of the bill. I should like to ask at what 
page the Secretary is reading? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. At the top of page 8. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I should like to know whether 
there is a printed report upon this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The calendar 
Chair is not advised. 

Mr. OWEN. Is there a printed Senate report on it? 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator that on appropriation 
bills, not dealing with single subjects as other bills do where 
reports in detail are made, it is not, and it never has been, the 
The only report in con- 
nection with an appropriation bill that is ever made, if any— 
the only report that I make when I report an appropriation 
bill—is simply a statement of the amounts carried, because the 
details are so many that a report on every item is practically 
impossible. I think the Senator will see that. The general 
rule in making a report that applies to a single subject matter 
does not apply to an appropriation bill, and I have no doubt 
that is the case here in connection with this bill. If there is any 
report, it simply states the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, that explains, of course, why I 
have not been able to get the report; but I must confess that, 
as a representative of the State of Oklahoma, I should like to 
know what these items mean. If I am not to have any report, 


The Assistant Secretary will con- 


much confusion 


will show. The 


| and if a large number of the great appropriation bills shall be 


rushed through here in the last 48 hours of the session, it is 


| obviously impossible for me to know, and why should I give 
| my consent to the appropriation of six or eight hundred million 


the Osage Nation of Indians in Oklahoma,” approved June 28, | 


1906, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
WEYMOUTH BACK RIVER BRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
80273) for the relief of the city of Quincy, the towns of Wey- 
mouth and Hingham, and the Old Colony Street Railway Co., 
all of Massachusetts, which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the bill may lie upon the table. 
desire to make a motion in regard to it later. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will lie upon the table. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 32436) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1912, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent that the formal read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with and that it be read for amend- 
ments, the amendments of the committee to be first considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I object. 


I 


dollars without knowing what the items mean? I do not think 
that is right. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has got to confront the situation. 

Mr. OWEN. I am trying to confront it, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. It is utterly impossible, under the stress of 
weather that we are in now, for the Committee on Appropria 
tions to make a detailed report on every item. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And it never has been done. 

Mr. HALE. It has never been done and it never will be done, 
Mr. President, in a condition such as we are in now. ‘The 
Senator is in the same situation as all the rest of us are. We 
are confronting Saturday noon. The great reason why we do 
not make reports is that every item in the bill comes up. The 
bill is considered item by item by the Senate. Each item ex 
plains itself; and, if necessary, the Senator in charge of the 
bill will state the reasons for the different items. You can nol 


| and never will have an elaborate report in detail on an 4) 


propriation bill on every item. 

Mr. OWEN. I hold in my hand what purports to be a report 
on this bill. 

Mr. HALE. I think it is so brief—— 

Mr. OWEN. A little memorandum. 
that was presented. 

Mr. HALE. That is all. 

Mr. OWEN. I should like to read into the Recorp, if I may. 
the remarkable report upon this bill explaining to the Senate 
what this bill signifies. 

Mr. HALE. It does not pretend to explain it. 

Mr. OWEN. It does not pretend to? 

Mr. HALE. I have made a hundred just such reports. 

Mr. OWEN. I shall have to acquiesce in that. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 


That is all the report 








1911. 





Mr. OWEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understand the Senator from Oklahoma is 
insisting on a full reading of the bill. I should think he would 
wait until the bill is read through the first time. 

Mr. KEAN. That has been yielded. 

Mr. SCOTT. Did the Senator yield? I am 
obliged. 

Mr. OWEN. No, sir; I did not yield. I simply rose to ask 
for a report on this bill, and was advised by the chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee that there was no report on it, 


very much 


and that it had not been the habit of the Appropriations Com- | 


ttee to make any report on these appropriation bills, be- 
cause the items were so numerous: and we are expected to 
stand here and appropriate a thousand million dollars without 
any report to guide us, because they are so numerous that they 
can not be printed. 

Chis memorandum, which is supposed to be something of a 

nort, I should like to read into the Recorp: 

Memorandum submitted by the Superintendent of the United States 
Military Academy under date of February 25, 1911, with reference to 
vicancies at the Military Academy. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is a long report which I will send 
to the Senator from Oklahoma—at least a different report. 

Mr. OWEN. Well, there is a report, after all. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Yes. 

Mr. OWEN. 
second. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The second one is on the back of the 
first. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. OWEN. I do. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
the senior Senator from Maine for a moment. We have had 
quite a strenuous session to-day ; we have been here almost eight 
hours: and I should like to ask the Senator if he does not agree 
with me that in the interest of economy of time and the dis- 
patch of business we should take a recess until § o’clock? 

Mr. HALE. That is a matter for the Senate to settle. My 
experience has been, as I have said before, that at a night 
session, taking a recess about 6 o’clock until 8 o'clock, to give 
Senators an opportunity to go home and get their dinners, take a 
little nap or whatever is requisite, the Senate can do more busi- 
ness by 12 o’elock, midnight, than if we undertake to go straight 
on. It is a burden to Senators, as the Senator from Alabama 
has indicated—eight or nine hours here. A little respite, I 
think, works for the benefit of the dispatch of business, and I 
should say that we will be farther along at 12 o’clock to-night 
if we take a recess from 6 o’clock, or from now, until 8S o'clock. 
But that the Senate must decide. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President 
Mr. HALE. Let us finish this bill and then take a recess. 
Mr. SCOTT. For my part I hope we will finish this bill 
fore we take a recess. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
has the floor. 

Mr. SCOTT. I believe I am entitled to the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; the Senator from Oklahoma 
has the floor. 

Mr. PENROSE. Regular order! 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill is the 
regular order. 

Mr. KEAN. The Senator from Oklahoma desired to read the 
report. Let him read it. 

Mr. OWEN. I have no objection to the continuation of the 
reading of the bill, but I desire to call attention to this report 
at the first convenient moment, and I desire also an explanation 
of the items which are in this bill. I do not think we can 
! ib} ] there are many 


KS ‘ ci 





The Senator from Oklahoma still 


ibls ispose of it by 6 o'clock, because 
things which I desire to have explained. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 

‘Id to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. OWEN. I do. 

Mr. HALE. I see what the Senator wants—not delay, but 
explanation. Will he not withdraw his request for the formal 
reading of the bili? Then we can go on and take it up item by 
tem for explanation. That would help us so much. 

Mr. OWEN. I would prefer to have the bill read, and shall 

sist upon the regular order—the reading of the bill. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma in- 

= upon the reading of the bill. 

Air. FLINT. I hope the Senator will not 


insist on that. 
ny of us desire to leave at 6 o'clock. 





I will read the first one and then I will read the | 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the bill. 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill 
I 


The regular order is the reading of 


he VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will now read the 
bill for committee amendments, if there be no 


objecti« n The 
Chair hears none. 


The first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs 
was, under the subhead “ Permanent establishment,” on page 2, 
line 5, after the word “ cadets,” to strike out “three hundred 
thousand ” and insert 7 


‘three hundred and thirty thousand.’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after the amendment just 


sere el 
to, to insert: 


Provided, That whenever any cadetship at the United States Milita 
Academy is available for the appointment of a cadet from any State 
large, or from any congressional district or Territory, the President 
shall appoint a cadet from the United States large to fill ich 
cadetship unless the proper Senator, Representat , or Delegate in 


Congress shall nominate an eligible candidate for appointment to 


such 
cadetship within six months after having been requested by the War 


Department to nominate such a candidate Provided furthe rhat 
hereafter whenever all vacancies at the Military Academy shall not 
have been filled as a result of the regular annual entrance examination 
the superintendent shall fill not to exceed 30 of the remaining unfilled 
vacancies by admissions from the whole list of alternates, selected in 
their order of merit established at such entrance examination, pref bly 


from the same Stat 


PaDLY 
in which the vacancy occurs. The admissions thus 
made shall be ere 


dited to the United States at large and shall not in 


terfere with or affect In any manner whatsoever any appointment au 
thorized by existing law: And provided further, That whenever by th« 
operation of this or any other law the Corps of Cadets exceeds its au 





ed maximum strength as now provided by law the admission of 
Iternates as herein prescribed shall cease until such time as th: 
of Cadets may reduced below its present authorized strength 


Mr. NELSON. 


I make the point of order against that amend- 
nent that it is general legislation. I make the point of order 


I 
B | that the entire proviso is general legislation. 
I should like to have the attention of | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no doubt at all in the 
mind of the Chair about its being general legislation. The point 
of order is sustained. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Militarv Affairs 
was, on page 3, line 20, before the word “assistant,” to strike 
out “eight” and insert “nine: in the same line, after the 
word “ captains,” to insert “two of whom are hereby authorized 
hereafter for the department of English and history and the 


department of ordnance and gunnery, one for each department, 


|after the word “tactics,” to strike out 


respectively ;” and in line 25, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out “three thousand two hundred” and insert “ three 
thousand six hundred,” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of 9 assistant professors (captains), 2 of whom ar 
authorized hereafter for the department of English and history 
department of ordnance and gunnery, 1 for each department, 
tively, in addition to pay as first lieutenants, $3,600 


hereby 
and the 
respec- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 3, before the word 
“senior,” to strike out “four” and insert “three: in line 4. 
“ordnance and gun- 


|} nery;”’ and in line 6, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out 


“six ” and insert “ two,” so as to make the clause read: 
v of 6 senior assistant instructors of artillery and 
d practical military engineerin 

irst lientenants, $1,200 


infantry 
& (captains), in addition to 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, 
* lieutenants,” 
clause read: 


line 9, after the 


, word 
to strike out “not mounted,” so as to ma 


ke the 


For pay of 7 instructors of cavalry irtillery 


I ru ry intry 
(captains), in addition to pay 


S 1 

ti econd lieutenants, $4,900 
The amendment was agreed to 

The 


he next amendment was, on page 5, line 5, after the word 
artillery,” to strike out “detachment” and insert “ detach- 


ments,” so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of the Military Academy band, field m ins, gen Army 
service, cavalry and artillery detachments, and enlisted met ‘ 
ta d service, and extra pay for enlisted men on gs} ial duty 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was, on page 5, line 8, before the word 
‘band,” to strike out “one” and insert “ One,” so as t ike 

i} the clause read: 
r pay military band: One band rgeant rd t 
$0 


- 


e amendment was agreed to. 
ie next amendment was, on page 8, line 16, after the word 


men,” to insert employed,” so as to make the clause read: 
| extra pa f four enlisted men employed nt ! 
rters United States Military Academy, at 50 s each per d 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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“ soldier,” to insert “* employed,” so as to make the clause read: 

Io xtra pay of one ordnance soldier employed as draftsman and 
lithographic printer, at 50 cents per day, $156.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 18, after the word 
* soldier,” to insert ‘“* employed,” so as to make the clause read: 


For extra pay of one ordnance soldier employed as machinist, at 50 


cents per day, $156.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 21, after the word 
‘soldier,’ to insert “ employed,” so as to make the clause read: 

For extra pay of one ordnance soldier employed as clerk, at 50 cents 
per day, $156.50. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 13, after the word 
men,” to insert “ employed,” so as to make the clause read: 
For extra pay of four enlisted men employed as assistants and attend 
ants at the library, at 50 cents each per day, $684. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 16, after the word 
“man,” to insert “ employed,” so as to make the clause read: 

For extra pay of one enlisted man employed as clerk in the depart 
ment of practical military engineering and to the officer in charge of 
waterworks and works of construction at the Military Academy, at 50 
cents per day, $156.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 21, after the word 
“men,” to insert *‘ employed,” so as to make the clause read: 

For extra pay of three enlisted men employed as clerks in the office of 
the quartermaster, United States Military Academy, at 50 cents each 
per day, $521.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 4, after the word 
“men,” to insert “ employed,” so as to make the clause read: 

For extra pay of 2 enlisted men employed as messengers in the 
office of the adjutant, United States Military Academy, at 35 cents 
each per day, $219.10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

= 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Pay of civil- 
Jans,” on page 12, line 25, before the word “ clerk,” to insert 
“pay of,” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of clerk to the disbursing officer and quartermaster, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 1, before the word 
“ elerk,” to insert “ pay of,” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of clerk to adjutant in charge of cadet records, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 3, before the word 
“one,” to insert * pay of,” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of 1 clerk to the adjutant, $1,500. 


rm 


he amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 9, line 15, after the word | rule 2, clause 3, civil-service rules, who shall be qualified to 


act as trainer for the various cadet athletic teams,” 
make the clause read: 
For pay of one custodian of gymnasium, who shall hereafter be se 


SO as to 


| lected and appointed by the Superintendent of the Military Academy 





The next amendment was, on page 13, line 5, before the word 


“ clerk,” to insert “ pay of,” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of clerk to treasurer, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 7, before the word 
‘one,’ to insert “ pay of,” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of 1 clerk to the quartermaster, $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 9, before the word 
“two,” to insert “ pay of,” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of 2 civilian instructors in French, to be employed under 
rules prescribed by the Secretary of War, $2,000 per year each, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 12, before the word 


“two,” to insert “ pay of,” so as to make the clause read: 
For pay of 2 civilian instructors In Spanish, at $2,000 per year each, 


to be employed under rules prescribed by the Secretary of War, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 138, line 15, before the word 
“two,” to insert “ pay of,” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of 2 expert civilian instructors in fencing, broadsword exer- 
cises, and other military gymnastics as may be required to perfect this 
part of the training of cadets, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 2, before the word 
to strike out “librarian’s,” and in the same line, 
after the word “ assistant,” to insert “ librarian,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Yor pay of assistant librarian, $1,200, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 4, after the word 
gymuasium,” to insert “who shall hereafter be selected and 
appointed by the Superintendent of the Military Academy under 
Schedule A, classified positions excepted from examination under 


“assistant, 


ss 


under Schedule A, classified positions excepted from examination under 
rule 2, clause 3, civil-service rules, who shall be qualified to act 
trainer of the various cadet athletic teams, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 14, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “two hundred” and insert “ one thou- 
sand two hundred,” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of chapel organist and choirmaster, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 2, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ one thousand one hundred” and insert 
“one thousand two hundred,” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of attendant and skilled photographer in the department of 
drawing, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 17, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out “seven hundred and fifty ” and insert 
“nine hundred,” so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of one copyist, typewriter, and attendant in the department 
of modern languages, $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OWEN, Mr. President, I desire this bill to be read, and 
not skipped over from point to point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is being read for amendments 
now, under the order of the Senate. 

Mr. OWEN. Has the bill been read entirely through? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 22, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “‘seven thousand” and inse: 
* seven thousand eight hundred,” so as to make the clause read 

For pay of six clerks in the office of the adjutant, headquarters 
United States Military Academy, $7,800. 

Mr. OWEN. I object, and I ask an explanation of it, and 
until it is explained I shall not withdraw my objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to t! 


“ 


amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OWEN. I demand the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 13, after the word 
“bands,” to insert “and for contingencies not otherwise pr 
vided for,” so as to make the clause read: 

For stationery, namely: Blank books, paper, envelopes, quills, st 
pens, rubbers, erasers, pencils, mucilage, wax, wafers, folders, faster 


| rules, files, ink, inkstands, typewriters, typewriting supplies, 


furniture, penholders, tape, desk knives, blotting pads, and ru 
bands, and for contingencies not otherwise provided for, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 8, after the word 
“and.” to strike out “ guardhouse” and insert “cadet head 
quarters,” so as to make the clause read: 

For camp stools, camp and office furniture, and repairs to same; ft 
doormats for cadet barracks, sinks, and cadet headquarters; for st 
tionery, typewriting supplies and repairs, for use of instructor and 
assistant instructors of tactics; for books and maps, binding boo 
and mounting maps; for plumes, silk and worsted sashes for 
officers and acting officers; for furniture, curtains, and rugs for ¢ 
reception room, $1,445, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

he next amendment was, on page 20, line 25, before the werd 
“parts,” to strike out “separate” and insert “ spare;” on page 
21, line 1, before the word “ purchase,” to insert “ for;" and 
in line 2, after the word “ fire-control,” to strike out “ station 
and insert “ stations,” so as to make the clause read: 

For purchase of carbons, oils, cleaning materials, spare parts 
repairs and meintenance of searchlight, and for purchase of |! 
matting and heating apparatus for Coast Artillery fire-control stati 
$500. 


I 
T 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 23, line 9, after the word 
“to,” to strike out “stereoptican” and insert “ stereopticon, 
so as to make the clause read: 

For department of drawing: Drawing material, instruments, and 
tionery for use of instructors; repairs to models and purchase 0: ! 
models; desks, stretchers, drawing boards, racks, and stands; fram 4 
drawings; books and periodicals on art, architecture, topography, ana 
technology ; binding maps, bocks, and so forth; repairs to stereopticot 
and purchase of lantern slides; photographic apparatus and mate! 
purchase of new instruments and repair of old ones, for use of cade! 
and for contingent expenses, $1,530. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Miscellaneous 
items and incidental expenses,” on page 27, after line 5, 
insert: 

: - tt} 

For steel shelving, map drawers, gallery, and stairway, together wi 7 
large tables, chairs, and other office furniture, and extra electric aga 
ing for the new map room, to remain available until expended, $5,000. 
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Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, before that 


te 







amendment. 
Mr. OWEN. It is obvious that no explanation is intended 
be given of any of these items——- 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President 
Mr. OWEN. And the purpese is simply to force 
through without giving any explanation. 
HALE. Mr. 
OWEN. I 


lt 


this matter 
Mr. 
Mr. 
made . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 


President - 


do not think any great will be 


progress 


Mr. OWEN. I yield, with pleasure, to the Senator from 
Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator should bear in mind that every 
one of these amendments is insignificant and not of the least 


account. They deal with commas and semicolons. 
. OWEN. 
item. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
Mr. HALE. 
Mr. OWEN. 


Mr Five thousand doilars is the amount involved in 
this 
The misspelling of words. 
The misspelling of words. 
This item involves $5,000. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to sty that it is about the only 
amendment that involves any money. All 
of the most trivial character and do not touch the fate of the 
bill in the least. This is about the only amendment, and it 
involves only $5,000. 

Mr. OWEN. Only $5,000, yes; a very small, trivial item, not 
worth ¢ xplaining. 

Mr. HALE. 


the rest have been 


It is not, compared with a battleship. 
Mr. OWEN. And I do not believe in too many battleships. 
Mr. HALE. I will make the point of order, if the Senator 
will allow me, or he can make it, and that will settle it. 
Mr. OWEN. I do not wish to make any point of order 
upon it—— 
Mr. HALE, 
Mr, OWEN. 


I will make the point of order. 
If there is sufficient reason for its adoption. 
Mr. HALE. It has not been estimated for. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
what the point of order is. 

Mr. HALE. There no estimate for 
without any estimate from the department. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If that is true, the point of order 
is sustained, 
The next amendment was, on page 27, line 
purchase,” to strike out “for” and insert 
make the clause read: 

Purchase of instruments for band and repairs to same: 


pads, strings, 


not understand 


is it. It was put in 


o> 


before the word 
* Por.” as to 


“ SO 


For purchase 
( and other materials necessary for brass, wood, 
wind, and string instruments; for purchase of music stands and other 
equipments; for purchase of music for military band and orchestra and 
for extra parts; and for contingent expenses not otherwise provided 
$ 








all to be purchased in open market on order of superintendent, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ 
grounds,” on page 31, after line 18, to strike out: 

For repairs and necessary 
l pital, follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 10, to in- 
Sert: 

For carrying on the development of the general plan for improve 
ments to roads and grounds on the military reservation of West 
—, designed under contract by authority of the Secretary of War, 

Mr. OWEN. I do not know whether the Senator from Maine 
would prefer to make a point of order against this amendment 
or to offer a reasonable explanation of it. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that 
that item was estimated for at $5,000 and the committee cut 
it down to $3,000. The contracts have been made and the Govy- 
ernment will be compelled to carry them out. I hope the Sena 
tor will not offer any objection to it. 

Mr. OWEN. Is this the only amount appropriated for the 
roads or are other appropriations made for the improvement of 
the roads and grounds there? 
_Mr. SCOTT. This is the only 
aown $2,000, 

OWEN. I have no objection, Mr. President. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

fhe next amendment was, on page 34, after line 3, to insert: 
_, Hereafter military attachés while serving on duty at embassies 
el shall have the rank of colonel, and while serving on duty at 

sat.ous abroad shall have the rank of lieutenant colonel: Provided, 


suildings and 


alterations and additions to the cadet 


as 


appropriation, and we cut it 


Mr. 











Ss submitted to tl 
na I desire to have it explained by the chairman of the 
mmittee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
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it all officers 


serving as 1 itt s sha n e to I 

» same pay and allowances which they receive under xisting law 

1d nothing in this act shall be construed to increase such pay r 

lowances 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of ord igainst the amend 
ment, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is sustained. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 11, to insert 

The consent of the United St es is here! ve Mi 
City, Mont., to locate ns maint na pumy 
station with a ry eq men a) e 4 United 
States at Fort Keogh, in tl Stat iM l t l of 
the Secretary of War as to tl! on Y 1 lesizn 
and character of the « tr id u ‘ ‘ | 
and regulations as may from ti to time | s } i 
ing tl use of the reservatiol r this p id i i 1 and 
maintenance of the plant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This completes the amendments of 
the committee. 

Mr. OWEN. I supposed that a motion would be made to 
simply pass the bill without objection, including all the items. 
I do not know what the practice is with regard to this bill, 
whether it is to pass it item by item or to pass it in bulk. 
I should like to be informed by the Chair what is the prae 
tice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further amend 
ments, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported 
to the Senate, and in the Senate opportunity is again offered 
for amendment after amendments recommended by the Com 
mittee of the Whole have been concurred in, which is. ordi 
narily done in bulk. 

Mr. OWEN, It is after 6 o'clock. TI should be very glad 
if the Senator from Maine would renew the genial suggestion 
that he made a little while ago, that we might take a recess 
until 8 o'clock, so that we might come back f ing in better 
spirits and humor after having taken that balm which promotes 


geniality and good-fellowship. 


Mr. HALE. I should like very much, and I think the Sena 
tor would like, to have this bill out of the way. I am only 
Waiting to finish it in order to make a motion to take a rect 
until S o'clock. I hope the Senator will let us pass the bill 
as we have practically passed it now. 

Mr. OWEN. We have not passed the bill yet. It was read 
so rapidly I did not really recognize the fact that it had been 
read. Our Assistant Secretary is so excellent a reader, and 


he read it so fast and so smoothly, and I was so kindly enter 


tained by another gentleman while he was reading it, LI did 
not discover it until it had been read. Therefore I have not the 
slightest idea what is in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator at the end of a two hours’ recess, 
when we come back here at 8 o'clock, I think 

Mr. OWEN. I might diligently engage in studying the bill 
during the two hours when the Senator from Maine takes 


dinner? 


Mr. HALE. I hop 


the Senator could spend the time a great 


deal better. JI trust the Senator will let the bill go through, 
and I will then make the motion for a recess 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there other amendments to be 
offered ? 

Mr. OWEN. I should like to know what will be the ordet 
after 8 o'clock, whether we shall take up t tarifi-board bi 
or continue with other appropriation bills 

Mr. HALE. We will take up the Post Office appropriat } 
bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. I thought I would take a little turn at the 
Post Office appropriation bill to-night. I have been waiting for 
10 days to call it up. 

Mr. OWEN. I understood that the gs] il order was going 
to be the tariff-board bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That bill is t m ! nfinished 
business. 

Mr. OWEN. I should like to have this bill co lered item 
by item, because it is an important matter 

Mr. LODGE. It has been considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That has bee lone, The ques 
tion is on the engrossment of the an ine d the third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. OWEN, It has been done in such fas 1 that it has 
been impossible to have the attention of the Senate addressed 
to the items, 

Mr. PENROSE. Regular order! 

Mr. OWEN. I do not know what the items ar ind I should 
like to consider them. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 


to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. It has gone beyond the amendment stage. 

Mr. OWEN. I do not propose any amendment to the bill, 
but if this practice i 
consideration of each and every item upon every one of these 

ppropriation bills, and I shall expect to have an explanation 
of them. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. PENROSE. That is right. 

Mr. OWEN. I have a right to ask it, and I am not violating 
any parliamentary propriety in asking it. I do not know what 
is in this bill. I simply assume that it is all right. 

Mr. HALE. Mostly commerce. 

Mr. OWEN. Mostly commerce, and incidentally there is 
$1,800,000 appropriated. 

Mr. HALE. Which is the old appropriation. 

Mr. OWEN. Iam willing to yield for a recess until 8 o'clock, 
and I am willing that this bill shall pass now, entering my 
protest, however, against it, because I do not think it is right 
for Congress to be passing these appropriation bills while the 
legislative representatives of the people of the United States 
are knocking at these doors asking the right to be heard and 
asking the right to pass the great bills necessary to the main- 
tenance of the Government, and which are fixing the fiséal 
policy of this country for the next 18 months. On this matter 
{ now yield with that protest. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass? 

The bill was passed. 

CONSERVATION OF NAVIGABLE STREAMS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT announced the appointment of Mr. 
GALLINGER and Mr. Smira of Maryland under the provisions 
of section 4 of an act entitled “An act to enable any State to 
cooperate with any other State or States, or with the United 
States, for the protection of the watersheds of navigable streams, 
and to appoint a commission for the acquisition of land for 
the purpose of conserving the navigability of navigable rivers.” 

RECESS. 

Mr. HALE (at 6 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.). I move that 
the Senate take a recess until a quarter past 8 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate took a recess 
until 8 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m. 
INDIAN ALLOTMENTS, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 32251) authorizing the sale of the allotments 
of Nek-quel-e-kin, or Wapato John, and Que-til-qua-soon, or 
eter, Moses agreement allottees, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JONES. This is a House bill. A bill exactly like it has 
been reported to the Senate and is on the Senate Calendar. I 
ask that the bill be passed. It is important that it should re- 
ceive consideration. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is just a short bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Jones, the title was amended so as to 
read: “A bill authorizing the sale of a portion of the allotments 
of Nek-quel-e-kin, or Wapato John, and Que-til-qua-soon, or 
Peter, Moses agreement allottees.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Action upon the Senate bill 10530 
of like title, upon the calendar, will be indefinitely postponed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, with amendments, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

S.3501. An act providing for the taking over by the United 
States Government of the confederate cemetery at Springfield, 
Mo. : 

8.5269. An act to provide for allotments to certain members 
of the Hoh, Quileute, and Ozette tribes of Indians in the State 
of Washington; 


S.5845. An act to authorize the extension of Van Buren 
Street NW.; 





| 


expected to continue I shall insist upon a | 
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S. 9698. An act granting permission to the city of Miles City, 
Mont., to operate a pumping station on the Fort Keogh Mili- 
| tary Reservation, Mont. ; 

S.10274. An act to authorize the construction of the Broad- 
way Bridge across the Willamette River at Portland, Oreg.: and 

S$. 10791. An act to eliminate from forest and other reserves 
certain lands included therein for which the State of Idaho 
| had, prior to the creation of said reserves, made application to 
the Secretary of the Interior under its grants that such lands 
be surveyed. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
| the report of the committee on conference on the disacreving 
| votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
bill of the Senate (S. 10177) to authorize additional aids to 
navigation in the Lighthouse Establishment, and for other pur- 
poses, 

The message further announced that the Heuse had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 11637. An act for the relief of the heirs of Mari:nne 
Sainte Ana Schrepper; 

H.R. 25370. An act to waive the age limit for admission to 
the Pay Corps of the United States Navy for one year in the 
case of Paymaster’s Clerk Arthur Henry Mayo; 

H.R. 31728. An act to authorize the Manhattan City & 
Interurban Railway Co, to construct and operate an electric 
railway line on the Fort Riley Military Reservation, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 32223. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to classify and appraise unallotted Indian lands; 

H. R. 32721. An act to extend the time for commencing and 
completing the construction of a dam authorized by the act en- 
titled “An act permitting the building of a dam across the Mis 
sissippi River in the county of Morrison, State of Minnescta,” 
approved June 4, 1906; and 

H. R. 32883. An act to extend the time for the completion of 
a bridge across the Morris and Cummings Channel, at a point 
near Aransas Pass, Tex., by the Aransas Harbor Teriinal 
Railway Co. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 29157) making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pe@ions 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, 
and for other purposes, 

The message further announced that the House had dis 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (CH. R. 32456) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other. purjoses, 
asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hurt of lowa, 
Mr. Youne of Michigan, and Mr. Hay managers at the coufer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 32866) mak- 
ing appropriations for the Diplomatic and Consular Service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. and 
had appointed Mr. Foster of Vermont, Mr. Fassett, and Mr. 
Howarp manxgers at the conference on the part of the Heuse. 


The message further announced that the House had disnvreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (CH. R. 32865) k 
ing appropriations for fortifications and other works of defviise, 
for the armament therecf, for the procurement of heavy ord 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes, asks on- 


ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the (two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Smirn of Towa, Mr. 
GRAFF, and Mr. SHerRLeEY managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the [louse 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 17483) amending section 
1709 of the Revised Statutes of the United Stztes, and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice President. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to consid- 
eration of House bill 31539, the Post Office appropriation bi 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committ 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 81559) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office De 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other 
purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, with amendments. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask that the formal reading of the Dill 
be dispensed with, and that the amendments of the committee 

' be acted upon as they are reached in the reading. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be 
ised with, and that it be read for action on the committee 
Is there objection? 


dispe 
amendments, 
Mr. OWEN. I object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection made, 
tury will proceed with the reading of the bill. 
ihe Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read as follows: 
That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated for 


t service of the Post Office Department, in conformity with the act 
1836, as follows: 


OFFICE rHE GENEEAI 
For advertising for the Post Office Department and postal service, 


The Secre- 


is 


‘ J ~,s 


oO! POSTMASTER 


OWEN. I wish to ask whether this is a final reading of 
tem, and if no explanation will be offered with regard to 
the item? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. OWEN. 


It is the formal reading of the bill. 
I should like to have that item explained. 


rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the 
readit The Chair can not compel an explanation. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That can not be done, I will say to the 
Senator, under this order until the bill has been read. After 
the reading of the bill any item that the Senator or any other 


Senator desires to have explained must be explained, but under 
s order it can not be done. 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. 
ling of the bill. 
PENROSE. 


The Secretary will continue the 


Mr. President, I would simply like to state 
f the information of the Senate that the Senator from Okla 
! is a member of the Senate Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Reads: that he has had access to the hearings in all these 
I : and if he is now ignorant of the provisions of the bill 
it is entirely his own fault. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. OWEN. I am quite willing to accede to the impeach- 
ment that I am not as well informed with regard to the bill as 
I might be. I have not been able always to be present at the 
hearings, and the bill is a very large one. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I do not know how the Sen- 
itor from Oklahoma has been putting in his time during the 

st three or four weeks, but here are the House hearings, 


itters 


Secretary will continue the 


which, with the most ordinary industry, would have enabled 
him to become entirely familiar with the matter concerning 
which he makes the inquiry. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
reading of the bill. 
rhe Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 
Mr. OWEN, I should like to know just where the Secretary 


Wing 


The Secretary will continue the 


he VICE PRESIDENT. At the bottom of page 
» Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 


r. STONE. Mr. President, | am trying to keep track of the 
ae 


| 20, line 20. 

M 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. STONE, I am 

quiry of the Chair. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. STONE. I 

Indiana, 


Regular order, Mr. President. 
the regular order. I can make an in- 
The Senator is not—— 

know as much about it as the Senator from 
and I know I have a right to make an inquiry of the 


rhe VICE PRESIDENT. 
tor rise ¢ 
STONE. I desire to know what part of the bill is now 
being read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will continue the reading. 
e Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I notice the Secretary 
read the proviso beginning in line 7, on page 21. 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. That is an amendment, which 
be hereafter read. The bill is now being read in full. 

will have to be read for the amendments. 

Mr. STONE. But it is not being read in full. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not understand the 


Sel 
Mr 
1 full. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is being read in full, but 
hot the amendments. The Secretary will continue the reading. 
‘The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President—— 
For what purpose does the Sen- 


For what purpose does the Sena- 


Page 31, line 3. The Secretary 


omitted 
to 
will 
Later 


tor, 


STONE, I said I did not think the bill was being read 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


ater rise? 
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| All will agree to that, but that is not the 





Mr. STONE. For what purpose? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes; for what purpose. 
Mr. STONE. I will state to the Chair in due course of time 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order, which h: 
demanded, is the reading of the bill It can not be interrupted 
by debate. If the 
mentary inquiry, the Chair will be 
Mr. STONE. 
The VICE 


} 

Senator from Missouri rises to a parlia 

very 
Well, I will make a parl 

PRESIDENT. The 


Senator wi | 


Mr. STONE. When the bill is being read t rst time 
I understand the Chair to say that it is not open to debate 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It 
first reading. At the conclusion of the reading it is. 

Mr. STONE. Very well. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the b 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for 
ment. Without objection, the committee amendments will 
first reported. 

The first amendment of the Committee on 
Post Roads was, under the subhead “ Office of 
General,” on page 2, line 16, before the word 
out “ sixty-five” and insert “ seventy-five,” 


is not open to de 


be 


Post 
the 
*inspe tors.” to 


and in line 


Offices and 


Postmaster 


strike 











IS. before the word “ thousand,” to strike out “four” and in- 
sert “nineteen,” so as to make the clause read: 

For sak post-office inspectors For salaries of 15 inspectors 
in charge « sions, at $3,000 each; 10 inspectors, at $2,400 each; 15 
ns t 250 each: 26 inspectors, at $2,100 each: 15 inspectors, 
t O00 i 29 inspectors, at $1,900 each; 65 inspectors, at $1,800 
eacl 75 ins] tors, at $1,700 each; 75 inspectors, at $1,600 each; and 
75 inspectors, at $1,500 each; in all, $719,450 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I desire to make one or two ob 
servations at this point before we proceed further with the con 


deration of the bill. 


The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen] stated this after 
noon, during the debate on the tariff-board bill, in substance, that 

would oppose to the utmost of his strength the passage of 
iny appropriation bill until the tariff-board bill had been voted 
upon. I do not share in that view. At the same time, without 
any thought or intention of attempting any delay for the mer 
sike of delay in the consideration of these appropriation bills, 
I do want to say that it seems to me the height of folly, speak 
ing from a legislative point of view, for the Senate, in a sine 
day or in a few hours, to rush through these great appropria 
tion bills, without any inquiry into them, without Senators 


understanding the provisions of the various measures, and t! 
in a hasty and ill-considered way appropriatir 
millions of dollars. 

Mr. President, it is unfortunate that we 
of the session with many of th 


are 
so se bills still unacted upon. 
fault of 
wish to informed with regard to the bills as we go a 
and certainly not the fault of the Senators on this side of 
Chamber. For a good while Democratic Senators have 

insisting that these appropriation bills should be taken up 
and considered so that something approximating adequate time 
might be had for their proper consideration. 

Mr. President, of bills have been reported and 
have been standing on the calendar of the Senate for quite a 
while. This Post Office bill F those. I have not looked 
just recently to see the day when it was re} ted: but I think 


senut 


be 


some these 


is one ot 


it must have been approximately two weeks ago; maybe not 
quite long. 

Mr. OWEN. February 9. 

Mr. STONE. I am just told it was reported February 
That is three weeks ago. Now, Mr. President, why this | 


has been kept on the 
‘ who in 
considered, I do not know. 


calendar without the 


svivania, is charge of it, caliing it up and having it 





Now it is brought here within something like 35 hours 
hour of adjournment, and we are asked to put it through hu 
riedly. 

Mr. President, this is a very import Mppropriation. b 
aside from tl very large amount of mone { tries. It 1r 
lates to a service of peculiar interest t t) 0 f 
country. Many provisions s vhat 1 ‘ have been 
duced into this measure. I think it ought to be discussed, not 
extensively, not to y great length, but it ought not to be 
pressed through with undue haste 

Mr. President, I do not think that the fa re of the passag 
of one or two of these bills would be a public calamity as some 


others seem to think 
fail: IT am willit 
the time 


should 


but if perchance 


it would. I have no desire that any 
they should be passed: 


g that ’ 
short, if it is wh 


is too ly inadequate for a proper 
consideration, and one or two of them should go over for 
sideration at the extra which we are told is to 


called, no great harm can befall the country; no harm what- 


r con 


session, be 
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eve try. On the contrary, good to the 
Washington Times of yesterday afternoon an 
heading which I read: 
I nning expenses—On anxious se hen supply 
to held ver 
I « read an t from that article 
lone the fate of the Canadian 1 procity wk is g 
I der conce to-day, but | k I Ww d 
‘ i part of the big app iatio lls I wn < 
ion 
take 
1 not tal 
ised the pl n 
mercy id 
id « 
rr} I’ ent lk ne 
n t he pp iriation i 
fat f the recip ty | 
f } 1 "} 
ai ul ° ' i i 
erat Lh f 
the xt 
* * . 
hese t President is greatly con ned ov and w dislike to 
to the tender mercies of the Democrats in any event 
Mr. President, | wish I could allay these very unnecessary 
apprehensions of the President. His administration will not 
suffer at the hands of a Democratic House of Representatives 


Anyhow, he 
jou 


senibles. 


will be obliged to face that situation after the ad- 
of this Congress and when the next 


ninent Congress as- 

If this Post Office appropriation bill, for example, or any one 
of them, should perchance fail of enactment at this session and 
go over to the extra vhich we are told will be called, I 
do not know that the Democratic House, following Democratic 
lines with reference to public expenditures—by which I mean 
applying a more rigid system and policy of economy in appro- 
priations for the public service, stopping waste and extrava- 





session 


gance, and appropriating only for such things as are necessary 
for the proper conduct of the Government and for its main- 
tenance in all its functions and all its viger—could make ma 


terial reductions in any of these appropriations. If the appro 
priations made are what they ought to be and are necessary, 
they would be made again by the next House and in ample time 
for the use of the money appropriated before the expiration of 
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the current fiscal year. 

On the other hand, if there are items that ought not to be 
in the bill, or if there have been appropriations made for a | 
particularly meritorious purpose, yet extravagantly, no harm 


would come, as I have said, to the Government or to any branch 
of the public service by having the appropriations scrutinized 
and, if it should be done, trimmed down. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. the 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. STONE. I will yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thank the Senator. 

In view of the Senator’s last statement, I will ask him 
whether it is his purpose to defeat these appropriation bills? 
The Senator has just said that no harm can come if they 
over; that if they are extravagant, the next House can revise 
them, and if they are not, no harm can come. 


Does Senator from Missouri 


fo 


Now, at this late time, I should like to know, and the Senate 
has the right to know, the Senator's intention; whether or not 
he intends to defeat these appropriation bills. 

Mr. STONE. I stated at the very beginning that I had no 
such intention. I shall not obstruct the progress of the con 
sideration of these bills with any idea of defeating them. 
What I was saying was not what the Senator from Indiana 
understood me to say. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator from Missouri will pet 
mit me further 


Mr. STONE. 
to the question. 
I had read an extract from a Washington newspaper purport 
to give expression to the apprehensions of the President; 


Let me complete what I was saying in answer 





his fear of having these appropriation bills, or any of them, 
eo over to the Democratic House at an extra session. I was 
proceeding to say some things that I thought mi; have the 
effect—and hoped it would—of allaying these apprehensions 
and fears of the President. 


I was saying that even if unfortunately it turned out that 
one or two of them failed of passage at this session and went 


over, no calamity would afflict the country on that account. I 
was proceeding further to say, and did say, that if they went 
over they would be duly inspected ; that if me ney could be legiti 


nately 
made 


saved it would be saved; 
were what they ought 


that if the appropriations 
to have been they would not be 


; on 


MARCH 2, 


materially changed, perhaps not changed at all; and that I 
did not believe, on the whole, there was such a crying, pressing 
urgency and need for the passage of all of these bills wfthin the 
next 55 or 40 hours that we should go on here appropriating 
hundreds of millions of dollars in these bills without a word of 
inquiry or discussion. 

Senators have no right to complain if fair and legitimate dis 
m is had. Three or four of these bills passed before we 
adjourned 


CUSSL( 


for dinner. I sat here, as other Senators sat here, 

without saying a word. Three or four went through carrying a 

goo many million dollars. A Senator near me says that one 
' them carried one hundred and forty-odd million dollars 


the pension appropriation bill. Yet there was not a word said 


about it; no inquiry made of any of them. 

[ think there is no reason for complaint at the desire of any 
Senator to be properly heard while these bills are under consid 
eration. During the last session, and during every session since 
[ have been a Member of this body, when these bills come up I 
have seen Senators on both sides of the Chamber discuss them. 
discuss separate items in them, discuss the bills as a whole, for 
hours and hours. 

The Post Office appropriation bill has frequently taken more 
than a day in passing through the Senate. Yet now, if it is 
proposed to discuss it for two or three hours altogether as we 
go through it, a bill that carries over $200,000,000, they sa) 
are obstructing legislation. I shall not be intimidated n 
self or deterred by any suggestion of that kind. TIT shall ex: 
cise my right and discharge my duty, for it is a duty of every 
Senator here to look closely into and serutinize these ¢ 
supply bills. We are appropriating the money of the peop 
which is collected from them through the processes of taxati 
and to dish it out with a scoop shovel, with blinds over yo 
eyes, and without asking questions, indifferent in regard to tl. 
amount or the manner of the appropriation or the purpose 
the appropriation, is not, in my judgment, a proper dischars 
of the duty of the gentlemen who are here to represent th 
several constituencies. 

Mr. President, I have seen proper to say this much at ft! 
time, and as we go through the bill and through the others as 
they come up, I may have occasion to ask some questions, and 
to debate some items as we go along, and whenever I think it 
ought to be done I shall do it without asking leave of anyone 

Mr. OWEN obtained the floor. 


SUNDRY 


we 


res 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will 

yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. OWEN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. To make a report from the committee. 

Mr. OWEN. Iam going to make a report for the Committ: 
Post Offices, since that committee has failed to do so. 

Mr. HALE. No; I ask the Senator to yield that I may ma! 


the Senator from Oklahoma 


} a report. 


Mr. OWEN. I will yield with great pleasure. 
Senator asked me if I was going to make a 
advised him that I was. 


I thought 


report, fa 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropriations I rep 
back with sundry amendments the bill (H. R. 32909) maki: 


appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern! 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purpcses 
The bill has to be printed. I shall probably ask the Sen: 


meet at 10 o'clock to-morrow morning in order to take 
I am obliged to the Senator for yielding. 

Mr. CULBERSON. May I ask the Senator from Mai 
1e has any expectation of calling up the sundry civil ap) 





priation bill to-night? 

Mr. HALE. No; I think I shall ask the Senate to meet 
10 o'clock to-morrow to take it up. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator will call it up to-mori 


Mr. HALE. Yes. 


VISITORS TO ANNAPOLIS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Wetmore and Mr 
THORNTON members of the Board of Visitors on the pat 
the Senate to attend the next annual examination of mids 
men at the Naval Academy, at Annapolis, Md., under t! 
quirements of the act of February 14, 1879. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 


of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend , 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


on 


$2436) making appropri ' 





for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, and requestiis 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses the! 
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Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- | PETITION. 














ments, agree to the conference asked for by the House, and Mr. CURTIS. I present a telegram t ting resolutions 
that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. adopted by the Legislature of the State of sas. which I ask 
ny , * «or 1a "ica rag » ‘ MOT » . : e 
rhe motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed may be printed in tl RECORD 1 reft to the Committee 
Mr. Scorr, Mr. Dixon, and Mr. Tatrarerro conferees on the | 9n Commerce 
pal ol the sel te, | Phere be i no obj | 1, the { Tram was reter ‘1 to the 
DAUPHIN ISLAND, ALA. Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- | Recorp, as folle 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 10638) ° 5 tH Warch 


rize the Secretary of War to sell certain lands owne@ ; Hon. Cnas. ¢ is (i LL. B te; H D. R. AN N) 








i ) 
by the United States and situated on Dauphin Island, Mobile + Ww . is tI . A LE, J 7 M. Mit 
County, Ala. lion. E. H. M lous: e +N 
Mr. JOHNSTON. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the Drar 8: 4 ! 
amendment of the House and ask for a conference on the dis nate concurrent reé iti N whi was adopted by t 
agi » votes of the two Houses, and that the Chair ap- | 224 te house of representatives of the Kansas Legislature yester« 
I t the conferees on the part of the Senate. caieiianiit tine ee - oe oe _ ; 
The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed | 4,¢)-cin). ‘That whereas the su 5 alk cule ie H as in 4 
Mr. Briccs, Mr. Dick, and Mr. JoHNstTon conferees on the part | importance to many homesteaders now ng on our arid lands: and 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, the st n of the year when our ps ; r perishing for want of mois 
Mr. WARREN. I desire to call up the conference report on ee and ira de = aati a ae ls SAE 
the bill (H. R. 81237) making appropriation for the support | may 4, ‘me lied from s x ) 1: and ee ee 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912. Whereas our ne ne Sta ‘ 1 is lkewise interested 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the considera- nm — m a tt re 2 COEERI CHICRC, ANE 1 on preparing t u I B 
tion of the conference report? The Chair hears none. tate of Kansas therein: and emai ceri: 
Mr. OWEN. Has the conference report been read? s the | I V Ss I y g the 
Mr. WARREN. The conference report has been read. I | ch ae oe tints al a on 1d) 
move that it be adopted. its “new college lands” to t l nd edly conuen ae 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | pro e of water rights t 2 from the Cimarron 
The report was agreed to. un: to cope with, and ‘ ‘ ‘ | fair deal 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, | tween the States is, as we believe ble d this propert 
right by the National Government r re t 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action Resolved by the Senate of the Stute of Kans } Ww 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments | ferein Mig oti ir | "Re l States Senate re. 0 m 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 32866) making appropriations | ana vieorous th awe: Gaened ae a = 
for the Diplomatic and Consular Service for the fiscal year | of one or more demonstration plants on the west line ry 
ending June 30, 1912, and requesting a conference with the ee BeBe a ae ae an OF n 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. Garrett. Obla.. & ditch leading therefrom to at > 





Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments | tile conduits leading out onto the arid lands lying on the highest general 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, agree to the con- | *©¥©S +4 om > ae unty, Kan re oW. Ren atin 
ference asked by the House, the conferees on the part of the a ee 1 tant Keerctary of the Se 
Senate to be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed; and the Vice President appointed a : 
Mr. liar, Mr. Kean, and Mr. Foster conferees on the part of The Senate, as in Cot 
the Senate. sideration of the bill (1 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 

nimittee of the Whole, resumed the con 
I. Rh. 31539) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, it is true that I have been a 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments | pyember of this committee. l it is true that I am justly 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 52865) making appropriations | ehareed with not knowing all about this bill. Tt 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament | that the Senate has dropped into a habit, mors 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance or trial and | management of bills before the 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


is also true 
or less, in the 
1e committees of having the ma 
mpietely in control and the minority so 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | jittle consulted that the minority has drifted into a negli 
thereon. quantity. I do not think it is very good practice. I think it 
Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- | would be better if the minority of committees should be 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, agree to | sulted in the formation of bills. 
the conference asked by the House, the conferees on the part I well recall the formation of the tariff bill, and the Senate 
of the Senate to be appointed by the Chair. will recall it, that the bill was drawn up, written out, con 
The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed | pleted, amendments made from 
Mr. Perkins, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. MARTIN conferees on the’ sultation whatever with the Senate. and it was justified by 


part of the Senate, those who pursued that method of government by pointing out 


sery . and or other purposes, and requesting a conference jority members 


sO CO 


vible 


con 





time to time, without any con 


Aili 
THE ORGANIZED MILITIA. that the bad precedent had been originally followed by the 
ah ’ . > rs WYP Tr ‘ : : mocrats on ne occasior he hey vrote the Tilson bill 
[The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair calls attention to the | Democrats on one occasion when they wrote the Wilson bill. 
bill (H. R. 28436) to further increase the efficiency of the | 1 would like to say in extenuation for my imperfect con 


Organized Militia, and for other purposes, a second reading of | ™and of this bill and imperfect knowledge of it that I am on 


. . . ° e . ine ommittees hea « Sor has hee or he duties of 
which was objected to this morning by the Senator from = 1 ag rh l } rt, the d iti f 
‘ . x nm . > s ‘ ; ; 11 ‘hice hare aT vat o nal aifli { aA nor e] . 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. The Senator from Georgia now with- MY Olice Hav been exacting and difficult, i how, when we 


: noe : ; ‘ome to consider this bill in the closin iours. a bi hich 
draws his objection, and the bill will be considered, read twice, Come to isidet — ts aa * h irs, a | Be a h 
. . ° . es t »] S 1e xpenditure of S245 000000, there 1 oby 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. Involves the expendalt ’ ’ : ; 
purpose not to explain any of item It is to be rushed 
VAN BUREN STREET NW. through the Senate just as fast sa T | lerk can 1 





The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend tion the words, whether the it be $1,500 or $7,000,000, the 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5848) bill aggregating $245,000,000, It is rend through inside of 4 
to authorize the extension of Van Buren Street NW., which minutes, and « Ss Ipposed to u and all about 
were, on page 1, line 5, to strike out all after the word “after” | it, to know whether these iten re judi s or whether the) 
dewn to and including “ feet,” in line 9, and insert “ the passag are injudicious, whether they are too large or whether they 
of this act; ” on page 2, lines 1 and 2, to strike out “ said re not 
between the limits named” and insert “Van Buren S fhere has | a g I t of \ done | t] V1 


NW., from Piney Branch Road to its present western terminus, | miftees in com n with this bill, but the Senate, when it 


ast of Third Street NW., with a width of 60 feet.” passes upon this que 0 ‘ : On 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the | to do so int rently. I submit lL matter of common se! 
amendments made by the House of Representatives, that the Senate, if it is responsible for this bill, ought to be i 
The motion was agreed to. | forn ed with regard to these items. 
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Ambassador Bryce, in his work called the American Common- | 
wealth, has said of our Government that it is a government by 
committees. It is a government of delegated powers. A com- 
inittee on committees is appointed, and that committee appoints 
the several committees of the Senate; it appoints the con- 
trol of the committees, and then that committee exercises the 
power of the Senate. While the Senate assumes in Com- 
mittee of the Whole to exercise the legislative function for 
itself, it is obvious that it is merely a perfunctory recording of 
the action of the committee; and certain it is that the minority 
members of the committee are but a negligible quantity in the 
framing of these bills, 

I think the Senate ought to have before it the facts with 
regard to this bill with some manner of explanation. The esti- 
nites covering the bill in the Book of Estimates make an aggre- 


as 


gate of $250,753,945. The House committee recommended 
§253,047,SGS, an increase of $2,313,923. During the considera- 


tion of the bill in the House of Representatives several amend- 
ments to the bill were adopted, which decreased the amount 
$807,400 and increased it $4,000,000, making a net increase of 
$3,192,600 in the total appropriations for 1912. The appropria- 


tion for the postal service for 1911 is $243,907,020, being 
$12,333,448 less than for 1912. The shortages for 1911 being 


deducted from this amount leaves a net increase of $10,846,075 
over the appropriation for 1911. 
Under the head 


general of Postmaster General, there are 
various items, such as advertisement, rent of suitable build- 


ings, gas, electric power, etc., post-office inspectors, with their 
salaries, per diem, clerks at headquarters, traveling expenses, 
livery hire, miscellaneous expenses, payment of rewards. ‘The 
appropriation for advertising for 1911 was $3,000; the estimate 
for 1912 for advertising was $1,500. The House committee 
recommended for 1912 $1,500 according to the estimate, and the 
House appropriated for 1912 $1,500. This is reported to the 
Senate in this bill as the first item, not having been changed 
from the estimate. 


Under the head of rent of suitable buildings, the appropria- | 


tion for 1911 was $34,400; the estimate for 1912 was $34,400. 
The House committee recommended for 1912 on this item 
$34,400, and the House appropriated for 1912 $34.400, 


' 
In this connection the statement of Mr. Theodore Weed, the 


chief clerk of the department, is as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. Are you responsible for the making of contracts for 
buildings which are occupied by the mail-bag repair shops? Does that 
come under your supervision 7? 

Mr. WEED. Yes. 

The CHarRMAN. When do those contracts expire? 

Mr. Weep. Of course, most of our contracts are yearly contracts. 
There is one big item to which you probably refer, the rent of the 
mail-bag repair shop and the Division of Supplies, which buildings are 


commonly designated as our annex. 

Mr. Weed says: 

Of course most of our contracts are yearly contracts. There is one 
big item to which you probably refer, the rent of the mail-bag repair 
shop and the Division of Supplies, which buildings are commonly desiz- 
nated as our annex. We have a lease for them which runs under 
special act of Congress for 10 years from the date of its beginning. 

The CHAIRMAN, You mean you have an option for 10 years? 

Mr. Weep. No; I do not mean we have an option for 10 years. 
mean that by special act of Congress we are obliged to occupy 
buildings for 10 years. 

The CHATRMAN. When do those leases expire 

Mr. Weep. In 1918 

The CHAIRMAN. There have been 
have held your present position? 

Mr. WEeEED. No, sir. 


Under the head of “Advertising and contracting,” Mr. Weed, 
the chief clerk of the department, gives this explanation: 


I 


those 


5, 
? 


no char of 


ges, course, since you 








The CHAIRMAN. Do you have charge of the appropriations for ad- 
vertising in the Post Office Department? 

Mr. Weep. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what general purposes is that spent? 

Mr. Weep. Generally speaking, for the supplies of the department. 

The CHAIRMAN. How do you advertise? 

Mr. Weep. | might state that our advertising is steadily dwindling. 
You will observe that this year we cut our appropriation from $3,000 
to $1,500. There is a possibility that next year will see a further cut, 
because since the creation of the general supply committee, under the 
Secretary of the Treasury, they have taken over most of the advertis 
ing Thus far we have only issued one advertisement, most of our 
business of course coming in the spring, in anticipation of contracts 
for the ensuing fiscal year. Generally speaking, we advertise for letter 
boxes, fasteners, sa s, furniture for City Delivery Service, mail 
pouches and sacks, facing slips, ete. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the things that are used exclusively by the 
Post Office Department, I presume? ; 

Mr. Weep. Not exclusively. In some instances for the postal service. 

The CHAIRMAN, The postal service? 

Mr. Weep. Yes; department and service. 

The CHAIRMAN. You make contracts as a result of this advertising 
for a year, do you not? 

Mr. Weep. Yes; for one year There are a few exceptions where 
the contract, under special provision of Congress, is entered into for 
four years 

The CHAIRMAN. Having made those contracts as a result of this 
advertising, do you buy all the srpplies of that particular kind from 
that contra 
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Mr. WEED. Yes, sir; except in cases of emergency. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no variation from that? 

Mr. Weep. Not that I recall at the moment. Generally speaking, I 
should say no. 

_ Mr. Srarrorp. Do the advertisements that are paid for from this 
item cover the supplies for the postal service as well as for the Postal 
Department? 

Mr. WEED. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr. Starrorp. What character of articles purchased has been trans- 
ferred to the Treasury Department? 

Mr. WEED. Mostly articles for departmental service in Washington. 

Mr. Srarrorp. Has any article, so far as the postal service is con- 
cerned, been transferred? 

Mr. Weep. That is a mooted question now. I think the Department 
of Justice is considering the matter, at the request of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as to whether all the items for the postal service should 
be_ contracted for by the supply committee. 

Mr. Srarrorp. Will you specify some of the articles that have been 
formerly purchased by the Post Office Department which have been 
transferred to the supply department of the Treasury Department? 

Mr. Wreb. Typewriters, desks, stationery, including pens and pencils, 
and all kinds of office paraphernalia. 

Mr. Starrorpb. As to the articles that have been transferred to the 
supply committee, does the committee purchase one type? 

Mr. Weep. So far as possible; yes, sir. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Take, R instance, desks. 
style of desk? 

Mr. Weep. Well, there are several types of desk that are standard. 


or Do they purchase one 


Mr. Srarrorp, Are those standards of one make or different makes, 
or are they different styles? 

Mr. WerEED. The Derby Desk Co. was awarded the contract by the 
Treasury Department on several styles of desks, and whenever it is 


necessary for us to purchase that style of desk we must do so from 
the Derby Desk Co., except in cases of emergency, as provided by law. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Is that contract to run for a longer period than a 
year or merely a year? 
| Mr. WEED. One year. 

Mr. Starrorp. What has been the policy in regard to typewriters 
and other mechanical devices? 

Mr. WEED. Owing to the fact that there are so many different cor- 
respondence schools, each of which has its own favorite typewriter, 
which, of course, is reflected in the departmental service by many clerks 
using different makes 


of machines, that item is left open, so it is 
left to each department now to purchase any typewriter it desires. 
Mr. SrTarForD. Are you acquainted with the policy inaugurated by 


| the Navy Department several years ago by which one style of typ 
writer was adopted for use in that department? 

Mr. Weep. I am quite familiar with it. 

Mr. SrarrorD. Do you know whether the adoption of one typewriter 
| has met with any difficulty in the administration of the Navy Depart- 

ment? 

| Mr. Weep. Of course, I am not familiar with the administration of 
the Navy Department, but, generally speaking, I should say no; it has 
not. It is a very excellent idea, and I wish it could be adopted for th 
entire Government service. 

Mr. Srarrorp. You have had sufficient experience to enable you to 
testify in regard to this. Is it not a fact that stenographers can readily 
adjust themselves to any style of typewriter? It is merely a temporat 
whim of theirs which prevents them from adopting any other style of 
typewriter than the one they have been accustomed to? 

Mr. Weep. That is all, Mr. STaFrorD. I was a typewriter myself. I 
might say that I have used five different makes of machines in the past, 
and each time I thought the particular one I was then using was the 
cnly machine in existence. 

Mr. Srarrorpd. So the Post Office Department has not centered upon 
any one style of typewriter for use whereby economy might be obtained 
in that respect? 

Mr. Weep. We have in the postal service. 





Mr. SrarrorD. By enabling you to get a lower price? 
Mr. WEED. We have, in the postal service; yes, sir. 
Mr. Strarrorp. How long has that been adopted? 

| Mr. Weep. Since July 1, 1910. 
Mr. Srarrorp. What typewriter is it, and what are the terms? 

} Mr. Weep. The Royal typewriter, which, in quantities of 100 or 1 

is sold to the Government service for $50 a machine under the wios 

favorable exchange rates we would have any right to expect. 

Mr. StrarrorD. How long is that contract to last? 
Mr. Weep. It is not an exclusive contract. It is an offer on t! 


part, made to all departments, which has been accepted by the 1 
Office Department. 

Mr. Starrorp. Is the Royal typewriter manufactured by 
turers who are in the Typewriter Trust, so called? 


. 


mat 


Mr. WEED. It is not. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Have the postal service availed themselves of t 
offer of the Royal typewriter people? 

Mr. WEED. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STAFForRD. How many typewriters have they purchased from 
their offer? 

Mr. Weep. Roughly speaking, I should say 270. 


Now comes a suggestion of economy which could be ad\ 
tageously used throughout the Government, not only in 
Postal Department, but in the Navy Department, in the Army, 
in the Interior Department, and in all of the departments of 
Government, so as to have standard machines with interc! 
able materials and parts, so that there should not be a £1 


variety and difficulty of meeting the demands in cases of avy 
exigency in dealing with this matter. Although that is a col 
paratively small economy, by following out a system of | 
kind the most important economies could be brought ab 

the administration of the Government, 

| In looking at the testimony in these matters it will be found 


that there is hardly any place where the committee is 1 
practically subject to the suggestions made by the oflicers of U 


department. The estimates are made, the officer of the « 


| partment appears; he justifies the estimates, and the committe: 
is helpless after the examination is made, and the appropria- 
| tion is large, 






















































191. 


| 

In this appropriation bill it is represented that the postal 
service is annually running behind several million dollars, and 
that it is necessary to make up that difference by imposing a 
tax on the advertisements which are carried in the 
magazines of the country. Because of this alleged deficit, a 
deficit which I think might be easily corrected by economical 
administration throughout the department, the fraternal pub! 
cations of the country, the publications of scientific journals, 
the »ublications of labor organizations, the publications of 
scientific societies, are all subjected to regulations which pre 
yent them from carrying advertisements freely in their journals 
which would help to carry their expenditures, and which, more- 
over, would serve the most useful purpose in promoting trade 
and commerce in this country, as well as building up those 
institutions and promoting the great purposes for which they 
are established. 

I do not think there is any greater purpose than the purpose, 
for example, of the great benevolent organizations of this 
country, such as the Woodmen of the World, the Masonic Order, 
the Knights of Pythias, the Odd Fellows, and all of the great 


severe 


organizations which teach the brotherhood of man, which teach 
the square deal as between man and man, which teach good 
fellowship, which teach the homely virtues that make life 
worth while in this country, and which establish a foundation 
for society itself, which teach morality and teach the funda- 
mental essence of religion. I think that these journals, engaged 
in that service in the country, inspired by no sordid or selfish 


motive, Ought to be given every opportunity to expand, so that 
they may fulfill in the highest measure the purposes for which 
they are organized. It was for that reason that I proposed an 
amendment to this bill, an amendment which in effect the 
Dopps bill, and as a minority member I submitted my views 
with regard to that. 

I will pause a moment in the discussion of these items, to 
which I will immediately refer. I will not lose the connection 


is 





in any way, because I am going to make a logical, careful, and 
complete report to the Senate upon this Post Office appropriation 
bill, vering every item in it, and I will demonstrate that I 


am not 
Mr. 
posed 


as unfamiliar with the matter as I appear to have been. 
President, when I came to submit my views on this pro- 
amendment I discovered that there was no report of the 
ttee, and therefore my views could not attach themselves 
to anything in the way of a report. The amendment which I 


oll 























propose to offer is in substance the Dodds bill, only with some 
slight verbal changes, to this effect: 
P led, That from and after the passage of this act all periodical 
publications issued from a known place of publication at stated inter 
vals, and as frequently as four times a year, by or under the spices 
f nevolent or fraternal society or order organized under the lodge 
and having a bona tide membership of not less than 1,000 per- 
by a regularly incorporated institution of learning, or by a 
y established State-wide institution of learning supported in 
or in part by public taxation, or by or under the auspices of a 
nion, and all publications of strictly professional, literary, 
l, or scientific societies, including the bulletins issued by State 
f health, shall be admitted to the mails as second-class matter, 
nd the postage thereon shall be the same as on other second-class 
and all such periodical publications shall have the right to 
Ivertising matter, whether such matter pertains to such beney- 
fraternal societies or orders, trades-unions, strictly profes 
ior terary, historical, or scientific societies, or to other persons, 
ti ns, O1 cerns; but such periodical publications hereby per- 
y advertising matter must not be designed or lished 
uivertising purposes, and shall be originated pub- 
s f her the objects and purposes of such organizations, re 
1 periodicals shall be formed of printed paper 
f it it 1, cloth, leather, or other substantial binding such 
as d ish | d books for preservation from periodical publi 
tlor vided further, That the circulation through the mails of s 
] ublicutions as second-class matter shall be limited to copies 
I I exchanges, and bona fide subscribers, together with 
10 | nt of such circulation in addition as sample copies: P ded 
rhat tl ‘e of publication of amy such periodical publication 
| fixed by e association or body by which it is published, or by 
it tive board, and such publication shall be printed at such 
pla nd entered at the nearest post office thereto. 
I proposed amendment is the same as the Dodds bill, which has 
re been passed by the House with certain verbal changes, by 
unimportant words, to make the meaning clearer. 
i reason why this is justified is substantially as follows: 
? ig the past year many scientifie, technical, fraternal, and labor 
have been ibject to much inconvenience, owing to recent 
the Post Office Department. These rulings practically force 
and technical societies and fraternal and labor organiza 
shir urnals either to omit all advertising from their 
r to e up the right to send their journals to members 
the pr eat of membership 
department has so framed its rules as to impose this un- 
Ist reguiatis upon these journals devoted to scientific pur 
pose devoted to fraternal purposes, and having only a ust 
wh of itself is purely free from any commercial interest or 


1 purpose. 

of these alternatives would greatly injure these journals and 
and would cripple the 
relief of 


: el 
would also seriously hamper these organizations 


altruistic work which they are endeavoring to do. For the 
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. 
these and other journals similarly pul | by trades unions, fraternal 
rganizations, et ind in order to fix by statute their standing and 
rights, a bill (H. R. 22239) was intreduced in the House of Repre 
sentatives last winter by Mr. Dopps, of M I Arte epeated and 
exhaustive hearings this bill was ur i sly aj ed the llouse 
Committee on the Post Office and Post R ! ut passed the 
House unanimously (See Hl. Rept. N 1437. Gist is It 
, 1 in the Senate having been referred to the S ut 4 n tee 
on Vost Offices and VPost Roads 

The amendment of Felm ary 25 1911, pr ed to e off ed vy i 
is in substance Dodds bill in the form of an amendment t tl. I 
31539—Post Office appropriation bill 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER DAM 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Oklahoma be kind 
enough to yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota 

Mr. NELSON. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 32721) to extend the time for 
comunenecing and completing the construction of a dam author 
ized by the act entitled “An act permitting the building of 
dam across the Mississippi River in the county of Morrison, 
State of Minnesota,” approved June 4, 1906, and ask for its 
present consideration. 

The bill was read the first time by its title, the second time 
at length, and, there being no objection, the Senate, as in Com 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARTHUR HENRY MAYO. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator from Oklahoma if he 
will kindly yield to me? 
Mr. OWEN. I do. 
Mr. GALLINGER. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I 
report favorably the bill (H. R. 25570) to waive the age limit 


for admission to the Pay Corps of the United States Navy for 
one year in the case of Pay Clerk Arthur Henry Mayo, and I 
call the attention of the Senator from New Jersey to it. l 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. KEAN. I join 
sideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o1 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to read: “A bill to waive the 
age limit for admission to the Pay Corps of the United States 


[ ask 


in the request for the immedia 


te con 


as in Committee of the 


so as 


Navy for one year in the case of Paymaster’s Clerk Arthur 
Henry Mayo.” 
QUINCY, MASS., ETC, 
Mr. GALLINGER. From the Committee on Commerce I re- 
port favorably the bill (H. R. 30273) for the relief of the city 
of Quincy, the towns of Weymouth and Hingham, and the Old 


Colony Street Railway Co., all of Massachusetts; and I direct 
the attention of the Senator from Massachu t 
Mr. LODGE. I ask for the present conside 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in C 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARANSAS TERMINAL RAILWAY CO. 


1 of the bill 
imittee of the 


ratior 


or 


ITARBOR 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


32883) to extend the time for the completion of a bridge acros 
the Morris and Cummings Channel, at a point near Aransas 
Pass, Tex., by the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Co 

Mr. BAILEY. That is merely a bill to exte the time fo 
building a bridge, and I ask for its present consideratir 

The bill was read the first time by its t ond time 
at length. and there being no objection, t - e, in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its lé 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, a! 
MATTAWOMAN CREEK BRI 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senato1 
yield to the Senator from Maryland‘ 


d | assed. 


from Oklahoma 


Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Maryland 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent for th 
present consideration of the bill 

Mr. SMOOT. If we are going on to tl lar, I have no 
objection to the bill. 


Mr. SMITH of Maryland. 
just a brief bill. 
ject to it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to give notice now that 

| to any other bill being called from the calendar. 


through It 


Let this bill go 
I tah will not ob 


I hope the Senator from 1 


I will object 


3882 
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Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent for aa There is a provision in this bill which repeals that pro- 
present consideration of the bill (IL R. 31239) to authorize | vision of the House bill which came over making an appropria- 
Park C, Abell, George B. Lloyd, and Andrew B. Sullivan, of | tion for the star-route service of about $7,000,000. At the same 
Indianhead, Charles County, Md., to construct a bridge across | time they repealed that provision of the House bill which pro- 
the Mattawoman Creek, near the village of Indianhead, Md. | vided for the rural service, and attempted to consolidate the 
Then I shall ask for the consideration of another bill. jtwo into one item—both appropriations being included in one. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Now, why? If Senators will take the trouble to read the 


W hole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
Th was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be read a third time, read the third time, and passed. 


e bill 


MARINE SCHOOLS, 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I also ask for the present con 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 24145) for the establishment of 


marine schools, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SMOOT. I must call for the regular order. I think the 

Senator will have plenty of time to get his bill through. 

CONFEDERATE CEMETERY SPRINGFIELD, 
VICE PRESIDENT laid the Senate the amend- 
of the House of Representatives to the bill ¢ 3501) 
providing for the taking over by the United States Govern- 
ment of the Confederate cemetery at Springfield, Mo., which 
were, on page 1, line 10, to strike out “‘to;” on page 1, line 12, 
to strike out “‘to;” on page 1, line 14, to strike out the comma 
and insert “or;” on page 1, line 14, to strike out “or civil: ” 
aml on page 2, line 19, to strike out “ this bill” and insert “ car- 
rying out the provisions of this act.” 

Mr. WARNER. I move that 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

POST APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate as in Committee of the Whole resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (HL. R. 31539) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. With the consent of the Senator from 
Oklahoma, I desire at this time to submit some remarks directed 
to several provisions of this bill. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma 
yields to the Senator from Alabama; or does he yield the floor? 

Mr. OWEN. I intended to yield to the Senator from Ala- 
bama only temporarily, but I will yield the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. And take the chance of getting it 
again? 


Mr. OWEN, 


AT MO. 
The 


ments 


bef re 


Ss. 


the Senate concur in the House 


OFFICE 


I think I will take no great chances. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma 
yields. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, disclaiming any purpose 


or intention of delaying in the least the passage of this bill, I 
think perhaps this is the proper time for me to point out to the 
Senate some of the objectionable features in the bill. I 
member of this committee, and, such, I attended 
meeting at which the bill was considered. 


am a 


as every 


To my mind this is the most important appropriation bill or 
supply bill that is to be considered by the Senate. This bill 
appropriates nearly $250,000,000, and the Post Office Depart- 
ment, through its operation, reaches sooner or later almost 


every man, woman, and child in the country. 


fess 


I con Mr. President, that I have very little patience with 
the suggestion that the Post Office Department should be ex 
pected or required to pay its expenses, It is a favorite argu- 


ment with some Senators, and they dwell upon it with seeming 


pleasure, that the Post Office Department ought to be required 


to pay all of its expenses from its revenues. What other de- 
partment of the Government pays any of its expenses? What 
other department of the Government is so important to this 
country as the Post Office Department? More than half of 
the business of the country, commercial and otherwise, is con- 
ducted through this department. Therefore I contend that we 
should be extravagant, if necessary, or at least liberal, when 
we come to deal with this department of the Government. 

But the purpose I have in mind is to point out to the Senate, | 
if I can, some sections or some provisions of this bill that ought 
to be correc ted. 

I want to say to the Senate that there is a very large-sized 
joker in this bill, and I think I will be able to point it out. 
There is a weapon concealed in this bill which may be used, 
and the purpose of its concealment here is and was to virtually | 

lestroy one of the great branches of the Post Office Department, | 
that being the Rural Delivery Service, 


| hearings before the House Post Office Committee they will see 
|why. It was admitted there by. the post-oflice official who 
appeared before that committee that the purpose of this legis- 
lation was to enable the Post Office Department to substitute 
rural free delivery for star route or star route for rural, putting 
the rural service under contract when they choose to do so and 
the star route to rural service. 
Now, the effect of that amendment in this bill will be just 
I have stated it if the department carries out its avowed 
| purpose. What else? The House provided that rural carriers 
on standard routes or routes of 24 miles should receive $1,000 
per yer. 
This provision is interwoven with and a part of the two which 
I have just referred to, one referring to the star-route service 
and the other to the rural service. They are combined and 
made one provision of the bill. 
This amendment as reported by the committee to the Senate 
undertakes to fix the salary of these carriers, as I am about 
to state. 


as 


It will be observed that the provisions of the bill as passed 
by the House provided a salary of $1,000 on all standard routes 


of 24 miles, and, of course, a less amount on routes correspond 
ingly shorter. This provides that carriers on routes emanating 


from a first-class office—mark you, from a first-class office 
shall receive $1,000; that on routes emanating from a second 
class office they shall receive $975; that on routes from third and 
fourth class offices they shall receive $950, and on all the other 
routes in proportion—that is to say, on all routes below the 
| standard of 24 miles—they shall receive in proportion as the 
reduction comes from the first and second to the third and 
fourth classes. The effect of that amendment is that on a very 
| large number of routes the pay will be much less than it is now. 
On some of them the pay is cut just about half in two. Ii 
seems to me that this is unfair, that it is unjust and unreaso: 
able; and it seems to me that it can have no other result except 
to destroy, practically, the efficiency of the Rural Delivery 
Service. 

We have provided here an appropriation of $42,000,000 f 
the pay of rural carriers and $7,000,000, in round numbers, ft 
star routes, but that has all been combined in one item, and 
into that is put a provision for the regulation of the pay o! 
these carriers. 

I am calling the attention of the Senate to that fact now 
order that they may have it before them, and that Senatoi 
may have an opportunity to think about it before we re 
these provisions in the consideration of the bill, when we tak: 
it up section by section and paragraph by paragraph. When wi 
reach these provisions of the bill, my purpose is to move | 
strike from the bill the amendment reported by the committ: 
In other words, I want to restore the provisions of the bill 
passed by the House as they relate to the star-route service 
the provisions of the House bill that relate to Rural Free Lx 
livery Service, and the provisions of the House bill that relat 
to the pay of rural carriers, 

Let these three propositions, Mr. President, stand upon thi 
own merits. Let us deal with them singly and as they dese: 
to be dealt with, each upon its respective merits, if it has 
merits, 

I understand from the reading of the report that the present 
administration of the Post Office Department have made 
great effort to economize, to wipe out the deficit, which 
year was about $17,000,000, and they have succeeded admiral 
indeed. The deficit this year amounts to only about $5,000.01 
as compared with $17,000,000 last year, and in addition to | 
more than $6,000,000 has been paid from the revenues 
department from some sources to liquidate obligations e 


before the beginning of the last fiscal year. So the exj* 

and receipts of the Post Office Department are about equal 
Mr. President, this economy has resulted in a serious in 

ment of the efficiency of the service. If I am corr 


formed more than $1,000,000 of the appropriation made 1 

rural service last year has been turned into the Treasury ; 

1,000 routes have been examined and favorably reported 

and no action has been taken upon them, and when inquiry 

been made as to why this delay, the answer comes back “ tl 

are no available funds for the extension of this service.” 
Whatever these economies may have been, Mr. President, 


' perhaps they are commendable in some respects, but I insist 
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that this great department, the most useful and the most valu- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thean Iments will be passed 
able of any of the departments of the Government, should not | over for the present. 
hare its efficier cy impaired in any way by what I am disposed The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Office of 
to call false economy. i . ’ 
| 





st Assistant Postmaster Gen | ) fter 

When Congress makes an appropriation for the administra- | the word “ dollars,” to ins Phat b ' 
tion of the affairs of this great department, that money ought id to postmaster at St. Louis, M s} SS O00 1 
to be applied to the administration of its affairs, and if Cou | SO as to make the clau 1 1 
gress fails to appro] riate a suflicient sum of money to effectu- For my 1 to 1 SOQ OK v1 4 ‘ 

, d efficiently operate this service, the department ought | ©°™'" t paid to | rat St. L 

t » in and ask for larger appropriations. I do not believe _ ps . 

that the Congress of the United States will ever hesitate to ap aan CART! rR a oe a ‘ ‘ 
| inte funds sufficient to administer the affairs of this great Dia oo oe os yas Ag ri Any J e, I 
d rtment in the most progressive kind of a way. on ae a rt the fohowins 

I have no patience myself with the idea that the Post Office | sie eae = ashen 
D rtment should pay its own expenses. What other depart sati not to exceed In any i rece $500 % 
nit of the Government pays its expenses? Here is a depart- | ¥ : luries are less than $4,000 per annum and who . 
ment of the Government where we appropriate a large sum and | bursing office Ps 
where we get nearly the whole of it back in the way of rev- | Mr. BRISTOW. I must ask that that go over 
enue. We might, I may add here, get more revenues than we} Mr. PENROSE. All right 
do from the amount of service we render if we received fair | The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over by) 
( ensation for a great deal of the work we do. | request, 

\ President, this is about all I care to say about this bill. The next amendment of the Committee on Post Office ne 
When we reach these items, as I bave said, I am going to move Post R ds was, on page 5, line 26, before the word “at, to 
fil ndment. and I do that, of course, with some reluctance. | Stvike out “four hundred and fifty” and inser five ] 

It has been said, Mr. President, that it is the duty of aj drved;" on page 6, line 2, | re the word “at,” to s e out 

ber of a committee when a bill is being considered, reported | “ (bree hundred” and insert * three hundred and seventy ;” in 


I 

| { t committee, to give it his undivided support, and that a line 4, before the word “at.” to strike out “two hundred and 
member of a committee can not properly make any objection to | fifty” and insert “two hundred;” in line 5, | 

thi isions of a bill which his committee has reported. I feel, | “at,” to strike out “two hundred and twenty-five” and ins 
Mr. President, that I owe it to myself, and I owe it to my | “one hundred and eighty; in line 7, before the word “at,” to 

















-/ 
fs tes on this side of the Chamber, to point out some of the | strike out “one hundred and twenty-five” and insert “one hun 
mistakes, to Say the least of it, that have been made by the dred; and in line 10, before the word “thousand,” to insert 
s » committee amendments as they have been incorporated | “ aud eighty,” so as to make the clause read 
in e bill, and I shall ask my colleagues on this side and on For compensation to assistant postmasters at first and s 1 
the her who are interested particularly in the great Rural | 22S - Wig Mig et exceeding 92,000 each; ov t not ¢ ! 
£ : . SBS. fhM) en 1 ‘ t no ex line . wr ¢ h t } t < i 
ID ery Service, to help me when we come to it to correct the | s2’900 each! 16. at not exeeedine $1,900 each: 40. at p Vit 
mistakes about which I have been complaining. $1,800 each; 75, at not exceeding $1,700 each; 125, at not ex 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). The | jreey en: he an eee ding $1,500 cach; 140, at not exceed 
“ 7 . ‘ a . * ng S&S ( ( l ( it not « “lin s in wm t not « 
] ¢ amendment is on line 16, page 2. The Secretary will | ing $1.200 each 70. at not ex i $1100 ea 0 at not j 
state the amendment. ng $1,000 1: 180, at not exceeding $900 each: 100 not « 
SECRETARY. On page yf line 16. before the word “in ZS00 oe; 1; and 100, at not exceeding $700 each; in all, $2,880,000 
spectors” strike out “ sixty-five’ and in lieu thereof insert The amendment was agreed to. 
ntv-five.” |} The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 3, to insert: 
rhe amendment was agreed to, That hereafter the Postmaster General may y not exceeding 30 
‘ , lnvs’ leave of absence t ) i each calend 
rhe next amendment was, on page 2, line 23, before the word | oer ee ne ahall peeacrihe eae 
rs,” to strike ont “three” and insert “ four,” and in line | officers. clerks. city tte ‘3, printers, me s 
- ‘ore the word “ hundred.” to strike out “two hundred | watchmen, messeugers, and | rers at tirst and i | 
eighty-seven thousand four” and insert “three hundred 
‘ ” a naomeatr ac aera 
aud sixty-three thousand six,” so as to read: rhe amendment was agreed to, 
Tha nevrt } len vos ! 7vra 2 line 1° wefore 1) 
diem allowance of inspectors in the fleld while actually Phe 3 a a a mt i, eee pas I. : aie a = 
t official business away from their home, their official d word “ hundred,” to strike out “ one and insert “two,” so i 
d their headquarters, at a rate to be fixed by the Postmaster | to make the clause read: 
( , hot to exceed $4 per day, $363,600, | 1 ' 
“ i I ensat n to titutes f ( I t t i 
rhe amendment was agreed to. econd post offices on vacation, $225,0 
‘The next amendment was, on page 4, line 2, before the word The amendment was agreed to. 
; sand,” to strike out “thirty-one” and insert “ forty,” so The next amendment was, on page 15, line 16, before t! 
as to make the clause read: word “ thousand,” to strike out “three hundred and fifty ” 
! traveling expenses of inspectors without per diem allow: insert “four hundred,’ and in the same line, after the word 
in charge, and the Chief Post Office Inspector, and : ‘dollars.’ to insert “of which not exceeding $50,000 sha 
by inspectors not covered by per diem allowance, unusual and | jmmediately available,” so as to read: 
f linary expenses necessarily incurred for maintenance | ! pigs Ss : : a ice 
t over and above per diem allowance while traveling on official | , For rent, light, und fuel for tirst md, and thit 
! ss in the District of Alaska, and for the traveling expenses of | ¥4.400,000, of Which not ex ans 90V,VUVY 
performing stenographic and clerical assistance to post-office | &Vallapte. 
rs in the investigation of important fraud cases, $40,400 | The amendment was agreed to. 
fhe amendment was agreed to. |} The next amendment was, on page 16, line 10, after the word 
‘I next amendment was, on page 4, line 6, before the word | “machines,” to strike out “and the Postmaster General is 
: sand,” to strike out “ forty-five” and insert “ fifty,” so as | hereby authorized to enter into contracts for the r 
to make the clause read: celing machines to cover a period not exceeding three years,” so 
‘ oka oO ls (re . 
ery hire incurred by inspectors not covered by their per diem as to make the clause read : 
in ng livery hire in connection with the installation and For rental and purchase of n 
on of rural routes, $50,000, } power in rented buildings, motors, re] to 
: |} expenses of installation and operation, $310,0% ( l 
ie amendment was agreed to. | may be expended in the purchase of su i ! j f | t th 
fhe next amendments were, on page 4, after line 6, to insert: rent , paid for any ve ne m I y re . 
1 | inelu 1 repairs on sa ma I , 1 t ! ‘ ! ) 
xpenses incident to the investigation and testing of mechanical | shall be let after having advertised for bids and e aw 1 on 
aving devices, under the direction of the Postmaster Gen- | th isis of cheapness and eff 
ise in the stal service, $ 000 } . oon , _— . : . ; . 
postal service, $10,000. | Mr. BRISTOW. That is extending the le of contract 
\nd on page 4, after line 10, to insert: | from three to five years, the five year o ‘ en 
Postmaster General is hereby authorized to pay, in his discretion paragraph. 
> to postal employees whose inventions are adopted for use in | Mr. PENROSE. I understand the pro 
making report to Congress annually of the manner | ¢ \ * Contr: tem nniform in ¢} { 
nditure thereof, and for that purpose the sum of $10,000 is | i year u U 8) _ at : 
propriated rhe amendment was agreed to. 
M PpreTow ; | The next amendment was, on page 16, after 17, to 
ir. BRISTOW, I ask that tlie paragraphs contained on page , ae : 80. 1911. dell a ; 
‘ : A t fter June 20 1 ‘ iy v of? 
4 “sed over, | I } - , ere : y 
\ an ; . " be made only at s h residen and | ces { 
‘ir, PENROSE, I should like to have that passed over. door or entrance receptacles for its deposit. 
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Maren 2, 





Mr. 


RISTOW. I ask th: 





The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be passed over 

Mr. STONE. I was called out of the Chamber a moment ago 
while the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] was speak- 
ng. I should like to inquire what disposition was made of the 

endment on page 2, line 16, and at lines 23 and 24. 

Phe eae NG OFFICER. The amendment at line 16 was 

greed to witl - objection. 

Mr. STONE. I desire, for the time being, to object. I want 
to make an inquiry about it. I should like to have it passed 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to 

e that inquiry now or when the bill gets in the Senate? 

Mr. STONE. It is immaterial to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will have the op- 


portunity in the Se 
Mr. STONE. I ask the Chair if it 
this time? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote can be reconsidered if 
the Senator so desires, and it can be passed over. 
Mr. STONE I ask consent to have it reconsidered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from 


nate 


can not be passed over at 


Missouri 


asks that the vote by which the amendment in line 16, on page 
2. was agreed to may be reconsidered. Is there objection? 
Without objection, the vote by which it was agreed to is re 


considered, and the amendment is passed over for the present. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, do I understand that the 
Senator from Missouri desires this paragraph passed over? 

Mr. STONE. Informally and temporarily, 
the Senator a question. 

Mr. PENROSE. I can explain to the Senator that there is 
no increase in this item. It is simply a transfer of 45 inspectors 
from other bureaus and branches of the service to the main 


as I desire to ask 


force of inspectors. There is no increase in their number and 
no increase of appropriation. At present there are 355 of this 
elass of employees. Forty-five are added by the transfer to the 


inspectors’ force. These special agents in the classification 
division 
Mr. STONE. May I interrupt the Senator to ask if he is 


addressing himself to the amendments between lines 16 and 


24, on page 2? 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 

Mr. STONE. I observe—perhaps we can settle it here in a 
few moments without passing it over—that the House bill 


provides for 65 inspectors at $1,500, which is raised to 75 in- 
There is an increase of 10. I should like to ask if 
that an increase? I understood the Senator to say there 
was actually no increase. 

Mr. PENROSE. No; there is no increase. The apparent 
increase is due to the transfer from other branches of the 
service, and ordinarily would be provided for in other parts of 
the bill. 

Mr. STONE. I notice, if the Senator please, on lines 23 and 
°4, an increase of a considerable sum—something like $75,000 
in the appropriation. If there was no increase in the number 


spectors. 


is not 


of inspectors, why was there a considerable increase in the 
total of the appropriation? 
Mr. PENROSE. The appropriation, Mr. President, is the 


same as that in the present law. 
duced it, but the Senate put it back. 

Mr. STONE. Then the increase is due to the fact that the 
committee of which the Senator is chairman raised the per 
diem allowances from $3 to $4. 

Mr. PENROSE. I have here a letter from the Postmaster 
General on this point; it is not very long; and if the Senator 

uld like to have it read, I will send it to the desk. 

ile STONE. If the letter is not very long, I would be glad 


It is true the other House re- 


to have it read. 
Mr. PENROSE, I will send to the desk a letter from the 
Postmaster General, which I ask that the Secretary read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 


tary will read as requested. 
rhe Secretary proceeded to read the letter. 
Mr. President, there are so many 


Mr. STONE. 
letter that it is rather confusing to one wl 


figures in the 
listening to it. 


1O is 


1 have no objection to having the entire letter inserted in the 
RECORD. 
ir. PENROSE. Let the letter be read and let the paragraph 


go over if the Senator objects to it. 
{r. STONE. I am not objecting, but I sim 
stand it. 
Mr. PENROSE. It 
Mr. STONE. 


ply want to under- 


is a very simple matter. 
I had desired to call the attention of my friend 


from Pennsylvania to one thing in the amendment in a mo- 
ment. It will only take a little while to do it, and I would be 


it that amendment be passed over. 





governed very largely in it by what answer 


the Senator makes, 
for I have the greatest 


respect for the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. I know they know vastly more about 
this than I do. We will come to an understanding about it 
very briefly. Just pass the amendment over for the time being, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The, Secretary will finish the 
reading of the letter. 

The Secretary resumed 
letter, which is as follows: 


and concluded the reading of the 
Post OFrFrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1911 
Hon. Borers PENROSE, 
Chairman Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Sir: With reference to an amendment to H. R. 31559, re- 
garding salaries of post-office inspectors, submitted with my letter of 
February 1, I beg to submit the following statement: 

The present combined force of inspectors and traveling representa 
tives of other bureaus of the department is 400. The appropriation bill 
as passed by the House of Representatives provides for a total numbe: 
of 390 inspectors. It is impossible to state in which grade the redu 
tion is made, in view of the fact that the bill provides for a general 
reclassification of the salary grades, with the exception of the city in 
spectors. 

For the fiscal year 1907 Congress appropriated f¢ 
spectors. This number was reduced to 355 beginning 
nearly 6 per cent, and under the present bill there 
reduction of 10, or 2.8 per cent. 


r 377 post-ofl 
July 1, 1968, 
is a proposed further 


| a ‘ : 
| June 30, 1907.) June 30, 1910.| Inerease. Per « 





Receipts of Post Office De- | | 

partment........ notkhnn 1$183,585,005 | $224,128,657 40, , 602 
Money-order offices._...____} 37,444 51,791 14,347 
Railway postal clerks, 

post-office clerks, city | 

and rural carriers........ 99,353 119, 554 20,201 


1906. 





1 June 30, 
The fact that the increase in the postal service 
upon the inspection branch is so apparent that it ne 
For several years past it has been the endeavor 

money-order offices in operation, for the purpose of improving the 

icter of the service, correcting irregularities, detecting peculations, and 
promoting the efficiency of the employees. An increase of 38 per cent 
in the number of money-order offices, when considered in connection 
with the fact that the other classes of important cases demanding | 
sonal investigation by post-office inspectors have also increased, 
it apparent that, rather than a reduction in the force of insp 
there should be an increase. The additional work of the inspector 
not restricted to the regular cases jacketed in the usual manner, but 
extends also to the increase in the number of employees in the post 
service over whom, to a certain extent, the inspectors exercise a d 
of surveillance. 

I therefore recommend that provision be made for 400 inspector 

Yours, very truly, FRANK H. Hitcnucock, 
Postmaster Gencral 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state 
next amendment. Is it desired that the amendment just jp 
viously stated shall be passed over? 

Mr. STONE. Le » amendment be passed over. 

The PRESIDING ‘ICER. That includes the amendn« 
in lines 23 and 24 ording to the request, as the Chair under- 
stands it. 

Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the amendments of t! 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. The next amend- 
ment of the committee was, on page 17, line 2, after the word 
*‘dollars,” to strike out: 

Provided, That no part 
letter carriers who are required or 
tS hours in the six working days of a week: Provided further, ‘| 
this limitation shall not apply to service performed during th 
five and the last 15 days of the calendar year. 


And insert: 


throws greater work 
‘ds no amplifi 
to inspect annually all 


make 








of this appropriation shall be used t 


permitted to work for mor 


nr That in the event of letter carriers employed in tl 
deliv service and clerks employed in first and second class 
offices "be ing required or r permitted to work in excess of 48 hours « 
the six working days of a week, they shall be paid for such extra 


in proportion to their salaries as fixed by law. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For pay of lIetter carriers at 
substitutes for carriers absent 
$32,180,000: Provided, That in the event of letter carriers en 
in the city delivery service and clerks employed in first and 
class post offices being required or permitted to work in excess 
during the six working days of a week, they shall be paid 
extra work in proportion to their salaries as fixed by law 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I should like to ask that 
amendment be disagreed to. I believe I spoke to the chai 
of the committee about it. 

Mr. PENROSE. I suppose the amendment is open to a 
of order. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I make the point of order 
amendment that it is general legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


offices already established, in 
without pay, city delivery 


hours 


such 


against 


from Kansas 


makes the point of order that it is general legislation. 





1911. 


over. 
‘| next amendment was, on page 18, after line 7, to insert: The PRESIDING OFFICER 
after the Postmaster General may, in his discretion, « r over by consent 
racts a period of not exceeding five years for the rental i , i f the 
78 chines, for the hire of the equip res for the City ul ewes = ‘ , P 
I) - . for the cellection service by means of boxes attached il her. a linet tt 
{ cars, and for the steamboat and other equipment necessary Post Roads was page 25, a 
f Detroit River postal service 
I WAY t-off r 
amendment was agreed to pa this ' paid 
‘| next amendment was, under the subhead “Office of the + adv 
Second Assistant Postmaster General,” on page 21, line 7, ties n 
the word “available,” to insert: = , f ‘ 
] led, That out of the appropriation for inland mail transport act int plans and 
t e Postmaster General is authorized hereafter to pay rental, if | I 
! vy, in Washington, D. C.. and compensation to tabulators and = eq T ! f 
ployed in connection with the weighings for assistan in plar nd spec 
‘ ting computations, in connection with the expenses of taking the I t Ms 2 fu 
Ww of mails on railroad routes, as provided by law tnd pre ( af the Ist of Jul 1 6 
f That during the fi | ar ending June 30, 1912. the rate f re for ar t v | 
1 m textual and general ling matter contained in pe lieal x ible yr ’ 
ns other than newsp rs, as described in the act ef Congress t tion | 1 
1 March 3, 1879. e led “An act making appropriations for } 1 au! tt » « 
t » of the Post Off Department for the fiseal vear ending m sa b la 
J 0, 1880, and for other purposes,” and in the publications de 7 
& i in an act of Congress approved July 16, 1894, entitled “An ac And to insert 
} ypropriations for the rvice of the Post Off Dey t 
t al year ending June 30, 1895,” shall be 1 cent per pound, or I lliway post 
{1 thereof; and on sheets of any publication of either of said t this a nt I 
( ontaining, in whole or part, any advertisement, whether dis vy, ind a tel rd 
da e, or textual, 4 cents per pound or fraction thereof: Prorided n : 
inc! d rate shall not apply to publications mailing less | ‘ ; oa 
than 4,000 | Is of each issue. the Ist « bed 
° ¢ : WwW i 
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I ask that that amendment 4 i with ft 
be passed over until a later time. I Office D 
. rn rh y: : * Li l 1 ! 
Mr. PENROSE. The understanding is that this amendment ! ‘ 
| ssed over, Mr. President. tion 5 < yy t 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment wil! be passed  underft i t 
} . ' ? , 
( er os t ( : 
M PENROSE. I would eall the attention of the Senator any full rai 
ft Iowa to the fact that there are really two amendments  underfra 
. : . : rity of t 
( re 21. I do not understand that there is any particular J . ae Meniod mk 4 
objection to the amendment from line 7 to line 14. plication of an 
Mr. CUMMINS. I have no objection to the proposed amend-_ the time fe 
; : : . ” : 1s ~ ha rder 
I beginning with the word “Provided,” in line 7, down to 
; ba : which compliance shall 
| uding the words “ provided by law,” in line 14. 
: are sae sine ; ; - PRISTOW tr ~P 
Mr. PENROSE. Then I ask that that portion of the amend- Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. I 
! be agreed to. from Wisconsin [Mr. La I 
Mr. CUMMINS. My objection lies to what follows in the the Secretary has just vd 
lment night. The Senator f Wis 
1 -PNPpOSH ‘ . . he PI SIDING OFI 
Mr. PENROSE, The increased postal rates. I ask the i "RESIDING OFFICE! 
s te, then, to agree to the first proviso, beginning in line 7, over at the ret the s 
k to have the remaining portion passed over. Phe reading of the amen 
i PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment beginning Phe next ai dment of 
wit he word “Provided.” in line 7, and ending with the word Post Roads v the it 
F in line 13, is adopted without objection, and the re Mail Service, « page <), 
. . } 1 i 
I ler of the paragraph is passed over by consent. to strike out s 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I desire to make an inquiry of Two thousand n | 
(*} air. ott 


Mr. 
Tl 


\ 


Mr. 


JONES 


Mr. 


President 


PRESIDING OFFICER. 


desire te 


JONES. 


’ be 


heard 


mn 


t 
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— | Mr 
Does the Senator from Wash- 
hat? 


objection, but I 


if it does not 
Mr 


STONE. If it goes « 


sive notice thi 





I was merely going. to ask that the amendment BEVERIDGE. It! 
Pr. The Secretary resu Ll 
BRISTOW. I make the point of order against the The next amendment of ( 
ment, Mr. President. Roads was, on | 22 1 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sus strike out tw t 
The effect of that is to restore the House text. thousand two hundred, Ss 
rending of the amendments was resumed. The next Wor pay o ih ee haa 
ent of the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads | nev per wi 
n page 17, line 16, before the word “ hundred,” to strike of $45,200 shall be ii 
me” and insert “ six,” so as to make the clause read: The amendment was agreed 
of s itutes for letter carriers absent with pay, and of The next amendment wus, 
ind temporary ter carriers at offices where city delivery 
vy est hed, $1,600,000, And the Postmaster Ge 


amendment 


ext an 


rs.” to st 


obile 
make 


rs ii 


mendment was a 


My 


i} 


ndment was, on page 17, line 


ike o1 


was agreed 


» allowance 


tent 


n pages 21 and 


© PRESIDING OFI 
rd 


“Pro. 
in line 


nendment 


she 


14, 


STONE. 


PENROSE. I do not hear the Senator, 





a.” 


was agreed to by consent. 
on pages 21 and 


It 





ion was diverted for a 
t made by the Senator from Iowa to pass over the amend- 


in | 












e 


in his discretion, enter into contracts for a ‘ 
ceeding four years for the hire of horse and wagon serv- necessary 
vehicle service for the City Delivery ; 
the clause read: 
and the rental of vehicles, $92 


greed to. . 





ICER. 





{ and January 15 of ' 
0. ty mail bs theretof 
22. after the word for such t Ss may ] for t 
‘Provided, That the Postmaster qGen- appropriation 1f inl t 
* . eeding the rat I ] I 
yu riod of aa serv , aa t ~~ 


cartage it 
St ry ice, , 


Mr. BRISTOW. 


: go over, because I w t to 
5.000, 








moment. Was the | ing $1,000 


The amendment beginning with ' hereafter in addition to 1 





7, down to and including the word | master General be 
The remainder of | eeene ne aaehened to du 
22 was passed over by consent. pe nses incurred by th while on 
As to that I make the point of order unless | of beginning their initial run, m 


and in no case shall su 


scrive, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


‘A 
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i ( pag ~w I 15, to insert 
( Z it the 
ps in 
| 
l ! on ] 2 22, before the word 
| ‘ < ‘ } } ~~ < h in- 
| ( I | 
! s reed t 
ge 27, line 22 ore the word 
: ; 5 , 
i i i i t - 
} / | } } rike o sand ven 
hy 7 d tl d f t] d nine In 
lred and €¢ { ind on 1 28 ne 2, before tl word 
dk 1 ( for housand é hundred and 








thi \ and i ive | nd five ] nd d and ¢ uty, 
So ke the s i 
‘ : ‘ ; ne 
' } _ the official 
c ° oe t : 3 th ost 
I ‘ I » eX 1 $4 per « $4,980 1 for their nec 
| d the ( i ince. not ex 
uo il ; SkO 
rhe amendme was reed t 
rhe 1 ‘ nd t s, on page 29, ie 22, before the 
word hundred,” to strike out “four hundred and eighty-seven 
{ 1 fou | sert seven hundred and thirty-four 
ho nd eight:” and in the same line after the word “ dol 
irs,” to insert “of which sum not exceeding $247,400 shall be 
mmediately jieoge=anert ’ so as to make the clause read: 
For balances due foreign countries, $734,800, of which sum not ex 
ceeding $247,400 shi i e immediately available. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Office of the 


before 

insert 
dollars,” 
immediately 


line 7, 
“sixteen” and 
word 
he 


General,” 
strike out 


Postmaster 

‘thousand,” to 

and in the same line, after 

which the sum of $80,000 

available,’ so as to make the clause read: 

For manufacture of adhesive » stamps, 
for coiling of st 1m] 


books of stamps, 
of $80,000 shall be immediately available 


Third 
the word 
“ ninety-six,” 
to insert “ of 


Assistant on page 30, 


the 
sha 


08 speci 
I J 


elivery stamps, 
which the sum 





$796,000, of 


was agreed to. 
on page 3 


amendment 
1e next amendment was, 
to strike out “five”? and insert “eight,” and in 
line after the word “dollars,” to insert “of which the 
sum of $400,000 shall be immediately available,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

ifacture of 


of which 


11, before the word 


env«e 


of 


For man lopes 
$1,825,000, 
available 

Mr. CLAPP. I desire to have this 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without 
will be p: d over. 

The next amendment was, 
* hundred,” to strike out 
line 21, after the word 
of $100.000 be 


ause read: 


stamped 
the sum 


and newspaper 
$400,000 shall be 


wrappers, 
immediately 


paragraph passed 


objection, the para 


over. 


‘raph 





ese 
on page 30, line 20, before the word 
‘three’ and insert “ four,” and in 
ars,” to insert “of which the sum 
diately available,” make the 


oe 
aol 


shall imine SO 


as to 





‘ ‘ 

For manufacture of postal $451,000, of which the sum of 
$100,0 0 shall be ir ediately a 

The amendment iS acre . 

rhe ne ! t was, on page 30, afte e 22, to insert: 

kor pay id a cx 1 distribute postal 
( as, 1 SO 

Mr BRISTOW. I ask that that go over. I may not object 
to it, but I want inquire into it a little 

The VICE PRE SID ENT. Without objection it will be passed 


ENROSE. I do not care whether it goes over not, 


or 


but I can explain it to the Senator from Kans This matter 
the House forgot to put in, 
Mr. BRISTOW. I wondered whether it was an additional 





Mr. PENROSI It is purely a routine matter in the present 
law 

Mr. BRISTOW All rigl Then I make no objection to it. 

Che bik l lt Wa acre l ti 

The next al iment was, « » 51, after line 5, to insert: 

That t 1% General i rized to indemnify the 
senders < W s of third and f mestic registered matter 
lost in t the indemnity be paid out of the postal 
reven not exceed $25 for » of registered matter or 
the actual value thereof if less than § Provide rhat no indemnity 
sl be paid if th« er has been otherwise reimbursed. 


SSIONAL RECORD—SEN 


ino part of this apy 





ATE. 


Marci 2. 


Mr. BRISTOW. I sh 
an confer with the 
f order, 


ubject a point of 


PENROSE. I 


ild 
chairma 


to ask that that go over unt 
ttee about it. It is 


like 
n of the commi 


Ie 
I it not? 


eally 


Mr. 


to is 


it is. 


suppose 


Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. I will not make it now, but if the 
Senator will permit it to go over, I shall be liged. 

Mr. PENROSE. All — 

The VICE PRESIDE Without objectic goes ove 

Mr PENROSE suhemmneiihey said: Mr. President, I forgot 
when I rose to answer the inquiry of the Senator from Ik 
[Mr. Bristow] that the paragrapk he asked to go over kh: 
already passed the Senate asa bill. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It has? 

Mr. PENROSE. I am perfectly willing to have it go 
but it has already passed the Senate, and was put in hers 

Mr. BRISTOW. My judgment is it is opening up a very 


field of expenditure, and I with the chain 
the committee about it. 


Mr. PENROSE. All 


want to talk 


right. 





The next amendment was, on page 31, line 14, befor 
word andensmits .’ to strike out “ limited,” and in line 15 
the word “mails,” to insert “in accordance with con 
stipulations,” so as to make the clause read: 

For payment of indemnity for the loss of regi article 


international mails in a 
ich not exceeding 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 18, to 
Provided, That the approp 
for the of registered articles 
fiscal years ending June 30, 1908, 
are hereby, mad 


ordance with « 
$8,000 shall be i 


ations, $1 
ilabl 


nvention st 
mmediately 





riations for payment of limited ind y 
in the international mails 
1909, 1910, and 1911, be, 
for the 


loss 







available 








Si payment of the am 
indemnity fixed by the Union Convention concluded at 
ltaly, May 26, 1906, effecti ctober 1, 1907, for the loss in tl 
national mails of any re ‘d article regardless of its value. 

ind provided further t all moneys now in the hands of 5 
and agents of the Post ¢ » Department and all moneys h ; 
recovered, collected, or 1eceived from any source on count of t 
of registe red mail of any kind, either foreign or domestic, shall 
posited in the Treasury for the service of the Post Office Depart 


account is hereby 
istered mail,” 
appropriations 


and an 
lost reg 
All 


y created, 
which shall 
made for the 


to be denominated “ Indemn 
be credited with all such «dk 
payment of indemnity for the 


registered mail, either foreign or domestic, and all moneys de ted 
as herein provided for, shall be available until expended, without rd 
to fiscal years, for the payment of indemnity for lost registered l 
either foreign or domestic, and for the reimbursement to the owners of 
the moneys to which they are entitled. 


Mr. BRISTOW. Do I understand that from 
31 down to and including line 26 on page 32 
ment? 

The 
Chair 

Mr. 


line 19 on page 
is all one 


amend- 


VICE PRESIDENT. 
understands is one 
BRISTOW. 


Down to line 18 
amendment. 


I think that is subject to a point 


on page S22 th 


of order 


I ask that it go over. 
Mr. PENROSE. That is simply to enable our postal depart- 
ment keep faith with foreign countries under the treaty. It 


tter here from the IP 


He says: 


have a lk 
fully. 


is purely a routine matter. I 


master General explaining it 





Referring to my letter of the Ist instant, relative to H. R 
‘An aet making appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other pi 
I feel foreed to bring to your special attention the recomm 
made in my annual report for the fiscal year 1910, in effect, t 
United States keep faith with the other countri embra ed 
Universal Postal Union in paying a fixed indemnity f5of 
proximately $9.63) for the loss in the international! mails of an 





of its value. 


line 4 


tel “d article, regardless 
Mr. BRISTOW. The 
inly general legislation. 
Mr. PENROSE. Of course, half, 
Mr. BRISTOW. If the Senator 
Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 


line 18 


to 


from down 

ta 
if 

W ill 


of tl 


£O OV! 


not most all, 


permit it to 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from WKansas 
that that portion from line 4 to line 18 go over. Withou: « 
tion, that will be done. Without objection, the bal: 


agreed 


To, 
The next amendment was, 


on page 32, after line 18, to 





For the employment ef special counsel, to be ap; d by 
ney General wh a requested by the Vostmaster General, and 
] n to be fixed by the Attorney General, not eding 
J appl opriati n, to prosecute and defend, on behalf of t 
Office Departm nt, all suits now pending or which may herea 
affecting the second-class mailing privilege, ten th« nd dolla 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead 


‘ Office of t 





Fourth Assistant Postmaster General,” on page 55, after 
to strike out: 

For inland transportation by star routes (c¢) ting § 
Alaska), including temporary service to newly esta d oth 
million one hundred and seventeen thousand d Provide 





tinuanct 


ropriation shall be expended for « 
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star-route service the patronage of which shall be served entirely by 


the nsion of Rural Delivery Service, nor shall any of said sum be 
exp d for the establishment of new star-route service for a patron 
agi h is already entirely served by Rural Delivery Service. 

For pay of letter carriers, substitutes for carriers on annual leave 


n charge of substations, and tolis and ferriage, Rural Delivery 
Service, $42,790,000. 
And insert: 
| vay of rural letter carriers, substitutes for rural letter carrier 
‘ual leave, clerks in charge of rural stations an iral bran 
' fices, tolls and ferriage for rural letter carriers, and for inland 
tral rtation by star routes (excepting in Alaska), including tempo 
ral rvice to newly established offices, $49,907,000 
BANKHEAD. I desire to ask the chairman of the com 
mittee if he will not consent that this Senate amendment may 
of the bill and let the House provision be restored? 
CURTIS. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsy! 
yania yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. PENROSE. I do. 
Mr. CURTIS. I want to make a point of order against the 
amendment, commencing in line 18, and I understand ending 
in line 19, page 36. I do not understand or know what the 
acreement is about having these matters go over. I want to 
ke a point of order when that item is considered. 
Mr. PENROSE. Does the Senator 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would like to know 
what the point of order is. 

Mr. CURTIS. It is general legislation, and I would like to 
be heard on that question for just a few moments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is always delighted to 
hear the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am perfectly willing that the amendment 
shall go over. But I do not think it will take me over three or 
four minutes to present the point. It surely changes existing 
law. and I think I can convince the Chair of that in a very few 
moments. 

Mr. PENROSE. I am willing to let it go over or to go on 
with it. 

Mr. CURTIS. Just as suits the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Mr. CUMMINS, Mr. SMOOT, and others. 
Let it go over. 

Mr. PENROSE. Let it go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will go over. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 2, after the word 
“substations,” to strike out “Prorided further, That on and 
after July 1, 1911, letter earriers of the Rural Delivery Service 
shall receive a salary not exceeding $1,000 per annum,” and 
insert: “And provided further, That letter carriers of the Rural 
Delivery Service shall be paid on the following basis: Not ex 
ceeding $1,000 per annum on a route of not less than 24 miles 
in length, and a proportionate amount on a route less than 24 
miles in length, emanating from a post office of the first class; not 
exceeding $975 per annum on a route not less than 24 miles in 
lengih, and a proportionate amount on a route less than 24 
mi in length, emanating from a post oflice of the second 
class: and not exceeding $950 per annum on a route not less 
than 24 miles in length, and a proportionate amount on a route 
less than 24 miles in length, emanating from a post office of 
the third or fourth class.” 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The amendment on page 36 involves the 
same proposition—— 

Mr. CURTIS. I understand it is part of the same amend 








‘ 
make 
il 


\l BANKHEAD (continuing). As that on page 35, and 
ought to go over with it. 

fie VICE PRESIDENT. No; it is a separate amendment. 
It y be involved in the same general provision. The Chair 
does not know about that. He is not sufliciently familiar with 
the bill. But it certainly is a separate amendment. 
CURTIS. The item on the last page says “Provided 
} .’ ‘That surely connects it with the preceding section, 

‘refore it is all one amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Oh, no; it is not all one amend 


Mr. CURTIS. Then I make the point of order against each 
amendment. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The first amendment has been 
passed over temporarily. 

Mr. CURTIS. Then I make the point of order against the 
second one. 

Mr. PENROSE. Let it go over. 

the VICE PRESIDENT. It will go over. 

‘he next amendment was, on page 36, line 24, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “nine hundred” and insert “ one 
thousand,” so as to read: 
aise my Feo That in the discretion of the Postmaster General 

ay e carrier on the water route on Lake Winnepesaukee who 





1 


furnishes his own power boat for mall service during t! 
months may be fixed at an amount not exceeding $1,000 in 
calendar year. 








l@ next amend! was, on page 37, after a, t s 
i ost ster ¢ al \ d 
Sé w be th | 
, " t. at 1 ' j 
I the extensions i « ‘ t i 
ter shall t, in tl t é 1 25 
l amendment was I i 
rh ext amendment was, o1 ge 37, after ed j 
That vt \ t \ i 1, 19] I ( 
lV, i ex t I 
nd ri 5 on suc I i s 3 | s 
ve! y i r on t I ] 
nz at post office ran Ost « tion 
s uting point for that route, or for de 
h post office, or station on any of t lt 
postage as he shall determine. Dp k not ex l Pe ie 
weight containing no n t t} t I 
is declared by law to be 1 nd } Ss l to ¢ 





its next session the results of this ¢ nent. 


Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President 

Mr. BAILEY. I make the point of order against the at 
ment the Clert 
missible on an appropriation bill. I have no desire to 
the time of the Senate upon if 


The VICE PRESIDENT. In the form in which it is pm 


sented the Chair thinks the point of order is well taken 
point of order is sustained 


The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 22, to ins¢ 














< has just read, that it is legislation not per 


That the Postmaster General is 1 f d ted to ascert 
investigati > found 1 i to r 
Congress at 1, 1) ] I f } 
which the t ir! V 5 lo 
parcels not W ht d tl $50,000 
hereby approy ver { x red |} il 1 
compensation of temporary em] Ces 

Mr. BAILEY. I make the same \ t that 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of 
order does not hold against 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let it go over. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it would suit the convenience of the chai 
man, I am perfectly willing to pass that over and argue it out 


later, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to passing 
provision over temporarily? 
Mr. PENROSE. Let it go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 


provision is passed over temporarily. 


The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 19, to inse1 


as a new section the following: 


That any post-offi inspector or other representative of 





Mr. STONE. I make the point of order against the an 
ment that it is general legislation. 

I desire while I am on the floor to make some observat 
respecting this system of post-office inspectors This 
ment put in here as section 4 would confer upon post-off 
spectors the power of administering oaths and taking : 
in connection with any business relating to the postal s 





that is to say, if an inspector was out on official business, 1 
an investigation, he would be authoriz to tal 3 
to administer oaths to witnesses. I that is a 
ought not to be given to post-office inspectors. They 
quisitorial powers now bey i the p t they 
dewed with 

There is an army of these post-office ins] iTS f 
For their services the Treasury is 
imately half a m mn dollat 1 1 
These men, called politely by tl 
fact are detectives. I mich { ‘ s 

Mr. PENROSI Mr. Pr 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 1 the § fr Mi 
vield to the Senator from I sylva 
Mr. STONE [I vield ft » Sey for +: ' ‘ 
question 

Mr. PENROSE. I we 1 simply like to state for tl 
tion of the Senator from M uri that tl ns} { 
referred to already under existing law 1 
ter oaths, and all this section does is to htly ext | 
system and to restrict it absolutely to postal busin I 
quently these men have to travel a long d 


place where they can find a notary. It is supposed t) 
will be a great saving of expense and a great convenience 








is really a very little extension beyond what the present law | 
is. The inspectors have the right now. 

Ir, STONE. Well, if they have the right to do the thing 
t! ul thorized to do under this amendment, then there is 
ho 1 | the amendment. 

Out bundance of precaution I want to say that I am 
opposed to the amendment on the merits of it. These officials | 

e no doubt necessary in the proper administration of the 
nostal department. I can well understand that it might fre- 
quently become important for the department to send out some 
person to make inquiry into facts and conditions at a given 


post office or respecting the conduct of any particular branch 
of the postal s« rvice, 

gut, Mr. VPresice I feel that the time has come when in- 
stend of enlarging by express enactment or by implication 
the powers of these officers they ought to be curtailed and lim- 
ited. I say this be of the abuses of the power practiced 
by many of these officials. I do not know how many inspectors 
would be necessary if tl contined their labors to such duties 
as appertained exclusively to the inspection of post offices, as 
to the management of the post offices, and as to the general 
conduct of any branch of the service, but when they degenerate 
into bands of spies and go about clothed with a little brief 
authority to intimidate and threaten to coerce and practice 
wrong upon the citizens, done and as has been done, 
then the time has come when Congress, under whose authority 
they have been created, shall put a bridle with a stiff curb 
upon them. 

Mr. President, I have been told of frequent gross abuses of 
the power by these officials. 

There was a citizen of my State, 
whose case became a celebrated one. 
partment waged war against him. 
came to St. Louis some years ago, without acquaintance or in- 
fluential friends, but being a man of unusual force and energy 
and industry and enterprise, he succeeded in establishing him- 
self in a way so exceptionally successful that he stands as an 
example to be studied by the young men of the country as to 
the capabilities of achievement. He became a great publisher, 
and he is to-day publishing several journals. He organized a 
company which purchased a considerable area of valuable lands 
adjacent to the city of St. Louis, upon which, chiefly through 
his enterprise, a suburb of that city has been built, which is 


‘nit, 


cause 


ey 
aly 


as is 


1 publisher, a Mr. Lewis, 
For some reason the de- 


‘ 


He was a young man who | 


one of the most beautiful I have ever seen adjacent to any city | 


in the country. 


Among other things that he became interested in was the 
establishment of a bank. The bank was established on lines 


somewhat different from those that are followed ordinarily by | 


bankers. The leading bankers of St. Louis, however, who 
knew this gentleman well, and many of the leading citizens and 


many of the leading business men of St. Louis who looked into 


his system, indorsed it as sound. But some influence operating 
somewhere prevailed upon the department to declare that the 
bank was not a safe, creditable, or legitimate institution. A 
fraud order was procured against it. This order was made so 
stringent that not only was the bank mail, going and coming, 
refused access to the mail of the country, but even the private 
mail of Mr. Lewis, the president of the bank, was interdicted. 

I wish at this point, for I have given this brief and imper- 
fect outline of the case, that I might call attention to one in- 
stance as I might to several abuses practiced by these post-office 
officials of whom I am speaking. There was a banker in the 
State of Arkensas who was a correspondent of Mr. Lewis's 
bank, and he took occasion to state in a public way that he 
approved the Lewis bank; that he had confidence in it, and 
out .a strong indorsement of it. An inspector appeared, 
so he stated, at his bank and warned him that it would be best 
for him to remain quiet a 
he might have a fraud order issued against him. 
mit, was a gross abuse of authority by this officer. 


ruve 


nd attend to his own business or else 


That, I sub- 


Here was a banker of good repute, an esteemed citizen and 
business man, who commanded the respect and confidence of 
his community, who was threatened by a post-office inspector 
in a most insulting way that if he did not remain quiet and 
attend to his own business the mails of the country would be 





closed against him and his bank, as they had been against 
Mr. Lewis and his bank. Of course this citizen was frightened; 
in a way he felt helpless. Fraud orders were common at that 
time. To issue a fraud order against his bank would mean its 


destruction. It would mean that the Government of the United 
States denounced the bank as dishonest, as not entitled to public 
faith and credit. It was an invasion of 
rights of a citizen, and altogether was a 
formance. 

I could 
to me in 


the 
most indecent per- 
repeat instances of this kind that have been detailed 
a way that I am bound to give full credit to them. 


liberty and the | 
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Many 
mony 


of these instances have been detailed in the way of testi- 
given in courts, but I shall content myself to-night with 
reading some matter which has come to me very recently and 
which bears directly upon the subject I am discussing. I 
about to read from the Atlanta Journal of February 26. 

What I hold in my hand is a public letter addressed by this 
journal to the President under the head “To the Hon. William 
Howard Taft, President of the United States,’ as follows: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Unwarranted and unjustifiable abuse of power h 
ever been the greatest factor in disturbing the peace of nations. 
assembling unto one man or a class of men greater authority than tha 
imposed in the majority has always threatened the fundamental pri 
ciples of government and menaced the enjoyment of life, liberty, 
prosperity. A nation, born in iniquity and fostered in suspicion, 
sooner or later destined to dissolution; an administration which Ik 
its reign to an individual is sowing seeds which are harvested in di 
content and disgrace. 

It has ever been the desire of individuals to be free. 
owe allegiance to a king cr czar or a pirate chief. Liberty and ji 
love is an innate quality shared by all men. Therefore the first 
clination of those in supreme power to remove the hope of independ 
and manacle the acts and thoughts of the people is accepted as inimical 
to good government and an obstacle to human happiness. 

The Journal craves indulgence, Mr. President, that it may call 
your attention the existence of an evil in the national administratk 


am 


The 









whether th: 


| which is in striking contradiction to the basic principles of Ameri 


independence, believing that the iniquity and monstrosity of this e) 
has not attracted your consideration. 

At first we were inclined not to believe the reports that reached 
ears; we were not disposed to accept them as truth, for they sucgest 
Russia more than America; they refuted our idea of liberty to such an 
extent that we denied that conditions were possible such as were « 
scribed by these first reports. 

But it now appears that these first rumors of abuse in the condi 
of the Post Office Department were inaccurate only in that they t 
but a part of the whole truth. Investigation has shown that con 
tions are worse than gossip first undertook to declare. It is not 
to believe that the spy system now in full flower in the Post 
Service could possibly be pernicious as investigation has prove 
Convinced that there is an abuse of power that results in the humil 
tion of honest men and women; that there is a system of hired sp 
who prowl and pry upon the character of faithful and honorable e: 
ployees ; that these spies retain their jobs by furnishing and, if ne 
sary, manufacturing evidence against their victims; believing that 
honorable men resent being branded and treated as criminals, the J 
nal has sought to ascertain just what is the conduct of affairs in 1! 
Atlanta post office. 

What we have found to be true here in all likelihood prevails 
other cities throughout the country. 

When there were fleas in Damascus the citizens of Jerusalem usual); 
scratched! 

We assume that Atlanta has not been selected as the only post off 
to be ruled and dominated by Government spies, and that the po! 
maintained here is a part and parcel of the universal plan to browl« 
and bully the postal employees throughout the country. In fact, \ 
have detinite information that a general crusade has begun and tft! 
many other cities have been or will shortly be subjected to the sa 
odious surveillance that now controls the Atlanta office. 

The spy system as practiced daily in Atlanta is one of the 
astounding pieces of impudence that has marked the reign of 
world’s rulers since the sodden days of Nero. Why, in our penal 
stitutions—and who has not shuddered at the crimes committed in 
name of justice there !—we know there are convicts who are perm 
to earn the confidence of whipping bosses and shotgun guards and 
entitled to the privileges enjoyed by trusties; but in the Post Office | 


Of 


as 


n 


t 


1 


partment, where innocent men and women toil in supposedly hon 
able positions of trust, under the prevailing system of Govern 
espionage, they are scarcely accorded the consideration shown 


criminals. 
In the convict camp some of the criminals are shackled, but s 
walk free; in the post-office service all are suspected, all are wv 
by sleepless optics, all are condemned in advance by department 
without trial! In the penitentiary some of the brutal and more vi 


| are beaten and chained, but the majority go and come with alm 
much liberty as the day laborer, earning their privileges and 
the reward of servitude; but in the post-office service, where th« 

of the intelligent and reputable men and women of the Natior 
employed, there are no exceptions made in the despicable system 
espionage; there is no reward for honesty, there is no escape fro: 


vigilance of the ory-eyved spies who peep from hidden blinds and 


like ghosts through screened corridors day and night! 

The Journal depicts this horrible situation with a sense of 
end humiliation. It gives publicity to this infernal spy syst 
that you, Mr. President, may have the essential facts at your co) 
and that you may take immediate action. 


The letter makes complaint as to Postmaster General Hi 
cock, but whatever is being done now or has been done du 
his administration is but a continuation of the practices 
1 before he came into that office. 

Personally I know nothing that would in the least 1 
upon the Postmaster General. So far as I know him, he 
very affable and agreeable gentlenian, of good ability and 
siderable energy, sometimes at least and in election times 
ticularly. Personally I am not indorsing what this editor s 


SUuUeL 


of Mr. Hitchcock, but I am referring to a system that o 
to be rooted out. I omit reading the part of the letter th 


i little too personal. 

The spy system is not in keeping with the spirit of your ad 
tration nor the traditions of our country. When its 
are made public they will shock the American people. 
greatest opportunity for patriotic service has 


shameless 
The hour olf 
We bel! 


come. 


your love of liberty and manhood and feel that we need only cul! 
attention to this outrage against American citizenship to arouse ) 
deepest interest. 

Congress should be called together in extraordinary session for t 
yurpose of removing this infamous espionage, which is utterly dest: 


Geueral 


ng the efficiency of the postal service. A new Postmaster 








Sit. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 


} 
should be named at once who is not only competent, but humane and | 
ius Ile should, to some extent at least, exemplify that national right 
eous 3 now so conaplenens by its absence in the present administra 
tion of postal affair : sae 

We call upon the pres s th ghout the country to lend its untiring 
assistance to the investigation and to acquaint you, Mr. President, with 
lo ynditions everywhere. » hour has come for action 

As the Chief Executive of this great Nation, standing for a clean 
eovernment and a righteous administration, we urge you, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to strike down the power of the spy system as employed in the 
Yost Office Department and make it forever impossible for its odious 





1 1 to be established again in the country that stands out against tl 
sky : of the world as the home of the free and the brave. 

I desire to read an additional article from the same journal: 
WILL THE ATLANTA POST OFFICE USE RUSSIAN KNOUT AND COSSACK WHIP 
VER MEN AND WOMEN IN ITS EMPLOY? 

There are only two classes of American citizens who are capable of 
fully understanding and appreciating the brutality of Russian bar- 
barism, tt demned murdered during the last 24 hours of his 
wretched doom and—let it be whispered in shame—the honorable, in- 
telligent, free-born men and women who are employees of the postal 


“That this is true can be established by 


the most casual investigation 
I 


of t eping Tom system in vogue in the Atlanta post office, where 
ve ict, every movement, every word of every man and woman is 
watched by pitiless eyes of hidden spies Behind screened promenades, 
sh red by false shutters and concealed from view, paid slepths prowl 
day id — spying upon men of honor and integrity, questioning and 
SUS] ng, har: issing and hounding, holding their jobs by the amount 
of vidence’”’ they y secure. 

rhis reputable and responsible journal states this condition 
as actually existing in the very city where it is published. It 


is a monstrous thing. Why, Mr. President, we know there often 
a dishonest employee here and there over this great country 
out of the multitude of the people who are employed by the 
Government, but to have people employed as spies and hidden 
from view in the way detailed here, with no other apparent ob- 


is 


ject or business than that of peeping through shutters so con- 
structed that they are concealed, and watching every movement 


of the men and women who are engaged there in a public duty 

if that is to be the rule of practice in the Post Office Depart- 
ment, if it is a general rule already, why then, sir, we are by 
that very act putting a stigma upon the people of both sexes 
employed to perform a useful and valuable and necessary pub 
lic service. 

I do not believe that the men and women who for a smal! 
stipend are laboring through weary hours in the discharge of 
their duties are to be under suspicion, that they need to 
spies following them and watching them from day to day 


have 
and 


month to month and year to year. It is an outrage, and the 
Congress of the United States ought to take some action by 
which it would stamp its disapproval upon such a policy; aye, 
more, take such action as would put a stop to it. 
| barbarians were intelligent to know they inflicted the superlative 
when they placed their victims under the constant and concen 
tare of a pair of human eyes; innocent men, racked by a con 
nt gaze and stare of their accusers, have often confessed to crimes 
which they did not commit in order to escape the inhuman espionage 
‘] resigned my position as superintendent of mails after years of 
in the department because I couldn't stand the strain,’ says 
Mr. ©. A. Stokes, one of the best known men in Atlanta “It was 
ruining my nerves, wrecking my health, and running me crazy to knovy 
eve movement, and, it seemed, every thought, w: inde mnstant 
" Others, whose integrity and honor can not be questioned, men of 
family and affairs and sterling reputation, have fled from the torture of 
t yes,” humiliated and bullyragged 
mt SIMMONS. Mr. President - 


he PR ESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair) 
ns the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. STONE. Yes, 

Mr. SIMMONS. What the Senator from Missouri has brought 
to the attention of the Senate astonishes and shocks me—that 
there an organized system of espionage in the Post Office 
Department; something that I had never dreamed of. I want 
to ask the Senator what class of post-office officials are used 
and employed by the Postmaster General for the purpose of 
carrying on this process of espionage upon the other employees 
of the Post Office Department? 

Mr. STONE. I am informed that this work, this beautiful 

highly honorable employment, is carried on 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Missouri must be speak- 
¢ ironically now. He speaks of it as honorable work. 


is 


il 


Mr. STONE. It is carried on by officials known as inspectors. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is there a provision in the bill making 
appropriations for post offices and post roads providing for the 
compensation of these inspectors, whom the 


Senator tells the 


Ne 





senate are used as spies? 
a STONE. Approximately $500,000 is appropriated for 
hat 
diame SIMMONS. Does not the Senator from Missouri 
MnkK— 
Mr. STONE. If the Senator from North Carolina will par- 
don me, they receive salaries and a sustenance allowance of 


$4 a day under this bill; $3 a d: 



































lay as it w writts into t 
House bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is it the purpose of the Senator from Mi 
souri to move that no part of the appropriation made in this 
bill for the payment of inspectors shall be used for the payment 
of inspectors who are assigned bv the I ter Genera to 
this office of spies? 

ir. STONE. It is my purpose to offer 1 amend it to 
the provision, I think, probably in s 1 that would bring 
about a congressional inquiry ito tl ervic so that we Ly 
have a report upon it with a view to | \ under which, 
I believe, the number of ae officers can be reduced, a co 
siderable sum of money saved, and these abuses eradicated. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The ~-s e knows px rfectly well these in 
vestigations are gener strung out and do not result in 
bringing about any satisfactory reform. Does not the Senator 
think he would reach the root of the evil better by offering an 
amendment simply providing that the Postmaster General shall 
not use any part of the money appropriated for the purpose of 
employing and paying inspectors or persons who are to be 
assigned to this specific character of work 

Mr. STONE. I will be glad to consult with the Senator from 
North Carolina, so that we can frame an amendment upon 
which we can agree. The Senator from North Carolina has 
had quite an extended service on the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, and I am sure on that committee, as on all 
others, he has been a most diligent, capable, useful, and intelli 
gent addition, and with his knowledge and experience I feel 
sure we can frame an amendment that will answer the purpose 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Missouri does not need 
any assistance in framing this amendment. I simply suggested 
to him my views of the most expeditious method of reaching 
this evil, and I am sure he will get up an amendment that will 
cover the situation. 

Mr. President, I will read one additional article from this 
| journal, and I will then probably not read any more of them 
now. I will not read the headlines to this article, but the body 
of it: 

No more pictures of the secret passageway in Atlanta post office 
that is used by the “inspectors” to spy upon the men while they work 

That is, no more unless Postmaster Hugh McKee gives his nt 
for one to be made lie was out of the city Thursday morning when a 
Journal reporter and T Journal staff photographer went to the post 
office to get a picture of » passageway, and neither the assistant post 
master, nor the custodian of the building, nor the ief of the in 
spectors " was willing to take the sponsibility of authorizing a picture 
to made 

rhe Journal has a pictu if the passageway taken from tl ig 
room where the is handled, but it was ide before tl ew t 
off had been m 1 into It shows a sort of inclosed ery ru! iZ 

I nd two sides of the room up next to the « ing, and tl I I 3 
can be seen through which the “inspectors watch tl en ft } 
the aking mistake It does not show the secret doorway by which 
the G rnment’s spies enter the passageway, and, of course, d not 
how the interior of the passageway So far as is know t ! 
neve en a picture made for publ n of the et doorway and é 
inside of the pa eway. 

ASSISTANT I mM ! 

The assistant postmast« Mr. Cole, was the first man the Journal 
reporter went to Thecoiay morning Mr. Cole sitated when told 
what was wanted, and then said the reporter would have to wait and 
see the postmaster when he got back to town He will be back this 
afternoon,” said Mr. Cole * You'd tter get the authority from him 
I'd rather not authorize you to make a picture myself 

But to wait until Mr. McKee got back woul m in the pictur 
could not be published in Thursday's paper e reporte! M 
Cole saw the force of that, and hesitated studied hard tf 
a minute, as if formulating what he would say. Th reporter waited 
until it looked as if Mr. Cole was in a fair way to be en 
he was still silent; and then he suggested that maybe the custod 
of the building could authorize him to make a picture 

The assistant postmaster welcomed the suggestion Y } 
him about it,’”’ he said. ‘He has autho rity as custodian to ¢ 
any part of the building any time he sees fit, and under that I 
guess he could cnn you to make a picture. You see, this is 
thing out of the ordinary routine, and I ha feel li takir 
responsibility for it.’ 

CUSTODIAN JACKSON. 

So the reporter and the photographer went to the custodian, Mr 
Jackson, and told him what was wanted 7 

“ u'll have to see the postmaster about that,” said I prompt} 
‘The passageway is in his department of the building and he’s 
authority down there.” 

But the postmaster was out of town, and the assistant | 
had suggested the custodian, Mr. Jackson was told, and th 
explained wherein the assistant postmaster had figured the « tod 
would have the authority to let a picture be made 

‘Yes, it’s true I have authority to go into any part of tl tildin 
at any time, day or night," said Mr. Jackson, t that mea 
né as custodian. I hardly think I have the right to go int 
= n’s office in the building and say, ‘ Here, let a picture be mad 
link he’ d have the right to say, ‘Get out of her if he objected to it 
‘Perhaps Mr. Sutton, chief of the ‘ inspectors,’ could authorize a 
ture,”’ suggested the reporter 

At this Mr. Jackson smiled, and the negro porter sorting letters on 
his desk snickered. 

“Tf what you've been printing in the news ers be true, he certainly 


would,” said Mr. Jackson. 
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TO CHIEF “ INSPECTOR,” 


So down the hall to Mr. Sutton’s office went the reporter and the 
photographe They waited a minute, and the “inspector in charge” 
came ont and met them in the railing that’s recently been erected just | 
inside the door to that suite of offices. | 

“ Under no circumstances would I permit a picture of that kind to | 
be made,’ said Mr. Sutton, quite as promptly as Mr. Jackson had | 
poken, maybe a little more so 

*Ilave you the authority to let us make one,” he was asked. | 

Ile ‘“‘tumbled”’ instantly. ‘No; you'll have to see the custodian 
about that,” he said. 

ut the custodian and the assistant postmaster had both already been 


seen, he was told, and both had suggested perhaps he could authorize 

ie picture ° 

“Then I don’t think you'll be able to get one,” said Mr. Sutton. “I 
haven't the authority; but if I had, you couldn’t get it under any cir- 
cumstances.” 

What if it were put up to him by the postmaster when the latter re 
turned? 


The chief of the “ inspectors” smiled, shot a quick lock straight into 
the reporter's eyes, and said—well, he’d cross that bridge when he came | 
to it. 

As the reporter and photographer went out of the “ inspector's” 
office they met the assistant postmaster going in. He was walking | 


rapidly and looked up and saw them, but didn’t speak. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsylvania said that | 
he desired to make some disposition of this bill. I do not wish 
to stand in the way of the appropriation bills, and if the Sena- | 
tor cares to take it up now or to dispose of it now, I will yieid 
to him for that purpose. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
souri yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. STONE. I do. 

Mr. PENROSE. Does the Senator from Missouri desire this 
paragraph to go over? 

Mr. STONE. I do. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is satisfactory. There is possibly one 
other amendment remaining in the bill. I understand the ob- | 
jection which has been made applies to that amendment. It 
has not been read. I will ask to have the bill laid aside. is 
practically completed, as far as possible, to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from 
vania asks unanimous consent that the bill be laid aside. 
there objection? 

Mr. CARTER. Before the bill is laid aside I desire to offer 
an amendment and to put in a letter from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral explaining the amendment in full. I ask that the letter be | 
printed in the Recorp without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 19, line 19, after the word “ dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

A commission, to be appointed by the President of the United States, 
is hereby authorized to investigate and advise the Postmaster General 
as to the feasibility and desirability of the Government purchasing and 
operating the equipment for pneumatic-tube service in the cities where 
such service is now installed, together with the rights to operate 
and extend equipment in such cities and elsewhere, and to ascertain the | 





from Mis- 


It 


Pennsyl- 
Is | 


cost of installation, maintenance, and operation and the cost at which 
such purchase may be made. The expenses of such inquiry shall be | 
paid from the appropriation for service by pneumatic tubes, and the | 


Postmaster General shall make a report with recommendations to Con- 
gress at the earliest practicable date. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask that the letter of the Postmaster Gen- | 
eral in relation to the proposed amendment be read for infor- 
mation. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope—— 

Mr, CARTER. It is a brief letter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
letter. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER GENERAL, 

Washington, D. C., February 1, 1911. 
Hon. Borers PENROSE, 
Chairman Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 

United States Senate. 

My Dear Srr: With reference to an amendment to H. R. 31539, re- 
garding the proposed appointment of a commission to investigate and 
advise the Postmaster General as to the feasibility and desirability of 
the Government purchasing and operating the equipment for the pneu- 
matic-tube service, submitted with my letter of February 1, I beg to 
submit the following statement: 

The Post Office Department has pneumatic-tube service for the trans- 
mission of first-class mails, principally, between certain points in the 
cities of Boston, Mass.; New York, N. Y.; Brooklyn, N. Y.; Philadel- 
phia, Pa.; Chicago, Ill.; and St. Louis, Mo. The companies that have 
installed the tubes and that operate the service are under contract to 
perform pneumatic-tube service during a contract term expiring June 
30, 1916. The operating companies are as follows: 

For service in— 

Boston, Boston Pneumatic Transit Co. 

New York, New York Pneumatic Service Co. 

Brooklyn, New York Pneumatic Service Co. 

Philadelphia, Pneumatic Transit Co. 

Chicago, Chicago Postal Pneumatie Tube Co. 

St. Louis, St. Louis Pneumatic Tube Co. 

It is understood that the companies operating service in Boston, New 
York, Brooklyn, Chicago, and St. Louis are all controlled by the 
American Pneumatic Service Co, 


The American Pneumatic Service Co. has offered to sell its lines to 
the Government, and represents that the present conditions of con- 


| struction and service are favorable to Government ownership and oper- 


ation. I favor a careful inquiry into the subject and have the honor 


| to recommend that a commission be appointed to investigate and advise 


the Postmaster General as to the feasibility and desirability of the 
Government purchasing and operating the equipment for pneumatic 
tube service in the cities where such service is now installed, the cost 


| of installation, maintenance, and operation, and the cost at which such 


equipment may be purchased, and that a report, with recommendations 
thereon, be submitted to Congress at the earliest practicable date. 
Yours, very truly, FRANK H. HItcHcock, 
Postmaster General. 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana ask action upon the amendment at present? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It can not be acted on, as the bill has 


gone over. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
that the bill should go over. 

Mr. CARTER. The amendment may go over. 
lead to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Consent has not yet been given 
It is liable to 


Without objection, the amend 


| ment will go over with the bill. 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
laid aside. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the r 


quest? The Chair hears none. The request is granted and the 
bill is laid aside by unanimous consent. 
Mr. HALE. Now, I would be very glad in the dispatch of 


| the public business if the Senate would take up the Naval ap- 


propriation bill. It is all ready. There are no controversies 
upon it. It can be passed in an hour and sent to the House, 
and we will be so much nearer the passage of the appropria- 
tion bills. I hope no Senator will object. 
TARIFF BOARD. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 32010) to create 
a tariff board. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those in favor of the mo 
tion—— 
Mr. GORE. Mr. President—— 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
homa rise to a question of order? 

Mr. GORE. No, sir; I rise to move a substitute for this 
motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. GORE. 


Does the Senator from Ok): 


The motion is not amendable 
I wish to move a substitute. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. A substitute is an amend 
| ment. 

Mr. PENROSE. Question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 


moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the b 
(H. R. 32010) to create a tariff board. 
The motion was agreed to. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
H. R. 11637. An act for the relief of the heirs of Maria: 
Ste. Ana Schrepper was read twice by its title and referred 


|} to the Committee on Public Lands. 


epee 


H. R. 32223. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to classify and appraise unallotted Indian lands was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
H. R. 31728. An act to authorize the Manhattan City & Inter- 
urban Railway Co. to construct and operate an electric railway 
line on the Fort Riley Military Reservation, and for other 
poses, was read twice by its title and referred to the c! 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 551 
which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the standing and select committees of the Senate as 
constituted at the end of this session be, and they are hereby, conti! 
until the next session of Congress or until their successors are el 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by W. /- 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 


agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the following bi! 

H. R. 18014. An act to amend section 996 of the Revised Stil 
utes of the United States, as amended by the act of February 
19, 1897; and 


H. R. 32251. An act authorizing the sale of the allotments | f 


Nek-quel-e-kin, or Wapato John, and Que-til-qua-soon, or Peter, 
Moses agreement allottees. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 10559) to designate St. Andrews, Fla., as a subport of 
entry. 
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\he message further announced that the House had passed a 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 291) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West 
Point Mr. Melchor Batista, of Cuba, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 10638) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to sell certain lands owned by the United States and 
situated on Dauphin Island, in Mobile County, Ala., disagreed to 
by the Senate; agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. AnrHony, Mr. Titson, and Mr. Denr managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the Speaker had ap- 
pointed Mr. BeNNET of New York and Mr. FLoop of Virginia to 
take the places of Mr. Fasserr and of Mr. Howarp as conferees 
on the bill CH. R. 32866) making appropriations for the Diplo- 
matie and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1912. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
coneurrent resolution rescinding the action of the Speaker of the 
House and of the Vice President of the United States and Presi- 
dent of the Senate in signing the enrolled bill (H. R. 26290) 
providing for the validation of certain homestead entries, and 
that the bill be enrolled with the first word in section 2 
changed from “ Than” to “ That;” in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of 
Ilouse had sigved the following enrolled bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

S. 6059. An act to remove cloud from the title of the south- 
east quarter of the northeast quarter of section 23, township 
47, range 23 west of the fifth principal meridian, except 10 
acres off of the north side thereof, in Pettis County, Mo., and to 
release the title of the United States therein to George R. 
Shelley, his heirs and assigns; 

S. 9271. An act for the relief of William H. Walsh; 

S. 10761. An act to amend section 3 of the act of Congress of 
May 1, 1888, and extend the provisions of section 2801 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States to certain lands in the 
State of Montana embraced within the provisions of said act, 
and for other purposes ; 

S. 10792. An act to promote the erection of a memorial in con- 
junction with a Perry’s victory centennial celebration on Put in 
Bay Island during the year 1913 in commemoration of the one 
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the | 


hundredth anniversary of the Battle of Lake Erie and the north- | 


western campaign of Gen, William Henry Harrison in the War | 


of 1812; 

S. 10822. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., 
by the Winnipeg, Yankton & Gulf Railroad Co.; 

H. R. 28406. An act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912; and 

H. R. 31289. An act to authorize Park C. Abell, George B. 
Lloyd, and Andrew B, Sullivan, of Indianhead, Charles County, 
Md., to construct a bridge across the Mattawoman Creek near 
the village of Indianhead, Md. 


VALIDATION OF HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives (H. Con. 


Res. 64), which was read, considered by unanimous consent, 


and agreed to: 


_ Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
rhat the action of the Speaker of the House of Representatives and of 
the Vice President of the United States and President of the 
signing the enrolled bill (TI. R. 26290) providing for the validation of 
certain homestead entries be, and hereby is, rescinded, and that the bill 
oe with the first word in section 2 changed from “ Than” 
o “ That.” 
HOH, QUILEUTE, AND OZETTE INDIANS. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Branpecere in the chair) 
‘aiid before the Senate the amendments of the House of Repre- 
Sentatives to the bill (S. 5269) to provide for allotments to 


certain members of the Hoh, Quileute, and Ozette Tribes of | 


Indians in the State of Washington, which were, in line 4, to 
strike out “allot” and insert “make allotments;” in line 4, 
to strike out “ Quinaiult” and insert “ Quinaielt,” in line 6 
‘ifler “ States,” to insert “to;” in line 6 to strike out “and;” 


Senate in | 


B Te 


in line 7, after “ Ozette.” to insert “or other; in line 7, after 
* Washington,” to insert “ who are affiliated with the Quinaielt 
and Quileute Tribes in the treaty of July 1, 1855, and January 
23, 1856, and; in line 8 to strike out “ Quinaiult ” and insert 
* Quinaielt;” and in line 11 to strike out “ Quinaiult” and 
insert “* Quinaielt.” 

Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MELCHOR BATISTA, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 291) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instructions at the Military Academy at West Voint 


Mr. Melchor Batista, of Cuba. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that we proceed to the 
of the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the joint reso- 
lution, 

The joint resolution was reported 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
passed, 


to the Senate without 


read the third time, and 


MANAGERS OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ 


Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 204) for the 
appointment of members of the Board of Managers of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides 
that Hon. Z D. Massey and Capt. Lucian S. Lambert be ap- 
pointed as members of the Board of Managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of the United States; 
Hon. Z. D. MASssrty to succeed Walter P. Brownlow, deceased, 
whose term of office would expire April 21, 1914, and Capt. 
Lucian S. Lambert to succeed Thomas J. Henderson, deceased, 
whose term of office would expire April 21, 1914. 

Mr. BAILEY. I see that the joint resolution describes these 
places as offices, and if they are offices under the United States, 
how can Congress make these appointments? 

Mr. WARREN. It is carrying out the law that 
now as to the soldiers’ homes. The managers 
compensation. 

Mr. BAILEY. Without compensation? 

Mr. WARREN. Without compensation, exce; 
eling expenses they have. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hardly think it is an office. The only objee- 
tion I have is that the joint resolution describes it as an office, 
and if it is an office it is perfectly plain that Congress can not 
make appointments to it. I am not quite clear what the desig- 
nation ought to be, but I am perfectly clear that if it 


HOMES. 


is existing 


serve without 


or 
> 


it whatever trav- 


is an 


| office nobody but the President or the courts of law or the heads 


of departments may make an appointment. 
Mr. WARREN. This not a new feature. It is carrying 
out the same law that has been carried out since we established 


is 


| the homes. 


| it 


| 








Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WARREN, I do not care to 
objects to it. 

Mr. BAILEY. 


discuss it if the Senator 


I do not object to it. The only thing is, I be- 


lieve, that when Congress comes to adopt a joint resolution or 
to make a law it should at least conform the nomenclature of 

to the plain requirements of the Constitution. But st I 
have no objection. If it is an office, this is absolutely null and 
void. 

Mr. KEAN. But they are not properly named. 

Mr. WARREN. You can object to it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Nobody wants to object to it. The Senator 
from Wyoming must want objection made. 

Mr. WARREN. Not at all. We are carrying out the line 
according to the law that provides for these places and how to 
fill them. 


Mr. BAILEY. I think they ought to be properly described. 

Mr. WARREN. Perhaps the law is wrong. But I not 
responsible for the law. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would not hold the Senator from Wyoming 
responsible for a mistake like that. I know he would make 
it right if he made it at all. I have no objection except what 
I have stated—what is plainly the requirement. But if there 
is no salary to it, a mere honorary position, I think it probably 
does not fall within the classification of an office, and the only 
criticism of the law itself is that it describes it as an office, 


am 
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stating that he is to succeed a man whose term of office will | 
expire at a given time. I am perfectly willing, however 
Mr. WARREN. How would the Senator describe the term, 


Mr. BAILEY. I am not required to describe it. I am only 
required to see if it is properly described in the joint resolu- 
tion. If so, it is not within the power of the House and 
the Senate to make the appointment. I think, however, 
that the difficulty, or the vice, is in the description rather 
than in the substance, and I am going to make no objection 
to it. 

Mr. WARREN. It is a mere matter of compensation for their 
traveling expenses 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SCOTT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
$2456) making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 32, 
and 33. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 
34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, and 
51, and agree to the same. 

N. B. Scort, 

Jos. M. Drxon, 

JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. A. TF Hor, 

H. O. Younse, 

JAMES Hay, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (4. R. 
32866) making appropriations for the Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, and 3. 

EUGENE HALE, 
JOHN KEAN, 

Murpnuy J. Foster, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
D. J. Foster, 

W. S. BENNET, 
H. D. Froop, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the reports of the committees of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses to the amendments of the 
Senate to the following bills: 

H. R. 32486. An act making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1912, and for other purposes; and 


and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate relative to the enroll- 
ment of the bill (S. 7031) to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
relating to the judiciary, 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

8.3501. An act providing for the taking over by the United 
States Government of the Confederate cemetery at Springfield, 
Mo. ; 

S$. 10559. An act to designate St. Andrews, Fla., as a subport 
of entry; 

H.R. 18014. An act to amend section 996 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States as amended by the act of Feb 
ruary 19, 1897; 

H.R. 25370. An act to waive the age limit for admission to 
the Pay Corps of the United States Army for one year in the 
case of Paymaster’s Clerk Arthur Henry Mayo; 

H. R. 29157. An act making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fisca! 
year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes ; 

H.R. 80278. An act for the relief of the city of Quincy, the 
towns of Weymouth and Hingham, and the Old Colony Street 
Railway Co., all of Massachusetts; 

H. R. 312387. An act making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912; 

H. R. 32251. An act authorizing the sale of portions of the 
allotments of Nek-quel-e-kin, or Wapato John, and Que-til-qua- 
soon, or Peter, Moses agreement allottees; 

H. R. 32721. An act to extend the time for commencing tli 
construction of a dam authorized by the act entitled “An 
permitting the building of a dam across the Mississippi River in 
the county of Morrison, State of Minnesota,’ approved June 4, 
1906; and 

H. R. 32883. An act to extend the time for the completio: 
of a bridge across the Morris and Cummings Channel at 
point near Aransas Pass, Tex., by the Aransas Terminal Rai 
way Co. 

TARIFF BOARD. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 32010) to create a tariff board. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Branpecer in the chair). 
The Senator from Indiana has the floor. Does the Senatot 
from Indiana yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no; the bill is before the Senate. | 
ask for the regular order. The Senator from Maine can speak 
to the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In 
diana decline to yield? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask for a vote, unless some Senator 
desires to speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Sen! 
The Chair recognizes the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the co 
sideration of House bill 32212, the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Main 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of tl 
naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask for the yeas 4 
nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded! 
to call the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSTON (when his name was called). I am pa 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I hav 
general pair with the senior Senator from West Virginia [M1 
Scorr], and withhold my vote in his absence. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland (when Mr. WarTson’s name was 
called). The junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. WATSON 
is paired with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Sv! 
ERLAND]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I was requested to announce that the se! 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] is paired with the j 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. RicHarpDson], 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to announce that my colleag 
[Mr. BurNHAM] is detained by illness. He stands paired will 


| the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. FRazrer]. 
H. R. 32866. An act making appropriations for the Diplomatic 


Mr. FLINT. I am paired with the senior Senator from Tex 
[Mr. CuLperson]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senat 
from New York [Mr. Depew], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PAGE. My colleague [Mr. Dir~~1ncHam] is necessar'y 
absent from the Chamber. He is paired with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TrL~tMAN]. 
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The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 37, as follows: 
EAS °C 
! 1 Gallinger Paynter Stone 
! ud Gore lerecy S nson 
I I{ale Perkins Lay.or 
( Hieyburn Root Warren 
Dick Kean Shively Wetmore 
er Martin Simmons 
| r Overman Si Mi 
NAYS 7 
R idg Chamberlain Tones Penrose 
B Clapp La Follette Piles 
Rourne Clark, Wyo. Lodge Smith. Mieh 
Bradle Crawford Lori Sm 
rR legee Cummins McCumber St on 
ht Ww Dixon Newlands VW ' 
Brown du Pont Nixon Young 
Burkett Flint Oliver 
i n Gamble Owen 
Carter Gronna Page 
NOT VOTING—28. 
Aldrich Culberson Guggenheim Smith, 8. Cc, 
Dailey Cullom Johnston Sutherland 
Briges Davis Money Taliaterro 
Burnham Depew Nelson Terrell 
Burrows Dillingham Rayner Thornton 
Clarke, Ark. Frazier Richardson Tiliman 
Crane Frye Scott Watson 


So Mr. HALE's motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there further amendments to 
the bill as in Committee of the Whole? If not, the bill will be 
reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate. and the 
question is on concurring in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, for several days I have de 
sired to get the floor for the purpose of submitting some remarks 
upon the reciprocal trade agreement between this country and 
Canada recently negotiated by Mr. Taft, but I have been unable 
to do so until now. 

I deeply regret the necessity of having to discuss so impor- 
tant a question as this at 2 o'clock in the morning, when every 
body is tired and sleepy, but I must do it now or not at all 
during this session of Congress. 

lI am opposed to this reciprocal compact because both In 
theory and practice reciprocity is not only un-Democratic, but 
distinctively Republican; because this particular agreement is 
unequal in the concessions made by the two countries, unjust 
in the discrimination it makes between raw materials and fin- 
ished products, and especially because it is oppressive to the 
farmer, whose products it puts upon the free list while the 
things he buys for the support of his family and the operation 
of his farm are still highly protected. 

I am opposed to it because, while pressing down the price of 
farm products, it will not reduce the price of the cost of living 
to the consumer; because its entire burdens will fall upon the 
farmer, the fisherman, and the lumberman, while the benefits 
that may accrue from it will inure to the great newspaper and 
periodical publishers, along with three great trusts, all of whom 
are now selling their products to their Canadian customers 
cheaper than they sell them to the American consumer. 

At the risk of wearying the Senate at this late hour in the 

ht I will now proceed, Mr. President, to give the reasons in 


support of these several grounds of opposition. 

It is amazing to me, Mr. President, that any intelligent man 
should at this late day advance the contention that reciprocity 
is either Democratic or bears the remotest kinship to De- 
mocracy either in its inception, development, or application. 

It may be that the enactment of this agreement into law 
will, as some Democrats believe, so disgust the farmers of the 
West and the fishermen and lumbermen of the East, most of 
\ m without regard to payty affiliations are aggressively 
opposed to it, that it will bring about a state of political de- 

ization which will lead to party realignments that will 
‘to the advantage of the Democratic Party. 

However that may be, I am convinced that the political 

lvantage so resulting, if any, will be temporary, and that we 
cin not justify ourselves in taking a position so at variance 
With all Democratic precedents and theories and principles and 

t this great injustice upon millions of our fellow citizens 
ihe purpose of gaining a party advantage. 

[ shall not undertake to discuss the reasons or the political 

lom of Democrats who are giving their support to the 
(iministration in seeking to put through this legislation, but 
say that the action of the Democrats in one House or both 


uses of Congress does not and can not make a doctrine which 
the day of its inception up to the present time has been 
eated by both political parties in their platforms, in their cam- 
‘ign handbooks, and in their discussions as a part and parcel of 
the protective system a Democratic doctrine. 
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The present treaty Taft and his 


was negotiated by President 
} 


ecretury of State, Mr. Knox, and it is backed in Congress by 
\ PAYNE in the House and Mr. Autpricu in the Senate as the 
l dmaiden of the Payne-Aldrich tariff, which less than a 
ear they engineered through Congress, 

If any Democratic national platform has ever declared for 
reciprocity as a Democratic doctrine, it has escaped my atten 


tion. If any 
ever espo 
of it. 





at exponent of Democracy in this country has 


ised it as a Democratic doctrine, I have 


no knowledge 


first great advoeate of re 


James G. Blaine. He declared it to be the handmaiden of 
protection. Later Mr. McKinley became a great champion of 
reciprocity, and with the aid of Netson W. At 1, the is 


now the leader of the Republican Va the Senate, wrote 
that doctrine in the MeKinley tariff bill, Two years 
the national Democratic Party in its platform of 


ingly denounced this provision of the McKinley 


rty in 
afterw 
IS92 seat 


law, and upon 


that platform the Democrats carried the country and elected 
Mr. Cleveland and a Democratic House and Senate. On the 


other hand, the Republican platform of 
stroug indorsement to reciprocity as 


the Democratic 


that same year gave 
a Republican doctrine and 
denounced the following 
words 

We point 
remind the people of 


practical 


opposition to it in 
to the success of the 
bitter 


measure, 


Republican policy of re 


iprocity We 
opposition of the Demox 


ratic Party to 


the 


this business 


These were the positions of the two great parties of that 
year, and upon them the Democratic party swept the country 
and the Republican Party met overwhelming defeat. 

True to its platform promise, when the Democratic Party 
came into power in March, 1893, one of the first things it did 
was to repeal every reciprocity law placed upon the statute 
books by the Republicans, 

Again, in 1896, in the convention which nominated Mr. Me- 
Kinley, the great champion of reciprocity, for President, the 
Republican Party in its platform, condemning the Democrats 
for their action in repealing reciprocity, demanded the renewal 
and extension of that doctrine in the following language: 

We believe the repeal of the reciprocity arrangement negotiated by the 
last Republican administration was a national calamity, and we de 
mand their renewal and extension on such terms as will equalize our 
trade with other countries. Protection and reciprocity are twin meas 
ures of Republican policy and go hand in hand Democratic rule has 
recklessly struck down both, and both must be reestablished. 

And so again, in 1900, the Republican national platform con 
tained this expression: 

We favor the associated policies of reciprocity. 

As is well known, the Republicans won the contest in that 
year, and at the first Mr. 
McKinley, with the then 


session of Congress after his election 


earnest Mr. Dingley, 


assistance of 


the Republican leader in the House, and Mr. Aupricu, the Re- 
publican leader in the Senate, wrote and enlarged the doctrine 
of reciprocity in the so-called Dingley bill. 


By authority of that law Mr. McKinley began to negotiate 
treaties for reciprocity with the various nations of the world 
and continued to negotiate them up to the time of his death. 

It was while this agitation was going on that the Democratic 
national handbeok, pr red in the year 1902 by a committee 

part of Gov. Harmon, of Ohio, now a prominent 


composed in 
candidate for the Presid ney; W. W. Kitchin, now 


Democratic 


rovernor of yin 


North Car and ex-Senator Carmack, of Ten 
nessee, elaborately discussed the question of reciprocity in 
paper which gave an accurate and illuminating definition of 


the Demo 


benefit of 


ratic 


those 


Party's attitude toward that question. 


yr +] 
0 ( 
i I oO 


Democrats who have been misled as to the 





attitude of the two parties upon this subject, I quote from tl 
campaign handbeok this utterance: 
Reciprocity looks li trad but ft { like prot I 
really a new sugar coating prepared by t He t ff doct 
ny | nts Vv 1 re 1g to ft t | 
ties Y e « +} I ‘ 
i ‘ s i I 1 ! q } tk t ifen 
Congress if does not s t l ne 
in rf : Ve . t ! 
Recipre tv sad j I t t er who 
be y ij d m as 1 t ent s ! ) 
threa to turn tra l te d t tariff w still 
t t ma i t 
I procit res 1 hing f lh ts f om marke 
with a u Its { K Il id s LQ tarill 1 it I I l 
tion, and retaliat It itens ft ‘ d s in tl f 
rt I ntries which will t ‘ t ir | i 
j i ty ij based on t sf $ ’ 
and ke prote n, is a sham and a |} ibug, and to most pe le Ss 
id will eves continue to be a delusi mud a snare 
ocity can not help the farmer, but may benefit some 1 





procity with one country 
few friends 


means 
and many er 


a tariff war 
emies 


* protection 


with other countri 
seS a 


Reciprocity is put forward to save 
demand for genuine tariff revision, 


and to stave off the 


3894 
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It is the handmaid of protection and is inconsistent with the theories 
of free trade As James G. Blaine said, “‘ The enactment of reciprocity 
is tl f rd of protection.’ 

Mr. President, the legislation and the utterances upon this | 
subject which I have cited I think sufficiently show the attitude | 
of the two parties toward the doctrine and practice of reci- 
procity—show that it has always been advocated by the Repub- 


lican Party as a part of the protective system, and opposed by 
the Party because it was a part of that system. 


A reciprocity enactment is now sent to the Senate by a Re- 


Democratic 


publican President, backed and supported by both Mr. Payne 
and Mr, Autpricu, and because I will not vote with Mr. PAYNE 
and Mr. Atprici for this Republican bill, my Democracy is 
questioned in some quarters. From my viewpoint this is the 


question this situation presents: Shall I, as a Democrat, vote for 
this Republican measure because the newspapers, which are 
supposed to possess the power to kill or make alive, demand it, 
and bec the farmers, account of its discriminations 
against them, will rebel against the Republican Party and its 
protective policies if it is enacted. 

I do not fee! that I can 
cratic and a palpably unjust vote either to meet the wishes 
of the newspapers and satisfy their clamor or to achieve such a 
political advantage. 


ause 


on 





MARCH 2, 





Live stock is admitted free—hogs, cattle, and sheep—but 
the minute they enter the great slaughterhouses of Chicago and 
Kansas City and are slaughtered and converted into meat, they 
become dutiable. ; 

The people do not eat wheat, they eat flour. They do not 
drink barley, they drink beer. They do not eat hogs and cows 
and sheep, they eat pork and beef and mutton. 

Why, then, in the name of justice and common sense, if this 
agreement is really made in the interest of the consumer of 
these products; if the farmer is to be given equal treatment 
with other interests in this country; yea, if it is not the de 
liberate purpose to make the farmer bear the burdens and pay 
the cost of this agreement; if it is not intended to expose him 
to free trade while protecting the manufacturers; if it is not 
intended to make him pay the price of larger Canadian markets 


| for the manufacturers and the trusts as I have charged, why 


afford to give a manifestly un-Demo- | 


Mr. President, I wish now to address myself to the unjust, | 


un-Democratic, and grossly discriminating features of: this | 
agreement. The importations into the United States from 


Canada, covered by this agreement, for the year 1910 amounted, 
in round numbers, to about $47,000,000. Forty million dollars 
of those importations represent the products of the farm, the 
soil, the forest, and of our fishermen. All, or 

all, of these $40,000,000 products would be placed by this agree- 
ment on the free list, and the resulting loss to the Treasury 
of the United States would be about $4,335,000 
The other seven millions of importations covered by this agree- 
ment are made up of manufactured products, largely manufac- 
tures of farm products. The duties upon these manufactured 
products are at present in a large measure prohibitive; and 
under this agreement, though slightly reduced, they would re- 
main protective. 

So that, as a result of this agreement, of the $47,000,000 of 
imports covered by this agreement which came into this coun- 
try during the year 1910, $40,000,000 would be placed on the 
free list and $7,000,000 on the protective list; in other words, this 
agreement provides for about six-sevenths free trade and about 
one-seventh protection. There is practically no recognition in 
the agreement of a tariff-for-revenue principle. It is either free 
trade or it is protection. 


Mr. President, I am opposed to free trade and I am opposed | 


to protection. Both, in my judgment, are bad, and a mixture 
of the two is worse than either, because of its discriminating 
inequalities. The Democratic Party is not a free-trade party; 
it has never been a free-trade party; and I do not believe it 
will ever become a free-trade party; why, then, should Demo- 
crats be asked or expected to vote for a bill which, while chock 
full of free trade and protection, ignores the Democratic prin- 
ciple of tariff for revenue, or, if there be any recognition of 
that principle, only negligibly? 

Mr. President, I am opposed to this agreement, not only be 


cause I regard it as un-Democratic in its essential elements, 
but because it is unjust and onerous in its discriminations 


against the farmer and affiliated interests. It absolutely places 
his products upon the free list, so far as Canada is concerned, 
and Canada is about his only competitor, while it maintains 
protective duties upon practically all of the manufactured 
products which he buys. It puts the things he makes upon the 
free list, but requires him to pay heavy tariff taxes upon the 
tools, implements, and machinery used in making them. This 
applies even to the articles manufactured out of his own prod- 
ucts. It is an agreement which gives the farmer nothing, but 
requires him to pay the price of practically all the benefits it 
seeks to secure for others. 

Whether it is cheaper cost of living for the consumer or 
cheaper print paper for the newspapers or larger markets and 
profits for the three or four great trusts, whose goods Canada 
is asked to admit at a reduced rate of duty, in each and every 
case if there are any benefits the farmer is not to get them, but 
in each and every case he is to pay the consideration exacted 
whether the anticipated benefits materialize or not. 

Wheat, as long as it is in the hands of the farmer who grew 
it, as long as it is in the shape that nature and his toil left it, 
is free; but the minute it reaches the flour mill and is con- 
verted into flour, it becomes dutiable. 

Barley in its natural state is admitted free; but the minute 
it reaches the brewery and by a slight process of manufacture 
is converted into malt for use in the making of beer, it goes upon 
the dutiable list. 


practically | 


of revenue. | 





is not flour put on the free list in this agreement as well as 
wheat? Why is not malt put on the free list as well as barley? 
Why are not the products of the great packing houses which 
are levying such oppressive tribute upon the stomachs of the 
people of this country put upon the free list as well as hogs. 
cattle, and sheep? Why are the brewers, the flour millers, and 
the meat-packing trust permitted to buy their raw products 
free while the people who buy and consume their products are 
required to pay heavy tariff taxes? 

The care, the toil, and the labor in raising a hog or cow or 
sheep or a bushel of wheat or barley is much greater than that 
of converting either into its manufactured form. A steer whic) 
has required years to raise is converted into beef in a few hours. 
A bushel of wheat which has required months to bring it to 
maturity is converted into flour in a few minutes. Why should 
the man who converts these products be treated different!y 
from the man who raises or grows them? Is the machinery 
which is used in this process of conversion so sacred that the 
minute it touches and changes these products they become, by 
some strange tariff magic, consecrated and must receive the 
tender solicitude of the Government? Which shall we make of 
most concern, the wear and tear of muscle and bone of man 
or the wear and tear of machinery? 

Mr. President, it is said that one of the chief reasons moving 
the President to negotiate this agreement was to bring about 
a reduction in the cost of living in this country. Sir, is it not 
manifest if the cost of living is reduced to the consumer by 
this agreement, that result will have of necessity to be accom 
plished by pressing down the price of farm products, becaus 
there is nothing in it to reduce the price of manufactured arti 
cles, which likewise enters into the cost of living. 

The market quotations of this country and Canada which wer 
presented to the Committee on Finance in the hearings whic! 
were held show that wheat and barley and live stock «a1 
cheaper in Canada than in this country. They show that Car 
ada is a great producer of these products. Indeed, Canada, 
although it has only about one-tenth the population that wi 
have, exported nearly as much wheat last year as we did. 

If our flour mills and breweries and packing houses are pe! 
mitted to bring these Canadian products in free, they will 
their raw materials cheaper; but as this agreement protects 
them and each of them against Canadian competition, and 
the Payne-Aldrich bill protects them against all other forcig 
competition, they will be free, as the tariff-protected manufa 
turer is always free, to put this saving on the cost of their 1 
materials in their pockets or pass it on to the consumer. Whir 
do you think these trust manufacturers will do? Do you thin! 
they will give the consumer the benefit of this saving or appr 
priate it to themselves in the form of increased dividends? 

We have had some experience, Mr. President, in recent yea 
in this matter of attempting to reduce the price of a m 
factured article to the consumer by taking the duty off of 
raw material out of which it is made. I remember perfect!) 
well when we were revising the tariff, both in this Chaml 


and in the other House of Congress, there was an insistet 
demand in the name of the wearer of shoes that we sho 


take the duty off of hides to give the masses cheaper shoes. | 
then felt and I said that if we took the duty off hides the man! 
facturers of shoes would appropriate every cent of profit tli 
resulted from the reduced price of hides. But we took t 
duty off upon the assumption that the wearer of shoes was | 
get the benefit of that reduction. 

What has been the result, Mr. President? It is known 
every man and woman in this country who wear shoes | 
instead of the price of shoes going down it has gone 
Why did it go up? Simply because the shoe manufacturers ’ 
appropriated the benefits of the reduction to themselves. ; 

Have not the manufacturing trusts always done likew!se 
when we have reduced or removed the duty from their raw 
materials? Is there anything in our experience in this sort 


of legislation that justifies us in the belief that the consumer 
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will get the benefit of the manufacturers’ lesser cost of produc 
tion? Indeed, is it not a tenet of the Democratic Party, whi 
it has for years proclaimed from every stump, that as long as 
the manufacturer is protected against foreign competition the 
tariff and not the cost of production, either the labor or the 
material cost, fixes the price which is charged the consumer? 

Sir, it is plain to me that this agreement will press 
down the price of farm products to the level of Canadian prices, 
the manufacturing trusts, through whose hands 
pass before they are converted into consumable shape, and not 
the ultimate consumer, will get the benefit of that reduction: 

every dollar of that difference in the price so taken from 

the farmer will go into the already swollen coffers of the 

who manufacture these products, and not a dollar of it 

will be passed on to the people who eat flour and meat and 
who drink beer. 

Mr. President, there are those who, while admitting that this 
acreement, if enacted into law, would be hard on the wheat and 
barley farmers and live-stock raisers of the Middle West, would 
be hard on the poultry and dairy farmers of New England 
snd poultry and dairy farming is about all the agriculture that 
s left to New England—it would not materially, if at all 
affect the farmers of the South, the section of the country from 
which I come. Some gentlemen inside and outside of Congress 
who have tried to dissuade me from opposition to this legis- 

ion have advanced this argument to me. 

Sir, I do not agree that you can reduce the price of these 
products along the Canadian border and in New England and 
the Middle West without affecting the price of similar products 
throughout the country. But, sir, if I thought that this legis 
lation, while largely reducing the price of farm products of 
the West would not affect those of the South, it would not 
change or influence my attitude upon this question. We are 
here to represent the interests of every section of this great 
country. It is as much my duty to protect the farmers and 
the stock growers of New England and the Middle West and 
nlong the Canadian border against wrong, injustice, and legis- 
lative discrimination as it is those of my own State and section. 


Cil 


while 


they must 


| 


I am sure the farmers of the South are not indifferent, as | 


their representatives in this Chamber ought not to be indiffer- 
ent, to the rights and interests of the farmers of the Middle 
West and in far-away New England. 

But, Mr. President, I do not think it is true that putting Ca 
nadian farm products upon the free list will only reduce the 
price of farm products in a limited area. I do not think we 
can reduce the price of these farm products in one section of the 
country without reducing them in other sections as well. I do 
not believe you can take 15 cents out of the price of a bushel of 
wheat at Chicago without taking practically the same amount 
out of the price of wheat in North Carolina, for instance. I do 
not believe we can expose the western farmers to free trade 
without exposing the southern farmers to free trade in the same 
product. I do not believe that either ought to be required to 
upon a free-trade basis and buy upon a protective basis. 
It is wrong, it is cruel, and I will not stand for it, though a 
selfish and infuriated newspaper press may hurl their anath 


t me, 


B Mr. President, if it be true that this-agreement would 
only reduce the price of farm products along the Canadian bor 
der and in the Middle West and will not hurt the farmers of the 
South, then, sir, by the same token, if there are any accruing 
benefits to the consumer in the reduction of the cost of living, 
benefits will be confined to the consumers in the territory 
so injuriously affected. 

If this argument be sound, then while the farmers of the 
not be hurt by this reduction in the price of farm 
lucts the consumers of the South will not be benefited by 
he anticipated reduction in the cost of living. 

But, Mr. President, neither the conclusion reached by those 
who make this contention nor the premises upon which it is 
based is sound. If, as a result of this treaty, the price of wheat, 

rley, and live stock of this country is reduced to the Cana- 
dian price, which is now from 10 to 15 per cent less than in 
this country, it will reduce to practically the same extent the 
hrice of wheat wherever grown and live stock wherever raised 
in this country. 

The price of wheat in my own State is the Chicago price plus 
freight. In a large measure the same is true of the live 
in that State; and if the Chicago price is reduced 

Carolina price will likewise be reduced, and the 

Wheat farmers of the Piedmont region and the stock raisers of 

1 mountain hillsides of my State will lose in nearly the same 

proportion as the farmers of the West and along the Canadian 

border. 

We have seen, Mr. President, that if this treaty results in 
reducing the cost of living in this country, if it results in giving 


» th will 


stock raised 


the North 
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while the farmers and the fishermen and the inv 
country will get none of e benefits fron hese concessions 
ind th: while these benefits v inure almost « irely te 
or f r great t! hey w l to pa t \ ! 
Canada exacts of us for these OSS 

It is said that this agree Ww open the markets of ¢ da 
i e sale of our manuf Ired good Phat t \ 
( f, considerati« ssigned for t ncess which we 
c le l pon , i ‘ ,t i ‘ i | 

Mr. President, the people have misled tl t y 
both as to s eff of « S ( S i as 
to its effect in onen } anadian marl ir i 
tured producis. Many ninuufacturers have b ed to believe 
that it will open the markets ef Canada for their manufac 
tured products, when, asa er of fact, the reductions Canada 
makes upon manufactured articles, as I sha show, can not 
result in opening those marl to the product of but three or 
four great trusts 

These manufacturers have been misled, as the American people 
generally have been misled, in this matter by the newspapers, I 


regret to have to say. The great 
lications have not dealt fairly with the American peo] 


matter. In many instances the paj : ve Inisrepresente | 

facts, in other instances they have suppressed and perverted thle 
facts. They have a selfish interest to subserve. They expect 
this agreement to save them $6,000,000 a ye in the } f 


print paper. 


Newspapers are owned and edited by men wl ire afflicted by 
the same infirmities as other men I do no irge that e} 
are moved altogether by seltish consideratio bu hey ve 
au Selfish interest in this matter, and that tl have not fairly 
presented both sides of this controversy to the American people 
I think is beyond question. 

I was struck with the one-sidedness of tl ewspapers in 


their treatment of this subject in the way in which they han 
dled the facts which were broug and 2 half 
days’ hearings given this Finance Com 


Inittee. There were before that committee during this time to 


agreement before the 
protest against this agreement a great : rray olf representative 
furmers and paper man ifacturers, and so forth. We spent ne rly 


three days in hearing arguments by these representative men 





stong, virile, and sincere argumeut 1 protest agains | 
treaty upon the ground of its inherent eneq s, disc na 
tions, and injustice 

rhe president of the Nati | Gi ‘ d officers of the State 
granges of 14 different States, the president of the Nation 
Gleaners’ Association, bearing a petition signed by 15,000 farm 
ers from one State, were present at these hearing 

Although the newspapers were represented at these | 
by their reporters, they gave the most meag account of 
facts, the arguments, and the reasons assigned again this 
treaty by the representat es of the rr'e nterests, LLi¢ 
| practically everything that was said in behalf ot LeWSpa pre 
demand for cheaper print paper was telegraphed broadcast 
throughout the land. 

I verily believe, Mr. President, that if tl spa pers, 

m the people rely largely fou formation in these 1 s 
given both sides of this controversy instead of one de ol 

it, the opposition to this measure would be anyfold 
greaier to-day than it is. 

I said that the manufacturers misled by these newspaper rej 
resentations had been led to believe that 
by Canada would open the doors of that ¢ try for tl 
products. [I have received letters from cotte i I n of 
State, who have been misled about this matter, king 
vote for this agreement upon the ground that the ttol 
industry was lagging becat of a lack of markets 
pressing the belief that this agreement would 
get their goods into Canada on more favorable terms; whe 


matter of fact, not a pound of cotton goods can ente1 


as a I 





Canada under this 
vals. 

The mention of cotton goods in the agreement in con- 
nection with Canadian concessions is “ antiseptic surgical dress- 
ings, such as absorbent cotton and lint,” and so forth. 

ir. SMITH of Michigan. 
Red Cross service. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Maybe so. 

'r. President, an examination of this agreement shows that 
Canada makes a slight reduction in the duty upon articles com- 


agreement at a lesser rate than now pre- 


only 


ing from this country, amounting on the importations of 1910, 
in the aggregate, to $1,025,000. <A slight reduction, I say, is 
made in the duties upon some articles going from this country 


into Canada, 
But, Mr. 


concessions, 


amounting, on the basis of 1910, to $1,025,000. 

President, nearly two-thirds of these reductions or 
whatever you may call them, are made in the 
interest of three great trusts. One is the Harvester Trust, a 


trust that for 25 years has ground the farmers of this country | 


into the dust. It gets as a result of these concessions $196,000 


That is probably to maintain the | 
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a year upon its present exportations to that country. The | 
Automobile Trust will save upon its present exportations to 
that country, upon the basis of 1910, $96,000. The Coal Trust 
will save upon its exportations, upon the basis of 1910, $455,000. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is that coal from Canada? 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is the amount of duty remitted by 
Canada under this agreement to these three great trusts, one 
of which is the Coal Trust. 

It will be seen, Mr. President, from these figures that these 
three great trusts get about $750,000 of the $1,025,000 duties re- 
mitted by Canada under this agreement, or something near three- 
fourths of tLe whole amount. Who is to pay the price of these 
in the interest of these great manufacturers and 
trusts? Sir, I answer the farmer, the lumberman, and the fisher- 
man of this country. 
these trust products to ask these sacrifices on the part of these 
interests, especially the farmer? Are they not selling their 
products cheaper to the Canadian farmer than to the American 
farmer? Are they not selling their machinery cheaper to the 
Canadian lumberman than the American lumberman? 

Again, Mr. President, I ask what right have the manufac- 
turers of these trust products to ask these sacrifices on the 
part of the farmer? Certainly, sir, there is nothing in the 
relative profits which the farmer and the manufacturer make 
to justify this demand upon him. But, worse than that, Mr. 
President, if, a result of the adoption of this agreement, 
these great trusts find a market for ten or twenty million dollars 
of their products in Canada as a result of it, the farmers of 
this country will lose the American market for probably twenty 
or fifty million dollars of their products. 


concessions 
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get it by inviting and allowing the Canadian farmer to drive 
the products of our farmers out of our own market. 

Sir, I do not join in the ery for cheaper farm products. I do 
not believe those products are too high. I am sure that the price 
of food products does not prove that the price of farm products 
is too high, because after the farmer’s product leaves his hand 
before it reaches the consumer the manufacturer, the jobber, 
and the retail men must each have a profit, and evidence is 
abundant that as a rule the aggregate of these intermediate 
protits amounts to more than the total original price received 
by the farmer. 

Taking year in and year out, bad crop and good crop, and 
there but little profit to the wheat farmer or the 
far even at present prices. 

Do we want to make bread so cheap that the man who raises 
whent will have little, if anything, left after he pays the ex- 
pense of production to buy the comforts, to say nothing of the 
luxuries of life? 

Do we want to make cotton clothes so cheap that the man 
who cotton can not pay the expense of its production 
and have enough left to educate his children and support his 
family reasonable comfort? Cheap bread and cheap clothes 
are good things, but it wise to confine our efforts to make 
them cheaper to the reduction of the products of the farmer 
who raises the wheat and cotton out of which these things are 
made? Would it not be well to give some attention to the profits 
of the manufacturer, the wholesaler, the jobber, and the middle 
man? 

Already the profits of manufacturing and of commerce are 
so much more attractive than those of the farm that the farmer 
is leaving the farm for the town, and the farmer’s boy and the 
farmer's girl are leaving the plow and the hoe to enter the 
factory and the store. 

You may spend millions on rural free delivery, you may 
spend millions for building good roads, you may spend millions 
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raises 
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is 


What right have the manufacturers of | 


We may get a little | 
larger market in Canada for these trust products, but we will | 
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for establishing agricultural colleges and schools in your ef- 
forts to make farm life more attractive, but as long as the 
profits of the farm are small compared with those of the other 
gainful occupations the number of farmers in comparison with 
the total population will diminish, the productivity of the soil 
lessened, and the output of the farm curtailed. I know of no 
surer way in the end of increasing the cost of living to the 
urban consumer, 

It is the enormous production of wheat and corn and cotton 
that has kept down the price of these staple products that has 
furnished our balance in world trade, and that has given us our 
abounding prosperity, and woe to us when we shall turn against 
this great industry by making farming unprofitable and farm 
life unattractive. 

Mr. President, I am ready to vote for a reduction of the tariff. 
I believe it should be brought to a revenue basis as rapidly as 
may be without too greatly disturbing the business of the coun- 
try. That is what our last Democratic national platform de- 
manded. But I want it reduced all along the line, with justi: 
to all and without discrimination in favor of one class against 
another, or against one section in favor of another. 

I indict this treaty upon the ground of its discriminations, 
its inequities, its favoritism. I indict it as a measure in the 
interest not of the American consumer, but of the American 
trusts. I charge that its benefits will go, in the main, to a few 
special interests, such as the great metropolitan newspapers 
and periodicals, the Harvester 'Trust, the Automobile Trust, and 
the Coal Trust, and that the price will have to be paid by a 
class of our people whose profits in their occupation are far less 
than those thus legislatively subsidized. 

I will not support this measure of injustice and wrong be- 
cause the press of this country demands it. If it brings 
to the newspapers a saving of $6,000,000 per annum, as tl: 


claim, the Treasury of the United States will lose tl 
much and somebody else will have to pay it in taxes, direct o1 
indirect. 


Sir, I am against this treaty, because it is made, in my judg 
ment, in utter disregard of the rights of the farmers of this 
country. Their protests have been ignored and treated with 
contempt, and for one I will not stand for it. 

While I do not live on a farm, practically all that I own 
iiftvested in farming. My ancestors were all farmers, my onl) 
son is a farmer, and my life has been largely among farmers; 
and when I vote against this treaty, if it ever comes to a vote 
I shall feel that I am casting a vote in the interest of th: 


| American farmer, a vote to protect him against the manifest 


wrong and injustice of segregating his products from those 
other industries by subjecting them to a different tariff ru 
from that which obtains as to other products and forcing him 
to sell upon a free-trade basis and buy upon a prote 
basis. 

Mr. DU PONT. 
of a quorum. 


Mr. President, I call attention to the abs« 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaw 
raises the question of a quorum, The Secretary will call 
roll. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senator to withdraw it. I w 
finish now in a minute. 

Mr. OVERMAN. He can not withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 1 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
swered to their names: 
3ankhead Crane Hale Piles 
Beveridge Crawford Heyburn Root 
sourne Cummins Jones Simmons 
Briggs Curtis Kean Smith, Mich. 
Bristow Dick Lodge Smoot 
Brown Dixon Lorimer Stephenson 
Bulkeley du Pont Nixon Swanson 
Burkett Flint Oliver Taylor 
Burton Foster Owen Warner 
Carter Gallinger Page Warren 
Chamberlain Gamble Paynter Wetmore 
Clapp Gronna Penrose Young 
Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim Perkins 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-one Senators have answ: 
to the roll cail. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I shall not continue m) 
marks. I was about through when the point that there was 
quorum present was made, and I shall not trespass fur 
upon the patience of the Senate. 

During the delivery of Mr. StmMons’s speech, 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from North Carolina y! 
to me to present a conference report? ; : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 


Carolina yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 
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AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following report: 
| 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. | 
21596) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul 
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, having met, after | 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- | 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6, 
7. 14, 22, 25, 29, 31, 38, 42, 43, 44, 79, SO, 81, 94, 96. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 1S, 


©4, 28, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 40, 41, 46, 47, 48, 484, 49, 50, 51, 52, 
58. 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, TO, 71, 72, 73, 74, T5, 
76. 77, 78, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 92, 93, 944, 95, and agree 


to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an | 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “300,000”; and the Senate agree to the 


sate. 

That the 
ment of the 
amendment 
amendment 
same. 

That the 
ment of the 
amendment 
amendment 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “ $70,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “ $1,441,536"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “ $2,061,686"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
ment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment Insert “$150,000”; and the Senate to the 


same 


House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an 
as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
insert “ $1,262,080"; and the Senate agree to the 


House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 
as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
insert ‘‘ $1,600,250”; and the Senate agree to the 


to the amend- 


agree 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “ $2,714,420”; and the Senate agree to the 
Same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
uendment insert “ $500,000”; and the Senate agree to 


LLie 
That the House reeede from its disagreement to the amend 
nt of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with 
un amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
imendment imsert “ $5,533,100"; and the Senate agree t 


the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
nt of the Senate numbered ‘ 


mt 32, and agree to the same with an 
imendment as follows: In lieu of the words “ Secretary of Agri 
culture” insert the words “head of the department having 
Jurisdiction over the lands”; and the Senate agree to the same 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 52}, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the words inserted by said 
amendment, “ Secretary of the Interior,” insert “head of the 
lepartment having jurisdiction over the lands ”; and the Senate 
ugree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the an 
ment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same 
in amendment as follows: 
mendment 


i¢ nd 


In lieu of the sum inserted by said 


i insert “ $262,060"; and the Senate agree to the 
Fame, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
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amendment insert 


Same, 


“$14,500”; and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “ $2,500"; and the Senate agree to the same. 








That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ to safety and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagre« t to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 56, and : to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the m inserted by said 
amendment insert ** $115,700"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagréement to the amend 


ment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “ $139,700"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered S82, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “ $1,864,000"; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert ‘ $15,808,016”; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum inserted by said 
amendment insert “* $16,900,016"; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 


I. BE. WARREN, 
Hl. D. Money, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CuHas. F. Scorr, 
WiLLIAM W. Cocks 
JOHN LAMB, 

Managers on the part of the House, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the conference report. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. 


The question is on to 


agreeing 


I 


was not able 


to understand the read 

ing of that report. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee what agreement was reached with reference to the 
amendment of the Senate appropriating $350,000 for the pur 
pose of 

Mr. WARREN. The cotton boll weevil? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Making war on the boll weevils. 

Mr. WARREN. The House receded, and you have the full 


amount. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I 


understo¢ dit to be $350,000 ? 


Mr. WARREN. Whatever the amount is 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is the point exactly. The amount 
was $350,000. I would like to have the Secretary read that 
again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the § ( ‘ ml the 
number of the amendment? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I donot. The chairman perhaps does. 

Mr. WARREN. It is No. 18. 

Mr. HALE. What is the amount? 

The Secretary. The House recedes from 1 t N 18 

Mr. WARREN. And that leaves $350,000, t 1m 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In another an dment the amount 
was fixed at $300,000, and the Chair imagines tl! the Senator 
from Alabama heard the other amendment read 

Mr. WARREN. The $300,000 applies to the Weather Bureau 
and not to this. The House has receded « rely, 1 therefore 
the amendment is only reported by number 

The report was agreed to 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

the VICE PRESIDENT. Does the S { from North ¢ 
lina vie Ll to the Senator from Mail ’ 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ye 

Mr. HALE. I move that hen tl : ‘ be te 
meet at 10 o'clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to 

TARIFF BOARD 

The Senate resumed the sideration of the | IH. R. 32010) 
to create a tariff board. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, one serious objection to < 


bill is that it provides for the establishmen =) 


le | range information along the lines of the alleged 
a3) my je” of tariff legislation, which, in my judgment, 
is erroneous and worthless as a principle The difference be- 
ty the cost of production abroad and in this country, with a 


reasouable profit to the manufacturer, as a basis for the tariff, 
is absolutely indefensible. Its logical result, if pursued con- 
sistent would lead to the annihilation of all foreign trade. 
It yn eds u two fallacies: First, that all domestic produc- 
tier per se desirable and for the public good; second, that 
his wages can not obta without the tariff and result from 


the tariff. 

If time permitted, I tl 
it ha by 
witle 





nk it could be demonstrated, as indeed 
economists heretofore, that both content are 
merit and founded in and fallacy. A measure 
having the effect to perpetuate unfounded be 
engraft them on the fixed policy « ntry ought 
ted into law 

every statement 


~ hye 1) 


ut 


ions 
error 


intende such 





liefs a 

hot to 
Without giving 

indorsing the re 


the cou 
be ena 
full 


sohing so admirably expresses 


approv: 


1. but, in general, 
1, I of a part 


ier as 


of my remarks, and ask that it be printed in the Recorp, an 
arti which apeared in the Atlantic Monthly, entitled ‘* The 
tariff and the tariff commission,” by Prof. F. W. Taussig, of 


ard University. 
VICE PRESIDENT. 
be granted. 


Hay 
, Without objection, the request will 








The article referred to is as follows: 

[Atlantic Monthly, December, 1910.] 
THE TARIFF AND THE TARIFF COMMISSION, 
(By F. W. Taussig.) 

The vogue of the plan of basing the tariff on differences in costs of 
roduction is a curious phenomenon, and a significant one. Much 
tulked of as the plan now is, it is novel. Only a faint suggestion of 
something of the sort appeared in the Republican platform of 1904 
Not until the presidential campaign of 1908 did it receive much atten 
tion Phen, and later in the debates on the new tariff act, it came to 
be spoken of as the “true” principle of protection, the touchstone by 
which the justification of every duty was to be tested. What does it 
mean, and how far will it avail to “ settle”’ the tariff question ? 

The doctrine has an engaging appearance of fairness. It seems to 
say, no favors, no undue rates. Offset the higher expenses of the 
American producer, put him in a position to meet the foreign com- 
petitor without being under a disadvantage, and then let the best man 
win. Conditions being thus equalized, the competition will become a 


fair one. Protected producers will get only the profit to which they are 
reasonably entitled, and the domestic consumers are secured against 
prices which are unreasonable. 

In order to apply the principle the country in train for an elab- 
orate and expensive set of investigations. The tariff board is prepared 
to spend hundreds of thousands in ascertaining the cost of production 


is 








at home and abroad of protected articles The information secured is 
expected to be the basis of future tariff legislation No one who stops 
to think will suppose that inquiries of this sort will be easy, or will 
lead to other than rough and approximate results. “ Cost of produc 
tion” is a slippery phrase. Costs differ in different establishments, 
and can not be tigured out with accuracy in any one establishment 
without an elaborate system of special accounts, such as few estab- 
lishments keep. None the less, approximate figures are to be had. If 


the principle is sound it will be of great service to have careful prepara 
tion for its application, and to reach the nearest approach to accuracy 











that the complexities of industry permit. To repeat our question, How 
far is it all worth while? 

Frankly, the answer is that as a “solution” of the tariff question, 
this much paraded “true principle”’’ is worthless. Applied with con- 
sistency it would lead to the complete annihilation of foreign trade. 
It is usually thought of as likely to result in a moderation of protec- 
tion Yet, if carried out to the full, it would lead to the utmost ex 
treme of protection. 

Consider for a moment what equalization of cost of production 
means. The higher the expenses of an American producer, and the 
greater the excess of the expenses incurred by him over those incurred 
by a foreign competitor, the higher the duty. Applied unflinchingly, 
this means that the production of any and every: thing is to be en 
couraged—not only encouraged, but enabled to hold its own. If the 
diff nee in expenses, or cost, is great, the duty is to be high: if the 
difference is small, the duty is to be low. Automatically, the duty 
goes up in proportion as the American cost is large. If the article is 
tea in South Carolina, for example, ascertain how much more ex 
pensive it is to grow the trees and prepare the leaves than it is in 
Ceylon, and put on a duty high enough to offset. If it is hemp in 
Kentucky, ascertain how much more expensive it is to grow it than in 


Russia or in Yucatan (for the competing sisal), 


and equalize conditions 








with a high duty 
It was on this ground—though, to be sure, with gross exaggeration 
as te e facts—that the duties on lemons and prunes were raised in 
the ne-Aldrich tariff; equalize conditions for the California lemon 
growel If lemons in California, why not grapes in Maine? They 
can rown, if only the duties be made high enough. Of course, the 
m unfavorable the conditions, the higher the duties must be. The 
climuit f Maine is not favorable for grapes; they would have to be 
in hothous But make the duty high enough, handicap the 
i producer up to the point of equalization, and the grapes can be 
So to Kentucky hemp, or Massachusetts pig iron. Make 
y luty 1} enough—and on this principle you must make your 
a 1 el id iything in the world can be produced. The 
‘ onsequence is, however, that the more unsuited the conditions 
a for eft t 1 e mical production, the greater will be your 
t t to bring t protection Under this equalizing principle, the 
worse the natural cond ns, the more extreme will be the height of 
prote 
N t the adv ites of the principle will say that it is not to be 
pushed t i surd consequences But where draw the line? We 
have duti r prese nt tariff of 50 per cent, of 70, of 100 and more, 
all of wl re defended on this ground. Senator ALDRICH remarked, 
in the course of the debates on the new tariff act, that he would 
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’ 
cheerfully vote for a duty of 300 per cent if it were necessary to 
equalize conditions for an American producer. (“If it costs 10 cents 
to produce a razor in Germany and 20 cents in the United States, it 
will require 100 per cent duty to equalize the conditions in the two 
countries. * * * As far as I am concerned, I shall have no hesi 
tancy in voting for a duty 1ich will equalize conditions. * * * = If 
it was ne iry—to equalize the conditions and to give the American 
producer_a fair chance for competition, other things being equal 
conurse—I would vote for 300 per cent as cheerfully as I would for 
50 Senator ALDRICH, in the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcORD, May 17, 1909 
p. 2182.) If for 300 per cent, why not for 500 or 1,000 per cent? 
ili we say that the domestic producer whose costs are so high as to 
a duty of 50 per cent is to be protected, but not he who has a 
idvantage of 50 or a hundred per cent? The only consistent answer 
s the Aldrich one—give him all he needs for equalization. And the 
necessary consequence is universal and unlimited protection. 
lt is for this simple and obviorvs reason that the principle seems to 
me worthless for settling the tariff problem. In reality, it begs the 
whole question at issue. That question is, How far shall domestic 


producers be encouraged to enter on industries in which they are wu: 


able to meet foreign competition? The very fact of their being unable 
to meet it shows that for some reason or other conditions are un 
fav ble. Domestic costs, then, are high; domestic producers are 
under a disadvantage. 

Che free trader says that this is prima facie an indication that t! 


y had 





industr better not be carried on within the country at all. H 
Sily further, that the greater the disadvantage and the higher t 
domestic cost the more probable that it is not now for the community 
good, nor ever will be, to induce labor and capital to go into it by 
“equalizing” the conditions. In so reasoning, the free trader is very 
likely unmindful of political and social considerations, or even blind to 
some offsetting gains of a strictly economic kind. But his opponent, t 
protectionist, in setting forth the equalizing notion as the “tru 
principle, does net answer him. This principle assumes at the v: 


outset that any and every sort of domestic production is advantag: 
and that there no problem as to the limits within which we sh | 
keep in bolstering up industries that can not stand without legislative 
aid 

Underlying the ready acceptance of this “ true” 
widespread beliefs or prejudices, equally unfounded. One has just | 
alluded to—that the domestic production of an article is per se 
The other is that high wages are the result of the tariff, and can not 


is 


principle are tw 


kept up without the tariff. 

The belief that the production of-a thing within the country i 
itself advantageous persists with extraordinary vitality. It 1 
counter to the universal teaching of economists, and on any car 
reflection it is obviously absurd. Yet it is maintained—thoygh 
implication rather than expressly—in most of the current talk ab 
the effects of duties. The present tariff act, for example, raised s 


duties on cottons, with the object of causing the manufacture at bh 
of fabrics previously imported. In the debates the “ acquisition "’ 
the new industry was spoken of as manifestly desirable. The mer 
of the industry’s being established at home was thought a proof of ¢ 
So, when the duty on tin plates was raised in 1890, the dom 
production of the plates was adduced as conclusive proof of the wisi 
of the increase. The previous importation of these things was th: 
of as having been a losing business; the ensuing production at ho 
was supposed to bring so much national profit. 


The real question obviously is, Which of the two ways of secu! 
the goods is the better? To make a thing at home is not to our ad 
tage if we make it at high cost. To import it is not a source of 


when we import the thing more cheaply than we can make it at h 
These are the simplest commonplaces. Yet the “true” principle | 
directly counter to them. It assumes that the Nation gains necess 
by so equalizing conditions that anything and everything shall be m 
at home. 

On no subject is the difference between the economists and the 
eral public, in point of view and in conclusions, more marked than 
this of the nature of the gain from domestic and foreign supply 


ether current topics the teachings of the economists are listened 
with attention and respect. On money and banking, on taxation 


labor matters, on the regulation of railways, and other quasi mono) 
tic industries public opinion is not out of accord with them, and 
been markedly influenced by them. But on international trade and 
tariff an attitude which seems obviously absurd to the trained stud 
is tenaciously held by an immense number of intelligent legislato 
citizens. They repeat the ancient fallacies which regard imports 
ominous and exports as wealth bringing. 

The economists are by no means unanimous on the controversy 
tween protection and free trade. There is hardly one among them \ 
would not admit that there exist valid arguments for protection. Bb 
the grounds on which some economists go so far as to think the we 
of argument to be in favor of protection, and others confess that 
is at least something to be said for it, are very different from 
grounds commonly put forward in our everyday tariff literature. | 
sort of disagreement is unfortunate for the economists and for the « 
munity also. The public men of the dominant party have be 
almost fanatically intolerant. They dismiss, as “ theoretical,” pro 
tions which seem to the teachers and writers the simplest of co! 
ense. Clear thinking and cool reasoning on all the great questi: 
the day are impeded by this disagreement on the very nature of int 
tional trade—on the fundamental question whether domestic produ: 
is per se good. 

The same disagreement appears, though perhaps in less overt mann 
as to the other belief which gives support to the equalizing princip 
protection, namely, that wages in the United States are high be 
of the protective system, or at least can not be kept high withot 
The equalizing principle, in fact, may be said to be simply a reval 
form of the pauper-labor argument. The American employer, it is 
finds himself compelled to pay higher wages than the fore 





gn emp 





He is in danger of being undersold by the cheap product of | 
labor He can not hold his own unless the foreigner is handica 


duties. The belief that tariff duties are necessary to maintain a 
level of wages is an article of faith for probably a majority of Ame! 


citizens. Yet this also is opposed to the universal teachil 
economists, 

Consider, for a moment, the case of exported articles. They ar 
higher in price than similar articles in foreign countries. ‘They ! 
be, in the United States, somewhat lower in price—lower by the cos! 
transportation—or else they could not be sold abroad. Occasion 
article is “dumped ’’—that is, sold abroad at a less price than 
for it at home. But this is exceptional. The immense mass of t 
we export—raw cotton and the cheaper cotton textiles, bread 


meat products, machinery, woodenware, glassware, shoes, and so 02— 
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are cheaper, quality for quality, than similar things in foreign coun- 
tries. Yet they are made with high-priced labor. How can théy be sold 
cheap when high wages are paid to those who make them? The answer 

simple enough. ‘The labor is effective. You can pay high wages and 

sell them cheap if much ts turned out by your men. 
It is a familiar adage in the business world that an efficient man fs 
ap at high wages. Yet in its application to larger questions this 
adage is never thought of. In discussing the tariff and wages people 
assume as a matter of course that the employer who pays high wages 
must therefore sell his goods at a higher price. The fact is that if the 
labor is well fed and intelligent, and is applied under good natural 
conditions and with skillful leadership, the employer can turn out an 
abundant product (or a product of high quality), sell it cheap, and still 
pay his laborers well. And the real source and cause of general high 
wages, says the economist, is precisely in these conditions: Efficient 
labor, good natural resources, skillful industrial leadership. Given 
these, you will always have higher wages, and need not fear competition 
from cheap and inefficient labor. 

Further, says the economist, when you try to equalize costs of pro 


yet 





duction everywhere, you induce the employer to turn to industries where 
labor is not efficient. The very fact that costs are high indicates that 
there is some cause of inefficiency. You divert labor and capital 
from the industries that are best worth while, diminish the general 
product, and so diminish the source from which all the wages eventu 


lily come. The argument goes back to the position stated a moment 
ago: Domestic production is not good under any and all circumstances; 
that domestic production is good which is carried on under advantageous 
conditions. 

I will not enter on some forms of the labor argument that are com 


p! ted and lead to more intricate problems. The great, broad facts 
of the ease are, in the eye of the economist, plain. No respectable 
writer or teacher would say for a moment that high wages are due 
to the tariff, or that the maintenance of a high range of general 
waces—observe, we speak of general wages—is dependent on the tariff. 


The main cause of generous wages is at bottom a very simple one 
eenerous productiveness of industry. This makes possible the combina 
tion of money wages that are higher than in other countries with 
money prices that are as low as in other countries, or lower. Given the 

around efficiency of industry that leads to this happy combination, 
ind you may dismiss all fear of being undersold an ruined by the com 
petition of pauper labor. 

llere against the judgment of the well trained and thoughtful differs 
ibly with that dominant in the Nation's councils. 

From all this it might seem to follow that inquiries about relative 
cost of production, money rates of wages, equalization of condition, 
are not worth while at all. They can not touch the heart of the tariff 
problem; that really is whether it is desirable to try to equalize at all. 
And yet I believe that the proposed inquiries of the excellent tariff 
hoard selected by President Taft are well worth while. I believe they 
will conduce to a better understanding of the tariff situation and are 
likely to lead to considerable improvement in legislation. They may 
even pave the way to something like a settlement of the tariff question. 

In two directions the investigation of relative costs of production 
will be of advantage—as to undue gains in monopolistic or quasi- 
monopolistic industries, and as to the extent to which there are vested 
interests which must be respected in a future settlement of the tariff. 
The protectionists usually assume that domestic competition will pre- 








vent any excessive profits in the protected industries. In most cases 
they are probably right. In such an industry as the cotton manufac- 
ture, for example, where there is no trust, no combination, no monopoly, 
high duties are not per se the cause of high profits. In the debates 


on the Aldrich-Payne Tariff Act the insurgent Senators protested, and 
with reason, against some advances in the rates on cotton goods, but 
took untenable ground in putting their argument on the basis of 
onopolies and monopoly profits. It is true that when a new duty on 
ich an article is imposed those who first undertake the domestic manu- 
icture may make large profits. But competition in due time sets in. 
exceptional gains prove to be permanently maintained, it must be 
cause some mills have better organization and management than 
or shrewder judgment as to the caprices of fashion. So it 
woolen manufacture—even though here there is much more 
ination than in the case of cottons—in the silk manufacture, and 
nm. The real question in such cases is whether it is worth while 
encourage a domestic industry if costs of production are so large 
t duties of 60, 80, and 100 per cent are called for. 
textile industries need no duties as high as this in order to enable 
em to hold their own. Many of them can hold their own without 
duties at all. But certain branches, especially in the finer grades, 
c:amorously ask for extremely high rates, and then their case is sus 
piclous not because of impending monopoly profits, but because prima 
i e they had better not be established at all. 
\ll the world knows, nowever, that combination and monopoly, 
ugh they are not in possession of the entire field of industry, have 
ired control of large sections of it, no doubt tempered more or less 
y potential or actual competition, but still with such degree of success 
it more than competitive profits are secured. Where this is the case, 
riff duties may bolster up the profits by shutting out at least the 


they 
I 

f 

If 

ln 
others, 


in the 


is 
of 


Most branches of | 


foreign competitors. Then the protective system really serves to rob 
Veter in order to enrich Paul, whereas under competitive conditions it | 
only robs Peter in order to sustain Paul in an unsuitable industry. 
If the duties more than offset Paul's costs of production—assuming 
these costs to be, in fact, higher—they give a chance for a monopoly 
squeeze Now, whether they do so inquiries on the part of a tariff 


board 


may make clear. The vogue of the “true” principle of protec 
ti 


nh is unquestionably promoted by a widespread feeling that duties are 


more than enough for equalization, and that they enable the trusts to 
secure more than reasonable profits. The suspicion is doubtless well 

led = many cases, but how far so systematic inquiry alone can 
ring out, 

Again, no rational person, even though he were the most radical free 
trader, would propose to abolish at one fell swoop protecting duties 
to which a great industrial system had accommodated itself. We may 
het like the result, but it is there, and not to be suddenly modified 
Without widespread loss. Moreover, those engaged in the industries 
: plead with weight that they have entered on their operations with 


the sanction, 


nay, with the direct encouragement 
id that 


of the Government, 
the Government can not 


in justice leave them in the lurch 





s our Department of Agriculture has been preaching beet sugar for 
the last 15 years, urging farmers and manufacturers to undertake it, 
Supplying not only seeds and agricultural instructions, but directions 


as to manufacturing. 


D mi In the arid and semiarid regions of such 
3 California, Colorado, and Utah beet growing, with sugar making, 


Stntes 


XLVI——246 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. S899 





seems to have an independent basis, but in the States of the corn belt 














Michigan, for example—it rests on the unstable prop of the tariff 
The Michigan sugar makers, egged on as they have been by the Gov i 
ment, have an unanswerable claim on the ground of vested interest 
We are not free to deal with the sugar duty as we were 20 years ago 
nor, indeed, are we free to deal radically with any of the ote 
duties needed for the maintenance of established industri 

But the question always arises: How far are vested interests, in fact, 
involved? How hich must the duties really be in order to en: » the 
status quo to be maintained? On this topic I ieve 1 is a 
mous amount of exagyet on Probably the eat part of our ~ “ 
duties are needlessly high on the very pri e of ilizat i ; 
is the case not only with the obviously nominal duties on wheat 
oats—articles regularly exported, and as « ip l t 
with those on many manufactured articles 
ef cottons, most boots and shoes, fur l W 1 
crude and manufactured form, glassware, and a host of 1 





manufactures. 
The dependence of our manufacturing industries on tariff du 


enormously exaggerated. The constant shouting al t for 


labor has brought about a state of pusillanimity among the 1 fa 
turers themselves. Most of them know virtually nothing about foreign 
conditions. They are familiar only with their own is and with 
that which touches their daily routine. Foreign competition h been 
nonexistent for years. What its real possibilities a: \ ) 


know. But the politicians and those few s! ‘ inufacture 
have cleverly formed plans for aid to special industries, ha ime 
predicted wholesale ruin unless the tariff t 










































out the change of a dot. I know of a case in which t} su nteadent 
of a textile mill, an Englishman who had experier both in ! ve 
country and here, told an inquirer that goods could be turned out b 
the mill quite as cheaply in the United States as in Eag i; w 5 
the owner told the same inquirer on the same day that tl mill 
would have to be shut up within 24 hours if the tariff were tonched 
The owner, like thousands of manufacturer was in a state of rn int 
panic about foréign competition 

A searching inquiry would show, I am convinced, that our p nt 
system of extremely high duties could be greatly pruned without any 
disturbance of vested interests rhe direct effect of h a change 
would be, no doubt, more nominal than real Except in the ea of 
trust-controlled articles (and there are not so many of these raised 
in price by the tariff as the free traders commonly suppo a redu m 
of duties on this basis would bring no lowering in prices : no advan 
tage to the consumers It would mean only the placi: ‘ new set of 
figures on the statute book. But it would have important ad 
vantages, none the less, and very likely some considerable ulterior con 
sequences. 

One great gain from such an overhauling of the tariff would be to 
lessen its importance in the public mind. ro the economist nothing 
is more nauseating than the cry about prosperity and the tariff From 
much of the current campaign talk, one would suppose that . 
country would go to certain ruin if a single duty were reduced by a 
fraction of a per cent. Manufacturing indust in general are in the 
main not dependent on protection. This country of ours is certain 
to be a great manufacturing one under any tariff system. 

Still less is our general prosperity dependent on the tariff Our 
natural resources, our vigor, industry, and ints rence, our training 
in school and college and shop, the enterprise and judgment of our 
business leaders—these are the things on which material welfare de 
pends. Great harm has been done by the persistent stress on legis 
lation, and especially on restrictive legisiation, as the mainstay of 
prosperity. Our manufacturers and other producers need to learn to 
keep cool and to rely on their enterprise and skill. 

Further, a readjustment of duties simply on the basis of e 1 
tion—that is, on the basis of conserving vested inrerests and m: ain 
ing industries as they are—would lead to a more critical attitude on 
the tariff question. It would be seen that a great range of industries 
could get on with duties much moderated or no duties at all Other 
would be shown to need high duties in order to maintain themselvs 
Such differences, resting on the varying disadvantages of the several 
indusiries, might be fairly expected to raise the question—which sorts 
of industries are, after all, the better for the country, those who 
costs are high, or those whose costs are low? If there are plenty 
of manufactures which can get on with low duties or none, is it worth 
while to start up others which need high duties? Suppose it to 
admitted that we must continue to prop up for an indefinite time tho 
which now need high rates, shall we encourage new ones which de 
mand still higher rates in order to equalize their costs of production? 

I am by no means sure that questions of this sort would be cooly 
asked, or would be rationally considered. The protective notions in 
their cruder form have a most tenacious hold, especially that notion 
of the inherent advantage of “acquiring” any and every industry at 
home. Yet a system of duties really adjusted with care and precision 
on the basis of cost of production might be expected to help, not 
only in sharper scrutiny, but in more discriminating judgment on th 
whole tariff problem. 

What has been said in the preceding paragraphs rests on a f! 
trade basis; that is, it rests on the assumption that it is good for a 
country not to produce anything and everything at home, it to 
allow a process of selection or experiment in determining which 
among the various possible industries are the best for it 

I would not have the reader infer that I am an unqual 1 fr 
trader, or that this view of the tariff problem leads immediately, or 
even ultimately, to complete abolition of all except revenue duties 
The ease in favor of free trade has indeed always emed to n prima 
facie strong; and prolonged investigation and reflection have se1 1 
to confirm me in this cpinion tut it is only a prima facie cas¢e rl 
mav be offsetting advantages which rebut the presumption To ent 
on a consideration of these would call for a volume, and lead to som 
very delicate t1lancing of losses and gains it w 1 be ne ary to 
consider the young-industries argument, which used to be the main 
stay of the protectionists, and now is pooh-poohed by their opponents, 
but seems to me still to point to some possibilitic ultimate gain 
There are political and social arguments; there are arguments 
as tot dance of extremes and of undue fluctuations in industry 
Few economists nowada would say that t! . one good tariff 
p jliev, and one only. applicable to all countri ind a conditions 

Br few economists would say a good word for such an exaggerated 
protectionist policy, one so intolerant of foreign competition id 
foreign supply, as the United States has been following in the McK y 
tariff of 1890, in the Dingley tariff of 1897, and now, with but slight 
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change of « ntials, in the Payne-Aldrich tariff of 1909. When duties 
of 50, 8&0 nd 100 per cent come to be looked upon as normal pro- 
tectionist es; when ingenious devices and “ jokers” are resorted to 
in order to bring about such high rates without its being made plain | 
that this the thing really aimed at and accomplished; when, by the 
g-rolling process, the licy comes to be applied indiscriminately to 
d every article, thout scrutiny of the possibility of ultimate 

ning or the prom of social or political gain—then it is time 

to call a halt, and to begin a process of thorough overhauling. This 
the point of view not only of the teachers and trained students of | 
econ ( but, I feel sure, of the immense majority of cool-headed and 

n people in this country. 

Ad Smit! an ardent, though by no means unqualified, free 
trac hought in 1776 that the adoption of a free-trade policy by 
Great Britain was quite beyond the bounds of possibility. Had Adam 
Smith lived to see what changes took place in the course of the century 
following, he would probably have said in 1876 that free trade would 






never be. abandoned by any country which had once adopted it. Who 
would ver re on a prediction now? It is among the possibilities that | 
Great Britain herself will turn again to some sort of restrictive trade 
policy I would not undertake to foreteil whether free trade will be 
abandoned in Great Britain, or protection in the United States. But 
the outlook is certainly for a moderation of extreme protectionist poli- | 
cies The various nations which have stirred each other to measures | 
of comme ial welfare ind the United States has been most aggressively 
guilty in this regard eem to be wearying of a game which each can 
pliy with effect against the other. | 
The indications are for some sort of compromise all around; an illog- | 
ical proceeding, perhaps, but a very human one. In this moderated | 
course of action the United States is likely to join; and all sorts of 


persons, Whatever their opinions (or lack of opinions) as to the goal 
ultimately to be reached, will think and vote in favor of pruning a 
protectionist system which has become so rigidly and intolerantly 
restrictive as ours. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendments, 
the question is on ordering the amendment to be engrossed and 
the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I desire to be heard briefly on 





this measure before it is finally concluded. 
Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. President, I move to take up the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
has net the floor. The Senator from Missouri has the floor. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I object, and demand the regular order. 
The Senator from Missouri can not yield without the consent 
of the Senate. 
Mr. STONE. 
make a motion. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
consent of the Senate. 
Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator yielded to me, and I can take 
the floor in my own right. 


I yield to the Senator from North Carolina to 


The Senator can not do it without the 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri can 
yield the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. OVERMAN. He bas yielded the floor to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I will make an inquiry. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Regular order! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 


yield the floor? 
Mr. STONE, 
Officer 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


I desire to make an inquiry of the Presiding 


The Senator will state it. 


Mr. STONE. For whose judgment as an officer I have a very 
high respect, and personally I have even more than mere re- 
spect. I want to understand what the ruling of the Chair is. 
Is it that a Senator on the floor can not yield to 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He can not yield the floor to an- 


other Senator in the presence of an objection. The Senator from 


Indiana made an objection. 


Mr. STONE. I suppose, being on the floor, I can make the 
motion. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri can 


make the motion, or he can make any motion that he desires 
which in order. 

Mr. STONE. But the question of order I should like to have 
settled. Do I understand the Chair to say that a Senator on 
the floor can not yield to another Senator for any purpose or 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not temporarily. He can yield the 
floor, of course, at any time he desires; but in the face of an 
objection, one Senator can not yield the floor to another Senator. 

Mr. STONE. For any purpose? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No. 

Mr. STONE. Not even for a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That was not the proposition. 

Mr. STONE. That the purpose; that is the question I 
asked, whether a Senator on the floor 

The VICE PRESIDENT. When that question comes up the 
Chair will decide it. 

Mr. STONE, 
particularly, but 


respect and deferen 


is 


Is 


Well, I was not asking the Chair to decide that 
s seem to me, Mr. President, with all due | 
e to the better opinion of the Chair, that ' 


1 


it ao 





if a Senator on the floor can yield to another Senator for a 
question, he might yield to him for almost any purpose with- 
out surrendering the floor. I am now on the floor, as it hap- 
pens, and a Senator rises and addresses the Chair and desires 
to interrupt me. The Chair propounds the question—I think I 
have heard the Chair say, though I am not sure whether the 
present occupant of the chair—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator permit the Chair? 

Mr. STONE. But I have heard the Chair say that it was his 
duty then to ask the Senator who had the floor whether he 
yielded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Most certainly. The Senator from 
Missouri has stated the correct situation so far. 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator says “I yield,” he does not 
therefore yield the floor, but he yields for the purpose of hear- 
ing what the Senator who desires to be heard has to say. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But the Senator can not be inter- 
rupted for any purpose except by his consent. 

Mr. STONE. Agreed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. And he can not be interrupted and 
yield the floor to another Senator in the face of an objection 
ef any other Member of the Senate. 

Mr. STONE. I am not proposing to yield the floor. 





The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator attempted to yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina, and an objection was 
made. In the face of an objection, a Senator can not yield the 
floor to another Senator. 


Mr. STONE. I am obtuse, no doubt—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair never before heard that 
suggestion made. 

Mr. STONE. But I can not very well distinguish between 
yielding to a Senator to propound a question, to result in a co! 
loquy by the consent of both—if that is permissible, why might 
I not also yield to him to make a proposition to the Senate for 
unanimous consent? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The universal practice of the Sen- 
ate is to the contrary, that a Senator can not yield to another 
Senator for the purpose of making a motion in the face of an 
objection by another Senator. 

Mr. STONE. Inasmuch as the Chair has the support of the 
Senater from Indiana, who assures me by what he has just 
stated that the Chair is right, I yield the point. [Laughter.| 
There is no doubt that the Chair is right. I believe I will now 
move to take up the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri moves 
to proceed to the consideration of the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. OVERMAN. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri to proceed to the consideration of the 


| sundry civil appropriation bill. 


The motion was rejected. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Evidently, 
quorum present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. President, there is no 


That might be. The Secretary wi!! 


| call the roll to establish the fact. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


| swered to their names: 


teveridge Crane Jones Penrose 
Borah Crawford Kean Perkins 
Bourne Cummins La Follette Piles 
Briggs Curtis Lodge Root 
Bristow Dick Lorimer Simmons 
Brown Dixon McCumber Smith, Mich. 
Bulkeley du Pont Newlands Smoot 
turkett Foster Nixon Stephenson 
Burton Gallinger Oliver Swanson 
Carter Gamble Overman Warner 
Chamberlain Gronna Owen Warren 
Clapp Guggenheim Page Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo. Heyburn Paynter Young 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. The ques 
tion is on the engrossment of the amendment and the third read 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. STONE. 
ate—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana rises to 
a question of order. He will state it. ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I call the Senator to order under Rule 
IX. He is now speaking on the bill before the Senate, and has 
already spoken twice on the same day. 

Mr. STONE. I have not spoken at all upon it. 


Mr. President, the bill now before the Se 


Senator from Missouri 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would like to ascertain 
the fact. Has the Senator 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator himself will tell the Chair. | 
As the Senate knows, he spoke before the Senate when the | 
present measure was under consideration this morning. We all | 
bear witness that he spoke before he made his motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of another bill. So he has spoken 
twice, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Missouri 
be good enough to inform the Chair whether he spoke upon 
this measure this morning? 

Mr. STONE. I do not recall it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator does not admit it, | 
the Chair, of course, must have the record examined. 

Mr. STONE. I do not recall having spoken upon it at any 
time, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will have 
examined to ascertain the fact. 

Mr. STONE. I addressed the Senate two or three times this 
afternoon- 





[Laughter.] 





the record 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. STONE. On the Post Office appropriation bill. | 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; Mr. President, the Senator from | 


Maine [Mr. HALE] moved to make the present measure the 
unfinished business, and during that discussion the Senator | 
from Missouri addressed the Senate at some length. Then it | 
was laid aside, supplanted by a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the pension appropriation bill, and the Senator 
spoke several times upon those measures. But he had spoken 
before upon this. Now he has spoken upon this again, and then 
made a motion; he has spoken twice, and to speak a third 
time is in violation of Rule IX. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is having the facts exam- 
ined. The official reporters will inform the Chair unless the 
Senator from Missouri admits it. 

Mr. STONE. I do not admit it, because I 
have made any speeches. 
the bill at all at any time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule does not say that a Sena- 
tor must make a speech. It says that no Senator shall speak 
more than twice upon any question upon the same day, which 
means he shall not speak more than twice while a subject is 
under consideration. 

Mr. STONE. Aside from facetiousness, I should like to ask 
seriously if the Chair holds—and without reference to the 
pending matter—that if a Senator rises and in the progress of 
the consideration of a bill makes some observations respecting 
it, or, it may be, interrupts a Senator and asks some questions 
and makes some observations, that he is speaking upon the 
bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator, until he yields the 
floor, has not spoken the second time, no matter how many 
interruptions may occur. But the Senator from Missouri has 
spoken once within a little time and has concluded his remarks 
by making a motion which had to be acted on. 

Now, whether the Senator spoke at an earlier time to-day, 
the Chair does not know, but the Chair is having that exam- 
ined as a matter of fact. 

Mr. OVERMAN (to Mr. SToNE). 
acting clause. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; the Senator can not proceed 
in the face of the point of order being raised until it is ascer- 
tained what are the facts. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I think the Senator from Missouri spoke 
some time on—if the Senator from Missouri yields to me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does not matter what any 
Senator, other than the Senator himself, thinks. If the Sena- 
tor himself admits it, that is settled. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I think I have a right to refresh his 
memory. I think I am correct about it. My recollection is that 
the Senator spoke on one of the appropriation bills. I do not 
think he spoke on this question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair ts having that question 
examined by the Official Reporters. | 

Mr. STONE. I could not have made a speech on the motion to 
take up this bill or on any other bill. It is not debatable. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was on the bill itself. 

_ Mr. STONE. As the Senator from Indiana says, when the 
Senator from Maine made a motion this morning to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill, I debated it at some length. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not say that. The Senator is in error. 

Mr. STONE. Substantially that, as understood. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; the Senator is in error. The Sena- 
tor from Maine moved to proceed to the consideration of the | 


do not think I 
I know I have made no speech upon 


Move to strike out the en- 





measure now pending. That was 
time, until about 5 o’clock. 


under consideration a long 
During that time the Senator from 
Missouri spoke upon that measure. 


He has just now spoken 
upon the measure within the knowledge of the Chair. The 
Senator from Missouri will himself admit he addressed the 
Senate upon this measure after half past 3. 

Mr. STONE. A moment ago I did not address myself to the 
bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Oh yes; the bill was under consid- 


eration. 
Mr. STONE. The bill was under consideration? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. Then it was upon tha@ 


| subject that the Senator spoke under the meaning of the rule 


Mr. STONE. What speech did I make? I 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Senator 
now got beyond the realm of a parliamentary inquiry. 


arose 


has 


Mr. STONE. I insist that all I said in substance—I do 
not undertake to remember the words of it—was that I de 
sired to debate this bill. I had not proceeded more than a 
moment or two until the Senator from North Carolina rose, 


and then came the colloquy as to his right to make a motion, 


|and I made the motion myself. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. And yielded the floor. 

Mr. STONE. I suppose I yielded the floor 
tion on the motion was being taken. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suppose that is correct. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 


when the ques- 


Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator did not yield the floor. He 
made the motion himself. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERMAN (to Mr. Stone). Move to strike out all after 
the enacting clause; move to strike out section 7. 

Mr. STONE. We will get something to speak on. [Laugh- 
ter.] If we do not, we will have a good many strange rulings. 


What is the Chair waiting for? 
permission of the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is waiting for the Official 
teporter to advise him whether or not the Senator at an earlier 
time to-day spoke upon this question. 

Mr. STONE. If I take my seat during 
not supposed to yield the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The literally speaking, 
should take his seat when the question of order raised. 
When that is disposed of, if it is disposed of in the Senator's 
favor, he immediately resumes the floor. 

Mr. STONE. Following the kindly suggestion of 
I will resume my seat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The official stenographer advises 
the Chair that the Senator from Missouri spoke upon this sub- 
ject earlier in the day and was immediately followed by the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Percy }. 

Mr. STONE. I desire to have my speech read. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
thing of the kind. 


I am ready to proceed, with the 


that interval I am 


Senator, l 


is 


the Chair 


The Chair will not order any- 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. STONE. Do I understand that the Chair— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair the point of 
order, that the Senator has already spoken twice and can not 
now proceed. 

Mr. STONE. From that I take an appeal, and I demand to 
have the speech read. I want to know. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. From the 
the Senator appeals. 

Mr. STONE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. From that decision the 
from Missouri appeals, and the question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. STONE. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The from Missouri can 
not rise to a question of privilege when there is being passed 
upon a question of order, which was raised by himself and 
appealed from the decision of the Chair—an appeal raised by 
the Senator himself. 

Mr. STONE. I withdraw the appeal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Very good. 
has lost the floor. 

Mr. STONE. I rise to a question of privilege 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can not 
to debate the subject. Now the Senator ri 
personal privilege. He will state it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The from 
not do it because he has not the floor unless it 


sustains 


of the Chair 


decision 


Senator 


Senator 


Then the Senator 


then proceed 


es to a question of 


Senator Missouri 


be 


ean 
to state the 


question of personal privilege. 
Mr. OVERMAN, 


Can net I rise to a parliamentary inquiry? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. You ean not without the permis- 
Slob f ti Chair, 

Mr. OVERMAN, Can I not rise to a question of personal | 
Privii¢ 

‘VICE PRESIDENT. Not to take off the floor a Senator 

who is raising a question of personal privilege. 

Mr, SLONKE. Can not I yield for it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can state his ques- 
tion of personal privilege if he desires, or he can yield the 
floor if he desires 


Mr. STONE. Does the Chair hold that a Senator ean not 
rise to a question of order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not to take off the floor a Senator 
who is stating a question of personal privilege. That is what 
the Chair held. But the Senator from Missouri desires to yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina, and unless there be 
jection, the Senator can yield. The Senator from Missouri 
yields to the Senator from North Carolina, no one objecting. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Will the Chair hear me upon the ques- 
tion as to whether or not the Chair may be mistaken upon this 
question ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


ob- 


No. The Chair goes by the official 
report of the Reporters who have informed the Chair. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Suppose the Senator might have spoken 
this morning and the bill was temporarily laid aside and some 
appropriation bill was taken up in the meantime and then this 
bill was afterwards taken up, would the Senator be in erder? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On the same day? 


Mr. OVERMAN. I am asking the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator has speken twice 
while this was the subject under consideration, in view of this 


rule being invoked, he can not speak again. 

Mr. OVERMAN. If any other business . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; that has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Read the rule. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask for information. 

Mr. STONE. I desire to say 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator rises to a question of 
personal privilege, and he will state it. 

Mr, STONE. I desire to state it, sir. That is what I am up 
for. The Chair sustains the point of order made that I can 
not proceed to discuss this bill for the reason as stated by the 
Senator from Indiana that I have addressed the Chair twice 
during the legislative day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Addressed the Senate. 

Mr. STONE. Addressed the Senate twice during the legisla- 
tive day on this bill. The Chair asked me whether that was a 
fact. I stated that I had no remembrance of having addressed 
the Senate at all on the subject. 

I have not yet, and until I am advised as to what it is how 
can I know? And until I am advised of it IE am justified in 
saying I deny it until the report itself is preduced. I said I 
would appeal from the ruling of the Chair as to whether I had 
spoken twice on this bill. How can the Senate determine that 
question unless all the facts are laid before the Senate, when I 
spoke and exaethy what was before the Senate at the time? 
Does the Vice President sitting there assume, without having 
himself examined the record, and confessedly by his own——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Missouri is not stating a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. STONE. The Chair thinks I am not stating a question 
of personal privilege when I insist that the Chair denies me 
the right to have the facts, whatever they are, laid before the 
Senate that the Senate may judge whether I am right or not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has laid the facts before 
the Senate. 

Mr. STONE. Where does the Chair get the facts? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has inquired of the 
reporter of debates, who informs the Chair that the Senator at 
an earlier period in the day spoke to the Senate while this par- 
ticular bill was pending. 

Mr. STONE. Is that conclusive? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That 
Chair goes. 

Mr. STONE. Does that settle it? Suppose I say I did not. 
Now, whose word does the Chair take? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would have taken the 
Senator’s word if he said so. He refused to make that state- 
ment when the Chair appealed to him. Then the Chair ap- 
pealed to the record, and the Senator not being able to state, 
compelled the Chair to appeal to the record. The Chair will 
be bound by the record. 

Mr. STONE. 
the day, and I do not believe I did. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


is conelusive so 


far 


> 


Now in the face of that—— 
The Chair rules that the Senator 


has not the privilege of addressing the Senate again while this 
matter is pending on this legislative day. 


But I said I do not recall having spoken during | 


| ing spoken at all upon it. 


, and therefore I denied it and called for the proof of it. 


official | 


as the | 
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Mr. 
ruling. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
order. 

Mr. STONE. I will be in order, but it is an unjust ruling. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the engrossment 
of the amendment and the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I think, with all due respect 
to the Chair, he is wrong when a Senator of this body, after 
recalling the matter, says, “I have not spoken twice upon this 
subject,” and the Chair has sent to the room of the stenog- 
rapher and asked him what the record shows, when the Chair 
has not examined the record himself. There is a difference be 
tween the stenographer and a Senator, and yet the Presiding 
Officer of this body takes the word of the stenographer without 
any examination of the record. When there is an appeal to 
this body, let the body say whether or not he has spoken twice. 
I think the Chair ought to reconsider his ruling. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Chair is wrong, there is a 
method by which the Senate can determine it, 

Mr. OVERMAN, I understand the Senator appeals from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The VIG@H@ PRESIDENT. He withdrew the appeal, and con 
siderable business, considerable discussion, has since elapsed. 

Mr. OVERMAN. ‘Then it is the ruling of the Chair that in 
any controversy - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has ruled. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I understand, then, the rule is to be, and 
that is to be the precedent, that when a Senator states one thing 
and the stenographer states another the Chair, without exam 
ination, takes the word of the stenographer in preference to that 
of a Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator ean not put words in 
the mouth of the Chair. The Chair has made the statement 
with an attempt to be clear and explicit, and that statement as 
it was made has been taken down by the stenographer and will 
stand. 

Mr. OVERMAN. If the Chair will state that he examined 
the record himself, I have nothing more to say. I will with 
draw anything I have said, if the Chair says that he examine 
the record and passed upon it, and decided not upon what the 
stenographer said, but upon what the record said. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. After the Senator from Missouri 
had declined to give the Chair an assurance, and not before 

Mr. OVERMAN. Afterwards the Senator—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. After the Senator from Missouri 
refused more than once to answer the Chair’s inquiry, whether 
or not he had spoken earlier in the day, the Chair then appealed 
to the record. 

Mr. OVERMAN. With due respect, I think the Chair is mis 
taken. I thought the Senator said he had no recollection of 
having spoken twice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


STONE. I denounce it as an arbitrary and unjust 


The Senator will please come to 


ee ee > 5 ee ee 


ul 
tl 


That is what the Senator said. 





Mr. OVERMAN. Then, when the stenographer came in and 
said he had— 
Mr. STONE. No; the Senator is mistaken as to that. Ie 


stated it a little too strongly. I did not say that I had no reco! 
lection, but I stated in the beginning, as I am sure the recor 
will show, and I state now, that I had no remembrance of ha‘ 
‘That was my first statement, and I 
have no remembrance of it now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. All this discussion is out of order 

Mr. STONE. When the Chair took the statement from tl e 
stenographer, I said that, having absolutely no remembraix e « f 
it. I did not believe I had addressed the Senate on the subject 


Seat 


Mr. DIXON. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary) 
quiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana w 


state his parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. DFXON. What is the order of the Senate at this time 
The VICE PRESIDENT. House bill 32010. 
Mr. DIXON. I demand the regular order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the engros: 
ment of the amendment and the third reading of the Dill. ; 
Mr. OVERMAN. I yielded to the Senator from Missour!. 
If he is out of order, I still claim the floor. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
is recognized, if he desires to discuss the bill. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I should like to discuss the point of order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That is disposed of. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Suppose it has been disposed of i 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It has. ' 
Mr. OVERMAN. Is it the ruling of the Chair that I can nol 
diseuss it from another point of view? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can proceed in such 
manner as he chooses within the rule, 





1911. 





Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I think probably we need 
more rules in this body. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
The Chair made no rules. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I think the Senate ought to make some 
other rule. We ought to have a rule that the word of the ste- 
nographer must not be taken against that of a Senator when 
the Chair has not examined the record. However that may 
be, Mr. President, last night about 2 o’clock I was interrupted 
in the speech I was then making, and there was some parley 


1 
1 rues, 


The Senate has made its 


between the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Berverimpcr] and the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone] after I had yielded. The 


result of that parley was that there was an adjournment of the 
Senate on a roll call. 

Now. I want the record, as far as I can understand it, to 
state the truth. There seems to have been some misunder- 
standing all around here about what oceurred. There was no 
understanding made by anybody that any arrangement would 
be made to-day by which this bill would be taken up and voted 
on at any particular time. 

Now, let us see what the record says. 
ro, and I propose to examine it myself. 


vr; 
g 

Mr. Beveripce. While the Senator has the floor, I understand the 
Senator to say that, in his judgment and from his knowledge of those 
associated with him in his views on this question, he believes that if 
we should not continue to-night an agreement can be reached to-mor- 
row morning to vote on the Dill. I understand perfectly the Senator 
does not put that in the form of a promise; it is his belief that that 
ean be done. 


Now, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BreveripGE] himself says 
that that was not put in the form of a promise, but it is his 
belief that that can be done. 


Mr. Stone. I believe that after conferring among ourselves and then 
having some conferences with Senators upon the other side an agree 
ment can be arrived at. That is my view about it now, but— 

Mr. Bevertpce. The Senator said in private conversation with me a 
moment ago—and I repeat it merely because it is substantially what 
the Senator is saying now, except the time—it was his confident belief 
that if we did not continue the consideration of this matter to-night an 
agreement could be reached to vote upon the measure early Thursday, 
or at the latest early Friday morning. If that is the Senator's under- 
standing, I think it clears my mind. 

Mr. Stone. The Senator is, of course, using his own language. What 
I have said I say on the floor, that I think if an opportunity is given 
for conferences among our friends here, this side and that, an under- 
standing can be arrived at. 

Mr. BevERIDGE. Well, Mr. President-——— 

Mr. Stone. Now, what I say is that I am expressing my individual 
views upon the praposition. 

Mr. OveERMAN. I have no doubt that is the view of the few Senators 
on this side who are here. What others who are not here are going to 
say about it I do not know. Of course, the Senator from Missouri can 
not be bound by that. 

Mr. STonp. 1 can not be, and I do not intend to put myself in the 
attitude of being bound by it. 


That is the place to 


Mr. Smoot. The Senator from Indiana understood that. 
Mr. STONE. I do not know what can be done, but I do say that there 


is a far better opportunity of accomplishing the end the Senator from 
Indiana has in view—that is, a vote on this bill on Thursday afternoon 
or Friday morning—by this arrangement than by the course of coercion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator must modify that term. 

Mr. Srone. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to say—and this I 
say with a good deal of feeling and conscience—that whatever the dis 
comforts may be to Senators on either side, we shall debate the ques 
tion—we can do it and are prepared to do it as long as we feel we 
desire to do it. Therefore it is better te give the opportunity for this 
conference in the hope and belief that an arrangement can be made. 

Mr. BrverrpGr. Mr. President, my friend’s last suggestion was, I 
mm sure he will see on reflection, unnecessary. Wverybody takes it for 
granted that the Senator can always debate; and of course the Senator 
does not mean to use the word “ coercion,” because that is not in any- 
body's mind, as the Senator well knows. 

The Senator has given us his views, for which I have very great re- 
spect, as he very well knows. I observed that the Senator from North 
Carolina spoke to him, and then wanted to take the floor himself. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I wanted to have a thorough understanding. So far 
as I am concerned, I am willing to have an agreement in the morning. 
I know what the Senator says, but I do not know what somebody else 
may say. I do not know 

Mr. WARREN. I desire that Senators should address the Chair. 
should like to hear what they say. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I said I did not want to give his views or those of any 
other Senator on this floor. I can only say what we have said and done 
among ourselves. For some Senator at home and in bed asleep I can 
not speak. We only say what we think about it, and we give our 
own views in the matter. 

.Mr. Beveripce. Does the opinion of the Senator's colleague coincide 
with the opinion of the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. StMMons. Mr. President, so far as I am rsonally concerned, I 
would have no disposition to participate in any filibustering tactics upon 
this measure, and I would be perfectly willing to fix a time to vote. 
So far as my whispered conversation with the Senator from Missouri is 
concerned, I will say to the Senator that my suggestion was that we 
would probably be able at a conference in the morning to come to some 
agreement about it, but that I did not think it would be wise to un- 
qualifiedly promise or to hold out any false hopes about it until we had 
had an opportunity to confer. 

Mr. Beveripce. The Senator, then, thinks as the Senator from Mis- 
es [Mr. Stone] and his colleague {[Mr. OVERMAN] think, that it is 

rely 

Mr. Simmons. I think if we are given an opportunity to have a con- 
ference in the morning that the probabilities are that we will be able 
to come to a satisfactory agreement; but I do not think that we are 
in a position to promise absolutely that we will be able to do so. 


We 
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There is no promise, no understanding in fhat. A warning 
was given to the other side that we three who were here at 
2 o'clock in the morning would make no promise, and did 
intend to make any promise. All we said was that it was a 
possibility; that in the morning we would have a 
and that there was a possibility of agreeing. 

Mr. President, we adjourned. We did have a 
we did come back with a proposition, which, if the Senator had 
accepted it, I have no doubt in the morning we would have 
a vote on his bill. We certainly would have had some of these 
appropriation bills behind us; the Post Office appropriat 
bill would have been behind us and perhaps the naval 
priation bill. The sundry civil appropriation bh: 
to-night, I believe. We made the proposition that what we 
wanted was to have the appropriation bills passed: we wanter 
no extra session; if we could get the appropriation bills out o 
the way, then you could pass your tariff bill. Some of us did 
not think the President would call an extra session of Congress 
because of the reciprocity treaty alone, although he thinks he 
will. I am satisfied his friends in the country would advise 
him against it. 

If the appropriation bills fail to pass here at this 
who will be responsible for the failure? We made you a direct 
proposition that if you would agree to take up the appropri 
tion bills we on our part would agree to take up the tariff 
board bill and let you vote on it, and would throw no obstru: 
tive tactics in the way. Now, where lies the responsibility if 
the appropriation bills go over? 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen], who did not speak 
for us, but who spoke for himself, some time afterwards said 


conferen 


conference S| 


appro 


} 
! 
f 
| 


session, 


he intended to see to it that the appropriation bills did not 
pass. While there was no such understanding, and he had no 


conversation or conference with anybody, I believe if it were 
done, he would be doing a good thing for the taxpayers of this 
country. 

Personally, I want no extra session. As I have said, if by 
your failure to accept the proposition that we made to you on 
that night, that there was a possibility of a conference, and 
eame back and offered you a fair proposition, and yet you 
keep this little bill here, which proposes to tax the people of 
this country a million dollars—that is what it will amount to 
instead of passing the great supply bills, yours will be the 
blame. It seems to me that if Senators on the other side want 
zn extra session and they want the next Congress to pass these 
appropriation bills we can do it, and, as I have said, I think 
the Senator from Oklahoma would be doing his country a good 
service. I tell you if we do have an extra session, there will 
be no such amount as over $140,000,000 carried in the sundry 
civil bill. 

If we do have an extra session and the great supply bills are 
given to the next House of Representatives—a Democratic 
House—you will find the people of this country will be saved 
between eight and ten million dollars. Do you want it? No. 
You would like to get these bills through. I know that some 
of you are going out, and I want you te have many of the 
things that are in these bills that probably you will never get 
I am sorry to see you leave these seats, but you will never get 
many of these things. You are standing in the way here and 
causing us to stay here, and we are determined to let the 
country know that if these supply bills fail the blame will lie 
at your door. Do not go around saying we are the cause of this 
when here is a proposition made to you. 

What do you want this tariff-board bill for? 
appropriate nearly a billion dollars, and you want to stop the 
wheels of government for a tariff commission when there is 
provision for $400,000 for a tariff board in the sundry civil bill 
that has been reported to-night. I would like for the Senator 
to tell me what is the difference between a tariff board and a 
tariff commission. Let us see if they have not power to gather 
all the statistics we would want for a tariff bill. If you had 
no tariff board, if you did not have $400,000 appropriated to 
pay experts to callect the statistics, there might be some excuse 
for this measure. Now, you want to this bill. We do 
not want it to pass. We want the appropriation bills to be 
passed. That is what the people are interested in. If you had 
taken up our proposition yesterday we would have gone on with 
the appropriation bills. Take up the appropriations and pass 
them and you can pass the tariff-board bill and there will not 
be any trouble about it. I make that proposition here now, and 
I will guarantee that every man here will stand to it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said the reverse this morn- 
ing. 

Mr. OVERMAN. 
would allow that to be 


Your supply bills 


pass 


I believe the Senator from Oklahoma 


done. 


[Mr. 
I think he is going to 
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Mr. PAYNTER. 
Carolina a question. 
the tariff commission bill? 


I should like to ask the Senator from North 
He does not pledge this side to vote for 


Mr. OVERMAN, No, sir. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I thought that 
drawn from the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator certainly misunderstood me. 
I said I would guarantee that no Senator on this floor would 
throw anything in the way of the passage of the bill. That 
is what I intended to say. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
agree to vote upon the pending measure after the appropriation 
bills have been passed, of course that has no validity unless the 
Senator will agree on a time when the appropriation bills shall 


that inference might be 


be passed. What does the Senator say to this proposition— 
that he will agree that the appropriation bills shall be dis- 


posed of by 12 o'clock to-morrow night and then that this bill 
shall be immediately voted upon? 

Mr. OVERMAN, I can not guarantee when the appropria- 
tion bills will be passed, but I say had the Senator accepted the 
proposition yesterday morning probably he could have gotten 
a vote. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
allow me? 

Mr. OVERMAN. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If I correctly understood the proposition 
of the Senator from North Carolina it was that if the appro- 
priation bills were passed and out of the way then the tariff- 
board bill could be passed without any opposition from the 
Democratic side of the Chamber in the way of obstruction. 
Now, I understand that to mean that gentlemen on this side of 
the Chamber will at once permit a vote to be taken on the bill. 
The Senator from Indiana suggests that we guarantee when 
the appropriation bills shall be passed. 

Mr. President, I think it is perfectly fair that the Senator 
from Indiana should give that guaranty. If the gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber will, in good faith, take up the 
appropriation bills and pass them, there will be no difficulty, 


Will the Senator from North Carolina 


I apprehend, in passing this bill afterwards. But, the Vice 
President will recall, that, after a considerable effort this 


morning we succeeded in getting the appropriation bills before 
the Senate. We hoped that they would be continuously con- 
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Concerning the Senator's preposition to | 


| opinion because of that. 





sidered until they were disposed of in order that this bill | 


might be taken up, but to our surprise the chairman of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads himself asked to 
lay the Post Office appropriation bill aside; he took it out of 
the possession of the Senate before its completion, and when 
the distinguished Senator from Maine |Mr. Hare] moved to 
take up the naval appropriation bill he had no strong support 
on either side. 


What I mean to say, Mr. President, is that the gentlemen on | 


the other side are responsible if the appropriation bills are not 
passed, because we are ready to pass them and are interested 
in passing on them. 


If they will take them up now and go on ! 
with their work they can pass them before 12 o'clock to-morrow | before the Sixty-first Congress. 
| to the Government. 
| would 


night. 
Mr. OWEN. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Dves the Senator from North | 


Carolina yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. OVERMAN, I do. 

Mr. OWEN. What I said in regard to the appropriation 
bills I said on my own responsibility. I did not intend to com- 
mit any of my colleagues one way or the other. I expressed 
my personal opinion of what ought to be done. I do not think 
that this Congress ought to fix the fiscal policy of the Gov- 
ernment for 18 months after it expires, when the American 
people have selected other Representatives for the purpose of 
exercising the legislative function of the Government. 

I think that we ought to change this system. I think it is 
a bad method of Government. After men are no longer the 
chosen Representatives of their States in the highest and truest 
sense, I do not think they ought to be willing themselves to 
exercise the legislative powers after that has been ascertained. 
Moreover, it is within the knowledge of every man that it leads 
to careless and reckless legislation. It is well known that those 
who have been disappointed in the election are often indifferent 
to what the legislation may be. 


rhe English people have set us a better example. Their rep- 
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willing to see me longer occupy that attitude, I should have 
resolutely persisted in it, and I would have stood responsible for 
the consequences. I think the Representatives who have been 
recently chosen ought to be called together in extra session 
charged with the duty of governing, a duty and responsibility 
which they themselves sought, and the people of the country 
put that power in their hands. They ought to discharge that 
responsibility, and they ought to be willing and desirous of 
assuming it at the first opportunity, 

I say this much so as to relieve this matter, as far as I may, 
of the embarrassment which my declaration made. I do not 
want it to be understood that I made the declaration without 
fully meaning it, because I did mean every word of it, and | 
think I was right about it. I would like to see my colleagues 
approve my suggestion. They do not. I do not change my 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I thought I understood the 
Senator's position. I was speaking only for myself. Of course 
I do not know what is in the mind of every Senator. I only 
give my own opinion, as I said last night that I could speak 
here only for myself. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. OVERMAN. I do. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I came on the floor in the midst of the 
statement of the Senator from North Carolina as to what might 
possibly be accomplished by an agreement. I did not under- 
stand the statement, and I ask him if he will be willing now 
to restate his proposition. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I was stating what occurred here last night. 
I think the distinguished Senator from Connecticut was in the 
chair at the time. To set myself right as to what I had stated 
I read from the Recorp. I only stated what I believed could 
be done. I do not propose to bind anybody here. I can ouly 
state what I believe can be done, and I only do that now. I 
am only one Senator speaking what I think are the sentiments 
of my brethren on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I just wanted to hear the Senator's 
proposition; that is all. 

Mr. OVERMAN. What I wanted was to get the appropria- 
tion bills out of the way, and then vote upon the tariff-board 
bill when they are out of the way. I said I believe there is not 
a Senator on this side who would obstruct in any way a vote 
on the tariff-board bill. I am against the bill myself, and will 
vote against it. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. OVERMAN, I do. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the suggestion of the Senator 
from North Carolina will, I am sure, give much encouragem*ut 
to all Senators present. We are approaching the close of #n 
arduous line of work on the various measures that have con 
We all fully realize our dui) 
I am sure there is not a Senator here w! 
feel content should adjournment occur on the 4th 
this month with any duty undischarged which devolves u 
the Senate. With that conception of the feelings of ever) 





from North 





| Senator, I venture to indulge the hope and to express the belief 


in 
| apprehended is after all of a vague and shadowy nature. 


that we can adjust the situation in a way reasonably satis 
factory to all. There are certain Senators here who are sir 
opposed to the pending bill to establish a tariff commissio I 
can readily understand how a Democrat realizes that the De 
cratic House, which is to assemble perchance on the eal! of 
the President and certainly on the arrival of the constitutio 
day, will be charged with the maintenance of the party fa 
through the framing of some kind of a law as a substitute 
the existing tariff law,and may desire to avoid the embarrass 
that might be encountered by a demand for delay until | 
proposed tariff board could report. 

In times gone by a tariff board has reported and Congress 
has acted without much reference to the report. I believe | 
due course that will occur again. So the embarrass 


The Senator from Oklahoma suggests that a Congress fresh 
from the people, giving voice to the last thought, might we 


| permitted to pass upon the appropriations for the mainten: 


resentatives when chosen immediately assume the powers of | 
government; and so it ought to be in this country. It was for 
the purpose of calling the attention of the Senate and of the | 
country to the im] 


press my opinion, and for the further purpose, too, of resolutely 
epposing the appropriation bills. That was my purpose, and 


| our plain duty while this Congress continues. 
portance of that matter that I ventured to ex- | 


of the Government for the next fiscal year. We can hot 
dulge in speculation of that kind as a justification for igno! 
It is the dut 
the present Congress to pass the appropriation bills necess 
to conduet the affairs of the Government for the next fiscal y' 
It would be unusual and extraordinary for us to abdicate ©! 


except for the strong advice of my associates, who are not ' functions and neglect our duties by negligently passing such 
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duties over to an incoming Congress. It is not wise that we | 
should do so, for we have the accumulated experience of two 
vears in the House and many more years in the Senate. So, in 
the ordinary course of events it can be taken for granted that 
we are better equipped with experience and information to deal 
with the necessities of the Government for the next fiscal year 
than a newly elected Congress would be. That Congress in its 
turn will project appropriations into a period of time beyond its 
existence, just as we are projecting appropriations now. 

These duties have been performed in the ordinary way for a 
long period of time, and I can perceive nothing in the present 
situation that justifies any radical departure from the ordinary 
way of doing business in Congress. We are now doing pre- 
cisely what was done by the Democratic Party prior to the in- 
auguration of Mr. Harrison in 1889; we are doing precisely 
what was done by the Republicans preceding the inauguration 
of Mr. Cleveland m 1895, and, of course, as the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] suggests, precisely what the 
Democratic majority of the next House will do at the end of 
the Sixty-second Congress. 

To depart from the usual is not wise, and must ordinarily be 
accounted for by some extraordinary conditions, and I submit 
that such conditions do not now obtain. We have some little 
disagreement here in the Chamber with reference to a pending 
measure concerning the tariff board, and that disagreement I 
think can be arranged. 

I am sure there is no Senator on the other side of the Cham- 
ber. nor is there a Senator on this side of the Chamber, who 
wishes by any unusual parliamentary tactics to prevent the 
passage of the appropriation bills. At the same time Senators 
on both sides of the Chamber desire to consider contem- 
poraneously with the consideration of appropriation bills this 
proposal to establish a tariff commission. They should have 
as much opportunity as the limited time at our disposal will 
permit. I do not feel that there should be any abridgment of 
debate, except such abridgment as the necessities of our situa- 
tion manifestly require. In order to reach some conclusion 
upon the subject, agreeable to the views of all, I suggest that 
we attempt now, at the hour of 2 o'clock and 45 minutes in 
the morning, to reach some arrangement whereby these repre- 
sentatives of sovereign States may address themselves hence 
forth to the business of this session in a businesslike way. We 
have many appropriations to make, and, as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen], we have many items in ap 
propriation bills which should be scrutinized with great care. 

I sympathize with the Senator's view in that behalf. I feel 
that all the time at our disposal should be devoted to a careful 
scrutiny of the items in the appropriation bills, and, inci- 
dentally, to the consideration of this tariff-board bill, a subject 
of great importance, whenever time is not required for the con- 
sideration of the appropriation bills. 

I believe that a vote to-morrow on the proposed tariff com- 
mission might deprive some Senator who desires to speak upon 
that question of the privilege of speaking, because in the inter- 
vening hours we will have conference reports, the Post Office 
appropriation bill still remaining to some extent undisposed of, 
and the sundry civil bill, vast in extent and large in amount 
as to the sum appropriated, must be considered. Then there is 
the Naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. OVERMAN. And the calendar with bills on it in which 
each Senator is interested for his own State or his own 
tion, which he would like to have taken up. 

Mr. CARTER. I realize that, and I do sincerely hope that we 
will be able to give every moment of time in seriousness and 
earnesthess to the consideration of the various appropriation 
bills, besides the consideration of such bills on the calendar 
as have passed the House and may become laws if passed by the 
Senate during this session. If the Senate addresses itself to 
this work in its accustomed vigorous manner at the close of the 
Session, all will be well. If, however, we continue to wrangle 
about the disposition to be made of this bill or that bill, univer 
Sal disappointment will reign throughout the Chamber, and 
perchance some of the supply bills will fail of passage. I am 
Sure every Senator would deplore that result. 

Now, in order that we may give the utmost limit of time for 
every Senator who may desire to speak, to address himself to 
the unfinished business, I suggest that we defer the unfinished 
business until a stated time on Saturday morning, leaving all of 
to-morrow to the consideration of this bill, when any 
desires to speak. 

_Mr. President, I de not care to set the time, but I think the 
time should be definitely stated, and stated with reference to 
the adjournment in such fashion as not to necessarily or proba- 
bly endanger the ultimate passage of the measure. 


sec- 


Senator 


I suggest ! 
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morning for a 


that we fix the hour of 8 o'clock on Saturday 
vote on the tariff-board bill. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President 

Mr. CARTER. I will not make a request at this time, but 
make a suggestion merely Now, I will be glad to yield to the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. PAYNTER. 


I desire to ask the Senator from Montana a 


question. I have not kept up entirely with this discussion 
The question I desire to submit is this: Has any Senator, who 
may have made reference to it in this debate, declared on the 
floor that he was willing, in order to try to force a vote upon 
the bill creating a tariff commission, to defeat the appropria 
tion bills, or any of them? 

Mr. CARTER. In reply to the Senator from Kentucky, I 
will make this general answer. I have observed during the 


years I have served in Congress that in the closing 


days ot 


every session interest becomes so intense and the burdens upon 
Senators so heavy and constant, that they are prone at times to 
speak in a petulant manner, in a way not expressive of their 
deliberate judgment or settled purpose. I do not know what 
Senators have said with reference to any of these measures, 
but I do know this, that upon mature reflection every Senator 
in the Chamber will agree that the duty of the hour should 
be met and performed, and that these appropriation bills 
should be passed, for the very suilicient reason that duty com 
mands us, and no one can assign an adequate cause for dis 
regarding the duty here presented. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I want to be permitted to say that I fully 
agree with what the Senator from Montana has just said. I 
do not think that any Member of this body should employ any 
tactics whatever to interfere with votes upon these appro 
priation bills. We owe it to the country to pass these bills 
But I believe they should be discussed as long as circum 
stances will permit. Yet I feel it our duty to vote upon these 


questions aS soon as we can possibly do it, to avoid any danger 


that may prevent the passage of these bills. 
Mr. CARTER. I am quite sure that the Senator from Ken 
tucky expresses the real feelings of every Senator in the 


Chamber. We are in the midst of a complicated situation which 
requires candor and frankness to reach an adjustment. Every 
moment of the remaining time will be required if we address 
ourselves and continuously to the work. Every moment of delay 
will be a moment lost. 








Mr. OVERMAN. I indorse everything the Senator says. In 
fact, I said here to-night, and I think my friend here will bear 
me out, substantially, what I said at 2 o'clock, and I read from 
a letter late last night or this morning. I read it, not for delay, 
but I read it so that I might be set right. I want to read the 
RecorD and read it again, and I have at all times been willing 
to yote on these appropriation bills and get them out of the 
way as we ought to. 

I want to say to the Senator that I think every Senator on 
this side will accept his proposition. I do not mean to say 
that we will not discuss these bills. They ought to be dis 
cussed. I went into a committee meeting this evening at 8 
o'clock on an appropriation bill covering $180,000,000, and 
which was considered in an hour. We ought not to pass them 
without consideration. Let them be considered At what 
time Saturday did the Senator from Montana suggest? 

Mr. CARTER. In order to bring the matter forward in a 
definite form for consideration, I ask unanimous consent of the 
Senate that the unfinished business, known as the tariff-board 
bill, be voted on without further debate at half past 8 o’cloc! 
on Saturday morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asl 
unanimous consent that a vote be taken upon Saturday morn 
ing, the calendar day of March 4, at 8.80 o'clock, upon the bil 
H. R. 32010, the tariff-board bill, without further debate. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. STONE. I am not insistent about it, but I should like to 
inquire of the Senator from Montana if that unanimous-consent 
request should be agreed to, what hour would be fixed. I say I 


am not insistent about it, but I should like to know whether we 
are to go on all night or whether we are to have a little rest. 


Mr. CARTER. I think all Senators present will be glad 
adjourn, barring, perchance, such formal matters as might be 
presented in a moment or two. 

Mr. WARREN. I am going to make a practical suggestion 


I do not know that this is the time or place to do We have 
now probably taken two or three times much time in dis 
cussing the point as it would have taken to have passed the 
naval appropriation bill. The naval appropriation bill here, 
and I sug 


as 


is 


am going to 


gest that unless we arrive at some understanding and unless we 
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wish to take further time on it we might be doing business and | 
getting the bill inte the hands of the conferees. 

I want to say, and I have had some little experience in these 
matters, that if you adjourn to-night and undertake to get bills 
through to-morrow—four great bills that have got to be gotten 
through—it will be impossible to get through the two Houses 
and into the hands of the conferees the reports and have the 
bills printed and signed before the time when we shall have ad- 
journed sine die. It can not be done. 

Mr. STONE. If the naval appropriation bill can be passed 
in balf an hour, I think it can be done in half an hour to-morrow 
morning just as well. I am quite sure, so far as I know, that 
there is no person who has any disposition to discuss the naval 
appropriation bill, unless it should carry some item that some 
Senator whom I know nothing about might want to make an 
inquiry concerning, but I am sure it would through very 
rapidly, 


or. 
BU 


I understand the proposition to be that the Senate agree that 
on Saturday morning, the calendar day, after the reading of 
the Journal upon that day— 


Mr. CARTER. I suggested the hour of 8.30. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Eight thirty was the request. 


Mr. CARTER. 
the time. 

Mr. STONE. That at 8.30 o’clock a vote be taken upon what 
is known as the tariff-board bill. 

Mr. CARTER. And all amendments then pending. 

Mr. STONE. And all amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair suggest, because it 
may not be in the mind of Senators, that the bill has already 
progressed to the stage of engrossment and third reading? 

Mr. OVERMAN. How is that? I did not understand that. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has already progressed to | 
engrossment and third reading. The next question is, Shall | 
the bill be engrossed and read the third time? That is the | 
pending question. 

Mr. STONE. I desire to say that there has been among the 
Senators with whom I have been cooperating no objection to 
a vote on this bill after the appropriation bills have been con- 
sidered and passed upon, but 8.30 o’clock Saturday morning is 
within three hours and a half of the adjournment. That is so 
near to the time when the appropriation bills should have been | 
disposed of that it seems to me like splitting hairs to contest 
a matter like that, and, speaking for myself and the Senator from | 
North Carolina and others with whom I have just conferred, I 
see no objection to consenting to that arrangement, and although | 
I hope very much that what has been said will be observed | 
and faith kept, as a matter of comfort to us all we should ad- 
journ now at a very early moment. <A Senator says we should 
adjourn right away. 

Mr. PENROSE. 
souri. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. PENROSE. I recognize the fact that the Senate is pretty 
well tired out, and that none of us are willing to stay up very | 
much longer. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether he would have any objection, provided this unanimous- 
consent agreement is made, to take up the naval bill and pro- 
ceed with it for a short time, and if we find it is going to lead 
to any prolonged debate in any part of it we can then adjourn, 
and in any event— 

Mr. STONE. Would not the Senator from Pennsylvania be 
satisfied to have the bill read, and let us go home? 

Mr. PENROSE. I will be entirely satisfied, so far as I am 
concerned, with that proposition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Unless some progress is going to be made 
upon the appropriation bills immediately following this pro- 
posed unanimous-consent agreement, I shall object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The suggestion has been made—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. If we are going to proceed with the ap- 
propriation bills to-night, I would not object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The suggestion has been made 
that no objection would be made to proceeding for a while—not 
in any agreement, but that suggestion has been made. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Every Senator here is equally responsible 
for the legislation of this body. There is no selected guardian 
to answer to the public. We are jeopardizing the interests of 
the Government by delaying the consideration of these appro- 
priation bills, and I certainly shall not join in the unanimous 
consent unless the Senate intends to proceed orderly, without 
limitation, to the consideration and enactment of these neces- 
Sary laws. 


In order that all Senators may be present at 


I wish to interrogate the Senator from Mis- 


from Missouri 
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Mr. President, I have sat silently by while this matter has 
proceeded to-night and during the day. I am not willing that 
the Recorp shall disclose acquiescence upon my part in such a 
procedure. The first duty of the Senate is to enact the appro- 
priation bills, and I shall not give unanimous consent, so far 
as I am concerned, until it is known that we are going to pro- 
ceed seriously to the completion of these bills. 

Mr. CARTER. I will say to the Senator from Idaho that 
my understanding is that the overwhelming desire of the Sen 
ate to proceed seriously and promptly to the consideration of 
the appropriation bills has led to this advanced stage of a 
unanimous-consent agreement. I know there are many Se 
ators in this Chamber who are opposed to the tariff-board il! 
and who would like to see it fail, but they vielded with a view 
to accomplishing the identical purpose the Senator from Idali 
has at heart. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I did not have in mind for 
a moment the fate of the tariff-board bill. I had in mind only 
the performance of the responsible duty of Senators at this 
hour toward the Government they represent. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, may I say a word? Although [ 
am speaking twice, I will make this suggestion. I have jus 
conferred with several Senators here who are in sympathy with 
the fight we have all been making against the consideration of 
the bill known as the tariff-board bill in advance of the appr 
priation bills. I have no desire to carry on this controversy 
when we are so near to a conclusion. I am glad to have this 
suggestion made. Now, let the Chair put the question of 
unanimous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


Unanimous consent is asked— 

Mr. OVERMAN. I will say to the Senator from Idaho— 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have objected to unanimous consent. 
Unless there is an agreement in regard to the appropriation 
bills, I will object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Se 
ator from North Carolina desires to make a suggestion in ref- 
to the unanimous-consent agreement—a modification, 
perhaps. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I should like to say to the Senator from 
Idaho it will take some time to read the appropriation bil). 
We will agree that that much progress shall be made—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. It ought not to require the consent or the 
agreement of anybody to perform a duty so plain as the passage 
of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator is objecting to unanimous co. 
sent? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the form in which the Chair 
stated the proposition, the Chair understands the Senator f: 
Idaho to object. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask 
tariff-board bill at the 
that immediately after 
granted, we proceed to 
priation bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then I will withdraw the objection and 
accept that in good faith. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to that reques 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the request for unani! 
consent for a vote be stated by the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request is that on the cal 
dar day of Saturday, March 4, at 8.30 a. m., without fur 
a vote be taken first upon the engrossment 
amendment and third reading and then upon the 
House bill 32010, entitled “An act to create a tariff board, | 
that as soon as this agreement is reached the Senate shall 
ceed to the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 1s 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
entered. 

Mr. PENROSE. It is not necessary to make a motion to 1}! 
ceed to the consideration of the appropriation bill. It wi 
proceeded with now. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 

sider the bill (H. R. 32212) making appropriations for 


unanimous consent that we vote on f! 
hour of 8.30 Saturday morning, sud 
the granting of this consent, if if is 
the consideration of the naval aj 


of 


passa ce 


ord r 5 


| naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and 


other purposes, which had been reported from the Comn 
on Naval Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to dispense \ 
the formal reading of the bill, and that the committee am 
ments be acted upon as they are reached in the reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Ch 
hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs wis, 
under the subhead “ Pay of the Navy,” on page 2, line 1, after 


the word “ paymasters,” to insert “and accounting officers; 


- 
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and in line 2, after the word “storekeepers,” to insert| The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

‘ashore and afloat,” so as to read: Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 

Pay and allowances prescribed by law of officers on sea duty and The SecreTary. On page 6, line 26, before the words “ per 
other — — oe ee ee ._ = ee centum,” it is proposed to amend the amendment by striking 
clerks to pe asters an acco if otmecers i yi S and stations ik salad 99 : ebituinn: th ont _ 99 ° - 
ceneral storekeepers ashore and afloat and receiving ships, and other | OU! eighty and inserting ninety,’ so as to read: 
vessels. } And provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy and he here 

The amendment was agreed to. by is, authorized, in his discretion, to make partial payments from time 

Mr. JONES. I desire to ask a question. The formal reading | t© time during the progress of the work under existing contracts and all 

‘the bill was dispensed with, I understand CORTES EEE mae were Sas avy _Departem : “ge 
of the als wes a ’ : stad, poses, but not in excess of 90 per cent of the value of work already 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was. done. 

. "hs rj » bil » rey ‘ 9119 a 

Mr. JONES = wil _ the bill be read at all? ; rhe amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read for action on com- | The amendment as amended was agreed to 

i wm ¢ ’ » S ‘ after i ss Irse . : . = < , wgl-asdibge ; al ag . 
mittee ae ro now, and after that, of course, it will be rhe reading of the bill was resumed. 

, ‘ el » one . . . . 
ia + ONES. L nderstand th: the Secretary ia ai : rhe next amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, 

Mr. JONES. understand that le Secretary is simply | on page 7, after line 8, to insert: 
reading the amendments. I think the bill ought to be read : 
once, anyway. Hereafter, if any officer of the United ee Nav y shall _ in his 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will physical examination for promotion and be found incapacitated for sery 


resume the 
reading of the bill. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment was, in the item of appropriation for 
the pay of the Navy, on page 3, line 6, after the word “ dol- 
to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That all officers of the Navy who since Mareh 3, 1899, have 
been advanced or may hereafter be advanced in grade or rank by the 
President, in accordance with law, shall be allowed the pay and allow- 
ances of the higher grade or rank from the date they take rank as 
stated in their commissions. 

Mr. WARREN. I make the point of order against that pro- 
viso as being legislation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is sustained. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 10, to insert: 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized 
and directed to open and resettle, upon application, the accounts of 
volunteer officers of the Navy who served in the War with Spain, and 


lars,” 


| sented to the committee. 


to resettle such accounts in accordance with the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in the case of the United States | 
against John M. Hite, reported in Two hundred and fourth United 


States Reports, page 343. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Pay, miscel- 
laneous,” in the item of appropriation for contingent expenses 
of the Navy, on page 5, line 23, after the words “nineteen hun- 
dred and twelve,” to insert: 

And provided further, That all officers of the Navy serving on or 
after June 24, 1910, as chief of a bureau in the Navy Department, shall 
have, after 25 years’ service, while on the active list, the highest rank, 
title, pay, and allowances of rear admiral, and shall be entitled to and 
shall receive new after 25 years’ service commissions in accordance 
with the rank and title hereby conferred and be thereafter carried as 


additional numbers in that grade according to date of commission; and 


upon retirement shall be placed upon the retired list with the rank and 
title held at the time of retirement, and shall have three-quarters of 
the highest pay and allowances authorized by law for officers of their 

k: Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall operate 
to deprive any officer of the rank, title, pay, or emoluments to which 


he is 


aw 


now or may hereafter be entitled in accordance with existing 
Mr. LODGE. On that amendment, beginning in line 24 on 
page 5 and extending to line 14 on page 6, I make the point of 
order that it is clearly general legislation. 
eral legislation but it increases the pay and allowances, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is legislative. The Chair sus- 
ains the point of order. 

The next amendment was to insert on page 6, beginning with 


ie 14, the following: 
ided further, T 


ind prot 


at hereafter, in fixing the cost of work under 








It is not only gen- 


the various naval appropriations, the direct and indirect charges incident 

thereto shall be included in such cost: And provided further, That the 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts shall keep the money accounts of the | 

Naval Establishment in such manner as to show such charges and shall 

rt the same annually for the information of Congress: And pro 

ed further, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, au- 

thorized, in his discretion, to make partial payments from time to time 

a ng the progress of the work under existing contracts and all con- 

tracts hereafter made under the Navy Department for public purposes, 

t not in excess of SO per cent of the value of work already done; and 

t ontracts hereafter made shall provide for such insurance as the 


retary of the Navy may deem sufficient, and for a lien in favor of 


Government, which lien is hereby made paramount to all other liens, 

n the articles or thing contracted for on account of all payments so 

de: Provided, That partial payments shall not be made under 

ntracts except where stipulated for, and then only in accordance with 
contract provisions. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. The word “And” should be left out be- 
fore the words “Provide d further.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be done. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, if I can have the “80 per cent” 
hanged to “90 per cent,” I will not make the point of order 
against it. 

Mr. PERKINS. The committee accepts the amendment. 

_ Mr. KEAN. Then I move to strike out “80 per cent” and 
insert “90 per cent.” 


such | 


ice by reason of physical disability contracted in the line of duty, he 
shall be retired with the rank to which his seniority entitled him to be 
promoted. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I 
man of the committee or some member of the committee why 
not apply that rule to the men who have been heretofore 
retired? I understand that the department has taken a stand 
against them; and if so, why should we apply it to those here- 
after to be retired? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to the Senator from Kansas that 
this is the exact provision that is in the Army appropriation 
bill. No objection was made to it, and no other claim was pre- 
There is a special act pending, which 
passed the Senate, but it has not been placed on the appropria- 
tion bill. It would hardly be in order to do so. 

Mr. McCUMBER. A bill containing exactly the same provi- 
sion has passed the Senate. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is true. 

Mr. CURTIS. I understand the Navy Department has re- 
ported against this kind of legislation by private bill for a man 
who has heretofore been retired under similar circumstances. 
I do not know whether I am right or wrong, but that my 
information. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
this amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is the information I desire. 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator know whether, in the case 
of which he speaks, the man was already at the point of being 
promoted? What this bill does is this 

Mr. CURTIS. I understand he was at the point of being pro- 
moted and was to have taken the examination for promotion, 
but because of his physical condition was prevented from doing 


should like to ask the chair- 


is 


The department has reported in favor of 


so. The examination was continued, and at the next period he 
was not in a physical condition to take the examination. He 
was then retired. 

I contend that all these officers should be treated alike. If 
this provision is to apply to officers who may hereafter be 


retired, it should apply te those who, under the same conditions, 
have heretofore been retired. 

Mr. WARREN. Does not the Senator think it would be a 
better way to provide for the future, and then take up these 
matters at another time? 

Mr. CURTIS. If I may make the suggestion, if the depart 
ment, as I am advised it has done, has reported against the men 
who have heretofore been retired, then there be a 
general provision applying to all. Believing the amendment is 
subject to a point of order, I make the point of order against it. 


should 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I would ask the Senator 
to withhold his point of order. I did have the report of the 
Secretary upon this matter, but I find it is not in my desk, and 
I wish to get it. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to say that that is the exact law that 
is now in force in the Army, and, indeed, it must be just, be- 
cause if a man is mentally sound and is willing to accept the 
responsibility of a higher office, but is found physically in- 
capable, he ought to be retired with the rank he is entitled to 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator raise the point 
of order? 

Mr. CURTIS. All of them should be treated alike. I in- 
sist upon the point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is sustained. 


The Secretary will resume the reading of the bill. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I will state before the read- 
ing is resumed, so that the Chair may examine the matter, that 
I shall make the point of order against the clause from lines 


13 to 26, on page 7, inclusive. 
Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, 
ought to be read. 


perhaps the paragraph 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. 
to rend it. 

Mr. WARREN. 
advised. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, 


on page 7, after line 12, to insert: 

That all officers, including warrant officers, active or retired, who 
have been or may be appointed to the Navy from civil life or while serv 
ing in the Regular Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, except as midshipmen, 
shall, on the date of appointment, be credited, for computing their pay, 
with five years of service: Provided, That the total previous service of 

ich officers shall have been less than five years: And provided, That in 

computing the five years’ credit given by this act all previous service 
hall be included: And provided, That this act shall not operate to re 
duce the pay now received by any person in the Navy, nor to creat 
any claim for back pay or accrued allowances: And provided further, 
That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and they 
are hereby, repealed 

Mr. PENROSE. I raise the point of order on the two pro- 


visos beginning in line 18, down to line 21, inclusive. 

Mr. WARREN. I raise the point of order on the entire para- 
graph, from line 153 to line 26, on page 7. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just a moment. I 
it is fortunate that some other bills have passed, or points of 
order might be more numerous than they are appearing to- 
night. If this bill is to be treated as an outcast because it hap 
peus to contain a little legislation, I think hereafter we shall 
certain other bills with more care before we allow them 
to pass. 


Mr WARREN. 


sean 


Will the Senator let me call his attention to 


one matter in the bill? It is proposed when a man in civil 
life 
Mr. PENROSE. I suggest to the Chair that the point of 


order has been raised, and that the Chair rule on the point of 
order and let us get on with the bill. The provisos are clearly 
open to objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). 
Senator from New Hampshire desires to make a statement. 

Mr. PENROSE. Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think I shall not make any further 
statement, if Senators who are not on the committee take charge 
of this bill without giving an opportunity for us to hear those 
who are on the committee. I have ne objection to striking out 
these provisions. They are undoubtedly subject to points of 
order. The one that went out last is a provision that ought to 
have remained in the bill. It is precisely the same regulation 
which now obtains as to the Army, and there is no reason why 
it should not apply to naval officers as well. The point of order 
has been made against it, as I think, without due considera- 
tion; but it is out of the bill, and I have no objection to the re- 
mainder of these amendments going out in the same way. 

Mr. PENROSE. I am a member of the committee, and at- 
tended all the hearings on this bill, I believe, and I am in favor 
of a great deal of this legislation; but I recognize the fact that 
it is a physical impossibility for us to consider at this late hour 
any of these legislative paragraphs that will lead to discussion. 

Mr. WARREN. I only desire to say that it seems to me a 
very objectionable feature that individual citizens taken from 
private life are immediately credited with five years’ service. 

Mr. PENROSE. The provision is out of the bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sustained. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I desire to ask for what purpose 
the bill is being read now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
mittee amendments. 

Mr. STONE. 
with? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The formal reading, the Chair 
understood, was dispensed with. The full text is being read, 
together with the amendments, and the committee amendments 
are being considered as they are reached. 


The 


For the consideration of com- 
The text of the bill is also being read. 
Has the first reading of the bill been dispensed 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I will say that if the chairman 
of the committee will allow the amendment at the bottom of 
page 22 and the top of page 23 to go over until to-morrow it 


probably will not take very much time then to dispose of it, and 
I will not insist upon the full reading of the bill. 

Mr. WARREN. I hope the Senator is not going to object to 
the bill being closed to-night. 
Mr. JONES. It will only take but a few moments to close it 
morrow. 
Mr. WARREN. It is not a matter of that. The bill ought to 
go to the Printing Office and get back so that we can get it into 
conference. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
upon that. 
this amendment. 


to 


I hope the Senator from Washington will not 
The committee were unanimous in regard to 
If we are going to discriminate and provide in 


Insist 


| 


I only mention it so that the Chair may be | 


think | 
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Certainly; the Secretary is about | 
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what particular place the Navy Department shall buy coal, it 
will certainly emasculate the whole service. 

Mr. JONES. They are doing a good deal of discrimination 
now. I desire to say this is not discrimination against the de 
partment, and it probably would not take very much time to 
morrow to dispose of the matter, and I think time would be 
saved by allowing it to go over. If that can be done, I am wil] 
ing to waive the reading of the entire bill, although I think that 
the bill ought to be read. I do not think we ought to pass a 
bill carrying $125,000,000 without its being read in the Senate. 
but I am willing to waive that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is being read. 

Mr. JONES. I know that; but I am willing not to insist upon 
the full reading of the bill if I can have a little time to-morrow 

Mr. LODGE. Every word of the bill is being read. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that, and it is being read on my 
insistence, : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. By unanimous consent, Mr. President. it 
was agreed that this bill should be proceeded with to-night. 


Mr. JONES. But it was not agreed that it should be com 
pleted to-night. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; not completed. 

Mr. PENROSE. That it should be read to-night. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘That it should be proceeded with. 

Mr. WARREN. The agreement was that this bill should be 
passed to-night 


Mr. GALLINGER. 

The PRESIDING 
the reading. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the first reading of the bill hay 
ing been had, I think we ought to go home and come back at 
9 o'clock, and then go on with the bill. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDING 
stand that to be in 
agreement. 

Mr. STONE. I do not understand the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that th: 
unanimous-consent agreement was that we should proceed to 
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. STONE. We have proceeded with it. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I ask that the unanimous 
consent agreement be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Regular order, Mr. President. 
OFFICER. The Secretary will continue 


OFFICER. 
accordance 


The 
with 


does not under 
unanimous-consent 


Chair 
the 


It is agreed by unanimous consent that on the calendar day of Satur 
day, March 4, 1911, at 8.30 o'’cleck a. m., the Senate will, without fur 
ther debate, vote upon the bill (H. R. 32010) to create a tariff board 
that the vote shall first be upon the engrossing, then upon the third 
reading of the bill, and then upon its passage, and that immediate!) 
upon this agreement being effected the Senate will proceed to the con 
sideration of the naval appropriation bill. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Missour 
correct in his construction that the agréement does not 
template the conclusion of the consideration of the bill to-nig 
but I appeal to the Senator to permit the unobjected items « 
amendment to be agreed to to-night, and that the bi 
left open for any amendments any Senator desires to propos 
to-morrow morning. I think the unobjected matters might w 
be disposed of to-night. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I hope we may go as far 4s 
that, and I would like very much to go further. The fact is, w 
have agreed to meet in the morning at 10 o’clock to take U) 
the sundry civil bill, which embraces some 500 pages 
will probably provoke some considerable discussion. To tak 
the naval appropriation bill up in the merning would, of cours 
delay the sundry civil bill, and we ought to get this bill, if po 
sible, through to-night and into the hands of the printer 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the Chair seemed to 
that a motion te adjourn woukl not be entertained. I 
like to know what the Chair’s opinion as to that is. 7_ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was only a supposition § 
the Chair that we were to proceed with the naval appropri: 1 
bill. Of course, if the Senator from Missouri moves to ad): 
the Chair will be obliged to put the motion. 

Mr. STONE. I will not at this moment insist upon the ! 
tion; but I desire to say, Mr. President—and very briefly, too 
that it does seem to me that with a bill of this kind, carry)! 
such a great amount of money, with only a handful of Senator 
here, and after all the conferences we have had to-night be! 
the agreement was entered into, that we ought to adjourn, ~” 
that we may have to-morrow morning a sufficient number ©! 
Senators here to consider the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from M| 


indi 


shi 


| souri will permit the bill to be read, and then we can Iet it 
over until to-morrow morning for amendment. 
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Mr. STONE. The bill has been read. 

Mr. PERKINS. Part of it has been read, but not the whole 
of it. 

Mr. WARREN. It is being read now for the consideration of 
committee amendments. 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from: 
Missouri [Mr. Srone] will have some consideration for the 
Senator from California [Mr. PerKINS]. He is advanced in 


years and in feeble health, and it is an extraordinary effort that 
he has made to sit up until this late hour. If he is willing to 
go on, I think every Senator present in this Chamber ought to be 
willing to let him go on. 

Mr. STONE. I bave great respect for the Senator from 
California, as I have for the Senator from Pennsylvania, and 
I am willing to withhold the motion for awhile, so far as I am 
concerned, and let the bill be proceeded with for awhile longer; 
but not very long, for I shall make the motion again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to passing 
over the amendment on pages 22 and 23? 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that they be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend 
ment at the bottom of page 22 and the top of page 23 will 
passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, under the subhead 
“Bureau of Ordnance,” on page 19, line 2, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” to strike out: “Provided, That no part of this appropria- 
tion shall be expended in experiments unless, in the develop- 
ment of armor-piercing projectiles and high explosives, an at- 
tack on heavy turret armor and heavy belt armor is made by 
armor-piercing projectiles at not less than 15,000 yards,” 
to make the clause read: 

Experiments, Bureau of Ordnance: 


be 


” 


so as 


For experimental work in the de 


velopment of armor-piercing and other projectiles, fuses, powders and 
high explosives, in connection with problems of the attack of armor 
with direct and inclined fire at various ranges, including the purchas 
or armor, powder, projectiles, and fuses for the above purposes, and of 
all necessary material and labor in connection therewith; and for other 
experimental work under the cognizance of the Bureau of Ordnance in 
connection with the development of ordnance material for the Navy, 


$100,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I have just read the statement 
in reference to the amendment on page 7, lines 8 to 12, against 
which I made a point of order. Having read the statement, if 
it may be printed in the Recorp, I will withdraw my point of 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Right at this point I present the state- 
ment, which I send to the desk, being a portion of a letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy, I understand, with reference to this 


The quest ion, then, is on agree 


case. I ask that it be printed in the Recorp. 
Mr. CURTIS. That is the statement to which I have re- 


ferred, and I ask that it may follow my remarks. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, Without objection, permission 

is granted. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

DECEMBER 27, 
marks relative to Senate bill 4746 (passed Senate), now before 
Naval Committee as No. 16893, for retirement with advanced 
f naval officers failing physically on examination for promotion. 

‘his bill a measure intended to correct and adjust a discrimination 
now existing against naval officers and place them on a basis of equality 
nd justice with officers of the Army and Marine Corps. This 


1910 
House 


rank 


Re 


is 





law of 





tirement has long been operative in the Army and in the Marine 
Corps since 1892. No such law exists relative to naval officers, who are 
l inated against and suffer injustice thereby. 

A noticeable case in point is here cited: Recently a commander in 
the Navy was examined for promotion to the rank of captain and 


found “ mentally, moraily, and professionally qualified,” but “ physically 


disqualified,” and was recommended to be reexamined physically in six 
months to determine the extent of his present physical incapacity. 
Should this officer fail physically on the reexamination that is to be 

i in June next, he will be retired in his present rank of commander 


and not of captain, for which rank he is mentally, morally, and pro 
sionally qualified. 
If the 





law in regard to retirement, applicable alike to officers of the 

Army and Marine Corps, is made applicable to the Navy by the passage 
of Senate bill 4746 or House bill 16893 on or before the adjournment 
of the present Congress on March 4, 1911, this injustice to and dis 
mination against the naval officer, whose case is herein cited, and 
ill other naval officers would terminate This commander's case in 


vites a further examination into the conditions and circumstances that 
how confront and surround him. 
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an armed vessel that was actively engaged in and around Cuban waters 


during that war. He took part in the early stages of the blockade of 
Habana and was under fire of the shore batteries near that city lle 
convoyed and successfully landed at Port Banes, Cuba, in May, 180s, 
the first body of troops of any considerable number that succeeded in 
remaining there. The vessel under his command was one of those that 
convoyed and accompanied the United States Army to Daiquiri, Cuba, 
in June, 1898, and assisted in the landing. Following this came block 
ade duty in the vicinity of Cape Cruz and Manzanillo, Cuba 

Hie participated in the engagement before the latier place on July 1 
ISO9S, and was commended for his conduct in battle on this oecasion by 
the commander in chief of the North Atlantic Fleet Afterwards came 
the engagements at Manzanillo, Cuba, on July 17 and Aug 12, and 
at Las Tunas, Cuba, on July 26, where he ul gone with dispatches, 
arriving in time to participate in the attack on that place 

He served in the Philippine Islands from 1899 to 1902 and took part 
in suppressing the insurrection there From 1904 to 1907 he again saw 
service in the Philipines, and since then he has been inspector of a 
lighthouse district, in comand of a vessel protecting American interests 
in Central America and South America, and is now commanding a ip 

|} at a navy yard. 

For “eminent and conspicuous conduct in battle during the War 
with Spain he was advanced in numbers as a reward of merit and 1 
commissioned in pursuance thereof By this advance nt, howeve } 
became on promotion to the next higher grade and thereafter an addi 


tional number in whatever grade promoted to 

This law was passed and construed to avoid delaying the promotion 
of those ofticers above whom he was placed, that all officers so advanced 
should thereafter be additional numbers in whatever grade to which 
promoted. Just here a new difficulty is encountered 


Under the Navy personnel act of 1899 officers promoted for eminent 


and conspicuous conduct in battle or extraordinary heroism are given 
additional numbers in their respective grades; and their retirement 
from active service, due-to incapacity, even in the line of duty, does 
not create a vacancy, therefore they can not and do not enjoy the 
privileges of retiring in the next higher grade as do other officers not 
handicapped by such conduct as “eminent and conspicuous conduct in 
battle” or “extraordinary heroism in battle.” Such is the case of 
this officer whose record has been cited. Had this officer's conduct 
been less “eminent and conspicuous in battle"’ he could have retired 
last June as a captain under the provisions of the Navy personnel act 
of 1899. He therefore has a right to regard himself as being discrimi 
nated against and unjustly treated, and this discrimination against and 
injustice to him is not his own fault nor the result of any misconduct 
on his part; but, on the contrary, is the result of circumstances and 
conditions of which he is not the author but the victim 

Fuil consideration has been given to the fact that there is now 
pending before the House Naval Committee a bill (Il. R. 27844) 
to regulate and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the United 
States Navy and Marine Corps, in which is incorporated features in- 
tended to correct and adjust the discrimination and injustice against 
which complaint is made, but this bill is still under consideration by 
the House Naval Committee, and hearings on it are as yet incompleted 

It is complex and contains so many other provisions that it prac 
tically involves a reorganization of the naval personnel. No hearings on 


this bill have been held by the Senate Naval Committee, and it is not 
believed that sufficient time exists between now and the 4th of March, 
1911, to have this bill reported by both Houses of Congress and passed. 





Senate bill No. 4746 has passed the Senate and is now before the House 
Naval Committee as No. 16893 

This bill is not complex, and involves no features other than those 

of justice to deserving naval officers, and it removes the discrimination 
against them in regard to retirement by giving them the measure of 
} justice so long accorded officers of the Army and Marine Corps Its 
passage by the House should not longer be delayed and can not be so 
delayed without continuing the injustice and discrimination now exist- 
ing against naval officers Some, if not all, of them deserve better 

treatment at the hands of their countrymen 
| The honor conferred upon this officer for his conduct In war, tIn- 
stead of promoting his well-being and interests, has been punitive in 
character and effect, and the danger that it will | " permanently 
so is imminent unless the redress requested is pre granted 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 16, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “seventy-five thousand” and insert 


‘one hundred and twenty-five thousand,” and In line, 


the same 


after the word “ dollars,” to insert: “* Provided, That $50,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, of this appropriation may 
be used in the Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department at 


Washington, D. C., for the purchase of the necessary 
materials, supplies, and tools, and for the pay of 


machinery, 
the necessary 





additional draftsmen, photographers, lithographers, printers, 
negative cutters, pressmen and feeders. to enable the Hydro 
graphic Office to produce metallic chart plates of the oceans and 
harbors of the world, and print charts therefrom, to replace such 
foreign charts as now have to be purchased abroad d to ¢ 
able the Secretary of the Navy to carry out th ( he will 
detail such naval officers as may be n ssary to llvdro 
eraphic Office,” so as to make the clause read 

Ocean and lake surveys Iivdr ranht evs r Aa thie pay 
of the necessary hydrographic surveyors, ¢ l nd 
recorders, and for the purchase of 1 t ks, i * 

| directions, $125,000: Provided, That $50,000, « so I ‘ f ay 
be necessary, et 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the sub! d “Bureau of 
Yards and Docks,” in the item of appropriation for the main- 
tenance of yards and docks, on page 26, line 14, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert the following proviso 

Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy is aut rized, in 
his discretion, to furnish hereafter, without « I ! tand f e 
Young Men's Christian Association buildings in navy yards and stat g 


lfe has served with a creditable record for more than 37 years in 
he Navy, and has rendered services that brought forth a letter of | 
mmendation from the Secretary of the Navy for his conduct on 
north Alaska exploring expedition in 1884-85. Again, in 1889 
ece ived the commendation of the commander in chief of the Pacific 
“juadron for his services in saving life and property during the devas 
t ting hurricane that enveloped the Samoan Islands on March 15, 16, 
and 17 of that year, when two of our own ships and two of the German 
s 


ips were total loses, and one ship of each nation stranded. During 
the War with Spain he held the rank of lieutenant and commanded 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead 
Bureau of Yards and Docks,” on page 27 


lit ” 
wi, 110 «a, 


“ Publie works, 
after the word 
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‘dollars,’ to 
the word “ c 


$229,000 ; ”’ 
‘Por 


in line 4, before 
and insert “ for; ” 


strike out “in all, 
mtinuing,” to strike out 





in the same line, before the word “wall,” to strike out “key” 
and insert “ quay;” and in line 5, after the word “ dollars,” to 
insert “in all, $229,000,” so as to make the clause read: 

Navy yard, Portsmouth, N. H Combined railway and highway 
bridge, with approach and appurtenances (cost not to exceed $125,000), 


$125,000; railroad rolling stock, additional, $4,000; for continuing the 
extension of the quay wall, $100,000; in all, $229,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 8, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “toward 150-ton floating crane (cost not 
to exceed $325,000), $150,000;” in line 17, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert “to be immediately available; ” 
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The next amendment was, on page 32, line 16, after the word 


“dollars,” to insert “toward permanently securing deep water 
at the entrance of the dry-dock at the navy yard, $60,000,” and 
in line 19, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out “ten” and 
insert “seventy,” so as to make the clause read: 

__Navy yard, Charleston, 8. C.: Paving and grading, to continue, 
$5,000; railroad system, extensions and improvements, $5,000; toward 
permanently securing deep water at the entrance of the dry-dock at the 


|} navy yard, $60,000; in all, $70,000. 


and in line |} 


19, before the word “thousand,” to strike out “one hundred | 


and twenty-seven” and insert “two hundred and 


seven,” so as to make the clause read: 

Navy yard, Boston Mass.: Dredging, $5,000; toward 150-ton floating 
crane (cost not to exceed $325,000), $150,000; improvements to water 
front, $50,000; improvements to yard buildings, $10,000; paving, 
$10,000; electrical system, extension, $5,000; one officer’s quarters, 
$12,000; improvement of central power plant, $20,000; enlargement 
of Dry Dock No. 2, $15,000, to be immedately available; in all, navy 
yard, Boston, $277,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 


"9 
—“, 


to insert: 


seventy- | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 25, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “to restore dike and fill, $9,000; quay wall 
extension, $50,000,” and on page 33, line 3, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “ forty-eight” and insert “one hun- 
dred and seven,” so as to make the clause read: 


Naval station, Key West, Fla.: Approach to Pier B, $10,000; repairs, 


| coal shed and coal conveyers “A,” $23,000; sewers, $2,000; water sys 


| tem, 


That it shall be the duty of the Attorney General of the United | 
States, at the request of the Secretary of the Navy, to institute, as soon | 


as may be, a suit or suits in the supreme court of the District of 


Columbia against all persons and corporations, or others, who may | 


have, or pretend to have, any right, title, claim, or interest in and 
to any part or parcel of the land or water in the District of Columbia 
within the limits of the city of Washington, or exterior to said limits, 
composing any part of the Anacostia River, or Eastern Branch, their 
shores and submerged or partly submerged lands, as well as the bed of 
said river or branch and the uplands adjacent thereto, including flats 
and marsh lands, or who may have, or pretend to have, any right, title, 
claim, or interest in and to any part or parcel of the land needed by 
the United States for the construction, maintenance, and operation of 
a sufficient and satisfactory track connection for a railroad to the navy 
yard in the city of Washington, provided for in the act of Congress 
approved June 24, 1910 (36 Stat. L., 378), for the purpose of estab- 
lishing and making clear the right of the United States thereto. 

That the suit or suits mentioned in the preceding paragraph shall 
be in the nature of a bill in equity, and there shall be made parties 
defendant thereto all persons and corporations or others known to set 
up or assert any claim or right to or in the land or water in the pre- 
ceding paragraph mentioned, and against all other persons and corpora- 
tions or others who may claim to have any such right, title, or inter- 
est. On the filing of said bill process shall issue and be served, accord- 
ing to the ordinary course of said court, upon all persons and corpora- 
tions or others within the jurisdiction of said court; and public notice 
shall be given, by advertisement in two newspapers published in the 
city of Washington, for three weeks successively, of the pendency of 
said suit, and citing all persons and corporations or others interested 
in the subject matter of said suit or in the land or water in this act 
mentioned to appear, at a day named in such notice, in said court to 
answer the said bill and set forth and maintain any right, title, inter- 
est, or claim that any person or corporation or others may have in the 
premises ; and the court may order such further notice as it shall think 
fit to any party in interest. 

That the said cause shall then proceed with all practicable expedi- 
tion to a final determination by said court of all rights drawn in ques- 
tion therein, and the said court shall have full power and puecistion 
by its decree to determine every question of right, title, interest, or 
claim arising in the premises, and to vacate, annul, set aside, or confirm 
any claim of any character arising or set forth in the premises; and 
its decree shall be final and conclusive upon all persons and corpora- 
tions, or others, parties to the suit, or who shall fail, after public 
notice as hereinbefore in this act provided, to appear in said court and 
litigate his, her, their, or its claim, and they shall be deemed forever 
barred from setting up or maintaining any right, title, interest, or 
claim in the premises. 

That from the final decree of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, and every part thereof, in the eoneee an appeal shall be 
allowed to the United States, and to any other party in the cause com- 
plaining of such decree, as in other uity cases, to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, which last-mentioned court shall have full power 
and jurisdiction to hear, try, and determine the said matter, and every 
part thereof, and to make final decree in the premises; and the said 
cause shall, on motion of the Attorney General of the United States, be 
advanced to the earliest practicable hearing. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 6, after the word 
“ dollars.” to insert “ purchase of land and widening of channel, 
$80,000,” and in line 13, before the word “ thousand,” to strike 
out “two hundred and fifty-two” and insert “three hundred 
and thirty-two,” so as to make the clause read: 


Navy yard, Norfolk, Va.: Railroad tracks, extensions, $5,000; electric- 
licht plant, extensions, $25,000; repairs, buildings, St. Helena, $25,000; 
dredging, to continue, $20,000; compressed-air system, extensions, 
$5,000; improvements to water front, $100,000; paving and grading, 
$10,000; heating system, extension, $15,000; sewer system, extensions, 
£6,000; water system, extension, $5,000; garbage crematory, $10,000; 
fire-protection system, extensions, $5,000; renewals and additions to 
120-ton floating derrick, $5,000; renewal of Richmonds Dock, $12,000: 
1 torium, St. Helena, $4,500; purchase of land and widening of 
nnel, $80,000; the sum ef $20,000 appropriated by the act of June 

track around Dry Dock No. 3 is hereby reappropri- 


rte 


1910, for crane 
and made available for renewal of locomotive crane tracks; in all, 
yard, Norfolk, Va., $332,500. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


~4 
ated 
navy 


| 


$5,000; machinery house, marine railway, 
foundations, Shed B, $6,000; to restore dike an 
extension, $50,000; in all, $107,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 8, after the word 
“California,” to strike out “To continue improvement of 
channel, $100,000,” and insert “Improvement of hydraulics, 
Mare Island straits, etc., in accordance with the report sub- 
initted in House Document No. 1103, Sixtieth Congress, second 
session, $300,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy 
may enter into a contract or contracts for such materials and 
work as may be necessary to complete the project, to be paid 
for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, 
not to exceed in the aggregate $507,000,” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Navy yard, Mare Island, Cal.: Improvement of hydraulics, Mare 
Island straits, ete., in accordance with the report submitted in House 
Document No. 1103, Sixtieth Congress, second session, $300,000: Pro 
vided, That the Secretary of the Navy may enter into a contract or 
contracts for such materials and work as may be necessary to com 
plete the project, to be paid for as appropriations may from time t 
time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $507,000; grad 
ing and paving, $15,000; railway system, extensions, $10,000; water 
system, extensions, $5,000; electric plant, extensions, $5,000; pneu 
matic system, extensions, $5,000; improvement of Quarters ‘I,’ 
$5,000; in all, $145,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 10, after the 
word “dollars,” to insert “walk on Burwell Avenue, $1,%9,” 
and in line 13, before the word “thousand,” to strike out 
“eighty-eight” and insert “eighty-nine,” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Navy yard, Puget Sound, Wash.: Dry dock, to complete, $900,000; 
Pier 6, renewals and improvements, $25,000; heating system, re 
newals and extensions, $10,000; water-closets for yard workmen 
$12,000; paving and walks, to commence, $10,000; garbage incinerator 
$6,000; railroad equipment and extensions, $5,000; fresh-water system, 
extensions, $5,000; fire-protection system, extensions, $10,000; dredg 
ing, $5,000; walk on Burwell Avenue, $1,000; in all, navy yard, 
Puget Sound, Wash., $989,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Bureau of 
Construction and Repair,” on page 47, after line 3, to insert: 

Sections 1538 and 1539 of the Revised Statutes are hereby repealed 


Mr. OWEN. I should like an explanation of that item. 

Mr. PERKINS. These are obsolete. 

Mr. OWEN. I withdraw the objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Navyal 
Academy,” on page 50, line 17, before the word ‘“ one,” to strik 
one “one clerk” and insert “two clerks;” and in line 15. 
before the word “clerks,” to strike out “five” and insert 
“four,” so as to read: 

One swordmaster, $1,600; 1 assistant, $1,200; and 2 assistan‘s, 2! 
$1,000 each; 2 instructors in physical training, at $1,500 each; and | 
assistant instructor in physical training, at $1,000; and 1 instructo! 
in gymnastics, $1,200; 1 assistant librarian, $2,160; 1 cataloguer. 
$1,200; and 2 shelf assistants, at $900 each; 1 secretary of the Nava 
Academy, $2,400; 2 clerks, $1,500; 4 clerks, at $1,200 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE. I move the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CARTER. I hope the Senator from Missouri will with 
hold that motion. 

Mr. STONE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
o’clock, nearly, and time to go home, 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the Senator from Missouri will allow 
us to finish the reading of the bill. We are nearly through the 
bill. 

Mr. STONE. If there is anyone who ought to go home and 
rest it is the Senator from California. I insist upon the motion. 


_$2,000; repairs and 
fill, $9,000; quay wal! 


It is 4 


Mr. PENROSE. Ten: minutes will finish this bill, if the 
Senator will only have a little patience. 





1911. 


I 





Mr. STONE. I insist upon my motion for adjournment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate do adjourn. 

The Senate refused to adjourn. 

The next amendment was, on page i thi 
appropriation for the pay of professors and others at the 
Academy from $122,576 to $122,876. 
1dment was agreed to, 


amendment was, on page 55, after line 2, to insert 


D1, line 5, to increase 
total 
Naval 

The ame 


The next 


I Secretary of the Navy shall ay plans, specification and 
estimates prepared of the cost for the completion of the crypt at f! 
I ted St s Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., as a permanent rest 
it for the body of J« nd shall report the I 





in Paul Jones, 


t Congress 


to tl next session 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE. I make the point of order that we have no 
quorum. 
: The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the point of order that there is no quorum present. 
retary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Senator from Missouri to withdraw 
his motion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


demanded. 


of 


The Senator from Missouri makes 
The Seec- 


Let the roll call proceed. It has 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an 
swered to their names: 
Beveridge Gallinger Oliver Smith, 8. C. 
Brandegee Gamble Owen Smoot 
Bu ley Gronna Page Stone 
B t Ileyburn Penrose Swanson 
Ca Jones Perkins Warren 
Clapp Kean Piles Wetmore 
Crane Lodge Root Young 
( Lorimer Shively | 
Dick MeCumber Smith, Md. 
Flint Martin Smith, Mich. 
Mr. CARTER. I withdraw the motion. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is no quorum present. 
PERI 


There being no quorum present, I move the 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock a. m., Friday, 
Mar. 3) the Senate adjourned until Friday, March 3, 1911, at 
10 a. m 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate March 2, 1911. 


UNITED STATES Crrevutr JUDGE. 


Arthur C. Denison, of Michigan, to be United States circuit 
judge, sixth circuit, to succeed Henry I. Severens, resigned, to 
take effect October 3, 1911. 


UNITED States Distrricr JUDGES. 


Alexis C. Angell, of Michigan, to be United States district 
judge, eastern district of Michigan, vice Henry H. Swan, re 
signed, to take effect July 1, 1911. 


Clarence W. Sessions, of Michigan, to be United States dis 
trict judge, western district of Michigan, to succeed Arthur C. 
Denison upen his confirmation as circuit judge, to take effect 
October 3, 1911. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Granville Gustavus Withers, of Pueblo, Colo., to be receiver 
f public moneys at Lambert, whose term 
will expire Mareh 3, 
( rles T. 


public moneys at 


Pueblo, vice John J. 
111. 

Staley, of Garrison, N. Dak., to be receiver of 
Bismarck, N. Dak., vice John Satterlund, term 
SECRETARY OF THE TRI 


ASSISTANT ASURY. 


Robert O. Bailey, of Illinois, to be Assistant Secretary of the 
rreasury, in place of Charles D. Hilles, resigned. 
AUDITOR. 
nk HI. Davis, of Delaware, to be Auditor for the State and 
ther Departments, in place of Caleb R. Layton, resigned. 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS, 


Kaiward G. Grayes, of Massachusetts, to be surveyor of cus 


n the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of | 





, husetts, in the place of Jeremiah J. McCarthy, whose | 
of office will expire on March 31, 1911. The appointment 
effective earlier than June 1, 1911. 


Walter A. Blaekburn, of Kentueky, 
r port Paducah, in the State of Kentucky, in place of 
hn R. Puryear, deceased. ! 


to be surveyor of customs 


the of 
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UNITED STATES CONSULS. 
m W. Kitchen, of Mississippi, to be 
at Teneriffe, Canary 


Willi: 
States Islands, vice Solomon 
ceased. 

Clement S. Edw 
States of America 


appointed consul at 


ards, of Mim 
at Acapulco, 
Chihuahua. 


Lesota. to be consul of the Ut 


Mexico, \ e 


SECOND S TETARIES ¢ EMBASSIES 
Alexander Benson, of Pennsylvania, now secretary of the lega- 
tion at La Paz, to be second secretary of the embassy of the 
l ted States of Ameri St. Peters 1 Ry John 
Van A. MacMurray 
M. Marshall Langhorne, of Virginia, now secretary of the 
legation to Paraguay and Uruguay, to be second seer 


the embassy of the United States of America at Vienna, Aust 


vice Nelson O'Shaughnessy, appointed second sec 
embassy at Mexico. 

Alexander R. Magruder, of Maryland, now second secretary 
of the embassy at Rio de Janeiro, to be second secretary of the 


embassy of the United Siates of America at 
Charles S. Wilson, appointed secretary of t 
Arthur Orr, of Illinois, to be 
of the United States of 
Alexander R. 
the embassy at 


liome, 


bassv 


Italy, vice 
at Rome. 
retary of the embassy 
Brazil, viee 
of 


he em 
second se 
America at Rio de Janeiro, 
Magruder, nominated to 


Rome. 


be sect 


nd secretary 


Jordan Herbert Stabler, of Maryland, now secretary of the 
legation at Quito, to be second secretiry of the embassy of the 
United States of America at Berlin, Germany, vice Joseph C 


Grew, appointed seeretary of the 

Sheldon Whiteh New York, now secretary of 
tion at to second retary of the embassy of 
United States of America at Paris, France, vice Gustave Scholle, 
nominated to be secretary of the legation at Madrid. 


embassy at Vienna 
use, of the lega 


Caracas, be se the 


THIRD SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES 


Warren D. Robbins, of Massachusetts, to be third secretary 
of the embassy of the United States of America at Paris, France, 
vice Franklin Mott Gunther, appointed secretary of the legation 
at Managua. 


Frederick A. Sterling, of Texas, to be third secretary of the 
embassy of the United States of America at St. Petersburg, 
Russia, vice Willing Spencer. 

SECRETARIES OF LEGATIONS. 
William Whiting Andrews, of Ohio, to be secretary of the 


legation of the United States of America at Panama, Panama, 
vice Charles Campbell, jr., nominated to be secretary of the 
legation at Guatemala. 

James G. Bailey, of Kentucky, lately secretary of the em- 


the 


lkam 


bassy at Mexico, to be secretary of the legation of 
States of America at vitzerland, Bi 
cle 


United 


Berne, Sv Schoyer, 


»OT vice 
‘eased. 

Edward Bell, of New York, to be s« 
the United States of America at Teheran, Persia, vice Frederic 
Ogden de Billier, appointed seeretary of the legation to Greece 
and Montenegro. 


cretary of the legation of 


Rutherfurd Bingham, of the District ef Columbia, to be see 
retary of the legation of the United States of America at 
Quito, Ecuador, vice Jordan Herbert Stabler, nominated to be 
second secretary of the embassy at Berlin. 

Jefferson Caffery, of Louisiana, to be secretary of tl ga 
tion of the United States of America a Caracas, Ven ela, 
vice Sheldon Whitehouse, nominated to be se d retal 
the embassy at Paris. 

Charles Campbell, jr.. of Virginia, now secretary of the 
tion at Panama, to be secretary of the legation of the lt ted 
States of America at Guatemala, Guatemala, e G. Andrews 
Moriarty, jr. 

Gustave Scholle, of M esot now s f ’ 
embassy at P o be etary of | d 
States of America at Madrid, Spai a 
nominated to be secretal of the git Para ad 


Uruguay. 
\. Campbell t L 
Madrid, to be secretary of the Ik on of the | ed 


tion at 
States of America to Paraguay and Urug eM. M 
Langhorne, 1 ited to be ond ! t 
Vienna 
R ras O 
Joseph W. Hawley, « dad, ( 
land office at Pueblo, Cole., vice Samuel A. Abbey, whose term 


5 


will expire Ma 


rch 3. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
INFANTRY 


ARM. 


First Lieut 


Harry L. Cooper, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to be | 


captain from February 24, 1911, vice Capt. Guy H. B. Smith, | 


"2 
wv, 


Fourth Infantry, dismissed February 1911, 

Second Lieut. Donald W. Strong, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from February 23, 1911, vice First Lieut. Solomon B. 
West, Sixteenth Infantry, who died February 22. ‘11 

Second Lieut. Edgar Z. Steever, 3d, Eleventh infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from February 24, 1911, vice First Lieut. 
Ilarry L. Cooper, Twenty-eighth Infantry, promoted. 

MEDICAL DIRECTOR IN THE NAVY. 

Medical Inspector Henry G. Beyer to be a medical director in 
the Navy from the 27th day of February, 1911, vice Medical Di- 
rector Paul Fitzsimons, retired. 

INSPECTORS OF LOCOMOTIVE BOILERS. 


John F. Ensign, of Colorado, to be chief inspector of locomo- 
tive boilers, under the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 17, 1911, 

Frank McManamy, of Oregon, to be assistant chief inspector of 
locomotive boilers, under the provisions of ‘the act of Congress 
approved February 17, 1911. 

G. P. Robinson, of New York, to be assistant chief inspector of 
locomotive boilers, under the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved February 17, 1911. 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

William H. Lewis, of Massachusetts, to be assistant attorney 
general charged with the defense of Indian depredation claims, 
vice John G, Thompson, resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Ensign Walter E. Reno to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy from the 31st day of January, 1910, upon the completion of 
three years’ service as an ensign. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter E. Reno to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 28th day of October, 1910, vice Lieut. Donald 
B. Craig, resigned. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 13th day of February, 1911, upon the 
completion of three years’ service as ensigns: 

Eldred B. Armstrong. 

John H. Towers. 

Charles S. McWhorter. 

Asst. Naval Constructor Clayton M. Simmers to be a naval 
constructor in the Navy from the 28th day of February, 
1911, upon the completion of eight years’ service as an assistant 
naval constructor. 

The following-named gunners to be chief gunners in the Navy 
from the 4th day of February, 1911, upon the completion of six 
years’ service as gunners: 

James F. McCarthy. 

Harry Adams. 

John Sperle, jr. 


Lieut. Col. Franklin J. Moses to be a colonel in the United | N 


States Marine Corps from the 3d day of February, 1911, vice 
Col. William P. Biddle, promoted. 

Maj. Ben H. Fuller to be a lieutenant colonel in the United 
States Marine Corps from the 3d day of February, 1911, vice 
Lieut. Col. Franklin J. Moses, promoted. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER, 

William H. Gibson, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant treasurer 
of the United States at Philadelphia, Pa., in place of Joseph 
Bosler, deceased. 

ENvoY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Henry S. Boutell, of Illinois, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States of America 
Portugal, vice Henry T. Gage, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

John R. Bowler to be postmaster at Huntington Park, Cal. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1910. 

Lulu Mayes to be postmaster at El Monte, Cal., in place of 
Ada Mayes, deceased. 

Allen H. Spurr to be postmaster at Lakeport, Cal., in place 
of Winslow L. Rideout, resigned. 

Vivian Welch to be postmaster at Elk Grove, Cal. 
came presidential January 1, 1911. 


Office be- 


COLORADO. 
George Sauer to be postmaster at Hugo, Colo., in place of 
William J. Rothwell, removed. 
George W. Shuler to be postmaster at Holyoke, Colo., in place 


of George W. Shuler. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
28, 1911 
mes ‘ . 





| pired December 19, 


| place of Newton 


| James C. Poole. 
| 1911. 


CONNECTICUT. 

Charles N. Hatch to be postmaster at Bridgewater, Conn., in 
place of Charles N. Hatch. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 28, 1911. 

IOWA. 

Karl M. Cass to be postmaster at Sumner, Iowa, in place of 
Earl M. Cass. Incumbent's commission expired February 20, 
1911. 

LOUISIANA, 

Leo J. Roth to be postmaster at Cottonport, La. 

came presidential January 1, 1911. 
MARYLAND. 

David W. Hastings to be postmaster at Lutherville, Md 

Office became presidential January 1, 1911. 
MICHIGAN. 

George W. Freese to be postmaster at Clinton, Mich., in pla: 
of George W. Freese. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru 
ary 28, 1911. 

Frank H. Whiting to be postmaster at Union City, Mich.. 
E. Tower. Incumbent’s commission expired 


Office bi 


February 12, 1911. 


MINNESOTA. 

Ole H. Grasmoen to be postmaster at Fairfax, Minn., in place 
of Ole H. Grasmoen. Incumbent’s commission expired Jenuary 
31, 1911. 

Edward Hatch to be postmaster at Eveleth, Minn., in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 


William Peterson to be postmaster at Atwater, Minn., 
place of William Peterson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 10, 1911. 

Adolph J. Veigel to be postmaster at Mankato, Minn., in plac 
of Adolph J. Veigel. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru 
ary 27, 1911. 


ami, 
MISSISSIPPI. 

Richard Mendes to be postmaster at Bay St. Louis, Miss 
in place of Louis J. Piernas. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 1, 1910. 

Charles H. Bransford to be postmaster at Ocean Spri: 
Miss., in place of Thomas I, Keys. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
909. 

MISSOURI. 


George Harold Bond to be postmaster at Crystal City, Mo. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1911. 
NEBRASKA, 


F. Griffith to be postmaster at Pawnee City, Nebr., 
of John F. Griffith. Incumbent’s commission expired 


John 
place 


March 1, 1911. 


to | 


NEW JERSEY. 


Charles C. Cowperthwait to be postmaster at Mount Holly, 
J., in place of Charles C. Cowperthwait. Incumbent’s com- 
mission expires March 2, 1911. 

John W. Davis to be postmaster at Burlington, N. J., in place 
of John W. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
17, 1910. 

Thomas C. Elvins to be postmaster at Hammonton, N. J., in 
place of Thomas C. Elvins. Incumbent’s commission expir 
March 2, 1911. 

Joseph 8S. Swaim to be postmaster at Bordentown, N. J., 
place of William H. Foley, deceased. 


NEW YORK. 

James O. Beach to be postmaster at Cherry Valley, N. Y.. 
in place of Clarence M. Bates. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 23, 1911. 

Charles L. Crane to be postmaster at Addisen, N. Y., in place 
of Oscar B. Stratton. Incumbent’s commission expired Iebru 
ary 4, 1911. ; 

Thomas B. Gibson to be postmaster at Walden, N. Y., in pla 
of Thomas B. Gibson. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb 
ruary 15, 1911. 

Daniel F. Strobel to be postmaster at Herkimer, N. Y., in pla 
of Daniel F. Strobel. Incumbent’s commission expired Februar; 
28, 1911. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Victor A. Corbett to be postmaster at Kenmare, N. Dak., 19 f 
place of Victor A. Corbett. 
March 28, 1910. ; 

Anna D. Murphy to be postmaster at Minot, N. Dak., in place 
of Arnold J. Brunner. 
7, 1910, 


Incumbent’s commission expired / 


Incumbent’s commission expired March 






























1911. 


Agatha G. Patterson to be postmaster at Bismarck, N. Dak., 
in place of Agatha G. Patterson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 1, 1911. 

Louis G. Sederholm to be postmaster at Sheyenne, N. Dak., 
in place of Dolphy O. Ostby, resigned. 

OHIO. 

George Jackson to be postmaster at Doylestown, Ohio. Office 

became presidential October 1, 1910. 


Charles T. La Cost to be postmaster at Bryan, Ohio, in place 


of Charles T. La Cost. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 12, 1911. 
, OKLAHOMA. 

E. E. Heyle to be postmaster at Ramona, Okla., in place of 
John MeFall, jr., removed. 

Arthur B. Pemberton to be postmaster at Weleetka, Okla., in 
place of Winfield S. Browning. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 28, 1911. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Rebert H. Habgood to be postmaster at Bradford, Pa., in 
place of Herman H. North. Incumbent’s commission expired 
Jannary 28, 1911. 

John B. Hess to be postmaster at Dubois, Pa., in place of 
John B. Hess. Inecumbent’s commission expired February 15, 


John A. Lambert to be postmaster at Somerset, Pa., in place 


| 


of Freeman J. Hoffman. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- | 


ruary 28, 1911. 


William D. McHenry to be postmaster at Big Run, Pa., in | 


place of William D. McHenry. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 28, 1911. 

Harry J. Makiver to be postmaster at Media, Pa., in place of 
Allen C. W. Mathues. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 21, 1911. 

J. Kelso Nichol to be postmaster at Carnegie, Pa., in place of 
William H. H. Lea, Incumbent’s commission expired January 
28, 1911. 

George W. Torrence to be postmaster at Smithton, Pa., in 
place of George W. Torrence. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 2, 1911. 






SOUTH DAKOTA, 

Ole A. Stumley to be postmaster at Volga, S. Dak., in place 
of Ole A. Stumley. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 
1911. 

UTAH, 

Charles H. Roberts to be postmaster at Bingham Canyon, 
Utah, in place of Charles H. Roberts. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired February 4, 1911. 

VIRGINIA. 

Willard B. Alfred to be postmaster at Clarksville, Va., in 
place of Willard B. Alfred. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1911. 

Robert W. Garnett to be postmaster at Farmville, Va., in 
place of Robert W. Garnett. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 2, 1911. 

James M. McLaughlin to be postmaster at Lynchburg, Va., 

lace of James M. McLaughlin. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 29, 1910. 

William H,. Parker to be postmaster at Onancock, Va.. in 
place of William H. Parker. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 2, 1911. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Smith A. Posten to be postmaster at Morgantown, W. Va., in 
place of Smith A. Posten. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 1, 1911. 


I 


WISCONSIN, 
Fred M. Griswold to be postmaster at Lakemills, Wis., in 
e of Fred M. Griswold. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1911, 
WYOMING, 


meron W. Garbutt to be postmaster at Sheridan, Wyo., in 
} e of Cameron W, Garbutt. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 21, 1911. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 2, 1911. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Heury T. Dunn, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for the 


aistrict of Brunswick, in the State of Georgia. (Reappoint- 
nent, ) 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Maurice M. Kaighn to be receiver of public moneys at Salt 
Lake City, Utah. 
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Gran Gustavus Witl s to be receiver of |} 
Puel c% 

R STERS OF THE LAND OFFIC! 
Ernest D. R. Tl on to be 1 ster of the 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be mayor dt reral, 
Brig. Gen. Arthur Murray to be major general. 


Zo be brigadier general, 


Col. George S. Anderson to be brigadier general. 


MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS, 
To be first licutenants. 
George Emerson Brewer. 
Eugene Wilson Caldwell. 
Edward Ke logg Dunham. 
Max Einhorn. 
Elisworth Eliot, jr 


Charles Albert Elsberg. 


John Frederick Erdmann. 
Eugene Fuller. 

Arpad Geyza Charles Gerster, 
Robert Hurtin Halsey. 

Forbes Hawkes. 

Frank Hartley. 

Graeme Monroe Hammond. 
Walter Belknap James. 

Smith Ely Jelliffe. 

Aspinwall Judd. 

Frederic Kammerer. 

Edward Loughborough Keyes. 
Arnold Knapp. 

Howard Lilienthal. 

Robert Livingstone Loughran, 
James Francis McKernon. 
Willy Meyer. 

Samuel James Meltzer. 

John Joseph Moorhead. 
Edward Wadsworth Peterson. 
Godfrey Roger Pisek 

Eugene Hillhouse Pool. 
William Mecklenburg Polk. 
Sigmund Pollitzer. 

John Broadfoot Rae. 

Thomas Edward Satterthwaite. 
Frederic Ewald Sondern. 
James Percival Tuttle 
Frederick Theodore van Beuren, jr. 
George Gray Ward, jr. 

John Elmer Weeks. 

Julius Hayden Woodward. 
Charles Adams, 

Frank Allport. 

Walter H. Allport. 
Frank Taylor Andrews. 
kx. Wyllys Andrews. 
Lewis Wine Bremerman. 
Edward Vail Lapham Brown, 


t 
“a 
James Burry. 

William Joseph Butler. 
Henry T. Byford 

Joseph A. Capps. 

Edmund Janes ioering. 
John Milton I 

Emilius Clark Dudley. 
Frank B. EF 

Alexander Hugh Ferguson, 
Gustav Alexander Fiitterer. 
Ludwig Hekt 

Miximilian Her 


Julius Henry HH: her. 
John Allan Hornsby 
Ephraim Fletcher Ingals, 
Frank Seward Jol on, 


Albert Belcham Keyes, 
Ward J. MacNeal. 
George P. Marquis. 
Franklin Henry Martin, 
Frederick Meng 

Joseph Leggett Miller. 
Harold Nicholas Moyer, 
John Stephen Nagel. 


ic 
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Thomas James O'Malley. 
Rawson Pennington, 
Norval Harvey Pierce, 
Samuel] C. Plummer. 
Robert Bruce Preble. 
James Frederick Presnell, 
Arthur Rowley Reynolds, 
John Edwin Rhoades. 
fohn Ridlon. 

(barles Moore Robertson, 
John Albert Robison. 
Buell Sumner Rogers. 
Cassius Clay Rogers. 
Daniel Weston Rogers. 
Edwin Warner Ryerson. 
Louis Earnst Schmidt. 
George Elmer Shambaugh, 
Arthur Atwell Small. 
Heman Spalding. 

Daniel A. K. Steele. 
Francis Suker. 
Thomas John Sullivan. 
IHlomer Merrick Thomas. 
Charles Bruce Walls. 
Frank X. Walls. 

Thomas James Watkins, 
George W. Webster. 
Ralph Waldo Webster. 
Kdward F. Wells. 
Cassius D. Wescott. 
Clarence Lloyd Wheaton. 
William Hamlin Wilder. 
Casey Albert Wood. 
Thomas Adams Woodruff. 
Plumer M. Woodworth. 
Irederick Robert Zeit. 


Joh 
John 


George 


CHAPLAINS, 


Rey. Alexander P. Landry to be chaplain, 
Rev. Edward F. Brophy to be chaplain, 


CAPTAIN, 


For appointment in the Army of the United States, with the 
view of placing him on the retired list, without back, present, 
or future pay or allowances of any kind whatsoever, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved 
February 16, 1911: 

Warren C, Beach to be a captain, with rank from February 
21, 1911. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 


INFANTRY ARM, 
Lieut. Col. Francis H. French to be colonel. 
Maj. Edgar W. Howe to be lieutenant colonel, 
Capt. Edmund Wittenmyer to be major. 
First Lieut. Edward A. Kreger to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Charles H. Rich to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Paul C. Potter to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Albert T. Rich to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. David P. Wood to be first lieutenant. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


Frederic W. Olcott to be a passed assistant surgeon. 

John M. Blankenship to be an ensign on the retired list, 

Edward F. Greene to be a lieutenant, 

The following-named assistant paymasters, with the rank of 
ensign, to be assistant paymasters, with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade) : 

Elisworth H. Van Patten, 

Joseph E. McDonald, 

Everett G. Morsell, 

Thomas P. Ballenger, 

Frank T, Foxwell, 

Richard H. Johnston, 

William R. Van Buren, 

Raymond E. Corcoran, 

Elwood A. Cobey, 

Spencer E. Dickinson, 

Robert S, Chew, jr., and 

Russell Van de W, Bleecker. 

Assistant Naval Constructor John W. Woodruff to be a naval 
constructor, 

Naval Constructor John E. Bailey, with the rank of lieu- 
tenant, to be a naval constructor, with the rank of lieutenant 
commander. 
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The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy 
from the 6th day of June, 1910, to fill vacancies existing in that 
grade on that date: 

Edmund W. Strother and 

Heury E. Parsons. 

Maj. Cyrus R. Radford, assistant quartermaster, United 
States Marine Corps, to be lieutenant colonel, assistant quarter 
master, in the United States Marine Corps from the 11th day of 
February, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Thomas C. Prince, 
quartermaster, United States Marine Corps, retired. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Edward G. Graves to be surveyor of customs for the district 
of Boston and Charlestown, Mass. 

Walter A. Blackburn to be surveyor of customs for the dis 
trict of Paducah, Ky. 

Cadet Taylor, of Nebraska, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, in place of Benjamin 
Hi, Barrows, deceased, 


assistant 


CONSULS. 

Clement S. Edwards to be consul at Acapulco, Mexico. 
William W. Kitchen to be consul at Teneriffe, Canary Islands 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. Aaron Lichtenberg Gamble to be captain. 

IN THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE. 

Henry S. Boutell to be minister to Portugal. 

Alexander Benson to be second secretary of the embassy at 
St. Petersburg, Russia. 
M. Marshall Langhorne to be second secretary of the embassy 
Vienna, Austria. 
Alexander R. Magruder to be second secretary of the embassy 
at Rome, Italy. 

Arthur Orr to be second secretary of the embassy at Rio de 
Janeiro, Brazil. 

Jordan Herbert Stabler to be second secretary of the embas 
at Berlin, Germany. 

Sheldon Whitehouse to be second secretary of the embassy at 
Paris, France. 

Warren D. Robbins to be third secretary of the embassy at 
Paris, France. 

Frederick A. Sterling to be third secretary of the embassy at 
St. Petersburg, Russia. 

William Whiting Andrews to be secretary of the legation at 
-anama, Panama. 

James G. Bailey 
Switzerland. 

Edward Bell 
Persia. 

Rutherfurd Bingham to be secretary of the legation at Quito, 
Ecuador. 


at 


to be secretary of the legation at Berne, 


to be secretary of the legation at Teheran, 


Jefferson Caffery to be secretary of the legation at Caracas, 
| Venezuela. 


Charles Campbell, jr., to be secretary of the legation 
juatemala, Guatemala. 

Gustave Scholle to be secretary of the legation at Madrid, 
Spain. 

A. Campbell Turner to be secretary of the legation at Para 
| guay and Uruguay. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Robert O. Bailey to be Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 
AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. 

Frank H. Davis to be Auditor for the State and other Depart- 

ments. 





ASSISTANT TREASURER. 
John A. Wogan to be assistant treasurer of the United States 
at New Orleans, La. 
INSPECTORS OF LOCOMOTIVE BOoILeRs, 
| John F. Ensign to be chief inspector. 
G. P. Robinson to be assistant chief inspector. 
CIRCUIT JUDGE. 
| Arthur C. Denison to be judge of the sixth circuit. 
DISTRICT JUDGES. 
Alexis C. Angell to be judge, eastern district of Michigan. 
Clarence W. Sessions to be judge, western district of Michis 
Charles B. 
sylvania. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
| George Du Relle to be United States attorney, western dis 
trict of Kentucky. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 


| Dewey C. Bailey to be United States marshal, district of 
Colorado. 


Witmer to be judge, middle district of I’ 































POSTMASTERS, 
ALASKA, 
Daniel Webster, Treadwell. 
ARKANSAS 
M. A. Tucker, McGehee. 
CALIFORNIA, 
John P. Bowler, Huntington Park. 
Lulu Mayes, El Monte. 
Charles F. Neumann, Merced. 
Allen H. Spurr, Lakeport. 
Richard Stephens, Fillmore. 
Vivian Welch, Elk Grove. 
COLORADO, 
George Sauer, Hugo. 
William L. Williams, Fowler. 


CONNECTICUT. 
Charles N. Hatch, Bridgewater. 


GEORGIA, 

Alamo B. Harp, Jackson. 
FLORIDA. 

Millard M. Owens, Bonifay. 
IDAHO. 


Marcus O. Funk, Oakley. 
Jake Horn, Caldwell. 
Samuel Perrins, Albion. 
ILLINOIS. 
Walter W. Bartlett, Highwood. 
William P. Dickie, Bunker Hill. 
IOWA, 
FE. M. Cass, Sumner. 
James E. Wheelock, Hartley. 
KANSAS, 
Albert P. Myers, Emporia. 
Frank EB. Shoemaker, Neodesha. 
Walter L. Stocking, Goff. 
KENTUCKY, 
Robert W. Hunter, Providence. 
Ellsworth McEuen, Calhoun. 
Thomas A, Miller, Pembroke. 
LOUISIANA, 
James C, Brown, Jonesboro. 
Leo J. Roth, Cottonport. 
MAINE. 
Florian S. Small, Stonington. 
Seth T. Snipe, Bath. 
MARYLAND, 
David H. Hastings, Lutherville. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
John S. Fay, Marlboro. 
Frederick H. Greene, Ashburnham, 
Charles L. Stevens, Clinton. 
Charles J. Wood, Natick. 
MICHIGAN, 
James W. Bedell, Wakefield. 
George W. Freese, Clinton. 
William H. Goodman, Allegan. 
George A. Lacure, Clio. 
Frank H. Whiting, Union City. 
MINNESOTA, 
Edward Hatch, Eveleth. 
Ole H. Grasmoen, Fairfax. 
Philip Liesch, New Ulm. 
Stella M. Owen, Osseo. 
William Peterson, Atwater, 
Adolph J. Veigel, Mankato. 
MISSOURI. 
T. G. Buxton, Seneca. 
George Herold Bond, Crystal City. 
John L, Schmitz, Chillicothe. 
NEBRASKA, 
John F. Griffith, Pawnee City. 
Frank R. Wild, De Witt. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Bertha L. Martin, Goffstown. 
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NEW JERSEY. 
Charles C. Cowperthwait, Mount Holly. 
John W. Davis, Burlington. 

Thomas C. Elvins, Hammonton. 
Joseph S. Swain, Bordentown. 
NEW YORK. 
Judson Field, Canastota. 
John L. Kyne, East Syracuse. 
H. D. Stebbins, West Winfield. 
Daniel F. Strobel, Herkimer. 
NORTH CAROLINA, 
Barnabas A. Baber, Shelby. 
William J. Flowers, Mount Olive. 
Robert D. Langdon, Benson. 
Cloyd A. Potts, Davidson. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
Thomas Jones, Linton. 
Anna D. Murphy, Minot. 
Agatha G. Patterson, Bismarck. 
Louis G. Soderholm, Sheyenne. 
OHIO. 
Edward P. Flynn, South Charleston. 
George Jackson, Doylestown. 
Charles T. La Cost, Bryan. 
Edmund F. Moore, Lisbon. 
Akin M, Richards, Hicksville. 
OREGON, 
William B. Curtis, Marshfield. 
Fred Davis, Madras, 
OKLAHOMA, 
E. E. Heyle, Ramona. 
Arthur B. Pemberton, Waleetka. 
Poe B. Vandament, Glencoe. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
John F. Austin, Corry. 
Samuel F. Booher, Kittanning. 
William H. Emmert, New Oxford. 
Barnett C. Fretts, Scottdale. 
Robert P. Habgood, Bradford. 
John B. Hess, Dubois. 
John A. Lambert, Somerset. 
Harry J. Makiver, Media. 
William D. McHenry, Big Run. 
J. Kelso Nichol, Carnegie. 
Elsie Shrodes, Oakdale. 
George W. Torrence, Smithton. 
Adelbert E, Torrens, Conway. 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 
Henry Heintz, Elkton. 
Adam Royhl, Arlington. 
J. T. Smith, Scotland. 
Ole A. Stumley, Volga. 
TENNESSEE. 
William D. Brooks, Mountpleasant, 
James F. Collins, Spring City. 
TEXAS. 
George W. Burkitt, jr., Palestine. 
UTAH. 
Charles H. Roberts, Bingham Canyon, 
Charles S. Wilkinson, Cedar City. 
VERMONT, 
Edward W. Bisbee, Barre. 
Roscoe M. Cowles, Albany. 
Fred B. Hammond, North Troy. 
WISCONSIN, 
Fred M. Griswold, Lakemills. 
William Hausmann, West Bend. 
Christ Legried, Cambridge. 
WYOMING, 
Cameron W. Garbutt, Sheridan, 





REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate March 2, 1911, 
Charles F. Hackett to be postmaster at Parker, S. Dak. 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Erecutive nomination withdrawn March 2, 1911. 
Samuel H. Williams to be postmaster at Bellefonte, Pa. 
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INTATIVES. 





Puourspay, March 2, 1911. 
| 11 } 
| ( i v N. Ce Le. 
Jo t] f yest I 1 1 
a 
I TION 7 
Mr. GOLDI if] I : ker 
rl] SPi <b] ] pose does the g I 1 rise 
Mr. GOLDFO Speaker, by d the Cor 
l 1 In t I N ition, I des » s 
al rt (No » « 1] el ution 735 
Phe SPEAI t ( ro throug box 
Mr, GOLD‘ LJ N 1 reg l re 
] hould I ( ] oO o » t) condi 
tion that n ' impossil to sut t a report I now ask 
unal ious ¢ t that 1 Ee 4 made behalf of th 
Committe oO | gra i > ili ) 
The SPEAKER Wit Dic oO the report 1 be lade 
The Clerk will report tl of the resolution 
The Clerk read as fol 
\ rlut 1 (HH. Res. 7 n} ri ind d t re ¢ 
on Immigration and Natural! ti t a 
tions in naturalization proceed 3, ete 
The SPEAKER It will be referred to the Ilou ( ndar. 
INFORMATION FROM THE ATTORNEY GENERAI 
Mr. PARKER Mr. S} ker, I desire » sub ! red 
report (No. 22S4) and resolution from the Coil itt on the 
Judiciary, and ask its adoption. 


The SPEAKER. 
The Clerk read 
Report 


The Clerk will rea 
as follows 


to accompany Hous solution "995. 











The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred Hou re 
lution 993, requesting certain information from tl 4 : f 
the United States, having considered the ul 1 i 
tion favorably to the House, by stitute, as fo ws 

Strike out all of said resolution and s titute t the followh 

“Resolved, That the Attorney Gene f the United State e vd 
is hereby, requested, if not incompatible with t i int to 
report to the House of Representatives, for its ir } WwW t inve 
tigation, if any, has been 1 yy him or under his direction as 
tain whether any citizens « corporations of the United States have 
entered into any combination, agreement, or conspiracy, violation of 
the act of July 1890, entitled ‘An act to protect § 1d commerce 





unlawf restraint 


against 














and monopoile in ion 
other law of the United States, for the purpose of 1 ng trade and 
commerce, and for creating a monopcly in the coffee dustry, and 
whether any citizens or corporations of the United States have entered 
into any agreement, combination, or conspiracy with the citizens or 
Governments of any foreign countries to assist In carrying out the 
terms of the so-called valorization of coffee, by virtue of which combi 
nation or agreement or col racy trade and commerce between the 









United States and among the several States and with f 
are interfered with and restrained and the trade and traffi 
of coffee controlled and m« 
“If any such investigation 
hereby requested, if not 
to the House of 
together with the 
ment, combination, 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of th: 
substitute resolution. 

The question was taken, and the substitute 
agreed to. 


ign nations 


in and price 
are lized 


made, the Attorney 
incompatible with the public interest, to report 
Representatives the result of any such investigation, 
facts which show or tend to show any agree 
or conspiracy.” 4 


nopo 
Ihe * . ‘ y : 
has been General | 








such 


resolution was 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 7031) to codify, revise. 
and amend the laws relating to the judiciary. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title, in which the econeurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H.R. 51596. An act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 28406) 
and contingent expenses 


fulfilling treaty stipulatic 


making appropriations for the eurrent 
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
1s With various Indian tribes, and for 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 63): 


Resolved the 


Sana 
LOT 





other purposes, 


ae A House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
hat the President of the United States be, and hereby is, requested to 
return to the House the bill (H. R. 26290) providing for the valida- 
tion of certain h stead entries. 


mie 


ENROLLED 
The SPEAKER ann 


BILLS SIGNED. 


unced his signature to enrolled bills of 


the following titles: 

S. 10456. An act to restrain the Secretary of the Treasury 
from receivi bonds issued to provide money for the building 
of the Par 1 Canal as security for the issue of circulating 
notes 1 t il banks, and for other purposes; and 


Co. to ec 
River and Berrys 


navigation, and fo1 


Railroad 
the Hackensack 


to 





OSAGE INDIANS, ¢ 


Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. 


SLAHOMA, 


Mr. Speaker, answering fui 


ther the inquiry of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN 
with respect to the bill H. R. 3254S, regarding the report 
the Secretary of the Interior, I will read the Secretary’s report 


Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman will it. 

Mr. CARLIN. What is the status of liouse? 
thie vular order ? 

SPEAKER. It stands the motion to suspend tl 
and pass the House bill of which the Clerk will read th: 


state 


the What 


on 


tle It is unfinished business coming over from yesterday. T! 
( k will report the title. 


Clerk r 


\ ll (H. R 


ad 
32348) supplementary to and 
( \ for the division of i lane 
N no of ti ins in hor F pproved 


Mr. McGl 


as follows: 

amendatory of the : 
s and funds of the Osa; 
June 28, 1906, and f 





IRE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I would like t 








have the Clerk read the communication. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the communication. 
TI Clerk read as follows: 
I] ( Hl. BURKE, 
( rman Committce on Indian Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 
s In response to your informal request for a statement con 
‘vislation affecting the Osage Indians, I have to advise you that 
Il. R. 22072 was reported on by the department under date of May 
0. certain changes being suggested. Subsequently H. R. 28631 w 
1 here f report, which was made under date of January 2s 
111 Che provisions in the latter bill were very similar to tho 
the former, but it was considered on the whole more satisfacto1 
Subsequently a delegation from the Osage Indians appeared before t 
lepartment and expressed their desire for still other changes. Sena 
iii 10606 was afterwards submitted here, and the representatives 
' Ocages expressed their satisfaction therewith. teport on that 
ade by this department under date of February 4, 1911, cert 
nor changes being suggested About the same time the depart 
was informally consulted respecting H. R. 32348. Inasmuch as t 
| was identical with Senate bill 10606 it was deemed unnecessary 
su it it here f I xt, though you were advised informally t! 
the department e no objection to the enactment of this bil 





This whole Osage legislation has been given consider 
ittention, and it i ieved that the ¢ etment of H. R. 32348 
law would prove advantageous to the Osages and to the work of tl 
department among them. It is therefore recommended that this 


receive favorable consideration. 
Very respectfully, R. A. BALLINGER, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second 
simply to find out what there is in this. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. A _ second 
night. 

The SPEAKER. A second was ordered yesterday on the d 
mand of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STeErHENs)]. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. All time has expired. 
debated last night. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
the bill is about. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I can not make any better 
planation of the bill than is made in the letter of the Secr 
of the Interior indorsing it. It involves two or three importa! 
propositions, the most important of which is to avoid h 
litigation that will be started immediately unless the bill p: 

I have nothing else to say unless there is a question. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on suspending the ru 
and agreeing to the amendments and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill aS amend 


shall 


Secreta 


was ordered 
It w 


Then I would like to know wh 


rwas passed. 


FEES OF DEPUTY UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 
Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise: 
Mr. CARLIN. I desire to move to suspend the rules. 
The SPEAKER. One moment. 
Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of no qu 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fro 
Georgia [Mr. BRANTLEY]. A 
Mr. CARLIN. Then I will not raise the point ahead of the 


motion of the gentleman from Georgia. 











Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
rules and pass the bill H. R. 25192 with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia moves to sus 
pend the rules and pass the following House bill with an amend 
ment. The Clerk will report the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


the 


A bill (H. R. 25192) to amend section 11, act of May 28, 1896. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 11 of the act making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, approved May 28, 1806, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 11. That at any time when, in the opinion of the marshal of 
any district, the public interest will thereby be promoted, he may 


appoint one or more deputy marshals for such district, who shall be 
known as field deputies, and who, unless sooner removed by the dis 
trict court as now provided by law, shall hold office during the pleasure 
of the marshal, except hereinafter provided, and who shall each, 
as his compensation, receive the gross fees, including mileage, as pro- 
vided by law, earned by him, not to exceed $1,500 per fiscal year, or 
at that rate for any part of a fiscal year; and in addition shall be 
allowed his actual necessary expenses, not exceeding $2 a day, while 
endeavoring to arrest, under process, a person charged with or con 
victed of crime: Provided, That a field deputy may elect to receive 
actual expenses on any trip in lieu of mileage: Provided further, That 
in special cases, where in his judgment justice requires, the Attorney 


as 


General may make an additional allowance, not, however, in any case 
to make the aggregate annual compensation of any field deputy in 
excess of $2,500 nor more than the gross fees earned by such field 
deputy. The marshal, immediately after making any appointment or 


appointments under this section, shall report the same to the Attorney 


General, stating the facts as distinguished from conclusions consti 
tuting the reason for such appointment, and the Attorney General 
may at any time cancel any such appointment as the public interest 
may require.” 


This act to take effect from and after July 1, 1911. 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Branrt- 
LEY] is entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BENNET] to 20 minutes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I would like to say to the 


gentleman from Georgia that I do not know that I am opposed 
to the bill, and very likely a brief explanation may cause me 
to withdraw even my formal opposition. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, the only change this bill 
makes in existing law is to strike out the words “ three-fourths 
of,” so as to allow these deputy United States marshals the 
full fees authorized by law. That is the only change that is 
made. The bill as it was originally introduced simply pro- 
posed to amend by striking out those words, but the Judiciary 
Committee thought it better to report the present law as it 
would read with these words stricken out. 

The bill has the indorsement, and has had for several years, 
of the Department of Justice. It has the unanimous report of 
the Judiciary Committee. It is a just measure, and the purpose 


of it is simply that in certain localities the department has 
found it impracticable to secure efficient men when they are 


allowed only three-fourths of the fee fixed by law. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. As I understand the gentleman 
from Georgia, this does not add anything to the number of 
deputies. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. But simply makes it easier for 
the department to get them. 


Mr. BRANTLEY. It is recommended by the Department of 
J istice, 
Mr. BENNET of New York. So far as I am concerned, I 


have no desire to use the time. 
Mr. BRANTLEY. It does not change the cost at all. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 


The qvestion was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was 
passed. 

WAPATO IRRIGATION CO., CHELAN COUNTY., WASH. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move to 


Oper 


Suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 1) authorizing 
the sale of the allotments of Nek-quel-e-kin, or Wapato John, 
and Que-til-qua-soon, or Peter, Moses agreement allottees, as 
amended by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill and amend- 
ments, 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill be read as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amended bill. 

The Clerk read the amended bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to sell to the Wapato Irrigation 
(o., on such terms and conditions as he may deem for the best in 
te 


rests of the allottees, so much of the lands in Chelan County, Wash., 

ered by trust patents issued to Nek-quel-e-kin, or Wapato John, 
nd Que-til-qua-soon, or Peter, Moses agreement allottees Nos. 8 
and 10, under the act of Congress approved March 8, 1906, as in his 



















judgment may be required to advantageously nd econor ully com 
plete and operate its irrigation project nov Lj ss of e on 
in Chelan County, State of Was! rton, including such land y 
be needed for roads, bridges, ditches, flumes, d reservoirs, docks, 
landing places, and other works, and shall convey the lands id 
to the said company by patent in fe rhe f s derived fi the 
sale of said lands shall be conserved for the ive allot s Or 
invested or expended for their benefit In such m s the Ne iry 
of the Interior shall determine. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. A second is ordered under the rules. The 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpurey] is entitled to 
20 minutes and the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. Foster] is 
entitled to 20 minutes, 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I will say 
to the House, without desiring to take up much time, that this 
bill has been unanimously reported here and in the Senate 

The condition is this: The irrigation company named the 
bill have a project under way, they have about 8 miles of 
their ditch constructed, and have now come to these two Indian 
allotments mentioned in the bill. These allotments are held by 
the Indians by what is termed trust patents, so the land can 
not be condemned under State law and the title is not in the 


Government, so that the company can proceed under the Gov- 
ernment regulations for securing a right of way the 
allotments. Unless the company can cross the land, the whole 
irrigation project will be blocked. 

The irrigation project includes the rest of the Indian lands 
in the Wapato Reservation.. The company must have a right 
of way across these allotments before much of the Indian lands 


across 


} can be irrigated. 


| reference to this bill, that 


| quite an 


Mr. BYRNS. What width of right of way is desired? 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Only what 
That is left to the discretion of the department. 
prepared in the Indian Commissioner's 
has approved it exactly as it now stands. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


is necessary. 
This bill was 
oflice. Mr. Valentine 
the gentleman 

Yes, 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, with 
when it was considered in the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs I was not present, and I desired to 
file a minority report; but I am now satisfied that the bill should 
pass and have filed no minority report. There to be 
Indian reservation on what known mesa 
out there, near to a range of mountains. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
for information, whether there any general law by which 
rights of way can be acquired across the Indian reservation. 


yield? 


seems 


is as the 


Is 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is with reference to the 
State of Oklahoma, as I understand. 

As the gentleman from Washington has stated, there is on 
this land a trust patent, issued to the two Indians named 


in this bill, and this bill applies only to the allotments of the 


two Indians named. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is all. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The main body of the land is 


away from the mountains, and it is necessary to carry the ditch 


over these lands. They have to condemn this land in order to 
get the water over the main body of the land below. It is 
necessary that the land be vacated so that the other Indians 
can be supplied with water. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
from Texas will permit, I desire to say, for the information of 
the llouse. in answer to the question of the genilemal n 
Nebraska, that under existing law they could acquire the right 
to cross, ordinarily, by condemnation proceedings, but tl iw 
does not permit the acquiring of Indian title for a right of way 
across an Indian allotment for the promotion of private ¢ r- 
prises. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If the Indians had the ab- 
solute title, this land could be condemned under the State law 


of Washington. 
Mr. NORRIS. 
through 


This corporation which is seeking the right to 
lands is 


these 


£o one that is authorized under State 
law. and it is contemplating the operation of this ditch under 
State law, and under the State law, as I understand, they have 
a right to condemn land for rights of way. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. They have already 
paid the other Indians $70,000 in cash, and have agreed to irri- 
gate SO acres of land for each of the allottees for nothing, to 
give them a perpetual water right; but the failure to get a 
right of way across these two allotments blocks the entire 


project. 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 
they propose to go over? 


How valuable are these lands that 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I have reports here by 
five different me representing the department, who went to 
inves that question, and they say that the land in its 
pr { mdition is worth probably from $10 to $20 an acre, 
and it it will be worth from $100 to $400 an acre when it is 
irrigated 

Mr. FOSTER of Illi How wide a strip of land do they 
propose to take’? 


Mr. HIUMPHREY of Washington. That is not known. The 


bil ives it with the department to give them whatever they 
need 
FOSTER of Illinois. Is this company going to get this 
right of way across this land for nothing? 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Oh, no; they are to pay 


to do it. 


nothing excep 


Whatever it is worth, and they are perfectly willing 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They are to take 
what is neé 


cessary for the purposes of irrigation, as I undet 
stand it 

Mr. FERRIS Are these the homesteads of these Indian 
allotices, or is it surplus land that the irrigation company 
proposes to cross? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I believe it is surplus In- 
dian land. 

Mr. FERRIS. How much land is allotted to each one of 
these Indians? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. One of these Indians has 
509 acres and the other has 616 acres. The land is a big allot- 
ment, but not very valuable. It is not worth very much in the 
shape which it is in. 

Mr. FERRIS. How much of the land will probably be re- 


quired to accomplish what they want to do? 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I am not prepared to say. 


They only want to run irrigation ditches across it, and what 
they need for other purposes, to build and operate the com- 
pany, but we left the determination of the details to the de- 
partment. 

Mr. FERRIS. I notice your amendment does not say “ right 


of way.” It provides that they may take as much of the land 
as they deem necessary to carry out their irrigation scheme. I 
wondered if they wanted to appropriate the whole tract, 
they merely want a right of way across? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The department changed 
the bill and put it in this shape, so that it can be left with them, 
we think. I may explain to the gentleman that it is hard to 
tell just how much they want, because while it is a long story 
und I do not care to take up the time of the House. the Indian 
who owns this land will not permit anyone to come upon it, and 
so it has been impossible to make surveys. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. There are two of these Indians. 

Mr. FERRIS. TI understand it only affects four allotments. 
Mr. TLUMPHREY of Washington. It only affects two. There 


or do 


are five reports from different agents, who all say it is to the 
interest of the Indians that it should be done, as well as to the 
inte! of the whites. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This irrigation company is a 
private corporation, of course? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And by this bill it is proposed 
that the Secretary of the Interior shall take land which is 
private property, sell it for such price as may please him, turn 
the Jand over in fee to this private corporation, and then dispose 
of the proceeds of the sale-as he sees fit. 


one 


Mr. FERRIS. If I may inject 
with the Interior Department, 


thought, my experience 
if the gentleman from Wisconsin 


will permit me, is that they generally get all that these lands 
are worth, when bills are drawn in this way. I am sure that 
will be done. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. In our opinion, the Indians 
will get a very much larger sum through the Interior Depart- 
ment than they would get under ordinary condemnation pro 


ceedings, when the parties who would make the appraisement 


would be local and naturally prejudiced against the Indians, 
and the Indians would get the worst of it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The comment I desire to make is 
that in the Constitution of the United States, as also in each 
State constitution, is an inhibition against the taking of private 
property by condemnation for any except public purposes. But 
by this bill it is proposed to take private property of the Indians 
not condemnation, but simply at the discretion of the Secre 
tary of the Interior, turn it over to a private corporation, and 
not to permit the Indians who own the property to have any 
thing whatever to say as to the terms upon which their property 
is to be sold, nor as to what shall be done with their money 
after the sale. The Secretary of the Interior is to do with the 
money as he sees fit. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is stated, however, that the two In- 
dians are willing. 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. No; I understand that they are 


opposed to it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It may be that 
will be done in but I am stating the naked legal 
aspect of this proposition, which is nothing more or thar 
the taking of private property practically by force and granting 
it to a private corporation. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If the gentleman will per 
mit me, I will say that it is not for a private purpose, under 
the Jaws of our State. These irrigation companies have a right 
to condemn for such purposes. This company has already 
paid S70,000 in cash to the Indians, and the department 
invested it, and it has been of great benetit to the Indians. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit a 
suggestion right there? In condemnatioa proceedings, 
paid into court does not belong to the court, kut to the owner 
of the land condemned, and he usually has something to say 
as to what shall be done with that 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. This land 
trust by the Government for the Indians, or, in 
the allottees have only a trust patent and will not 
plete title until 1916. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen 
tleman from Washington. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having votel in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


nothing wrong 
this case: 


less 


has 
money 


money. 

is still held in 
other words, 
have a com- 


BRIDGE OVER WEYMOUTH 


Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 30278) for the relief of the city of 
Quincy, the towns of Weymouth and Hingham, and the Old 
Colony Street Railway Co., all of Massachusetts, with the 
amendment that I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the amended bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever there shall be fixed by the Legi 
lature of the State of Massachusetts the proportion of the total expens 
toward the reconstruction, alteration, and repair of a bridge across the 
Weymouth Back River, on Lincoln Street, in the town of Hingham, i 
said State, made necessary because of the erection of a naval magazi 
and for other governmental purposes, to be paid by the Old Colon 
Street Railway Co., a corporation organized and existing under the laws 
of the State of Massachusetts, the town of Hingham, in Plymouth 
County, in said State, and the town of Weymouth and the city of Quinc; 
both in Norfolk County, in said State, there may be expended out of the 
sum of $50,000, which is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, an amount not exceeding that 
sum, and not, in any case, to exceed one-half of the sum necessary t 
reconstruct, alter, and repair said bridge, to be determined by the Chief 
of Engineers. Said work shall proceed under the provisions of an act 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second 
ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, does my friend from Ten 
nessee desire to ask me any questions? 

Mr. SIMS. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr 
SARTLETT]. I do not see the other gentlemen who rank me in 
he committee and do not know that they want any time. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Those gentlemen are all cognizant of 
this report and familiar with the matter. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not see them at this moment. I 
the gentleman from Massachusetts to explain the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, this bill authorizes th 
payment by the National Government of a sum of money io 
to exceed -$50,000, and in no event to exceed one-half of tu 
cost of the rebuilding of a bridge between the towns of Hing 
ham and Weymouth, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

It appears that for many years—in fact, for nearly 100 years 


BACK RIVER, HINGHAM, MASS, 





is considered as 


J 


will a 


there has been a wooden bridge across this Weymouth Ba 
River for the accommodation of the traffic of that locality, 
That bridge contains a draw some 24 feet in width, which | 
been ample for the demands made by the river traffic. TI 


stream is navigable only in name, and is used by a few 
pleasure boats, and the existing draw is very rarely used. 
The United States Government has recently bought all of 1 
land on both sides of the river above this bridge for the pur 
of erecting a magazine, which is to be moved from the cit) 
Chelsea, and the Government use of the stream 
a draw 50 feet in width. These towns have been notified t 
the present bridge must be replaced before the ist of June nes 
Inasmuch as this stream is only navigable in name and tl 
enlarged capacity of the draw is demanded solely for the 
of the 1 tes Government, it is thought to be only fair 
that the Governn should participate in the this 
bridge. I will make a more 


necessit 


nited St 


cost of 


complete explanation of the matter, 
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and reserve the balance 








Mr. Speaker, the equit es i 








t 
! ted by gentleman from Massachusetts may 

s to appeal to Members to vote for the United States 
‘ doing 1 unusual thing to aid these cities in 


this 


to build 


»}y) 
avie 


new bridge, 


to 


but 
mind, 


far as I 
however 


SO 


am 





bring my 


ial 
much 







ed I felt personally to gratifying the wishes of my col- 

( n the committee and the gentleman who presented the 
| ! he committee, to support it. 

ere o minority report filed by the members of the 





the 


Is reserved 
not 


atest? ‘i J roy 31 
privilege to vote against 


say what I 





undertake to am now 










to y but for the fact that attention was called to the 

it 4 unanimous report. I express simply 

n 

i purpos of the bill is to have the United States Gov 
t contribute $50,000, or not to exceed that sum, or one 

the neces iry amount expeaded, in building a new 
e be m the towns of Hingham and Weymouth, in the 

f Massachusetts. 


e is already a bridge there, and it beco 

to build a new « or to widen the to 50 
order to permit boats to carry up the place 
occupied by the United States Government in certain public 
| It is insisted by those who favor this proposition that 
se the United States Government purchased certain lands 


es nes 


essary 


ne 
Lit 






‘ ( 
freight to 









1 it becomes necessary to have access up this stream, passing 

derneath this bridge, to get to that Government property, and 

Lv e the United States will be the sole beneficiary almost, so 

increasing the size of the draw ‘rned, that the 

Government should contribute to this expense. It is true that 
y other person—a private individual, not the United States 

ted large works at this locality, and for the purpose of the 


is cone 









ere 


siness it became necessary to this navigable stream, it 
d not be just or legal to demand that the individual should 
one-half of the expense of constructing a new bridge or a 
draw. I do not know that it is a fact that this locality is 
d by the erection on this property by the United States 
ese public works, which are necessary to carry on the busi- 
of the Government of the United States in 
1 I apprehend the United States did not buy 
erect buildings nor engage in the business 
of that locality the prot of 
vy; but I am not ready to accept 


i 


use 






that 
this 
of 

the cit 


pro] 


locality, 
property 
the Govern 
that 
osition that 






over ests 


izens of 


tile 







ever the United States locates upon a navigable stream its 

| works that the public highway, which may include a 
across that stream, must be kept up in whole or in part 
United States Government. Therefore I am not willing 

ite to accede to the proposition that the United States 

cht in law or in equity or in justice to the citizens of that 





expend th 
ir. FOSTER 


rennessee 


e people’s money in this way. 
Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if 
will yield, I would 
rgia a question. 
SIMS. I yield 





of the 


the gent’em: 





l 4 a. 
like lO ASK 






( ter) 






five minutes to the 





gentlenian 


from 





Ty 


FOSTER of Illinois. 
+} 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
the gentleman from ; 


Georgia if there was a bill passed 
hich granted the right to this company to build a bridge across 
tream by the United States Government. 











\ BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; and there is already a 
n the old bridge of 25 feet. 
FOSTER of Illinois. Did it then contain the provision 
t the National Government reserved the right to alter, 
d, or repeal that act? 
Ir. WASHBURN. Oh, there has been a bridge over that 


eam for over 100 years. 

i BARTLETT of Georgia. I 
(ge there, 

ir. HUBBARD of West Virginia. There was no 
cress permitting the erection of it and reserving 
ter, amend, and repeal. 


stated that there had been 


of 
right 


act 
the 






ss of that private person or corporation to carry on its 
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Mr. FOSTER of Illinois ty 1 
build this bridge ac 


tLLIs int 


Mr. MANN When ‘ | 
ocal it] ies rl ( 


ibly by tl on i } sub 
thi Genel i er Vel \ vl 1 
al ODSTI ni i 1 | 
, ? ? 
= Aa mt! { ) ' 
o ( to th 0 l 
’ : I 
cle or Ie < ‘ i 
ve! r | ( ( 
) I tres » do } 
ment, nd we thoug!l ( l 
be fair for the Go | 
the a un 


{ e | had Tne use ot ti - ae 1d) 


Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentl ; , ' 





ago we pl vided for the He epin Ca 1 ow The Ll 
knows about, in our Stat d t on 
of Rock River for a short ¢ ( 1. 
That also required the destructio of 
Moline had constructed at its ow) ; L 
special provision, appropriated $25 r¢ 
although there was no legal ob t 1 or 
across a navigable stream. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinoi Then it is a question of our 1 ] 
obligation? 

Mr. MANN. It is a question of our moral obligation 


Che 
and 


SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules 
passing the bill 


The question was taken; and two 


favor thereof. the rules were suspended and the bill wi issed. 

The SPEAKER. After recognizing the gen an fi \fon 
tana {Mr. Pray] for a motion, the Chair, if : eeable the 
House, when that motion is disposed of, wi tl of 


us Consent Calendar. [After a pat ad The Chair 

tion. 
LANDS AND FUNDS 
PRAY. Mr. 

pass the bill (S. 


h G9O5) Ww 
The SPI 

















XAKER. The ge I oves to sus 
pend the rules and pass the following bill, h the Clerk 
1] report 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
An = - 6095 for t d 1 of the y 
rribe « Indians he $ é f Mont i I 
Re it er l, etc., That s tal I ea 
l y. autl zed and dire i to caus l lt 
veyed land embraced within tl! limits tl ( It 1 We 
in the State of Montar i to ! nat th 
ade | United Sta ( ! 11S t ; : 
any lands bearing il tl v ‘ 
of the Interior i I ed to rve such 
r disposition ur by ¢ rré Py | S 
retary of the serve ar ! ! 
or reservoir sit in I vatior 
Congr ind t Ss etar I ‘ 
Cone lly il pov nd r } } 
und t vi ns of this « ur other 
S » That so n ll the na 1 ' . 
ition shall ha ’ eyed. { 
’ the os ; 
iehts w tl ~ 1 Ind who hat t rece 
t | 1 and l de i le ( rf 
‘ 1. 1 » who were entit i to allot 
n of nd W l nd d rec led ( 4 
] That 1 t tments st 1 7 mad nde t 
3 t to I ildren of Indians affected ; in 
s 1 ny il | iti 
} ded the Chat the Secretary I 
d I vy deem ne rv for age } ir 
S “dl long as ne 1 1 
institutior ire maint ned ther f 4 
ind pi ided furthe | + ¢ “ rata rt 
iot hereby authorized and directed to i 1e natent 
simple to the duly authorized missionary | rd, or other pr 
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t} ty of ar l us organization heretofore engaged in mission or 
g | work on said reservation, for such lands thereon (not exceeding | 
162 ss to any one such organization and not included within any 
to I nafter provided for) as have been heretofore set apart 
lo oO nization for mission or s&* hool purposes : ind provided 
Phat the Secretary of the Interi is hereby authorized to set 
a 1 rese the site known as the “ Reno battlefield : Provided, 
i That the lands to be so set aside shall be determined by the 
‘ ssioners hereinafter authorized to inspect, classify, and ap 
I the s lus lands, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
tl Interior 

Ss rhat upon the completion of said allotments the President 
s] ippoint a commission consisting of three persons to inspect, 
‘ , and praise all of said lands that shall not have been 
al 1 in severalty to said Indians, or granted, reserved, or other- 
V lisposed of by the terms of this act, said commission to be con- 
st ed as follows: One of said commissioners shall be a person hold 
ing tribal relations with said Indians, one representative of the In- 
terior Department, and one resident citizen of the State of Montana. 
That said commission shall be governed by regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the classification and appraisement 
of atl of said lands shall be su ject to the approval of the Secretary 
of t Interior That within 30 days after their appointment said 
com! sioners shall meet at come point within the Crow Indian Reserva 
tion and organize by the election of one of their number as chairman. 
That id commissioners shall then proceed personally to inspect, 
cla f nd appraise, in tracts of 160 acres each, all of the remain- 
ing Innds embi “i within said reservation: Provided, That irrigable 
lands shall be appraised in tracts of 40 acres each. The classification 
and appraisement of said lands shall be made according to the follow- 
ing lasses: First, agricultural land; second, grazing land; third, 
mineral land, but the mineral land shall not be appraised; fourth, 
timber land which shall be classified without regard to acreage and 
shall not be appraised, but shall be reserved for the use of the Crow 
Indians, the timber thereon to be disposed of under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior. Said commissioners shall be paid a 
salary of not to exceed $10 per day each while actually employed in 
the inspection, classification, and appraisement of said lands, and 
necessary expenses, exclusive of subsistence, to be approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior, such inspection, classification, and appraise- 
ment iy be completed within one year from the date of the organization 
of ssid commission. 

8: 4. That upon th 


e approval of the classification and appraisement 
of said lands by the Secretary of the Interior they shall be disposed of 
under the provisions of the homestead, desert-land, mineral, and town- 
site laws of the United States, except as hereinafter otherwise provided 
and excepting sections 16 and 36 of each township, or any part thereof, 
for which the State of Montana has not heretofore received indemnity 
lands under existing laws, which sections, or parts thereof, are hereby 
granted to the State of Montana for school purposes. And in case 
either of said sections, or parts thereof, is lost to the State by reason 
of allotment thereof to any Indian or Indians, or otherwise, the gov- 
ernor of said State, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, 
is hereby authorized to select other unoccupied, unreserved, nonmineral, 
nontimbered lands within said reservation, not exceeding two sections 
in any one township, which selections must be made at least 60 days 
prior to the date fixed by the President's proclamation opening the sur- 
plus lands to settlement: Provided, That the United States shall pay to 
the said Indians in the manner provided for in section 6 of this act for 
the lands in said sections 16 and 36, so granted, or the lands within 


said reservation selected in lieu thereof, the sum of $2.50 per acre. 

Sec. 5. That said lands shall be opened to settlement and entry by 
proclamation of the President, which proclamation shall prescribe the 
time when and the manner in which they may be settled upon, occu- 


pied, and entered by persons entitled to make entry thereof, and no 
person shall be permitted to settle upon, occupy, or enter any of said 
lands, except as prescribed in such proclamation: Provided, That the 
rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sail of the late 
Civil and Spanish Wars and the Philippine insurrection, as defined 
and prescribed in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended by the act of March 1, 1901, shall not be abridged: Provided 
further, That the price of said lands disposed of under the homestead 
laws shall be paid in accordance with rules and regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, upon the following terms: One- 
fifth of the purchase price to be paid in cash at the time of entry, and 
the balance in five equal annual installments, to be paid in two, three, 
four, five, and six years, respectively, from and after the date of entry. 
In case any entryman fails to make the annual payments, or any of 
them, when due, all rights in and to the land covered by his entry shall 


ors 














cea and any payments theretofore made shall be forfeited, and the 
entry canceled, and the lands shall be again subject to entry under the 
provisions of the homestead law at the appraised price thereof: Pro- 
vided, however, That nothing in this act shall prevent homestead set 
tlers from commuting their entries under section 2301, Revised Stat- 


utes, by paying for the land entered the appraised price, receiving credit 
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tofore carried into effect, directing specific disposition of the proceeds 
of the sale of the ceded portion of the Crow Reservation, and that 
the funds provided by said article not heretofore specifically disposed 
of, be, and the same hereby are, directed to be deposited in the Treasu 
of the United States to the credit of the Crow fund herein provided f 
Sec. 7. That nothing in this act contained shall in any manner bind 
the United States to purchase any part of the land herein described 


except sections 16 and 36, or their equivalent, in each township, t 
may be granted to the State of Montana, the reserved tracts her 
before mentioned for agency and school purposes, or to dispose of . 
lands except as provided herein, or to guarantee to find purchas 


for said lands, or any part thereof, it being the intention of this 
that the United States shall act as trustee for said Indians to dis) 
of said lands and to expend and pay over the proceeds received f: 
the sale thereof only as received. 

Sec. 8. That before any of the land is disposed of as herein pro 
vided, and before the State of Montana shall be permitted to sek 
or locate any lands to which it may be entitled by reason of the 
of sections 16 or 36, or any portions thereof, by reason of allotm 
thereof to any Indian or Indians, the Secretary of the Interior is 
thorized to reserve from said lands such tracts for town-site purp 
as in his opinion may be required for the future public interests, 
he may cause same to be surveyed into lots and blocks and dispo 


of at public auction under such regulations as he may prescrilx 1 
accordance with section 2381 of the Revised Statutes of the 


Un I 
States; and he is hereby authorized to set apart and reserve for schoo! 
park, and other public purposes not more than 10 acres in any t 
site, and patents shall be issued for the lands so set apart and reserved 
for school, park, and other public purposes to the municipality k 
charged with the care and custody of lands donated for such pur; 
The purchase price of all town lots sold in town sites, as herein 
provided, shall be paid at such time and in such installments as 
Secretary of the Interior may direct, and be shall cause not 
than 20 per cent of the net proceeds arising from such sales to 
set apart and expended under his direction in aiding the construction 
schoolhouses or other public buildings or in improvements within 
town sites in which such lots are located. The net proceeds derive 


from the sale of such lots and lands within the town sites as af i 
said, less the amount set aside to aid in the construction of s - 
| houses or other public buildings or improvements, shall be credited 1 





| paid 


| 
| 
} 


for payments previously made. In addition to the price to be paid for 
the land, the entryman shall pay the same fees and commissions at the 
time of commutation or final entry as now provided by law where the 
price of land is $1.25 per acre, and when the entryman shall have com- 
plied with all the requirements and terms of the homestead laws as to 
sett ent and residence and shall have made all the required payments 
aforesaid he shall be entitled to a patent for the lands entered: And 
provided further, That all lands remaining undisposed of at the expira- 
tion of five years from the opening of said lands to entry may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be reappraised in the manner 
provided for in this act, and sold to the highest bidder for cash, under 
such gulations as the Secretary may prescribe, in tracts not exceeding 
820 es to any one person, but no land shall be sold at less than the | 
appraised valuation. 

Ss 6. That from the proceeds arising from the sale and disposition 
of e lands aforesaid, exclusive of the customary fees and commis- 
sions, there shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States, to 
the dit of the Indians belonging and having tribal rights on the said 
reservation, the sums to which the said tribe may be entitled, which 
shall draw interest at 4 per cent per annum; that the moneys derived 
from the sale of said lands and deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the said Indians shall be at all times subject to 
al priation by Congress for their education, support, and civiliza- 
t Provided, That the provisions of article 2 of the act approved 





1904, entitled “An act to ratify and amend an agreement with 





1 ans of the Crow Reservation in Montana, and making appro- 
priation to carry the same into effect,’ be, and the same hereby are, 
amended so as to repeal so much of the said act as has not been here- 


j 
j 


| 
| 


to the Indians as herein provided. 

Sec. 9. That there is hereby appropriated the sum of $400,000 
so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay for the lands 2 
to the State of Montana for school purposes and the Reno battk 
site at the rate of $2.50 per acre. And there is hereby approp ! 
the further sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be nece 
for the purpose of making the survey, appraisement, classificat 
and allotment provided for herein: Provided, That the latter 
priation, or any further appropriation hereafter made for the pur; 
of carrying out the provisions of this act, shall be reimbursed to 
United States from the proceeds from the sale of the lands desc! 
herein or from any money in the Treasury belonging to said Indian t 

Sec. 10. That the lands allotted, those retained or reserved, an 
surplus land sold, set aside for town-site purposes, granted to the 
of Montana, or otherwise disposed of, shall be subject for a perio 
25 years to all the laws of the United States prohibiting the introd 
tion of intoxicants into the Indian country. 

Sec. 11. That entrymen under the desert-land law shall be required 
to pay one-fifth of the appraised value of the land in cash at the 
of entry, and the remainder in five equal annual installments, as 
vided in homestead entries; but any such entryman shall be req ! 
to pay the full appraised value of the land on or before submissio1 
final proof: Provided, That if any person taking any oath required 
the homestead or desert-land laws or the regulations thereunder 
swear falsely in the premises, he shall be subject to all the pains l 
penalties of perjury and shall forfeit the money which he may 
for said land and all right and title to the same; and if 
person making desert-land entry shall fail to comply with the law and 
the regulations under which his entry is made, or shall fail to 1 
final proof within the time prescribed by law, or shall fail to mal 
payments or any of them required herein, he shall forfeit all 
which he may have paid on the land and all right and title to the 
and the entry shall be canceled. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I demand a se 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered. ‘| 
gentleman from Montana is entitled to 20 minutes and t 
entleman from Texas to 20 minutes. 

Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, before making a statement on 
bill, I desire to yield a haif minute to the gentleman f1 
New York [Mr. ALEXANDER], 

Mr. ALEXANDER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask un 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp, which s! 
include the address of the gentleman from Massachusetts [4 
McCatt] delivered last summer at Portland, Me., upon | 
occasion of the unveiling of the monument of the Hon. Tho! 
srackett Reed, late Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. McCatu’s address is characteristic of the distinguished 
writer. It is more than an address—it is literature. It illu 
trates and illuminates life in this body by presenting the car 
of one whose national service was wholly identified with t 
House of Representatives. Speaker Reed was a leader o! 
party here for 16 years, a longer time, I believe, than that 
sition has ever been filled. He was not merely a great Speaker, 
but he was a brilliant debater and forceful leader upon tec 
floor. Very often a man who has served with distinction | 
the House becomes a Member of of the Senate, but some of t! 
very greatest statesmen in the history of the country has se 
their only congressional service in the House of Represen':! 
tives. Among them may be mentioned Madison, Lincoln, Gar- 
field, McKinley, and Reed. Names like these would assure 
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the historic standing of any assembly. 
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Mr. Speaker, Mr. McCatr presents the brilliant service of 
the last member of this remarkable quintette not only with 
vigor and thoroughness but with the felicity and fidelity of 
one who is himself fitted by a long and distinguished career to 
portray exalted service in this House. I am sure that every 
Member of Congress will be glad to possess a copy of this 
address, and I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp so as to include it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The address is as follows: 

THOMAS BRACKETT REED. 
(By Hon. SAMUEL W. McCALt.) 

A statue of a human figure, which does not represent a mere 
abstraction but a real and once breathing man, draws much of 
its significance from the nature of the forces creating it and 
also from a fit association with the spot where it is reared. At 

time when government is expected to do everything, it is be- 
coming quite too much the fashion to build monuments by law 
and pay for them by money taken by taxation from the people. 
The tribute thus rendered involves no special sense of sacrifice | 
on the part of any human being. It is indeed cold compared | 
with that which is paid by voluntary gifts and comes springing 
from the hearts of the givers. In one of the public squares of 
Washington stands a figure of Lincoln. It is not striking merely 
as a work of art, but it acquires a beauty and a pathos from 
the fact that it was reared by many small gifts from men and 
women whom his immortal proclamation had made free. It is 
surely a felicity that the statue of Thomas Brackett Reed which 
you unveil to-day should have been raised by the free gifts of 
those who knew and loved him and not from a levy upon any 
public treasury. Nothing could be happier also than its asso- 
ciation with the spot where it is placed. It is ideally fitting 
that it should stand in the streets where he once played as a 
boy, in the city where he was born and lived nearly his whole 
life through, and where he now rests from his labors. I imagine 
you did not have in mind at all the last sentence of that beauti- 
ful speech of his spoken here a quarter of a century ago, but 
how perfectly this occasion seems to respond to it: 


[After a pause.] The 


Whatever fame great achievements may bestow, whatever honors the 
world may give, it is ever the most cherished hope of every seeker after 
fame or fortune to be kindly remembered and lovingly honored on the 
spot which gave him birth. 

It is no common thing for the citizens of a city like this, the 
commercial capital of a great State, to set up a statue in its 
streets, and we are now to render some answer to the question, 
What reason justifies this hour and what is its real meaning? 
The answer was simpler, although the oceasion had no greater 
merit when you were putting up the statue of Longfellow; and 
it was simpler because of the difference in the nature of their 
work between a poet and a statesman. The statesman lives in 


the field of practical controversy; the poet in the realm of 


ideals. It is not an uncommon fate of poets to be neglected in 
their lifetime and to have their birthdays celebrated in after 


generations. But the statesman is féted in his life and too com- 
only forgotten when he is dead. It is not difficult, I think, to 
find the reason for this difference. The poet, if he be a real one 
aS yours was, deals not with the shifting conditions of the time, 
but with what Sainte-Beuve called “the eternal humanity.” 
Time takes little from the sweetness of his songs, and ages after 
he is gone they go as freshly and as warmly to the hearts of 
men as when they first dropped from his lips. 
And the genuine poet sings not merely to other ages, but to 
ter countries than his own, and there is a simplicity and a 
iversality to his fame. But the statesman has to do with the 
plex machinery of the State, never more complex than now, 
(| however ardently he may wish to realize his ideals and 
above the clouds, he may not get too far from the earth 
Without coming suddenly too near it with the vast interests in 
his keeping, in the collapse of a general ruin. He deals, too, 


+} 
‘ 


with the shifting sands of popular opinion instead of with the 
eternal humanity,” and the absorbing issues of to-day are 
thrust aside by the aggressive issues of to-morrow and are for- 
cotten. Much of his work is blended into the general aggre- 


» of social achievement and does not stand visibly by itself. 
‘ fame is less universal since the barriers of patriotism often 
lze it in. But yet he richly earns the gratitude of his time 
d of posterity, if he does his duty well, for the State is an 
uspensable instrument of civilization, making it possible for 
en to thrive, for cities to spring up, for poets to sing, and, 
indeed, for society to exist. And so you honor to-day one who 
deserved the name of statesman in the noblest meaning it can 
have with us, since it is men like him who keep the idea of 
representative government from dying out. He was not lacking 
in the practical touch demanded by the nature of his work, and 
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yet practical as his work was we shall see how finely and firmly 
he lived up to his ideals. 


In order the better to understand what manner of man he 
was, let us consider the character of the stock from wl he 
sprung. For two centuries before he was born his ancestors in 
nearly every line dwelt along the seacoast now included in 
Maine. It was not one of the great settlements which George 


Cleve, himself an ancestor of Reed, planted on the shores of 
Casco Bay, but no other settlement in America can claim a more 
stirring and dramatic history. Cleve was as masterful a man 
as ever led out a colony to found a new empire. He was an 
independent in religion, but his little settlement was not en- 
tirely made up of those who believed in his own creed rhe 
Royalist, free-living element among them occasionally | 
conspicuous and gave themselves some of the pleasures of life, 
although it is not easy to imagine a narrower range of gayety 
than that spread before them. After a little time Massachusetts 
asserted its title to this coast, and, with the aid of the whip- 
ping post and the ducking stool, planted a civilization here upon 
the most austere Puritan models. 


came 


The Cleve settlement was 
upon a dangerous frontier, with the Indian and Frenchman to 
} the north. More than once during its first century it was all 
but obliterated in Indian wars. Portland was depopulated and 


remained a waste place for a generation. The original settle 
ment was almost purely of the Germanic or Anglo-Saxon stock, 
Puritan chiefly, though with a touch of what was called the 
Cavalier, and it was augmented by additions from the Massa 
chusetts Puritan and Pilgrim, and later by an infusion of the 
Scotch-Irish and the Huguenot bloods. 

But it remained decidedly Anglo-Saxon. Two centuries after 
it had been planted it is doubtful whether a population more 
purely of the English blood could have been found anywhere, 
either in the old country or in the new. It was thus of the 
great imperial race of the world. From one motive or another, 
that race has spread from its little island nest into the empty 
lands over all the habitable globe, carrying with it a genius for 
self-government and planting everywhere free commonwealths. 
Its instinct for government is so persistent that even when it 
has emptied the jails of London and sent forth penal colonies, it 
has after a time, like flowing water, worked itself pure and 
exhibited again the spirit of orderly government. Sidney Smith 
was not simply employing the touch of the satirist when he pre 
dicted that the time might come when some Botany Bay Tacitus 
would record the crimes and splendors of an emperor lineally 
descended from a London pickpocket. 

The men who founded the State of Maine were the choicest 
specimens of the English race. They were willing to face the 
perils of the ocean, at that time terrible in reality and more ter- 
rible still to the imagination; to brave a rigorous climate: to 
strive to wring a living from an infertile soil and from the sea: 
and to wage long wars against the red man order that they 
might enjoy civil and religious liberty. While the original 
purity of the stock has been unimpaired, the psychologists of 
the Nation tell us that a new race practically has been evolved 


from this intense struggle and this new environment, with 
strong new qualities grafted upon the old. 

Reed’s first ancestor of his name in this country apparently 
came to Salem, Mass., about 1630, and the son of this ances 
tor found his way to Maine. Reed never concerned himself 
much about his remote pedigree. He accepted himself as he 
was without a wish to invoke in his behalf the merit of : es 
tors, content to know the general character of his stock. He 
once proposed a toast to Maine, settled, as he id, “chietly by 
the blood of old England, but always preferring liber 
cestry.” His ancestors, he once remarked, never held any 
position of great emolument, judging by his « fil 
dition when he arrived. There can be no doubt, hoy er, of 
the excellence of the individual lines blended in ! ! 
ing as they did the George Cleve and the M husetts Puritan 
and Pilgrim strains. Some of his ancestor vere captured or 
killed in the Indian wars, and another \ with Paul Jones 
when he captured the Scrapis. His own father was a sea cap 
tain commanding sailing vessels in the coasting trade, a g 
which required authority and courage 

Reed was very fortunate in his education. In his later years 
he declared that he had long thought it the greatest good for 
tune of his life that he had spent five and one-half years under 


Master Lyford, a famous teacher of the Portland Boys’ 
School. After a thorough preparation he entered I 

lege at the age of 16. The modern college had not 
come into existence, and Bowdoin offered a course containing 
much Latin, Greek, and mathematics, with few or no elective 





studies, and gave the rigid discipline of the best Ame1 col 
leges at that time. It was a discipline that has bred scholars 


and poets and statesmen, teaching them how to think and write 





and speak. At the head of the faculty was Leonard Woods, 
probably as cultivated and cosmopolitan a president could 
be found in any college of that day. He had with him a small 
band of professors, nearly every one of whom was so distin- 
guished as to be known even to this time outside the circles of 
his own college. After four years of study in close personal 
contact with such men he was graduated, almost the youngest 
man in a class numbering 55, of whom he was the leader in 
scholarship in the senior year and the fifth in average rank 
for the entire course. Aside from the regular work, he teok 
prize in writing, was an editor of the college paper, and was 
active in sports and in the social life of the college. We get a 
fascinating glimpse of him and of his care-free manner in a 
passage in one of his letters describing a long walk which he 
took upon a brilliant winter evening, when he would occa- 
sionally rest by throwing himself on his back upon high snow- 
drifts and gaze wonderingly upon the planet Jupiter. Enough 
is known of his college career to permit us to see his natural 
and easy growth and the spirit in which he strove to fashion 
himself in that bright morning time— 
Ere the hot sun count 
His dewy rosary on the Eglantine. 

Those were four happy and fruitful years which he passed 
going in and out beneath the Brunswick elms, and there were 
few college men of that time who might not have envied him 
his opportunities for real culture and the manner in which he 
improved them. Like many another American boy, he was 
forced to rely somewhat upon his own efforts to meet his col- 
lege expenses, There an ideal touch in the circumstance, 
as if to prefigure his own career, that he was helped by another 
son of Bowdoin of kindred character who has won honorable 
place in the history of his country, William Pitt Fessenden. 
In the letter conveying payment of the full balance of the loan 
and interest young Reed gratefully wrote Fessenden : 

I have seen enough of the world to know that I might live as long 


again without finding a man who would do such an act of kindness 
in so kind a manner. 


as 


he 


is 


In taking account of the special influences which helped to 
mold his mind and fit bim for the work he was to do, we must 
not overlook his service in the Civil War and his residence in 
California. 

He was accustomed afterwards to speak lightly of his career 
of something more than a year as assistant paymaster in the 
Navy, as indeed he was wont to speak lightly of anything that 
might seem to increase his own personal importance. It was 
one of the precepts which he used to impress with a touch of 
drollery that “we make more progress by owning our faults 
than by always dwelling on our virtues.” He might well have 
pointed out that when the ship sinks the paymaster is as likely 
to go down as is the fighting sailor, but he said the Navy meant 
to him “not the roaring wind and the shrieking shot and shell 
but smooth water and the most delightful time of my life.” 
The Mississippi River, where he saw the most of his service, 
was at that time a scene of unsurpassed dramatic interest, and 
the time spent upon it, whether in fighting or not, broadened 
his experience greatly, just as his residence in California in 
the formative days of that community widened the outlook of 
the future statesman. 

His career at the bar was admirable in its training for the 
public service. It was of the sort to develop whatever talent 
he had for the law, a talent that was certainly great. In his 
first five years of practice he established himself so notably 
that he was made the attorney general of his State when but 
50 years old, the youngest age at which that office has ever 
been held in Maine. He was attorney general for three years 
during a time when the office dealt with a great variety of 
litigation, some of it as important as could engage the attention 
of a lawyer. He filled the place with great success. Then, for 
four years he was counsel for the city of Portland. Thus, after 
a dozen busy years in which he maintained himself in the 
courts against lawyers of eminence, a period long enough to 
train him thoroughly as a lawyer and not so long as to put his 
faculties in perpetual slavery to that calling, and after a 
service in both houses of the Maine Legislature, he was elected 
to Congress at the age of 37. 
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| ourselves the greatest of wars; had freed 4,000,000 slaves, and 


had at once made them, so far as paper could do it, equal self- q 
governing members of our great democracy, and the doctrine of 

equal rights, both civil and political, had never before in the 

history of the world been practically applied on so stupendous 

a seale. 


After these achievements we had become politically blasé 


| and the ordinary routine of prosperous government was sure to 


| having society 


pall upon the senses. We were attuned to the spectacle of 
abstractly reconstituted every election day a 
most ideal modeis. The time that was coming 
humdrum, because it was to succeed so impa- 
tient a régime when we strove to attain in a day an ultimate 
perfection and to experience all the sensations that come to a 
nation in a very long lifetime. 

But important questions were pressing themselves forward, 
not in a dramatic fashion, but with the quiet persistency with 
which natural laws compel attention, serious questions of goy- 
ernmental honesty, of finance, of the standard of value of our 
money, of taxation—all vitally involving not merely the pros- 
perity but the honor and even the stability of the Natio: 
President Hayes courageously grappled with the new order 
Although under the shadow of a clouded title, he won su 
success as to reestablish his party and, what is of far greater 
consequence, to deserve the gratitude of the oncoming geuner- 
ation. 

It was at the moment of this transition that Reed first too! 
his seat in the House as a Republican. In the general prin 
ples of his party he firmly believed. Above all else he was 
possessed with the passion for human rights, which was the 


cording to the 
in might seem 


il 


\ 


noblest heritage of the war. All issues relating to that as 
well as the supremacy of the Central Government within its 


sphere, the war had settled large for him. The House is a 
forum where, as he afterwards said, “ distinction won in other 
fields of endeavor will gain a man a hearing for the first time, 
but not afterwards.” Although he had a brilliant career at 
the bar and as a member of the Maine Legislature, he had 
established no reputation of the sort that would precede him to 


Washington. He went there with the ordinary passports of 
the new Member, and his career was entirely before h 


With his ideal equipment for the work of the House, however, 
it was inevitable that he should speedily establish himself. 

The first real opportunity came in his appointment to tli 
committee to investigate charges of fraud in connection with 
the presidential election. The manner in which he performed 
his part of the work attracted the attention of the country 
Most of the Republican leaders were disqualified-from member 
ship by the terms of the resolution, and, although a new M 
ber, Reed was appointed. On the other hand, his political op 
ponents were the seasoned veterans of their party. As ble 
said of them, “the household troops were ordered up.” In 4 
short offhand speech upon the subject of the investigation. 
called out by an incautious attack by a Member of the ©} 
site party, he first gave the House a touch of his unique qua 
ties as a debater. In that speech he displayed to such ad\ 
tage his sarcastic humor, his power of repartee, and his 
of argument, that he took rank at once as the most formic 
debater upon his side of the House. 

To trace minutely his course during his service in the Hi 
would be to write a history of all the important legislation 
that period. I shall refer only to those subjects that clea! 
overshadowed all others in the contests of that time. We! 
approach a field which has not yet passed exclusively int: 
domain of the historian. Some of the political questions o! 
that day are still in issue and others have been so receit!y 
moved from politics that the fires yet smolder near the surf 
compelling one to walk with caution. 

Upon the questions relating to the standard of our moncy, ! 
clear line of division separated the parties. Members of ea 
party were to be found upon both sides. Reed had express 
the opinion that a large majority of the American people favo! 
inflation during the administration of President Hayes and t! 


| his courageous veto by arresting attention gave them a cha! 


The term of Reed’s first Congress began on the day when | 


Gen. Hayes took the oath of office as President, an event which, 
if it did not inaugurate a new era, emphasized with a good 
deal of clearness an important transition in our history. It 
marked the end of State governments supported by national 
bayonets and witnessed the restoration in form at least of civil 
government throughout the Union. At the first look, the 4th 
of March, 1877, appeared to usher in a time of political sterility 
succeeding an heroic age. We had witnessed so many signal 


events Compressed within a brief period; we had fought among! taining gold as the standard of our money. 


for reflection. Certainly their Representatives were ready to | 

by large majorities bills for printing more greenbacks and fo! 
coining light-weight dollars. The wickedness of the “bloate! 
bondholder ” seemed for the moment to engage the attention 0! 
that class of orators never absent in a democratic govern 
who seek to win the suffrages of the people by inflaming th 
with a sense of fancied wrong. Reed’s course from the outs 
was notably consistent. He stood resolutely for the mainten: 
of the gold standard. From the time when he opposed the co! 
age bill of 1878 until the final popular decree in 1896, he ws 


| the most potent force in the House of Representatives for mall 


The device el 














1911. 


bodied in the Sherman law, he was persuaded, was necessary 
to forestall the passage of a free-coinage bill, but he strongly 
supported President Cleveland’s effort to repeal that law, and 
under his leadership the far greater number of his party asso- 
ciates in the House voted for repeal. He gave the President 
unflinching support throughout the whole of the splendid fight 
which he made for maintaining the integrity of our money. 

As a constitutional result of the war, the black man was 
counted equally with the white in apportioning Representatives 
among the States, and the suppression of his vote gave to the 
war the practical result of greatly increasing the political power 
of the southern white man in the National Government. Reed 
stood by the position of his party in favor of an election law to 
enable the vote of the colored man to be safely cast and honestly 
ted in all national elections. The time was still hot with 
the passions of the war and some of its fiercest parliamentary 
contests were waged over this question. 

The tariff struggle has been a perennial one since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, and it was then particularly raging. 
Five general revisions of the tariff passed the House while 
Reed was a member of it—two Democratic and three Repub- 
licnu—although the essential difference between them justified 
very little of the heat displayed in the controversy. Reed be- 
lieved in encouraging manufactures, although the argument 
that seemed most strongly to weigh with him was of a social 
character and was based upon our higher standard of living, 
which required a higher wage than in the countries with whicb 
the competition was most keen. 

As a debater and parliamentary leader he must be accorded 
high rank. For nearly the entire period of his service the 
parties were so evenly balanced in the country that no party 
could be said to be in control of the Government. The House 
was usually Democratic, the Senate Republican, while the 
Presidency alternated between the two parties. From 1877 to 
1S89 all the three parts of the legislative machine were not 
controlled by the same party at any single time, except for a 
period of two years. The Democratic Party, so long victorious 
before the war, was again reviving; 
great 


coun 
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and having control of the | 
popular branch of the Government, the House became | 


the theater of the struggle, and it was there that the contest | 


wis most bitterly waged for the possession of the Government. 
I doubt if there has been another period of equal length in our 
history when the House was the scene of so much desperate 


when there was a more imperative call for the qualities that fit 
men for intellectual combat. The Democratic Party was rep- 
resented in that body by a group of extremely able men, compre- 
hending a wide diversity of talent. In the combination of 
resources which they presented it would be difficult to match 
them at any other time in the history of the House. It had 
parliamentary leaders and debaters like Carlisle, Randall, 
Crisp, and Turner, orators like Wilson, Cochran, and Bryan, 
and the list of its members possessing a really high order of 
talent might be much further prolonged. The necessity of the 
situation required the Republicans to keep their strongest man 
at the front. There are times when the demands of the place 
are less exacting and some man of fairly respectable talezt 
may be chosen by political intrigue in preference to a stronger 
man and may successfully go through the forms of leadership. 
But in this instance the best was none too good, and it is no 
disparagement of the Republican membership to say that when 
Reed became its leader he was so preeminently the man for the 
place as to stand in a class by himself; and from that time 
until he left the House 16 years later he remained at the head 
of his party, the longest period that any man has been the 
leader of a party in either the Senate or the House. Men have 
been successful at the head of an opposition who have failed 
in attempting to lead a victorious party. Others have lacked 
in the fertility of resource necessary to attack who yet with a 
majority about them could stubbornly conduct a defensive bat- 
tle. 
equally successful both as minority and majority leader. He 
is, however, more interesting as minority leader, because in the 


| weather that delighted him most 


every inch a leader. His very look fixed the attention of the 
House. He was slow and distinct in enunciation, with a power 
ful and strident voice capable of cutting through the confusion 
and penetrating to the farthest recesses of the enormous hall. 
He always used the lower tones of bis voi some of which 
were of great sweetness. He spoke without visible effort, rarely 
making a gesture, and a fine, strong light shone from his bril 
liant eyes, although in moments of great excitement they blazed 
with a cousuming fire. 

His mind was a fit companion to his body H¥e had a re- 
markable power of statement, and when he was denling with 
his opponent's case, instead of stating it first and then over- 
throwing it, he would often demolish it 


in the statement itself. 


said, “is plain statement, 


“ What the House likes best,” he once 


hard hitting, and sense enough to know when one is done He 
was able to seize unerringly upon the vital point in a contro- 
versy, and he would not concern himself over the little issues. 


He had the good taste to speak simply. He saw things clearly 
could express his exact meaning in admirably 
his sentences were without a from the standpoint of 
form. As to the commonplace shifts of the orator, the balanced 
periods and the worked-up passages, 


chosen words, and 


blemish 


he never patronized them, 


But his preeminent quality was his humor, a quality until 
recent times very little used in public speaking, judging from 
the examples that have come down to us. Prior to the middle 


of the nineteenth century oratory with us seems to have been a 
desperately serious calling. One would no more look for a joke 
in one of the approved speeches of that time than in a 
stration of Euclid. And some real humor would certainly miti- 
gate their reading very much. Even that prince of orators, 
Daniel Webster, would be more widely read if he bad not so 
sternly restrained the sense of humor which he undoubtedly 
possessed. Reed's humor often showed the finish and perfec- 
tion of the finest wit, but there were no small barbed arrows in 
his quiver. It was rather, like the body of his argument, the 
play of heavy artillery, and it could as effectively sweep the 
field. 

His willingness to accept battle was superb. What was said 
of a famous debater in the British Parliament could truthfully 
be said of him: “He went out in all weathers:” but the 
gas the storm; and no weather 
his and 


demon- 


seemed so rough as to disturb coolness 


self eon rol, 


| His speeches will usually be found in the Rercorp just as he 
party warfare, so much fighting of the short-sword order, and | 





Sut Reed had the well-rounded qualities that made him | 


evolution of our political institutions it became the custom to 


make the leader of the majority in the House the Speaker, and 
the limitations of that office were not so well adapted to his 
temperament as was the freedom of the floor. For 10 years he 
led the minority, sometimes with a force at his back nearly 
equal to that of his antagonists and sometimes with a little 
band behind him outnumbered 3 to 1. It is the simple truth to 
Siy that great and varied as was the array of talent against 
him, he never was overmatched and he never appeared to have 
all his reserves brought into action. 

Let us take some account of his equipment. 


His appearance 
Was most impressive, 


Giant as he was in stature, he looked 





| guage.” 


delivered them. He did not emulate some of the great 
of former times, not to mention our own, and struggle with an 
occasion after it had passed by. He had not the habit of with- 
holding his speeches for revision, to clothe them with a rhe i 
which he would have spoken, but they were printed the 
morning as they had been delivered. 

He never wasted words. 
the empty air. 


orators 


‘Toric 


next 


“Speech,” he once said, “ 
Better a pound of fact than a shipload of lan- 
During his service in the House it is doubtful if he 
made a half dozen speeches as long as a half hour, and the 
length of the greater number of them would not exceed five 


dies upon 


| minutes. Those short speeches light up the Recorp and are 
models of their kind, making the situation clear and bringing 
the House to a sense of what it was doing. On two oceasions 


only did his speeches approach two hours in length, one 
the closing argument for 


being 


his side against the Mills tariff bill 
and the other the closing argument against the Wilson bill. 
Each occasion was the culmination of a long and bitter party 
controversy. The Mills bill embodied the central policy upon 
which Cleveland’s campaign for reelection in 1SSS was to be 
waged. ‘The tariff was much discussed in those days, and in 
three successive presidential elections it was the overshadowing 
issue. It filled the mouths of our statesmen with large figures 


and thelr contributions to the “ dismal were 
in keeping with its name. An ancient tariff speech, of : 
speeches in the world, is not apt to be the most entertaini 
reading, but Reed’s speech on the Mills bill is worth readin 
even to-day. There are indeed few congressional of 
equal length that wil! bear reading so well. It ha the 
wooden qualities of the spoken essay, no particle of the orna 
fustian which so often made the pretentious speech of the Inst 
century such a thing of terror, but it is a fighting speech, glow- 
ing from beginning to end, full of irony, argument, wit, and 
eloquence, and was equally effective at the moment, and 
read later in the campaign it was chiefly meant to influence 

The debate upon the Wilson bill took place at the clim 
the tariff agitation. It was the dramatic moment of a polities 
battle running through all of Cleveland's contests for the P1 
dency. 

In the first he was elected, in the next defeated, and at las 
again victorious, and for the first time supported by both Hou 
of his own political faith, he was at the head of a party 1 


science ” 


<1 } * 
Sspeecne 


S none of 



































































































































































































































































































































































































3924 


sponsible for the pass 
which ] 


nacted 


bee 


leased nobody and which he himself refused 
ig of the debate in the House presented a 
fitly marking the culmination of this long 


cien 


ign 
memorable 


! ti 


spectacle, 


political struggle. The Capitol could scarcely contain the throng, 

nd the great Chamber and its galleries were crowded to suf- 
focation. Although the speech of Reed on that day began with 
the statement that “if anything seems to have been discussed 


ntil human nature can bear it no more, it is the tariff,’ both 
n its immediate effect and as it is read in the Recorp, it was 
worthy of a great occasion and measures up to the best stand- 
ards of parliamentary eloquence. 

I believe that he has not been excelled as a debater by 
man ever in the House of Representatives. There 
orators who have given more attention to rhetorical finish, but 
no man has surpassed him in the history of the House, certainly 
for three-quarters of a century, in power of condensed state- 
ment, in a destructive ridicule, and in the stately and even flow 
of his speech, massive and strong. He appeared to the best 
advantage in his short speeches. That is not true of some of 
the other great parliamentary speakers. Take, then, either of 
his two longest efforts in the House, to which I have just been 
referring, that on the Wilson bill or that on the Mills. bill. 
Read it by the side of any other debating speech you may se- 
lect, either from the House of Commons or the House of Rep- 
resentatives, taking, however, a speech of the modern era, when 
shorthand reporting had been developed, that you may know 
you are reading a real speech and not an imaginary oration 
with the fine outbursts and beautiful periods, the careful result 
of afterpreparation. I believe 
so far as the reading is concerned. Then if you wish to imagine 
the immediate effect, remember that his delivery exactly fitted 
what he said, and that in action he looked the 20,000-ton bat- 
tleship, with all its range of armament, its great and little guns 
in full play, and that with his variety and force of attack he 
seemed at the time invincible. 

Reed, as minority leader dealing with the rules, was always 
engaging the other side and putting its leaders to the necessity 
of using all their wits. No man ever had a better command of 
the procedure of the House. He played the parliamentary 
game hard, but played it according to the rules, and he never 
sought to embark the House upon revolution. 

While as minority leader he was opposed to legislative an- 
archy, as leader of the majority he stood equally against legis- 
lative impotency. More conspicuously than with any 
thing his name is identified with the overthrow of a system 
which enabled a minority, by refusing to vote, to produce a 
legislative paralysis and for negative purposes to control the 
action of the House. 

Speaker for six years, under the long-established practice of 
the House he was therefore its leader. He stated with exact- 
ness the character of the speakership when he was first chosen. 
Tn a speech, none the less admirable because in point of brevity 
it was at the time probably without parallel upon a like occa- 
sion, he said that under our system as developed the duties 
of his office were both political and parliamentary. 

So far as the duties are political, I sincerely hope that they 
be performed with a proper sense of what is due to the people of this 
whole country. 
sincerity that they may be performed with a proper sense of what is 
due to both sides of this Chamber. 

Our speakership undeniably dual character 
and the question is often asked why it should have taken on 
the political aspect, when the speaker of the British House of 
Commons is in effect a judicial officer. The chief reason may be 
found in the difference between our parliamentary systems. In 
England there is an intermingling of the executive and legis- 
lative functions. All the ministers of the Crown are members of 
the one legislative chamber or the other. The leading minister 
in the House of Commons is the leader of that body. He and 
his colleagues in office direct its affairs and conduct the Goy- 
ernment under their responsibility to the Commons. 
they fail to command a majority they go out of office. 
we have no cabinet system. We do indeed have what 
a Cabinet, but its members are purely executive subordinates 
of the President, a species of magnificent head clerks, and are 
entirely lacking in parliamentary functions. The Constitution 
contemplated separate departments, with Congress in a region 
by itself passing laws, and the President in his own secluded 
domain executing them, with an occasional formal message * on 
the state of the Union.” But no great government can be 
effectively run with the two branches of its central political 
department only 
dent sending coldly constitutional and polite notes to Congress 
and the latter in its own good time replying or not as it should 
see fit to do. To insure that harmony which is essential in 


any 


possesses this 


But 


that Reed will stand the test | 


upon formal speaking terms, with the Presi- | 
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ige of a tariff bill, and one was about to | 
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| ent but had not voted. 


| received a majority of those who had seen fit to vote. 


| counting of the quorum. 
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the workings of all the parts of such a vast and complex goy- 
ernmental machine, there must be practical ways of reaching 
an intimate understanding. Through a process of evolution 
the speakership had come to be an important instrument in sup 
plying the apparent gap left by the Constitution between the 
executive and legislative departments and to put them upon more 
workable terms. It presented the advantages of a centralized 
leadership representing in the first instance the popular branch 
of the legislature and tended to secure a measure of the unity 
in government secured by the cabinet system. And as a balance 
to the President, such a commanding figure on Capitol Hill, 


always responsible to the House and subject to being over 


| ruled by it, has operated as a check upon the obvious tendency 
have been | 


to autocracy incident to the growth of the Government and the 
centralization of power at Washington. 

The central and dramatic event in Reed’s speakership was the 
The large number of the quorum re- 
quired in the House, eightfold larger than that of the British 
House of Commons when the difference in the number of mem- 
bers is taken into account, makes it diflicult for the party in 
control to maintain a quorum out of its own membership unless 
its majority is very large. It had for many years been the 
settled practice for the minority to attempt to defeat legislation 
to which they were opposed by abstaining from voting when 
they could not accomplish the same result by directly voting 
against it. Thus the majority had frequently been compelled 
to abandon legislation. The majority of the House might a 
tually be present, but the method of determining its presence 
had been by the vote, and if a majority had not voted upon the 
roll call business could not proceed. In Reed's first speakership 
his ‘party had a very small majority. After a roll call upon a 
party question when less than a quorum of Members had re 
sponded to their names, although many more were present, he 
directed the Clerk to note the presence of those who were pres- 
Thus a quorum was made up, and the 
vote was announced in favor of the proposition which had 
His 


| reasons were simple, and they were unanswerable from the 


other | 


may | . . . 
his | gress, when he led the minority and the party in control had 
So far as they are parliamentary, I hope with equal | 


When | 


is called | 


constitutional standpoint. If Members could be 
refuse to exercise their function— 

the provision of the Constitution giving the House power to compel 
attendance of absent Members would seem to be entirely nugatory. [1 
asmuch as the Constitution only provided for their attendance, that 
attendance was enough. 


present and 


This ruling was followed by a parliamentary storm unprece- 
dented in severity in the history of the House. For many hours 
it was not possible to proceed with the ordinary business on 
account of the uproar. Members rushed down the aisles, filled 
the area in front of the Speaker, and denounced him with great 
violence of language as a tyrant and a czar. He held himself 
calm and unmoved amid the tumult, sustained by the conscious- 
ness that he was right, and that he was announcing a pre- 
cedure which the Constitution contemplated and the growing 
demands of the country’s business made absolutely necessary. 

The Supreme Court subsequently upheld the constitutiona! 
of Reed’s ruling, but his triumph was to be even more complete. 
His opponents were formally to sanction it. In a later Con- 


tt 


returned to the ancient practice, he attacked it with every 
resource known to parliamentary law and succeeded in den: 
strating its unsoundness. His antagonists, although they ! 
a large majority, were unable to furnish a quorum from 
own ranks. Reed’s party, under his lead, refrained from vot 
and thus for weeks the transaction of business was made 
possible. And the men who had vehemently denounced |! 
were compelled at last to adopt the principle of his ruling 
affirm the practice that if a quorum is actually presert 
House can transact business whether Members vote or 
That has ever since been the law of the House. 

It required courage of the highest order to overturn 
precedents of a century made by all parties, and previ 
assented to by himself, and to establish a principle so corr 
and in accordance with common sense. gut he was not d 
turbed upon the question of consistency. His dictum upon 
subject proves that. 

I do not promise— 

He said— 
to give wisdom of adamant. I will give them honesily what 
ion is at the time; they must take the chances of its being for et 


T 


id 


t} 


mt 
nls 


It has required a man of unusual quality to direct our gr 


| popular assembly in the days since the Civil War, when the bus! 


ness of the Government has grown so enormously, when U 


pressure from private interests has vastly increased, and whet 


It is no light task to 
intain orderly 


partisanship has usually run so high. 


moderate that great turbulent body and to ma 














1911. 


procedure. As Speaker, Reed fitly embodied the dignity of the 
House, and it never had a presiding officer who more inflexibly 
and fairly administered its rules. 

No greater Speaker ever presided over the House. Henry 
Clay, who directed not merely the affairs of the House, but to 
a large extent of the country during his speakership, was con- 
stantly taking the floor. He made a dozen or more speeches 
at a single session. I am not aware that during his whole 
speakership Reed took the floor either in the House or in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. He held himself austerely in reserve. 
His’ rulings were models of just expression and possessed a 
weight and condensed power which it is difficult to match. 
He had the courage calmly to rise to great occasions, and with 
a heroism only equalled by his insight he established the great- 
est landmark in the parliamentary law of the House. 

Just at the end of his public career, a new set of issues were 
coming forward. He was opposed to the annexation of the 
Sandwich Islands, firmly believing that it was for the interest 
of the Republic to remain a continental power, and that it 
would contribute most effectively to the cause of good govern- 
ment throughout the world by furnishing the example of a 
well-governed democratic state and by scrupulous respect for 
the rights of weaker peoples. He was equally opposed to the 
Spanish War, and used the power of his office, so far as he 
properly could, to prevent both the annexation and the war. 
That power was great, but no man knew better than he that 
the Speaker was far from omnipotent, that he could only lead 





where the House was willing to follow, and his efforts were | 


unavailing. 

The war was begun for the avowed purpose of putting an 
end to a condition in the Western Hemisphere, which was 
within our traditional sphere of action, but the important 
question it bequeathed to us was whether we should become 
an Asiatic power and take upon ourselves the government of 
populations almost under the Equator in the seas of the Orient. 
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Reed's political education, the practice of his whole life, and | 


his view of the fundamental principle of the American common- 
wealth made his position upon this question inevitable. Long 
before the Philippines appeared upon our horizon he de- 
clared in a speech in the House “that the best government of 
which a people is capable is a government which they estab- 
lish for themselves. With all its imperfections, with all its 
shortcomings, it is always better adapted to them than any 
other government, even though invented by wiser men.” The 
idea that America should violate its traditional principle of 
self-government and enter upon the work of governing subject 
States, he hated with all the fierce hatred of a vanishing time. 
It seemed to him like abandoning the principle which made her 
unique among the nations. He was profoundly stirred by our 
taking on “the last colonial curse of Spain,” but it had been 
done by a treaty solemnly ratified by the Senate, and he had 
come to the parting of the ways. His reelection to the speaker- 
ship appeared certain, and that office, he once declared, had but 
one superior and no peer. His mind had been never so ripe. 
But he was heartsore at the prospect of following the new and 
opposite line and he determined to retire to private life. To 
] near friend, Asher Hinds, he said, “I have tried, perhaps 
always successfully, to make the acts of my public life 
ord with my conscience, and I can not now do this thing.” 
\nd so he wrote his touching farewell letter to his constitu- 
ents and withdrew from the public service. 

One would fail to do justice to Reed if he did not speak of 
s brillianey and charm in conversation. His wise, bantering, 
(| witty talk was the life of any social group in which he hap- 
pened to be placed. There was no arrogance in his manner, he 

‘'r took possession of any company, as social autocrats are 

pt to do, but none the less he was by common consent sure to 
take the lead. His sententious wiiticisms became the talk of 
the town and were repeated from mouth to mouth. It is unfor- 
tunite that there was not some Boswell to take down his con- 
versation and that so many of his brilliant sayings have per- 
ished. His wit was ingrained in the substance of his style and 
was shown alike in conversation and in offhand speaking. He 
1 united with it a homely common-sense philosophy strongly 
resembling that of Dr. Franklin and a way of putting it that 
reminds one of Sidney Smith. In attempting to quote from 
him, it is equally difficult to know where to begin and where 
to stop, and after one is done he feels sure there are better 
Specimens left. But I will venture a few short examples which 
may show something of the touch of his wit and philosophy. 

Bantering a House of the opposite party for doing nothing 
but talk, he said: 





} 1 


hi 





it presents the dead level of a Dutch landscape with all its wind 
mills but without a trace of its beauty and fertility. 


Of his own minority, he said: 

They behaved with gentleness and modesty, partly because they 
very good men and partly because there we very few f i 

And again of a Member who was a skillful lawyer, he said: 

There is no man In five kingdoms a r tod 1 pit for a w 
and sweetly coax him into it 

Complimenting the honesty of an op] 
replying, he added: 





Such is the direct nature of his mind that SO 
capable of thoroughly exposing the weakness t . 
lappens to occupy. 

This is his homely version of “ omne ignotum | 
the principle in human nature which causes the l-brick i 
dustry to flourish in politics and elsewhere: 

Everything we do not know anything about al s i 
human creature is imaginative if he sees a il disay i 
fence, he images the whole beast and usually i ‘ t 
* * * Whenever we take a trip into the rea of 
a good many things that never were 

Speaking of a panic in Wall Street which squeezed the 
tion out of values, he said: 

Water flowed down both sides of the st f 

Sometimes the world moves slowly. 

It took 4,000 years of pagan and 15 cent s of ¢ tiar 
tion to produce a two-pronged fork and anothe y to zy it into 
use 

We endure filth diseas thousands of years and ill them visitations 
from God, and when someone proposes the remedy we listen in early 
ages with the horror suitable to ; ‘t a man who wishes to interfere 
with God’s methods in the universe 

Never expect toleration from a crowd that has other views nd + 
them vividly. 

Wrong is never so weak as in its hour of trium 

The aiternation of good times and hard times antedates the pyramid 

If we ever learn to treat the living with ¢ tenderness with w 

| we instinctively treat the dead, we shall then have a ciy 1 W 
worth distributing 

That is one of the laws of God working for his children, and, com 
pared with one of your laws of Congress, it is as a | i in to a 
clam. 

The description of the view from Cushings Island across 
Portland Harbor, in which he takes you from the Por nd of 
to-day to the Portland of the time of Cleve’s landing, will serve 
as an example of a different vein, showing his accuracy as an 
observer and his skill as a painter of a scene. 

The long slope of grassy verdure varied by the darker foliage of the 
trees spreads wide to the water's edge rhen ! t right 
sparkle of the summer sea, that man wink in, that 
countless laughter of the waves which has lighted up the heart of man 
centuries since Eschylus died, and centuries before he lived Acro 
the sunlit waters, dotted with the white sails or seamed with the 
bubbling foam of the steamers’ track, past the wharves, bristling with 
masts and noisy with commerce, the gaze falls upon he houses 
sloping quickly upward in the center and becoming more and more 
embowered in trees as they climb the hills at eit end | ving 
the tall spires the eye loses itself in the bright lure ky beyond 
* * * If you shut your eyes and let the lofty spires disappear, t 
happy homes glisten out of sight, and the whar give | e to a 
curving line of shelving, pebbly ich; if you ima e the ight wate 
unvexed by traffic, the tall peninsula covered with f and busi 
swamps, with the same varied expanse f is 1 1 ‘ 1 
whole scene undisturbed by anv sound save © L ie 
numerable birds and water fowl, you will be looking upon Ma 
as it appeared to George Cleve. 

But beyond his brilliancy as a debater, his resplendent wit 
and his skill as a perliamentary leader, his title to 
rests upon his quality as a statesman. He had a t ib 
tion, but it was not great enough to lead him to surrender any 
principle of government which he deemed vital. Like Webster, 
like Clay, and others of our most cons 10 statesmen, he 
was disappointed at not reaching the Presidency, but he could 
fitly aspire to the office, for he was of the fiber and nurture 
out of which great Vresidents are made. H bly w | 
not have been a continuously popular President, | oul eut 
Presidents never have been. He had that supreme quality 
which was seen in Washington breasting the po irs anti 
British feeling and asserting against France our diplomatic 
independence; in Lincoln bearing the burden of uns essful 
baitles and holding back the sentiment for e | ! | 

| the time was ripe for freedom; in Grant f ng the popular 
clamor and vetoing inflation; and in Cleveland : nating his 
party while he persisted in as righteous and hervic a battle as 
was ever waged by a President. 

A great nation can not make up its 


| 
| 





mind ina moment. What 
first appeals to its fancy is not likely to appeal to its final 

ment, and the severest test of the disinterestedness of the 
statesman under our system is his readiness to risk unpopularity 


and defeat in order to protect the people from their first im- 
pulse and give them an opportunity to form a real opinion, 
Reed's faith was in what he called “the deliberate judgment 
of the people,” but he declared that “the sudden and unreflect 


ing judgment of the noisy who are first heard is quite as often 


| a voice from the underworld.” ‘This distinction is vital, since 


the cause of democracy has nothing to hope from the statesman 
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aw 
“x 

ode 
we 


to the temptation always to be 


s to the noisy passions of the moment rather than 
( he real interests of the people. Reed recognized no 
in an unthinking clamor, whether raised by one man or 
ss of men. The people could no more depend on in- 

n to guide them in performing their public duties than 
In each case reflection and work were 

owed his reverence for representative 
dignity with which he bore himself 
two decades of Hie was sometimes 
to maintain himself, but he scorned to 
stru upon demagogue lines, or to swerve from the 
path upon which he moved with so much ty. 
as not prigged up with the commonplace sort of greatness, 
with a padded and theatric make-up staged to strike the im- 
aginations of little men or to wagging the pufling pens of 
little writers. He was no self-advertiser and ran no press bu- 
reaus to s real or imaginary virtues. He sought no 
inere noisy but he lived upon a plane 
and he grandly wove his life 


ivate affairs 

He s} 
by the calm 
than 


struggle 


quaily necessary. 
during more 


to 


sery ice. 


ola 
re i€ 





maje 


set 
trumpet hi 
and 
\ history 
into the texture of 
And so you rear 


fame, 
perspective, 


his tir 


ephemeral 


this statue. And you do well to rear it, for, 
> whole coun- 
it you who gave him to the Nation. He was the -prod- 
uct of the sky and soil of Maine, lightened by her sunshine and 
hardened by her storms. As a representative acts well or ill he 
reflects credit or discredit upon those who have chosen him. 
By test how signally he honored you. But you equally 
honored yourselves when, amid all the shifting popular vagaries 
and the following of false gods, you permitted yourselyes to be 
guided by the better genius of popular government and kept 
this heroic figure for so long a time in the service of his country. 





try, wa 


this 


And when he returned his commission to you he could truth- 
fully say, as he proudly said, “ No sail has been trimmed for 
any breeze or any doubtful flag ever flown.” That noble phrase 
gives the keynote to his character as a statesman. The only 


colors he was willing to fight under were those that represented 
his own principles. He never sailed just for the sake of sailing, 
but to make progress upon a straight course. He did not take 
his inspiration and direction from the winds, but from the stars. 


LANDS AND FUNDS OF THE CROW TRIBE OF INDIANS. 

Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield half a minute to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Hix]. 

Mr. HILIL. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my remarks 


of yesterday on the Panama bond bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 


[After a pause.] The 





Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that a brief state- 
ment of the history and nature of this legislation ought to be 
flicient. The bill was before the House in the preceding 
sion but failed to receive the two-thirds vote required 
under suspension to pass it at that time, and during the pres- 
ent session, up to this time, there has been no opportunity to 
consider this bill and pass it by a majority vote. It still re- 


quires a 


adva 


two-thirds vote to pass the bill. The main objection 
need to this legislation by our friends on the Democratic 


side was that there were some lands left over under the previ- 
ous opening—that of 1904—which had not been disposed of. 
That objection, or alleged objection, at the present time is to 
a large extent done away with, because during the intervening 
months since the consideration of this bill in the previous ses- 
sion of Congress some 275,000 acres have been disposed of by 
the Interior Department. realizing about $830,000 for the In- 
dians. Two hundred and fifty thousand acres, or thereabouts, 
were reserved of coal lands, leaving about 300,000 acres yet to 
be disposed of. Now, this bill proposes to throw open to settle- 


ment, under the homestead desert-land and town-site laws, 
1,700,000 acres of the present diminished reservation, leaving 
about 1,000,000 acres in the hands of the Indians already 


allotted under the previous opening. 


1 


Now, this bill, or rather 
the amendment to the Senate bill just read, which was adopted 
by the House Committee on Indian Affairs, is practically the 
same bill that was favorably reported by the Senate committee 
in the Sixtieth Congress and passed by the Senate and favor- 
ably acted upon by the House committee and placed on the 
House Calendar, but owing to unfavorable conditions at the time, 
luring the short session of the Sixtieth Congress, we were unable 
© reach the bill for consideration before adjournment. Now, 
ll, as I said before, being acted upon favorably, as it has 
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Legislature of Montana for the third time, about two weeks ago, 
memorialized this Congress to open up this reservation fo1 
settlement as I have described. There has been trouble over 


this reservation; charges and countercharges have been made 
that the stockmen have been monopolizing the reservation. T] 
legislature of my State, and the members thereof, undersia 
conditions out there and they have repeatedly asked the Con- : 
gress of the United States to open up the reservation and do : 


away with that condition of affairs. 
I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to 
the House that there were minority views that were filed 
against this bill, and I do not think it should be passed upon 
under suspension of the rules. In fact, I do not think the 1 
is ripe for its passage at the present time. As a matter of fact, 
I have never, since I have been a Member of this House, 0} 
posed the opening of Indian reservations, because I have alw 


ay 





believed they should be opened; but when the opening of a 
reservation will result against the interests of the Indian | 
in favor of cattlemen or any other special interest, as it would 
do in this case, I oppose it, and the minority has filed 


objections along that line. The views of the minority are f 
concurred in by the Indians themselves. Several of those In 
dians were here in person objecting to the bill. Many of thei 
] unpronounceable names, and I will not try to read tl 
there were about 20 of them—and they have filed a very : 
protest against this bill, and they set up reasons which, i 


have 








judgment, are ample and sufficient to defeat the bill. 1 
hold their protest in my hand. I can state the gist oi 
objections to the House quicker than I can read them to ) 


A few -on April 27, 1904—1,150,000 acres of 
Indian lands were put on the market. This body of land 
taken out of 5,800,000 acres in the whole reservation. 
1,150,000 acres were thrown open for sale and settlement. \ 
a very small portion of these lands—something like 150.100 
acres—had been sold, according to the last report that I 

on this subject. Before this opening of 1904 was made. snd 
this bill passed, these Indians were receiving quits a 
sum of money from the lease of these lands, as ! 
informed, about $50,000 per annum, and in the six years : 
they were sold the total rental would have been $300,000. At 
the land was thrown upon the market they did not gei 


years ago 


before 


large 


lease money, and something over 150,000 acres was sold, and 
the Indians got no rent money on the million acres u (dl 
The cattlemen received without pay the grass growing on and 
the use of 1,000,000 acres of this land by buying the 150.0000 
acres. That is a cattle-raising country, and there are numerous 





streams running through it. The purchasers of this land 
the 150,000 acres which they bought out of the whole bod 
land put upon the market so as to cover all of the water | 
and streams of water, so as to control the entire grass in 
country, so that no man would buy the unwatered land 

of the land bought and held by them. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. They have got what we call 
‘ights?”’ 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They have the water rights: 
without them they can raise no cattle in that country, 
they control the streams and the watered land. The 
who bought this 150,000 acres of land controlled the 1,50 
acres and paid no rental on the overplus of over 1,000,000 
of land. 

Fhese 


“Texas v 


same men want the balance of this reservation, and ! 
this bill | to throw open another section of it, 
in the same way they could buy up the watered part an 
the grass on the remainder for nothing. Why do they not 
to sell the million and a half acres already opened und 
act of 1904 before they for the rest of the reservati 
be opened under this bill? That is the point made by | 
Indians in their protest, and it is correct. 
Mr. GOULDEN. What is the total amount involved? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The total amount of the res 
tion is 3,800,000 acres. They have already opened a millior 


ropose 


sc 


ask 


| a half acres, and they propose to open a similar amount, I t 


een, after most exhaustive hearings in both the Senate and 
llouse committees, is now again before the House. I think | 
the principal objection, and the only one in fact I can see to 
the measure, has been to a large extent removed since the 
bill was considered last session. Now, another word. The 


by this bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman permit an interru) 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the Committee on Indian Affairs 1 
any investigation of the conditions subsequent to the ! 
made June 17 last? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 


I think not. 
On that the gentleman from Texas 
STEPHENS] and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Latta] ! ) 
minority views. 
Mr. STEPHENS is the same bill and 


of Texas. That 


same report, and stands in the same condition, as I understand 





Mit. 


s when we filed our minority report in the last session of 
Congress. There has possibly been some of the land sold 

that time, but the fact remains that two-thirds of that 
land has not been sold; and why should we pass this bill, and 
by it open another large portion of that reservation until the 
ind already opened has been sold? Why permit the cattlemen 
eo on these streams and take the water and get the rest of 
he country containing the grass free? As long as that land is 
ot ened under these bills these Indians get lease money from 
the cattlemen for the grass growing on the iand at a rental of 
ibeut 5 cents per acre, I am informed, and they get quite a 
re sum of money; but when the land is thrown open they no 


7. @ 
thi 


since 


to 


ong get any lease money. One million acres of it has been 
O] | six years, and the Indians have been deprived of the 


lease money on it all this time. It is now proposed to take 
ther slice and put it in the same condition, and it would be 
I hope the bill will not pass, 

Speaker, the minority report and protest of the Indians 


are as follows: 


unjust. 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

i of the House Committee on Indian 
Aff: , Opposes the passage of the House bill above referred to for the 
reason that said bill violates the rights of the Indians; that it is pro 
Pp 1 to be passed over their protest; that the bill would deprive them 





Tl undersigned, a minority 





t r property; that its passage at this time has been opposed by 
t Commissioner of Indians Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior 
in reports to Congress as unjust to the Indians and unnecessary at 
this time; that it would enable cattlemen and sheepmen who are now 
paying the Indians a large sum of money on leases to escape further 





s, and at the same time for a trifling sum to acquire control 
I ly 2,000,000 acres of the Crow Reservation by taking up claims 
1 the water hx and water courses on the reservation and thereby 
n the remaining lands of the reservation without payment of 
‘ 1oney to the Indians, just as they are at this time in control of 
1.150.000 acres ceded by the Indians to the Government of the United 
Stat in 1899, and for which, notwithstanding the Indians were 
pror 1 $1,150,000, they have received than $300,000, owing to 
the fact that the only lands sold under the law of Congress providing 
for compensation to the Indians have been 110,000 acres, as shown by 
a report made by the Secretary of the Interior, control of these 
110,000 acres enabling the parties taking up the same to control with- 
out payment the balance of the ceded strip of 1,150,000 acres trans- 





riy 


les 


less 








fe d by the Crow Indians to the United States in 1899 and opened to 
entry by the United States under the act of April 27, 1904; that its 
tment would be a fraud on the Indians in favor of a few large 








interests and would mark a backward step in Indian progress. 
There are at this time in the State of Montana 41,000,000 acres 
lands and provision has been made for the opening of nearly 
000 acres of the Flathead Indian Reservation in Montana, so 
it it is apparent that there is no demand for the opening of addi- 
tional land in that State, except for the benefit of certain speculators 
who desire at a cheap price to get possession of the water courses and 
water holes of the reservation, and thereby be enabled to have a free 
range over the lands dominated and controlled by these lands containing 
ter rights. 
this is 


of 


p 
1.500 
t} 


That of the 
similar 


the obvious intent and House 


to the 


bill is 


act of 


purpose 
by the fact that the bill is substantially 





1904, under which the ceded strip of 1,150,000 acres formerly held by 
{ Crows was opened to settlement, with the result that whereas 
the Indians were promised therefor $1,150,000, they have received less 
than $300,000, of which $90,000 was for school lands paid by the 
United States, and have been defrauded ever since out of the use and 





! ion of the 1,000,000 acres in the ceded strip that have not been 
ld, but which, as stated, are controlled by entry of the 110,000 acres 
up by parties controlled by the interests seeking to use the 1,000, 
res without compensation to the Indians. During the past year, 
first time in many years, a real competition was forced upon the 
























catt nd sheep men leasing lands from the Indians on the present 
re tion, and as a result the present lands of the Crow Reservation 
not tted to such of the Indians as have received allotments were 
l for an aggregate of $165,000, or four times what had been paid 
the Indians theretofore. It is now proposed by the scheme of the Llouse 
i enable these interests through dummies to take up through 

1 or desert-land entries such of these lands as they choose, 
nd at cost of only about the present leasing value for one year of 
il acquire sufficient lands to dominate and control without 
I t the entire balance of the reservation. 

I matter was exposed before the Senate Committee on Indian 
Aff and as a result the Senate committee, and subsequently the 
Senate, rejected a bill similar to the House bill, and instead reported 
nd the Senate passed, a bill which is fair to the Indians, recognizes 
the rights in their lands granted them by treaty with the United 
Stat in 1868, and provides for the opening of the reservation to 
whit ttlement by division of all servation among the In- 


ite of the re 

dians in individual right, with full and ample provision made whereby 
whit ettlers can obtain by purchase from the Indians, under the 
ion of the Interior Department, all except the homestead re- 
rved to the Indian, at a price to be mutually agreed upon between the 























pure er and the Indian, subject to the approval of the Department 
{ the Interior, in order to prevent imy ition on the Indians. 
T Crow Reservation is situated in the southeastern part of the 
stat Montar It formerly compri approximately 3,800,000 acres 
1, and title was vested in the Crow Tribe of Indians by a treaty 
the tri ind tl United States through Gen. Sherman and 
eaty issioners, the treaty being signed May 7, 1868 By 
the t 3 of the treaty the Indians, who theretofore had certain right 
na ‘+h larger tract, ceded to the United States all their rights and 
ut » and in lands except certain defined area whose boundaries 
wel refully forth, « rising the present reservation and the 
an trip hereinbefore 1 rred to. By Article II of the treaty it 
was | vided that in consideration of the cession by the Indians of all 
cir right and title to ir lands they should have their present res 
vation, and it was provided that the lands comprising the reser 





the 
occupation 


be, and 


ua ame is, set 
use and 


of the 


apart 
Indians 


for the absolute and undisturbed 
herein named and for such other 
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friendly tribes or individual Indians : from t to time t 
| be willing, with the consent of the United States, 1 in 
them; and the United States now sol s that 
except those herein designated and tl d nd ex 
officers, agents, and en ployees of t] Go be 
to enter upon Indian reservations in dischars ‘ 
law, shall ever be permitted to pass over tt t I i 
territory described in this treat f t os 
Kappler, 1008.)”" 

In Holden v. Joy (17 Wal 211 1 t s 


Court of the 
the Cherokees 
a title in fee 


United States has held tl it 



































the condition n right of | T 
and in the case of th¢ Y k Indias 
U. S.) the Supreme Court held that t! 
all their right or claim to other lands \v 
tion, thus showing the title of the Indians 
to be not merely an occupancy right it f t 
On August 14, 1899, by an agzr rent concluded Lt 
Barge, James H. McNeeley, and ¢ I G. H 
behalf of the United States, and the Crow T: 
Tribe ceded to the United Stat ) 
1,150,000 acres of land situated ig 
reservation and the United States in 1 
granted, and relinqui 1” to it ag l to pay t lt ’ 23 
which sum it was provided sl ld be expended 1d 
for the benefit of the Indians, cluding « n f 
purposes and certain other funds 1 cattl nd ‘ 
vation being especially well adapted t ‘ ‘ nd 
breeding of live stock 
This agreem was not ipon by Cor y 
when Congress by act appro \ 27, 1004 
ment, but with certain modi ns I t \ 
act the land was ceded to the United Stat nd \ | vid 
instead of receiving $1,150,000 that the United St t 
sell the 1,150,000 acres ceded under the provisiot the 1 
homestead, and mineral laws of the United States 1 would | 
Indians the net pri received, t the With $1.25 ere 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections « the 1 rvation granted 
State of Montana for school purp 
sy section 8 of this act t { ted States, however, ret 
bility to pay the Indians $1,150,000 as agreed, i 
“That nothing in this act contained shall in any mannet 
United States to purchase any porti i ein d 
except sections 16 and 36, or the « tow! 
dispose of said land except as provid rant 
purchasers for said lands or any porti f t! 








of this act that the United States shall act as trust f 
to dispose of said lands and to expend and p t 
ceived from the sale thereof only as received, as lhe n provided 

The Indians were promised that under the provisions of this m 
act they would receive within a reasonable time a dk \ 
sum than $1,150,000, and that the United States y ld give tl 
net proceeds, expenses of sale merely being deducted It 1 
provided that any lands not disposed of within five year 
offered for sale by proclamation of the President 1 ld, thi 
pursuant to the policy that the United States, as trustee, sh¢ 
profit from sale of its wards’ lands 

No such proclamation at any time has been Ee th 
years has been up for a long time 

The present bill reported by the majority of the Ho ‘ 
notwithstanding the injustice done tl Indi 1 pat 
that tl act of 1904 operated for the benetit of a fe | 
purposes to continue as to the present dim | rvat 
tically the provisions of the act 

How the act of 1904 has opé l sed in t 1 


the Secretary of the Interior 
; Committee on Public I 
; letter Secretary Ballin 
the act of April 1904 (33 Stats., 25 6 the € 
1 and amended this agreemer 














{ so as to provide for the led d 
reclamation act, and the homeste: t n-sité nd I i W 
United States, at not less than § ! 
of entry and the remainder in four equal annual i 

“Und the provisions of the t of April 27, 1904 I 
110,108 acres of the ceded part of the Crow Reservation hay 





posed of, the proceeds derived 


‘ 
thers m mounting to appr 


$231,057.14. There was appropriated t t $90,000 y | 
the lands within the ceded part of tl rva 1 t 
of Montana for school purposes, maki total of $321,057.14 
from the sale of these lands, from which ha n 1 $s 
to reimburse the Gove I xpen i i 
allotment, and disposal r} 1 
available for the ben ; der 1 f { 

ceded tract is approx { 


The chief supervi 















of the Crow Indiar ‘ 
disposal of a part of ! ! 
Indians during the the 
the sale and disposal t rl 
contended that their 14, 1 ) ! 
to receive $1,150,000 ( \ 1 i 
Government; that had l ? 
expended in the pt i ; 1 t 
by the agreement, th: I f nt 
ished reservation f ing pul It tended 
Indians that they will require all of tl liminished 1 rvation 
as all of the lands within th led portior I l and t 
deri f I f ex] led led r in t 
m f Aj 1904 the Ind 
f. ‘ 1 ‘ 
ed 1 y 1 ¥ | l df 
e treat \ 14, 1899 
r lod ‘ yre tl ¢ S } 
Sixty-first Congress, s« 1 $ t Di l 
the House by the Representative from Montan 
law, or at least that actior f deferred { y 
the bill can be explai I rs of the t open 
with a view to pro in ession of their \ sin the ma 
The Secretary then, however, said to Cor Ss t if the 1 
to be reported he would recommend certain chang which 


the principal ones was a prvuyision 
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spoliation of their coal lands, recent investigation by the Geological 


Survey having shown their lands contained valuable coal deposits. In 
conclusion, however, the Secretary, in order that by suggesting amend- 
inents to the bill he should not be considered as favorable thereto, 
ended his letter as follows: 

While it has been deemed appropriate to make suggestions at this 
time as to changes which should be made when the bill is considered, it 


is not intended thereby to intimate that this bill should receive favor- 
q consideration now.” 

The Indians upon learning through the public press and otherwise 
that Senator Dixon had introduced his bill, substantially identical 
to that reported by the majority of the House committee at the 
instance of the Member of the House from Montana, memorialized the 
Secretary of the Interior for permission to send a delegation to Wash 
ington to oppose the adoption of the proposed measure. This authority 
was granted and a delegation appeared before the Senate Committee on 
Indian Affairs and full and complete hearings were had. 

rhe result of these hearings was that the Dixon bill was abandoned 
and in lieu thereof the Senate committee reported a substitute bill 
which was passed by the Senate and which it is now proposed by the 
House committee to supplant with the bill reported by the majority in 
the interest of a few cattle and sheep men who seek to control the 
reservation, regardless of the rights of the Indians and the interests of 
the real settlers 

The developments at the Senate hearings, the minority believe, are 
a sufficient reason in themselves why the House should reject the bill 
reported from the House committee, said report being made originally 
in ignorance of the fact by the members of the committee of the hear- 
ings before the Senate and without later opportunity fully to consider 
those hearings. : ‘ 

At these hearings the delegation of 18 members of the Crow Tribe, 
three being sent from each district of the tribe, unanimously voiced a 
protest against the opening of the diminished reservation as proposed in 
the bill of the majority. The ground upon which the protest was 
chiefly put was that the Indians 10 years previously had ceded to the 
United States 1,150,000 acres, and that of that immense tract, which 
had been opened since 1904, only 150,000 acres had been taken, and 
that it was proposed, notwithstanding the Crows had 1,000,000 acres 
of their lands lying idle, which they could not use and from which 
they secured no revenue, and which were being used by cattle and sheep 
men to the exclusion of settlers, to open 2,000,000 acres more of their 
lands by the same method. 

Thus, at page 29 of the Senate hearings of March 10, 1910, Frank 
Shively, a member of the delegation, said: 

“The bill opens up practically 2,000,000 acres—accurately speaking 
1,700,000 acres—of the diminished reservation for settlement. Now. 
there were 1,150,000 acres opened April 27, 1904, and there were only 
150,000 acres settled upon, leaving 1,000,000 acres untaken, with 
promises that they should be settled upon. We had been given’ assur- 
ance that they would be taken and that we would get our money. Now 
why, if that 1,000,000 acres is lying out there idle, jump from 1,000,000 
acres over to another 2,000,000 acres, make use of the other 2,000,000 
acres? 

‘Senator Stoner. How much did you say was first ceded to the Goy- 
ernment or opened up—one million and what? 

“ Mr. SHIVELY. One million one hundred and fifty thousand acres, 

“Senator Stone. And 150,000 of that has been disposed of? 

“Mr. SuHiveLty. Has been disposed of: yes, sir. 

“Senator Srone. Leaving 1,000,000 still vacant? 

“Mr. Suivevy. Still vacant; yes, sir: and this new bill comes over 
leaving 1,000,000 lying there idle, which we had before and for which 
we would receive revenue if it were not thrown open.” 

The reason why this 1,000,000 acres was not taken, it developed on 
examination of the Indians by the members of the committee, was due 
to the fact that the Crow Reservation is only well watered in parts 
and that much of the land lay back in the hills and mountains from 
the streams, and that the hill land had comparatively few water holes 
making control of the water a means of controlling the land. Thus. 
Morris Schaeffer, a Crow delegate, who, it appeared, farmed his cntire 
160 acres, said: 

‘The people are clamoring for about 2,000,000 acres more 


. a land. 
Why is it that they do not look upon the million acres that we ceded 
to them? ‘The white settlers have already taken the land that is by 


the rivers and streams and wherever there are water holes, and the 
remainder is all hilly and rough. Therefore the settlers do not want 
to take those places. We have received no payment for that land for 
a long time. They kept promising us to make a payment for that strip 
Why is it that they want to throw open the diminished reservation ? 
Something will result with the diminished reservation if it is thrown 
open. The white people would settle upon it where there is water, and 
the rest of it would be lying idle. As it is now, we are deriving some 
revenue from this land.” 

Another Indian delegate named Davis said the cattle and sheep men 
controlled the water land that had been taken up 

On inquiry from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Indians 
it was developed that at this time the lessees—cattle men and sheep 
men—were paying $165,000 a year for the privilege of grazing such of 
the reservation as was not allotted to the Indians, with the right in 
the Indians of grazing their own cattle and sheep as well upon the 
lands that were leased. 

Senator Drxon himself admitted that the Indians had not been justly 


treated, at page 33 of the hearing, saying 
‘Now, the Indians, as they see it, have undoubtedly a kick coming, 
because the lands laid there four years. The President to-morrow, if he 


hould issue a proclamation to sell that land, I will pledge you my word 
that these Indians will get—and I am going to put it very modestly— 
instead of the $1,000,000 they agreed to sell for, $2,000,000, and my 
cold judgment is that they will get $3,000,000, and they ought to have 
it, because they have waited nine years for their money under their 
original agreement.” 

The mode whereby the Senator thought this amount could be received 
if the President would issue a proclamation was set forth by him as 
follows: 

“ Now, if that (the unsold land on the ceded strip) was thrown open 
to-day, the big stockmen would be most anxious to get it, and if it 
could be sold in 10,000-acre tracts so they could buy it and use it 
economically for grazing purposes, it would sell before the sun goes 
down at $2.50 an acre; but on this flat, unentered tract, where there is 
little water for domestic purposes, men can not go there and success- 
fully farm it; there is no way to get their drinking water. That is 
away from the public lands. It would be dry farms, some of it, and 
they could live down in the valley and cultivate up there.” 

Senator Dixon further said that the reason why more of the land 
had not been taken—in addition to the fact that the settlers would 
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not go in and take 160 or 320 acres only, except where the water 
courses were—was that the ceded strip under the law was opened only 
under the homestead, reclamation, and mineral laws, and that persons 
would not go in and take the land and pay the price to the Indians 
with the provision, likewise, that they would not get title until five 
years afterwards, as was required under the homestead law. Notwith- 
standing this statement, it is proposed by the House bill to open up 
the present reservation under the homestead and desert-land laws, 
whereby five years’ residence or cultivation will be requisite before 
title can be obtained. This time limit is to the cattle and sheep men of 
no importance, for it exactly suits their purposes and fastens their 
control. After this five years then it is proposed to sell all that re 
mains for such price as it will bring. The consequence, it is perfectly 
obvious, would be that such of the land as had water would be taken 
up by persons acting in behalf of the cattle or sheep interests, and 
thereby the balance would be dominated for a period of five years, 
when the whole would be thrown on the market and cattle and sheep 
speculators obtain the same at such prices as they chose to make. 

That the Indians understood this was apparent from the hearings, 
because they said, in answer to questions, that they had been told this 
1,000,000 acres would bring so much more money than had been agreed 
to be paid them, but they had never after 10 years seen the money, and 
before they sold any more land they wanted to see those promises kept. 
Apparently this was the view of certain Senators also, for at page 93 
of the hearing Senator CHAMBERLAIN said: 

“There is one matter that I do not understand here. It appears 
at this investigation that the lands which have been ceded to the Goy 
ernment have never been taken up—only a small section of them hay 
been taken up—and it was represented at that time that if that land 
was ceded to the Government it would fill up with homesteaders. Now, 
if that has not been settled, why do the promoters of this bill desire to 
open up an additional tract on the reservation when that has not been 
taken?” 

That a large part of the reservation will be grazing land and, fur- 
thermore, that large areas will be required for successful operation is 
apparent from the statement of the Indian agent that for each beef 
cattle grazed 20 acres of land had to be allowed by the cattle herder 

During the course of the hearings it was made evident to the In 
dians that the pressure was so great to break up their tribal relations 
and their communal or reservation holdings that they, if opposed to the 
scheme proposed by Senator Drxon must get together upon some other 
provision whereby severalty would be substituted for the tribal system 
Senator Drxon voiced this sentiment at page 122 of the hearings by 
saying to the Indians: 

“I do not think I violate any confidence in saying that that reserva 
tion is going to be opened in the next year or two. I would suggest to 
the Indians present that you had better get together, while you have a 
full authoritative delegation here, with somebody, the commissioner 01 
somebody else, and discuss the terms.” 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Valentine, who was present 
at the hearing, announced to the committee that he and his office we 
opposed to opening up the reservation at this time, saying at page 115 

“The department is opposing the opening of the reservation, this 
year at any rate; that there should be further examination, both as 
to the fact of the ceded strip and as to the actual conditions of the 
diminished reservation before we are in position to act with complet 
intelligence in the whole matter.” 

The Indians, taking heed of the statement of Senator Drxon and be 
lieving that they must act, held a number of consultations of the 
zation in this city and sought legal advice. They were opposed to any 
action at this time, but, it being made manifest that their system 
communal holdings could not endure, they reached an agreement 
a plan whereby their communal holdings would be individualized a 
the reservation divided in severalty among themselves as the owners « 
the title in the soil with full and ample provisions for a sale of t 
surplus holdings as rapidly as there was a market or demand for t! 
The Indians under the insistence of Senator Drxon who, they stat 
consulted likewise with the other members of the Montana « { 
from time to time, with the aid of their counsel, drafted a mea 
along the lines of the Osage, the Kaw, and the general outlines of 
legislation of Congress relating to the Five Civilized Tribes I 
measure was submitted, as the hearings of the Senate show, to Ser 
Drxon and finally was agreed upon as a substitute measure upon w 
the Indians and the Senator could unite, 

A conference was held and upon an agreement being reached 
tween the Indians and Senator Dixon, the latter introduced t! 
agreed upon as a substitute for his original measure. With a very f 
modifications, chiefly verbal, this substitute was adopted by th¢ 
committee and passed by the Senate. Under the circumstances I 
attempt now to be made to pass a different measure through the H 
would be a violation of an understanding with the Indians, and « 
tainly would not tend to create a feeling on their part that t I 
be justly dealt with. The report of the Senate Committee, No. 526 ! 
the hearing of March 10, 1910, show clearly that the Senate 
the result of an agreement between the Indians and the Montar 
ber on the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, because at the « 
of the hearing counsel on behalf of the Indians, Senator Dixon 
present, said: 

“Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, at the request of the commi't 
three, which the Crow delegation left behind to look after all mat 
relating to the interests of the Crow Tribe, we have drafted 2 
which has been introduced by Senator Dixon and in which, «f 
thorough consultation between the members of the Crow delegat! 
behind and also at which the Senator from Montana was called 
have what we believe to be a bill that is in good form and protects 
interests of the Crow people. The essential feature of the Dill | 
it abandons tribal organization and ends the community of la: 
ings, vesting in the individual the entire property of the Crow I 
vation, reserving, however, to the tribe any coal, oil, or gas, and 
making a reservation of three mountains in order to conserve th 
and water supply. 

“The Crows seven or eight years ago were ration Indians. That 
tem was abandoned and they have progressed very far, and we 
that if this goes through and they become individualized, as it \ 
the result will be a very considerable advancement in civilizatior 

“Senator Drxon. You had suggested amendments. Just call att 
tion to the suggested amendments.” . , 

These amendments were thereupon laid before the committee, anc 
comparison of the bill as introduced by Senator Drxon and as pas 
by the Senate shows that they are one and the same, except that ¢ 
bill as finally passed was polished a little from the form in which 
had been introduced, as a result of more careful attention to phra 
ology. 
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| the Senate b irthermore, is practically a lgzreé nt 
tw flicial Government representatives and the Indians is shown 
tl sent by S« t Dixon to the Billings Chamber of Co 
m I li d in the Montana press: 
tion of It ins still remaining here has agreed to 














































11 itior ial bill providing for the opening to settle- 
né f er ised on the following general pro} n: 
i of all ‘ teads to the Indians and wing open 
t nt ( I under the homestead law, the settler to pay 
n ed value; that all of the lands be allotted in ralty to 
the India ind the individual Indian be permitted to sell his exe 
t nder the supervision of the department to the purchaser. 
\ the proceeds will be individualized to the separate In- 
d liately ad of ing into the tribal fund. 
it k the re vill be that the country will be settled as quickly 
Ss the first and I have to-day introduced a bill iz these 
ines. Vv h I will re it favorable consideration at an early 
; 
| Senate | . as official documents in the Department of the 
Interior from tt! United States Indian agent show. was referred back 
to t ( Tribe in order that there might be no question as to ratif 
catior 1e tribe of what the delegates left in Washington had done 
fhe Indian agent, Maj. S. G. Reynolds, called a council of the tribe 
the Crow Agen with ample notice to all Indians to be present, ar 
- result resolutions were passed approving the bill enacted by the 
Senat i few amendments o being suggested, of which the chief was 
{ t thev should receive per acre instead of $1.25 per «ac for th 
lands ceded to the State of Montana for hool purposes As the State 
of Montana by its constitution will sell these lands for n less than 
$10 per acre, the Indians’ claim for a larger price than $1.25 pe I 


would seem to be manifestly just. 
In reporting upon the Crow general 
Reynolds said: 

The Crows were very harmonious in their views regarding this mat 
ter at the council, and I hope now that matters are so settled that we 
can get them down to business, as the weather is fine and farming o] 
ations should be pushed as rapidly as possible.” 

With the letter the agent transmitted resolutions 

|, over which James Hill presided as chairman 
retary, both members of the tribe. 

the face of this condition of affairs, it is now proposed to push 

ugh the House in the closing days of the session a bill cont 


council just referred to, Agent 


ad ypted by the 
1 Jack Stewart 











Lining 





the objectionable features and practically identical with t as 
re tterly opposed by the Indians, and which, as to the ce rip 
of 1,500,000 acres, it has already been shown has acted disastrously 


interests of the Indians and of real bona fide settlers, since the 
tion of 1904 with reference to the ceded strip 1,000,000 acres 
till remain untaken. The minority of the committee believe that the 
heme of the House bill in its general outlines and the 
l il are objectionable, do not constitute a forward 





prov isions 


step in Indian 





ffairs, and that, on the contrary, the Senate bill in its general scheme 

m an advance step in Indian progress and in its provisions is a 

carefully worked-out transition, with due protection to the Indians 
he communal to the individual estate 


the provisions of the House bill the 
fon whatsoever in business a 
senat bill he would receive a considerable 
in the handling of his surpl 

when his homestead or 
I bill reported by tt 
in the mar 
re the fact 


; Indian would receive no 
irs. Under the provisions of the 





measure of business ex 
ius lands and thereby be better 
is left to manage the same 

iijority does not give the Indian 
agement and control of his estate. It does not 
that he is an individual, that he has a sense of 
ind right, that he has a feeling natural to any person to have 
ice in the management of his affairs, and that he a title 
inds granted to him by solemn treaty with the U1 States. 
ad y as 1872 Senators Edmunds, Conkling, Morton of Indiana, 
Davis of Missouri, and other old-time Republican leaders said on the 





any 














f the Senate, as the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of those days shows, 
that treaties such as the Crows have gave them a right and title fee 
t ands of which they should not be deprived over their prote It 
attempted, over objection of the Indians, to deprive them of 

t razing lands in the interest of a few persons claiming to act 
f tlers The minority of the committee believe that the day has 
when the tribal state of the Indians must be broken up and he 
ecome an individual member of the community, but they do 
elieve that this should be brought about other than by justice 

the Indian, and that while the settler is to be looked after it should 

( istent 1 h a recognition of the fact that the Indian has a 
title under treaty agreements and a right to a voice in the mode whereby 





his large tribal holdings shall be di 
insure settlers and not a few special 
th nds. 

Under the bill reported by the m: 
which the Indian 





vosed of and by provisions that wiil 
nterests with railroad aid getting 








ijority no price is set upon the 
shall receive. In the legislation with reference 
to other tribes of Indians Congress as a rule has na a minimum 
price which the Indian has received. Under the ions of the 
bill reported by the majority the lands would be disposed of, not as 
Indian lands, but in effect as public lands of the United States 
lands under the provisions of the bill would be sold 
desert-land laws of the United States. 






Line 
the home 


The mode of disposi- 


nnder 
1deT 





tead or 











tion of public lands of the United States, it is respectfully submitted, is 

not proper mode of dispesition of Indian lands, as to which the 

United States as trustee is under an obligation, while conserving the 
I 





eneral national policy of the 


t the Indian receives a 


(over! 
fair 


ment of the United 
consideration for his 


States, to 


land. We 








Vv hown how, under the act of 1904, it is admitted by the Senator 
rom Montana, the full value of the land can not be d and more 
than a tenth of it sold when there are requirements that in order 
to « iin title to the land the individual must comply with the pro- 
Visions of the homestead or other Iaws. In the present bill this re 


h upon entry of the lands is aggravated because the act of 1904 

a ned no provision for disposition of these lands under the desert 
a law, whereas the proposed bill reported by the majority of the 
mittee names the desert-land law as one of the laws 
disposed of. 

desert-land law the 





t 











! under which 


Crow diminished reservation is to be 
nd r the provisions of the 





chief requirement 





that the party making entry shall expend in labor upon the land 
an 1 its reclamation $1 per acre per year for three years, paying 25 
cents per acre 





upon entry. 
legislation 


The land being public 
that the United States 
land and was sufficiently remunerated in the 
United States which looked to the settlement of 
n country if the entryman would expend $1 per acre per year 
vr each of three years in the reclamation of the land. In what way, 


a land, it was the 
theory of the would permit the 
settler to acquire the 

public policy of the 
_ wester 
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ow is ft Ind W > a ¢ e +) tit i , 
Vv reason <« t f e 4% t t u ; 
abor und the j \ ns of t LI l 
three years? The Indian as 
est the mj y I j \ 
1 to take f 
Oo to t s 
t 1 nd 
! is of a va \ “ 
at no part \ } 
tional price, thus ' 
Indian is concerned, 
begins to receive I 
land 
Sin rly, § t Dx \ 
res 
id wat 
not willi I 
ead r ‘ 
from wher } i 
sed to re 
re t 
t ut t 
t ind ais | 
in tha l 
nd nd 
= . ' 
nest { i f 
t , 1 I 
Dey | 
D , \ s 
it of ! Tin y 
ire vi S { ’ t 
vast area « 7 vl . ' a 
dimini 1 res ition \ ‘ ‘ \ es, na 
thereby domi e the enti r en’ At ent the Indian 
ceive $165,000 from tl les f tl nd I 1 receive not 
ing for s irs 1 a i 1 
point of t has ted 1 t , f 1904 . ‘ Yond : 
nated the leases the [Indians ! \ W mer e 1.150.000 3 
comprising the ceded strij 
The minority of the committ opp t HH 
(1) It would ea b wh of t dene Ind ve rep ed 
in the United St 
(2) It would not 1 ent of t part of the 
strip opened, but simply in a ss mt < a smal vo : ae 
and the domination wi mut further expense of the ’ » by lar 


interests . 
(3) It would deprive the Indians of a large 1 nue which t y now 
receive 





(4) It is a retrogressive « backw i j { ‘ of tl 
Indians, continues as tft t! fume ! | t ind does not 
afford them the education in isiness airs t w it ilt from 
individualization of their land holdings, with pert on to them to 
dispose of the same und supervision ne si j ) r their pr 
tection 

The most « ntial f ire of the House bill is « ined in section 
8, and it is identical with thy vy of 1904 

The minority of the nmittee rece end f t Ilouse that in 
pl ce of the bill rey ted f+ | 1 5 t 
sl be substit lt 
slicht amend! f 
$2.50 e ‘ ‘ t n 
from tl y t I l f n f j f 
the State of Montana i ! 
pose, a vn I i te t ( fy 
tribal or cor te 
ind I pit ww 


ago the ¢ \ 
air is one of tl striking ricultural ex its of t Northwest I 


i ) 
Crow Indian to-day is self-s ortin ile | i tem f 
































ration dite! paid for out of his own money enti: . approximate 
$900,000 of moneys be is to tl ( v ti ha ‘ ded 
in the construction and maintenan of a main tem irrigation 
with laterals It is believed that the time $s now arrived in the 
course of his development when, if he takes land in severalty, a la 
and fuller development will 

The Senate bill, which ‘ ie eal 
heart of the reason why Indian 1 t tain sta 
of progress and then mak t 1 I t re n i 
that the tribal Indian hol 5 Is a Is in common. and 
like any other communal f 3 not terial tive to 
individual progress and e! re nd i 
servers of Indian affair “dt col that 
drawback to the develop Indian } i of 
selfishness and his belief. fostered vy the « nunal eveter sence 
which all his property ha een held, that he ! divide t f 
of his efforts with any and all ot mem be 
choose to squat down 1 n hit for 
choose to remain As individualizatior 
erty rights being his individually, ther pr ; | me : ’ 
by the enlightened selfish 3 t t indiv | 
creasing the material w ! st sto 
the proposition involved in t ‘ e | ; ; } 
of the surplus holdings made availa for the S ite | 
rapidly as there is a dem 1 from rea t rs f t Indians’ surt 
has been demonstrated on ot r reservation All t is needed nen 
that point is liberal administration 1 pr I yt Indian 
even though not fully « hav i 1 him bv t 
Government a fair pro] i f tl I land a ne 
is received, to enable him to i ve his home d and other holdir 
or for such other uses as he may devote the . A similar scl { 
that proposed in the Crow Senate bill is now t | i xamr 1} 
the Osage Reservation 

The lands of that reset 1 did not x } 1 to settlement and 
sale until last August ! dy 300 rt tes of competency hav 
been issued, and the surplus holdings to a large extent of the competent 
Indians have been sold and the proceeds devoted to imy ment of tl 
homestead or other uses by the Indian The Osage | is been illib 
eral, however, so far as concerns the sale of surplus not needed 
by Indians not deemed competent, because they have received only a 
small part of the proceeds and there has been, through withholding of 
their moneys, therefore, a lack of incentive for the noncompetent to 


apply for the sale of his surplus. 
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In the pre 
cimpetency may be issued to those Crow Indians whose development 
has reached or may hereafter reach the stage where they are believed 


sent Crow bill provision is made whereby certificates of 


not to need the supervision of the department. These certificates of 
ompetency undoubtedly will result in the sale of much land and the 
development of the country, and it is believed, as others see the results, 
that they themselves will desire likewise to convert any idle lands they 
have into money. 

At the same time, the Indian who desires to go into the cattle busi- 
ness, for which many of them are adapted, or into horse breeding, will 
have lands which he can devote to that purpose in whole or in part. 
As to the surplus lands of noncompetents, provision is made whereby 
their lands may be sold at a price acceptable to them and opportunity 
afforded them for education in business matters by turning over to them 
50 per cent of the proceeds of the sales as the money becomes available 
from the purchaser or settler, the balance being reserved and the inter- 
est only paid to the Indian. This provision, it is believed, will insure 
against want the old Indians and provide for the education of minors 
and young Indians. It furthermore will have a decidedly beneficial 
educational effect in that it will teach the Indians the value and the 
use of land in exactly the same mode whereby the children of any 
white persons acquire their knowledge. 

The mineral resources of the Crow Reservation are believed to be 
considerable, notwithstanding no opportunity for their development has 
been possible heretofore. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the 
Geological Survey report that valuable coal deposits have been found 
and are being worked in Wyoming on land adjoining the Crow Reserva- 
tion. The official reports received would indicate that some consider- 
able part of the Crow Reservation may have coal lands of a value in 
excess of $100 per acre, and oil developments in Wyoming would indi- 
cate the possibility that oil may be found upon the reservation. These 
mineral resources of coal and oil, it is believed, should be reserved to 
the tribe and leases made of the same by the Secretary of the Interior 
for the benefit of the entire tribe, in order that the more shrewd may 
not take advantage of the less intelligent, and for the further reason 
that it is believed in this way a fuller development may be had than 
if the mineral rights were at this time vested in the individual Indian. 
This system, it has been found, has worked well upon the Osage Reser- 
vation, where at this time the tribe derives a revenue of $240,000 a 
year from oil and gas rights, and the oil and gas have been developed 
to a greater extent than otherwise would have been the case. Careful 
provision has been made for the a of the owner of the surface 
and likewise against any manipulation of oil and gas by any one com- 
pany, a limitation having been placed upon the area which any indi- 
vidual or corporation may lease. 

This Senate bill, as heretofore stated, has the approval of the Indians 
and was approved and agreed to by the Senator from Montana upon 
the Indian Committee, and who attended the various hearings. It would 
aid the Indian and its passage mark a material stage in his development. 
It would prevent the domination of the grazing land of the Crow 
Reservation by a few large holders through their control of tracts spe 
cially entered. It would enable the actual settler to obtain title to 
lands just as rapidly as there were purchasers of the surplus holdings, 
which experience has demonstrated the Indian, as a rule, is very glad 
to dispose of if he can obtain a fair price and one in which he indi- 
vidually has a part in setting. Your minority denounce the House bill 
as one in the interest of special parties and not of either actual settlers 
or the Indians, 

The protest of the Indians against the original Dixon bill, which is 
practically the same as the House Dill, is annexed hereto. 

JNO. H. STEPHENS. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 
Crow Agency, Mont., January 11, 1910. 
The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 

Str: We, the undersigned, delegates who were chosen at a general 
meeting held by the Crow Indians in each of the six farming districts 
of the Crow Reservation to represent them at a convention held at Crow 
Agency on Tuesday afternoon, January 11, 1910, to consider the matter 
of the Crow bill, now pending before Congress, to open up for settlement 
the surplus lands of the diminished reservation, and to represent them 
at Washington in protesting against the passage of the said bill, petition 
you. 

" At this meeting we have unanimously decided to put before you, in 
writing, our reasons why our lands should not be opened up for settle- 
ment at this time. 

First, the 1,150,000 acres that was opened up for settlement under 


the act of Congress approved April 27, 1904, was taken without our | 


consent and in direct violation of the treaty that was made with us 
by the commissioners that were sent here in behalf of the United States 
by the Secretary of the Interior under and by virtue of the act of 
Congress approved June 10, 1896 (29 Stat. L., 341). 

These lands were opened up for settlement in 1906; and at this time, 
after an elapse of five years, there has not been taken of these lands for 
settlement to exceed 150,000 acres, leaving unsold and untaken approxi- 
mately 1,000,000 acres. We believed that, from this one showing, in 
all fairness and justice to us as a people who are trying to farm our 
land and raise stock, and who are self-supporting and are not in need 
of any gratuitous aid from the Government, the bill should not be 
ullowed to pass, taking more land from us and subjecting us to the 
hardships of losing our grazing lands, when we have already been made 
to suffer the loss of 1,000,000 acres of our best pasture lands, taken 
from under our control, and from which we to-day are not receiving 
one cent revenue. We believe that the injustice alone will appeal to 
all fair-minded people as a sufficient reason why no more of our lands 
should be taken away from us. 

We now derive from the leasing of our grazing lands $160,000 per 
annum, and still maintain the right to graze our stock unmolested upon 
our own reservation. Not an Indian, with a possible exception of three 
or four, are now grazing or can graze with safety their stock on the 
ceded strip, where the white people now have full control. Our herds 
are constantly increasing, many of our Indians having as many as 250 
head of cattle and several hundred head of horses each, and were the 
reservation to be thrown open we would entirely lose the benefit of 
these our grazing lands and our stock interests would be entirely de- 
stroyed. In five or six years’ time the revenue derived from our graz- 
ing leases will amount to approximately as much as we would receive 
for the whole of the surplus lands of the diminished reservation were it 
opened up for settlement and sale. In two years’ time these grazing 
lands of ours leased will yleld us a revenue much larger than we have 
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already received from the sales of lands on the ceded strip during the 
last five years. 

We have been chosen to represent our people because of their perfect 
confidence in us, and because they feel that we will protect their inter- 
ests to the very best of our abilities. While we have great confidence 
in your office and feel that you will look after our interests in this 
matter, still we believe that by granting authority for this delegation 
to come to Washington our people will be made to feel better disposed, 
and that all will be better satisfied. We ask to come to you as a sensi- 
ble body of men, representing the whole of the Crow Tribe of Indians 
in what to them is a matter of the greatest importance. Our reserva- 
tion we consider as one enormous business enterprise of which our 
people are the sole proprietors, and they feel, in a matter of so vast 
importance, that they should be represented in Washington by a delega- 
tion of their own members who themselves are vastly interested. We 
therefore humbly request you to grant us authority for the 18 delegates, 
together with two interpreters and the superintendent, to come to Wash. 
ington at the earliest possible date, representing the Crow Tribe in 
matter at issue. We have also requested the superintendent to transmit 
this communication to you at once. 

It is the wish of the Indians that the expenses of this entire deleca- 
—_ be paid out of any of their moneys now in your hands to their 
credit. 

We have requested the superintendent, in order to get. this authority 


| at the earliest possible date, to wire you asking that you wire the au- 








thority for us to come. 
Very respectfully, 
Horace LONG Bear. 
T. S. SHIVELY. 
FRANK SHANE. 


HoLpSsS THE ENEMY 
mark). 
SportrepD Rappit (his thumb mark), 
BLAKE WHITEBEAR, Strors (his thumb mark). 
ALBERT ANDERSON, PLAIN OwL (his thumb mark). 
J. W. Cooper. . ONE Star (his thumb mark). 
JAMES HILL. BuLuL Rope (his thumb mark). 
THOMAS MEDICINE Horse. SEES WITH HIS Ears (his thumb 
ROSEBUD FARWELL. mark). 
RALPH Saso. PACKS THE Hat (his thumb mark). 
Approved: 


(his thumb 


PLENTY Coos, Chief of the Crows. 
Witnesses to the above mark: 


GrorGe W. Hocan. 
SAMUEL §S. Davis. 
JACKSON STEWART. 

A minority of your committee desire to present this minority report 
in opposition and protest against the passage of the bill as reported by 
the majority of the committee, for the following reasons, viz : 

First. That the committee did not permit a hearing by the Indians 
whose lands are disposed of by the bill before the bill was reported to 
this House, but arbitrarily reported the bill to this House without due 
consideration and over the protest of the Indians owning the lands. 

Second. Because more than 1,000,000 acres of said Indian lands have 
heretofore been opened for sale, and but a small part thereof has been 
sold; and it seems to be idle and almost incredible that Congress should 
put more than another million of similar lands on the market in compe 
tition with that now for sale, thus lowering the price of the whole body 
of Indian lands. 

We therefore protest, ete. 

JOHN H,. STEPHENS. 
J. P. Larra. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns]. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill. I do 
not believe that it is proper that a bill of this nature and of as 
much importance as this bill is to the Crow Indians, who are 
vitally affected by it, should be passed under a suspension of the 
rules without opportunity given the House to fully and freely 
discuss the matters contained therein. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And over their protest. 

Mr. BYRNS. Yes. This bill was before the House last 
June, at the last session, when an effort was made to suspend 
the rules and pass it, and this House by a decided Majority 
refused then to suspend the rules, 

As suggested by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS], 
this bill is objected to by the Crow Indians, to whom the land 
belongs, and if passed by this House it will be passed over their 
protest. 

In 1904 Congress passed an act authorizing the opening up of 
about 1,150,000 acres of this reservation. In 1906, I believe it 


| was, a portion of that land was sold, amounting to 150,000 acres. 
| There remains now about 1,000,000 acres, which has not been 
| taken up and which has not been sold. 


The gentleman from 
Montana [Mr. Pray] says that since the last session of Con- 
gress about 275,000 acres of this 1,000,000 acres has been 
disposed of. That would leave about 725,000 acres of this res- 
ervation now open for settlement under the act of 1904 and still 
undisposed of. It is certainly to the interests of the Indians 
that that land should be disposed of before Congress under- 
takes to pass another act opening up 2,000,000 more acres of 
land in the State of Montana. 

There is no necessity for opening up this land, so far as the 
State of Montana is concerned, or so far as the citizens of that 
State are concerned, because I understand upon reliable infor- 
mation that about 31,000,000 acres of public land in Montana 
are now open for settlement. 

The facts are that under the act of 1904 cattlemen and other 
men who were in a position, financially and otherwise, to take 
the land then opened for settlement, went in there and took 
150,000 acres of the best land lying along the watersheds. 
They took all of the land that was fit for cultivation, leaving 
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will obably huve to be agreed to. The Senate has added a lot 
of itive provisions to this bill and various other amend- 
m which possibly would be objectionable to the House, es- 
pecially the legislative prevision. To. bring in a conference re- 
port in the closing hours of Congress with a lot of new legisla 
tion that has never been considered in the House, which time 
thie forbids consideration of, does not seem to me to be fair. 
La eciate the fact that we are not in a position even to object 
ana yet if it shall become the policy of the body at the other 
end of the Capitol to hold back appropriation bills until the 
very closing hours of the session in order that they may have 
their way on conference reports because of the fact that it will 
be too late to reject them, I think the House may be put in a 


position where it will have to take a stand against such action. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let them fail. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think the gentleman need not be apprehensive 
that important legislation will be brought in on this conference 
report to the House in the last days of the session by the House 
conlerees, 

Mr. MANN. I am apprehensive. I know the tendency of 
conferees to get together; it is their duty to get together, and it 
is often necessary to yield, and yet when they yield the House 


has no fair opportunity to express its opinion on anything that 
is new in such report. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman concedes that we must get into 
conference? 

Mr. MANN. I appreciate all that. I am stating the fact 
that in these closing hours of Congress it may be necessary to 
waive things that otherwise we would not waive, and yet the 


gentleman ought to remember that the House is not willing to be 
entirely eradicated as a part of the legislative branch of the 
Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. SCOTT. I am sure that the 
apprehensive. 


gentleman is unnecessarily 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKDPR appointed as conferees on the part of the 
Tlouse Mr. Scorr, Mr. Cocks of New York, and Mr. LAmr. 
LAND AND FUNDS OF THE CROW TRIBE OF INDIANS. 
Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle- 


man from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
with the country in the Crow Reservation, 
quite familiar with the conditions existing 
econtident from what I know of the 


well acquainted 
in Montana, and 
there. I feel very 
conditions and situation 


that, if the membership of the House was as well acquainted 
as | am with the conditions there, they would all favor the 
passage of this bill. These Indians have an enormous reser- 
vation, a great portion of which they have no use for what- 
ever except the leasing of the lands to the cattlemen. ‘There 
is considerable portion of this land that can be farmed. 
Some can be farmed without irrigation and a considerable 
portion can be farmed under irrigation. I do not understand 
wl the gentleman from New York had in his mind when 
he iil that this was an attempt to get control of the water, 
because the only water on the reservation is in the Little Horn 
Ri and tributaries and the lands aleng the Little Horn and 
other streams have been in allotment for many years. The 
land not allotted lies back from the stream. There is no 
land along any stream so far as I know, and I am very fa- 
miliary with the country, that has not been in allotments for 
many years. Lying back from the streams there is considerable 
land which can be farmed. It is rather better than most of 
the [nnd that remains in the Northwest in the Indian possession 
or the public domain. The opening of these lands to settle- 
ment will aid in the development of that country very greatly. 
It will be in the interest of the Indians, because I do not think 
ve ought to maintain these great reservations as pastures 
for large sheep and cattle grazing when they can be settled 
and when the lands can be farmed, when people are anxious 


to secure them for farming purposes. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I will yield two min- 
utes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Latra]. 


Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I am not opposed to the opening 
of Indian reservations for the settlement of the country, but I 
am opposed te having them opened up so as to give the cattle 


and sheep men the control of the country by making it possible 


for them to get control of the water. The evidence brought 
before the committee shows that in 1904 there were opened to 
settioment 1,154,000 acres of land, and it was also brought out 
that there were only 154,000 acres of the land sold. The cattle- 
men either bought or got control of all the water holes and 
stre;ms, which gave them practically control of all the land 


that was opened to settlement, and there is, or was when the 
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report was made to the committee, 1,000,000 acres of the land 
that was put on the market in 1904 still remaini The 
oluly requests have 2,000,000 acres more of on 
the market were from the stockmen that the 
reservation, and it is very plain te be seen th: is 
to get control of all the balance of the water on the reservation 
by getting re of the land opened to settlement. By 
trolling the water supply of the country already opened to set 


g unsold, 

land put 
live on 
object 


n 
the 
now 
it their 


ho 


lit Con- 


tlement they rendered the balance of the country useless to 
anyone except the party controlling the water. I am very 
familiar with the country and know it to be rich in grasses, 


which makes it very desirable for stockmen, and for this reason 
they are very anxious to get control of the whole of the reserva 
tion. By buying or getting centrol of a few thousand acres 
they could control 2,500,000 acres of grazing land, upon which 
they could run their herds at a great profit without any expense. 
For these reasons, gentlemen, I hope the bill will not pass. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield three minutes to the 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. SAuNbDeERS]}. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mv. Speaker, the most effective 
that can be made in connection with this matter is simply a 
repetition of the salient facts as they are developed by the 
record. I do not understand that there is any difference be 
tween this bill, and the bill of a year ago, and at that time, as I 
recall, the Seeretary of the Interior was opposed to its passag: 
as stated in his letter. Certainly he was of opinion that at 
le action should be deferred, until certain conferences could 
be had with the representatives of the Indians, with a view to 
the adjustment of their grievances. I do not understand that 
anybody on this floor has undertaken to say that these confer 
ences have been conducted, and that as a result of the same, thy 
attitude of opposition on the part of the Indians has been 
changed. Another thing that appears from the record is this 


gen- 


argument 


Ast 


that if it is true, as the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon 
DELL] has just stated, that a considerable proportion of this 
land ean be utilized, and sold as farming land, then why is it 


that 725,000 acres remain unsold? Why is it that this land has 
not been put upon the market for agricultural purposes? 0: 

thing further. These Indians protest that they have not re 
ceived a large sum of money to which they are entitled unde! 
the original contract. With this attitude of opposition and 
antagonism on their part, as well as of the Interior Depart 
ment, what reason is there to take the step proposed over the 
protests of the parties most materially concerned? Why should 
this House rush this bill to passage over the appeal of these 


defenseless people? I have no antagonism or feeling of oppo 
sition to the general policy of opening up reservations, but in 


this instance, my opposition is founded on the facts of this par 
ticular case. 

The situation is not such as to render it proper that thi 
reservation should be opened at this time. The lands of these 
Indians heretofore: sold were sold in such a way that, by the 
acquisition of the water rights by a few grasping parties, a 
large portion of the balance of the 1,000,000 acres has been 
rendered practically valueless. Why is it that we should now 
put upon the market another 1,000,000 acres, in order that 
repetition of that process may be made possible? What ex 
planation has been offered on the part of the proponents of 


S 


this measure, to repel the attitude of the Secretary of t! 
Interior? What arguments have been offered on the — f 
the proponents of this measure to show why with 725,000 : 
remaining unsold of the first 1,000,000 acres, there is any gouil 


reason for selling at this time another 1,000,000 acres, uni 
such circumstances as will inevitably be to the prejudice «f 
the people who are affected? They are the people who are t 
owners of this land, and they protested through their represe! 
tatives before the Committee of this House, against the actio 
now sought to be taken. I protest, Mr. Speaker, that with these 
facts, and these are the facts of record, there has been advance 


no argument whatever to justify this House in taking up and 
passing this bill. [Applause.] 


Mr. STHPHENS Mr. how much tim 
have I left? 

The SPEAKER. 
exhausted. 


Mr. PRAY. 


of Texas. Speaker, 


No time is left to the gentleman; it is 
Mr. Speaker, I do not for one moment question | 
good faith of gentlemen on that side of the House in opposing t! 
bill, but IT want to say to you now, at the outset of my rem: 
in concluding this debate, that I sincerely and honestly b 
that you have been shamefully imposed upon. You say ' 
there that the stockmen of Montana are interested in — 
this bill and are anxious to have this reservation opened, : 

I say to you that your action at the last session and your ac tio 
at this session, if it should result in voting down this bill, and 
I say it to you on my oath and honor as a Represent: itive in 








1911. 





this House, is just exactly what the rich stockmen of my State, 
who operate in that section, want you to do. [Applause.] You 
talk about the Crow delegates being sent down here to oppose 
this measure. Why, gentlemen, what do you really know about 
this delegation or the attorneys who were here lobbying among 
you in their behalf? Have you been in my State or communi- 
cated with any of our citizens since this measure was con- 
sidered at the last session in an effort to ascertain what the 
real sentiment of the people is in regard to this proposition and 
in regard to your determined opposition to this bill? Evidently 
you have not, and you are apparently not willing to accept the 
assurances of the members of your party in the State Legisla- 
ture of Montana, who have repeatedly advised you that it is 
for the best interests of all concerned that this reservation be 
opened and without further delay. 

I have received letters and telegrams innumerable and have 


believe that I know, and that you ought to know, what should be 
done about it, especially so when you take into account the 
attitude of the department and the action of the Indian Com- 
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mittees of both the Senate and House, and, furthermore, the | 
action of the Senate in passing the bill in the Sixtieth Congress | 


and again in the Sixty-first Congress. Why, you offered no 
opposition to this measure when it was being considered and 
was afterwards favorably reported by the House committee in 
the Sixtieth Congress, 
bill now offered as an amendment first came before the commit- 
tee for consideration in this Congress. And yet on both occa- 
sions there were 800 pages of testimony before the Senate com- 
mittee touching every phase of this case. Since these hearings 
took place you have had plenty of time to examine the testi- 
mony. You could have talked with the officials at the Interior 
Department, especially the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
You could have communicated with leading members of your 
own party in Montana and found out the real situation. 

If you had done any one of these things you would have gotten 
a start in the right direction. And again, about that delega- 
tion, if you had gone over the testimony you would have found 
some information from a most reliable source which I think 
would have put you on inquiry, at any rate, as to whether the 
presence of these delegates here in Washington was not pro- 
cured by the stockmen themselves. I want to say to you that 
I have been informed more than once that the whites were 
responsible for their presence here—so maneuvered as to have 
them here to protest 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRAY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I am unable 
to yield, as I have only a few minutes remaining and I hope 
the gentleman will not interrupt me. Let me tell you some- 
thing about these delegates, or some of them, who they are and 
how they are situated, as it appears in the testimony. They 





control out there, per family, from S800 to 2,000 acres of land, and | 


one of the leaders of that delegation, Joe Cooper, has under his 
control 2,040 acres of land and cultivates about 2 acres. 

Long Bear controls about 640 acres and cultivates 40; Curly, 
about 640, but does not work it; White-man-runs-him and 
family, 1,600 acres, and cultivate a little near the river; an- 
other has 980 acres, 320 of which are irrigable; and several 
did not know how much land they had. As a matter of fact, 
their holdings are all large. The Government has spent about 
i million dollars in constructing irrigation projects, and 50,000 
acres can be irrigated. About 100,000 acres more are capable of 
being irrigated. 

Sixteen or seventeen of these delegates came down here and 
Stayed three or four weeks. Who paid their expenses? They 
stopped at the hotels here in Washington on Pennsylvania 
Avenue, and they were going back and forth before the Senate 
committee. They were given a full hearing in both Congresses. 
There are 800 pages of hearings in the Sixtieth Congress and 
156 pages in this Congress, and notwithstanding that the Senate 
committee favorably acted upon the bill and it was passed and 
sent over here, it went on the House Calendar. Now, some- 
thing has been said about the lands remaining unsold. 

I want to give you the figures about that. The Indians 
agreed under the first opening, or the first treaty of 1899, that 


they would dispose of all of this land for $1 an acre. Now, 
then, let me show you what has happened. Last fall 273,881 


acres of land were sold, and the amount realized was $829,- 
SO9.S5; remaining unsold, 597,878 acres—not 700,000 acres, as 
gentleman has said—and of that amount 252,654 acres 
have been reserved as coal lands, which will be disposed of 
later on. This leaves 345,000 acres that will be sold the next 
time these sales take place. Now, then, out of the 1,150,000 
acres they have now got $1,191,253, and the balance will bring, 
according to the testimony, at least $1,791,793. There should 


some 


And the same thing is true when the | 





: : | State—and, by the way, the present leg 
a basketful of correspondence over this reservation matter, and cat i, by . I . 
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also be added to those amounts $160,000 in homestead payments, 
which would make a total of $3,044,SS7—three times the amount 
the Indians were willing to accept for the same lauds under the 
first agreement. 

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRAY. I decline to yield. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman state, if the rich eat- 
tlemen do not want this bill passed and the Crow Indians do 
not want it passed, who does? 

Mr. PRAY. The people of the State of Montana, 
had this case called to their attention time and time again dur- 
ing the past three years. They want this bill passed, and I am 
glad that the gentleman interrupted me so that I ean agaia 
repeat it, and also state that the Legislature of the State ef 
Montana, through its representatives from all sections of the 
islature is Democratic— 
has again memorialized Congress to open up this reservation, 


who have 


because they believe it is for the best interests of all con 
cerned. The gentleman from Texas |Mr. STepHens] has the 


memorial of the State Legislature of Montana in his pocket, 
and I wish he would present it and have it incorporated in the 
Recorp. [Applause.] He ought at least to be fair with his 
Democratic colleagues and be willing to tell them what their 
Democratic friends in Montana would like to have them do. 
Now, something has been said about the enormous acreage 


left in Montana for others to occupy. The gentleman from New 
York {Mr. FiTzGERALD] said there were 41,000,000 acres. There 


are thirty-six millions, and 19,000,000 acres of that are unsur- 
veyed. Now, that disposes of that argument. 

You have had a good deal to say about water holes and how 
the stockmen could monopolize them if the reservation were 
opened, and you are also greatly mistaken in this respect. 

It is net necessary to take up any more time on that point, as 
the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpbett] fully covered it. 
He showed very clearly what a vague and indefinite sort of 
notion some of you gentlemen seem to have about conditions on 
this reservation. The loss of lense money has also been given 
as a reason why the bill should not pass, and I ask you gentle 
men to set over against that the large amount of money that 
would be realized in interest at 4 per cent on the increased 
Crow fund. That position you will also find untenable. Over 
on that side you frequently deplore the existence of monopolies 
and monopolistic control, and yet by your action here to-day 
you propose to give to a few stockmen a monopoly on this great 
reservation, rather than open up the reservation and thereby 
afford the citizens of your States and of other States, who are 
going to Montana in great numbers, an opportunity to settle 
upon and graze over these 2,000,000 acres of surplus lands. The 
homesteaders of my State will, of course, be perfectly delighted 
with your attitude toward them in this case. 

Thus far nothing has been said about the provisions of the 
measure now under consideration. The interests of the Indians 
are carefully guarded. It is the form of opening approved by 
the Interior Department time and time again. It is a conserva- 
tion measure and ought to appeal to you. If any lands are 
found bearing coal, oil. or other valuable minerals, they are 
reserved from allotment or disposition until further action by 
Congress. Lands chiefly valuable for power or reservoir sites 
are made subject to such disposition as Congress may direct. 
Under this bill the Indians are to receive $2.50 an acre for sec- 
tions 16 and 36. Heretofore, in most cases, the price has been 
$1.25 an acre. The proceeds arising from sale and disposition 
of lands under the bill must be deposited to the credit of the 
Indians and draw interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum. 
After the lands have been classified and appraised, they are to 
be disposed of under the provisions of the desert- 
land, mineral, and town-site laws. Lands made subject to these 
different forms of entry are the surplus lands, such as have not 
been allotted to the Indians or granted, reserved, or otherwise 
disposed of by the terms of the bill. 

Sut it is probably not necessary to enter upon a protracted 
discussion of the provisions of the pending bill. I think it is 
apparent to all on this side that in view of the determined 
opposition of Democrats it is hardly possible to secure a two- 
thirds vote at this time. It is the same opposition that devel- 


homestead, 


oped during the consideration of the measure at the last ses- 
sion. The bill received a majority of the votes cast during its 
consideration in the second session of this Congress. It will 


undoubtedly get a majority of the votes this time, but that, of 
course, will not be enough to pass it under suspension of the 


rules. This is the only way the Crow bill could be brought 
before the House at this session. If this bill should fail, the 
responsibility will again rest upon the Democratic side, as it 


did last session. But I sincerely hope that it may not fail. 
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If this bill could have been reached last session on calendar 
Wednesday it would have passed the House by a good majority, 
but it reached the calendar too late in session to receive the benefit 
ofthatrule. Ifit could have been taken up under that rule this 
n the same result would have been attained, but the Moon 
bill occupied nearly all calendar Wednesdays this session. It is 
altogether too much of a handicap to be required to secure a two- 
thirds vote of the House with Democrats drawing party lines on 


SeSSi¢ 


the bill, and with a bitter fight being waged against it by such | 


leaders as the gentlemen from New York [Mr. FirzcEerap], 
from Missouri [Mr. Crarxk], from Virginia [Mr. Saunpers], 


from Nebraska [Mr. Latra], from Tennessee [Mr. Byrrns], and 
from Texas [Mr. Steruens]. I want to say to you gentlemen, in 
conclusion, and I say it on my honor as a Representative in 
this House, and I believe my statements are entitled to some 
faith and credit, that this bill ought to pass now and become 
a law, and enough Democrats ought to vote for it to supply 
the necessary two-thirds vote. And I further believe that the 
legislature of my State ought to be given some consideration, 
and likewise the people of my State who want this reservation 
opened up. They do not want any more jobbery about it 
either or any more delegations or alleged delegations or lobby- 
ists sent here to mislead the Members of this House and protect 
the stock interests on that reservation. And I sincerely hope 
the bill will not go over to another session of Congress, because, 
if it does, the citizens of my State are going to get after you 
again and keep on until you finally accede to their demands. 
[Applause.] 


Senate joint memorial 1. 


Zo the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States in Congress assembled: 

Whereas we believe it to be tothe everlasting benefitand advantage of 
the State of Montana, and its people, and to the best interests of the 
Nation at large that the Crow Reservation should be speedily opened 
for settlement and all Indian rights adjusted: Now therefore be it 

Resolved (the house of representatives concurring), That we, the 
Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, do hereby peti- 
tion the Congress of the United States for the passage of necessary leg- 
islation to, at as early a date as practicable, open for settlement the 
lands embraced within the Crow Reservation situated in the south- 
eastern portion of the State of Montana. 


Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the | 


secretary of state to the honorabie Secretary of the Interior and our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, with the request that they 
use every effort within their power to bring about speedy action for the 
accomplishment of the ends and purposes herein indicated. 

W. R. ALLEN, President of the Senate. 
af W. McDowELL, Speaker of the House. 
vil. 


1911. 


99° 


ao, 


Approved January 
- EpWIN L. Norris, Governor. 
Filed January 23, 
A. N. Yoper, Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 
I, A. N. Yoder, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 


certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint me- | 


morial No. 1, relating to the opening of the Crow Reservation for set- 
tlement, enacted by the twelfth session of the Legislative Assembly of 
the State of Montana, and approved by Edwin L. Norris, governor of 
said State, on the 25d day of January, 1911. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 


Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this the 23d 


day of January, A. D. 1911. 


[SEAL.] A. N. Yoper, Secretary of State. 





House joint memorial 4. 


The honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress of the 

United States assembled: 

Whereas we believe it to be to the everlasting benefit and advantage of 
the State of Montana and its people, and to the best interests of the 
Nation at large, that the Crow Reservation should be speedily opened 
for settlement and all Indian rights adjusted: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved 
Assembly of the State of Montana, do hereby petition the Congress of 


the United States for the passage of necessary legislation to at as 
early a date as practicable open for settlement the lands embraced 
within the Crow Reservation, situated in the southeastern portion of 


the State of Montana; 


Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the | 
secretary of state to the honorable Secretary of the Interior and our 


Senators and Representatives in Congress, with the request that they 
use every effort 
the accomplishment of the ends and purposes herein indicated. 

Approved February 17, 1909. 

The SPEAKER. 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that, in 
the opinion of the Chair, two-thirds had voted in favor thereof. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—yeas 103, nays, 46. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I demand the yeas and nays, Mr, 
Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question is on suspending the rules and 


(the senate concurring), That we, the Eleventh Legislative | 


within their power to bring about speedy action for | 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 144, nays, 135, 


|} answered “ present ” 


Alexander, Mo. 


| Alexander, N. Y. 


Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Austin 
Sarclay 
tartholdt 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bingham 
Borland 
Boutell 

Burke, Pa. 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
Butler 

Calder 
Calderhead 
‘ampbell 





( 

( 
Cl 
c 
( 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Dawson 
Diekema 
Dodds 
Douglas 
Draper 
Durey 
Dwight 
Ellis 

Elvins 
Englebright 
Esch 
Fairchild 


Adair 
Aiken 
Anderson 


| Ansberry 


Barnhart 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beall, Tex. 


| Bell, Ga. 


Booher 
Brantley 
Burgess 
Burleson 


| Byrns 





Candler 
Cantrill 
Carlin 
Carter 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cline 

Cocks, N. Y. 
Collier 
Conry 
Cooper, Wis. 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 


| Cox, Ohio 


Cullop 

Dent 

Denver 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dixon, Ind. 
Driscoll, D. A. 


Adamson 
Driscoll, M. B. 
Glass 


Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Barnard 


| Bartlett, Nev. 


Bates 
Bennett, Ky. 
Boehne 
Bowers 


| Bradley 


Broussard 

surleigh 
Burnett 
Byrd 


} Capron 


Cary 

Clark, Fla. 
Cole 
Coudrey 
Cowles 
Craig 
Cravens 
Crow 
Crumpacker 
Davidson 


11, not voting 93, 


YEAS—144. 


Fassett 

Focht 

Fordney 

Foss 

Foster, Vt. 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Good 
Graff 
Graham, 
Greene 
Griest 
Guernsey 
Hamer 
Hammond 
Hanna 
IHlawley 

Hayes 

Heald 

Henry, Conn. 
Higgins 
Hinshaw 
Hollingsworth 
Howell, N. J. 
Howland 
Hubbard, Iowa 


Pa. 


Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Knowland 
Kopp 
Kronmiller 
Langham 

Law 

Legare 

Lenroot 
Longworth 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
McCreary 
McGuire, Okla. 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
McLaughlin, Mich 
McMorran 
Madison 
Martin, Colo, 
Martin, 8. Dak. 
Massey 

Miller, Kans. 
Miller, Minn. 
Mondell 

Moore, Pa. 


Hubbard, W. Va. Morgan, Mo. 


Hull, lowa 


Morgan, Okla. 


Humphrey, Wash. Morrison 


Johnson, Ohio 
Joyce 

Keifer 
Kendall 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kennedy, Ohio 


Morse 
Moxley 
Murphy 
Needham 
Norris 
O'Connell 


NAYS—135. 


Dupre 
Edwards, Ga. 
Ellerbe 
Ferris 


Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Fornes 
Foster, Ill. 
Gallagher 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett 
Gillett 
Godwin 
Goldfogle 
Graham, III. 
Gregg 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Hay 

Heflin 

Helm 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Houston 
Howard 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hull, Tenn. 


Jamieson 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Kitchin 
Korbly 
Lamb 
Latta 
Lee 
Lever 
seveuseten 

0 


Lloyd 
Metall 
McDermott 
Macon 
Madden 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Mann 

Mays 
Mitchell 
Moon, Tenn. 
Nelson 
Nicholls 

Nye 

Oldfield 
Padgett 
Palmer, H. W. 
Peters 

Pou 

Pujo 

Rainey 
Ransdell, La. 


Humphreys, Miss. Rauch 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—11. 


Goulden Langley 
Hill Lindbergh 
Kiistermann Robinson 
NOT VOTING—93. 
Davis James 
Denby Kahn 
Dies Keliher 
Edwards, Ky. Knapp 
Estopinal Lafean 
Foelker Lawrence 
Fowler Lindsay 
Fuller Lively 
Gaines Lundin 
Garner, Pa. McCredie 
Gill, Md. McHenry 


Gill, Mo. 
Gillespie 
Goebel 
Gordon 
Grant 
Hamill 
Hamilton 
Haugen 
Havens 
Howell, Utah 
Huff 

Hughes, N. J. 
Hughes, W. Va. 


McKinlay, Cal. 
Malby 
Maynard 
Millington 
Moon, Pa. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morehead 
Moss 

Mudd 
Murdock 
Palmer, A. M. 
Parker 
Patterson 


as follows: 


Olcott 
Olmsted 
Page 
Parsons 
Payne 
Pearre 
Pickett 
Plumley 
Poindexter 
Pratt 

Pray 

Reeder 
Roberts 
Rodenberg 
Sheffield 
Simmons 
Slemp 
Smith, Iowa 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sturgiss 
Sulloway 
Swasey 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, Ohlo 
Tilson 
Townsend 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Weeks 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, Mich. 
Young, N. Y. 


Richardson 
Riordan 
Roddenbery 
Rucker, Colo 
Rucker, Mo. 
Sabath 
Saunders 
Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sheppard 
Sherwood 
Sims 

Sisson 
Small 
Smith, Tex 
aaeDD 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex 
Sterling 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Tawney 
‘’aylor, Ala. 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Velle 
Turnbull 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wickliffe 
Wilson, Il. 


Smith, Mich 
Wanger 


Prince 
Randell, Tex. 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Rothermel 
Scott 
Sherley 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Taylor, Ohio 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood, N. J. 
Woodyard 


So (two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the motion 
to suspend the rules was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For this session : 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. Giass. 
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Mr. Witey with Mr. WALLACE. | The Clerk read 





iS fo ow 
Mr. Brapiey with Mr. GouLDEN. rATEMEN N PART ¢ I 
Mr. Hucues of West Virginia with Mr. Byrp. 
Mr. Smitrn of California with Mr. Cravens. Un 5 end tN oa H - a 
Mr. Wancer with Mr. ADAMSON. SUDSTN te, the ert ‘t of which is s \ Ke , 
Mr. Saurn of Michigan with Mr. CrarK of Florida (excepting | ©? “ec Indian Office a practice which now « nS at every 
District legislation). agency in the country, and limits it to the S of North 


Mr. KitsTerRMANN with Mr. BorHNeE (commencing at noon, | ~““~**: a 

March 2). Amendment No. 76 h is beer iaterially difted 1 e sub 
Mr. LANGLEY with Mr. JAMES (commencing at 6 p. m., March 2). | stitute which ees DECwOCE i ve adopted, d Ss present 
Until further notice: form 18 hot considere lL object onable 
Mr. Davis with Mr. Roprnson. On amendment No, 82 the Senate has re 
Mr. Fuirer with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. WEISSE. Bs 
Mr. Murpock with Mr. RurNock, JNO. I HEN 
Mr. Woop of New Jersey with Mr. PATTEerson. lfanagers ont part H 


Mr. MILLINGTon with Mr. MAYNARD. The conference report is as follows 
Mr. Capron with Mr. Girt of Missouri. THIRD CONFERENCE REPORT. 
. >an tr j . -TI Ppp = 
Mr. BarcHre“p with Mr. ASHBROOK. Stis auptieatitinn: al aeieimia din tien Atekmmiiiee wile al We 


Mr. Bates with Mr. Bartrerr of Nevada. 
Mr. Burieten with Mr. Bowers. 

Mr. Cary with Mr. Brovussagp. 

Mr. Cote with Mr. BuRNEeTT. 

Mr. DAvipson with Mr. Crata. 


i two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HL R. 
| 28406) making appropriations for t 

expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purpose 





. for the fiscal year ending June 50, 1912, having et, after 
Mr. Denby with Mr. Dres. ee eee er pense ee ay 
7 : . and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom 
Mr. Micuaet E. Driscotnt with Mr. Estoprn a. mend to their respective Hou follow 
: ‘ TAlt ait ( { sil res ul UUSES ar UOLLOWS 
Mr. Garnes with Mr. Grix of Maryland. That the Senate recede from its amend! t numbered 82 
. . Lik th sen: I al Ol tS amenabhiel 1uhibere és 
Mr. Grant with Mr. GILLesPIE. a ee kee eine, as : = ieee 
— ° . Amendment numbered 48: That the House recede from ts 
Mr. Howett of Utah with Mr. Gorpon. di eH ro the ainedenent of the Renate Geeheoed 48 ond 
° . Sal L Lee lile ti tv * Gleiablic ol Li . «hl ULILIM > i a ( 
Mr. KAHN with Mr. HAMIrtr. santa: thine with an amendment as 1 - Strike it 
- . eh Ql ee t t { scl ilie it L aiiiit Llie't as ft > _ HLPIn©® OUL 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. Havens. £4] : 1 i aici Cena ae i ees 
: . all of the propesed amendment and insert the following 
Mr. LArEAN with Mr. Hueues of New Jersey. ‘Aue tired stain en thee Mendon Bek tatien & — 
. . sAnly il SCt irate » tile * ‘ Aalhinn 6btOCh tiiaiil Loom a” 
Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. KELIHER. thom im Nerth Dekote. who hes am aie | aw Suliee 
° Llom of WVOrth akold, Wile is by Clailhld a} ills auy Llaihé 
Mr. Marby with Mr. LInpsay. : ’ 


of said reservation for goods sold to such Indian, may file an 
itemized statement of said claim with the Indian 
Said su 


Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. LIvetry. 

Mr. MorenEeaD with Mr. McHenry. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Moore of Texas. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Moss. 

Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. A. Mircnett PALMER. 

Mr. WASHBURN With Mr. RANbDELL of Texas. 
Mr. WHEELER with Mr. Rei. 

Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. RorHerMEL. 


superintendent, 
perintendent shall forthwith notify said Indian in writ- 
ing of the filing of said claim and request him to appear within 
a reasonable time, to be fixed in said n 


objections he miay have to the payment 


tice, and present any 
ler’ 1, Or any offset or 
uny counterclaim thereto. 


“If said Indian appears and contests said claim, or any item 


Mr. BARNARD with Mr. SHERLEY. — 4g yrs ae Sul oe , pry —— thy said ider 
Mr. Bennett of Kentucky with Mr. SparKMAN. Seger Sa a of eae le é. = nen en rn —— shal . 
Mr. Cowes with Mr. SPIcHnr. aoe med t ia 1 ote = ‘1 nth maak : “If 'the ane r a. 2 
Mr. Epwarps of Kentucky with Mr. WILLetr. em ae aaa eek Scns Rca did Atenn: Gexaetiell gran ha po 


Mr. Gorspet with Mr. Witson of Pennsylvania. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire leave to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 





shall call in the said trader and carefully inves 
tigate every item of said account and ascertain the amount due 
thereon. Any account so ascertained by the superintendent or 
any account admitted by the Indian shall be and remain an 
account stated between the parties thereto 


a 
superintendent 


' -AY ‘ *That any moneys which shall thereafter be e due to said 
Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my remarks | pngian. by reason of any annuity or other febtedness from 
in the RECORD. a la the Government of the United States, or for rty sold by 
The SPEAKER. ‘ Is there objection ? or on account of such Indian, and which shall be under the eon 
rhere was no objection. trol of the Secretary of the Interior, or any ent or superin 
TYPHOID IN THE ARMY. tendent, shall be paid such Indian « t the ! y head 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present, from the | quarters. And it shall be the duty of such agent or superin 
Committee on Printing, a report (No. 2281) on House resolution | tendent to use his influence, advice, and g¢ 1 offic the 


947, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. end that such Indian shall. as raj as | at | per- 
The Clerk read as follows: mit, pay the said account stated.” 


Re 1, That there shall be printed 100,000 copies of an ticle by And the Senate agree to the 
Maj. F. F. Russell, Medical Department, United States Army, entitled Amendment numbered 76 i I 
“The control of typhoid in the Army by vaccination,” for the use of li wee wth tm tho 4 ee tee ft 4 
the House and to be distributed through the folding room. disagreement to the ann l OF THE se c read 7 
ies neres to the sam witb iT? + 
fhe SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- | 41] of sald amendment and 
lution ae ee de ee 
ho, ‘That any person who prior 
rhe resolution was agreed to. shen cute ten teat-te tho oy 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. State of Utah, under the of \ 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call | mentary thereto, and \ Ot ats ( ily 
up the conference report on the bill (H. R. 28406) making ap- | Make commutati proof 
propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the | fully complied with the pro 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with improvements, and has 1 tair 


various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal | ence upon the land for a period of ! less 1 hs 
v } f of $ — , , 


ir ending June 30, 1912, with the accompanying statement, | #2d upon payment there¢ 

which I ask to have read at the desk. That nothing contained herein shall ( y valid adver 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota presents | ©!tim initiated prior to tl assage of this act.” 
‘onference report on the Indian appropriation bill. The Clerk And the Senate agree the same. 

will read. Cras. H. Burk 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous PP. 

nsent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. | ENS, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks | $ on He 

unanimous consent that the statement accompanying the con- | M 

ference report be read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? | P. J. Met 

[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read Wa. J. S1 


the statement. Manag 
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Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
adoption of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves 
the adoption of the conference report. The question is on that 


motion. Is there objection? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
yield? 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 
some information about this report. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, the first amend- | 
ment, on which we have on two occasions presented a disagree- 
ment, is amendment numbered 48. That amendment is with 
reference to traders at the Standing Rock Reservation in North 
and South Dakota, and it is proposed to do exactly what the 
department is doing now, administratively, so far as requiring 
the superintendent at the agency to bring together the trader | 
and the Indians and adjust disputed accounts between them. 

Now, to that particular part of the amendment I did not have 
very much objection, but the last paragraph provides that from 
money that the Indian may receive from any source, at 

25 per cent should be withheld and applied upon his 
indebtedness. It gave to the superintendent the discretion to 
pay more than 25 per cent, if he thought it was advisable to 
take that much from the Indian. I objected very strenuously 
to that portion of the amendment, because it would make out 
of the Indian agency a collection agency. The item as we have 
agreed upon it in conference leaves the first two paragraphs 
substantially as they were, with the exception that the terri- 
tory is limited by striking out that portion of the Standing Rock 
Reservation that is in South Dakota, so that it applies only to | 
North Dakota, and for the last paragraph, which is stricken out, | 
there is a substitute which in effect provides that when an 
Indian has any money coming to him from any source it shall | 
be paid to him at the agency, and then the superintendent shall | 
use his influence to prevail upon the Indian to pay his honest | 
debts. | 


I would like have 


to 





any 
least 


Mr. COX of Indiana. What influence will he use? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Just exactly the influence | 
that the agents are now using, in advising the Indians to pay 
their just debts. | 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is there anything remaining in the 
amendment as finally agreed to that would give to the Indian 
agent the power to withhold the Indian’s money? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Absolutely not. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. That is all eliminated? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That is all eliminated. I say 
that I do not like the proposition. It is class legislation. It 
is doing by law exactly what is being done now by an order of 
the department, a matter that ought to be entirely administra- 
tive, and if I could have had my way about it, I would have | 
insisted upon the item going out entirely; but at this late hour 
in the session, and haying succeeded in getting the Senate to 
recede unqualifiedly upon the most objectionable amendment, | 
the House conferees accepted this substitute for that provision. 



























Mr. COX of Indiana. I think the gentleman has made a 
gallant fight to get out of it the best that he possibly can. If 





I understand the situation now, the attempt to make a collect- 
ing agency out of the Indian agency has been entirely elimi- 
nated. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I think so; yes. It simply by | 
law directs to be done what is now being done by an order of 
the department itself. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that the depart- 
ment has the right now to make the same settlements? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That is what I say. 
are doing this very thing now. 

Mr. COX cf Indiana, I should like to have a statement about | 
the attorneys’ fees. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. No statement is necessary, 
because the Senate has receded unqualifiedly. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. That is all I care for. 

Mr. NYE. What was the “ most objectionable amendment” 
to which the gentleman referred a moment ago? 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The one upon which the Sen- 
ate receded, namely, the withholding of $100,000 from the 
Colville Indians, for the purpose of having the money to pay 
some alleged claim for attorneys’ fees, a claim, in my opinion | 
and in the opinion of the House conferees, without any merit. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- | 
ence report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 











They 





























; Same 
| shall take care of and properly maintain and preserve the cemetery, 


| Provided, That organized bodies of ex-Confederates or individuals s|} 





\ECORD—HOUSE. Marcu 2, 


On motion of Mr. Burke of South Dakota, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 
CONFEDERATE CEMETERY AT SPRINGFIELD, MO. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of the 
Unanimous Consent Calendar. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 3501) providing for the taking over by the 
United States Government of the Confederate cemetery at 


Springfield, Mo. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Confederate cemetery near Springfield, 
Mo., and which adjoins the national cemetery at that place, havi 
been tendered by proper authority to the United States Government, 1 
is hereby accepted, under the conditions that the Government 
monument or monuments, headstones, and other marks of the gra 
its walls, gates, and appurtenances; to preserve and keep a record 
far as possible, of the names of those buried therein, with such hist 
of each as can be obtained, and to see that it is never used for a 
other purpose than as a cemetery for the graves of men who were 
the military or naval service of the Confederate States of Ameri 


have free and unrestricted entry to said cemetery for the purposes of 
burying worthy ex-Confederates, for decorating the graves, and for 
other purposes which they have heretofore enjoyed, all under pro; 
and reasonable regulations and restrictions made by the Secretary of 
War. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War, under this act, is directed to t 
the necessary steps for the proper transfer of the cemetery to the G 


ernment, and when the same has been duly completed to put it in 
charge of the keeper of the national cemetery at Springfield, M 


requiring him to exercise the same care in the preservation, beautifyiy 
and caretaking generally as is done in regard to the national com 
Also that a suitable gate or entry way be made in the stone wall w! 
now divides the two cemeteries, so that persons may readily pass f; 
one to the other. Whatever additional funds may be required fo: 
purpose of this bill shall be paid out of any fund which may be avai 
for the maintenance of national cemeteries, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, on page 1, line 10, I move to stri 
out the word “to,” so as to correct the grammar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 10, strike out the word “ to,’ 
serve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


before the word “| 


Mr. MANN. On page 2, line 1, I move to strike out the word 
sé to.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 1, before the word “see,” strike out the word “ to.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in line 22, on page 2, I move to 


strike out the words “ this bill” and insert the words “ cai 
out the provisions of this act.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 22 strike out the words “this bill" and insert “ carrying out 
the provisions of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following committee amendment was agreed to: 

Page 2, line 3, strike out the words “or civil’ and 
“naval” the word “ or.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and 
was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS, 

$y unanimous consent, Mr. HAMLIN was granted leave to 

extend remarks in the ReEcorp, 
ALLOTMENT OF LANDS TO INDIANS. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, the next b 


yi 


insert 1 


| on the calendar (S. 4704), an act to amend an act entitled “An 


act to amend and further extend the benefits of the act 


| proved February 8, 1887, entitled ‘An act to provide for 


allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various res 
vations and to extend the protection of the laws of the Unite 
States over the Indians, and for other purposes,’” I move | 
laid on the table as that has been incorporated into another 
law. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was ordered to 


| on the table. 
| ELECTRICAL RAILWAY 


LINE, FORT RILEY MILITARY RESERVATION 
The next business on the Unanimous Consent Calendar W 


S 


| the bill (H. R. 31728) to authorize the Manhattan City & In! 


urban Railway Co. to construct and operate an electric railwa) 
line on the Fort Riley Military Reservation, and for other |) 
poses. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of the United States Is he 
given to the Manhattan City & Interurban Railway Co., a corporation ¢ 
isting under the laws of the State of Kansas, to locate, cons! 
maintain, and operate a line of electric railway upon_the milit: 
reservation of Fort Riley, in Geary County, State of Kansas, upo" 





CONGRESSIONAL 


su location and under such regulations and conditions as shall be 
ay ved the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alte amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
spe ially eserved 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
CLASSIFICATION AND APPRAISEMENT OF UNALLOTTED INDIAN LANDS, 


The next bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
classify and appraise unallotted Indian lands, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


99999 
‘eens | 






Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to cause to be classified and appraised, in such man- 
ner as he may deem advisable, the unallotted or otherwise unreserved 
lands witlin any Indian reservation opened to settlement and entry 


which were not classified and appraised in the manner provided for in 
the act or acts opening such reservations to settlement and entry. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman if this 
includes lands on reservations 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Not at all; it simply makes 
possible to dispose of some remnants of land that can not be 
otherwise disposed of under existing law. No disposition was 
wade of them, and there are a few small tracts that the depart 
! suggests should be disposed of, and this legislation is 
necessary. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
this bill should not be amended, in line 6, page 1, by inserting, 
after the word “ reservation,” the word “ heretofore? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I do not think the amendment 

necessary; that was the purpose of it. I do not object, if 
the gentleman wants to offer an amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I offer the amendment, Mr. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 6, page 1, after the word “ reservation,”’ insert the 
tofore.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

ALLOTMENTS ON THE QUINAIELT INDIAN RESERVATION, WASH. 

The next bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was the 
bill (S. 5269) to provide for allotments to certain members of 
the Hoh, Quileute, and Ozette tribes of Indians in the State of 
Washington. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to allot on the Quinaiult Reservation, 
Wash., under the provisions of the allotment laws of the United States, 
all members of the Hoh, Quileute, and Ozette tribes Indians in 
Washington who may elect to take allotments on the Quinaiult Reser- 
yation rather than on the reservations set aside for these tribes: Pro- 

led, That the allotments authorized herein shall be made from the 


surplus lands on the Quinaiult Reservation after the allotments to the 
Indians thereon have been completed. 





nent 


Speaker. 


word “ here- 


and read a 


of 





With the following amendments: 


In line 6, after the word “ Quileute,” strike out “and,” and in line 
7, after the word ‘“ Ozette,” insert “or other,” and after the word 
“ Washington,” in said line, insert “‘who were affiliated with the 
Quinaiult and Quileute tribes in the treaty of July 1, 1855, and Janu- 
ry 25, 1856, and,’ so that the bill will read as follows: ** That the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 


to allot 


on the Quinaiult Reservation, Wash., under the provisions of 
the 


allotment laws of the United States, all members of the Hoh, 
Quileute, Ozette, or other tribes of Indians in Washington who were 
aililiated with the Quinaiult and Quileute tribes in the treaty of July 
1, 1855, and January 25, 1856, and who may elect to take allotments 
on the Quinaiult Reservation rather than on the reservation set aside 
for these tribes: Provided, 'That the allotments authorized herein shall 
ide from the surplus lands on the Quinaiult Reservation after the 





be m 
tments to the Indians thereon have been completed.” 

rhe amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman that 
the spelling in the report and in the biil are different. Which 
is correct? In the bill it is spelled Q-u-i-n-a-i-u-l-t and in the 
report it is spelled Q-u-i-n-a-i-e-1-t. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The letter “u” in the word 
~ Quinaiult ” should be changed to an “e.” 

PEAKER. 
which the Clerk will report. 
ine Clerk read as follows: 


Change the spelling of the word 


i] 
il 
rary * 


ihe S 


ent 


Mr. MANN. It occurs three times in the bill. 

eit” was correct, 
terior spelled it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
made. 


“ Quinalult” to “ Quinaielt.” 


I judged that 
That is the way the Secretary of the In- 


I ask that that correction be 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
Which IT send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as 


P v7 . 
follows: 


Strike out in line 4 the word “allot” and insert the words “ make | 


] mar ” ‘ : . , ” “ ’ 
allotments,” and in line 6, before the word “ all,” insert the word “ to.” 


The gentleman offers the following amend- | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 3937 


| Mr. MANN. That will then provide for making 





| il ents 
| to members of the tribe instead of providi r allotti the 
|} members of the tribe. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will say that this bill was 


} prepared by the Interior 
| Mr. MANN. Well, 
Interior bills. 

The SPEAKER 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


Departmet 
it looks like 


The 


question is on 


as 


EXTENSION 











| OF VAN BUREN STREET NW, 
| The next business was the bill (S. 5843) to authorize the ex 
| tension of Van Buren Street NW. 
| The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., T under and in rdance with the prov ns 
| of subchapter 1 of ch 15 the Code of Law for the Dis t of 
| Columbia, within six s the dedication to the District of 
; Columbia of not less than 80 p cent of the land necessary to open 
| Van Buren Street from Piney Branch Road to its present we 1 ter- 
| minus east of Third Street west, with a width of 90 feet, the Commis 
| sioners of the District of Columbia be, and they ar thorized 
and directed to institute in the supreme court of th lum 
| bia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that sary 
| for the extension of said street between tl limits to 
the plans for the permanent system of highways trict of 
| Columbia: Provided, however, That the entire amount found to due 
|} and awarded by the jury in said pr eeding as damages for 1d in 
respect of the land to be condemned for said extensi plus the ; 
| and expenses of said proceeding, shall be assessed by the jury as benefits : 
| And provided further, That nothing in said subchapter 1 of chapter 15 
of said code shall be construed to authorize the jury to sess | han 
the aggregate amount of the damages awarded for and in pect of 
the land to be condemned and the costs and expenses of the proceeding 
hereunder 
Sec. 2. That there is hereby authorized to be expended, from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia, an amount sufficient to pay the 
necessary costs and expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken 
pursuant hereto and for the payment of amounts awarded as damages; 
to be repaid to the District of Columbia from the assessments for 


benefits and covered into the Treasury to the credit of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 









! Strike out after the word “after” in line 5, page 1, “ the dedication 
to the District of Columbia of not less than 80 per cent of the land 
necessary to open Van Buren Street from Piney Branch Road to its 
present western terminus east of Third Street west, with a width of 
90 feet,’ and insert in lieu thereof “the passage of this act.” 

Strike out after the word “of” in line 13, page 1, “ said strect be 
tween the,’ and in line 1, page 2, “ limits named,” and in lieu thereof 
insert “ Van Buren Street NW. from Piney Branch Road to its present 
western terminus east of Third Street NW., with a width of 60 feet.” 


The SPEAKER, 
ments, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend 


read 


EXTENSION OF INDERWOOD STREET NW. 


The next business was the bill (S. 5844) 
tension of Underwood Street NW. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


to authorize the ex- 

















Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the provisions 
of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law r the District of 
} Columbia, within six months after the dedication to the Di ( 
| Columbia of not less than 75 per cent of the land necessary to open 
Underwood Street from Piney Branch Road t present western 
terminus east of Third Street with a widt! 90 fe Commu rs 
of the District of Columbia | and they are e! author ! and 
directed to institute in the supreme rt of the Dist t of Colu La 
proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may ‘ ry f the 
extension of said street between the limits named I 
t permanent system of highways of tl! I t ia 
j however, That the enti: an nt ind to le rded 
| jury in said proceeding as damages for and r ft 
l 1 te condemned for said exter I tl I I of 
| said pr ding, shall be assessed by the jury as bencetfi ? ? ed 
further, That nothing in said sulx pt l f cha 15 of said cod 
shall be construed to authorize the ry to ass than the a ‘ 
gate amount of the damages awarded for lin f the land to 
be condemned and the ce 1¢ xp f ti Dp ] ry h l 
Sec. 2. That there is rut zed t : ded t 
revenues of the District bia i t t the 
nec ary costs and expenses of tl den t } eedir 1 
pur to and for the ] yiment ; I nts led : ] - 
to be repaid to the District of Columbia from t yr 
benefits and covered into the Treasury to the edit { s of 
the District of Columbia 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will reserve the right to object. 
Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, this bill is of the same character 


exactly as the bill we have just passed. It is recomn 
the committee and is the same as the other bill 


' Mr. MANN, 





I will withhold the objection for the present 
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Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, after the word “after,” in line 5, page 1, “ the dedication 
to the District of Columbia of not less than 75 per cent of the land 
necessary to open Underwood Street from Piney Branch Road to its 


resent western 


V terminus east of Third Street, with a 
feet,’ and in 


ert in lieu thereof “ the passage of this act.” 

Strike out, after the word “of,” in line 1, page 2, “said street be- 
tween the limits named,” and in lieu thereof insert the words “* Under- 
wood Street NW. from Piney Branch Road to its present western ter- 
minus east of Third Street NW., with a width of 60 feet.” 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I want an explanation of this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 


FISH-CULTURAL STATION IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


width of 90 





The next business on 
was the bill H. R. 30794. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the 
establishment of a fish-cultural station in the State of Pennsylvania, 
inclu 


the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 


ling purchase of site, construction of buildings and ponds, and | 


equipment, at some suitable point to be selected by the Secretary of | 


Commerce and Labor. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will withhold his ob- 
jection. 
The SPEAKER. 


AND 


The gentleman from Illinois objects. 
RECEIPTS DISBURSEMENTS, NATIONAL 
VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
vas House resolution 955. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Board of Managers for the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers be, and is hereby, directed to supply to 


HOME FOR DISABLED 


| been 
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Mr. MANN. This involves millions of dollars? 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. I should say a detailed report going back 25 
years would involve considerable expense on somebody, and 
what good would it do? 

Mr. COX of Ohio. It would simply show, perchance, the un- 
wiseness of permitting bureaus or commissions to expend money 
without authority from Congress and without accounting to 
Congress. 

Mr. MANN. 
all know it. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I would like to ask how far it is intended 
to go back in this report? What is the limit? 

Mr. COX of Ohio. To go back to 1886. 

Mr. MANN. That is as far as we can go. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. The facts of the case are simply these: 
Congress in creating the post fund and the posthumous fund 
provided a sacred fund for the debt. It was intended to be 
used for the enjoyment and benefit of the inmates of the Na- 
tional Soldiers’ Home. It is known now that money has been 
taken out of the fund and wrongly and irregularly expended. 
I have cited two important instances of irregularity. 

Mr. MANN. Those were within the last five years. To make 
a charge now against somebody who was on the board 25 years 
ago and who has long since been dead and has no chance to 
reply would seem to me hardly the proper thing to do at this 
time. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. 


It does not require anything to show that. We 


If the gentleman from Illinois, who has 
rather rigid in his insistence for information in this 
House, declines to open up the sources of information in this 
matter he has the privilege of stating his objection. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that. I do not need to be informed 


' of that fact. 


the House of Representatives a detailed report of all receipts and dis- | 


bursements or transfers in connection with what is known as the post 
fund since its creation, in 1886; also that a detailed statement be sub- 
mitted of all moneys paid into the posthumous fund, and its disposi- 
tion, by items, by the said board of managers from the date of its 
creation, in 1902. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, how 
much will this cost? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 
ileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. This is privileged. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Then I will rise when we get 
through with this. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. The cost of this will be nothing. 

Mr. MANN. It provides for a detailed report of all receipts 
and disbursements of the post funds since its creation since 
1886, which is a considerable period of time, and then another 
detailed statement of another fund since its creation in 1902, 
and it is plainly evident that to make a detailed statement of 
anything of the sort will cost considerable money. It will not 
do to say it will cost nothing. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. I will say for the information of the 
gentleman that the House adopted first a resolution asking for 
an accounting over a period of five years. When that came in 
it was perfectly apparent that the accounting should go beyond 
that. 
small pamphlet, I should say, of 30 or 40 pages. They have a 
post-fund clerk at every one of the branches, and that is all 
he has to do. 

Mr. MANN. 
years? 

Mr. COX of Ohio. It was filed with the Congress. 

Mr. MANN. I know; but what good does it do? 

Mr. COX of Ohio. It has shown the necessity of going back 
to the time the fund was established, 

Mr. MANN. What good will it do to go back? I supposed 
the purpose of getting the information before was in order to 
have legislation, or something of that sort. Going back five 
years will not do any good. What good will it do to go back 
25 years? 

Mr. COX of Ohio. I will say to the gentleman that in the 
report going back five years two important things were dis- 
closed. 
for the purpose of erecting a memorial arch in honor of a de- 
ceased member of the board of managers. Another expenditure 
was $750 to buy an oil painting of Mr. Carnegie. 
are a number of miscellaneous items carried, one of them, ag- 
gregating $43,000, being simply carried as “ miscellany,” with 
no further information about it. It involves millions of dollars, 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a priv- 


What became of the report for the last five 


‘ation until a few years ago. 


Mr. GOULDEN. I would ask if the gentleman would object 
to an amendment going back 10 years? I think that is fa; 
enough. I have had some experience in being a member of one 
of the State homes. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. That is an entirely different proposition. 
The purpose of going back to 1886 is because that covers the 
years when the receipts were large. The canteen was in ope! 
If we find in five years the irregu 
larities stated, what are we apt to find in 16 years? 

Mr. MANN. Well, if it is for the purpose of finding some- 


| thing that is crooked, I have no objection to it, but it seems to 
| me rather a peculiar proposition. 


Mr. COX of Ohio. I do not want to make the statement on 
the floor of this House that anybody has engaged in a crooked 
transaction. 

Mr. MANN. I mean, to ascertain whether they have or not. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to 


CERTAIN LANDS IN THE STATE OF MONTANA. 
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 


| was the bill (S. 10761) to amend section 8 of the act of Con 


It was comparatively a small report, contained in a | 


One wus that $10,000 was taken out of the post fund | 


We find there | 


gress of May 1, 1888, and extend the provisions of section 2501 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States to certain lands 
in the State of Montana embraced within the provisions of 
said act, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of the act of May 1, 1888, ratifyins 
and confirming an agreement with the various tribes or bands of 
dians residing upon the Gros Ventre, Piegan, Blood, Blackfoot, anv 
River Crow Reservations, in Montana Territory, be, and the same }s5 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows: aie 

“ Sec. 3. That lands to which the right of the Indians is extiaguls 
under the foregoing agreement are a part of the public domain of | 
United States and are open to the operation of laws regulating | 
entry, sale, or — of the same: Provided, That no patent s 
denied to entries heretofore made in good faith under any of th 
regulating entry, sale, or disposal of public lands, if said entries ar 
— respects regular and the laws relating thereto have been com| 
with.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ' 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob): 

I would like to ask the gentleman from Montana [Mr. PRAY 
whether the lines objected to in the Senate bill, to which | 
Secretary of the Interior directed attention in his letter © 
February 16, have been eliminated? m 

Mr. PRAY. Yes. I will say to the gentleman from Wis 


sin that the bill has been so amended as to do away with t 
objection made by the Interior Department, by the addition ot 
these words: 

If said entries are in other respects regular and the laws relatins 
thereto have been complied with. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That does not do away with the objec 
tion of the Secretary. 


It leaves in the proviso objected to. 
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Mr. PRAY. The proviso, with the addition of those words, | reserves, made application to the Secretary of the Interior 


is a qualification, I should think | under its grants that such lands be surveyed. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I know it is a qualification. These are} The Clerk read as follows: 














Indian lands, are the y ne t? } ’ Be it enacted, etc., That all or any part of the public lands > 

Mr. PRAY. No. I will say to the gentleman from New | United Btates within the State of Idaho granted to said State f y 

, wks ‘ > is : ‘ > ing -hatever rf hea | Purpose by the act approved July 3, 1890, admitting the ‘ tory of 

York that the Indians have nothing whatever to do with the idaho ints the Unies an a State. foc which anetication foe cureer bad 

land, | been made by the State of Idaho in order that said State might pet 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I know; but they were Indian lands | fect its selection and location of such lands under the provisions of 

s ee said act of Congress, and the constitution of the Stat f Idaho, which 

heretofore | 

sag ae ; : : | was ratified by said act prior to such lands lx ‘mbraced or in 

Mr. PRAY. Yes; but in May, 1888, an act was passed con- | cluded within any forest or other reserve or withdrawal created after 

firming a treaty with the Indians, and under that treaty the | such application for survey was made, are hereby eliminated from any 

; : a ’ : : § "ES r¢ oO he s0eVver ature or character \ » ha } 7 

lands were ceded to the United States and a cash consideration — = oa aaa : ba eee ner cae eee, ae } sections o1 

7 ~¥ os eate s as Oo overiap, 1 ude, or co T it al sections or parts 

was paid to the Indians, so that they have nothing whatever to | of sections for which survey was so asked — 

do with them now at all, and no interest in them. ‘They took Sec. 2. That where the survey of such lands for which survey was 

diminished reservations out there, and all these other lands oan cont Seeed aud partecien © as to m k tl r nid See fee aaa 

» . . as | iti “ pleted ¢& ) ected SO as » mak i@ Sald tands for whicl 

went back to the public domain. I will say to the gentleman } survey was requested available to the State of Idaho and fu ly inv : 
that this legislation is absolutely necessary at this time. | the State with the title thereto. 

lor 10 years the department has been allowing entries to be | Vith the following committee amendment: Strike out all 


made and patents to be issued on soldiers’ additional sclections, 


, after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
and the settlers have taken town sites and homesteads and 


| lowing: 


ranches, and only recently the department found that section 3} phat where any State or Territory owns lands lying within the 
in the act confirming the treaty did not allow entries of this | boundaries of a national forest, or where its right of indemnity sele¢ 
sort on these lands. The department is perfectly willing that | tie2 in respect to school sections within such bound has not been 
he law be amended so that the blic-land laws mav be ex- |. exercised, said State or Territory is hereby authorized, s C to 
the law be amended so that the public-land laws may be ex- | the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture, to be given at his dis 
tended to this section of the country. There is no reason whiy | cretion, to exchange svch lands for or make indemnity selections of 








they should not be. It is the same character of land that will ; other Bational-torest lands of like quantity and value, the same to be 


. a E ane St, ‘ = selected in reasonably compact bodies, which lands shall 
be found elsewhere throughout the State of Montana. uded from the national forests for the benefit of said State 






exe yr 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman from Montana be | Territory. 
good enough to tell me what this proviso means— The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Provided, That no patent shall be denied to entries heretofore made Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
in good faith under any of the laws regulating entry, sale, or disposal Mr rip la a aa a ; RE SEP tare 
of public lands if said entries are in other respects regular and the laws Mr. HAMEN. Mr. Speake a I ~— vat om r the following 
relating thereto have been complied with. amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman fre lit Idaho \ it ld to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HAMER. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I have just been informed by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] that a similar bill has 
heretofore passed the House. 

Mr. HAMER. Yes; a similar bill has recently passed the 
House and is now on the Senate Calendar, but it can not now 
be reached under the parliamentary status that exists over 
there, so, that when this bill came over, the Committee on Publie 
Lands unanimously voted to amend the Senate bill so as to 

| make it identical with the one that formerly passed the House. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I went over this bill, Mr. Speaker, the 
other night, and I found that there were several matters that 
I wished to inquire about. I thought it was peculiar that the 
State had selected a great mary more thousand acres than it 
was entitled to. 


What does that mean? If everything has been done as re- 
quired by law and the entries have been made in good faith, 
what is the necessity for it? 

Mr. PRAY. I think the words added after the word “ lands,” 
in line 5, further qualify it so as to eliminate uncertainty in 
respect to earnings of title, and so forth. I will say to the 
gentleman from New York that the bill provides that where 
settlers have applied soldiers’ additional selections to 40 or 
60 or 80 acres for a homestead or a ranch or a town site and 
have otherwise complied with the law with respect to their ap- 
plications, which would be good elsewhere in the State of Mon- 
tana, then the patent should not be denied to them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is provided in the original part 
of the bill. 

Mr. PRAY. I will say to the gentleman that there are a 
large number of men in that section where I live whose entries 
have been recently suspended by a decision of the Commissioner sare ; ; ; ; 
of the General Land Office. The Interior Department has no Mr. HAMER. No; the gentleman is mistaken in that. 
objection to the passage of this bill. As a matter of fact, when Idaho was admitted into the Union 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Secretary does object seriously to the usual provision was made chat sections 16 and 36 be set 
this proviso, as I understand. I will object to the bill on ac- — for school puTpores, but in Idaho the same condition 
count of that proviso unless the gentleman is willing to take it existed as in some other States, that is, sections 16 and 
out or explain its necessity. 36 were unsurveyed land ; and before offici il surveys could be 

Mr. PRAY. Perhaps the gentleman does not understand made enabling the States to make selections, the land was in- 
what I am trying to tell him about this matter? eluded in a fore st re serve, and, therefore, withdrawn from the 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No: I do not. possibility of selection. Now the bill as it passed the House 

Mr.PRAY, There are three or four hundred entrymen ont there has been approved by both the Secretary of Agriculture and the 
who have applied soldiers’ additional selections to land in this Secretary of the Interior. 








particular section of the State, and now the Commissioner of | |. Mr. STAFFORD. There is nothing in the report upon this 

the General Land Office holds that that particular law relating | Dill to show that either Secretary has approved it. 

to such selections is not applicable to that section of the State Mr. MANN. Phat was in the House report on the other bill 

formerly occupied by these Indian tribes on account of section Mr. HAMER. When the bill was up for consideration in 

5 of the act confirming the treaty. I do not remember the year the House before, the letter from the Secretary of Agric 

in which the treaty was negotiated, but think it was in 1887, | @Pproeving the legisiation was included in the report. 

This is to confirm those selections and allow that form of entry, Mr. STAFFORD. As the foundation of my question as to 

so that the settlers will not lose their lands and will receive | the State having exceeded the amount selected, I find on page 

their patents. The decision affects homes, ranches, and town | = 0 this report the Statement that the selection of land is 

sites throughout that entire region, which is about 400 miles in | Probably in excess by a million or more acres. 

extent. | Mr. HAMER. I will attempt to explain that to the gentle- 
Mr. FITZGERALD. If this proviso were taken out, would it | man. That inclusion of that matter in the report was the re- 

defeat some of the persons who applied in good faith? sult of a mistake, and a few days ago it was withdrawn at my 
Mr. PRAY. It would. request for the purpose of correction and reprint. There was 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Then I will withdraw my objection. some foreign matter included in that report through error, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York withdraws | but which, as a matter of fact, had no business in it. 

his objection. Is there objection? Mr. STAFFORD. It is that foreign matter that has misled 
There was no objection. - me, and if that statement was a correct one I should be obliged 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the | to object; but under the circumstances I have no objection. 

third time, and passed. | Mr. HAMER. I do not know how it got into the report, but 


it had no business there. 
Mr. LENROOT. I shall feel constrained to object unless a 
The next business was the bill (S. 10791) to eliminate from | necessary amendment can be adopted. 
forest and other reserves certain lands included therein for Mr. HAMER. As far as our committee is concerned, we will 
which the State of Idaho had, prior to the creation of said ‘ agree to the amendment. 


LANDS IN FOREST RESERVES IN IDAHO, 





CONGRESSIONAL 


A LENROO' Will my friend propose the amendment? 
r. HAMER. Yes 
Ir. MA What is the proposed amendment? 
I SPEAKER, The proposed amendment will be read for 


rhe Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 24, after the word “land,” insert the words “ within 
i State or Territory.” 
Mr. MANN. That confines it to Idaho. 


Mr. 


nas—se 


HAMER. 
‘tions 16 and 
fdaho or another, 

Mr. LENROOT. It simply confines the selection to the State 
rerritory in which the lands were located. 


56—-are located, whether that State be 


Mr. HAMER. Yes. In other words, Idaho could not select 
indemnity lands in Utah, or vice versa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Are there any further amendments? 

Mr. HAMER. Yes; there is another amendment. 

Mr. MANN. We want to know whether we object to this 
amendment or not before we give consent. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page line 1, strike out the word “thereon” and insert in lieu 


thereof the word “ thereby.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was 
accordingly read the third time and passed. 

By the title was amended so as to read: 
‘An act providing for the adjustment of the claims of the States 
and Territories to lands within national forests.” 

UNITED STATES LAND ON DAUPHIN ISLAND, 


unanimous consent 


ALA. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was 
the bill (S. 10688) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell 
certain lands owned by the United States and situated 
Dauphin Island, in Mobile County, Ala. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to sell so much or such parts of that certain tract of land 


on 


condemned and held by the United States, and situated on Dauphin 
Island, in Mobile County, Ala., being a tract of 900 acres, more or less, 
constituting the eastern end of said island, as may not be reasonably 
necessary for present or prospective military or cognate purposes, for 
such consideration or upon such terms as he may find reasonable, not 


less than the original cost, and to execute deeds therefor. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


Mr. MANN. I reserve the right to object. I notice that the 
bill refers to a tract of land of 900 acres, more or less, on 
Dauphin Island, belonging to the Government, and _possi- 
bly that the amount to be sold, while the statement of the 
War Department is that the Government owns 583 acres of 
land on the island, and that there might be disposed of 267 


acres. If the bill is no more correct in other particulars than 
it is as to the amount of land stated, it would seem to be a good 
way off. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I understand that is a mistake in 
the bill, that there are only about 583 acres of land owned by 
the Government; but the bill amply protects the Government 
in giving the Secretary of War the discretion to sell only such 
parts of the Government reservation are not needed 
purposes, 


as 


covernmental 






| 


It confines it to the State in which the original 


| has authorized him to sell a larger tract of land, notwithstand- 
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ti 

ment wants, it takes the rear part which the Government does . 

not want. There is no desire to get any part of this frontage ie 
that the Government wants. They want to get enough land 





back toward Mobile to build a dock in order to run a railroad 
down for supplies. There is no limitation on the price, and the & 
Secretary of War is entitled to charge them whatever is a rea- a 
sonable price for that which the Government ha 

Mr. MANN. We passed an act at the la 


a railroad and a bridge 


s no use for. 
st session authorizing 
to be built down there. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. Mobile is 18 miles from Fort 
Morgan. Fort Morgan is right at this island. There is no way 
to get down there now, except by boat. It is a long trip down 
through a circuitous channel. If the railroad is built down 
there where the ships can come in and lie there behind Dauphin 
Island, it is not only a good thing for commerce, but in time 
of war it would be a good thing for the Government to mass 
troops there hurriedly. 

Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman accept an amendment 
striking out the words “nine hundred” and making it read 
“267 acres?” 

Mr. DENT. I will. But I suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois that at this late hour in the session to amend the Senate 
bill may cause it to fail. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think there is much danger of a Senate 
bill failing because of a proper amendment. 

Mr. DENT. I do not think there is any danger in the bill as 
it is when the Secretary of War says that he does not propose 
to sell but 267 acres, 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but a pressure will be brought to bear on 
the Secretary of War when it becomes known that Congress 




















ing he has reported against it. b 
Mr. DENT. The Secretary of War says that he intends to 

sell but 267 acres. 
Mr. MANN. And thereupon Congress authorizes him to sell 

900 acres, 
Mr. DENT. Subject to his discretion, and he says that he 


does not propose to sell but 267 acres. 
will not insist on his amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I shall have to insist on the amendment if the 
gentleman wishes to pass the bill. If the gentleman will con- 


I hope the gentleman 


sent to strike out the words “nine hundred” and insert “two 
hundred and sixty-seven,” I will not object. 
Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move, in line 7 of the bill, 


for | 


Mr. MANN. I do not see anything in the bill about disere- | 
tion, | 

Mr. DENT. The bill says: 

Nine hundred acres, more or less, constituting the eastern end of | 
said island, as may not be reasonably necessary for present or prospec 
tive military or cognate purposes. 


Mr. MANN. That gives him the discretion to determine 
what is reasonably necessary “for military and cognate pur- 
poses.” [ suppose possibly he would not be required to sell it, 
but there is nothing in the bill that leaves it to his discretion as 
to whether he shall sell. Under the statement of the bill 
acres might be sold. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If my colleague will allow me, I would 
like to say that this is a large island, and a very small portion 
of it is needed for governmental purposes. There is no limita- 
tion on the sale—the Secretary of War can put any price on 
this which is reasonable—and for gevernmental purposes the 
bill will aid in whatever developments the Government wishes 
to make, because the real purpose behind the bill is to build a 
railroad down to that point and have a private dock station 
that is building by these people at their expense for ships to 
come in and lie behind this island. 


Mr. MANN. It will take a part of the Gulf frontage. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no; the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. instead of taking the Gulf frontage which the Govern- 


to strike out the words 
dred and sixty-seven ” 


nine hundred” and insert “two hun 


in lieu thereof. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_In line 7, strike out “nine hundred” and insert “two hundred and 
Sixty-seven. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third | 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DENT, a motion to reconsider the yote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MEDALS TO SURVIVORS OF PORT HUDSON FORLORN-HOPE STORMI® 


PARTY. 
on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent wis 
1) to grant medals to survivors and heirs o! 


bill 


-9 


The next 
the bill (S. 


| volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming party. 


The Clerk 
Mr. MANN. 
AUTHORIZING 


read the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object to that ‘ 

THE PRESIDENT TO INSTRUCT DELEGATE TO PEA 
CONFERENCE. 

The next business was House joint resolution 239, auth 
ing the President to instruct representatives of the United Sta es 
to the next International Peace Conference to express the d 
of the United States that nations shall not attempt to inc! 


| their territory by conquest, and to endeavor to secure a de 


900 | 


tion to that effect from the conference. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby authorized to instru 
representatives of the United States in the next International 
Conference to express to the conference the desire of the United 5! 
that the nations represented in the conference shall not attempt 
crease their territory by conquest, and to endeavor to secure a 
tion to that effect from the conference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to o! 
Does the gentleman believe that through a resolution of Us 


1: 
Ov, 


| House we ought to undertake to control the policies of the 


| 


ous nations of the world, without any chance for considerati 
Mr. BENNET of New York. 


Mr. Speaker, I will say to the 


gentleman from Illinois that of course that is not a resoiu- 
It is an expression of the Congress. 


tion of the House. It isa 
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joint resolution. It is not a new subject so far as American 
thought is concerned. Our colleague, Dr. BARTHOLDT, at the last 
conference put forth the same views, the American view, and 
the trouble with our delegates to these conferences in the past 
is that we have always sent them without any instructions, 
whereas other nations that secure results— 

Mr. MANN. Who appoints these delegates? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. The President. 

Mr. MANN. Can he not instruct them? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. There is a question as_ to 
whether he has the right without the expression of the legis- 
lature, 

Mr. MANN. I should think if he could appoint delegates he 
could instruct them. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from New 
York will permit me, these delegates have always been in- 
structed by the State Department and by the President; and, in 
fact, for the two Hague conferences lengthy instructions had 
been issued to our delegates. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that. 
structions. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But I heartily approve this measure for 
the reason that, outside of its merits, this is the first attempt on 
the part of the American Congress, or the popular branch of it, 
to take a hand in international questions. 

Mr. MANN. And that is just what I think it is not desirable 
to do. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Heretofore the questions of diplemacy 
and of international politics have, almost without exception, 
been monopolized by the cabinets and the upper houses of the 
parliaments, the House of Lords in England and the Senate of 
the United States. This is the first effort in American history 
to allow the people’s representatives to take a hand with regard 
to questions which are more important almost than any other, 
because they involve the question of war and peace, and for 
that reason I heartily favor the resolution. 

I would like to add that a proposition had been submitted 
three years ago at the Berlin conference of the Interparliamen- 
tary Union by the American delegates according to which Gov- 
ernments were requested, in treaties which they would nego- 
tiate in the future, to recognize the territorial status quo in 
all countries. If we are to have more permanent peace, it is 
not only necessary to provide the legal machinery to settle 
controversies peacefully, but also to remove, if possible, all 
friction between the several countries. Now, there are some 
countries where territory is in dispute. I believe the French 
people to-day are not yet satisfied with the annexation by 
Germany of Alsace-Lorraine, and there are other countries 
where territorial questions are still an fssue; but in our judg- 
ment we should not prevent such nations which have no terri- 
torial questions in dispute to conclude treaties recognizing the 
territorial status quo for all time to come, and making wars of 
conquest absolutely impossible. This resolution merely directs 
the State Department to request the President to instruct the 
American delegates to use their influence in that direction. I 
hope that the resolution will be passed. 

I wish to congratulate the author of the resolution, whoever 
he may be, upon the good idea of its authorship. I did not 
know anything about it until a few minutes ago. 

Mr. MICHAEL BE. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to re- 
serve the right to object, and ask my colleague from New York 
why it was, since this resolutoin was introduced last June, it 
was not reported out until February 22? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. On account of the pressure of 
business on the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I did not know but what it 
was because of this fact: The gentleman will remember that he 
created some excitement in Downing Street and in Canada by 
a resolution a few days ago proposing to annex Canada through 
negotiations, and now he wants to assure England and Canada 
that this country is averse to conquest and appropriation by 
Way of negotiation. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If my colleague will read the 
name of the introducer of the resolution, he will see that it is 
introduced by the great friend of Canadian reciprocity, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCati]. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I am aware of that, but I 
also know that the gentleman a few days ago wanted to ap- 
propriate Canada through negotiations, and now he wants to 
assure England and Canada and the world that he does not 
want to appropriate any land or contiguous territory or foreign 
territory by conquest. 

Mr. McCALL. If the gentleman will permit me, I did not 
understand the gentleman from New York [Mr, BENNET] was 
proposing to make the conquest of Canada. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No. 





I knew that; I read the in- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





SIAL 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Which gentleman from New 
York? 

Mr. McCALL. The gentleman who now has the floor. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. He proposed to get it some 
time ago by negotiation or by purchase or some other method 
aside from war. And it created so much excitement over there 
that I thought perhaps he reported this bill to assure Great 
Britain, Canada, and the world that that was not his intention. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I assure my colleague that the 
two matters have no connection whatever; and in the other 
action, I am sorry to say, I did not have the cooperation of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaul}. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. One more suggestion. Does 
not my colleague from New York [Mr. Bennet] think that in 
this resolution, declaring the views of this Government, there 
is a good deal of hypocrisy involved, in view of the fact that 
this country has always been in the business of conquest from 
the very origin of the Government, and has never lost many 
chances of gaining territory by conquest? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I would be glad if my colleague 
would name a war in which this Nation ever engaged primarily 
for conquest. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. No nation engages in war 
for conquest, but conquest follows after they have engaged in 
war. I have never known any nation to declare in advance that 
it was going into war for greed or for the purpose of appro- 
priating for other purposes of robbing, but I know many nations 
that after getting into war did appropriate and did take other 
countries’ territories by conquest. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If the gentleman will read the 
report, including the resolutions of the General Court of Massa- 
chusetts, he will find that one nation, Brazil, has put in its con 
stitution that that nation shall in no case undertake a war of 

quest, directly or indirectly, for themselves or in alliance 
with another nation. They have set us a good example. 

Mr. MICHAEL E, DRISCOLL. We ought to put that in our 
Constitution. 

Mr. PENNET of New York. When we had our war with 
Spain we had the best chance in the world to take territory 
without paying for it. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
we not? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. And paid for it. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. And we fixed the price. How 
can the other fellow negotiate the price when he is whipped? 
If I knock you down and take a watch worth a thousand dollars 
and say that I will give you a dollar for it, and if you do not 
take it I will pay you nothing, it would amount to the same 
thing. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Does not the gentleman think we 
paid pretty well for the Philippines? 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Too much. And if we had 
paid a hundred times more to avoid taking them, we would have 
been the winners. 

Mr. McCALL. Does not the gentleman think, then, that is a 
reason for the passage of this resolution, assuming that that was 
a war of conquest, and that he thinks it was a very bad con- 
quest? Does he not think it well to take a step in the other 
direction ? 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I have always believed in a 
step in the other direction. I have never believed in conquest. 
I have never believed that we ought to have taken the Philip- 
pines. We took the Isthmian Canal territory practically by 
conquest. That is about what it was. And we have taken the 
Philippines, Guam, and Porto Rico, as the result of conquest. 
And I think, as I said, there is some hypocrisy in this resolu- 
tion, although my friend from Missouri [Mr. BarTHo.LpT] is a 
sincere advocate of peace, and I think sincerely does not believe 
in any nation becoming aggressive or taking territory by con- 
quest. On that account I will withdraw the objection, 

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill, 


We did take territory, did 


STUDY OF FISH DISEASES. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was 
the bill S. 8125, to establish a biological station for the study 
of fish diseases. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








Be it enacted, etc., That out of any money n the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated there is hereby apy ! . 

For the construction equipment of a ! 1 station, under 
the direction of the Bureau of Fisheries, fer f! ly « sh diseases 
and experimental work in the interesis of fis] t » at e suitable 
site to be selected by the Secretary of Cor F ] La including 


purchase of site and the construction of buildings and ponds, $40,000. 
For all necessary expenses in connection with the special study of 
fish diseases, in the interests of fish culture, $10,000. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. I 
would like to call atfention at this particular time to the fact 
that this is an appropriation bill originating in that distin- 
guished body, the Senate of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserved the right to object. 


t 
Mr. GREENE. This bill is one that passed the Senate at the 


session of Cengress. It was upon the urgent demand of 
the Commissioner of Fisheries and the Bureau of Fisheries, 
but it came in so late at the last session that there was no 


time to consider it before the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, and it was not considered until this session of 
Congress. It came before the committee at this session and a 
hearing was held at which the Commissioner of Fisheries, 
who has charge of a station similar to this in the State of 
New York, appeared before the committee and gave a full ex- 
planation of his experience in the investigation into fish dis- 
eases in the State of New York and very strongly favored this 
bill, as did the department. 


Mr. KENDALL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREENE. Certainly. 

Mr. KENDALL. Will the gentleman inform the committee 
where the station is to be located? 


Mr. GREENE. It is not yet located. It is to be located by 
the department in the place which they may find to be most 
suitable. There to be no discrimination as to any State. 
It is only desired to investigate where it is most feasible to 
carry on the investigations and where they can find the best 
place to carry out the project. It is not designed to accommo- 
date any single Member of Congress or locate the station in 
any particular State. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
a question? 

Mr. GREENE. Yes. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
mously reported by the committee? 

Mr. GREENE. Yes; it was unanimously reported by the com- 
mittee after a full investigation and inquiries made regarding 
this measure during the present session. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says it was unanimously re- 
ported by the committee after full investigation. This matter 
came last to Congress in the form of a message of the President 
and was referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, which did give some investigation to it, as it does 
to all matters that come before it, and the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce did not report the bill back to the 
House. Thereupon the form of the bill was somewhat changed, 
the idea having been originally to study cancer as it affects 
human beings. The Senate now passes an appropriation bill 
which comes over here and is properly referred to the committee 
presided over by the gentleman. May I inquire how much in- 


is 


Will the gentleman permit 


Was not this bill unani- 


vestigation has been given, how much of hearing has been had? 
Mr. GREENE. We have had but one hearing upon the 
bill, I may say to the gentleman from Illinois; but from that 
one hearing and other inquiries the committee was perfectly 
satisfied that the bill should pass. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
comes with a unanimous report of the committee. Our Com- 
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scribed by him regarding the use of the reservation for this purpose and 
the operation and maintenance of the plant. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I do not see the gentleman 
from Montana [Mr. Pray] present. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana 
following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

page 2, line 1, after the word 
1 and all of line 2. 

Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, before the Clerk reads the amend- 
ment, I desire - 

The SPEAKER. 
tee amendment. 
amendment now. 

Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, I will ask for a vote on the amend- 


offers the 


_ On “ plant,” strike out the balance of 


iit 


That is proposed to dispose of the commit- 
It can be reached by a vote on the committee 


| ment rather than present that. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, what is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the Committee amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 2, line 1, after the word “plant” insert the words “ and 
the discontinuance and removal thereof whenever it seems necessary.” 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the committee amendment ought 


to be adopted. It is hardly fair to the House to ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of a bill like this, and then, when 
the consideration is obtained, to propose to absolutely change its 
meaning. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
cumstances, 

Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, this bill is exactly like the bil! 
recommended by the Secretary of War, and like the one that 
was favorably considered in the case of San Francisco; which 
gentlemen favored, and which was passed, and Miles City, a 
town of about 8,000 inhabitants, wants to dispose of some 
bonds, and if the tenure provided is so insecure as this amend- 
ment would make it, they would be unable to raise the necessary 
money. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will say 
that in nearly every bill giving special privileges like this the 
custom is to insert a clause reserving the right to alter, amend. 
or repeal. Every bridge bill enacted by Congress for any 
bridge on any railroad in the United States for years has con- 
tained that provision. Every railroad in the land has suc- 
cessfully floated bond issues against bridges authorized by acts 
containing a clause giving Congress the right to amend, alter, 
or repeal. Congress can at any time dispose of those bridges 
as it pleases, but nevertheless the railroads can sell their bridge 
bonds without difficulty. Now it is proposed to turn over a 
portion of a military reservation and establish a pumping plant 
thereon, and to provide that the Government in future will have 


This bill can not pass under those cir- 


| no control over it. 


mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries investigated this | 


subject quite thoroughly. 
judgment ought to be passed. While it relates to the inves- 
tigation of cancer in fishes, it is in relation to cancer as it affects 
human beings as well. 

Mr. MANN. This is a proposition evidently to create another 
health activity of the Government. The investigation of cancer 
as it affects human beings comes within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Here is a 
proposition to create in a bureau of the Department of Com- 
nerce and Labor an office for the investigation of cancer. Soon 
there will be a health activity established in every department 
of the Government if bills of this character are passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next bill. 

PUMPING STATION ON FORT KEOGH MILITARY RESERVATION, MONT. 

The next business was the bill (S. 9698) granting permission 
to the city of Miles City, Mont., to operate a pumping station 
upon the Fort Keogh Military Reservation, Mont. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of the United States is hereby 
given to the city Miles City, Mont., to locate, construct, maintain, 
nd operate a pumping station, with necessary equipment, upon the 


property of the United States at Fort Keogh, in the State of Montana, 
upon the approval of the Secretary of War as to the location of the 
works and the design and character of the construction, and under such 
terms, conditions, and regulations as may from time to time be pre- 


Itis a very meritorious bill and in my | 


Circumstances might arise where the Government would want 
to have some changes made, and the Governmeut ought to have 
that right. 

Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, I think if the gentleman will look 
through the bill again he will see that reasonable latitude is 
given.the Secretary of War to regulate and control this pumping 
station and everything appurtenant to it. It provides for the 
taking of only a small parcel of land—about 20 acres. 

Mr. MANN. That is absolutely correct, as to the way tle 


| bill was reported; but the way the gentleman wants to hav 


passed it is not. 

Mr. PRAY. But with this language added it will be diflicull 
to dispose of the bonds—I have spoken to the gentleman who 
proposed that amendment, and the chairman of the committee, 
and they have no objection to the amendment not appearing in 
the bill. This amendment was suggested after I had left the 
committee room, otherwise I would then have endeavored to 


| persuade gentlemen of the committee not to adopt it. 


been 


Mr. HAY. I will say to the gentleman that I have not 
spoken to in reference to the matter and have not given my 


| consent. 


Mr. PRAY. I tried to see the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. HAY. After having considered that in the committee, 
and after that amendment being adopted unanimously by th 
committee, giving us the right to alter, amend, or repeal the 
bill, I do not think it is right now to strike it out, and I do not 
see how it hurts the gentleman’s bill to leave it in it. : 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I hope the House will express itseil 


fully on this amendment, for the reason that the Senate bas 
placed upon the Military Academy bill this identical bill w ith- 
out the amendment made by the Committee on Military Affairs. 


























1911. 





I may say, further, Mr. Speaker, that I do not regard it as 
of very vital importance in this case, because it is a small part 
of the reservation next to the city. It is absolutely necessary 
that they have the right to put their pumping station there, or 
else the city will be deprived of water. Only a couple of years 
ago the people of Miles City tried to get us to give them a large 
section of this reservation, and that was refused. I understand 
that this part of the provision meets with the approval of the 
War Department, independent of the proposition that the House 
Committee on Military Affairs put in. I do not assume to speak 
for the Committee on Military Affairs as to how they regard 
this amendment, beyond the fact that the committee did put it 
in. and it stands as the action of the committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask the atten- 
tion of the House to this bill and to what is proposed to be 
done by striking out the amendment. Practically this would 
give to the city in question absolute possession of lands on a 
military reservation, for there would be no reservation to Con- 
gress of the right to alter, amend, or repeal the act. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] now contends that the pro- 
vision to alter, amend, or repeal ought to be retained in this 
bill. So do I. But the House will recall that about ten days 
or two weeks ago a bill came over from the Senate authorizing 
the Colorado Railroad Co. to build a line of railroad on the 
Fort Russell Military Reservation. That Senate bill contained 
at the end this proviso: 

Provided, That it shall be in the power of the Secretary of War at 
any time to revoke the license granted by this act. 

At that time I called attention to the fact that that proviso 
did not mean anything, because the bill if enacted into law would 
be a grant and not a license, and therefore I moved an amend- 
ment by which Congress reserved the right to alter, amend, or 
repeal. This amendment was adopted by the House. 

But the House conferees met the Senate conferees, and on 
their return to the House the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutr] 
insisted on dropping that House amendment to alter, amend, or 
repeal. Thereupon the House dropped the amendment, and thus 
conveyed in fee to the Colorado Railroad Co. a right of way for 
a railroad on the Fort Russell Military Reservation after having 
accepted the amendment 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; but the gentleman from 
Iowa accepted it and the House adopted it. The statement of 
the gentleman is in the Recorp. 

That reservation of the right to alter, amend, or repeal ought 
to be in every bill by which it is proposed to allow the con- 
struction of buildings, railroads, or other works upon United 
States military reservations. I think that the House made a 
mistake when it dropped its amendment to the Fort Russell bill. 
When the Fort Russell Reservation is abandoned it may be sold, 
it may be subdivided, or a part of it may be subdivided into 
lots; and when that time comes it will be utterly impossible to 
compel a relocation of any railroad tracks or station. The bill 
in that form ought never to have been passed. 





The railroad company never accepted it. 
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municipal water plant. The whole reservation consists of 
59,000 acres, of which a thousand or so acres are used for a 
remount depot. 

This site of 22 acres lies along the Yellowstone River and can 
never be used for military purposes, but would probably be 
sold in the course of time, as is provided by law in such cases, 
The request came first, as I remember it, with such provision 
that the Secretary of War might possibly not be able to compel 
the city to remove its pumping station whenever it might be 
necessary. 

The city as a part of the consideration for the use of the 
pumping station should provide about a thousand gallons or so 
of water a day, as might be necessary for the use of the ri 
mounting station. At any rate, the Government receives a sub 
stantial consideration for the use of its 22 acres. So the ques 
tion then came before the committee as to whether or not a 
military exigency might arise by which the Secretary of War 
should have the authority to direct the removal of these struc 
tures if such should ever be necessary for military purposes. 
The people of Miles City now inform us that they can not float 
their bonds with such a provision in this bill. It is quite a 
different proposition for a railroad floating its bonds with such 
a provision relating to the bridges than it is for a small town 
in Montana to float its water bonds with such a cloud over the 
title to its plant, and, so far as I am concerned, although I 
proposed the amendment, I shall not object to its being re- 
noved. I still think it is a useful protection as a general 
proposition to have this sort of amendment in this kind of 
legislation, and it should not be removed only when clearly 
necessary for a legitimate public use. This may be such a case, 
and I shall not further insist on the committee amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the committee amend- 
ments. 

The committee amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE WILLAMETTE RIVER AT PORTLAND, OREG. 

The next bill on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was 
the bill (S. 10274) to authorize construction of the Broadway 
Bridge across the Willamette River at Portland, Oreg. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the city of Portland, in the county of Mult- 


nomah, State of Oregon, is hereby fully authorized and empowered to 
construct and build a bridge to be known as the Broadway Bridge, 


| with appropriate approaches and terminals with a clearance of not less 


I cite this now only to remind the House of my contention the | 


other day as to the bill relating to the Fort Russell Military 
Reservation and to insist that the House ought now to insist on 
retaining the amendment to the pending bill. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, in a general line, tells the truth about the Fort Russell 
Reservation. But he does not state that it consisted of only 
one-cighth of an acre, and that the railway did not go through 
the reservation and the grant was made so that a cut could be 
made on the line of the reservation without deflecting their line 
of railroad. 

Now, this is not a military reservation. If it had not been 
that the War Department established a remount station there 
the Government would not be using any of it. It is now used 
as a remount station only, which is practically civilian work. 
It can not possibly affect matters, so far as its use as a de- 
fensive part of the reservation is concerned. It is simply a 


great large tract of land that, if it had not been used as a re- | 
mount station, would be sold to the people of the United States. | 


As far as I am concerned, it is purely immaterial to me what 
becomes of it. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I am in part 
responsible for this situation, and I wish to state to the House 
the matter as it came before the Committee on Military Affairs. 
As the chairman of the committee has stated, Fort Keogh is 
no longer a military reservation; it was abandoned for that pur- 
pose several years ago. At one time there was a proposition 
to dispose of a portion of the reservation to the State of Mon- 
tana to enable the State to use the buildings for some public 
purpose. The Committee on Military Affairs refused to accede 
to that request. This proposition coming from the city of Miles 
City is to use 22 acres of the reservation as a site for a 


| act shall be held as relating back to the c 


than 65 feet above high-water mark and not less than 93,,, feet above 
low-water mark, city datum, across the Willamette, a navigable river, 
in said city, substantially as follows, to wit: From Broadway Street 
at or near its intersection with Larrabee Street on the east side of said 
river, and following the line of Broadway Street extended westerly in 
its present course to a point at or near its intersection with Seventh 
Street on the west side of said river; thence southerly and easterly to 
a point at or near the intersection of Sixth and Irving Streets in said 
city: Provided, That said bridge shall be constructed and maintained 
in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 
23, 1906 

Sec. 2. That any irregularities in the passage of the amendment to 
the charter of said city known as section 1184 and any errors or ir 
regularities in the issuance of said bonds due to a lack of authority 
from Congress to build said bridge are hereby cured and the issue of 
said bonds, both before the passage of this act and afterwards. are 
hereby fully authorized, ratified, and confirmed so far as a lack of 
authority from Congress to build such bridge is concerned. 

The following committee amendments were read: 

Amend the bill as follows: 

“On page 2, in line 12, strike out the word ‘are’ and insert the 
word ‘ is,’” 

Amend further by adding as section 3 the following 

“Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, in addition to the 
committee amendments, I desire to offer another amendment to 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out section 2 and inserting in 1 thereof the 
following: “ For all purposes the consent of Congress granted for this 
mmencement of the first proj 


} ect and everything done in connection therewith. 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Stevens of Minnesota was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

PRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER NEAR YANKTON, S. DAK. 

The next business was the bill (S. 10822) to extend the time 
for the completion of a bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near Yankton, 8S. Dak., by the Winnipeg, Yankton & Gulf 
tailroad Co. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act approved April 5, 1904, 
authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton & Gulf Railroad Co. to construct a 
ombined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak., as amended by 
the act approved January 26, 1910, be, and the same is hereby, so 
amended that the time within which the said bridge is required to be 
commenced shall be within one year and the time within which it is 
required that the said bridge shall be completed shall be within three 
years from the date of the approval of this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 


third time, and passed. 
EXTENSION OF VAN BUREN STREET NW. 
Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker—— 


The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (S. 5843) to authorize the extension of Van 
Buren Street NW. was passed, and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the vote by which the bill to which he refers was passed 
be reconsidered, and moves to lay that motion on the table. 
Without objection it will be so ordered. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I object to that unless the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, Mr. JOHNSON, is here, and he is tempo- 
rarily absent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill to authorize the exten- 
sion of Van Buren Street was passed. It is in order to make 
that motion to reconsider, and it 
lay that motion on the table, and that is the motion which 
the gentleman makes. As many as favor laying the motion 
to reconsider on the table will say aye—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 


of no quorum, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of no 
quorum. There is evidently not a quorum here. The Door- 


keeper will close the door, the Sergeant at Arms will notify the 
absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
Mr. MANN. ‘There will be no more 
Calendar, I will say. 
Mr. CARLIN. Oh, wait a moment; I will ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky to withdraw his point of no quorum, 


Unanimous Consent 


Mr. MANN. Oh, not at all; we can not be run over by one 
Member in that way. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman insist upon his point 


of no quorum? 

Mr. CARLIN. I will 
point of no quorum. 

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, I shall not withdraw my motion. 
I am here representing my constituents and I want a square 
deal from the gentleman, and I yield nothing until I get it. 

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky. What 
Says? I do not care whether he does or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 146, nays 128, 
answered “* present” 4, not voting 110, as follows: 

YEAS—146. 


ask the gentleman to withdraw 


Alexander, N.Y. Esch Knowland Parker 
Ames Fassett Kopp Parsons 
Anthony Focht lalean Payne 
Austin Fordney Langham Pickett 
Barchfeld Foss Lawrence Plumley 
Barclay Foster, Vt. Lenroot Pratt 
Bartholdt Gaines Lindbergh Pray 


jingham Gardner, Mass. Longworth Reeder 


foutell Gardner, Mich. Loudenslager Roberts 
Bradley Gardner, N. J. Lowden Rodenberg 
Burke, Pa. Gillett McCall Sheffield 








I », S. Dak. Good McCreary Simmons 

1 h Goulden McGuire, Okla. Slemp 

I Graff McKinley, Ill. Smith, Iowa 

C: ! Graham, Pa. McKinney Smith, Mich, 

Calderhead Grant McLachlan, Cal. Sperry 

( bell Greene McLaughlin, Mich.Stafford 

( Griest McMorran Steenerson 

( dy Hamer Madden Sterling 

Chapman Haugen Malby Stevens, Minn. 

Cocks, N. Y. Hawley Mann Sturgiss 

Cole Heald Martin, 8S. Dak. Sulloway 

Cooper, Pa Henry, Conn. Massey Thistlewood 

Cowles Higgins Miller, Kans. Tilson 

Creager Hinshaw Miller, Minn. Townsend 

( rier Hollingsworth Mondell Volstead 
Dalzell Howland Moon, Tenn. Vreeland 
Davidson Hubbard, Iowa Morgan, Mo. Wanger 

I) on Hubbard, W. Va. Morgan, Okla. Weeks 
Diekema Hull, Iowa Morse Wheeler 
Dodds Humphrey, Wash. Moxley Wilson, Il. 
Douglas Joyce Murphy Woods, lowa 
Draper Keifer Norris Woodyard 
Driscoll, M. E. Kendall Nye Young, Mich, 
Dwight Kennedy, Iowa Oleott Young, N. Y. 
Silis Kennedy, Ohio Padgett 

Englebright Kinkaid, Nebr. Palmer, H. W. 


Mr, Speaker, I make the point | 


his | 


is that the gentleman | 


| 


is also in order to move to! 





Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 


Alexander, Mo. 


Anderson 
Ansberry 
Larnhart 
sartlett, Ga. 
Beall, Tex. 
Tell, Ga. 
Booher 
sorland 
Brantley 
Burgess 
Burleson 
Byrns 
Candler 
Carter 
Cary 
Clark, Mo, 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Conry 
Cooper, Wis. 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Cox, Ohio 
Cullop 
Dent 
Denver 


Davis 


Andrus 
Ashbrook 
3arnard 


Bartlett, Nev. 


Bates 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Boechne 
Bowers 
Broussard 
Burnett 
Byrd 
Cantrill 
Capron 
Clark, Fla. 
Coudrey 
Craig 
Cravens 
Crow 
Crumpacker 
Denby 

Dies 

Durey 


Edwards, Ky. 


Elvins 
Estopinal 
Fairchild 
Foelker 
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NAYS—123. 


Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss. 
dixon, Ind. 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Dupre 
lcdwards, Ga. 
Ellerbe 

Ferris 

Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Fornes 
Foster, Ill. 
Gallagher 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett 
Gillespie 
Gedwin 


Houston 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
Jamieson 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, 8. C. 
Jones 

Keliher 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Kitchin 

Lee 

Lever 

Livel 

Lloye 
McDermott 
Macon 
Maguire, Nebr. 


Graham, II. Martin, Colo. 
Hamlin Mays 
Hammond Mitchell 
Hardwick Morrison 
Hardy Nicholls 
Harrison Oldfield 
Havens Page 
Hay Peters 
Heflin Pujo 
Helm Randell, Tex. 
Henry, Tex. Ransdell, La. 
Hobson Rauch 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—4. 

Fish Hill 

NOT VOTING—110. 
Fowler Langley 
Fuller Latta 
Garner, Pa. Law 
Gill, Md. Legare 
Gill, Mo. Lindsay 
Glass Livingston 
Goebel Loud 
Goldfogle Lundin 
Gordon McCredie 
Gregg McHenry 
Guernsey McKinlay, Cal. 
Hamill Madison 
Hamilton Maynard 
Hanna Millington 
Hayes Moon, Pa. 
Hitchcock Moore, Pa. 
Howard Moore, Tex. 
Howell, N. J. Morehead 
Howell, Utah Moss 
Huff Mudd 
Hughes, W. Va. Murdock 
James Needham 
Johnson, Ohio Nelson 
Kahn O’Connell 
Korbly Olmsted 
Kronmiller Palmer, A. M. 
Kiistermann Patterson 
Lamb Pearre 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


Until 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


LAW 


further notice: 
ANpDRUS with Mr. ASHBROOK. 

BENNETT of New York with Mr. Bowers, 
CRUMPACKER With Mr. CANTRILL, 

Davis with Mr. BRovussARD. 

FAIRCHILD with Mr. BURNETT. 
GUERNSEY with Mr, CRatc. 

HAMILTON with Mr. ESTOPINAL. 

KNaApp with Mr. 
HANNA with Mr. 
HAyYeEs with Mr. 
Howe ty of New 


with Mr. 


GOLDFOGLE. 

Gitt of Maryland. 
GREGG. 

Jersey with Mr. HitrcHcock. 
JoHNSON of Ohio with Mr. Howarp. 
with Mr. Korsry. 

Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. LAMs. 
Loup with Mr. LATTA. 

Moore of Pennsylvania with Mr. LEGARE. 
NEEDHAM with Mr. LiIvINGsTON. 

NELSON with Mr. McHENrRY. 

OLMSTED with Mr. O'CONNELL. 

PeEARRE with Mr. RAINEY. 

BARNARD 
Snapp with Mr. RoTHEeRMETL. 
Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. Sisson. 
TAWNEY with Mr. CrarxK of Florida. 


REID, 


Mr. SoutHwick with Mr. SuLzer. 
For the session: 
Mr. MoreweAD with Mr. Pov. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. 


will open the doors. 


DAM 


ACROSS 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER, 


COUNTY OF 


MORRISON, 





MARcH 2, 





Richardson 

Riordan 

Robinson ; 
Roddenbery . 
Rucker, Colo, 

Rucker, Mo. 

Sabath : 
Saunders 

Shackleford 

Sharp 

Sheppard 

Sherley 

Sherwood 

Sims 

Small 

Smith, Tex. 

Spight 

Stanley 

Stephens, Tex. 

Talbott 

Taylor, Ala. 

Taylor, Colo. 

Thomas, Ky. 

Thomas, N. C. 

Tou Velle 

Turnbull 

Underwood 7 
Watkins 

Webb 

Wickliffe 


Knapp 


Poindexter 
Pou 
Prince 


Rothermel 
Scott 
Sisson 
Slayden 
Smith, Cal. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Sulzer 
Swasey 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohio 
Wallace 
Washburn 
Weisse 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood, N. J. 


A quorum is present, and the Doorkeeper 


MINN. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill H. R. 32721. 











CONGRESSIONAL 


1911. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (Hl. R. 32721) to amend an act entitled ““An act permitting the | 









building of a dam across the a River in the county of Mor 

rison, State of Minnesota,” approved June 4, 1906. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of an act entitled “‘An act per- 
mitting » building of a dam across the Mississippi River in the ceunty 
of Mo m and State of Minnesota,” approved June 4, 1906, as 
amended by an act to amend the act above set forth, which ame! 
tory t was approved March 2, 1907, be, and the same is hereby, 


amended so as to read as follows: 


‘That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to the Pike Rapids | 
Power Co., a Minnesota corporation, its successors or assigns, to con 
struct and maintain across the Mississippi River a dam, canal, and | 
works necessary incident thereto for water power and supply pur 
poses at a point between sections 20, 29, and 52, in township 128 
north, range 29 west of the fifth principal meridian, and sections 17 
and 20. in township 39, range 32 west of the fourth principal 1 


ridian, in Morrison 
construction of said 
to and approved by 


County, Minn.: Provided, That the plans for the 
dam and appurtenant works shall be submitted 
the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War 


before the commencement of the construction of the same: And pro 
vided further, That the said the Pike Rapids Power Co., its successors 
or assigns, shall not deviate from such plans after such approval, 
either before or after the completion of said structures, unless the 
modifications of such plans shall have previously been submitted to 
and received the approval of the Chief of Engineers and the Secre 
tary of War: And provided further, That there shall be placed and 
maintained in connection with said dam a sluiceway, so arranged 
as to permit logs, timber, and lumber to pass around, through, and 
over said dam without unreasonable delay or hindrance and without 
toll or charges: And provided further, 'That the dam shall be so con- 
structed that the Government of the United States may at any time 
construct in connection therewith a suitable lock for navigation pur 
poses, and may at any time, without compensation, control the said 
dam so far as shall be necessary for the purposes of navigation, but 
shall not destroy the water power developed by said dam and struc- 
tures to any greater extent than may be necessary to provide proper 
facilities for navigation, and that the Secretary of War may at any 


time require and enforce, at the expense of the owners, such modifica- 









tions and chang¢ in the construction of said dam as he may deem 
advisable in the interests of navigation.” 

Sec. 2. That section 4 of said act above referred to, as amended 
by said amendatory act approved March 2, 1907, be, and the same 
hereby is, amended so as to read as follows: 

“See. 4. That the right to amend, alter, or repeal this act is hereby 
expr reserve and the same shall become null and void unless 
the construction of the dam hereby authorized is commenced on or 
before July 1, 1912, and completed within three years thereafter, and 
that, exeept so far as may be otherwise provided in this act, the 
provision of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to regulate the con- 
stru n of dams over navigable waters,’ approved on the 2ist day 
of June, 1906, shall be applicable to the construction of the dam pro- 
vided in this act 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
follo Zz: 
“That the time for commencing 


and completing the construction of 





the dam, canal, and other structures authorized by the act of Congress 
approved June 4, 1966, and its amendatory act approved March 2, 
1907, to be built across t! Mississ i River, in Morrison County, 
Minn hereby extended year and thr years, respectively, from 
July 1, 1911: ded, That, except be otherwise provided in 
the a said act the const tion, m t ind operation of the 
said tures ein orized shi subject to, and in accord 
ane . the visions of act approved June 23, 1910, entitled 
‘An to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate the construc 
tion dams across navigable waters,” approved June 21, 1906.’ 

: ”. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved.” 


The 
Chait 


SPEAKER. 
hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend the 
time for commencing and completing the construction of a dam 
authorized by the act entitled ‘An act permitting the building of 
a dam across the Mississippi River in the county of Morrison, 


> +) 


State of Minnesota,’ approved June 4, 1906. 
BRIDGE ACROSS MORRIS AND CUMMINGS CHANNEL, TEX. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill H, R. 328S3. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 32883) to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across the Morris and Cummings Channel, at a point near Aransas 


Is there objection. [After a pause.] The 











Pass, Tex., by the Aransas Harbor Terminal Railway Co. 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the time for eompleting the construction 
of the bridge, authority for which was given the Aransas Harbor Ter 
minal Railway Co., a corporation organized under Texas law, to con 
Struct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and approaches thereto 
across the Morris and Cummings Channel, at a point near A sas Pass, 
lex., from the mainland to Harbod Island, authorized by act aj 
proved May 20, 1908, is hereby extended one year from of the 
passage of this act. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is het 
expressly reserved. 


The committee amendment was read, as follows: 
Amend the bill in line 9 by striking out the word “ Harbod” 
rting in Hieu thereof the word “ Harbor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


; and 
in 
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was the bill S. 


E. 39AS 


On motion of Mr. Garner of Texas, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GEORGE R. SHELLEY. 


The next business the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 


on 

GOODY. 
The Clerk read 

An 


as follows: 











act (8S. 6059) to remove cloud from the title of the southeast quar- 

ter of the northeast quarter of section 23, wnship 47, range 23 

west, of the fifth principal meridian, except 10 res off of the north 

side thereof, in Pettis County, Mo., and to release the title of the 

United States therein to George R. Shelley, his heirs and assigns. 

Be it enacted, etc., That any title to the following-described real 
estate, situated in the county of Pettis, State of Missouri, to wit, the 
southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of section 23, in township 47, 
of range 23 west, of the fifth principal meridian, except 10 acres off of 
the north side thereof, that the United States of Ame 1 may have 
acquired in and to said land by virtue of sale made und execution 
issued from the clerk’s office of the circuit court of the United States 
for the western district of Missouri on a judgment rendered in the dis 
trict court of the United States for the western district of Missouri on 
the 9th day of March, A. D. 1873, in favor of the United States of 
America and against Tyre M. Berry, William DBD. Berry, and Milton D. 
I ry, which said execution was dated the 23d day of July, A. D. 1873, 
the deed conveying said land to the United States of America bearing 
date the Ist day of September, A. D. 1873, and filed for record in the 
office of the recorder of deeds of Pettis County, State of Missouri, on 
the 22d day of September, A. D. 1873, and recorded therein in Book U, 
at page 25, be, and the same is hereby, leased to George R. Shelley. of 
the county of Pettis and State of Missouri, his heirs and assigns a 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I find in 


reading the report no connection with the tit] ' the land and 





George R. Shelley. No reference whatever is made to him, but 
the report shows that the title originally was in the Messrs. 
Berry. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will state to the gentleman that this is a 
Senate bill, and while I know not a great deal about it, I simply 


know this, that very 
souri wrote me that 


uutable law firm in the St 


Shelley ha 


re] 
this man 


ite of 
the tie to th 


Mis- 
Ss land 
ad 


now, such title as the Berrys formerly had. It passed down to 
Shelley by means of conveyance from these Berrys, and the 
report shows that, as a matter of fact, the Government got no 
title under this execution sale back in 1875. The purpose of 


this bill is simply to remove the cloud on the title and protect 
the title in Shelley. There does not iything in the 
report or findings of the committee to show, as a matter of fact, 
that the legal title is to-day in Shelley. 

Mr. STAFFORD. So far as the record gi we are yoting 
title to a man whom we have no knowledge of having any in- 
terest in it whatsoever. In the letter of the Secretary of the 
Interior it states positively they have no means of information 
as to whether Shelley has any interest, and he suggested that 
it be referred to the Solicitor the ‘Treasury The letter re- 
ports that he also has no information concerning any interests 
of this man Shelley. Now, we might just as well vote this land 
to some Member of the House, so far as we know that lley 
has any interest in it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think I can satisfy the gentleman upon that 
proposition. 

Mr. ROBERTS. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
chusetts. 


seem to be al 


eS, 


va 


Sh 


Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 
I will yield to the gentleman from Massa- 


Mr. ROBERTS. There is nothing conveyed to Shelley or 
anybody else by this bill. It is merely a release of a claim 
of record of the United States Government, which is not a 
valid claim. There is simply a cloud on the title brought about 
by the levying of an execution upon homestead lands. The 
Government could take nothing by that sale, and the Govern 
ment has no title whatever. It is merely to clear up a record 
title, or release whatever title it has. It conveys nothing to 
Shelley. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to differ with the gentleman that 


we are not conveying anything here. 


Mr. ROBERTS. It is releasing; not conveying. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It says: 

The following-described land is hereb; 1 to ¢ » R. Shelley. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman does nu claim that a re 
lease is a conveyance, does he? 

Mr. STAFFORD. There is some sly ‘a ade here that 
the Government has some title i 

Mr. ROBERTS. They have a by reason of a 
sheriffs sale under an executio on home- 
stead land, and which levy was illegal. } t sell home- 


stead land under tion. whether ji f the Govern- 


ment or an individual. 
Mr. STAFFORD. 
whatever title the Government 


execu 


ob je releasing 


has the 


I would have no 
has to a 





person ¥V 


| paper title. 
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Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. 
from the original owner. 

Mr. KEIFER. This Shelley is not the homestead man, is he? 

Mr. ROBERTS. No; he purchased by mesne conveyance from 
the original homesteader. 

Mr. KEIFER. Did the original homesteader 
land and perfect his title under the law? 





Shelley has the original title now 


live upon the 


Mr. ROBERTS. There is no question of the homesteader’s 
title involved here at all. They had perfected their title, and 
then for some purpose or other the Government had brought 
suit against them or obtained an execution, and had levied 


under that execution on the homestead land. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the homestead title was good to begin 
with, what is the trouble about his having a clear title now? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Because there is a deed of this very land 
now in the possession of the Government which could not have 
been lawfully and legally made. 

Mr. KEIFER. Against whom was the judgment? 

Mr. ROBERTS. The execution ran against the Berrys, not 
against this man Shelley at all. 

Mr. KEIFER. Not against the homestead man? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Not against the homestead man. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman say that the proper 
title is now in this man Shelley? 

Mr. ROBERTS. It was so represented to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, a 


motion to reconsider the vote | 
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by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Also, on motion of Mr. HAMLIN, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill 8. 3501 was passed was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of iis clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 48), in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested : 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That in the enrollment of the bill (S. 7031) to codify, revise, and amend 
the laws relating to the judiciary the enrolling clerk is directed to strike 
out from the bill as reported from conference that part of section 151 
thereof which reads as follows: “In any proceeding under this section 
the court shall determine as a preliminary inquiry the question of limi- 


tation, delay, or laches, and if it shall be of opinion that the delay in | 


presenting the claim is not excusable, and that the bar of the statute of 
limitations should not be removed, it shall not proceed further to find 
the existence of loyalty, liability, or the extent thereof, in such case, 


|} young man in that regard. 





Marcir 2, 


and physical and professional examination. 
master’s clerk. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
service? 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. 


He is now a pay- 
Hiow long has he been in the 


Three or four years. 


Mr. BUTLER. The opportunity to examine him for ad- 
vancement has not arrived until now. 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I do not believe in special 


legislation of this kind. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe this to be a very deserving case, 
and the department has recommended that the young man may 
be given a chance. 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. I will say to the gentleman 
from New York that this young man was stationed in the 
island of Samoa, and it was very difficult for him on that ac- 
count to take the examination right within the term set down 
by the department. For that reason, in addition to the recom- 
mendation of the department that the age limit be waived, there 
is another important reason why this bill should pass, and that 
is —— 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. 
last examination was had. 

Mr. BUTLER. Everything seems to have gone against this 
It was not his fault. His services 
have been fine. He was away from home at the time former 
examinations were held. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “A bill to 
waive the age limit for admission to the Pay Corps of the 
United States Navy for one year in the case of Paymaster's 
Clerk Arthur Henry Mayo. 

HEIRS OF MARIANNE STE, ANA SCHREPPER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 11637) for the relief 
of the heirs of Marianne Ste. Ana Schrepper. 

The Clerk read the bill as amended by the committee, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the heirs of Marianne Ste. Ana Schrepper 
owners of the undivided half of the claim of George and Pelagie Schamp 
in and to the Rio Hondo first-class claim No. 108, reported by the 
register and receiver for the southwestern land district of the State of 
Louisiana on November 1, 1824, be, and they are hereby, permitted to 
locate and receive patent to 2,880 acres of any public lands of thx 


When was he in Samoa? 
He was in Samoa when the 


| United States which are now subject to entry under the general provi 


but shall report such finding in bar to the House by which the claim or | 


matter was referred.” 
PAYMASTER’S CLERK ARTHUR HENRY MAYO. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 0) to waive the age 
limit for admission to the Pay Corps of the United States Navy 
for one year in the case of Pay Clerk Arthur Henry Mayo. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the age limit for admission to the Pay Corps 
of the United States Navy be, and is hereby, waived for one year in 
the case of Arthur Henry Mayo, United States Navy. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the establishment of an 
age limit is for the purpose of securing young men in the serv- 
ice, and I should like to ask why it is desired to waive it in this 
instance? 

Mr. BUTLER. 
time as a paymaster’s clerk in the Navy, and he is a very de- 
sirable employee, and this legislation is desired that the 
department may have a chance to examine him for promotion. 
He is now a little over 26 years of age. The age limit for ap- 
pointment in this service is 26 years. There will be some 
vacancies in a short time, and if Congress will waive the age 
limit the department will in all probability secure the services 
of a very able young man. 


“-or 
2537 


so 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. Why should that not apply to all the 
clerks? 
Mr. BUTLER. It seems unfortunate that this young man 


should be obliged to serve for several years as a clerk without 
the opportunity afforded for his promotion, 

Mr. DAWSON. Does the gentleman claim that his promotion 
would be for the best interests of the service? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; by reason of his experience. 
partment considers his services desirable. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
waived? 

Mr. ROBERTS. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


The de- 


The young man is 26 years and over now. 
If the limitation were waived, very likely in 


a few days the department would examine him and appoint 
him to the paymaster’s department if he can take the mental 


Mr, Speaker, this man was employed for some | 





Why can not the age limit be | 


| no public lands now subject to entry at $1. 


sions of the homestead laws; said lands to be as nearly as possible of 
the quality and nature of the public lands formerly open to entry at the 
value of $1.25 per acre. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN rose. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
notice that this proposes to give some land to the heirs « 
Marianne Ste. Ana Schrepper, she having been the owner « 
the undivided half of certain property; and the Secretary « 
the Interior, in reporting upon the bill, asserts that neither he 
nor Congress should attempt to determine who are the owners 


] 
f 
¢ 


| of the property without a proper investigation. 


Mr. ROBERTS. If the gentieman will allow me—— 

Mr. MANN. Probably the gentleman’s committee does not 
have the facilities for going into the subject or determining 
who are the owners of this property under a claim of 1824. 

Mr. ROBERTS. If the gentleman will pardon me for 4 
moment, I will suggest that after consultation with the gent 
man from New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER], who introduced the bi 
I have an amendment which, if consent is given, I will offer, 
striking out the words in line 1: 

Heirs of Marianne Ste. Ana Schrepper. 

Then it will read exactly as the department recommendation 
reads: 

That the owners of the undivided half, etc. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman say what is the meaning 0! 
the words: 

Said lands to be as nearly as possible of the quality and nature of 
the public lands formerly open to entry at the value of $1.25 per a 

Mr. ROBERTS. The committee was advised that there 

25 an acre, 
under the terms of the bill the committee conceived that the 
Secretary of the Interior would be the judge of what were 
|lands as nearly like those that are now open to entry under 
the homestead law. 
| Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman have any objection, then, 
to inserting in line 11, after the word “possible,” the words 


are 
and 








“in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior?” 





1911. 





Mr. ROBERTS. in 
the language. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I should 
like to ask the gentleman a question. I notice that in the rec- 
ommendation of the Secretary he limits the character of the 
land that should be exchanged to vacant, nonmineral, and non- 
timberland, whereas the committee places no restriction what- 
ever on the character of the land that shall be exchanged. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will suggest to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin that if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] offers his 
amendment, putting it wholly in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior as to the character of the land that shail he ex- 
changed, that point will be covered, because then it will be 
left in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, and it is 
not conceivable that he would allow these people, under the plea 
of getting lands that were formerly open to entry at $1.25 an 
acre, to take mineral lands which are worth much more. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I1 do not know that that would neces- 
sarily follow. If we pass this bill, I should think the Secre- 
tary might take it as a direction by Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Mineral lands never were open to entry on a 
basis of $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am referring to timberlands. 

Mr. ROBERTS. These lands must be taken under the gen- 
eral provisions of the homestead laws as they now exist; and 
while I am not as familiar, perhaps, as is the gentleman with 
the provisions of the homestead laws, yet I understand it is 
not possible under those laws now to get mineral lands or 
timberlands. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not understand the reason for the 
recommendation of the Secretary, unless it had some purpose, 
that he did not wish to grant to these persons the right to ex- 
change the public lands in general, and therefore limited the 
character of the lands that might be exchanged. 

Mr. ROBERTS. If the gentleman thinks it will improve the 
bill in the least, I have no objection to putting in a proviso that 
mineral and timber lands shall not be subject to exchange; but 
I do not think it is necessary at all. 


I think that would be an improvement 


Mr. MANN. The recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Interior was a little different in form. It did not provide that 
the lands should be as nearly as possible of the quality and 


nature of the public lands formerly opened to entry at the 
value of $1.25 per acre, but the statement was made in the re- 
port, and subsequently made to me on the floor, that under the 
terms of the bill as it now reads, it covers all that the Secre- 
tury recommended, and more, too. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If that is the case, I have no objection to 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I offer an amendment. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up his amendment. 
Mr. ROBERTS. On page 2, line 1, strike out the words 


“heirs of Marianne Ste. Ana Schrepper.” 


The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 1, page 2, strike out the words “the heirs of Marianne Ste. 
Ana Schrepper.” 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Pa insert after the word “ possible,” 

opinion of the Secretary.” 
‘The amendment to the committee amendment was agreed to. 
The committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Rorerts, a motion to reconsider the vote 
Whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

WILLIAM PORTER WHITE. 

The next bill on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was the 
bill (H. R. 80969) for the relief of William Porter White. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


in line 11, the words “in 


Be it enacted, ete., That the President be, and he ts hereby, authorized | 
to point William Porter White, captain on the retired list of the | 
Unit d States Navy, to the grade of captain on the active list of the | 
United States Navy: Provided, That the said William Porter White | 
sha lL ¢ ‘ta lish to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy, by 
examination pursuant to law, his physical, mental, moral, and profes 
sion fitness to perform the duties of that grade: Provided further, 
That the said William Porter White shall be carried as additional to 
the number of grade to which he may be appointed or at any time 
thereafter pi vied: Provided, That the said William Porter White 
Shall take rank next after Capt. George Ramsay Clark, as carried on 
the Navy list published January 1, 1911: And ‘provided further, That 
the said William Porter White shall not by the passage of this act be 





entitled to back pay of any kind 
Mr. STAFFORD. 1] object. 
Mr. STERLING, I wish the gentleman would reserve his 
objection. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. T will withhold the objection. 

Mr. STERLING. -Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I deem 
this a very worthy case indeed. It simply gives Capt. White 
ain opportunity to be examined for this promotion. That is the 
only purpose of this bill. Capt. White feels that the report 


made by the examining board when he was examined before is 
not entirely fair or just to him, and the y thing accom- 
plished by this bill is to give him an opportunity to be 
more examined. I would like to say that the report of the 
examining board, I think, does not specify r] 


onl 


once 


S i} 


a sie instance or 
a single act where the record of this officer has not been first 
class. He has been in the service for 30 years. He was ap- 
pointed to the Naval Academy, being designated by Gen. John 
McNulta from my district 30 years ago, graduating at that in- 
stitution, and he has been in the service ever since until last 
June. His record has been good everywhere, and all he ks 


now is an opportunity to be examined once more. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the ge 

Mr. STERLING. Certainly. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
or increase in pay? 

Mr. STERLING. No; it expressly provides that it does not 
involve back pay, but provides that the President may appoint 
him captain provided he passes an examination entitling him 
to promotion. Under the provisions of this bill the Secretary 
of War shall promote him to the position of captain, from the 
position of commander, which he has occupied. That is the 
only purpose of the bill, and I trust the gentleman will with- 
draw his objection to the bill and allow it to pass. 


} 


ntleman yield? 


Does this involve retirement 


Mr. GOULDEN. How many years has he had in the service? 
Mr. STERLING. I think since 18SO or 1SS1. Let me say 
| further that Capt. White was an orphan boy; he was in the 


Soldiers’ Orphans’ Home at Normal, Ill. He spent his years there 
from a very small child until he was old enough to be desig- 
nated for appointment to the Naval Academy. He attended the 
normal school. He was a bright student. That was years 
ago. I am sure no member of the naval committee who has 
reported this bill will say that there is anything in his record 
and I assume that they inspected it—that there a 
thing in the record that justifies the finding of the board that 
he was not entitled to promotion. The examining board finds 
that he was qualified mentally, morally, and physically. They 
simply find that he is not qualified professionally, I undertake 
| to say that the principal element in determining the question 
made up of the record that he has made in the service, and 
of whether an officer is entitled to promotion professionally is 
there is nothing in his record to justify the finding of the 
board, that he was not qualified for promotion. I appeal to 
ihe gentleman from Wisconsin a simple matter of justice 
to give him an opportunity to be again examined. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STERLING. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Why make him an additional number; 
why not make him go back to the place he would have had 


or 
oe 


is single 


as 





|} if he had been treated fairly in the first place? In other 
words, why make an additional officer in that class, why put 
him on as an additional number? 

| Mr. STERLING. Mr. Speaker, I will say I did. not pre- 


pare this bill and I am not very well versed in regard to the 
rules relating to promotion. It may be that member of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs could answer that question, 
but as I understand it, if he passes the examination, then under 
the law, and by virture of the law, he must be promoted to the 


some 


| position of captain. Perhaps the gentleman from California 
| can tell. 

| Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. It would place him in exactly the 
same position he would have had had he not retired. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It gives him an addition number. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I did not make this objec- 
i tion without having read the report accompanyil the bill. I 
| find the Secretary of the Navy strongly disapproves of the 

practice that would be recognized in this « . ihis gentle- 
man failed after an examination by the regular board that is 
constituted for that purpose. Instead of his continuing in the 
service as it was his privilege in that rank, and taking another 
examination to show his proficiency, he voluntarily retired, 
land in view of the objection of the Secretary of the Navy I 
| will object. 

Mr. STERLING. I will ask the gentleman to withhold it 

for a moment. 

Mr. DAWSON, And I will ask the gentleman to withhold 


it in order that I may ask the gentleman 
decide definitely about it. 

Mr. MANN. Well, let me ask the g 
question, 


Is it the policy of the Committe: 


on before we 


in from Iowa a 
Naval Affairs in 
















3948 


these cases of personal preference to overrule the opinion of 





the Secretary of the Navy who reports distinctly against the 
passage of this bill? 

Mr. DAWSON. I will say to the gentleman that the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs undertakes to exercise its own judg- 

If that judgment is in conformity with the head of the 

executive department, well and good, but we are not guided 
entirely by the express wishes of the head of the department. 

Mr. MANN. I wondered whether it exercised its judgment, 
or whether it yielded to its heart and the begging brought to 
bear upon it. 

Mr. DAWSON. No; this is a case of judgment rather than 


sympathy. 


Mr. MANN. It was the Committee on Naval Affairs that re- 
ported the personnel bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Which required men to go on the retired list 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. And now the Committee on Naval Affairs having 
reported such a bill constantly brings in bills to advance men 
who have been forcibly retired under the provisions of the 
law, giving preference to men 

Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I want to contradict that 
statement. In 10 years’ service on the committee there has not 
been a single bill reported to advance a man who had been re. 
tired by that retiring board. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken, There are a num 
ber on the calendar now. 

Mr. ROBERTS. That will come up later this session. 

Mr. MANN. It has come up a number of times now. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I rose for the purpose of ask- 
ing the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] whether he 
was quite sure Capt. White had retired voluntarily. 

Mr. LOUD. It was under duress. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I have only the report to guide me. I am 
not acquainted with Capt. White. The report states that he 
retired, and, as I understand the law, he could have continued. 

Mr. MANN. No; he would have been retired as com- 
mander, at half pay, but he retired voluntarily on three-quarters 
captain s pay. 


Mr. DAWSON. Does the gentleman know why? 
Mr. MANN. Ido; 


nations, and hence would have been compulsorily retired. 


Mr. STERLING. Now, let me say to my colleague from 
I!linois 

Mr. MANN. Is not that true? 

Mr. STERLING. The gentleman from Illinois indicated that 


this case might be due to some personal preference on the part 
of somebody connected with the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The gentleman realizes that the action of the examining board, 
although I am not here to question their sincerity or their 
inotives, might be due to personal preference on their part, anc 


it might be that that was the reason Capt. White was dropped 
from the rolls in this way. I think that it is very proper that 
Congress may have the right to investigate these questions, and 


that committees should investigate such matters and deter 
whether personal preference is exercised there as well 


as here, 


Now, the gentleman from Wisconsin said that the Secretary 
of the Navy recommended very emphatically against this bill. | 
I want to read to him from a letter written by the Secretary of | 
the Navy. After reciting the action of this board, without re- 
citing a single instance where Capt. White failed in the per- 
ormance of his duty, the Secretary of the Navy says: 

The aforegoing is not intended as an expression of the de nt’s 
views concerning the correctness or incorrectness of the naval exam 


ng board's finding in your case. 


This letter was addressed to Capt. White. The fact 


he Secretary of the Navy does not recommend or rather makes | 
© recommendation against Capt. White based on his record, 
but simply says that in view of the foregoing facts and also in 


e belief that, generally, private measures for the promotion, 
instatement, or other advancement of particular officers should 
be avoided, it is his opinion that this bill ought not to 
‘That is what he says. He does not undertake in this long let- | 
‘about the record of Capt. White to recite a 


pass. 


Tay . 
duties. 


Mr. MANN. Does my colleague think that it is a favorable 
recommendation from a department when it recommends that a 
bill be not passed? 

Mr. STERLING. I did not say it was a favorable recom- 
mendation; it is not a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say it was not 


unfavorable 


because he was not able to pass his exami- | 


mine | 


is that | 


single instance | 
where he was negligent or failed in the performance of his | 
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Mr. STERLING. The Secretary of the Navy recommended 
that it do not pass, but his recommendation is not based on 


the record of Capt. White, but simply 
thought legislation of this character for the promotion or ad- 
vancement of particular oflicers was not a good practice, and I 
submit a the gentleman from Illinois = it is not for us to s ay 


upon the fact that he 


vhether it is a proper practice rather than the Secretary of the 
Navy? 
Mr. MANN. I think so, too, and I do not think it is, 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
WILLIAM H. WALSH, 
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill H. R. 27827. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint William H. Walsh, midshipman, United States Navy, 
}an ensign in the United States Navy, and place him upon the retired 
list as such with three-quarters pay of his grade: Provided, That the 
said William H. Walsh shall not, by the passage of this act. be en- 
titled to back pay or allowances. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 


| ject, 


| 


I understand that this cadet acquired the tuberculosis in 


the service? 
Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 
Mr. YOUNG of New York. That is true. 
Mr. STAFFORD. And that he had no signs of tuberculosis 


| When he entered the service? 


Mr. BUTLER. The surgeons say that he had not. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. He could not have entered the service 
if he had had tuberculosis. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. 


Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
substitute in place of the House bill the bill S. 9271, on the 
same subject, which has been referred to the Committec on 
Naval Affairs. It contains the identical language, Mr. Speaker, 
except that it has the amendment: 

That the said William H. Walsh shall not by the passage of this act 


be entitled to back pay or allowances. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 


|} mous consent to discharge the Committee on Naval Affairs 
| from the consideration of the bill S. 9271, and consider that 


| 





bill in lieu of the House bill. 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Is there objection? 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint William H. Walsh, midshipman, United States Navy, 
an ensign in the United States Navy, and place him upon the retired 
list as such with three-quarters pay of his grade: Provided, That the 
said William H. Walsh shall not, by the passage of this act, be en- 
titled to back pay or allowances. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill S. 9271 was ordered to a third reading, was read 


third time, and passed. 
The bill H. R. 27827 was laid on the table. 


JAMES HENRY PAYNE, 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 9674) for the relief of James Henry Payne 
The Clerk read as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc. That the President be, and he is hereby, authori - 
to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen: te so 
place upon the retired list of the United States Navy, with th rank 
of passed assistant surgeon, with three-fourths the pay of that rac 
the name of James Henry Payne, late passed assistant surgeon of the 
United States Navy: Provided, That the said James Henry Payn ; 
not, by the passage of this act, be entitled to back pay or ailowan 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration OL 
the bill? - 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to obj: 

I believe the report shows that this doctor is now 47 years ol 
age. The purpose of this bill, I believe, is to place this doctoi 
on the nana list at three-quarters pay. How long wou ld h 


have to serve before he would be entitled to be retired at three- 
quarters pay? 


Mr. ROBERTS. I think it is 16 years. He would have to 
serve until he reached the age of 62 years before he wou ld be 
entitled to retirement in the course of events. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And because of failing health he is no 


longer able to perform the duties of the position? 
Mr. ROB ER TS. Dr. I -ayne was a gri 1duate of Hi arvard Col- 
He entered into the 


lege and of the Harvard Medical School. 
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practice of medicine and practiced for something like eight 
years. 

At the outbreak of the Spanish War he was appointed a 
surgeon in the Navy. He served in the Navy 12 years. He 
entered at the age of 35 and served in the Spanish War, in the 
Boxer uprising, in the Philippines, and in Porto Rico. His 
service has been highly meritorious. He came up for examina- 
tion about a year ago and failed professionally on the one sub- 
ject of IIe was given another opportunity, and on 
that second examination the same surgeons presided who had 
examined him in surgery before. They made the examination 
agi and again reported against him professionally. And 
there being no method of retirement in the staff of the Navy 


surgery. 





till, 


under these circumstances, there was nothing to do but to 
drop him. Now he is a man 47 years of age, the best years of 
wh life have been given to the services of the Government. 


He has a widowed mother and two sisters dependent upon him, 
and is turned out at the age of 47 years to start a medical 
practice whereby he may maintain them and himself. 

Mr. MANN. Is that any worse than being turned 
start a legal practice? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not know that it is any worse than 
being turned out of Congress. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBERTS. I did not know the gentleman considered 
being in Congress a profession. Now, the point of the case is 
that this man enlisted in time of war. He left his practice, in 
which he was doing nicely. 
up profession his country, and finding himself 
now, at the age of 47, after 12 years of honorable service—— 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBERTS. T will. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman speaks of the age of 47 as though 
that wasold. It may be to the gentleman, but not to most of us. 
Now, when a man goes out as a surgeon in the Navy does he 
acquire no standing in the community by reason of that fact? 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman must bear in mind that this 
man is going out with a cloud over his professional reputatien. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, that fact will 


he 


out to 


his to serve 


not be advertised. 

Mr. ROBERTS. It can not help being known. His rivals 
in business will see to it that this is advertised. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows that after a service of 12 
years he should be able to take up a very profitable medical 
practice in a short time. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will say to the gentleman that at the 
age of 47, after having been out of the practice of law for 10 


or 20 years, it would be difficult for the gentleman himself to 


go back into it and earn at first an adequate competence for 
himself and those dependent on him. 
Mr. MANN. If the gentleman himself goes out he will not 


go out on half | 
Mr. KENDAL 
nation was held? 
Mr. ROBERTS. I have not the papers here, and I can not 
answer from memory as to that. 
Mr. KENDALL. 
Mr. ROBERTS. I 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
once each year. 
Mr. KENDALL. 
examination ? 


ay or three-quarters pay. 
May I ask the gentleman when this exami- 


{ 
tas 


Had there been a previous examination? 
believe so. 


The law provides for an examination 


And this man was found incompetent upon 


Mr. ROBERTS. He was found incompetent in operative 
surgery by one doctor. Dr. Payne received a vote of thanks 
from citizens of Porto Rico, if I am not mistaken, for the 


ability with which he had instituted and maintained a hospital 
during an epidemic down there. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
Wisconsin allow me to make an ex 
Mr. CARLIN. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman who 
made the call for the regular order withdraw that? 

Mr. CARLIN. Yes; I will withdraw it. Mr. 
withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Can the gentleman say what three-quarters 
pay would amount to? 


[Mr. GARDNER of Mas 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. HINSHAW. Iam informed by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Dawson] that the three-fourths pay would be $1,500. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It would be over $2,100. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I got that statement from 
from Iowa [Mr. Dawson]. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is a mistake. 
10 years’ service would be $2,800. 


Will the gentleman from 


planation of this case? 


Speaker, 


I 


sachusetts addressed the House. 


the gentleman 


His active pay after 


See 
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Impelled by patriotism, he gave | 





| Py 








Mr. HINSHAW. And three-fourths would | », 100 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It would be twenty- idred and 
some dollars. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Where a man fails 1 1 a second ex- 
amination he is compulsorily retired, wit] y retire it pay. 
I have no sympathy with t ! sition that a man, afte! 
Serving 12 years as a surgeon in the Navy, « ! go out into 
private life and earn his own livelihood, espe \ he is a 
Harvard graduate. I think that that sery sl l-add to his 
distinction, exeept perhaps in the city of Boston and its en 
virons. Now, here is a man y ig in years at 47, wl 1 we 
are called upon to pay an ann salary of $1,500 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘Twenty-one iired d 

Mr. STAFFORD. Because he happened to s years as 
a surgeon in the Navy I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

PHILIPPINE INDEPENDEN 

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman f the Ph 
pines [Mr. LecarDA] joins me in requesting the House to giv 
proper consideration to the follow gy cablegral from the secre 
tary of the Philippine Assembly: 

Assembly adopted February 1911, the f ‘ 

“Resolved, That the assembly do nd hereby dos Con 
gress of the United States for the immediate 1 y ina 
pendence of the Philippine Islands in the 1 1 t 
men inl of the Nacionalista Party dated S« 1 ) j 

“Be lred further, That the assembly adop ia 
clusions and propositions contained in said n } l 

“Resolved finally. That this resolution be « i ( { 
United States and to th Resident Com I 
Islands, suggesting that they present and support t sum Congress 
before the adjournment of the present Ss { 

I) 
\ ‘ P) f 

The memorial referred to in this ecablegram is one addressed 
and delivered to the Secretary of War on his visit to the Ph })- 
pines last year, which reads as follows: 

LETT: Ok u NAC LI 4 PARtTy (A I LA » A PRINTEI ¥ 
i Wa VEPARTM 
MANILA t I, 191 

Mr Ss rAryY: The Na a t I 
the feeli f all its n it ye 
state! ‘ tacts t ii! t l 

t of tl is! ! V \ ippi 
I t! United States has l ! $ 
Sor ent r the I ppin 

i Nacio st l'art wa v 1 Y id | y 
obtained popular fay It has f i ull f 
tow i ti rehipelago, and I } iy ’ per t ol 
the opular suffrage At present S1 { Philippine 
\ ly it ha Of nd « l > 

i S party ispires to t ni dint in f the country, 
I e it li s tl I | t nditions 
I iry to establisl l } i law ind 

is has n proven 1 ! lent 
t Filipino republic in the ‘ ISOS , d of 
xperiment which is passed a { \ : 
to d nstrate that the Filipinos know \ nd 
polit liberry., and to cor \ vit ned t ‘ { : 
law t ivoid disorders, p i ‘ 
the ( ‘ civilized ce init It 
belie it the transfer of if t 
signify any t of dist ‘ 
life pert r "t or 1 tet 
i pel 
ma nance ind I ry on i l 
esta shed vernment law l | and 
sti * everybod 

ri indep nee ¢ t P} ne } 1 i 
for ti Yort d ri ; ( b I } t } i 
and \ izat nda ian \ i 
of e ty id 1il t é n t lL) l 
Inds idence of the i Ni se 

Tl indefinit ret I my I Is to 
racial a ronisn n indir ! i g a 
peo} wh i rests in tl ) 
difficult the rapid development of the ! £ the I 
in the management and d 
the future of a young people d i ft x 
oldest in their fruitful work for U 1 i 
humanity 

In this brief exposition in which we w 3 
and fact rey t it 
self-s r 
lem « t I I I I 
b ne mat Via \ t 
following 

I. Capa tl I t } : 
popular 

It. Tl e : 
control 

Ill. Alleged obstacles to independ 

LV. Obstacles to the ind t t } t l | Islands 
preparatory to their ind nde! 

I, CAPACITY DEMONSTRATEI I oO ANI I N OF 
a PX S ( 

It is important to set forth 1e 1 t 

aspiration of the Filly s for ind i t t 





aptitudes of the people in sustaining a popul: 
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i i t | régin re cor i l d 
{ 1 | I 1 } wat ] 1 
it f I ! Madrid t eg nece V s 
ir r a n I that the Filipino peo} d ha 
t d « the Spanish } le 1 
i t n ot ‘ is tl limit of t c “4 
in d to tl Filipinos it 
I cle il by t Spanish f the petitions of the peop! 
by ! »} luce discontent at ipinos, and the idea that they 
\ an ¢ t of poli l al readily accepted The distance 
f I place where tl colony was governed, the intrigues « th 
i r officials to create the belief in the governing authority of 11 
I ropolis of tl inadvisability of reforming the_ policy and insula 
at nitration, and the suspicions of whi h those Filipinos wh reed 
refor ; were the object were so many callses to prevent a ‘ 
ciation of the just of the popular demands and contributed to main- 
t i 1d I 1 eeneral discontent and provoked hatred toward 
that régin 
fhe hatred cf what was considered political ty 1 in 
1896, when Andrés Bonifacio, a man ming from : 
tarted an in rectional move! t iinst Spain w great 
pl tion, and ended in the called treaty of . 
\ f tl treaty the leat s the insurrection t 


the | cram of reforms which, as they were made to 
ht wn their arms, 



















b re l t if the laid d but 

sé nt don the insurrection continued, and on > 
Sp h-American War in April, 1898 the Filipinos had 
arrived an opportunity of fighting determinedly for in ‘ 
pecting to count for this purpose on American aid. The American naval 
forces destroyed the Spanish fleet, occupied the Bay of Mani nd the 
port of Cavite, whil the Filipinos under the orders of Aguinaldo o1 
ganized an ar and took all the provinces of the archipelago from th 
power of the ish This ended practically the Spanish vereignty 





in the island 
rYPE OF POPULAR GOVERNMENT. 


There was immediately organized a Philippine government in all the 
occupied place rhe government was dictatorial at the be ginning, but 
this condition only lasted a month, or that is the absolutely necessary 
time that Agu do employed in exciting the spirits of his compatriots 
in favor of Philippine independence During this time Aguinal 
‘understanding that the first duty of all government is to interpret 
faithfully the popular aspirations,” and understanding further “ the 
present nec i of establishing in each town a solid and robust or- 
eanization, the firmest bulwark of public security and only measur of 
ing union and discipline indispe nsable for the impla ion of the 
blic. or, that is, the government of the people for tl people,” 
hed a decree giving instructions to the people that were lib rated 






oO, 











the Spanish control to change the form of government in their 
tive localities. The before-mentioned instructions outlined a typ 
pular government simple and suitable to these moments of tran- 
sition It was provided that “so soon as the town is free from the 
panish domination thos¢ residents most distinguished | l ‘ 


ng, social position, and hone rable conduct, as well in the 
Owl as in the barrios, should unite in a gene ral meeti 
sy majority votes a chief of the municipality and three del 
f police and interior order, another of justice and civil 1 
another of taxes and property, and a chief or head of each 
of whom will form the popular junta “The chiefs of 
ties after ving obtained the views of their respect 
unite and will elect by majority votes a chief of the provin 
cou! . I 

v 




















im I ( ments above named.” Th 
vith the chief of the provin apital will form the pr 
There was no difficulty in_ th application of these i 
the towns and provinces which wert under the juri 
il government worked in conformity therewi 
















\cuinaldo resigned his dictatorial powers in the 

ment, “ whose object is to struggle fe indep 

I Islands until the free nations, including Sp: 

pressly, and to prepare the country f the implantation of a true 
republic.” The evident obiect of Aguinaldo in resigning his 

ship was to give promptly to the pé pl 






e guaranties of a 
r of the new institu 
‘rved the popular f 
under conditions heretot 
with the president 
assisted by four de] 


as most conformable to the 
The revolutionary government pr 
and municipal governmen 








ites 
is chief of the 





artment secre- 
Y \ ns. marine and commerce; war and 
and interior order; treasury, ¢ iculture, and in 
tionary congress as the legislative power, whos 
. elected in the same manner prescribed for the cle 
1 officials To this revolutionary congress was 
“the president of the government may 
t i whatever a reunion of congress, n interfere 
with sessions th ©’ and with a commission of the congress pr sided 
over by the vice president, and assisted by one of the secretaries of the 
same, as supreme court to take cognizance on appeal of criminal matters 
passed op by the provincial councils. The popular juntas and provin- 
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cial councils were at the same time competent tribunals to take cogni- 





zance of and criminal matters, with their respective jurisdictions 
well d 
It is i int take note of these details to understand properly 
at \ ob! f the government that the Filipir by themselves, 
wit! t ( 1 of anyone, proposed to ¢ lopt iving ind 





, ait al 
The fact that the Filipinos had 














fused tablish tl old institutions, and that they had created 
ther new ones—made it « r that the Filipinos not only had their 
n | tical ideas it likewise that their ideals are the most advar od 
that the pi ss of ti ! shown ; revolutionary gover! 
has been seen, in its essence po} In all the governn 
s s the pe le we rep! nted by officials elected by them. Tl 
shown if we refer to the organization of the 


i ially t ! judicial ver 
which was from top to bottom oflicered by elected officials. 


VERNED. 


rhe authority of the revolutionary government was extended in a 







months to all tl islands compo r the archipelago by ex $ 
ynition of their inhabitants. it s questioned in no part f 
Luzon, of the Visayas, or of Mindanao after the peo} were delivered 
from the Spaniards The chiefs of the various non 3 
of the north of Luzon who never submitted to Spanish don nt 
ssag vernment then establis! nt 













Moh of Mindanao gave their spont is 

i nt grades of civilization, the i 
det i and dialects, w! ich are | 

; erested in presenting the I lipines 
Ss in I ependent self-government, W‘ no 
obsti c icult in any way the establishment of said Il’ Dp 
pine nt or the normal exercise of its authority over all the 
island Filipinos on displaying their national unity under that 


rovernment consecrated likewise its legitimacy under the principle that 
the power of the government comes trom the consent of the governed 


THE PHILIPPINE CONSTITU TION. 





In September, 1898, the revolutionary ¢ ngress opened its sessions. 
All the provinces of the archipelago were represented therein. After 
the work of organization, congress devoted all its time to drawing up a 





constitution. On the 20th of January, 1899, the Filipino constitution 
Ww: pproved and placed in force immediately thereafter. ; ; 
If the spirit and letter of this constitution be considered, it will be 


seen that its provisions contain all the principles of law, order, and 
liberty contained in the modern constitutions of the world. 
Title I defines the Philippine republic, and declares that the sover- 
ignty resides exclusive ly in the people. Title 11 establishes the form of 
ular representative government, alternative and responsible, with 
e distinct and independent powers. 
itle III recognizes the separation of the church and state and the 
liberty and equality of all religions. Title IV contains the declaration 
of individual rights to life, property, freedom of thought, reunion and 
association, foundation of schools, and petition to authorities, the ex- 
ercise of profession or industry, and prescribes the guaranties of thes 
rights. Authorizes the same rights and guaranties to foreigners an 
permits the latter to acquire Philippine citizenship by naturalization 
papers and residence during two years in any territory of the republic. 
Establishes obligatory military service, popular gratuitous and ol . 
tory instruction, civil trial for all crimes, prohibits institution ol 
primogeniture and the entailing of property, the accepting and author- 
izing decorations and titles of nobility. ‘Title V establishes a repre- 
sentative assembly in which resides the legislative power. Representa 
tives will be such of the nation, and may not receive any imperattiy 
andate from their electors. They may not be molested for their opin 
or votes nor imprisoned without authority of the assembly. ‘The 
mbly may try the highest officials of the government for crimes 
against the state. Title VI constitutes a permanent commission of the 
assembly during the closing of the sessions to decide on certain speciiic 
matters. Title VII declares the president of the republic chief of the 
executive power which he exercises through his secretaries. Questions 
relating to private interests of the municipalities correspond to the 
provincial and popular assemblies and to the central administration on 
the base of the amplest decentralization and economy. Title VIII pro 
vides the election of the president of the republic by means of a con 
stituent assembly by absolute majority of votes. The term is for 
years with reelection. rhe president may initiate laws and is ol 
to promulgate those which have been approved. Title IX provides fol 
a council of government composed of a president and seven secretaries, 
who are collectively responsible before the assembly for the gen ral 
policy of the nation, and individually for their personal acts. ‘Title X 
declares that the judicial power rests in the supreme court and other 
tribunals provided by law, empowering any citizen to bring action 
against the individuals of the judicial power for crimes committed in 
the exercise of their offices. ‘Title XI provides that the organizatior 
and powers of the provincial and popular assemblies will be fixed DY 
law under certain conditions. Title XII regulates the administration 
of stat Title XIII provides methods and form of amending the co! 
stitution. Title XIV provides that all officials must swear_to sup) 
the constitution. Adopts as official language the Spanish. Temporarily 
places in force the Spanish laws and regulations as to the exerc! ol 
civil rights of citizens. : 
rhere can be no doubt that this constitution not only represents t 
grade of cultivation of men that drew it up, but that it shows likewise 
that the Fillipinos considered a system of popular government that 
most suited to their conditions and the experiences of the country. 
They did not think of copying and imitating the institutions with which 
they were most familiar. On the contrary, they constructed a §Y ni 
radically contrary to that which had been in force here for sevyera 
centuries In some of the lines of this constitution is observed a r 
eney to maintain any sort ol oligarchy, but in all of them are im- 
printed demo ratic principles more accentuated, perhaps, than in ! 1 
of the republican constitutions of the day. The Philippine constitut 
as it was drawn up by representatives of the revolutionary cone 
portrays with fidelity more than any other act of tl Filipinos of t 
time the aspirations and political ideals cf the people of the islands 


CONDITIONS WHICH PREVAILED UNDER THAT GOVERN MENT. 


In the conditions of order, tranquillity, and progress which preva ed 
under the authority of the revolutionary government there was cleat 
displayed the good dispositions of these people for the direction of € 
own affairs. A decree of Acuinaldo abolishing all gambling priviles . 
and cockfighting taxes, “ because they tend only to ruin the pi ple, 
with slight advantage to the public treasury,’ was sufficient that tne 
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people should give up completely their ancient favorite ictices nopoly xere ; ie i \ 
Crimes and ordinary misdemeanors diminished notably in number ved » great da ! nm « f 
Ther re enjoyed as in no time entire curity, well-being, and con nti In 1 tv. a ne t i 
ter part of bandits which from the most remote periods w ’ ti i 1 litt ittent i : { 
accustomed to disturb the order voluntarily disappeared. The spirit of id r and univ \ i 
cooperation of t people in the measu of the government for i in t ist LY t 
order and progress was evidenced by the liberal treatment of the Span in : 
j isoners, the respect to foreigners, the attendance at school, 1 lin I I 
the turn to customary field work in those places in which the revolu tion ¥ very marked Poor 
tionary condition had ceased. ! ‘ that tft! 
1 government on its pa without neglecting provisions for wat f the ric! mi 
( I if to organize the most important and urgent pul | 1 do roe 
s¢ s corps of civil physicians to watch over sanitary cond ded ther res t ; 
tio! inization of the provinces was esta hed rhet rhe zen | movement noted 
wa r in all the municipalities. The chiefs of t eation is not, thet nev { ' 
mul ie ed to act provisionally as notaries in th pino peopl ' { l 
aut nts and extrajudicial acts There was f nded mation l | i 
a law, medicine, pharmacy, and notaryship, and f i 
ins ’ for studies of the general high-school class, and nding t : ‘ 
the he 1 ning of all the municipal primary schools nd tha { 
All t provincial councils 1d popular juntas were ordered to | i This ex 
to the repair and preservation of roads, bridges, and public buildings, in t i 
be« se “the ways of communication were one of the causes which con ttle or 1 ] | 
tribute to material and moral progress of every country.” There was t to ; 
created an institute for y ination prepare to distribute vaccine to to ve ft 
all the provinces ere was estal ied a bureau of census and sta- icity of t ' ti 
tis There was organized a ec of communications to regulate tl ‘ isiv 
sending of correspondence and telegraphic dispatches between the towns Iwo yea £0 ort le t ' 
I I inces 1 i uct ic vy I f i , 
I government not only organi all tl publi I t 1 in rt tt : 
i i Spanish I but likewise adopted | 1 to know or to comply wit t { { 
\ ved its good desire to watch over the ger t not to require of | 
er sale of copra which is not thoroughly dry®*) sid d proj nly for 1 red to \ 
= it of commercial articles,” and the slaugh- | ful outeo f t new ©] it t \ { } 
ter agricultural purposes “ because they might t! i no doubt that t rt | ’ ‘ : 
be bet speaks 1 favor of the apt le of 1 no Vy i 
( I iern civil d lif r} ‘ 1 ’ 
THE OPENING OF HOSTILITIES attenda: of child f tl ; oe 
On the 23d of January, 1899, in accordar with the constitution, | Phe! ena generally Obsery 1 in ; \ I 
proclamation of the Philippine republic was made in the town of | Ment of attendance taken from t t rt of t 
Malolos; Aguinaldo was proclaimed chief of said republic But shortly instruction proves tl l 
the ifter—that is, on the 4th of February ccurred the openin 
hostilities between Americans and Filipino This outbreak was a sur 
I for t ] inos But the me union of the people and Philip \, | M 
pi Governn t was displayed during the new condition of wat 2 
A naldo pul hed a proclamation ordering the war, and his order was 
obeyed in all sections. The American forces encountered open resist 
ance wherever they were, had to forcibly capture or fol the | 1903 ’ ) 
Philippine forces to surre! periority of resources Ihe spirit | 1904 
of sistance terminated the end of 1901, and the Filipinos, | 19% ; 
through the efforts made by some of their compatriots, agreed to recog 190 { 
nize American domination 1907 ) 
II if CAPACITY OF THE FILIPIN ATED DURING AMERICAN 1909 : ; { ; 





N ing can indicate better the capacity of the people for independ- 
ent governinent than the spontaneous adhesion that the same people There has been observed « nan { 
is giving to the essential democratic principles whik inspire the pres or postpone the payment of land tax t I pl ul 
ent government and its cooperation in the many steps that have been governments, while at tl I tir th i tr 
































taken for the betterment of the intellectual, moral, social, and material that part of said ta ! to t ! 1 t 
conditions of the people en successful the « siderat f I f 

If this peopk hould be lacking tl conditions necessary for | failu » Dp 1 ta ex l pro I 

ress, doubtless any effort in th: direction undertaken by the nd mu ipal go LI i that there have contin 1 in full « t 
can Government would have been fruitless It would not be true | pr 

to lirm that all the progress realized in the Philippine Islands has In w of the foregoing demonstration, th can no fear that tl 
been due to the energy and talent of the Government, since without the | Filipir peop will maintain itself in ignoran A | le that 
cooperation of the people, without the practical sense indispensable to | the live interest in b . instructed, ch as t Filipino has n 
app iate good, no beneficent work would have been carried success before and now, can not constit 1. danger for a regula ind y 
fully to a termination. maintenar of a pepular government 

\ résumé setting forth the manner in which the Filipinos have con 
ducted 1emselves in the exercise of the powers conferred on them THE EXERC! ( A 
under the present government will show us that the conception and One of the fears of those who consid at | : ee i 
apy ition by the Filipinos of a popular government are entirely satis 3 : : oe ; ' : ; . 4% Ps ; 
fact ‘y, pe I I vernment 1 that they wo i no I LN a 

PUBLIC ORDER. om oie apart ; d : 
y ‘ rit ] x I 
I satisfactory state of public order in the islands has been br t shown, neverthel that y | 3 ) 
t with the aid and efforts of the Philippine peopk The work of | privil { to t pre t! 

t \merican Army doubtless ! been a factor in finishing r | lie offi to pel Y ( i du I 1 t 
and tabl if peace, but the 1 tenance of order and ti In major 2 Cit i 
aft the d of the war is du the determined itu I » | bility who have known t t I 
the decided interest of the people to pursue in peace the struggle for during their offi lt 1 t \ 
t! political ideals and to consecrate themselves to the cause of | excelle proot of t that v I 
progress and prosperity destroyed by six years of disturbance This at been suspended or dept ! I 
t reveals nothing but good, practical sense—the good disposition | official since American do é N is I 
wl this people has of considering existing conditions in the d offic § pended or d d of 1 t t 
t 


rmination of its national convenience. nations, especially if it is consi dt t not tt 
Public order is maintained in the municipalities i l i 
Filipino officials and agerts with the exception of 
3 of the constabulary. The agricultural yr] 
of commerce are effected with the greatest 


for all. The violations of order 
by y 






sdemeanors are not numerous, so that 
istain in this matter a favorable compar 

civilized countries of the world The go 

toward the maintenance of order and the di 




















Ta t I 
a ed most pathetically, taking into cor 
| d but a short time since the period o ler { { 
disturbance and that there has not disapp lates of d | : 
| many of the motives and prejudices ndieat d Hon ‘ 
and provoked from time to time discontent t f i 
here is no little argument in favor of ly a isciplir y d r ! 
t of the people in the fact that the exe a ractice of \ ! t niut obst t t . 
and political rights completely new to the in! ! t t ‘ 
uch as liberty of religion and direct suffras W t to t 
and bloody struggles which they have produced in that t t ' 
history than our i ‘ 
THE LOVE FOR AND PROGRESS IN PUBLIC INSTRUCTION. nH Scene id r 7 ; . the ‘ in 
_ The great interest which the Filipino people has shown for education | power have not mplied with t nd dut er, 
iS quite evident. One of the causes frequently cited and which con on for their re tion, fail in thei even t men of 


tributed to the discontent of the Filipinos with the Spanish régime was | education, money, or influence 
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ORGANIZATION OF POLITICAL PARTIES AND THEIR RELATIONS, 





The organization of political parties under democratic régime is abso- 








lutely nece Political parties are organized in the Philippin and | 
from the beginning there was markedly displayed the two tendencies 
wl i exi 1 in all countries in which prevailed individual liberty, 
nam . onservative and the radical. Before the proclamation of 


ini< 





{ aw of July 1, 1902, there was organized the so- 
called Federal Party which formulated the principle of final annexation 

tl i nds to the United States Without affirming or discussing 
ther its directors and founders sincerely sustained this principle or 
ot and whether it was changed later, the fact is they found in this 

rmula, or rather with that of peace, a means of weakening the revolu- 
tion Forced thereto by circumstances, the people accepts d peace under 
the American sovereignty. The Federal Party was the only party dur- 
ing that time, since the partisans of immediate independence of the 
country, in spite of having attempted to organize a party, did not ob- 
tain the consent of the American Government which qualified them as 
upholders and sympathizers of the revolution in arms, Later, when the 
organic law was promulgated, different parties arose, all of which as- 
pired to final independence for the country. The Federal Party in 1904, 
on seeing that the idea of annexation found no popular support, changed 
its original program and set forth in its place the obtaining of in- 
dependence by gradual steps and successive increase of Filipino control 
in the administration of the government. Without weakening their 
views, strong in their former desires, the partisans of immediate inde- 
pendence formed at the end@ of the year 1906 a great organization enti- 
tled ** Partido Nacionalista,”’ which has extended rapidly throughout 
the country, because it responded better to its political aspirations. 
The principal program of this party is, as has been said, the immediate 
independence of the country. 

In this manner were properly defined the two tendencies of Filipino 
opinion. The principals of the Federal Party, now called “ Partido 
Progresista,” represent the conservative tendency of man, and -the | 
* Partido Nacionalista” the radical tendency. | 

But even the conservative tendency can not now support in any | 
manner the permanent maintenance of the present relations with North 
America, nor the radical tendency conceive of the employment of 
violent measures to bring about the change of sovereignty. One, as 
well as the other, believes that independence must be given to the 
people of the islands, and differ Only in the idea as to how and when 
independence must be obtained. 

In the relations between the men of both parties there is noted 
nearly always a close alliance and unity of opinion in considering 
matters relating to the best manner of administering local affairs 
under this provisional government, and although, as is natural in 
time of elections, there are uttered bitter censures and recriminations, 
the harmony which is maintained and the courtesy with which they 
treat each other in the course of their relations are an indication that 
they consider the public interest completely separate from the selfish- 
ness of faction or of party. Crises have octurred in the relations of 
both parties within the assembly and out of it, and likewise in the 
relations between the prominent men in the same party, but such 
crises not having been frequent were altogether passing, ending in 
the greatest cordiality and respect. It is certainly flattering to the 
pride of the Filipinos to cite that fact, which shows better than any 
other the practice of tolerance and of mutual consideration between 
both parties which occurred in the assembly during the discussion of 
the Payne bill. The Progresista minority unanimously declined to 
assist at the sessions of the assembly, believing itself offended at the 
treatment given it by the majority, but at the end of a week, through 
mutual explanations, the affair remained satisfactorily adjusted to 
both sides. 














PROVINCES AND MUNICIPALITIES. 


The administration of the provinces and municipalities can not but 
merit a favorable opinion regarding the aptitude of the Filipinos for 
the exercise of the powers intrusted to them. In reality, considering 
the provincial administration, the functions authorized to Filipinos 
suffer such limitations that it is frequently found that the local initia- 
tives are crippled by the delays of a centralized régime. But in spite 
of this, to the energy, skill, and patriotism of the provincial govern 
ments are due the preservation of order, the progress of public instruc 
tion, the betterment of the highways, bridges, and public buildings, the 
introduction of sanitary and hygienic measures, and the assurance of 
improvements of all sorts for the well-being of the community in their | 
respective provinces. 

The municipal officials, on their part overcoming many difficulties, | 
of which the greatest is the lack of funds, show each day a noble | 
emulation in bettering the public service in their respective localities 
If the interest displayed by the municipal officials in the construction 
of public edifices, particularly schools and markets, in the boring of 
artesian wells for public sanitation, and the improvement of neighbor- 
hood roads, in the prosecution and punishment of evildoers, and in the 
ornamentation and sanitation of public places, be considered, there is 
reason for saying that everywhere they understand the true public in- 
terest, and the officials understand at the same time that they are 
servants of the public well-being. The municipalities which can count 
on sufficient funds have realized all classes of public works that are 
monuments of progress and of efficiency in the public service. The 
majority of the mu ipalities naturally can not display such monuments, 
because of lack of resources, but all can show that they have done 
something for the towns and for the people, who see with deep feeling 
the excellent use they are making of the money provided by the pay- 
ment of their taxes. 

rhe interest with which in some places are attended the popular 
conferences in which instruction is given to the people of its rights and 
civie duties is an argument against what is affirmed by some writers 
of “ Caciquismo” of the local officials, which they supposed very gen- 
eral in the towns of the Philippine Islands. In these conferences the 
first who take part are the very local functionaries and young people 
of the schools. The Philippine Assembly initiated a law for this pur- 
pose, which is producing excellent results. 
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PHILIPPINE MAGISTRATES AND JUDGES. 


There is a very general belief against the methods of administration 
of justice by oriental people, especially when the parties in litigation 
are not natives, but of other races. The organization of tribunals of 
justice in the Philippine Islands, and the participation which has been 
given to the Filipinos in it, have shown the inconsistency of such 
belief. The Filipino magistrates and judges, whether they have sat 
together with Americans or alone, can not be accused of partiality or 
bad faith. Some decisions of Filipino judges have given origin te 


suspicions among the Filipinos themselves that they have been dic- 
tated to under executive influence; it has not been possible to confirm 
these suspicions and they only have their foundation in what ig 
generally considered a defect in the present system, which confers on 
the executive the power to name and remove said judges. No Ameri- 
can or foreigner has been able to formulate a just accusation iziinst 
any Filipino judge for lack of competence or integrity in his devisions 
and methods, and this proves that the law in Filipino hands of’ers 
equal protection to everyone, native or foreigner, poor or rich. The 
reputation of the Filipino judge has always been very high, and this 
has been noted by some Americans who have familiarized themselves 
with the affairs of the Philippine judiciary. There is not seen, then, 
any reason to believe that if the government were Filipino the native 
judges would not conduct themselves in the manner in which they now 
perform their duties in hearing and deciding the questions which are 
presented before the judges without fear or favor. 








FILIPINO EMPLOYEES SUBJECT TO THE CIVIL SERVICE, 


The efficiency shown by Filipinos subject to civil service in publi: 
office which they occupy justifies the belief, heretofore expressed pu 
licly before a body of the Representatives of Congress in 1905, thar 
there were sufficient persons in the country to serve the public inter 
ests in the different branches of administration. ‘This statement was 
understood apparently erroneously as an enunciation of the incorrect 
idea that the Filipino had of popular government, believing that there 
was necessary a governing class and another class obedient and sub 
missive. But the idea which it was intended properly to express was 
that the administration of the public interests might be well served 
by a sufficient number of persons who possess the necessary intelligence 
and zeal for the fulfilling of their public duties. The belief has been 
completely demonstrated by facts. 

Spezking of Filipino employees, the executive secretary, in his 
annual report for 1905, made the following statement: “* The Filipinos 
have demonstrated marked capacity in many respects, and a devotion 
to duty and a desire to increase their knowledge, and have demon 
strated that under good auspices they may execute original work of 
highly creditable character, which merits more praise than is generally 
conceded to them.” All the Philippine governors general during t! 
American administration have agreed on this point, and Gov. Gen. 
Forbes, in his inaugural discourse, said: “I would not desire bet 
ter men than the present officials and employees of the government, 
Americans as well as Filipinos. They may be favorably compared 
with any men that I have seen in my life in respect to aptitude and 
fidelity in compliance with duty.” 








PHILIPPINE ASSEMBLY. 


We reach the climax of this probational process. If the plain demon- 
strations of capacity given by the country in the other orders of public 
activity heretofore mentioned were not sufficient, the establishment of 
the Philippine Assembly, and its recognized success, give one of those 
incontrovertible arguments which in other affairs would bring about a 
decisive and final state. Summarizing in the work of reestablishing 
publie order, the was nothing new, the Filipino people having been 
accustomed for many years to comply with the law and to maintain its 
rule almost by itself. The Filipino people is old in the practices of a 
life of progress and order. Thus it may be understood how the exer 
cise of the liberty of the press, the liberty of association and assembly, 
the liberty of petition have not produced disturbances of any class, 
nor have grave disturbances been caused by the freedom of religion in 
a people accustomed to profess the religion of the state, and with a 
great majority belonging to a single religion. Guided by its profound 
good sense and the experience of freer people, there was settled in thy 
courts, and not outside of them, those contentions as to ecclesiastical 
property, the defense of whose possession and control would have 
shaken in other places, we are certain, the foundations of socicty In 





the midst of the revolution the people knew by itself how to mezintain 
order and respect property in those towns where there was lacking a 
local government, due to the capture thereof by American troops and 
the abandonment thereof a little later by them, and consequently lack 


ing the safeguards either of a Philippine government or of an American 
government. The fact that a great deal of the merit of complictely 
reestablishing public order in the Philippines may justly be attributed 
to the local authority, to the people itself, should carry great weisz 
with those who honestly, but with little knowledge of conditions, 
stantly speak of the ignorance of the Philippine people and of t! 
lack of qualifications to maintain a government of law and order, but 
produces no great effect with those who are more familiar with our 
conditions and know perfectly that nothing of this is new among us 

A stronger argument is supplied by the appropriate use «f |t 
suffrage, efficiency of Philippine officials, elective as well as appoint 
and the success of local governments. We doubt if there are )»p 
who exercise the suffrage with the same purity and order 
Filipino people. We are sure that the efficiency of our public « $ 
passes the most rigorous test. It is not ours, but American a: 
eign opinion which places our tribunals of justice at the highest 
And just as in the exercise of the suffrage, however great wi 
limitations under the past domination placed on our initiatives and 
free manifestation of civic virtues, in the local governments of m« i 


type implanted in the Philippines during this régime, there have been 
given those clear demonstrations of political experience that }! ; 
that the progress and the condition of instruction of the people can av 


be judged solely by the data that the census may give with 
to literacy, and that true political experience depends as much on 
opportunities given to the people as those high virtues, valor, en 
discretion, and patriotism, which are the fruit of civilization, and 
not the exclusive patrimony of any race. 


Where fear would appear better founded is in the establishment f 
a popular assembly. The Filipinos, it was said, have not had any par 
liamentary experience. There were not lacking persons who, hav'ts 
superficially studied history and finding that the life of some par ‘ 
ments had been worked out through centuries, exacted as an e@sseh 
condition for the success of parliamentary liberty centuries of esperl 
ence. On the other hand, elections for delegates to the assem)'y ! id 
been very bitter and the triumphant party with an immense maj y 


was the radical party, the defender of immediate independence, whic) 
had had little contact with the present régime, and which had bot 1t- 
tervened, except when the people was called to deposit its votes. | a 

Contrary to all the fears, contrary to all prejudice and suspic! mn, t 1 
Philippine Assembly was inaugurated on the 16th of October, 10+, 
and its organization was immediately made effective. The organisa 
was completed in 40 minutes. When there is considered the inheren 


difficulties in the organization of an assembly, when it is taken into 




















































































1911. 


account the difficult xperience of the 
recent experience of Cuba is 
2 


older parliaments, whe! 
brought to mind, calm and reflectio 























us to appl it | the success of this decisive step taken by tl 
Filipino peop 
rhe practical set is singularly revealed in ‘the typ 

of « anization ack » understand that the rey nta 
tives of tl peopl r tl time, many of them 
coming from tl | f emote the ecapit a ! 
country being without fixed precedents, « would , a private 
opinion as to organization Finally there was adopted the pe of | 

nization of tl Congress of the Unit States, which, as was seen | 

. Was most adapted to our interests Probably there was con- } 
idered in this selection the idea that in this manner, selecting a type | 
that was familiar to Congress, the latter ight judge of the labor of | 


the assembly with greate: It was not the most 
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assembly those debate are so fre other count 3s, and 
which, though they result in a very interesting spectacle for those that 


have no interest in the success of the organi 














hand the seriousness of an assembly dt lay the | t 
and proper dispatch of business The lin ‘retion and s 1 
ness that the delegates adopted then in their delfderations and d 
bates show that their intention on adopting the American rul 
that of abolishing all unnecessary difficulty and to proceed w t 
lution and expedition in the insaction of the important bu ss in 
its charge. The Filipino delegates were not ignorant of tft} det 
which, among the advantages of regulations formed through partioti 
wisdom, and experience, appear, as in all human work, in th 
tion of the Congress of the United States, but pl 1 the applica n 
of the rules in the hands of persons who knew how to interpr t the 
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same time the true needs of the assembly entimen I ’ 
was named as president of the committe 1 mem! tl 

assembly, and not the speaker, and the theory d dem p 
plied to the dispatch of the business of the y gav s l 
that initiative which received a stimulu » legis us 

ness was regularly and promptly dispatch ict th t ma 
jority of the assembly composed more than f of t yer 
ship served to show the liberality and patri I and 
there was conceded to the minority in spite only re senta 
tion in all of the committees, but the ch inship of veral of them 
There were associated all and were excluded n t! | of 
the assembly; thus there was recognized and prot the 1orit 

and there were likewise fixed the foundations « i on th 
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Its of which we are now 
he assembly entered boldly on its 
without hatred, forgetting that its meml 
ical parties, that there had been a 
was remembered only that they intry a 
public welfare was a sacred charge placed in its hands. The h 
feeling of responsibility, that responsibility of which the Filipin 
ple had given so many and such great pro¢ in other moments of 
history, accompanied the assembly in its tasks Its legislative worl 
has been fruitful and the scalpel of st and criticism penetrated 
from the little local details to the orgar n of the central govern 
ment The task of fixing the budget vw I ig 
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Nothing was forgotten, and the ri tl mbly making 
publie declaration of the sentiment ple to live a free and 
pendent life are a monument t y and its civicism It 
t true that some of the political | resented in the as ly 
ve made concrete promises of imm endence if its ! ; 
i 1 the assembly, and the only thing which sustained it and 
now sustains it is that the Filipino people desire it The policy 
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é f toral campaig 
which preceded the second assembly, it received the most sinc and 
( plete approval of the people, which elected a more consid l 
majority in its favor than in the past. 

Education, material improvements, agriculture, industry and m 


public health, local governments, labor—ey 
en under the consideratioh of the assembly—rece 
efficient attention. Two very notable t 
passed are, first, the profoundly 
f the first instance in the law appropriating a million pesos for the 
hools, and in the law governing labor accident ecol ! 
character of stability brought to the legislative 
ately shown in the law which provided for the r 
and the compilation of the infinite number of ac 
in force. When there is seen and judged with 
rejudice the result of the Philippine Assembly, 
d the hopes of those that vouched for it 
igress for its establishment, 
difficulties that in the advance 
I the organization and operation of popular 
rene judgment of all impartial and just men there must necessarily 
be admitted the basis on which the Filipino people rests in insisting on 
their demands which adversity and mishaps fortify and so fy, to 
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overeign free and independent government. 
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Ill. ALLEGED OBSTACLES TO INDEPENDENCE: 


here are some the 
present policy of the United States in 
to the natural ambition of Filipinos 
overnment. These objections re sur 
reparation of the Filipinos for the ex: 
powers inherent in such governments on act 
Some inherent and others transitory, presented by the present state of 
Philippine civilization, or the nature of the Filipinos. Whether these 
objections have or not a solid foundation to deny or defer the transfer 
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evildoe fight these, and arrest them. They successfully performed 
these duties. The men of the towns accompanied on many occasions 
hese bands for such purposes. It is not less indicative of the spirit 
of order and discipline of the people that there are communities which 
have barely two or three policemen to guard the jail and maintain 
order The lack of these is not felt on days of great feasts and crowds. 


inger of disorder feared is as small as remote. 


IGNORANCE AS A MENACE TO ORDER, 


There is pointed out as another of the grave menaces which might 
constitute a constant danger to order the ignorance of the Philippine 
masses who speak only one of the 15 or 16 Malay dialects, each one of 


which contains a very limited vocabulary, which offers no means of 
communication with modern thought and civilization. 


We do not desire in any way to deny that there really exists among 
the Filipino people persons not educated in schools. No one laments 
this situation like the Filipinos themselves—a situation due to causes 
altogether foreign to their will. Nevertheless, while it may be said 
that there some illiterate people not prepared in the schools, it 
can not be said that the people are profoundly ignorant. From the fact 


are 
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that there are people who do not know how to read and write does 
not necessarily indicate that the community in which they live 
does not know the rights and duties appropriate to a civilized com- 
munity. 

Let us take as an example one of those rural communities of the | 
islands far distant from centers of commerce and education. It is 
a community that lives pacifically, has a religion—the Christian—and ' 
practices its ereed. Each individual constructs his home and works | 


a piece of ground and sows what is necessary for his living. 


‘ His house 
is small, but he keeps it clean, as well as its surrounding lot 


He lives 


from fishing or agriculture. He does not rob or steal or kill or molest 
any of his neighbors. He receives the stranger cordially and shares 
with him all the resources that his natural hospitality permits. He 
pays a teacher for his children or sends them to the public school of 
the town. He recognizes his public authorities, to whom he appeals 
on all occasions when he receives some injury or other, pays his tax re- 


ligiously when required to do so by the agent of the municipal authority. 
The community scarcely requires police because order is very rarely dis- 


turbed. All live in the greatest satisfaction, without passions, without | 


struggle, in the midst of an enviable harmony. 


We can not say that a community that lives thus is profoundly 
ignorant and might place in danger the security and order of the 
state on account of its ignorance. If we compare this community 


with other Filipino communities which form the municipalities and the 
Provinces of the archipelago and present the same sketch and char- 
acters, with the only difference that there are in these a greater pro- 
portion of instructed persons, we can not see any danger to order in 


confiding to such communittes the government of their own interests. 
It is flattering to be able io say that the truth is that the so-called 
ignorant mass of our people so unjustly treated by our critics is 


sufficiently instructed in its duties of man and of citizen, and we are 
certain from what occurred during the revolutionary period that with 
the independence of the country there would be again awakened in it 
that stimulus to greater progress, well-being, and liberty that collective 
conscience and that spirit of responsibility of which it has given so 
many and such eloquent proofs. 

Furthermore, the causes which under the past sovereignty produced 
the present condition of education in the people are sufficiently known, 
and likewise well known are the methods which should be employed to 
more generally spread instruction among the masses most needing it. 
It is reasonable to suppose that whatever government the Filipinos may 
have will give all possible opportunities to all the classes of the people 
to educate themselves in the schools. The Filipino people, as has been 
said in another place, is glad to instruct itself in all branches of human 
knowledge. It is not necessary that it be compelled to this. In the 
official reports there is noted with true satisfaction the natural inclina- 
tion displayed by the Filipinos for education, the poorest families send- 
ing their children to school. There has been a constant increase in the 
number of children attending the public and private schools, so that in 
this year it may be reckoned that nearly 700,000 children and youths 
are receiving an education in the different public and private schools 
established throughout the archipelago. 

The Philippine Assembly has always been ready to make large appro- 
riations for the bureau of education, and this certainly indicates that 
f the country were independent the Philippine government would place 
all its interest in increasing and spreading instruction among the 
masses, not only because it would understand that this was its responsi- 
bility, but likewise because it would recognize the advisability of having 
the people instructed in order that the nation might be solid and strong. 
The Philippine government would be in possession of power to save a 
great part of the present budget destined to salaries and expend such 
savings in paying school-teachers and constructing school buildings in 
order that the progress of education might be more rapid daily in the 
islands. 

There exists, then, in our opinion, no reason whatever to fear the 
imagined dangers that the present state of education of the people 
might offer to the permanent establishment of public order under an 
independent government. Above the subtle conventionalisms of nations 
which, in spite of all, have never been able to fix with precision and 
uniform judgment when a people is sufficiently educated to be inde- 
vendent or when not, it is certain that there exists here a people old 
n the practices of civilized life, lovers of home and property and en- 
thusiastic for education and progress, obeyers of the law, all of which, 
far from being a danger to order, is its firmest and most secure foun- 
dation. 

“ CACIQUISM " AND OLIGARCHY. 


There is likewise pointed out as another obstacle to good order and 
the establishment of democratic institutions and principles the so-called 
*“caciquism ”’ dominant in the country. There ts mentioned the fact 
that in the rural municipalities of the Philippines the whole people is 
completely subject to the will of some educated person of alert intel- 
ligence living in the community, who knows the local dialect and who 
desires or knows how to excite the fears or the cupidity of his neighbors 
to organize a party to resist imaginary wrongs or oppression, in order 
to satisfy vengeance or to obtain a livelihood without labor. There is 
said in proof of this that the history of the revolution and of the state 
of disorder which followed it is full of examples in which the simple 
country people, incited by the local caciques, have committed the most 
horrible crimes of torture and assassination, and when the authors have 
been arrested and prosecuted, they have simply replied that the caciques 
of the locality had ordered them to commit the crime. There is men- 
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tioned likewise that with great frequency the presidente and other offi- 
cials of the town make use of their offices to subject the ignorant 
residents of their respective towns to their control in the sale of agri- 
cultural products. The official acts as an intermediary in the sale and 
takes the greater part of the products of the person he represents. It 
is likewise alleged that caciquism is revealed in the most flagrant form 
when the Philippine municipal officials, and even provincial officials, are 
invested with governmental power over non-Christian tribes or over 
others that are not of their own race distributed through the Christian 
Philippine Provinces. It is said that the people of these tribes are 


victims of abuse and oppression on the part of such Philippine 
officials. 
The series of acts mentioned which show the existence of the so 


called “‘caciquism” in the Philippine Islands is not truly the result 
solely of the state of education of the masses, but a natural product of 
the perversity of man of whatever time and whatever race. The in- 
stinct of profiting at the expense of one’s neighbor or of satisfying cer- 
tain passions and taking advantages of other men who may be con 
vinced or seduced is not only a quality peculiar to Filipinos, but a 
universal human sentiment. This instinct naturally reveals itself in 
different forms, according to the condition of the various societies, but 
in one form or another it exists among all people, whether they are 
civilized or not. He who considers himself stronger will always try 
to obtain some profit if he can from the weaker, whether this one be 
ignorant or not. 

The facts mentioned are not, however, very general nor are they of 
such gravity as those that occur in more civilized countries. The ex 
amples of caciques who have ordered the assassination or the torture 
of hostile persons are exceptionally rare, or so little known that there 
has not reached our knowledge specific cases registered in the tribunals 
of justice. The abuses by officials who take advantage of their official 
influence to serve as middlemen for some ignorant persons in the sale 
of their products, aside from being few, are assuredly less scandalous 
than those which are told of officials of independent countries who enter 
into illicit combinations to permit gambling houses or houses of prosti 
tution, in the profits of which they participate. 

We are not trying by this statement to apologize for these abusive 
acts, but the fact that they are committed, not only in this country but 
in all countries, although they wear different forms or aspects in each 
one of them, brings us to a conclusion, and it is this: That because this 


| evil exists in the Philippine Islands is not a reason for failing to con 





cede independence to the Filipinos. The belief that caciquism in the 
islands may constitute a grave danger to order is not sustained by the 
facts. ‘There is nothing in the facts before mentioned and in those 
which the action of the caciques show which can not be corrected by 
the action of the courts or of the executive. It would be therefore ex 
travagant to believe that the Filipino government would lack means or 
sufficient resources to punish the abuses or the disturbances which local 
caciquism may occasion. It would not be an error to suppose that the 
government being in the hands of the Filipinos and there being estab 
lished naturally greater confidence between the people and the govern 
ment that any act of caciquism would be more promptly denounced and 
consequently punished. 

In relation to the existence of caciquism, which thrives, as is believed 
because the mass of the people is profoundly ignorant, there is lik« 
wise expressed the idea that in case of constituting an independent go. 
ernment the educated mass which would form the government would 
make of this an oligarchy which would tend to oppress and exploit t 
ignorant mass. In other words, it would be a government of caciquism 
It would not be possible to ignore this fact, that by the force of ci: 
cumstances and in virtue of our sociological conditions, the government 
must be in a certain manner in the hands of the most capable and in 
telligent group having knowledge of the science of government and of 
society. But far from this being an evil, if this group is to be the el 
ment favoring modern ideas always inspired in good and in the inter 
est of the community, if it is to guide the others to conduct them to 
the object of their aspirations for progress and well-being through th: 
means most appropriate and suitable to it and in the final analysis, 
will be but the most faithful and suitable instrument of the will of t! 
majority; there would be no mistake in placing on its shoulders th 
responsibility of a sovereign people. 

There is likewise sufficient evidence showlig that the people are ed 
cated in the practices of equality and democracy; that there wil! lx 
danger whatever of the interested and wicked preponderance of a ( 
termined group called caciquism or directing. There exists the posit 
and certain fact that exactly the so-called caciquism group, resj I 
ing to the desires of the entire body, has realized and is realizing t! 
work of lifting up the spirit of the most humble masses, of aiding them 
to proceed in the road of progress and prosperity, of increasing the ! 
of country and liberty. From this one might infer that on estab! 
the Philippine government the directive group would feel certainly |! 
pressure of the advantage of educating all the masses, because the first 
work of the government wouid be to strengthen the nation in the in 
terior and exterior, and there would be recognized that public instru 
tion is the most solid basis of a nation’s strength. 


RELATIONS BETWEEN CHRISTIANS AND NONCHRISTIANS. 


The fact that there have occurred examples of abuse and oppression 
by Filipinos in office of persons belonging to the non-Christian tribes 
does not indicate a general policy, nor is it the general treatment ex 
tended by Christian people to the non-Christian tribes. The refereace 
to these abuses seems to indicate the belief that the Christian people 10 
their relation with the non-Christian people would not be disposed to 
give to the latter a just and liberal treatment, which would tend fo 
lift them to the grade of civilization acquired by the Christian peop'? 
Nothing, however, can present with less accuracy the point of view and 
the intention which animates the Christian people with respect to those 
who are not so. The inhabitants of the Christian Provinces, as we have 
stuted elsewhere, understand that the non-Christian tribes are a very 
important and valuable factor, not only tor the population, but likewise 
for the defense of the common country. The variety of people which 
inhabits the islands and speak different dialects, with distinct religious 
creeds and customs, are susceptible of forming a true homogeneous unit, 
which they now have, through ethical reasons, assisted by the chains 
of common interests and ideals for the objects of prserens and civiliza- 
tion. The belief that there is a true rivalry and hatred between the 
Christian and non-Christian people has been almost always exaggeratt d} 
nothing, however, is falser than this opinion. The simple knowledge 0! 
the non-Christian tribes of the establishment of the Filipino ee 
ment in Malolos produced a distinct approximation in the ideas an 


relations of the Christian and non-Christian people, the latter having 
presented themselves spontaneously to the authorities of said gover® 




















































































1911. 








ment, giving it loyal support and recognition. There is, too, the fact 
that some Christians of Luzon and Visayas have established themselves 
in Moro territory or in various “‘ rancherias”’ that live in the mountains 
from which the most skillful have succeeded in acquiring greater or 
less fortune. 

The true reason for the dissatisfaction and differences existing be- 
tween the non-Christian people and the Christian people is based 
rather on the fact that the non-Christian people believe the Christians 
allied with the foreign government, anxious to pervert them with a 
change of their religious beliefs. But religious intolerance having dis- 
appeared, the principal factor which caused the existing differences 
between the two, it will not be difficult to convince the non-Christian 
people of the islands of the benefits of living under a common régime 
with the inhabitants of the Christian provinces. We are convinced 
that a Filipino government is the only one that could reach in a per 
manent manner and without violence a definite understanding with the 
non-Christian communities of the islands, because the latter in spite of 
the differences of religion and customs, would not oppose, nor could 
they oppose, the influence of the ethnical unity and relationship. This 
circumstance gives to the Christian Filipinos the advantage of a better 
knowledge of the psychology of their non-Christian compatriots and 
teaches them the road most appropriate and the measures most suitable 
to reach the intelligence and hearts of the said compatriots and to 
establish with them the relationship which tends to consolidate national 
unity. 

LITTLE POLITICAL EXPERIENCE. 

The experience of the 
Spanish 
refuse 
sidered 


have 


little political 
Government, 


Filipinos, acquired under the 
has constantly been a theme touched upon to 
the national aspirations of the Filipinos. But if it be con- 
that the nations, whatever be their race or creed of humanity, 
only gained complete experience through direct and absolute con 
tro! in the management and government of their interests, such argu 
ment loses a great part of its force and strength. Experience in life 
and in business certainly comes in no other manner but in daily contact 
with the men or with the interests which are managed. The United 
States has not gained experience to manage the affairs of a federation, 
except since the old Britannic colonies declared themselves independent 
and constituted such form of government. We are convinced that the 
Filipinos must likewise expect more complete experience to direct and 
administer their national affairs after they are independent. The Pili 
pinos have gained, doubtless, greater experience than they had in the 
past domination in municipal and provincial affairs, because they have 
been placed face to face with the responsibilities and difficulties of 
practice in such affairs. Experience in the control of affairs which we 
would call national it may be said they have not had during the present 
régime, or if they have had, it is as an experience purely theoretical. 


So that if the laws which govern the present system are to continue 
permanently, the Filipinos would experience the same results which 
they had with the Spanish Government as to practical political 


education. , ; 
The Filipinos acquired much more experience and education during 
the epoch of the so-called government of the Filipino republic than in 


any time before or since the American occupation. The succinct rela 


tion that we made in the first chapter of the provisions and regulations 
adopted by that government shows that the governmental practice of 
the Filipinos does not differ much from the experience of the old 


nations. This historic fact serves to demonstrate that political experi 
ence may be gained either by independent effort or by the experience of 
others. 

The colonial experience of the United States has occurred only since 
the war with Spain. The political experience of American statesmen 
has been limited before this time to domestic affairs. When the Ameri- 
can Nation, through the declaration of their prominent men, and in 
other ways, congratulates itself in saying that its colonial administra- 
tion of the new people, subject to its domination, has been carried on 
with success, we can not do less than infer from this the truth from 
our point of view that a previous practical experience is not necessary 
to a country when it shows good judgment and disposition in other 
affairs to obtain the success of an undertaking. 

We are glad to be able to say that the good sense and the good dis 
position shown by the Filipino people in adapting its life and customs 
to the practice of the civilized nations of Europe and America permit 
the well-founded hope that with this actual practical experience it will 
bave success in its work in the experiment of an independent govern- 
went. 


A COMMON LANGUAGE. 


The lack of a common language spoken and written in the relations 
of the Filipinos among themselves has been likewise mentioned a num- 
ber of times in discussing the problem of our independence. It bas 
caused the teaching of English in the schools and its diffusion by all 
possible means among different people of the country, with the object 
that the Filipino people may acquire not only a common medium of 
communication but likewise the advantages that the possession of the 
English language would give for commerce and the study of free 
institutions. 

The existence of various dialects within a single country is certainly 
an impediment to easy communications, and to the communication of 
thought and word between men of the same country, but the fact that 
there exists a like condition in many independent nations of old Europe 
makes us believe that it is not an indispensable condition to the inde- 
pendence of nations. 

The number of dialects of the country, and the importance of the dif 
ficulties which this variety of dialects creates has been much exag 
gerated. But to be accurate, we must say that properly there are three 


dialects—one which dominates in the north, that is the llocano; an 
other that dominates in the center, that is the Tagalog; and another | 
that dominates in the south, that is the Visayan. The other dialects 


are varieties of one of these three principal ones, so that after a period 
of a few weeks in a place the Filipinos may speak and understand the 
dialect of the locality. 


IV. OBSTACLES TO THE INDEFINITE RETENTION OF THE ISLANDS PREPAR- 
ATORY TO THEIR INDEPENDENCE. 


The present policy was explained by President Taft in his special 
report as Secretary of War to the President relating to the Philippine 
Islands, dated the 23d of January, 1908, as follows: 

“I do not see how any more definite policy can be declared than was 
declared by President McKinley in his instructions to Secretary Root 
for the guidance of the Philippine Commission, which was incorporated 
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into law by the organic act of the Philippine Government, adopted July 
1, 1902. That policy is declared to be the extension of self-government 
to the Philippine Islands by gradual steps from time to time t) 


tne 
people of the islands shall show themselves fit to receive the additional 


as 








responsibility, and that policy has been consistently adhered to in the 
last seven years now succeeding the establishment of civil govern- 
ment. 

. ° > 7 ” s * 

“It necessarily involves in its ultimate conclusion the steps toward 
self-government become greater and greater the ultima independence 
of the islands, although, ef course, if both the United States and the 
islands were to conclude after complete self-government were possible 
that it would be mutually beneficial to continue a gx mental relation 
between them like that between England and Austr 1 there would be 
nothing inconsistent with the present policy in such a result. 

> * * * . = * 

“Any attempt to fix the time in which comp! elf-government may 
be conferred upon the Filipinos, in their own interest, is, | think, most 
unwise. The key of the whole policy outlined by President McKinley 
and adopted by Congress was that of the education of the masses of the 
people and the leading them out of the dense ignorar in which they 
are now, with a view to enabling them int ently to exercise the 
force of iblic opinion without which a popular self-government is 








impossible. 
This policy nevertheless has not yet been sanct 


! oned by Congress in 
all its parts. Congress, which is the power in which resides the - 
lation of affairs referring to the Philippine Islands, has until the 
present refused to express its opinion with ref nee to the future 
political status of the islands. 

CONTRARY OPINIONS AND POSITIONS 




















This indefiniteness as to the political future of the country results in 
two contrary movements of opinion as well among Amy ins as among 
Filipinos—some who believe that independen must be conceded after 
some years, and others who believe that it is never to be conceded rhe 
doubts which arise from this state of indefiniteness result in all and 
cach one working without a fixed direction, producing a lack of general 
agreement which is far from favoring the progress and w wing of 
all the residents of the islands. In the attitude, idea, and actions of 
many Americans in the islands appears to be indicated tl nviction 
held by them that the Filipinos are not to be, nor will ever be, inde 
pendent; that the American flag will never be lowered there, where it 
has once waved So that, notwithstanding the 1 ited dec ions 
made by high authorities in the United States that the g« nment 
implanted in the islands is for the interest and nefit of the I pinos, 
there are many American residents of the islands who conduct t n 
selves in the contrary sense, animated apparent \ 1 tl idea that the 
government bas been established here exclusively for their interest and 
benetit. 

It is observed, for examp! that there are few Americans of those 
who come to the islands who have endeavored to int at know the 
Filipinos or to gain the friendship of the latter, by s and per 
Sonally uniting with them, but many of them have dis gotistie 
and personal motives ; sometimes publicly indicating tl ricans 
have come to the islands to better their purses and and at 
other times depreciating the association of the Filip a thou 
sand ways treating them depreciatingly Few of the ans who 
deal with the Filipinos can hear with calmness tl! of the 
Filipinos for their independence, but many of them laugh jokingly at 
it as at a thing impossible On the other hand, the Filipinos who ae 
cept in good faith and sincerity the carrying out of this policy, in view 
of those examples given by the Americans, can with difficulty induce a 
ray of hope into the minds of their compatriots, and not a few come to 
establish in their minds the belief that the American Government is 


not disposed to specify to-day or at any time the political 
‘ 


a aspirations 
x the Filipinos. 


HARMONY 






































AND GOOD UNDERSTANDING MADE DIFFICULT. 

From this naturally come many difficulties which do not cont te 
to create that healthful harmony, that close relatior between Ame! 
icans and Filipinos which is necessary for the fulfilling of the mission 
which the American people desires to fill with respect to the natives of 
the islands rhe American Government needs the cooperation of the 
people, needs the support of the Fi i to convince th ountry as to 
the generous and altruistic designs which have moved it to remain in 
the islands, but every day the Filipino politicians are denounced to 
the government as propagators of evil doctrines: as obstacles to the 
execution of the plans of the government; as hostile to tl sovereignty 
and mission of North America in the islands; in gz ral, as th nost 
dangerous enemies of its own people It we \ s n that ther san 
effort to make the goyernment believe tha s ild suspect all | 
pino politicians; that ear should not be given to their proposals and 
complaints; that it should entirely ignore them or do the contrary of 
what they ask or propose, because in this manner they might ad ister 
more justly and efficaciously the i t peo} in these islands 
In this manner the labor of the government for a ce! r union with 
the people is strongly embarrassed on the one side by the voice of a 
portion of the American press, which clamors constantly the 
policy and the Philippine politicians, and on the other side by } oice 
of a portion of the Filipino press which, rendered hostile by that, con- 
siders it necessary to take the defer of the Filipinos, censuring the 
Americans and making them responsible for the viol ons of its own 
principles and policy in the islands. 

rhere is observed on this account frequently a low struggle of indi 
viduals whose judgments are engaged in presenting an antagonism of 
interest between American and Filipino people, relaxing the bonds of 
cordial and mutual intelligence which the government extremely de 
sires to see established. The efforts of men of good faith of both 
peoples are always directed in avoiding the breaking out of this struggle, 
of the reestablishing in a short time courtesy and il consideration 
The frequent injury that this occasions in the « litv of the rela- 
tions of the Filipino people and government is great Meantime, the 
government can not remain aloof from this struggle, and as it is 
composed in its majority of Americans it is obliged to act in accord 
with the dominating spirit in the American community From which, 
in their turn, the Filipinos complain and form among themselves the 


opinion that the government does not listen to the voice of the Filipinos, 
but gives consideration only to the interests and satisfaction of tbe 
Americans. 
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DI LTIES IN )MINISTRATION 
diff id! istering the interests of a completely different 
I l the fact that th nment judges m times 
\ ttitude of the pe and its representatives, and 
it ! nderstand intentions and dispositions 
( In 1902 the appeared for the first t 
1 ‘ 1 j Manila and surrounding 
| l wi jiged to adopt precautions and mea 
t prot t health of the inhabitants There was put in force 
V ) regulat d 1 up to avoid the propagation of the evil, and 
tl was inere lt number of the sanitary corps who had to carry 
to effect id rhe people were not accustomed to the meth- 
od lopted and lieved themselves persecuted by the representatives 
of t and refused, in many cases, to submit to the methods 
pre 1 by the official ience The violence in the execution and 
I nent fr such methods resulted in the hiding of cases and to 
t burial of corpses in ich ¢a The native press criticized 
me of the regulations emanating from the government and the manner 
of putting them into execution rt} rovernment understood then that 
the representatives of the press were impeding the measures for the re 
pression of the evil until the knowledge of some facts made the gov 
ernment understand the ne sity of reforming the processes, and it then 
took advant of tl cooperation of the Filipinos themselves in the 
Sanitary measu adopted, from which were obtained better results. 
In 1904 the « tabu the object of severe criticism on the part 
of the native | fo he commission of abuses and other excesses in 
the performance ts dutic The gove ronment saw in such criticisms, 
as alway a spirit of party and hatred on the part of those who criti- 
cized the government and its institution. It believed that these sym- 
pathized with and aided the ladrones who disturbed peace and order. 
Yhe publicati f rta facts in El Renacimiento gave rise to a 
I ition of this newspaper. The evidence in the case proved the 
commission o ts of violence and torture by officials of the con- 
stabulary The court acquitted the editors of El Renacimiento, and 
since then the appointment of the chiefs and officers of said corps 
are made with greater care and there has been observed a higher stand 
ard of efficiency in the service of the corps and better cooperation of 
the people with its officers and men. 
These facts serve to illustrate the difference of judgment which always 


appears when a people has not a government composed of men of 
its own race that can understand clearly its method of life and peculiar 
habits This of comprehension by a foreign government, aggra- 


lack 


vated by the difference of language, contributes not a little to the fact 
that the people view with doubt or lack of confidence the acts of said 


government. ‘This government needs the faith and the complete confi- 
dence of the people in order that every one of its acts should be ac- 
cepted by the people with the satisfaction and certainty that it is to 
better their interests and make them happy and prosperous 

Great principles or great men are not so necessary in order that the 
administration of the interests of a people attain the advancement or 





well-being of the people, but it is absolutely necessary that the people 
have entire faith in those to whom are confided its interests, because 
without that faith every effort of intention or of act that those who 
govern take will encounter passiveness and indifference on the part 
of the people In consequence of this our government attributes at 
times to ignorance or lack of understanding of its own interest the 
indifference which the people display toward many good acts or laws 
made in their r—as, for example, the homestead law. 
POLITICAL ECONOMY. 

These symptoms of doubt manifest themselves markedly in the con- 

sideration of economic subjects All Filipinos believe necessary the 


the 
They understand the necessity of the assistance of foreign capital, but 


development of natural resources of its to-day unproductive 


soil. 


they complain at the same time against the policy of selling great 
tracts of land to corporations, against perpetual franchises for railroad 
companies, and against the predominance of corporations and commer- 


cial interests; and this, which appears a very grave confusion of ideas, 
has its origin in the rooted belief that the future of the people is 
threatened by the invasion of that capital which, once rooted here, 


will be opposed, when the moment arrives, to all change of sovereignty, 
because it would not believe itself sufficiently secure and protected 
except under its own sovereignty. If this government were the image 
and work of the people, these fears would not be felt and the cries of 
protest of the present would be converted into cries of praise and bless- 
ing, because the people would have entire faith and complete security 
that their interests and their future in the hands of such government 
would be under the protection of guaranties such as would permit the 
development of native capital on equal terms with that from abroad. 
It is believed generally among the Filipinos that this government 
has given no attention to favoring with some stimulus the development 
of Filipino capital, and has used all its efforts in bringing capital from 
without for the exploiting of the material riches of the country. They 
feel that this government, which has been established for the happiness, 
peace, and prosperity of the inhabitants of the island, according to the 
text of the instructions of McKinley to Secretary of War Root, leaves 
the Filipinos abandoned to their fate in the development of their 
economic interest does not extend its protection to native capital, 
whether interesting said capital in the formation of new industries 
for which the soil offers rich material, there being given some privileges 
by law, authorizing facility to Philippine producers and merchants 
in the prosecution of their enterprises, or inducing the companies that 


or 


are formed to admit Philippine capital for the agricultural and mining 
exploitations 

The people observe that all the preferences and stimulus of the gov- 
ernment is kept for foreign capital and that the government leaves it 


unprotected, and it is not to be wondered at that the people feel a pro- 
found neglect and that they see themselves in adyance beaten in an un- 
equal ec n competition and lose faith in the benevolence of the in- 
tentions of the government. In the practice of the professions it ob 
serves likewi tl natives of the country are being relegated to the 
background and that the business is controlled by Americans, and that, 
as in the case of the surveyors, there have been efforts to deny to the 
latter the practice of the profession in what relates to an office of the 
government, and in its profound logic the people have reason to believe 
that the government, far from favoring their economic condition, re- 
strains them without, perhaps, wishing to do so. 

The people are convinced that they comply with all their obliga- 
tions to the government, that in spite of their poverty they pay annu- 
ally in taxes P30,000,000, with the object that the government may pro- 
vide all measures and resources to improve the economic conditions of the 
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country. The Philippine people nevertheless find themselves in the same 
condition of economic crisis that prevailed under the past domination. 
Failures to pay and requests for deferment of payment of taxes and 
the sale of property for insolvency evidence the deplorable state of the 
economic interests of the Filipinos. ‘The existence and increase of the 
same pernicious amusements that created such poverty during the Span- 
ish government and which were abolished during the short period of 
the revolutionary government necessarily accompany such a condition. 





The increase of houses of usury and loan tend to aggravate the situa- 
tion This, which is so evident to the people, is nevertheless not s@ 
to the government. 

The government believes that the people complain as a matter of 


routine or through ignorance of what must be paid for the necessary 
public services. The government shows that the commerce of importa 
tion and exportation, which measures the riches of a country, is in 
creasing yearly and shows likewise that the rate of contribution per 
capita is considerably lower than in any civilized country. From 
this it results that the people do not understand the government 
nor the government the people, and the two doubt and mistrust } 
other. 

In such a state of relations, that are the natural consequence of 
the present régime, the faith which has placed America in the admin 
istration of the affairs of the Filipinos for the happiness, peace, and 







eac 





prosperity of the latter will never see itself realized. If there is taken 
into account, in addition, other organic defects in the present régim 
whi 


ich prevent the development of the individual and national aptitud 
of the people of the islands in a state which is supposed to be one of 
preparation, the claims of the Filipinos for the enjoyment of an ind 
pendent government with the object of assuring its own progress and its 
final well-being would be far more justified. 

UNSUITABLE LEGISLATION. 
The gravest defect of the present system is founded entirely in the 
lack of confidence in the capacity of the natives, who are prevented 
from developing themselves by their own methods and are forcibly sub 
ject to an exclusively American type. Little effort has been placed 
that the Filipinos by themselves might form the legislation with refer- 
ence to the conditions and customs of the people. The legislation now 
in force has been constructed on purely American lines without exact 
knowledge of the character and peculiarities of the inhabitants of the 
country. Such legislation is not the work and product of circum 
stances and convenience of this people, but a copy and imitation of laws 
taken from a people with different characteristics and a distinct type of 
civilization. The Philippine Assembly was created after the construc 
tion of this legislation, and whatever effort to reform it in its founda 
tion is absolutely nonrealizable through the opposition, at times blind, 
of the other branch of the legislature. It thus happens that some laws 
are of difficult application to the people of these islands. 


LITTLE 





PRACTICAL EDUCATION, 


In the executive branch is yet more notorious the lack of confidence 
which is the base of the system. The central axle of the administra 
tive organism revolves in such a way that it leaves to the Filipinos 
no opportunity for practice in the conduct of public affairs throug! 
means of direct contact with the methods of action and their diflicu! 
ties. If it be considered that the basis of the policy followed in the 
Philippine Islands is the preparation of the Filipinos for the exercise 
of the powers of an independent government, it is not seen how under 
the present system such a result may be obtained. For example, nearly 
all the chiefs of bureaus are Americans, as are their principal assist- 
ants and local agents; that is, all those who go to form and direct th 
plans for the execution of the laws. Few Filipinos, if there are any, 
ean by virtue of their offices take part in the determination and reguia 
tion of these plans. The best education would be that which place 
the Filipinos on the ground of reality and places them in contact, 
virtue of the duties of their, offices, with a knowledge of the methods 
and practical difficulties of the public service. 





INEQUALITY IN THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

From this comes the constant demand of the natives for the Filipint 
zation of the public service, but the bureaucratic spirit which is 4d 
veloped necessarily among the colonizers in a colony tends to neutrali 
the results of this demand. The slow course that the insular govern 
ment is adopting to place Filipinos in the offices of high salary and r 
sponsibility, notwithstanding the merit and the efficiency demonstrated 
in several years of service, is the result of constant employment of 
Americans who in a large number are always awaiting every occasio! 
to occupy the vacancy or promotion of other Americans. ‘he Filipu 
are placed necessarily in their subordinate and assisting posts, ard 
even when many of them are really prepared by experience gained 
through long service in the office and perform the duties performed 
the Americans, only rarely and by accident are they promoted to ! 
places of the latter. Ue 

The same treatment is not accorded to Americans and Filipino 
the civil service. In practice there appear to govern certain rules ! 
Americans, and others for Filipinos. The salaries are not the same f: 
one as for the other. The Americans are promoted more rapidly than 1 
Filipinos in the same office, and the cases of demotion of the Filip! 
are frequent. The merit and efficiency of the Filipinos are rated \V 
greater rigor than those of the Americans, as well as likewise U 
failings in the service. All this is evidenced manifestly in the mater! 
fact that nearly all the posts occupied by Americans since t! 
establishment of the.civil government continue in possession of t 
Americans. 

The increase of Filipino employees each year is only apparent. 
is not a chief of office who does not place annually in his estim: i 
expenses a greater sum than in the preceding year, and with this aus 
ment are created some inferior posts that are filled by Filipinos. 1 
number which is set forth in the reports of the civil service is t 
total, and it shows an increase in the number of Filipino employees 
not a diminution in the number of Americans. If the American. 
in this matter in establishing the civil service is to educate the Fill 
in the sense of responsibility in the government, the practice foil 
instead of favoring this policy, paralyzes it in its educative effects 
as a result tends to form a sort of privileged class composed sole!) 
Americans. 





nd 


GOVERNMENT OF THE NONCHRISTIAN PEOPLE. 


Another grave fault of the present system is having followed tt 


. s#t 7 
policy of maintaining a complete separation between the Christian ane 
non-Christian people. 


ntains 


The different tribes which inhabit the mot 
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of the north of Luzon and the Mohammedans of Mindanao fi } 
part of the Filipino nation as belongin to the san tert nnd 
originating from a single ethnical trunk rhe separation between the 
only tends to foment a lack of common interest, which ct s in i 
practical results unfounded misunderstandings between them Phere 
should be inculeated in the people of said tribes the idea that this \ 
Filipino government, and on that account they ild me a 
customed to see Filipinos at the head of the governments instituted 
among themselves The concept which actually is imbued in the 
that they must be protected against the alleged abuses of their own 
brothers—the Filipinos. If the Filipino nation is to govern alone in 
the future and those who constitute ch tr s have to form part 
said nation, it is necessary to hav them look on tl! Cl tian 
brothers, as fellow-citizens with whom thx to live and ar 

united in a community of culture and aspir m. The Chris 

we said elsewhere, can not be assumed to be without all practi 

that does not appreciate their interest in civilizing those non 

tribes that are an important factor as well for the populatioi 

the defense of the common country There would certainly not 

ing Christian Filipinos of demonstrated executive skill wl 

govern said tribes in accordance with their interest and we 

The present political and administrative organization which s« 

the Christians from those that are not does not tend to the prepari 

for an independent Philippine government, but to prepare for the latte 





in its day difficulties in its relations with the inhabitants of said iocali 
ties. If the Philippine Assembly could have jurisdiction over the ter 
ritory occupied by the non-Christian tribes and the Moro I in 
there would be made evident the reasonable interest that the Christian 
people feel for the progress and well-being of the non-Christian 
people. 

CONCLUSION, | 


The Philippine Islands were acquired by the United States by virtue 
of the cession made by Spain through an indemnification of $20,000,000 


in accordance with the treaty of Paris. On the date that this treaty 
was signed a great part of the Philippine territory was in power of a 
government organized by the Filipinos. The organization of this gov- 
ernment was made with the knowledge, consent, and moral support of 
the Americans. On the opening of the Spanish-American War, Agul- 
naldo, who was considered the leader of the insurrection against Spain 
in 1896, came from Hongkong in an American transport of war, with 
the object of reopening the revolution against Spain, having been in- 
duced to believe that he might reckon on the aid of the American 


forces. 

Although he made no use of the offers that were made to him, prac 
tically the attitude of the Americans and the relations that Aguinaldo 
maintained with them created the impression that he might consider 


them as allies. For some time the launches and steamers that were at 
the service of Aguinaldo displayed the Filipino flag and were not pre- 


vented from circulating in the Bay 
carry forees and orders to Aguinaldo. 

The 13th day of August, 1898, the city of Manila surrendered, and 
Gen. Merritt, as commander of the American forces of occupation, pub- 


of Manila and some provinces to 


lished a proclamation, in one of whose paragraphs he said that he had 
not come to the islands to take a piece of territory. From the date 
mentioned before and until the 4th of February, 1899, the Pili 
pino government maintained cordial relations with the military 
troops of North America, and all of the differences were regulated 


through official communications of the representatives of the two gov- 
ernments. 

These facts are mentioned with the object of showing that the 
sistency of the Filipinos in being independent is bound up in the 


lec 


per 
recol- 
tions of that short period of their past in which, associated with the | 
Americans, they threw down the secular power of a sovereignty and ex 
perienced the satisfaction and happiness of governing by themselves 
their interests and their future. Then they understood how satisfactory 
and sweet to the citizens is the yoke imposed by the power of its own 
laws and the government by men of its own race, and how and 
loyal is the cooperation which exists between people and government 
to better the interests of the country and to enter resolutely and with- 
out embarrassment into the wide ways of human progress. Then the 
Filipinos abandoned all the vicious practices which the former sover 
eignty had extended over all the masses and recovered the good quali 
ties which people free from all yoke possessed. This moved the Fili 
pinos to resist with all their force the new American domination and to 
submit to it only when they fully understood that they might be inde 
pendent in a more or less short period. The efforts of the Filipinos in 
defense of that government, the blood which its soldiers shed, and the | 
money which was employed in the service of the Filipino flag, recalls to 
them constantly that short period of its happiness and makes them con 
sider the present as a temporary situation which they desire to abbre- | 
viate as much as possible in order to acquire the satisfaction of their 


close 





national ambitions and their intentions of elevation and enrichment of 
the country. They wish to consider that the American people have been | 
gu 1 providentially to these islands to save the people from oppres- | 
sion; they recognize that the American people have borne themselves with 


liberality toward the Filipinos after the latter had been conquered; but | 
they believe at the same time that if there existed the providential de- | 
signs these have been completely realized; that after 12 years that 
North America has governed these islands under its flag and has made | 
clear to its inhabitants those theories and practices of a free people, the | 
Government has terminated its mission with honor and glory for itself | 
in these islands and may confide the government to the Filipinos with | 
complete security for the interests of the latter and to all those that 





live in the country. ‘The Filipinos at all times have shown a broad 
spirit of progress, a high interest in assimilating all ideas and prac 
tices of civilized people, and are not doubtful that they will operate in 
accordance with those ideas and practices on occupying their position 
among the nations of the earth. 

For all these reasons, Mr. Secretary, we respectfully charge you to be 


the interpreter of the feelings of the Filipinos to President Taft, to 
whom we desire to transmit a copy of this document, and to the Ameri 
ican Congress, to each one of whose Members we likewise desire to 


transmit copies of the same, 
Respectfully, 
THe EX&curtive 
By Sercio OsMESA, 
Certified : 


MAXIMINO MINA, Secretary. 


CENTER OF 
President. 


THE NACIONALISTA Parry, 


This is not the first time, Mr. Speaker, that the Filipino peo- 
ple, by means of memorials, petitions, and resolutions, have ad- 
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dressed the Government of 


securing their political freedom When President Taft s 
Secretary of War, visited the Vl pines in 1904 with a party 
of Senators and Representatives, another memorial was then 
sent hrough him, to Congress, wherein ft S legi itive | ly 
wus urged to declare that it was the purpose and intent of this 
Government to grant the Philippines independe 

rhe first Philippine Assembly 1 its first 1 se in 
LL07, adopted a resolution re esting ¢ ress to teri te 
the present colonial relationship between s itry and the 
Philippines, and when, in March, 1910, a ened by a 
large number of prominent American favoring Philip 
pine independence was presented in the wS« te by Senator 
WINTHROP MURRAY CRANE, Of Massachusetts, that petition was 
enthusiastically indorsed by every Vroy ( 1 the is ds and 
by almost every town. 

Again, when I had the honor of presenting and supy g 
before this House on May 14, 1910, the rese tion of the first 
Philippine Assembly heretofore mentioned, my action was i 
dorsed by Inv countrymen, and demonstrations of their deep ap 
preciation of my efforts to bring about the realization of their 
most cherished ideal were made in every place which I visited 
during my recent stay in the islands, 

All these facts show in the most striking manner that the 
day has now arrived when it is absolutely essential to the hap- 
piness, welfare, and tranquillity of the Filipino people that a 


declaration 


regarding their independence be at once made by 
Congress. ig 


rhere was a time some years ago when it was said 
with some show of justification that the demand for immediate 
independence was only the rallying cry of a few ambitious and 
misguided politicians, and not the true and real expression of 
the heartfelt aspiration of the people of all To-day 
no one who is in any way familiar with the events in the islands 
could fail to realize that the independence of their country is 
the most fervent and sacred of the 


people, 


classes. 


desire whole Filipino 


I am betraying no secret when I assert here that the unan- 
imous opposition of the Filipino people to the sale of their 
public or of the so-called friar lands to American capitalists 


is mainly the result of their fear that said course will in the 
end defeat their cherished national ambition. We know and 
feel that as soon as there is invested in our public lands a large 
amount of American capital we must give up forever the hope 
of ever being freed from the control of the United States. By 
this I mean no disrespect to the sincerity of the American people 
or of those charged at present with the administration of 
Government, but facts are facts, and history has conclusively 
demonstrated that large financial interests invested in a smaller 
and weaker country can compel the nation wh 


this 





se money has 





gone there to exercise an influence and to adopt a policy toward 
that weaker country which, in the absence of those large in 
vestors, would have given way to a more generou nd enlight 
ened course. American capitalists having large amounts of 
money invested in various enterprises, agricultural and othe 
wise, in the Philippines would naturally be the strongest op 
ponents to the granting of independence to the Filipino people, 


and would naturally prefer the constant and cont 
and protection of their own Governn 
policies of any alien Government, however 
generously inclined toward 


inuing control 
ent to the control and 
kin ily disposed or 
such capital that alien Government 








might show itself to be The voice and influence of such Amer 
ican investors in the Ph s would, as all know, be 
forcibly manifested in Congress, and inst it the Filipino 
people would be helpless except to neal to what would b 
facetiously termed a sentimental pled gl them f ‘ 
nationality. 

Some people may say, perbaps, that the great majo of 
the American people will never be interested ly in the 
Philippine Islands, and that as they are t ( o will ulti- 
mately decide what should be done with the islands the voice 
of those Americans who for s sh reasons would be disposed 
to oppose the granting of independence would be powe1 s to 
obstruct the carrying out of the pledges of this great Nation 
Theorectically that is true, but in practice the unfortu 
remains that the great majority of the American peo] e 
either ignorant of or indifferent to the real trend of events and 


affairs in the Philippines. There are to-day so many great i 
vital problems demanding the attention of the g test 1 ds 
in this country that it is too much to expect the Philippine 
question to receive anything more than sporadic and passing 
attention. The only ones who will be actively interested in 
shaping the policies of this Government toward the Filipine 


in future will be those who for peculiar 


deeply and personally interested in so doing. 


je ople 
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This, then, is why the Filipino people are openly opposed to 


he policy recently inaugurated by the Philippine Government 
of encourag the rapid exploitation of the resources of the 
islands by inducing large amounts of American capital to come 
in to be employed in the acquisition of large tracts of public 
and other Government lands. 

There are also some economical and social questions in- 
volved in this new policy, and I contend that no real industrial 


and agricultural prosperity can be brought about in the Phil- 
ippine Islands through the alien ownership of large tracts of 
the public domain, but that, even at the cost of speed, the 
agricultural development of the islands must be accom- 
plished through encouraging the people to acquire their 
own small farms and business undertakings and to be inde- 


pendent of corporate landlordism and peonage however carefully 
veiled. 

It is vitally essential to the future welfare of the Filipino 
people that the natural wealth of their country be properly 
conserved, and no desire to produce in a day a false and 
titious prosperity should be allowed to divert this Government 
from its only just and honorable course. The Filipinos are 
not a race at a standstill, but, on the contrary, are a rapidly 
increasing people. Numbering only 1,500,000 at the beginning 
of the last century, they are now nearly 8,000,000, and at the 
present rate of increase we shall be 30,000,000 of people within 
100 years from now. 

I shall not on this occasion take the time of the House to 
demonstrate that we have a right to be independent and free. 
This is a self-evident proposition to every gentleman on this 
floor. You can not deny it without also denying the very 
principle which gave life and support to your governmental in- 
stitutions. Neither shall I endeavor to show that the Filipino 
people are now, and for some time have been, fully prepared 
and equipped to assume and exercise the power and responsi- 
bilities of national sovereignty. The memorial of the Nacion- 
alista Party, heretofore mentioned, deals with this question at 
length and is a substantial exposition of the accomplishments 
of the Filipinos in public affairs. I shall simply confine myself 
to asking Congress to act, without further delay, upon the pe- 
tition of the Philippine Assembly which I have just had the 
honor to present. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Latta, one of his 
of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

On February 28, 1911: 

H.R. 19756. An act for the relief of Michael B. Ryan, son 
and administrator de bonis non of John S. Ryan, deceased. 

On March 1, 1911: 


H.R. 11798. An act to enable any State to cooperate with any | ; ; 
; . Trnj . ~ ee raic t the money herein appropriated for their actual and n 
or with the United States, for the protec- | 224 Paid ou of the mone) or : 


other State or States, 


tion of the watersheds of navigable streams, and to appoint a 


commission for the acquisition of lands for the purpose of con- | 


serving the navigability of navigable rivers; 


il. R. 23015. An act to protect the dignity and uniform of the | 


United States; 
H. R. 32440. An act authorizing the Moline, East Moline & 


Watertown 
bridge, 


Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a 
and approaches thereto, across the south branch of the 


Mississippi River from a point in the village of Watertown, 
Rock Island County, Il., to the island known as Campbells 
Island; and 


H. R.10480.,An act to authorize the establishment of a ma- 
rine biological station on the Gulf coast of the State of Florida. 

On March 2, 1911: 

H. R. 5453. An 


of M. N. Swofford, deceased; 
H.: R. 24153. An act for the relief of John Marshall; 
H. R. 26606. An act for the relief of Charles A. Caswell; 
Hi. R. 830570. An act to authorize the receipt of certified checks 


drawn on national and State banks for duties on imports and 
internal taxes, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 82082. An act limiting the privileges of the Government 
free bathhouse on the public reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., 
to persons who are without and unable to obtain the means to 
pay for baths; and 

H. R. 52344. An act to protect the locators in good faith of 
oil and gas lands who shall have effected an actual discovery of 
oil or gas on the public lands of the United States, or their 
successors in interest. 
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secretaries, who also informed the House | 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
sills, reported that they had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

H. R. 17433. An act 
Statutes of the United 


amending section 1709 


“fates, 


of the 


Revised 


PERRY'S VICTORY. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
take from the Speaker's table the bill S. 10792 and pass the 
same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves to suspend 
the rules, take from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 10792, and 
pass the same. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill (S. 10792) to promote the erection of a memorial iv 
with a Perry’s victory centennial celebration on 
Put in Bay Island during the year 1913 in commemoration of 
the one hundredth anniversary of the Battle of Lake Erie and 
the northwestern campaign of Gen. William Henry Harrison 
in the War of 1812 was read, as follows: 


Whereas the State of Ohio, by joint resolution of its general assemb)) 
passed February 28, 1908, authorized its governor to appoint, and in 
pursuance thereof he did appoint, commissioners to prepare and carry 
out plans for a Perry’s victory centennial celebration to be held during 
the year 1913 on Put in Bay Island, Lake Erie, State of Ohio, in com 
memoration of the one hundredth anniversary of the Battle of Lak 
Eric, fought and won off that island in Lake Erie September 10, 1813, 
the primary objects of the celebration to be the erection of a permanent 
memorial to Commodore Oliver Hazard Perry and the observance of th 
centenary of his naval victory and of the military campaigns of Gen 
William Henry Harrison the same year, and of the peace of 1814; a 
to take the form of an educational, military, naval, and historical ce! 
bration ; and 

Whereas the governors of the States of Pennsylvania, Illinois, Michi 
gan, Wisconsin, New York, Rhode Island, and Kentucky, by the unani 
mous authority of their respective legislatures, have each since ap 
pointed five commissioners to likewise cooperate to the same ends and 
with said Ohio commissioners in such “ Perry victory centennial" so to 
be held; and 

Whereas the States of Indiana and Minnesota have been invited 
the other participating States to join them in the said celebration, 
the State of Ohio has appropriated the sum of $80,000 for the « 
in view and other appropriations are pending in the other States int 
ested; and 

Whereas said commissioners have organized with the name “ Per 
Victory Centennial Commission,” President William H. Taft and Go 
Judson Harmon, of Ohio, being honorary vice presidents thereof; and 


and 


bie 


said commission has made, and it is proceeding to make, plans and 
suitable arrangements to hold said centennial celebration during t 
year 1913: Therefore 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby appropriated, out of an 
money in the Treasury of th Uenited States not otherwise app! 
priated, the sum of $250,000 toward the erection of a memori 
in commemoration of the victory of Commodore Oliver Hazard Ver! 
on Lake Erie, and in aid of the Perry victory centennial celebrati 
to be held during the year 1913, on Put in Bay Island, Lake Eri 
Ohio, the same to be disbursed by the Perry’s Victory Centennia 
Commission. ; ; 

Sec. 2. That the President is hereby authorized to appoint three cit! 
zens of the United States as commissioners of the said Perry's victor 
centennial, who shall serve without pay, but who shall be reimbursea 


essary expenses in attending their official duties, of whom one shal! 
chosen from the Army and one from the Navy, to represent the Na | 
tional Government in the proposed celebration and in the erection of th 

proposed Perry memorial, in conjunction with the commissioners rep! 

senting the several participating States. 

Sec. 3. That the making of the appropriation provided for in section 1 
of this act shall in no way operate, by implication or otherwise, to 
quire the United States to incur any further debt or obligation in 
nection with the erection of such memorial or in connection with 


| centennial celebration. 


act for the relief of the legal representatives 


Sec. 4. That the money appropriated by this act shall be paid « 
the order of the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States 
time to time and to the treasurer of the organization et red in 
erection of such monument and in promoting and in hol 
centennial celebration, and on said Secretary being satisfied the m 
appropriated will be disbursed for the objects, uses, and purposes « 

in section 1 of this act: Provided, That no part of the s 





SSEt 
rel » eed shall be available for the said Perry's victory 
tennial celebration until the said United States commissioners are § 
fied that a sufficient sum has been appropriated by the States part! 
ting therein, including the amount hereby appropriated, for the « 
tion of said memorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CARLIN. Is the gentleman from Wisconsin opposed t ¢ 
the bill? ; 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to obtain an explan 
determine whether I am or not. 

Mr. CARLIN. The gentleman has 
time unless he is opposed to the bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman is opposed to it, I 
gladly yield to him. 

Mr. CARLIN. No; I am not. 
If anyone else claims recognition, I § 





1€ 


ation, so ast 


no right to control the 


} 
i 


1a] 


Mr. STAFFORD. 
be glad to yield. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ketrer] is 
entitled to 20 minutes, and the gentleman from Wisconsin is 
entitled to 20 minutes, 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to take up much 
time, but will yield to some other gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. This has been so well greased that it will go 
through without talk, I think. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think that is true. [Cries of “ Vote!” 
“Vote!’’] 

Mr. STAFFORD. The explanation of the gentleman is ade- 
quate, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.] 

Ir. KEIFER. I am ready for a vote. 

Mr. MACON, Will the gentleman explain the bill? 

It 

[ 





KEIFER. The bill has been read. 
r. MACON. 
the purposes of it. 

r. KEIFER. Certainly. I was only giving way to the 
general demand around me for a vote. 


Mr. MACON, I think when it comes to appropriating 


I should like to have the gentleman explain 
t 


$250,000, the House ought to have some reason given for it. 
Mr. KEIFER. This is to be an appropriation for a monu- 
ment, not for an exposition. It is to be in connection with the 


centennial of Perry’s victory in 1813 on Lake Erie. 
Mr. MANN. Perhaps the gentleman from Arkansas confuses 
ie name with that of Peary. 

r. STAFFORD. I should like to inquire if this has any 
ion to the discovery of the North Pole by Commander 
tt E. Peary? 
MACON. I want to say in response to what the gentle- 
an from Wisconsin says 
Mr. STAFFORD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 
Mr. MACON (continuing). That I do not consider this bill 


I 
n tl 





( le same plane as the one that his inquiry intimates. This 

P-e-r-r-y. This man was not ashamed of his father’s name 
and never turned his back upon it. I am advised that the 
other man has changed his name from P-e-r-r-y, that his father 
bore in an honorable way, to P-e-a-r-y. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 

vor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill wi: 
passed. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to put in the Recorp 
a statement as to what will constitute this commission. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen 
tleman from Ohio? 

Chere was no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, the reading of the bill 

ke clear to Members the character of the centennial 
bration which is to be held during the year 1915 on Put in 
Island, in Lake Erie, and the purpose of holding it. 

Che appropriation carried in the bill is to promote such 

tennial, but mainly, if not exclusively, to be used toward 





ecting a suitable memorial monument in commemoration of 
Commodore Oliver Hazard Perry’s naval victory off Put i 
Bay Island, September 10, 1813, by which the greath north 

lakes, in principal part, passed, in the War of 1812 witl 
Great Britain, under American control, never again to be 
e celebration is to be held and the memorial erected by 
Perry's Victory Centennial Commission, created by a join 
esolution of the State of Ohio, composed, however, of eight 
ommissioners appointed by the governor of Ohio, Presid 
, d Gov. Judson Harmon, of Ohio, being each honorary 


ubers and vice presidents thereof, and five commissioners 


ppointed by governors of States, as authorized by the unani 

s action of each of the States of Pennsylvania, Michigan, 
Illinois, Wisconsin, Kentucky, New York, and of Rhode Island, 
f whose State the great victor was a son. 

The States of Indiana and Minnesota are about to in like 
manner authorize the same number of commissioners, to be 
appointed by their respective governors, to participate in the 
entennial. The State of Louisiana and other States, it is 
nderstood, will yet agree to participate. 

fhe President of the United States will be, if 
omes a law, authorized to appoint three citizens of 
States as additional commissioners to represent the National 
Government in conjunction with those of the several participa- 
ng States in the erection of the memorial, one of whom is t 
e appointed from the Army and one from the Navy, each 





the three commissioners to serve without pay, but their 
tual and necessary expenses are to be reimbursed to them 


fy 


iW. 


| 


rom the money appropriated by this bill if it is enacted into | 
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It is the hope, wish, and prayer of the Perry’s Victory Cen- 
tennial Commission that all the Members of this Congress shall 


live to be present at this—1913—centennial, on the vine-clad | 
island of Put in Bay, where the healthful breezes of Lake Erie | 
will strengthen them, and where the patriotic sons and daugh- | 

| value to the United States. It resulted in that great peace pact 
| between this country and Great Britain by which eur whole 
| border line, including all the Great Lakes and the St. Lawre1 


ters of the participating States will hospitably meet and wel- 
come them, each and all, with out spread arms and in joyous 
acclaim, 

The Stars and Strines, representing 48 States, will there be 
unfurled, and patriotism will be abroad in the air, and love of 
country will there be loudly proclaimed. 

THH INTERSTATE BOARD OF THE PERRY’S VICTORY CENTENNIAL COMMIS- 
SIONERS. 


resident general, George H. Worthington, Cleveland, Ohio 





I st vice president general, Col. Henry Watterson, Louisville, Ky. 

secretary general, Webster P. Huntington, Columbus, Ohio. 

Treasurer general, A. E. Sisson, Erie, Pa. 

\uditor general, Harry Cutler, Providence, R. I 

State vice president Horace Holbrook, Warren, Ohio; Edwin Hi 
\ Philadelphia, Pa.; Albert L. Stephens, Detroit, Mich. ; Gen. Philip 
C. IHlayes, Joliet, LIl.; Gen. Arthur MacArthur, Milwaukee, Wis. ; Ogden 
P. Letchworth, Buffalo, N. Y.; Sumner Mowry, Peacedale, R. I.; Col. 
Andrew Cowan, Louisville, Ky 

Executive committee: Col. Webb C. Hayes, Fremont, Ohio; Milton W. 
Shrev Erie, Pa.; George W. Parker, Detroit, Mich.; William Porter 
Adams, Chicago, Ill W. Sanborn, Ashland. Wis.; Clinton Bradford 


i pp 
lierrick, M. D., Troy, N. Y.; John P. Sanborn, Newport, R. I.; McKenzie 
R. ‘Todd, Frankfort, Ky. 


COMMISSIONERS OF THE PERRY’S VICTORY CENTENNIAL, SEPTEMBER 10, 
191 


Ohio: George H. Worthington, Cleveland; S. M. Johannsen, Put in 
Bay John J. Manning, Toledo; Eli Winkler, Cincinnati; Col. Webb C. 
Itaves, Fremont; Horace Holbrook, Warren; William C. Mooney, 
Woodsfield; Horace L. Chapman, Columbus; Webster P. Huntington, 
secretary, Columbus. 

Pennsylvania A. E. Sisson, Erie; Edwin H. Vare, Philadelphia ; 
M. W. Shreve, Erie; T. C. Jones, McKeesport; George W. Neff, M. D., 
Masontown 

Michigan: Arthur P. Loomis, Lansing; George W. Parker, Detroit; 
Roy S. Barnhart, Grand Rapids; Albert L. Stephens, Detroit; E. K. 
Wat n, Th Oaks. 

Illinois: Gen. P. C. Hayes, Joliet; Capt. William Porter Adams, 726 
Washington Boulevard, Chicago; Capt. Willis J. Wells, 309 Michigan 
soulevard, Chicago; Capt. Chesley R. Perry, 189 LaSalle Street, Chi 
cago: Capt. W. H. MelIntosh, Rockford. 

Wisconsin: Gen. Arthur McArthur, Milwaukee; John M. Whitehead, 
Janesville; George E. Seott, Prairie Farm; Ole A. Buslett, Northland ; 
A. W. Sanborn, Ashland. 

Kentucky: Col. Henry Watterson, Louisville; Col. Andrew Cowan, 
Louisville; Samuel M. Wilson, Lexington; Col. R. W. Nelson, Newport ; 
Mcixenzie R. Todd, Frankfort. 

Rhode Island: John P. Sanborn, Newport; Louis N. Arnold, Westerly ; 
Sumner Mowry, Peacedale; William C. Bliss, East Providence; Harry 
Cutler, Providence 

New York: Ogden P. Letchworth, Buffalo; George D. Emerson, Buf- 
falo; John T. Mott, Oswego; Clinton Bradford Herrick, M. D., Troy; 
Ilenry Harmon Noble, Essex 

Indiana and Minnesota commissions not yet appointed. 









Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am for this bill because it 
is a patriotic measure to promote the general welfare. No event 
in the heroics of our history is more worthy-of continental com- 
memoration than Commodore TPerry’s marvelous victory at Put 
in Bay. 

The victory of September 10, 1813, measuring the unequal 
contest and its value to the country, is the most signal victory 
ever fought on fresh water. This battle settled the supremacy 
of the United States on all the Great Lakes. It was the most 
potent factor in fixing the boundary line between the United 
States and Canada for over 2,500 miles from east of Lake 
Ontario to the Pacific Ocean. Had Commodore Perry lost the 
battle the great States of Michigan, Minnesota, North Dakota, 
Montana, and Washington would probably have become provinces 
of Great Britain. 
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Not only was this victory the most remarkable in heroic | 


achievement, but the most far-reaching in results. It was a 
battie of volunteers, or pick-ups, against the trained and sea- 


sohned regulars of the British Navy. The three brigs, five schoon- | 


} 


ers, and a sloop, all there was of Commodore Perry’s fleet, | 


direction and supervision of Commodore Perry. The British 
fleet consisted of two big warships, two brigs, a schooner, and 
loop. Perry’s fleet carried 54 guns, while the British fleet 
was equipped with 63 guns, and the guns of the warships were 
all of longer range than any of the American fleet. Our volun- 
teers and pick-ups were commanded by a young man, only 28 
years old, while the British fleet, manned by regulars, was 
commanded by Capt. Barclay, a distinguished and experienced 
officer who had commanded a warship eight years before in the 
signal victory of Lord Nelson at Trafalgar. The battle lasted 
3} hours and 15 minutes and resulted in the complete destruc- 
tion or capture of the entire British fleet. That it was a des- 
perate contest is evidenced by the fatalities in both fleets. Our 


ere built of green timber, at Presque Isle, now the harbor of | 
rie, out of the green forest trees of Pennsylvania, under the | 


| 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
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loss was over 25 per cent in killed and wounded, while the 


sritish loss was 30 per cent in killed and wounded and 10) 
per cent in killed, wounded, and captured. 

Not only was this victory the most signal ever fought on 
fresh water, but its far-reaching results were of inestimable 


River, were made free from forts or hostile cannon on either 
shore. It was stipulated that the entire naval force should be 
limited to 6 vessels, not one to be over 100 tons burden. By 
this humane and Christian compact millions of money that 
otherwise might have been wasted on fortifications, and can- 
nons, and battleships, and soldiers was used to promote the 
more benign pursuits of peace and a great and ever-growi 
coinmerce, 

Ohio has already appropriated $80,000 to promote this 
tennial celebration. Eight States have so far joined in tly 
movement. We only ask the General Government to beco 
our patriotic partner to the extent of $250,000. Next to tI 
centennial at Philadelphia in 1876, this proposed celebration o 
Perry’s victory is the most vital and important of all the 3 
celebrations and expositions we have commemorated si 
1S76. 

The centennial of Perry’s victory will mark the culmination 
of a chain of historic events that opened the great Northw: 
to the ever-expanding continent. These clustering islands 
Lake Erie, of which Put in Bay is the center, are the jewek 
cord of peace and progress of which the entire country is a 
part. This mid-lake island group is reached by five daily si 
boat lines—Cleveland and Buffalo on the east, Sandusky and 
Port Clinton on the south, and Toledo and Detroit on the w: 
and north, besides a tri-weekly Canadian line—giving easy 
delightful access to a celebration of the highest educational! ; 
historic interest. 

The city of Toledo, on the west shore of Lake Erie, will s 
liberally in the centennial and contribute largely to its glo 
Approached by land and water, 20 lines of railroads from 
States carved from the great Northwest Territory will pour iu 
tens of thousands of celebrants to the centennial. 

Toledo is environed by scenes of patriotic and thrilling 
terest. It is rich in historic memories. At the Battle of ] en 
Timbers Mad Anthony Wayne made havoc with the hostile | 
dian hordes. Where now stands great commercial citadel!s l 
the site of old Fort Industry—American pioneers, taken by 
tish and their Indian allies, ran the gantlet naked between 
bristling lines of tomahawks wielded by deadly foes. Ten n 


— — 





r 


| above the city, on the historic Maumee, are the frow g 
| heights of the British earthworks at Fort Miami, and o}) 
across the river, is Fort Meigs, where Gen. Harrison w: 


memorable victory. Old Fort Meigs is still intact after 
winds and storms of a century, and here Ohio has marked 
spot with an appropriate monument. 

A visit to these teeming and historic islands will give to e 
visitor a new emphasis of the variety and vastness of 
physical resources of our country and awaken a wholesome 
terest in the historic achievements of the stalwart men and 
lant soldiers who a century ago pushed the lines of empire ) 
a vast unbroken wilderness. 

These islands have a peculiar charm and attractiveness. 
pecially in the early autumn, when the fields, which are al! ¢ 
dens, are in the brilliant glow of vineyard and vintage. U 
are ripening the finest peaches on the continent and the ral 
grapes of every variety and of the most luscious flavor, ! 
all. 

Rathed in the infinite glory of the September sun, Put in 
invites you to come across her shining waters, to enjoy 
generous hospitality, breathe her wholesome air, and 
a broader and grander sweep of the horizon of 1b 
memory. 

Come to Put in Bay in the mild and glowing September, 
amid these emerald island gems, that rise above the spar! 
waters, fairer than the fabled Ionian Isles, gather new 
and faith in our country’s future and higher ideals of a ¢! 
Republie yet to come. 

For nearly a hundred years the mortal remains of Ame! 
heroes who sacrificed their lives for posterity and the pres 
tion of the American Union in the Battle of Lake Erie hav 
posed, without recognition or a memorial denoting the ©! 
tude of their countrymen, beside the very waters they 
talized in history. ; 

A hundred summer suns have tinged this great lake with 0! 
and sapphire hues; a hundred winters have locked the c 
in the embrace of ice and snow; and yet the dead who hel 
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died for us sleep on in unmarked graves. 
Commonwealths that compose it have built thousands of testi- 
monials in stone and bronze to the sratitude of our people for 
the heroic sacrifices of their soldiers. From Bunker Hill to 
Appomattox we have been prodigal in memorials in marble, and 
no American begrudges this generosity. 

But for some reason that can not be imagined without humil- 
iation, the testimony of perpetual remembrance of our 
ored dead has been withheld from the men who fought 
Commodore Oliver Hazard Perry in the Battle of Lake 
and who perished when he triumphed. 

And yet these soldiers redeemed to the Republic a vast em- 
pire. These inland seas are dotted with the commerce which 
they saved to the American people. The whole lake regien 
and the great Northwest owe their American integrity, their 
unprecedented development, to the Battle of Lake Erie. Yet 
for a hundred years the graves of the martyrs who gave their 
lives for the national welfare in that memorable contest have 
witnessed no formal honor from their countrymen, 





hon- 
with 
Erie 


OHIO’S INITIATIVE. 


Conscious of her responsibility, the State of Ohio two years 
undertook the initiative in making this acknowledgment 
in 2 manner and at a time most appropriate, and invited therein 
the generous cooperation of her sister States who have 
with her for a hundred years the abundant fruits 
victory. 


ago 


shared 
of Perry's 


After the division of the northwestern territory, Gen. William 
Henry Harrison had been appointed governor of the new terri- 
tory of Indiana, including the present States of Indiana, IIli- 
nois, Michigan, and Wisconsin. These States, joined with Ohio. 
New 


York, Pennsylvania, Minnesota, Rhode Island, and Ken- 
tucky, are now, after the lapse of 100 years, the Common- 
wealths most concerned in the history of that period and 


observe 


at present united in the movement to adequately its 


entenary. 
Gen. Harrison’s commission as major general following his 
earlier participation in the hostilities against the British and 
Indians enabled him to push active operations in what was 
then known as the Sandusky country. At Seneca Town, near 
lower Sandusky Town, now the city of Fremont, Ohio. he re- 
ceived Commodore Perry’s laconic note, penned aboard the 
United States brig Niagara, off West Sister Island: 

Di We have met 


ships, one schooner, anc 


An GI 


NERAL?: 
two j 


rigs, 


the enemy 

a sloop. 

The victory was complete: but not one man on either side 
could have foreseen the vast consequences of that day’s work. 
The immediate result was the expedition which redeemed Mich- 
igan from British rule. Had Perry been defeated. Gen. Har- 
rison’s army would have been isolated in the Sandusky country 
of Ohio, impotent to strike a blow toward the north, 


and they are ours—two 


vn 


SUPREME CONSEQUENCES 


Perry's victory enabled Gen. Harrison to embark his troops 
aboard the war-scarred American fleet. whic h had been ‘hed 
it Erie Harbor only a month before. but made enduring history 

this incredibly brief period. Sparing time, merely two days, 
to assemble the military forces on Put in Bay Island, the Ameri- 
an Army set sail for Michigan. ‘The « ity of Detroit was evacu- 
ted by the British, who were pursued into Canada and utterly 

tuted at the battle of the Thames, October 5, when the 
ky troops particularly distinguished themselves under 
ommand of that eminent soldier and Statesman, Gov. Shelby, 
f Kentucky. . From that supreme hour of batt 
Bay Harbor, September 10, 


} 


laun 


KXen- 


} 
the 


le beyond Put in 
1813, the destinies of the vast 
iin, now comprising the western section of New York and the 
sreater part of what is known as the Middle West and North 
were fixed forever within the boundaries of the American 
110on, 


: 
do 
1} 
ti 
est 


From an international standpoint Perry's victory won the re- 
ect of the whole world for American arms. It was a notice 

to Europe, and one never since unheeded, that the Nation which 
baptized in blood at Lexington was amply 

t Republic, to « , 


rhe treaty of Ghent, 


able, as an in- 

‘rself on land and sea. 

1 in 1814 on the part of the 1 nited 

tes by those distinguished American statesmen, John Quincy 

\dams, Henry Clay, and Albert Gallatin, put an end to the war 
ore idings could reae} Gen. Jackson at New Orleans iy 





lor ie 
S1L2Ne¢ 


the tidi ‘h u in 
e to prevent the hievement of an American military victory 
te as decisive as Perry’s naval success in the battle of J] 
e. It was inevitable that t 
m, and British concer 
es, Which Perry had pla 
l Ke 


ail 
ake 
he American commissioners should 

le, the supremacy of the Great 
ced beyond question. Rhode Island 
itucky are now joined in the movement in behalf of the 
‘Ty's \ ictory centennial celebration during the summer of 1913 
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The Nation and the 
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at Put in Bay Island and the dedicati Lat that tir 


Willing to 


hent memorial to Commodore Px rry and his ! 

The debt which our Lake States owe t: Perry's victory by 
reason of the estal lishment of tl eir pre t bo daries is em 
phasized by the fact that the treaty of Ghent wl Vv ignored 
any attempt to settle the real cause of the way ressment 
of American seamen. It is e ident that the Americar ml 
sioners regarded the boundary question as mor rtant than 
the impressment question, notwithstand the er had been 
the technical casus belli; and it is equ vy ¢ ent t t the 
British commissioners, with Perry’s vi ‘Y 10 mind, were 


vaive boundary questions that would hay b 

sisted upon if fate had crowned Capt. Barclay inst 

modore Perry as the hero of the Battle of Li 
In framing the Great 


treaty Britain solaced her honor by 
conceding ne principle laid down by the 1 ited States re 
Spect to the justice of the war from the An can standpoint 
but accepted the inevitable With reference to tl boundary 


question. 

And so Perry’s victory wrote the name o 
of America high on the map of the Western 
it insured the unprecedented growth of 


our Great Lake ports 
with their vast commercial] and industrial relations. 1 nder the 
American flag. Thus it gave to the sisterhood of States the 


agricultural and mineral riches of a territory seco 
in the world. Thus it bound to the destiny of 
each noble Commonwealth whose slightest border 
the Lakes, welding the strongest links in the ¢] 1 of 
tional and providing foothold and freed m for the 
development of the ever expanding continent 


progress 


THE CENTENNIAL CO) 


MMISSION 


It is in grateful acknowledgment to Providence fo it 


thus bestowed that it is now proposed to commemorate thi 1e 
hundredth anniversary of the Battle of Lake Erie ; d of Gen 
Harrison’s northwestern campaigus by means of a historical. 
educational, patriotic, military, and naval celebration, and the 
dedication of a suitable permanent memorial Put in Bay 
Island during the summer of 1913 The States participating 
in the movement, named in the « rder in which they entered it 
by necessary legislation. are Ohio, Pennsylvania, Mic] n 
Illinois, Wisconsin, New York. Rhode Island, and Kent ry 
Rhede Island participating as the birthpla of Commodore 
Perry and Kentu Ky in view of the un jual sacrifices of 
her brave soldiers in the mi itary opera Ss under Gen 
Harrison, 

The States of Indiana and Minnesota so n in the 
enterprise during the sessions of their resne tive g tures 
this year. The commissioners alr ly ppoint by the ‘ 
ernors of the several States now parti pati ( s fe 
lows: 

Ohio.—George TH. Worthington, Ck eland; S. M. Joha n 
Put in Bay; John J. Manning, Toledo: Eli Winkler, Cineir 
Col. Webb C. Hayes, Fremont: Horace Holl \\ 
William C. Mooney, Woodsfield: Wor: L. ( ( 
lumbus. 

Pennsylvania A. E. Sisson, Eric Edwin H. Vare, Phila 
delphia; M. W. Shreve, Erie: T. ¢. Jones, Meche rt Dt 
George W. Neff, Masontown 

Wichigan.—Roy S. Barnhart. G1 1k d KE. K. War ! 
Three Oaks; George W. Parker, Detroit 1 LL. Me 


Arthur P. Loomis, Lansi 
Gen. Philip ¢C 


Detroit; 
Illinois. 
Chicas 


William Porter Ad 


0; Willis J. Wells, Chicago: Chesley R. Perry. ¢ 
W. H. MelIntosh, Rockford 

Wisconsin. Gen. Arthur Mi: Art! Mil J \I 
Whitehead, Janesville: Geo i. Scott, Prair I m; Ola EB. 
suzlett, Northland: A. W. S I A l 

Kentucky. Col Henry W { I Col. A 
Cowan, Louisville: §; 1 MI. Wi | Col. R \ 
Nelson, Newport; McKenzie R. Todd. ] 

Rhode Island.—Jol P. Sanl N | 
Westerley; Sumner Mi wry, I ! W I } 
Providence; Harry Cutler, Pr ( 

Ve York.—Ogden P. Letehy h, Buffal ( e D. Ei 
son, Buffalo; John T. Mott. 0 Dr. ¢ I 
Troy; Henry Harmon Noble, Essex 

President William H. Taf ind ¢ J I ‘ 
honorary members of the Ohi mi 

The foregoing commissioners | P r I 1 Sey 
tember 10, 1910, and organized t] I I l of the 
Perry's Victory Centennial Com) ( ‘ 
committee, composed of one con ‘ St l 
the following general officers: Pi | l Geo i. 


Worthi 


ngton, Cleveland; 
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Watterson, Louisville, Ky.; secretary general, Webster P. Hunt- 
ington, Columbus, Ohio; treasurer general, A. E, Sisson, Erie, 
Pa.: auditor general, Harry Cutler, Providence, R. I. 

The development of the shipping interests of these inland 
witers in recent years is the commercial marvel of the world. 
Its tonnage is greater than that which floats upon the bosom 
of New York Harbor or traverses the Suez Canal, 
nection a notable incident of the proposed celebration will be 
the assemblage, in the vicinity of Put in Bay, of the greatest 
commercial fleet in the world, passing in review before the 
President of the United States and the official representatives 
of the States participating in the centennial project. 

Commodore Perry's flagship has lain for a hundred years at 
the bottom of Erie Harbor, where it was sunk after the battle 
of Lake Erie. It is proposed to raise and restore the vessel 
and convey her under escort of United States naval vessels to 
the various ports on the Great Lakes, thus extending the 
patriotic dramatic interest of the celebration to hundreds of 
thousands of people who could not otherwise come directly 
under its influence. 

During the summer of 1913, the centennial commissioners are 
assured, warships of the American Navy will appear for the 
first time on the Great Lakes and for a period of some days 
may maneuver in Toledo Harbor as the center of a patriotic 
demonstration attracting hither vast concourses of people. It 
is anticipated that the larger fighting ships able to pass through 
the Welland Canal will be supplemented by a flotilla of torpedo 
boats, a flotilla of torpedo-boat destroyers, and a squadron of sub- 
marines—the first fleets of the kind ever floating upon fresh 
waters. It is not difficult to conjecture how plans might be set 
on foot in this city to make Toledo a central point of the cele- 
bration during the whole summer of 1915. 

This appropriation of $250,000, with our other resources now 
available, is sufficient to warrant the prediction that the 
centennial will be an unqualified success, worthy of the 
patriotic spirit, the moral sense, and the educational and 
political institutions of our country. 

I submit a carefully prepared list, with dates and amounts 
appropriated for the 34 centennial events and expositions that 
have drawn support from the United States Congress: 
Statement of expenditures for expositions, fiscal years 1875 to 1910, 

inclusive. 


Vienna, in 1875 a $163, 842. 61 
Philadelphia, in 1876 cian tg elena aia ali t cla al aar tardies 2, 294, 219. 65 
Paris, in 1878 Gian aininsiinnldiphiias send db ietneinlaridesideasiadtiniiinspainell 187, 460. 67 
Sydney, in 1879 s slain i ita 28, 000. 00 
Berlin, in 1880 mee sietial siaaslaianeabigaiacal pete eiila 19, 904. 05 
London, in 1885 skate sidan Toa laid aici 69, 994.3 
iE ARR” CO oe ceeligee taser alain moa 10, 000. 00 
New Orleans, in 1884 scuaiin a ae . 1, 649, 755. 35 


Louisville, in 1884_-- 
Brussels, in 1888 
Melbourne, in 1888 
Barcelona, in 1888 
Cincinnati, in 1888 
Paris, in 1889 aioe 
Madrid, in 1892 
NIRA PIE III sors cic isansecdertanein titanate hpiaiainaiiaeenidntneiaiesepe ta 

Atlanta, in 1895 a aa a a 200, 000. 00 
trusse!ls, in 1897 , 000. 00 
Nashville, in 1897 . 947. 42 
tergen, in 1898 ‘ scl cinched cent tau an a , 000, OO 
Omaha, in 1898 iealeliliiindl a . . 235, 037 





ann = threwrenebenes ~- ’ 7. 87 
NOI: Ses on wi csinssceagiietn dnb ediontes ee ae 350, 000, 00 


Paris, in 1900 I ae 1, 455, 426. 90 
Buffalo, in 1901 acaba sacsideealelliaedieedaeapsdihetsattlacciah ty asia 1, 014, 053. 18 


In this con- | 





Charleston, in 1902 ade siesta iiisiitee tame cshaidadiediatia abana mmeeala 249, 948. 63 
Portland, in 1904 __ cemented iabamaimbiimmiciaiddadedcds 438, 360. 38 
Liege, in 1904 : a Se ae a ee Ee 5, 000. 00 | 
St. Louis, in 1904 hits cieiiaiaiieda dlitasheal iaieidiesaaninicidsiniaeaual 11 , 048, 27 


Jamestown, in 1907 eatele 2.% 


, 193. 07 
ftordeaux, in 1907 


, 000. 00 





SRI. SUD THIN asc ate cilia cieleliada nial taal isteasndaabadimiiadaginaades 961. 55 
Quito, in 1909 a ; ae 3, 579. 64 
Buenos Aires, Argentina, and Santiago, Chile, in 1910__ 27, 791. 17 
Rome ene Turin, italy, If B96) ..n. nnn cccnenue ae 25, 000. 00 
Tokyo, in 1912... spe vienna hapa aadiaaitahibaiiies — 19, 878. 46 


Total sisi lchtabapneai Ned ceeds 28, 231, 879. 86 

Mr. GUERNSEY. Mr. Speaker, in speaking against the Cana- 
dian trade or reciprocity agreement now pending before Congress, 
in my remarks on the subject in the House on the 14th of Feb- 
ruary last, I submitted a statement of farm wages which had 
been prepared by the Department of Commerce and Labor at my 
request as to farm wages on both sides of the international 
boundary from the Atlantic up to and including the western 
boundary of the State of New York. 

I have now received from the Department of Commerce and 
Labor additional reports on farm wages from the point where 
the previous report left off westward to the Pacific Ocean, and 
I wish to submit these reports for the information of the 
House, and will present anew the previous report in conhection 
with the additional report in order to show the farm wage 


scale prevailing in Canada and the United States along the 
international boundary from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
coast. 

An examination of these reports will show that the Canadian 
farmer obtains his farm labor at very much less cost than 
the American farmer pays in the operation of his farm. This 
is strikingly true in the eastern sections of the country, but 
less pronounced in the extreme West, due undoubtedly to the 
demand for labor growing out of the aggressive activities that 
are being put forward by the Canadian Government and Cana- 
dian railroads to develop the fertile lands of the Canadian 
Northwest. 

However, only in the most westerly point of British Colum- 
bia do we find farm labor paid more than in the United States. 
Practically everywhere else Canadian farm labor is much 
cheaper than in the United States and accustomed to a lower 
standard of living. This is particularly true of the French 
Canadian in eastern Canada, where the lowest farm wages 
prevail. 

It is this low-priced labor that our American farmer would 
have to compete with if the trade agreement is entered into. 
For a long time the American farmers of the East struggled 
along in competition with the cheap and fertile lands of the 
Western States, which competition has become less serious as 
the West has become more thickly settled. 

The adoption of this agreement will renew the struggle of 
the eastern farmer by placing him in competition with the 
cheap labor and the cheap and fertile lands of western Canada, 
which are brought within easy reach of our American markets 
by the great transportation lines subsidized by the Canadian 
Government. 

Farm wages prevailing along the Canadian border on both sides of the 
international border from the Atlantic to the Pacific coast, 
[Compiled in February, 1911.] 


United States side. Canadian side. 





| Average | Averag 
|} monthly | Canadian locality corre- | monthly 
In the vicinity of— | wages, sponding to that shown wages 
| including in the United States. including 
| board. board. 
| 
GGG TESS oo dbectscancade $25 to $30 | Halifax, Nova Scotia....... $15t 
Calais, Me..... iiahweomae hats 26to 30 | Yarmouth, Nova Scotia.... 15 tt 
Vamoewere. BGG. ..ovcciccecces 20to 25 St. John (N. B.) district... 15 t 
TE TOs ccc acndcacancts or AREER BS 15 t 
Fort Fairfield, Me........... 4 ee Ds cicvtdesessssksweees 0 to 
Van Buren, Me. ............. 27 to 40)..... Oe tewnkisisccsssucewds ‘ 
ORG FER, BOO s wassakcaianats 2 to 30)|..... MONS acts id mew eo ekaan , 
saa Oiien ccébusaecdstactyen 18t 
-o  , Beaded GNi-5 cciGebaceusouaeeas 20 to 
Average eastern Maine.) 25to 31 Average Nova Scotia 17 to 
and New Brunswick. 
Lowelltown, Me............. 32 | Province of Quebec. ......-. 
Reechers Falls, N. H......-... WD acces in idationmaawaibacwks 
GS Wied avaicaccvceencee PO ae Andee cacvesvencbadaaédnes 18 to 
ESE PW, VOa cos ccsinccs : Oe tutes t Md deswendtubaakanacius 18 to 
as DE WG secakcdnsvucs 2to 30/|..... adccaseusndedbateutesd 8 
I I a i al 2 to 30)}..... a lot 
Rouses Point, N. Y........ 22to 2 |..... ln wapicdéwintadia nies Is 
et ke are | me liccee a vancecdevugacskbaces 
Fort Covington, N. Y........ P tesuse DExvavetecsdasdentakend 20 to 
Average eastern New 23 to 27 Average Province of 16 to 
York. | Quebec. 
Nyende, NW. FT .csccsscacess 18 to 25 | Province of Ontario.......- .. 9 
Ogdensburg, N. Y...........- | B@to @i..... ls custdenvonadesaveuen | 0) to 
Morristown, N. Y............ | 2to 25/. GU wk cckatuncdedeckensa 15 to 
COPING TD bc cssccecesees 26 to 28 /..... irk de sntecahdegebne cs } 24to 
Cape Vincent, N. Y......... 2 to 30 |..... ihe <siwensedsinees vine 20 to 
Chatiotte, N.Y. ......<-.-2- Oe dskeaa ata cscc eines aero 16 to 
Niagara Falls, N. Y......... 20 to 30 
Average western New 22 to 27 | Average Province of 19 to 
York. Ontario bordering 
| New York. 
a Sen | 27to 35 Province of Ontario....... 20 
Port Huron, Mich........... BU SP liwecdvasae 3 : Gane li 
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich....... 2% to 35 |..... ahikeaawkeueecads 2 
Average Michigan...... 24 to 32 Average central On- : 
} tario. 
a ere 26 to 30 Province of Ontario.. 
Beaudette, Minn............ SPOR Be ivssedePoncas 
Warroad, Minn.......... 2500 G6 |..... Gii need - 
Average Minnesota... . 27 to 33 Averaze western 27 to 


| Ontarb. 


Pembina, N. Dak............ 33 | Province of Manitoba..... 
7 


Mi ak ante ceknienen DF acsusl Pe uctcenesans 


a ate ee 
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Farm wages prevailing along the Canadian border on both sides of saad pay it unless he felt that it was necessary to pay it in order 








_taternestonsl border From the Atlantte Se the Pectie coast —Continus®. | to get the man taken care of. 
United States sid Canadian side Mr. KENDALL. A case of mistaken judgment on his part. 
«d States side. adian side, aca aoe ; : . 
ee Mr. MANN. Here was a man injured, and while the bill says 
Se 7 -| it was without any negligence on the part of the deputy mar 
Average 4 | Average shal, that was not the case. And yet he exercised a judgment 
ran monthly Canadian locality corre- monthly that anybody might have exercised. 
In the vicinity of— wages, | sponding to that shown wages, COTA RPROp r | : linol 
: including | in the United States. including Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman from Illinois, who 
board. | board. seems to be better acquainted with this case than anybody 
al - ee ——— eR — else —— 
| Tr "\T , a » , “ee ar ++) ther exces 1 > 
Walhalla, N. Dak............ | $30 to $35 | Province of Manitoba ...... $20 to $30 | Mr. MANN. Not any better than with other ¢ ‘ on the 
i Se ns sc nnemebei Be Oe Bec edGauendnctncncegeas Isto 35 | Calendar. 
Hannah, N. Dak.......... | ; 40 |.....dO......2--2eseeeeee: 35to 40; Mr. STAFFORD. I did not mean to emphasize “ this case,” 
Antier, N. Dak...........-- 30 wets tenes GO. www ewnenceenerenne 25 to 30] but I would like to inquire why the Attorney General, when he 
— = . ' . a onep : : ; 
Average eastern North 27 to 36! Average Province of | 24to 31 | approved this claim for $374 which has been paid to this 
Dakota. Manitoba. claimant, declined to pay the balance which this bill seeks to 
Portal, N. Dak............. 30 to 35 | Province of Saskatchewan...| 30 to 35 | Teimburse the deputy marshal for? / : : 
|— - |— - Mr. MANN. I would say, after an examination of the rec- 
Average | eaters 30 to 35 > Peovines of; 30to 35] ords in this case, that the Attorney General could not give any 
ee —_ a reason for allowing a part of the claim and not allowing the 
Sweet Grass, Mont........... | 40to 50| Province of Alberta....... | 35to 40| balance of it. There is no reason about it at all. 
Gateway, Mont.............. | 35 MG 0s 39 Mr. STAFFORD. Unless the Attorney General believed that 
Eastport, Idaho.............. 35 to 40 | Province of British Colum- | 35 Pea eet a hy ‘ ee ; . “ne 
| bia. | the claim as presented against the Government was more than 
Porthllh, Bais occcccscecscs | 35to 40 se eedenkekniatkeesas 35 | a reasonable charge. 
Se Sail aie AT ys NY f s bails adel cates a — , 
oe Mr. MANN. there was any reason for paying the medic: 
Average Montana and | 37 to 4l Average Alberta and | 2 to 36 | . 1A ; if nn : ; 
Idaho. eastern British expenses at all there, then there should have been anne 
Columbia. expenses paid. 
. . | Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, but there may be reasonable medical 
Que, Weltecscacctecsacs 30 to 40 | Province of British Colum- ito WO PAPE wD. ; : om . ; , — 
bia. |} charges and exorbitant charges. 
Ws is vinntdndicannas Mto 36]..... ead tkacunwseeee cee 30 | Mr. MANN. If a man has his leg cut off and is laid up for 
es -— i — >| six 8 alk about $100 being the ordinary medical 
Average Washington... to 38 Average British Co- 40 to 45 ™ month : to talk about $1 — the ordinary medica 
lumbia (western). expenses is ridiculous. 
; Lert eee Aes Mr. STAFFORD. There are other doctor's charges. The 
M. H. PLUNKETT, letter of the then Attorney General, Miller, says the account 
; | was properly approved and forwarded to the accounting officers 
The next bill on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was | in 1884 and 1885. 
the bill (H. R. 13384) placing H. M. Plunkett, assistant en- Mr. SLEMP. That was in 1881. 
gineer, United States Navy, on the retired list with an ad- Mr. STAFFORD. Three hundred and forty-seven dollars 
vanced rank, was then paid to him. 
The Clerk read the bill. Mr. SLEMP. That was in 1881. The claimant seemed to 


rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection? have got dissatisfied with that settlement and took it up later, 
Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I object. and he gets this report from the Attorney 


le 7a 
JOHN W. SAVILLE. later, 


a g E < 7 ‘ Mr. MASSEY. I will say, further, for the information of 
The next bill on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was | the gentleman, that the Government has a rule that they pay 
the bill (H. R. 16827) placing John W. Saville, passed assistant 


$1 a day for medical attendance for prisoners, and I think that 
engineer, United States Navy, on the retired list with an ad-| js where the Attorney General gets the idea of cutting these 
vanced rank. 


1 ‘ ‘ fees in two. This gentleman was not in near proximity to a 
The Clerk read the bill. ie doctor, but the doctor probably had to go several miles to see 
rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection? him, and I think this is a very reasonable charge. 


General four years 


Mr. MICHAEL E, DRISCOLL. I object. Mr, COWLES. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

GEORGE T. LARKIN. I know that the gentleman from Wisconsin would not want to 

Tha , P ts ; ee : ; | do this man an injustice. He is an extremely poor man, and 

the S eusy oe ere ae a nt was when this money was paid out by him he was a deputy marshal. 
oe , 7 s - LA& e 


The man was injured, as the report states, and he, under the 


rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: direction of the court, took charge of the prisoner and this 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is w was take is salarv » has pai i very 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas. | WOM®Y Wes came —_ pad on peer He has paid it, every 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $796.10 to George T. dollar, and has filed sworn vouchers accounting for every 
Larkin, eee United a es for the eastern district of | penny of it. The Department of Justice looked over the aec- 
Tennessee, for expenses incurred and paid by him, by direction of . ‘ sealed it just ; » rentlem: Pr llinoij As ani 
the United States marshal and district attorney, for the care and — and acaled i 7 oe oe S . me — one oe 
support of one Joseph Vandergriff, a United States prisoner, during | without, perhaps, any reason for it further than that they 
the months of July, August, September, October, and November, 1878, | arbitrarily reduced the amount. 
les Em eect cae or meee in Ad custody of} Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I believe that when a per- 

-" 4 in - - ' ae - A a ence of said deputy. son makes a receipt for an account, he should be bound by it. 

1e SPEAKER. Is there objection? The record here shows that this man received $347 under Gov- 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I would like | Fl amet and accepted that for his claim, pee ren 
to ask why the Government should be called upon to pay the Mr. COWLES. But not in full. 
expenses of an injured prisoner while he was at home being Mr. STAFFORD. Here is an old stale claim, 30 years old, 
= ‘aaloae an — . eels 2 ” and 30 years after receiving payment he comes and tries to 

Mr. MASSEY. Mr. Speaker, am somewhat familiar with | recover the balance which he waived at that 
the record in this case. I think the gentleman is very much } I object. 


time. SLherefore 


mistaken about the man being at home with his own family. Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman withhold his 
Mr. STAFFORD. The report, on page 2, states: objection? 
Vandegriff remained at his home some three or four months, being Mr. STAFFORD. I withhold the objection for a moment. 
—— i time attended by Dr. William Rogers, who was employed Mr. AUSTIN. I know Mr. Larkin personally. He has been 
and paid by me. Na ae deal ae pa ee 


visiting Washington City for 30 years attempting to have this 
honest, just claim paid. He has secured favorable reports in 
the Senate and in the House. He has done everything that an 
| honest man could to secure the payment of a just claim from 
a great government. I know every man who is mentioned as 
a physician in this case, and I know that this service was 
honestly rendered, and I would rather steal than to stand here 
without rhyme or reason and defeat with a single objection the 
| payment of this just claim that this old man has begged and 
appealed for from every Attorney General and every Congress 


Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will yield; 
while that is undoubtedly true, it also seems to be true that 
the deputy marshal paid these expenses. The gentleman will 
notice in the account in which his claim is allowed that it is 
not a very excessive amount for that. It appears that, al- 
though it was for nursing and board, thé deputy marshal paid it, 
and that he felt obligated to pay it, although the man was at 
home. As an original proposition, probably the Government 
would not pay it; but undoubtedly the deputy marshal did not ' 
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for 30 years; and now that the last chance to have it p: id has 
come a single objection in this House prevents the majority 
fron ing him his just dues. If you [Mr. Srarrorp] can 
carry that home on your conscience, well and good. [Applause.] | 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I gladly withheld the objee- 
tio but I did not think that I would have the pleasure of 
hearing a lot of vitrol poured out in the closing days of the 

sion. The gentleman has not advanced anything to change 
the evidence in the case, and I therefore object. 

Mr. AUSTIN. No; nobody could change you. Your heart is 
made of stone. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
he will not help his case any by such unparliamentary language 
aus that. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I was just giving expression to my honest 
convictions. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will not help himself doing that, 
and if he does not desist I will have him called to order. 

Mr. AUSTIN. As long as I am a Member of this House I 
will give expression to my free and honest opinion, especially 
when the rights of my constituents are involved. 

INSPECTION OF FOREIGN NURSERY STOCK. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 


pend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 26897) to provide for the 
introduction of foreign nursery stock by permit only, and to au- 
thorize the Secretary of Agriculture to establish a quarantine 
against the importation and against the transportation in inter- 
state commerce of diseased nursery stock or nursery stock in- 
fested with injurious insects, and making an appropriation to 
carry the same effect, amended, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be 
stock 
stor k, 


pit 


into as 


etc., That 
shall be 


enacted, 
used it 
trees, shrubs, 


seeds of 


it whenever in this bill 
. construed as including field-grown 
plants, vines, cuttings, grafts, scions, 
fruit, and ornamental trees or shrubs. 
‘That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons to import 
the United States any nursery stoek except under spec permit 
from the United States Department of ‘iculture. If importation of 
such stock not forbidden by the Secretary of Agriculture eg virtue 
of the authority conferred upon him by this act, such permit shall be 
issued by him to the importer on the receipt of an applic atic A ating 
the number and kind of nursery stock to be imported, the country and 
district where grown, name and address of the shipper, the port of 
entry, approximate date of the arrival of such nursery sto and the 
name of importer or consignee, and destination; that nursery 
stock shall be subject to inspection by official Depart 
ment of Agriculture at final destination on the owner 
consignee 
Sec. 3. That the Secretary of Agriculture may at 
the provisions of this act to fruits and vegetables or bulbs, or 
plants or seeds not specified in this act and imported from 
intries, whenever he shall deem a h action necessary 
entry with such products or stock of dangerous insects 
eases. 

Sec. 4. That it shall be for any transportation company, 
person, or persons, except hereinafter provided, after this act takes 
effect, to offer for entry at any port in the United States any nursery 
stock unless accompanied by a certificate of inspection by an official ex 
pert of the country from which the importation made, which certifi- 
cate shall be made in the manner and form prescribed by the Secretary 
of Agriculture, certifying that the contents have been examined and 
found to be apparently free from all dangerously injurious insect pests 
or plant diseases: Provided, That any nursery stock or other dé scribed 
articles offered for entry without such certificate shall be held in quaran 
tine, either at final destination on the premises of the owner or con 
signee, or at port of entry or other designated place, at the option of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, and shail not be released by the official 
expert until its or their freedom from dangerous insect pests or plant 
diseases shall have been fully established by inspection or treatment. 
Sec. 5. That any transportation company, person, or persons who 
shall receive, bring, or cause to be brought into the United States any 
nursery stock shall, within 24 hours after arrival thereof, notify the 
official expert of their arrival and delivery to the consigne« The latter 
shall hold the same, without unnecessarily moving or placing such arti- 

where they may be harmful, for the immediate inspection of such 
official expert. The official expert or his representative is hereby 
authorized and empowered to enter into any warehouse or premises of 
consignee or owner, or any other place where such nursery stock or 
other described articles are received, for the purpose of makin: the in 
and such examination shall 


spection or examination herein provided for, 
be begun, and, if completed within 10 days of such arrival 


thereof 


SEC 


the term “ nursery 
florists’ 


buds, fruit 


is 


s or 
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‘ial 
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is 
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3 k, 
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experts of the 
premises of the 
or 





any time extend 
to other 
foreign 
to prevent the 


or plant dis- 


col 


unlawful 


as 


is 


cles 


possible, 
6. That each « , box, package, crate, bale, or bundle of nursery 
import brought into the U1 nited States shall have plainly and 
marked tl n the ! and address of the shipper, owner, 
same, and also the name of the 
the same is forwarded or 
the name of the country 


stock 
legibly 
person forwarding or shipping the 
son, firm, or ec oration to whom 
his or its respoi agent; al 
where the ntents re gi 

Sec. 7. That when any s! 
into the United State 8 four 
their eggs, larvae, or 


fested w ith tre 





per 
shipped, or 
so and district 
Wn. 

nt of nursery stock import 
d to be infested with injurious insects or 
there is reason to believe that it in- 
disease diseases, the entire shipment, 
or so much thereof as ial expert shall deem nec iry, shall be 
disinfected at the exp nse of the owner, owners, or agent. After such 
disinfection it shall be detained in quarantine a necessary time to deter- 
mine the result of such disinfection. If the disinfection has been so 
performed as to destroy all insects or their eggs, larve, or pupx, and 


d or brought 
pupax, or is 
r fruit 
the ffi 


or 








so as to eradicate all disease and prevent contagion, and in a manner 


or | 
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atisfactory to the official expert, the trees, vines, or other articles shall 
then be released. If it be not practicable to fully disinfect such stock, 
or such portion of it as shall remain infested shall be d stroyed 


it 











Sec. 8 That whenever it shall appear to the Secretary of Agriculture 
that any nursery stock or other article described in section 3 of this 
act, grown in an infested country, district, department, or locality out- 
side of the United States, are being or are about to be imported into 
the United States, or the District of Columbia, and such nursery stock 
or other article is infested by any seriously injurious insect er discase 
which is liable to become established in the United States, he shall have 
authority to quarantine against such importations from said country, 
district, department, or locality, and prevent the same until suc ' 
as it may appear to him that any such insect or disease has been ex- 
terminated or is under adequate control when he may withdraw the 

“antine. 

%. That upon complaint or reasonable ground on the part of the 
Secretary of Agriculture to believe that any nursery stock or other ar- 
ticle | mentioned in this act grown within the United States and likely 
to become subject of interstate commerce is infested with injuri in 
sects or diseases new to the United States, the Secretary of Agriculture 
hall cause the same to be inspected by a qualified expert, and if need 
be placed under quarantine until such infestation is removed or is tinder 
adequate control. 

Sec. 10. That it shall be unlawful for any person, persons, or cot 
poration to deliver to any other person, persons, or corporation, to 
the postal service of the United States (except for scientific pui es, 
and by permission of the Secretary of Agriculture), for transp tion 
from one State or Territory or the District of Columbia to any other 
State or Territory or the District of Columbia, or for exportation to 
any foreign country, any trees, plants, shrubs, vines, or other nursery 
stock or other article to which this act may be extended, whi are 
under quarantine in accordance with the provisions of section 7 of this 
act, or which, on said examination, have been declared by the inspector 
to be infested with dangerously injurious insects or diseases. 

Sec. 11. That any person, persons, firm, or corporation who shall 
forge, counterfeit, or knowingly alter, deface, or destroy any certilicate 
or copy thereof as provided for in this act, and in the regulations of 
the Sec ee ary of Agriculture, or shall in any way violate the provisions 
of this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 





thereof chal be punished by a fine not to exceed $500 nor less than $200 
by imprisonment not to exceed one year, or both, at the discretion of 
t court. 

: i2. That the rules and regulations herein provided for shall be 
lgated on or before the 1st day of June of each year. 

.13. That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be neces 
is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the 
to carry into effect the pro- 


or 





sary, 
United States not otherwise appropriated, 


visions of this act. : ; . 

Sec. 14. That the provisions of this act shall not prevent the inspec 
tion of any nursery stock or other described articles by the authorized 
inspector of any State or Territory at the final point of destination in 
accordance with the laws of such State or Territory. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker] 


demands a second. Under the rules a second is ordered. 
centleman from Michigan [Mr. McLAvuGHLIN] is entitled to 
minutes and the gentleman from Missouri to 20 minutes. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, this bil! pro- 
vides for Federal inspection of nursery stock imported into this 
country. There is now no Federal law providing for such in- 
spection, and the result is, and has been, that dangerous insect 
pests and diseases have been brought into this country, and 
Congress is appropriating year by year hundreds of thousands 
of dollars, aggregating to millions of dollars, for the pu 
of meeting and combating these pests with a view to t 
eradication. 

There is a plan now followed by the Department of Agricul- 
ture, which has been found ineffective, of requesting transporta- 
tion companies to give notice of the receipt of nursery stock 
from foreign countries, and the officials of the department tien 
endeavor to take notice of the arrival of the stock and to inspect 
it at the point of arrival, or to follow it, if they are able to do 


rhe 
"0 


nose 


heir 


so, to its destination. But, as I say, that plan has been de- 
fective. It has not been found effective, and the resuit has 
been the introduction into this country of pests and disc:ises 


that have cost this Government millions and millions of money. 


Some of the States where these pests have been introduced 
| have found it necessary to supplement appropriations by thle 


Government with immense appropriations in their own behalf, 


notably the State of Massachusetts, where they have been 
troubled with the brown-tailed moth and the gypsy moth. The 
appropriations expended there aggregate millions of dollar 

This bill was introduced by the gentleman from New Yo rk 


[Mr. Simmons] after many conferences between officials from 
the Department of Agriculture and gentlemen representing or 
ganizations throughout the country more directly interested in 
the enactment of legislation of this kind. It was thought a 
one time that the bill and its provisions had been practically 


agreed upon. | 

And I may say now that we hear of no serious opposition, 
no serious criticism of the _ except at section which would 
authorize the Secretary of ericulture to establish and m \in- 
tain a quarantine against certain countries from which we have 





received nursery stock infested with plant and insect disease 
almost impossible to be dealt with. ; hs 
Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Did you have hearings on this 


bill? 


















1911. 





Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. 
bill; yes, sir. 
Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Did the legislative committee of | 
the National Association of Nurserymen appear before you? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. There were representatives 
of nursery associations before our committee; several of them. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Did it meet with their approval? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. There were some who ap- 
proved it and some who were opposed to it. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. What was the ground of opposi- 
tion? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. The ground of opposition, 
as far as expressed, was that section 8 would invest the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture with too much authority. There are certain 
of the plants, certain of the fruit trees and nursery stock now 
received from foreign countries, and the nurserymen said they 
were obtainable in no other place, and in those places there are 
plant diseases and pests that have been found very troublesome, 
and the Secretary of Agriculture thought that he ought to 
have the right to quarantine against them. These associations 
thought it would give the Secretary too much authority. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not understand why section 8 is neces- 
sary in view of the provision that section 2 provides that it 
shall be unlawful for any person or persons to import into the 
United States any nursery stock, except under a special permit, 
and so forth. That gives the Secretary all the authority that 
section 8 does, without giving authority which might be ques- 
tionable, to publicly declare a quarantine against a foreign 
country. Inasmuch as it is necessary that there shall be a 
permit and that the nursery stock can not come in except with 
a permit, it does not seem to me necessary to go to the expense 
that you do in section 8 to accomplish in another way what is 
accomplished by the general provisions of the bill, and which 
might lead us into international complications. 

Mr, McCALL. Mr. Speaker 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Fosrer of Vermont). Does 
the gentleman from Michigan yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. McCati]? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCALL. If I may be permitted just for a moment, I 
will say that I do not think section 8 goes too far. I think 
that any quarantine, in order to be effective, should give ample 
power to the officers of the Government. 

Now, the people of Massachusetts have suffered a great deal 
by our not having any law of this kind. At my own little place 
I have some 25 acres of trees, and the brown-tail moth, which 
was brought over on something imported from Holland, roses, 
I think, has caused a loss running into several thousands of 
dollars. 

Now, as to the gypsy moth, I do not think that was brought 
in upon any plant, but still it was brought into the country in 
some way, and it has caused a loss of many millions of dollars 
in New England. Then we have the Japanese scale, which is 
destroying our trees. Something has come into the country— 
whether it originated from the inside or came from the out- 
side of the country I do not know—but something has come 
that has injured the chestnut trees, and there are tens of 
thousands of dead chestnut trees in the vicinity of New York 
City. 

The men who have studied these things say that they were 
admitted from the outside through insufficient care taken at 
the customhouses—moths and plant diseases and things of 
that sort, which have put us to great expense heretofore, and 
Which are likely to put us 
aS a conservation measure we ought to exercise greater care in 
the customhouses and not permit nurserymen to make a little 
extra profit in the first instance by bringing in plants without 
inspection, and not permit them to bring anything into the 
country unless it is first thoroughly inspected. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does not the gentleman think that section 
1 is sufficiently strong? It places it in the hands of the Sec- 
retary to prohibit the importation. 
be done upon the permit. 


We had hearings on the 





I yield to the gentleman 


If in addition to that you give to 


him the general authority to impose a quarantine, as is pro- | 
vided in section 8, it is possible that the quarantine might be | 


publicly declared in a way more or less offensive, and if you 
can accomplish the purpose in another way it would be better 
not to adopt that. 


Mr. McCALL. Of course the declaration of a quarantine 
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|} against the introduction of diseased live stock. 


to great expense in the future; and | 


The importation can only | 


ad 


any instance of the exercise of extreme action. I would pre- 


| fer, in this matter, to follow the committee which has considered 


the subject, and I should think that section 8 would be neces- 
sary in addition to section 1. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. iker, I think I can 
give the reason urged by the Secretary of Agriculture and his 
subordinate officials for section 8 and show the need of it. 
It is true that another portion of the bill provides that permits 
shall be asked for and given. Section 1 provides that a permit 
shall be granted. The Secretary of Agriculture has no discre 
tion; he must issue the permit unless he is forbidden to do so 
by section 8. If that goes out, he would be required absolutely 
and in every instance to grant the demand for a permit. Now, 
there are cases, very serious cases, where the inspections upon 
arrival do not yield proper results. There are diseases that 
not perceptible upon casual inspection or upon any inspection 
that an expert can make. They develop as time got Nur- 
sery stock brought from certain sections of the world contain 
diseases that do not develop until some considerable time after 
the stock is received, planted, and started on its growth. But 
the officials of the department and those who have had experi 
ence with stock coming from those sections of Europe know that 
that stock is so diseased and that it may be necessary to quar- 
antine altogether against its coming. 

There are diseases affecting trees that can only be dist 
by cutting the tree to pieces. There is a disease of the potato 
that has shown itself in Newfoundland, in England, in 
some countries on the Continent of Europe, which disease is very 
difficult to discover. When the potato is planted it shows itself 
in the following crop: but experience has shown that the dis- 
ease is there, and it is necessary under present conditions to 
quarantine altogether against the importation of potatoes from 
certain sections. This potato disease in particular is threaten- 
ing. In countries where it has made its appearance it has 
wrought havoc in the industry of potato raising, and our at- 
tention was particularly called to the great danger threatening 
this country unless a law of this kind is passed. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. In a moment. This 
similar in all respects to the provision which authorizes the 
Secretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain a quarantine 
That provision 
has worked all right. There have been no complications. No 
war has resulted and none is threatened the result of the 
enforcement of that provision. Now I am glad to yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentleman 
if he knows anything about how nurserymen’s stock is put up? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I know something about it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How could the inspectors inspect 
the stock without subjecting it to being killed by exposure to 
the air, drying out, and so on? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. The law provides that the 
inspection in most cases shall be made at the point of ultimate 
destination. The officers of the department will be notitied 
upon the arrival of the stock, and it will be followed to its 
destination and there inspected, under such circumstances and 
conditions as will obviate the difficulty the gentleman from 
Missouri suggests. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I understood the gentleman to say 
that you could not find out whether the tree was afflicted with 
some of these diseases or not until you had chopped the tree all 
to pieces. I should like to know what good it would do that 
tree, after you had chopped it to pieces, to find out that it did 
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not have the disease? It would be as dead as it could be, 
anyhow. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. It is only seedlings that 
come in—small trees—and where the condition exists which is 


suggested by the gentleman from Missouri, it may be necessary 
to exercise the authority under section 8, and forbid their en- 
trance altogether into this country. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What does the gentleman mean by 
seedlings? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Seedlings are— 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a minute. I want the gentle 
man from Michigan to tell what a seedling is. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Seedlings are nursery 


stock grown from seeds. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What difference is there in the dis 
ease of a tree that is a seedling or one that is grafted or one 
that is budded? 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. 


If either one is grown or 


will be made by a Cabinet officer of the Government, and I do | produced in a country where this disease prevails, either one is 


hot think we are going to have a cause of war provoked by 


| likely to be affected. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know, but you used the waial Mr. MANN. Of course it is impossible, absolutely impossible 


cedlings ”” a moment ago. You seemed to confine it to seed- | 
lings 

Mr. MANN. Most of the imported nursery stock is seedlings. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I can answer the question of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARIS of Missouri. I know what a seedling is. A 
seedling is a young tree grown from a seed; but a large part 


of the nurserymen’s stock imported into the United States is 
not seedlings at all. They are grafts, or they are budded. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. The gentleman from Missouri is 
mistaken about that. There is practically no budded or grafted 
stock at all entering this country. Practically all the seedling 
stock that is budded and grafted in this country comes from 
plants. Practically all the pear stalks come from France. 
Practically all the Mahaleb cherry stalks come from Trance; 
and they are the cherry stalks that are used by nurserymen. 
The same thing obtains with plum stock coming from France. 

A Memerer. And apple seedlings? 

Mr. KENNEDY of lowa. Not a great many apple seedlings 
come over from France. These are boxed up in twelve or fif- 
teen or twenty thousand in a box. Unless some provision is 
made for inspection at the destination it would be a hard thing 
to inspect them and get them back into the box. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, wil! the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I will. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman knows that we 
have inspection laws in force in the various States. 

Mr. KEXNEDY of Iowa. Yes; and in the United States. 
The United States is cooperating with the States. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. The only effective way would be to 
have it done at the point of destination, because if you under- 
took to inspect them at the customhouse you could not get 
them back into the boxes again. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Does not the gentleman know 
that the Agricultural Department is conducting inspection at 
points of destination every day? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I understand they have the author- 
ity to do it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Simmons] introduced this bill, but I know him well 
enough to know that he did not draw it. I call attention to a 
few of the curious things in the bill, and possibly illustrative 
of a lack of sufficient care in the preparation of the bill covering 
a subject like this. 

I notice on page 5 that the District of Columbia is not in 
the United States. [Laughter.] I had always assumed that 
the District was in the United States, or that in order to get 
nursery stock from abroad into the District of Columbia it 
would be necessary to first bring it into the United States. 

Section 8 provides that whenever it shall appear to the Sec- 
retary that any nursery stock grown in an infected country 
“are being ’—not very good grammar—about to be brought into 
the United States or the District of Columbia, it shall be subject 
to certain regulations. 

Then I call attention to another proposition in the bill, where 
it is provided, as suggested by the gentleman from Iowa, that 
the nursery stock shall be inspected at the final destination, and 
in two or three other places that it shall be inspected before it 
reaches the final destination. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. That would be impossible. 

Mr. MANN. Of course it would be impossible, but it pro- 
vides that it shall be inspected only at the final destination 
and then somewhere else. It first provides that it shall be in- 
spected at the final destination, and then it provides that no 
stock shall be imported by anybody that is not accompanied by 
a certificate of inspection by an official expert in the country 
from which it comes, although there may be no official expert 
in that country that can give a certificate. 

Having provided under penalty that no stock can’ be intro- 
duced without an official inspection, then it goes on to provide 
what shall be done with the stock that is imported without a 
certificate of inspection. It first provides a penalty for im- 
porting stock without a certificate, although it may be im- 
possible to obtain a certificate, and then having provided that 
it shall be inspected at the final destination, says that it shall 
be held in quarantine until inspected. Then it provides that 
any transportation ccmpany that brings in stock shall imme- 
diately on arrival in the United States and within 24 hours 
serve notice of the arrival, and the stock shall not be removed 
until it has been inspected. 


Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. That would be impossible. 


to carry out the provisions of the act. Under this act as soon 
as the stock reached New York the person bringing in the stock, 
the transportation company, must serve notice on the United 


| States within 24 hours, and the stock shall be held or removed 


to a place for immediate inspection. They may be 2,000 miles 
away from the place of final destination. Then, after doing 
this, it undertakes to provide that nursery stock which is liable 
to become a subject of interstate commerce shall be subject to 
the quarantine regulations and control of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture. Who knows what stock is liable to become a subject 
of interstate commerce? Everything in the country is liable to 
become the subject of interstate commerce, but the National 
Government has no control over goods which are not the subject 
of interstate commerce. 

The mere liability to become the subject of interstate com- 
merce does not give the General Government power ever it. If 
the imported stock, as suggested to me by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Burke], ever is infested with as many dis- 
eases as this bill is, it ought to be quarantined. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, this 
bill ought not to pass. Gentlemen who have thus far addressed 
the House, at least some of the gentlemen, do not seem to un- 
derstand the fact that we have inspection laws in full force and 
operation in the United States to-day. Not only is this true, 
but gentlemen also seem to overlook the fact that nearly every 
State in the Union has its own laws requiring inspection of 
nursery stock. The experts of the Agricultural Department 
here in Washington swore at the hearings before the comunitic 
that in most of the States, or at least in many of the States, in- 
spection under State authority is full, complete, and adequate. 

I call attention also to the fact that under national law the 
Secretary of Agriculture, in cooperation with the State author 
ities, does inspect every shipment of fruit trees or nursery 
stock imported into the United States, or may do so. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Where is that inspection made? 
The gentleman says every shipment is inspected new. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Inspection may be at the port of 
entry or it may be at the place of destination, 

Mr. KENNEDY of lowa. As a matter of fact, the inspection 
is not made. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
tion is made. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. 
very same class of goods. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Oh, well, the gentleman may have 
escaped. I desire to say that perhaps every shipment is not 
inspected at the port of entry because, obviously, it would be 
very inconvenient to do it. Much of this stock is shipped into 
this country in large boxes containing ten or twelve or fifteen 
thousand seedlings, and I understand that they are put up in 
packages by some sort of power used in foreign countries that 
we have no knowledge of, and that it would be impossible for 
us to pack them in the same boxes again. Therefore it may 
be impossible to inspect all shipments at the place of entry. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I want the gentleman to under- 
stand that TIT am opposed to this bill. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I am very glad to hear it. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Simply for the reason that the 
plan proposed for inspection could not be enforced. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. The gentleman says the 
hearings disclose the fact that there are effective inspection 
laws in every State in the Union. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Oh, no, 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Is it not a fact that the 
experts and others testified that practically in only one 
State in the Union was there an inspection law effectively en- 
forced? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman puts into my 
mouth language I did not use. I did not say in every State 
in the Union. I said in many States of the Union, and I say 
further that the record does not show that representatives o! 
the Department of Agriculture testified that only one State in 
the Union has an efficient and adequate inspection law. The 
complaint is not that the States have failed to enact efficient 
and adequate laws, but the chief complaint made before the 
Committee on Agriculture was that State laws are not always 
efficiently executed. It might fairly be deduced from the hear 
ings that, in the opinion of certain gentlemen possessed of cX- 
pert knowledge, no State statute can be efficiently exe ted 


1 


As a matter of fact, the inspec- 


I happen to be an importer of that 


? 


unless we get somebody from some department of the Feder 
Government to execute it. That seems to be the trouble. We 


have laws in many of the States requiring rigid inspection of 
nursery stock, and we have men charged with the duty of en- 
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forcing that law, but gentlemen say that because occasionally 
some insect escapes discovery that, therefore, there is ineffi- 
cient State inspection. The record shows that even where in- 
spection has been made by our highly cultivated experts of the 
Agricultural Department insects have occasionally been found 
that escaped detection. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Is it not a fact that 
entomologists and State officials from many of the States ap- 
peared before the committee and testified that, notwithstanding 
the laws, they have found it impossible to make proper inspec- 
tion and called upon the department, and said that this law 
was necessary for their protection? 


Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. If you are trying to filibuster | 


against the passage of this bill, I will yield to you longer. 


Mr. McLAUGLHIN of Michigan. I have asked the gentle. | 


man from Missouri if it is not a fact that the entomologists 


in several of the States appeared and said their laws were | 


ineffective and that they doubted the effectiveness of any of 
the State laws, and that they needed Federal assistance. Is 
not that true? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I concede there is 
some testimony like that in the record, but I want to say fur- 
ther, without reflecting upon anybody, that it is a significant 


fact that experts from the States who have been in close touch | 


with certain experts in Washington seem to be anxious for the 
expansion of national authority to such an extent as to absorb 
all State authority. Why, I do not know. But I repeat that 


the gentlemen from the Agricultural Department swore dis- | 
tinctly that under existing laws in the States sufficient and | 


adequate protection would be given if the laws were executed 
and enforced. It is a reflection upon the States and upon 
the officers of States to assume they will not discharge these 
duties. 

The section of this bill that is especially objectionable 
and which is opposed by nurserymen all over the country is 
section 8. This section clothes the Agricultural Department, 


or one man in it, one chief of a bureau in it, with power so | 


vast, so great, so far-reaching, that he might in one hour's 
time ruin industries employing millions of dollars of capital 
in this country. 

Mr. Speaker, the purpose is to allow some expert to say that 


nursery stock shall not come from a given country. Let me | 


call attention to the fact that the testimony shows that these 
large nurseries, concerns which buy hundreds of thousands and 
millions of plants, must necessarily make their contracts 18 
months or two years before the date of delivery. Nursery plants 
being imported into the United States at this time, and which 
were imported last month, were contracted for in foreign coun- 
tries 18 months or two years ago. Now,if day before yesterday 
or last month some expert had conceived the idea that it was 
wise from a departmental standpoint to levy quarantine 


against importations from that country, what would become of 


the contracts made by American citizens months or years ago? 
I say it is placing too much power in the hands of one man, 
and especially so when the gentlemen who are here clamoring 
for this law concede that the States of this Union have under- 


taken, and in course of time will give, every protection needed 


or that can be afforded. Under existing arrangements every 


importation of nursery stock is communicated to the Depart- | 


ment of Agriculture, giving the destination, and when that stock 
reaches its destination an expert from the Department of Ag- 


riculture meets it. It is unpacked, and every part of it is 


examined. If it is found so infected or diseased that it can 


not be purged by fumigation or other proper treatment, it is 


destroyed in whole or in part, as may be deemed necessary, 


to prevent the spread of disease or insects. Where insects or 
diseases are found, the boxes, wrappings, and the whole thing 


are destroyed. Will gentlemen seriously contend that men 
who for generations have worked in the nursery business and 


built up enterprises involving a capital of millions of dollars 


will recklessly import into their nursery yards dangerously dis- 
eased plants from abroad? Who would be the first and great- 
est sufferers? 

__ If one of the great nurseries imports diseased stock and gets 
it into the nursery, the Secretary of Agriculture has the power, 


and the inspector under State law has the power, to go there 


and cause every vestige of that nursery to be destroyed. The 
hurseryman himself in order to protect his property would 
destroy it. I insist that self-interest, the desire for gain, the 
desire to carry on this great business that has grown to such 


large proportions in this country is a safeguard which gives 


protection, adequate and full, to every interest in the country. 
Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that this bill will be over- 
whelmingly voted down, and by a vote so decisive that gentle- 
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men back of it will not again come to Congress seeking to 

invade the rights of States and the confiscation of the property 

of citizens by trying to clothe any one expert, or all experts, 
| with such vast power as this bill contemplates. 

I yield, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. LEVER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Rucker] yields the balance of his time, four minutes, to 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever]. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
| the committee to the broadness of the language used in this 
| bill. 

In the first place, in section 1 it provides that it shall be u 
lawful for any person or persons to import into the United 
States any nursery stock except under special permit from the 
United States Department of Agriculture. That is followed by 
a provision in section 3 that all such nursery stock shall be 
subject to inspection by official experts of the Department of 
Agriculture at final destination, on the premises of the owner 
or consignee. 

I take the position, Mr. Speaker, that is taken by my friend 
| from Iowa—that the enforcement of the provisions of this bill is 
| not only impracticable, but absolutely impossible unless the 
Federal Government is to employ a standing army of men to 
be present [applause] on the premises of importing nursery- 
men to inspect their importations from foreign countries. 
| It must not be misunderstood, and the fact must not be over 





| looked, that nurserymen get their importations of nursery stock 
each year practically upon the same date. I understand it is 
about the 10th of April. That means that it will be necessary 
for us, in order to enforce this law, to provide a little stand 
ing army, spread all over this country, drawing Govern 
ment pay, standing on the premises of these importing nurs 
| erymen in order to carry this law into full execution. I ask 
whether there is anyone here who is willing to go into that 
business. 

Then, there is another thing. The provisions of this bill are 
not confined to the inspection of nursery stock. The bill goes 
| further and provides that the Secretary of Agriculture may at 
| any time extend the provisions of this act to fruit and vege 
| tables and bulbs and other plants or seeds not specified in this 
act, imported from a foreign eountry. That means that instead 
of having a standing army of 6,000 or 8,000 men to inspect 
nursery importations, this act will give to the Secretary of 
Agriculture the authority and power to extend the provi 
sions of the law to the importation of bulbs and seeds and 
fruits, and to employ another standing army to inspect every 
package of seeds imported into this country at the place of its 
destination 

The bill is ridiculous. It is absolutely absurd. I do not be 
lieve that this House will stand for it for one moment. Instead 
of involving an appropriation of $25,000, as is stated in the 
testimony of the Chief of the Bureau of Entomology, I stand 
here to predict that if we enact this bill into law the next 10 
years will see this appropriation mount up into millions of dollars 
if the law is properly and fully executed. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
| expired. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
| balance of my time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sim 
| MONS], the author of this bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, the great orchard industry of 
| 


| this Nation, the forestry industry of this Nation, and the 
| potato industry of this Nation certainly deserve adequate pro 
tection at the hands of Congress. This is no new matter. 
Legislation along these lines has been sought for a number of 
years, because the Agricultural Department, which has to do 
with these matters, has felt the necessity of securing legisla 
tion that will enable it to protect the great resources of this 
country that I have named. 

It is true we have had inspection laws in some of the States 
of this Nation, but in other States we have no inspection laws, 
and as these pests are no respecters of State boundaries, they, 
have come into the States where we have not had rigid laws 
and they have spread from there to other sections of the 
country. 

Now, my friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has said that this 
bill has not been properly drawn. This bill has been drawn 
under the supervision of the department that will administer 
it. They have been confronted with these conditions for many 
years. They knew what kind of legislation was necessary, and 
they have supervised the drawing of this bill, and I am sure 
that it contains the conditions which they find in a practical 
way are necessary for them to carry out. I want to send to 
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the Clerk’s desk and have read a letter from the Secretary of 
Agriculture, in which he strongly requests the passage of this 
legislation. 

The SVEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 


The time of the gentleman has 


Ir. MCLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I ask unanimous consent 
for an extension of the gentleman’s time, long enough to en- 
able the Clerk to read the letter from the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think that should be done, because the 
Secretary of Agriculture understands this better than anybody 
else 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan asks unanimous consent that the time be extended for the 
purpose indicated. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 


24, 1911. 
Hon, James S. SIMMONS, 
House Washington, D. C. 


The plant-quarantine bill (H. R. 26897) to exclude Insect-in 
fested and diseased plants coming from foreign countries is legislation 
which is most urgently needed just at this time to prevent the estab- 
lishment in this country of certain insect pests and diseases which are 
now being imported. An immediate danger is the likelihood of the 
establishment throughout the United States of the gipsy and brown- 
tail moths. Imported nursery stock so infested has been carried to 22 
States during the last two years. Other grave dangers are the likeli- 
hood of the establishment in this country of two European plant dis- 
eases now being imported, one jeopardizing our entire potato produc- 
tion and the other our pine forests. 

liiseased live stock are excluded by law, but diseased or 
fested plants have no bar against their introduction. More than 
of the injurious insects of this country are of foreign origin, and these 
are now levying an enormous annual tax on our farm products. There 
are many others, however, which can still be excluded. 

The United States is the only great power without protection from 
the importation of insect-infested and diseased plant stock, and for 
this reason much infcrior and diseased stock, which can find no market 
in Europe, comes to us. 


M. C., 
of Repre sentatives, 
Sir: 


insect-in- 


This protective legislation is earnestly desired by the agricultural, 
horticultural, and forestry interests of this country. The only oppo- 
sition to it comes from a small body of importing nurserymen. The 
value of the imported stock is scarcely more than Congress is now 
appropriating annually to aid in the control of the gipsy moth in a 
limited district in New England and about one-third of what the New | 
Kngland States are themselves expending. Many of the great pro- 
ducing nursery companies of this country have expressed their hearty 
support of the measure. As the bill is now worded it will do no 


harm even to these importing nursery 
protective advantage to them. 
The expense will be very 
gained. 
Respectfully, 


I offer the following exhibits, 
part of my remarks: 


interests and will be a distinct 


small in 


comparison with the protection 


JAMES WILSON, 
and ask that they 


Secretary. 


be read as a 


Exu sit 1. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED BY ASSOCIATIONS OF FRUIT GROWERS AND OTITERS 


INDORSING THE PROPOSED QUARANTINE BILL. 
1. Lhe Eastern Fruit Growers’ Association. 
his is a fruit growers’ association which covers the whole Appa- 


lachian region from Maine to the Carolinas and westward to Ohio. 


“We can not agree with the statement of importers that foreign- 

grown seedlings, especially apples, are much better than the home- 
grown. * * * We have grafted and grown side by side imported and 
home-grown seedlings. * * 

“ We believe the proposed iniie has the right and proper aim in view.’ 

Messrs. J. H. Skinner & Co., Capital Nurseries, Topeka, Kans. : 

“We are very much in favor of careful inspection of imported pur- 
sery stock. * * We think stock should be inspected after reaching 
destination, or neni be shipped to some point in the State which is at 
the final destination of the shipment. * 

“As to apple seedlings, we are inclined to think that imported seedlings 
are no better than home-grown stock. ‘The only advantage we can see 
in imported seedlings is that they are dug later than we dig ours, and 
consequently are better ripened.’ - Se 

Messrs. F. N. Watson & Co., Topeka, Kans. : 

“We certainly believe the bill to quarantine against diseased nursery 
stock should be passed. We import nursery stock from France, and 
can not see how any harm can come from such a bill if importations 
are clean, and if they are not something certainly should be done. We 
are heartily in favor of the bill. 


‘We have sold this winter over 17,000,000 apple seedlings.” 


Mr. C. L. Watrus, owner of the Watrus Nurseries, of Des Moines, 
Iowa, one of the oldest and most reliable nurseries in the West, in a 


long letter, concludes as follows: 

“IT am informed on the best authority that the same men who have 
hitherto beaten our former bills have returned from Washington and 
have beaten the bill to prevent the importation of new noxious insects, 
It seems to me that these men are the most blindly foolish of any that 
I know. They have laws which they think will protect themselves. 
They are afraid of national inspection themselves, and are willing that 
the rest of the Nation should go to the devil if they could make a few 
more dollars.” 

Mr. Orlando Harrison, a prominent Maryland nurseryman, as chair- 
man of committee on national inspection law, sent out, in 1908, letters 
to nurserymen throughovt the country, inquiring their wishes as to the 
enactment of a national law. Two hundred and twenty-five replies 
were received, of which from nurserymen 170 were in favor of a na- 
tional uniform law, 12 against, and 5 neutral. Of the entomologists 
and inspectors of different States, out of 33 replies only 2 were opposed 
This shows the general attitude of the nurserymen of this country 


| toward such legislation. 


half | 





~. The New York State Fruit Growers’ Association. 

3. The Maryland State Horticultural Society. 

4. New Jersey State Board of Agriculture. 

5 Tt Veninsular Horticultural Society, of Delaware. 

This society represents Delaware and portions of Maryland and 
Virginia, | 

G. The American Association of Economic Entomologists. 

Representing the official State entomologists of all the States. 


7. The American Association of Official Horticultur: il Inspectors. 
A body charged with the official State inspection of nursery stock and 
orchards of the different States. 


8S. The American Phytopathological Society. 
The official plant pathologists of the different States and Department 


of Agriculture and other plant pathologists of America. 


EXHIBIT 2. 


ATTITUDE OF LARGE PRODUCING AND OTHER NURSERYMEN 


PROPOSED PLANT-INSPECTION LAW. 


TOWARD THE 


Letters indorsing the proposed law have 
ment of Agriculture from a number 
in this country. 

The seedling-apple business is largely centered in the 
of Topeka, Kans., in the Kaw River Valley According to official re- 
ports 70,000,000 fruit seedlings are shipped from this section yearly. 
This the same kind of seedling that is imported from France, but 
vastly exceeds the latter in amount. Seedling stock is grown in many 
other nurseries throughout the United States, but not on so large a 
scale as in Kansas. These large producing nurserymen write as follows 
to the bill: 
ssrs. L. R. Taylor 


been received by the Depart- 
of large growers of nursery stock 


neighborhood 


is 


relative 
Me 
write 
‘Irom a hasty glance over the bill we are in favor of it. * * * 
Inspection in all and every case should be at destination. * * *® 
(This is provided for in the bill.) * * * 


& Sons, proprietors of the Topeka Nurseries, 





| House joint resolution 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the rules and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds not voting 
the motion was lost. 


The question is on suspending 


therefor, 


MELCHOR BATISTA. 


the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was 
291, authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy, at West Point, 
Mr. Melchor Batista, of Cuba. 

The Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. § 
right to object, I want to ask the 
there is any general law in 
from foreign countries are 
Academy. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. 
act of Congress. 

Mr. MICHAEL DRISCOLL. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. In every instance. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. How 
academy now from Cuba? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not know that there is any, but if 
there is one he is about ready to graduate. This comes is a 
request from the Republic of Cuba, transmitted through the 
State Department. It does not cost the Government any 
thing. We make no allowances to him for anything he uses 
We do give him instructien, but the instructors are there 
and would be paid the same sum if this student was not ad 
mitted. 


The next bill on 


Speaker, reserving the 
gentleman from Iowa if 
pursuance of which young men 
allowed to enter the Military 
it has always been 


There is not; by 


In every instance? 


many are in the 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Has the gentleman any idea 
how much it costs us to educate a student at the Military 
Academy ? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The bill provides that they must pay 


the expenses. 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. How much does it cost the 
Government for every young man graduated at West Point: 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Well, I do not know: we pay tiem 


$609 a year, and from this the cadets pay for ail their expenses 
except lodging and instruction. 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. It probably costs $50,000 
or $40,000 apiece. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Oh, no. There are allowances that do 


not include the pay of professors, but they are paid by cadets oul 
of their allowances. The allowances include clothing, for vad, hic \ 
and light, and so forth. It is an act of courtesy that we have 
extended to republics when they have asked for it. This — 
with the indorsement of the Secretary of State, and to refuse 
it to Cuba now would be to say that we will not treat Cul 
well as we have other countries. 

Mr. MICHAEL B, DRISCOLL, 


I object. 
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I. W. KITE. 

The next bill on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was the 
bill (S. S608) to authorize the President of the United States 
to place upon the retired list of the United States Navy Surg. 
I. W. Kite, with the rank of medical inspector. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to place upon the retired list of the United 
States Navy, with the rank of medical inspector, the name of Surg 
I. W. Kite: Provided, That the said 1. W. Kite shall not, by the passage 
of this act, be entitled to any back pay or allowances. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois desire a statement of the case? 

Mr. MANN. I know something about the case. 

Mr. ROBERTS. It is a case of a surgeon in the Navy who, 
after 24 years of service, comes up for examination for promo- 
tion and is found to be mentally, morally, and professionally 
competent for promotion, but he is found physically disqualified. 
The physical disqualifications are incident to his service as a 
surgeon. There is no provision of law whatever to retire or 
pension an officer of the staff in the Navy who is forced to 
retire under these conditions. 

Mr. MANN. Is not this man on the retired list now? 

Mr. ROBERTS. No; he simply has to resign. 


Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken. The Secre- 


tary of the Navy and the report say that he is retired as a 
surgeon. The gentleman from Massachusetts is not only in- 
correct as to the law but as to the facts. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will say that I had not read the report 


and had another case in mind. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman prepared the report, but has not 
read it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBERTS. The report was prepared by another person 
and given to me. 

Mr. MANN. I can give the gentleman some information as 
to the law and the facts. 

Mr. ROBERTS. It is a fact 
of surgeon. 

Mr. MANN. The officer was examined and passed his ex- 
amination in every respect except the physical examination, and 
for disabilities incurred in the service was unable to pass the 
physical examination, and thereupon, in accordance with the 
law, was retired as a surgeon. He now wishes to be retired 
to a higher grade. But upon what basis do we propose to 
retire him to a higher grade except that if he had been in the 
Army he would have got a higher grade; and the Navy thinks 
they ought to be used as well as the Army. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Line officers in the Navy are retired with 
the rank to which they would have been promoted. 

Mr. MANN. In the Army? 

Mr. ROBERTS. No; line officers of the Navy. 
officers are discriminated against. 

Mr. MANN. But this man took his chances when he went 
into the service. If he becomes physically incapacitated, the 
Government proposes to take care of him for the balance of his 
life, but they have got so in the Army and the Nayy that they 
are not satisfied when we give them something, but they think 
it is so easy they must have something more, like the three 
cases we had up this afternoon; each one of them had already 
received one special bill in his behalf and found it so easy that 
he wants another special act. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I will say to the gentleman that Surg. Kite 
informed me he had passed the physical test—that is, the walk- 
ing test required of all officers of the Navy—walked his 50 
miles, or whatever limit it immediately prior to his coming 
up for examination. The examination disclosed that he had 
some heart trouble and that he had a hernia. That having ap- 
peared as the result of the physical examination, they would 


he was retired with the rank 


The 


sta ff 


is, 


not certify him for promotion, and yet the man, physically, 
notwithstanding these disabilities, had been discharging his 


duties up to that time and had passed the physical test required. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. I object. 
Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman to with- 
hold his objection for a moment. 
Mr. MANN. I will withhold my objection. 
Mr. CARLIN. 


for his promotion. 


It ‘was only withheld from him because he had incurred dis- 
abilities physically which would not permit his promotion to 
that grade to which he was entitled. 
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Mr. Speaker, | wanted to state to the gentle- 
man, because everybody else seems satisfied, that this officer 
had served 24 years in the service and that the time had come 
He had earned it, and the time had arrived. 





Those physical disabilities 
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were incurred in the service, and there is no reason in 
world why this man should not have the rights to which he is 
entitled. If we are to extend the rule of humanity at all he is 
entitled to this retirement at the increased rank because he 
had reached the time—he had performed the service and he had 
done everything that had been required of him. He was men 
tally and morally and professionally equipped, and but f 
a physical disability which he had incurred in servi his 
try he would have been promoted. 

Mr. MANN. He was not able to perform the service, and 
therefore the Government retired him. 

Mr. CARLIN. But he was disabled because of injuries 1 
ceived in the service. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, that is very true. That is the case with 
many of them. That is a part of the chances they ta 

Mr. CARLIN. A few moments ago the gentleman said that 
he did not want to retire anybody that the department did not 
wish retired, and here is an instance where he objecis to r 
tirement when it is recommended. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I beg the gentleman's pardon; I did t 
say that, 


Mr. CARLIN. 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. MANN. I asked the gentleman 
wanted to have people retired 


Well, the gentlen 


lan asked that 


from Iowa whether he 


Mr. CARLIN. Let me eall attention to what the bureau says 
about this officer: 

In the opinion of this bureau the object of t 1 is a wort 
the status of the officer concerned being pec: y de ving of 
After 24 years of creditable service in the 1 Col W nd 
mentally, morally, and professionally qu: d l io t t 
grade of medical inspector, but failed phy illy owi ilit 
contracted in line of duty, and he was aces g t t rant 





of surgeon. 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to read the part 
that follows? 

Mr. CARLIN. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. It is as follows: 

This affords a striking illustration of the disadvantage suffered by 
the Navy in comparison with sister services, and l 
general relief has recently passed the Senate (S. 4746 
into law the benefits thereof would not affect Surg. Kit 

The truth is, the Navy thinks the Army has put one over on 
them, and thereupon it thinks that this case is merit and 
that is the reason for the report in favor of the bill. 

Mr. CARLIN. This is a case where the bureau and the Sur 
geon General found an efficient officer, a thoroughly capab! 
officer, a conscientious one, disabled because of disabilities in 
curred in the service of his country, and they are u le to 
retire him at the rank which he has earned by length of 
service and therefore his only remedy is through a b f th 
kind. 

Mr. MANN. If it was the gentleman from Virginia, I have 


sufficient affection for him to put him on any kind of a retired 
list after he can not keep on the active list, but I can not do it 


for his friends. And therefore I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENAT! 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Curtis, one of its clerks 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the Hous 


of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 29157. An act making appropriations for the pa it 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes; 


H. R. 32865. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and sei e, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 382866. An act making appropriations for the Diplomati 
and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912 
and 

H. R. 32436. An act making appropriations for the support « 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912 
and for other purposes. 

ADDITIONAL AIDS TO NAVIGATION. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call up a conferer report on 
the bill S. 10177 to authorize additional aids navigation in 
the Lighthouse Establishment, and for « purpos ind | 
ask unanimous consent that the statement iy be 1 in 
of the report. 

Mr. CARLIN. I object. I think the w e statement ought 


to be read. 
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The Clerk read the conference report and statement, as fol- 
lows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee on conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the Dill 
(S.10177) to authorize additional aids to navigation in the 
Lighthouse Establishment, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the language proposed insert the follow- 
ing: “To establish a lighthouse depot on the site formerly oc- 
cupied by the Marine-Hospital Service, Treasury Department, 
on Chelsea Creek, Boston Harbor, Mass.: Provided, That such 
site shall be demed advisable by the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor. And in such event authority is hereby granted for 
the transfer of such site from the Treasury Department to the 
Department of Commerce and Labor.” 

JAMES R. MANN, 

F. C. STEVENS, 

W. C. ADAMSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J. H. GALLINGER, 

CHAUNCEY M. DEPEW, 

IF. M. SIMMONS, 
Managers on the part of the Scnate. 


STATEMENT. 
The amendment of the House struck out, on page 2, line 11, 


down to and including line 17, as it passed the Senate, and in- 
serted a substitute amendment. As agreed to in conference, 
the following provision in the House amendment is stricken 
out, to wit: 

“To establish a lighthouse depot on the site belonging to the 
War Department on Castle Island, Boston Harbor, Mass., or 
on the site belonging to the Marine Hospital Service, Treasury 
Department, on Chelsea Creek, Boston Harbor, Mass., and 
authority is hereby granted for the transfer of the site author- 
ized from the Treasury Department to the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor; and when the Department of Commerce and 
Labor shall have acquired such site as herein authorized, the 


to the site thus acquired.” 

And in lieu thereof there is inserted the following provi- 
sion: 

“To establish a lighthouse depot on the site formerly occu- 
pied by the Marine-Hospital Service, Treasury Department, on 
Chelsea Creek, Boston Harbor, Mass.: Provided, That such site 
shall be deemed advisable by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor. And in such event authority is hereby granted for the 
transfer of such site from the Treasury Department to the 
Department of Commerce and Labor.” 

JAMES R. MANN, 

F. C. STEVENS, 

W. C. ADAMSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. 
ference report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 


Speaker, I move that we agree to the con- 


POLICE AND FIREMEN’S RELIEF FUND. 


Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 288) for the creation 
of the police and fireman’s relief fund, to provide for the re- 
tirement of members of the police and fire departments, to 
establish a method of procedure for such retirement, and for 
other purposes, a similar House bill (H. R. 22322) being on 
the calendar, and pass the bill as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the 
funds designated by law as the “ policemen’s fund,” the “ police fund,” 
and the firemen’s relief fund” shall be designated as the “ police 
and firemen’s relief fund, District of Columbia,” and the said fund 
shall consist of all fines imposed by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia upon members of the police and fire departments by way 
of discipline; all rewards, proceeds of gifts, and emoluments that may 
be received by any member of said departments for extraordinary 
services, except such as may be allowed to be retained by such member 
or members on the approval of the said commissioners; all net receipts 
and moneys arising from the sale of unclaimed property in the custody 
of the property clerk of the police department; a deduction of 14 per 
cent of the monthly salary of each member of the police and fire depart 
ments; and all fines and forfeitures paid into the police court of the 
District of Columbia, all of which shall be collected by the collector of 
taxes of the District of Columbia and be by him deposited in the 
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Treasury of the United States, in the manner provided by law, to the 
credit of the trust fund denominated “ police and firemen’s relief fund, 
District of Columbia,” and be held subject to the drafts of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia for the purposes, hereinafter set 
forth; all expenditures to be made according to law and to be ac- 
counted for in the manner provided by law: Provided, That should the 
police and firemen’s relief fund at any time be insufficient to defray 
the expenditures hereinafter mentioned, then and in that event the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized, and they 
shall direct, the collector of taxes of said District to deposit, and said 
collector shall thereupon deposit, in the Treasury of the United States, 
to the credit of said fund, out of receipts from all licenses other 
than liquor licenses, a sufficient amount to meet any deficiency in said 
fund. 

Sec. 2. That whenever any officer or member of the police or fire de- 
partment of the District of Columbia shall become disabled by injury 
received or disease contracted in the line of duty he shall, in addition 
to his regular salary, receive his necessary expenses during the time 
of such disability, to be ascertained and certified by the retiring board 
hereinafter provided for, whose certificate shall state an account of 
said expenses and the manner, cause, and condition of the injury or 
disease, and such necessary expenses shall, when approved by the said 
commissioners, be paid out of the said police and firemen’s relief fund, 
District of Columbia. 

Sec. 3. That should any officer or member of the police or fire de- 
partment become so permanently disabled through injury or disea 
contracted in the line of duty, or, having served not less than 15 years, 
shall, for any cause, become so permanently disabled as to be discharged 
from the service therefor, he shall be entitled to relief from the said 
fund in an amount, in the case of an officer or member of the fire 
department, as follows: Chief engineer, a sum not to exceed $150 per 
month; deputy chief engineer, a sum not to exceed $125 per month; 
battalion chief, fire marshal, and superintendent of machinery, a sum 
not to exceed $100 per month; deputy fire marshals and captains, a 

) 
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sum not to exceed $90 per month; lieutenants, a sum not to exceed S75 
per month; assistant superintendent of machinery, a sum not to exce 
$60 per month; engineers and drivers, a sum not to exceed $55 per 
month; assistant engineers and assistant drivers, a sum not to excced 
$52.50 per month; inspectors and privates, a sum not to exceed $50 
month ; and in the case of an officer or member of the police department 
as follows: Major and superintendent, a sum not to exceed $150 pe: 
month ; inspector and assistant superintendent, a sum not to exceed $125 
per month; inspector, a sum not to exceed $100 per month; capta 
sum not to exceed $90 per month; lieutenant, a sum not to exceed 
per month; sergeant, a sum not to exceed $60 per month ; private, a 
not to exceed $50 per month, as may be justified, in any case of 
police and fire departments, by the length of service and the nat 
of the injury or disease, as such disability may be determined by ‘ 
retiring board hereinafter provided for; that in case of the death of 
any oflicer or member of the police or fire department before or after 





| retirement from injury or disease contracted in the line of duty, leav- 


ing a widow, or children under 16 years of age, or a dependent father 


Lé 


| or mother, or both, such widow or such relative shall be entitled to a 


pension to be paid from the said relief fund, the amount thereof to be 


| determined by the retiring board hereinafter provided for: Provided, 


That in no case shall the amount paid to any one family exceed | 


: | sum of $50 per month, and that upon the remarriage of any widow her 
lighthouse depot now located on Lovells Island shall be moved | t 


pension under this act shall immediately cease, and that any pension 
to or for her children under 16 years of age shall cease upon their 
attaining such age. 

Sec. 4. That any officer or member of the police or fire department 
of the District of Columbia who may have performed police or tire 
service therein for a period of 25 years shall be entitled to retirement 
from such department and to a pension to be paid from the said 
police and firemen’s relief fund in an amount not to exceed that p: 
vided by section 3 of this act, as may be determined by the retiring 
board. 

Sec. 5. That a sum not to exceed $75 may be allowed by the Com 
missioners of the District of Columbia, to be paid from the said police 
and firemen’s relief fund, to defray the funeral expenses of any mem 
ber of the police or fire department who may die while in the sery 
of such department. 

Sec. 6. That a retiring board, to be composed of the surgeons of 
the police and fire departments and two officers of the police de} 
ment and two officers of the fire department, not surgeons, such ofl 
cers to be appointed by and to serve during the pleasure of the co! 
missioners of said District, shall be appointed to consider all cases 
for relief or for retirement or for pensions of officers and mem s of 
the police and fire departments, and all applications for pension 
widows, children, and dependent fathers or mothers; and the | 
and fire surgeons shall certify in writing to the said retiring | 1 
the physical condition of the officers or members of the force, if ! 
for whom a pension is sought for any reason provided for in tl 
and whether or not said condition, or death, is due to injury or ¢ 
ease contracted in the line of duty, or that said officer or mi el 
has become so permanently disabled as to entitle him to discharge f! 
the service therefor. The said retiring board shall give notice to a! 
applicant for relief or pension to be present before it and givé 
evidence that he may deme, and the proceedings of the said I 
shall be reduced to writing’ and shall show the date of appoint 
of the officer or member under inquiry, his age, his record in 
service, and any other information that may be pertinent to the |! 
of pension or allowance, and shall show what amount, if an) 


awarded the applicant by way of relief or pension. The said. i 
shall make a report of its finding to the commissioners, who shal! 
the power to take further testimony, if they so desire, and may 


prove, disapprove, or modify the findings of the said board, ©! 
mand any case for such further proceedings as may be necessary, 
the decision of the said commissioners shall be final. The sat 
missioners are also hereby authorized and empowered to make, ™ 


and amend from time to time rules of procedure for the conduct 0! 
such board. : 
Sec. 7. That within 60 days following the first day of July, 1911. 1 


every two years thereafter, the commissioners shall cause any persen 
persons receiving an allowance from the police and ftiremen’s ! 
fund to undergo such medical or other examination as in the jud 

of the commissioners may be necessary to enable them to determ 
whether the pension in such case or cases shall be increased 0! ; 
duced; and the commissioners are hereby authorized to increase ¢ 
reduce the allowance of pensioners as the result of such examination 
Provided, however, That should a pensioner fail or refuse to uncers 
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the commissioners, the allowance of 


or entirely discontinued by the com- | 
That the commissioners may discon- 
tinue any relief or pension upon duly certified information from a 
court of record that any person so pensioned or retired has been 
guilty of any crime involving moral turpitude or where any such per- 
son is found by the retiring board, after notice and trial, to be an 
habitual drunkard or guilty of lewd or lascivious conduct: Provided fur- 
ther, That nothing in this section shall be construed to give the widow 
of any officer or member of the police or fire department any right to | 
a pension upon her remarriage, or to give any child or children of any | 
officer or member of said police or fire department a right to a pension | 
after becoming 16 years of age. 

Sec. 8. That any such retired officer or member of the police or fire 
department in time of flood, riot, great fires, during extraordinary 
assemblages or unusual emergencies, may be called by the head of the | 
respective department into the service of the District police or fire 
force for such duty his disabilities will permit of his performing, 
ascertained and certified by the retiring board, without compensa- 
tion therefor. 

Sec. 9 That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent 
visions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 
ond. 

Mr. BORLAND. I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Jonn- 
son] demands a second. Under the rules a second may be con- 
sidered as ordered. The gentleman from New York [Mr. OL- 
coTT| is entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Kentucky 
{[Mr. JoHNSON] to 20 minutes, 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I will say in regard to this 
bill that it is merely a modification of the present pension bill 
that exists, and it is a provision that will result in equalizing | 
the pensions given to the firemen and policemen of the city. 
There is no money to come out of the Treasury except in so 
fur as the fines that are paid in the District of Columbia for 
penalties may possibly be Treasury money. The funds are 
obtained and taken from the salaries of the policemen and 
firemen. Instead of being $1 a month, as it is at present, it is 
14 per cent of the salaries of the several firemen and the 
policemen. 

The pensions that are to be given for disability or for retire- 
ment are certainly not greater than in any other municipality 
of this size. It is a bill that is strongly recommended by the 
commissioners, and I hope that it will pass. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman tell us what change 
is made in this bill over the present law in regard to pen- 
sions? 

Mr. OLCOTT. There is no change whatever made except 
that we get 14 per cent from the policemen’s and the firemen’s 
salaries instead of $1 a month, and in case the fines received 
from the police court are not sufficient, the fees for other 
licenses than the excise licenses can be used to supplement this 
fund, except that the fines collected by the action of the 
Humane Society are still kept intact and are given to them. 
That is the amendment in the Senate bill. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is there any change made in the age for 
retirement or length of service? 

Mr. OLCOTT. None whatever. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Or the amount of pension? 

Mr. OLCOTT. No change whatever. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the gen- 
tleman explain in regard to the fines that have heretofore gone 
to the Humane Society. Before I ask that question, however, 
I want to call attention to lines 5 and 6, on page 2, in which | 
it says: 


the examination 
such pensioner may 
missioners: Provided, 


prescribed by 
be reduced 
however, 


as 


as 


with the pro- 


Mr. Speaker, I demand a sec- 





This fund shall comprise all fines and forfeitures paid into the police | 
court of the District of Columbia. 

That is comprehensive enough to include the fines for cruelty 
to animals, 

Mr. OLCOTT. I would say to the gentleman from Missouri 
in answer to that, that when this bill first came over from the | 
Senate it was as the print which he has in his hand. There- 
after the Senate recalled the bill from the House and put the | 
exception affecting the Humane Society in the bill as it has been | 
read, and which I particularly specified when I first made my 
motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill, and which ex- 
cepts the fines that are recovered by the Humane Society and 
keeps them intact for that society. 

Mr. BORLAND. The bill as read is different—— 

Mr. OLCOTT. No; the bill as read has an exception to pro- 
vide for the point the gentleman particularly makes. 

Mr. BORLAND. 
Senate? 

Mr. OLCOTT. The bill as read is the bill as passed by the 
Senate a second time. The Senate passed the bill and then re- 


The bill as read is the bill as passed by the | 


called it from the House and repassed it with the provision in- 
serted to protect the Humane Society, and then they sent it 
over to the House. 


It has been on the Speaker's table, and’! 
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consequently no print of the bill as last passed has been 
made, 

Mr. BORLAND. Has the gentleman there the language of 

| the change? 

Mr. OLCOTT. TI can not give the identical language, but I 
will be very glad to have the Clerk read it again 

Mr. BORLAND. If the gentleman has no objection, we will 
have the Clerk read it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the part 1 rred to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All fines and rfeitures paid into the police court of the D of 
Columbia, except such fine ind t iture : hor d Ww 
to be paid to the Washington Humane Society ‘ W ‘ i be 
collected. 

Mr. BORLAND. If that bill as read is the bill that has 
passed the Senate, then the question is disposed of. The 


Humane Society, as I understand, is satisfied with the present 
bill. 
Mr. OLCOTT. 
Mr. BORLAND. 


Yes; I understand so, 
Now, the question has been raised here by 


|} some Members that those words “fines and forfeitures paid 


into the police court,’ will have the effect of inducing the 
police to bring about fines and forfeitures rather than jail 
sentences, for the purpose of increasing this fund: and es- 


pecially would that be true in regard to forfeitures in small 
amounts that are collected for minor offenses, where, instead 
of going ahead and prosecuting the offenders, they encourage 
the forfeiture in order to help out this fund. 

Mr. OLCOTT. The only answer I can make to that is that 
the policemen, as is the case now, must have authority from 
the courts in order to do that. 


Mr. BORLAND. Is not the policeman the prosecuting wit- 
ness in most cases? 

Mr. ROBERTS. And the prosecuting attorney, practically. 

Mr. OLCOTT. I will say to the gentleman that this is the 
usual custom of most cities. I do not know exactly how that 
can be avoided. This does not change the existing law in 
any way as to the imposition and collection of fines. There is 
no change whatever in existing law under that provision so 
far as fines and forfeitures are concerned. I will say to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BorLanp], that there is no 
change whatever. This increases the fund and fixes the con 
tribution of all the officials of the police department at 143 
} per cent of their salaries, instead of $1 a month. There 
is no change in the. method of collecting the fines and for 
feitures. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Do the fines and forfeitures 
now go into the pension fund? 

Mr. OLCOTT. They do. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
to the House that under existing law 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 


time if the gentleman from Kentucky is going to speak. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Under existing law the police 
force of the city of Washington now gets all the fines which 


come to the police court as a pension fund. That amounts to 
nearly $150,000 a year. 

Now, this bill proposes to give them, as an additional pen 
sion, every license collected in the District of Columbia, s 
that which is collected for cruelty to animals. That amounts 
to about $15,000 a year, and is turned over to the Huma: 
Society. When this bill has been passed every fine levied 
the District of Columbia, and every license fee collected in 1 
District of Columbia, except for the sale of liquor, goes l 
giving the police force a pension, and that pension goes S 
high as $150 a month. 

Mr. OLCOTT. All of this, with the exception of the fines 
comes practically from the policemen themselves, from thei 
salaries. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. They are getting now nearly 
$150,000 which does not come from the policemen’s salaries 

Mr. OLCOTT. The gentleman appreciates the fact that a 
large number of bequests have been given to the pensi¢ n fund 
of the police, and this does not change present law 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. This bill changes the law in 
this respect, that the license fees collected in the District of 
Columbia from theaters, from circuses, and from every other 
body or thing in the District that has to be licensed, go into 
| this fund, to pension these policemen when they are already 
paid liberal salaries for performing their duties 

Now you propose, under this act, to give the policemen a 
pension of $150 a month, when on the other side of the Hous 


gentlemen who are making a study of pensions, gentlemen wl 
are in a foot race with each other to give | 


t 


to the 
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as much money as they possibly can, begrudgingly give $12 
and $15 a month to them, and yet - 

Mr. OLCOTT. Sut, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yet here you are trying to give 
to these policemen $150 a month pension, when it takes from 
the court and from the people who pay licenses every cent col- 
lected to do it. Your police court is an absolute expense to the 
city government for the simple reason that every fine collected 
goes to that pension fund, and now you propose to add more 
to it by adding all license fees to that fund, except licenses for 
selling liquors. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 
Does not the gentleman know that this bill does not increase 
any pension? It only increases the fund which the recipients 
of the pensions receive them from, and most of that fund comes 
from them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The thing I am objecting to is 
that you propose to give to them every license fee collected in 
the District of Columbia except the whisky licenses. 

Mr. OLCOTT. But the policemen and firemen, in order to 
increase these funds, have got to give more money from their 
salaries, and they do not get any larger pensions, nor is the 
Treasury of the United States mulcted in one single dollar for 
this matter. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The Treasury is mulcted in 
this way: Heretofore you have given them the fines which are 
levied in the police court. Now, by this bill you propose to give 
them every license fee and fine collected in the District of 
Columbia, except those imposed for cruelty to animals, and 
these go to the Humane Society, and amount to $15,000 a year. 
When this bill is passed, then not another license fee, except 
liquor licenses, and not another fine in the police court goes 
toward the maintenance of those courts or toward defraying 
the expenses of this city. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
one moment? The Humane Society is absolutely satisfied 
with this. It is all that they have asked for. The bill was re- 
called from the Senate for the purpose of doing exactly what 
the Humane Society wanted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I am admitting that the Hu- 
mane Society gets this $15,000, but I am telling you and this 
House that when this bill has been passed, every license fee, 
except liquor licenses, and every police-court fine in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia will be diverted to this pension fund, and 
will not go toward defraying the expenses of this Government. 
Consequently the United States Government must go into its 
own pocket to make good that which you are now attempting 
to take out of it. 

Mr. HAY. Is that the law now? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. No; the law now is that they 
get all the fines from the police court, amounting to nearly 
$150,000 a year; but this undertakes to amend the law so that 
they get, in addition, all of the license fees in the District of 
Columbia, from whatever source they come, except liquor 
licenses and except $15,000, which goes to the Humane 
Society. 

Mr. CARLIN. Is not my friend mistaken? This bill does 
not provide for any increased rate of pension. It simply pro- 
vides—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. No matter whether it does or 
not, it leaves a pension standing for some policemen at the 
rate of $150 a month. 

Mr. CARLIN. Let me finish my statement. This rather 
provides that when the fines from the police court are not 
sufficient to pay the pensions already fixed by law, then and 
only then can a portion of these licenses be used to make up 
that deficiency. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes; and right there they have 
fixed the retirement-pension fund so high that what they pay 
into it themselves and this $150,000 taken away from the police 
court is not sufficient to pay the pensions; and, because they are 
not able to pay them, here is this bill to take every license fee 
in the District of Columbia, except the whisky licenses, in 
order that they may be paid these exorbitant pensions, notwith- 
standing they are already paid liberal salaries. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Into what fund have these fees for licenses 
been paid heretofore, or are they now being paid? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Into the general expense fund 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KITCHIN. They do not go into the special fund to help 
defray the expenses of the court? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. No; they do not, 

Mr. KITCHIN, They go into the general fund, 


Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The Government now pays the 
expenses of the courts, pays the salaries of the judges; and, 
when these fines have been assessed and collected, they do not 
go toward paying the salaries of those judges, but they go into 
this pension fund. Now you propose to add to that sum every 
other cent collected in the District of Columbia in the way of 
license taxes, except liquor licenses. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield some time to me? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a good illustration of 
a retirement bill. The proposition comes, first, for taking a 
small percentage from the pay which will provide a retirement 
fund, like the proposition for the teachers. I stated to the 
Hous. the other day that when we promise to pay a pension or 
retirement out of a certain amount to be contributed by ofli- 
cials themselves, the amount will not be sufficient, as it never 
is in the bills provided; then they come in and say we have 
agreed to pay the retirement and we must make up the money 
in some way. 

This bill provides for 14 per cent to be deducted from the 
pay, but they know it will not be sufficient, because they have 
tried it. In the case of the teachers, they do not knoy, be- 
cause they have not tried it. It is proposed to make up the 
deficiency by taking the money from some other source. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes, 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Does not the gentleman put the retire- 
ment fund of the police and fire department on a different basis 
than he does the teachers and other civilians? 

Mr. MANN. As to whether they ought to be retired, that is 
another proposition. The gentleman from New York advocat 
ing the bill said that the teachers stood on the same basis 
The fact is that in none of these cases will they get money 
enough on the original bill to pay the retirement provided for. 
They knew when the original bill was fixed what was author 
ized, and following that they scaled the amount down, and as 
soon as they scaled the amount down then they come up and 
want another fund out of which to take the money, 

Mr. KENDALL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. KENDALL. Does the gentleman from Illinois say -that 
if the revenues from these funds are insufficient there is any ob 
ligation on the part of the Government to make up the defi 
ciency? 

Mr. MANN. I insist that we ought not to make it up. 

Mr. KENDALL. But the gentleman’s contention is that they 
will come and ask us to do it. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; as they are now coming and asking it to be 
done in this case. But when the original proposition was be 
fore Congress they were told that the amount provided for i! 
the bill would not be sufficient to pay the sums which they pr 
posed to pay. They said they would take their chances and 
that they would scale the amount to be paid, but as soon as it | 
scaled they come and want us to provide another fund from 
which the amount can be paid in full. They want an inex 
haustible fund out of which they may pay the full amount 
which they originally got. When that amount was fixed it 
was the distinct understanding that it should only be paid to 
them in case the fund that was provided for by law would | 
sufficient to pay these retirements, and when it was not suffi 
cient then they come and say you promised to pay us so mu 
money, $150 a month in some cases and $50 in others, a! 
having promised us that, you must make it up to us in soe 
other way. There is absolutely no justice in that kind of 
claim. 

Mr. CARLIN. There is no man under this bill who receives 
as much as $150 a month. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has not read the Dill. The 
chief engineer is to get $150 a month, and the major and su} 
intendent is to get $150 a month. 

Mr. CARLIN. But we have not any major. Nobody is pen 
sioned at that sum. 

Mr. MANN. There is nobody on the pension roll drawing 20) 
such sum of money now, because they are all scaled down, ! 
cause the fund which they propose to contribute is not suflicient 
to pay the large retirements which they provided for. They 
ought to be willing to stand by the law which was passed 3! 
their request, and not insist that Congress shall provide anothe! 
fund out of which it may be paid. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. ; 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman from 

| New York whether or not it is costing the United States 
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Government anything for this; whether any appropriation is 
made. 

Mr. OLCOTT. No; it does not cost the United States Govern- 
ment anything. All the money that comes from fines goes into 
the District treasury and not into the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. HAY. Where have these fines that are provided for in 
this bill been going heretofore? 

Mr. THOMAS of Ohio. Into the National Treasury, to the 
credit of the District fund. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Going to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANN. We make the appropriations for the District, 
and the gentleman attempts to make a differentiation; but we 
are just as much the trustee for one fund as we are for the 
other. 

Mr. OLCOTT. These are funds that are paid into the United 
States Treasury for the District of Columbia. It is one of the 
cases where there is not a partnership. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. These license fees heretofore went into the fund of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. OLCOTT. The police court fines and the dog licenses 
have always been part of this pension fund, and the Humane 
Society funds were paid to the Humane Society. That has been 
provided for in the bill that is now under consideration. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. These other fees went into the gen- 
‘al fund of the District of Columbia heretofore. 

Mr. OLCOTT. That is quite true. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, then, if you subtract them 
from the District of Columbia funds, are you not mulcting the 
United States Government for just one-half that you subtract? 

Mr. OLCOTT. No; you are not, because they went into the 
Treasury to the credit of the District of Columbia for the pur- 
pose of paying the police and fire pensions. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Would not the taxpayers of the District of 
Columbia have to be mulcted with more? It would fall upon 
the taxpayers of the District. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
OtcoTr) there were—ayes 55, noes 77. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the motion 
was rejected. 


€ 


RECESS. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
take a recess until 8.30 o'clock to-night. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 54 
minutes p,m.) the House took a recess until 8.50 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 


At 8.30 o'clock p. m., the recess having expired, the Speaker 
called the House to order. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 29157) making appro- 
priations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States for the ‘fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and 
for other purposes, and agree to the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, strike out lines 11 and 12 and insert: 

“Tor salaries of agents for the payment of pens! ys at $4,000 each, 


$72,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 
The SPEAKER. 
gentleman from 
Mr. KEIFER. 
Mr. MACON. 


Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
Arkansas? 

For a question. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 reserve the right to object. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit me, 
I will state that there is but one amendment to this general 
pension appropriation, and that relates to the pension agencies. 
Vhen the bill was brought in by me from the Committee on 
Appropriations to this House, it was brought in exactly as the 
bill is now amended so far as the appropriation for pension 
agencies is concerned. The bill as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations provided for the salaries of 18 agents. 
The House amended that clause in the bill so as to appropriate 
for but one agency. Members of this House are familiar with 
the contest that has gone on through the last two or three Con- 
gresses over this very question. As far as I am concerned, I 
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| have not changed my mind. I think the pension agencies should 
| be reduced largely if not to one, but some of us have been in 
conference with conferees of the Senate over this question as 
much as three months at a time in this and past Congresses. 
| My colleagues, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GARDNER], 
and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Bowers], and others 
have been on that committee of conference, and we have been 
in conferences frequently day and night. We have brought the 
question up to the last hour of the session—in the Fifty-ninth 
Congress, in its last session, in both sessions of the NSixtieth 
Congress, and in the second session of this Congress—up to 
the very last day and the last hour thereof, and the House has 
always had to yield upon the subject or the pension appropria- 
tion bill would fail. Now, I think that at this late period in 
the last session of this Congress and in the last hours thereof 
it is useless to send it to conference again. The agencies are 
just as they have been for a great many years. If the bill 
passes they will be continued, unless the President exercises 
the power he possesses in reference to discontinuing or consoli- 
dating some of these agencies. That he may do. I think there 
is no doubt about the legal power of the President to consoli 
date agencies or discontinue them, unless it be as to three or 
four that were originally directly created by law, which 
fixed the place where the agency was to be located. 

But most of these agencies have been created by executive 
order under a general law, and my understanding is, and I 
tLink it is the understanding of those who have looked into the 
question, that the President, having created most of 
agencies, could discontinue them if he chose to do so. 
think now, under all the circumstances, the wise thing 
pass this bill. It appropriates for the payment of pensions 
alone $153,000,000, Other appropriations in the bill are for the 
administration of the Pension Bureau and the and 
there is nothing unusual in the amount. The Senate neither in- 
creased nor decreased any money appropriation in the bill, ex- 
cept that the Senate amendment appropriates $72,000, and the 
bill as it passed the House and as it went to the Senate appro- 
priated but $4,000. The salary of each pension agent is $4,000, 
and if only that sum were appropriated, only one agent could be 
paid, and the agencies would therefore have to be consolidated 
into one agency. 

Mr. MACON. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
question. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to ask any ques- 
tions. I reserved the right to object to unanimous consent for 
another purpose, and I will be frank enough to give my reasons 
for it. I have been threatened by the passage of a bill to pro- 
mote one Robert E. Peary until I have gotten to a point where 
I have concluded if this House has 40 or 60 minutes to give up 
to that gentleman in its closing hours that it ought to have time 
to consider everything else that is to be considered by it in the 


law 


these 
And I 


is to 


agencies, 


Mr. Speaker 
I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas for a 


regular way under the rules. And it is my purpose to insist 
that, if we have time to spare to individuals such as I have 
mentioned, we must pursue the regular course in all matters 


coming before the House 
Speaker announces the 
Congress. 

rhe SPEAKER. Is there obje 
tleman from Ohio | Mr. KEIrer}? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Of course I refer to the ag 
Moines, Iowa. I wanted to abolish all of them but 

Mr. KEIFER. He probably can not do that 

Mr. SULZER. I want to ask the gentleman 
INEIFER] a question. 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield. 

Mr. MANN. I was going to suggest, Mr. S| 
is not a matter requiring unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Well, 


from now until the gavel falls 
final adjournment of the 


and the 
Sixty-first 


tion to the request of the gen- 


ney at Des 


one, 


from Ohio { Mr. 


that this 


eaker, 


the gentleman asked unanimous con- 


sent to take the bill from the Speaker's table and concur in the 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. SULZER. Has any change been made in the pension 
agency in New York? 

Mr. KEIFER. Nota thing. Nothing has been dons 

Mr. SULZER. That is all; [wanted to know out New York 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a ] se. | Ch 
Chair hears none— 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker 

SEVERAL MeMBeERS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. And the amendments are agreed to. 

Mr. GARRETT. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 


Has the gentleman just come in? 
| Mr. GARRETT. No, sir. 
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The SPEAKER. After all, the vote was given before the | 
gentleman objected, and the amendments are concurred in. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

CO nt to take from the Speaker’s table the bill CH. R. 32866) 
making appropriations for the Diplomatic and Consular Service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, to disagree to the Sen- 
ate amendments, and ask for a conference. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Foster] 
a hnanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, to disagree to the 
Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendments 
be read. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Foster]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced as 
conferees on the part of the House Mr. Foster of Vermont, Mr. 
Fassett, and Mr. Howarp, 


Pel 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives (the Senate concurring) of March 2, 1911, I return here- 
with House biil No. 26290, entitled “An act providing for the 
validation of certain homestead entries.” 

Wm. H. Tarr. 


Tl 


lune Wuite Howse, March 2, 1911. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following formal] 
resolution (H. Con. Res. 64), which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask to have read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the action of the Speaker of the House and of the Vice President 
of the United States and President of the Senate in signing the en 
rolled bill (11. R. 26290) providing for the validation of certain home 
stead entries be, and the same is hereby, rescinded, and that the bill be 
reenrolled with the first word in section 2 changed from “ Than to 
“ant.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 








FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 


take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 32865) making | 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, | 


for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordi- 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes, with Senate 
amendments, disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask for a 
conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve points of order on the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the fortification 
bill, disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask for a con- 
ference. Is there objection? 

Mr. MACON. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, 
disagree to the Senate amendments to the fortification bill, 
and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to 
suspend the rules, disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask 
for «a conference on the fortification bill. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky demands a 


second, The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] is en- 


Mr. TAWNEY. There are no increases except one in regard 
to the Cape Henry project, and then there is one out in Cali- 
fornia. They have been on this bill many times before. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. And they have always gone out. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire 
time? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not. 

The question was taken, and (two-thirds voting therefor) the 
motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Smiru of Iowa, Mr, Grarr, 
and Mr. SHERLEY. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL of Iowa. I call up the Military Academy bill 
(H. R. 32486) and ask unanimous consent to disagree to the 
Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the Military Academy 
appropriation bill, disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask 
for a conference. The Clerk will report the Senate amend 
ments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Hutt of Iowa, Mr. Young 
of Michigan, and Mr. Hay. 


FRANCHISES IN PORTO RICO, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President (S. Doc. No. 855), which was read, and, with 
the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

As required by section 32 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide reyenues 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” 
I transmit herewith certified copies of franchises granted by 
the executive council of Porto Rico, which are described in the 
accompanying letter from the Secretary of War transmitting 
them to me. Such of these as relate to railroad, street railway 
telegraph, and telephone franchises, privileges, or concessions 
have been approved by me, as required by the joint resolution 
of May 1, 1900. 

WILLIAM H. Tart. 

THe WHITE House March 2, 1911. 


TEMPORARY COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 


The Speaker announced the appointment of Mr. Hucues of 
West Virginia, Mr. Currter, and Mr. BarTLetr of Georgia as 


| the temporary Committee on Accounts in pursuance of thi 


titled to 20 minutes, and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. | 


SHERLEY] is entitled to 20 minutes. 

SEVERAL MEMBERS. Vote! Vote! 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to occupy any 
part of the time. There are only two amendments to this bill, 
and I am confident that if the House -vill adopt the motion 
which I have made, there will be no difficulty about a final 
agreement in conference. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman state briefly what in- 
creases have been made in the Senate? 


statute. 
VISITORS TO THE NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The Speaker announced as visitors to the Naval Academy, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. SteMp, and Mr. PADGETT. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


sy unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Weeks, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of Barton E. Gardner, 
Sixty-first Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Granam of 
Pennsylvania, leave was granted to withdraw from the files © 
the House, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of 
William H. H. Bennett, Sixty-first Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 


I 
f 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Asuerook, for the remander of this session, on account of si 
ness. 


LIGHTING CARS BY ELECTRICITY—CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads was discharged from the further consideration 0! 
the bill (H. R. 32617) to promote the safety of employees and 
travelers upon railroads by compelling common carriers in the 
Territories and the District of Columbia and those engaged in 
interstate commerce to equip certain of their cars with the 
means of lighting the same by electricity, and to so light them; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 






















AMENDING SECTION 096, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaer, I move to take from the 
Speaker’s table House bill 18014 and agree to the Senate 
qninendments. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 18014, an 
act to amend section 996 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States as amended by the act of February 19, 1897, with Senate 
amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. PARKBPR. Mr. Speaker, these amendments are substan- 
tially the same as the bill we had in the House. The only differ 
ence is that they make it clear that the application is to be 
made to the court that orders the money deposited, and they 
add a proviso by which the court shall make a like order as to 
the money deposited before the passage of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman's motion? 
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Mr. PARKER. I move that the House agree to the Senate ; 


amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PROHIBITION OF SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO INDIANS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the following Senate bills with House amendments. 
The amendments are in the nature of a substitute, and I ask 
that the substitute be read. 

The Clerk read as fellows: 


An act (S. 1981) to amend section 1 of an act approved January 30, 





1897, entitled “An act to prohibit th ale of intoxicating inks to 
Indians, providing penalties therefor, and for other purpose 
] enacted, ete., That the act approved January 30, 1897, entitled 
‘An t to prohibit the sale of intoxicating drinks to Indians. providing 
penalties therefor, and fer other purposes,” be amended to read as 
follow 
SI 10on 1. Th person who shall sell, give away, dispose of, 
ext is or bar malt, fermented, spirituous, or vineus liquor, 
including beer, al vine, or any ardent or other intoxicating liquor 
of any kind whi or any essel , extract, bitters, preparation, 
compound, composition, or any article whatsoever, under whatever 


name, label, or brand, which produces intoxication, to any In 
ward of the Government, under charge of any Indian superintent 
igent, or any Indian, including Pueblos and mixed bloods, over 
the Government, through its departments, exercises guardian 
isdiction, and any person who shall introduce or attempt to int 
into the Indian country or within an Indian reservation, or shall h 
in his possession, sell, give away. dispose of, exchange, or barter any) 
malt, fermented, spirituous, or vinous liquor, including beer, ale, and 
wine, or any ardent or intoxicating liquor of any kind whatsoever, or 
any essence, extract, bitters, preparation, compound, composition, or any 
article whatsoever, under whatever name, label, or brand, which pro- 
duces intoxication, within the Indian country or within an Indian 
reservation, including Indian pueblos, which term shall include any In 
dian allotment while the title to the same shall be held in trust by 
the Government, or while the same shall remain inalienable by th 
allottee, without the consent of the United States, or who sh: ntr 
duce or attempt to introduce or have in his possession, sell. gi ‘ 
dispose of, exchange, or barter any malt, fermented, spirituous, or 
vinous liquor, including beer, ale, and wine, or any ardent or imtoxi 
ting liquor of any kind whatsoever, or any essence, extract, bitter 
preparation, compound, composition, or any artic whatsoever, under 
whatever name, label. or brand, which preduces intoxication, in or 
upon an Indian reservation, Indian settlement, or Indian school within 

















the United States, shall be punished by imprisonment for not less than 
60 days and by a fine of not less than $100 for the first offense vl 
not less than $200 for each offense thereafter: Provided, hower« That 
the person convicted shall be committed until fine and costs ] 
But it shall be a sufficient defense to any charge of violation th 
provisions of this law that the acts charged were done by order of or 


under authority from the Interior Department or any officer dul; 
authorized thereunto by the Interior Department. 

‘Sec. 2. That so much of the act of the 23d day of July, 1892, a 
i with the provisions of this act is hereby repealed 
‘ at when the surplus lands of any Indian reservation ar 
opened to settlement hereafter, the lands allotted, those f : 
reserved, and the surplus land sold, set aside for town-site 
inted to the State, or otherwise disposed of, shall be subj 

d of 25 years to all the laws of the United States prohi 
oduction of intoxicants into the Indian country.” 


The SPEAKER Is a second demanded ? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER Under the rule a second is ordered, and 
the centleman from Kansas is entitled to 20 minutes and the 
gentleman from Kentucky to 20 minutes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this legisla 
tion is to amend the act of June 30, 1897. In section 1 of 
that act we strike out the word “any” and insert “ whatever.” 


We trike out ae le ill alle tment of lan | | as been made 















while the title to the same shall be held in trust by the Govern- 
ment or to any Indian.” And we insert the words “ Pueblos 
We also insert for jurisdiction “into the Indian country,” 
and “or any essence, extract, bitters, preparation, compound, 
composition, or any article whatsover and of whatever name, 
label, or brand which produces intoxication in the Indian 
country or within an Indian reservation, including Indian 


pueblos.” 


We also add “ or who shall introduce or attempt t 


: 
or have in his possession, sell, give away, dispose of 
or barter any malt, fermented, spiritous, or vinous 
cluding beer, ale, and wine, or any ardent intoxic: 
of any kind whatsoever, or any essence, eXtra bitters 
tion, compound, composition, or any artic whatsac 
whatever name, label, or brand, which produc 


in or upon an Indian reservation, Indian settlement 
school within the United States. ”’ 








We strike out “ introducing or attempting t utrodi ardent 
spirits, ale, beer, wine, or intoxicating yuors into tl Indian 
country ” and insert i tion of the provis ; of this W 

We insert * by order of” and strike out in writ St . 
out “ War” and insert “ Interior. We do that in two stances 
in that section. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a quest 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I notice that the committee amendment mal 
differentiation between an Indian reservation and the Ind 
country. I had always suppesed that the “ Indian cou 
included the “ Indian reservation.” Now, just what does the 


Indian country include if it does not include the hl 
vition? 


Mr. TAWNEY. It includes the entire cession The wh 
State of Minnesota would be an Indian country 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will state that under th 
recent laws that have been ssed for the d L ¢ n 
reservations there has bee provision in the law tl 
section 3 in this bill, previding that liquor sh: not le 
duced into that country for 25 years, and extending to tl 


country the laws relating to the sale of intox 


Indians, and the term “ Indian country ” would b 
notwithstanding there is no reservation Phat 
a reservation any longer after it is broken uw 

Mr. MANN Very well: but is not the Indian r 
cluded in the Indian muntr'y 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It may be 

Mr. MANN. Is not it always’ 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It is an Indian 
yet. 

Mr. MANN. Then, the moment you in law make 
tiation between the Indian country and the India: 
what then is included in the indian country 
presumed by a court 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It may be an Indian country 


and not an Indian reservation 


Mr. MANN. That may be true, but it can not be 


reservation and not be Indian country. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, it can, under the decision 


i 
‘me Court of the United Si 


reservations.’ 
Mr. TAWNEY. It includes it. 
Mr. MANN. That weakens the law. 
Mr. SHERLEY How do we get jurisdiction in 
| 


.L. By reserving it in the titles 





Mr. CAMPBI | of the and. 
It has been the practice for many years to stipulate in the deed 
to lands in Indian reservations that intoxicati: quo 
not be sold upon these lands for a long period, say 25 vy 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand that, but there is nothin e 
to show that the Indian country is such country where s 1 re 
striction has been reserved or where the Federal Gove nent 
has any contro! or jurisdiction 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Wel, of course, it is dt ! 
country where the Federal Government has legislative ris 
diction. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It may or may not be. If you S \ 
that is wider than the power of the Government ! 

Your 


judicial construction narrow it so as to make 
whole law fails. 


Mr. CAMPBELE. We could not pass a law her 


apply to any territory or country wi n the sok d of 
a State in matters which are subjects for | the 
States and not within the legislative jurisd Cor 

cress of the United States 

Mr. SHERLEY I und nad, | { ! 
you may make your Jaw invalid, even as to that ter t 
s subject to your juris ‘ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The { on of hal 
prohibit the sale of liquor upon any Indian | the 
United States for a period f 25 years. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I « re to f mn 


from Kansas a question. 


| Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. ~ 


tl Cs. 
Mr. MANN. The term “Indian country” it 1d 
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Mr. 


been cede 


TAWNEY. Under this provision, land that may have 
1 by the Indians to the General Government 50 years 
ago, the title to which has since passed into private ownership, 
is yet known in law as Indian country; and it is under exactly 
such provisions as this that only a few months ago the Indian 
Bureau attempted to control the exercise of the police powers 
of the State of Minnesota and nullify the revenue laws of that 
State as applied to all or seven-eighths of the State of Minne- 
the land had been ceded by the Indians to the 
General Government and then transferred to the State, and 
the title has since passed to individuals. But, notwith- 
standing that fact, in contemplation of law it remains Indian 
country. 


sota, because 


Mr. BUTLER. Indian country? Are there any Indians | 
there? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Under the treaty of 1851, whereby almost 


one-half of the State of Minnesota was ceded to the General 
Government, there was a provision against the introduction of 
any intoxicating liquors of any kind in the Indian country. 


And if it had not been for the fact that there was a provision | 


in 
the 
outbreak of 


the act of 1863 which repealed all obligations assumed by 
Government to the Sioux Indians in consequence of the 
1S62 


, the Indian Bureau, although there is not an | 





Indian in that part of the State, or has not been for more than | 


a quarter of a century, over which the Government has juris- 
diction, would have enforced that provision. 


ALLOTMENTS NEK-QUEL-E-KIN AND OTHERS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 32251) 
authorizing the sale of the allotments of ~ why ee e-kin, or 
Wapato John, and Que-til-qua-soon, or Peter, Moses agreement 
allottees, with the title amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: 

“An act authorizing the sale of portions of the 


quel-e-kin, or Wapato John, and Que-til-qua-soon, 
ment allottees.”’ 


The Senate 


OF 


allotments of Nek- 
or Peter, Moses agree- 


amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Curtis, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the bill from the House of Representatives (H. R. 
32251) entitled “An act authorizing the sale of the allotments of Nek- 
quel-e-kin, or Wapato John, and Que-til-qua-soon, or Peter 
ment allottees, do pass with the following amendment to the 

Amend the title so as to read: 
tions of the 
gua soon, or 


title: 
“An act authorizing the sale of 
allotments of Nek-quel-e-kin, 
Peter, 


por- 
or Wapato John, and Que-til- 
Moses agreement allottees.”’ 


PROHIBITING SALE OF INTOXICATING DRINKS TO INDIANS. 


The House resumed consideration of the bill S. 1981, as 
follows: 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say just one word 


more. Recently the President of the United States advocated 
that provision in all the treaties that he was authorized to act 


upon. There still remain two treaties, the treaty of 1855 and 
the treaty of 1863, ceding a large tract of land to the Gov- 
ernment which has passed into private ownership, where 


there are no Indians and where the country is settled up, and 
where there are many prosperous cities and towns in the Ter- 
ritories, and this provision would again declare the country 
to be Indian country and make more stringent than the law is 
to-day the matter of transportation of beer or 
liquors of any kind into that country for the use of anybody. 
It was only a short time ago, under a similar provision of this 
kind, where the railroad and express companies refused to 
take alcohol to the northern part of the State in order to sup- 
ply hospitals, because they were informed if they did so they 
would be violating this general provision ‘of law. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the purpose is to 
this law applicable only to Indian country inhabited by In- 
dians and such country as was not included within the treaties 
abrogated by the President of the United States. It applies 
only to lands under the control of the Congress of the United 
States, because they are Indian lands, inhabited by Indians. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘The term “ Indian country” ought to be de- 
fined in any law, because under the construction to-day any- 
thing that has been ceded to the Government of the United 
States by the Indians, no matter where it is situated, if it 
was half a century ago, is still held by the courts to be “ Indian 
country.” 

Mr. STEPHENS Might it not be well to add an 
and 


of Texas. 


amendment here, striking out the words “ Indian country ” 
this apply 


let to Indian reservations alone? 


intoxicating | 


make | 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I had not supposed that any- 
one would raise the question that this would apply only to lands 
peculiarly under the control and legislative jurisdiction of 
the United States because it was Indian country. I do not 
object to the proposition that it shall apply to Indian reser- 
vations. { 

Mr. MANN. Is there any land of that sort that is not tn- 
cluded in an Indian reservation? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. None whatever. 

Mr. MANN. Then it could be assumed, when the gentleman 
says “Indian country” that he means something outside, which 
nobody yet has ever defined, I think. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The intent of section 1 of this bill is to 
have this legislation apply only to the country within an Indian 
reservation. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then I suggest to the gentleman 
that he move to strike out that objectionable language. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the words “Indian reservation” be substituted for the 
words “Indian country.” 


Mr. STAFFORD. Just strike out the words “Indian coun 


| try.” That would be sufficient. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes; I suggest to strike out the words 
“Tndian country.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Cawmp- 





r, Moses agree- | 
| specify what the amendments 


BELL] asks unanimous consent to modify the amendment, 1! 
Clerk will read the modified amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 5, line 8, and on page 6, line 16-—— 
Mr. MANN. And on page 5, line 1 
The Clerk resumed the reading, as follows: 


line 1, strike out the words “Indian country” and 
“Indian reservation.” 





And on page 5, 
insert the words 

Mr. MANN. Strike out “Indian country or within.” 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Just a moment. Mr. Speak 
if the gentleman from Wisconsin is going to use any time yw 
can perfect this language in the meanwhile. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman from Kentucky 
SHERLEY] use some time? 


[ Mr. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of m) 
time. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr 
CAMPBELL] or the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney! 


or the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], one or all, please 
are to be? 
The first amendment is on the bottom of page 4 


Mr. MANN. 


| and on page 5, to strike out the words “Indian country or 





within,” so that it would read “ within an Indian reservation ”; 
and on line 8 strike out the words “Indian country or,” 
that it would read ‘‘ within an Indian reservation.” 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will ask the gentleman from 
Illinois what about the lands where the laws governing the sa 
of liquor have been extended and yet the lands are not with 
an Indian reservation? 

Mr. MANN. This would not affect the laws already in ex 
istence on the subject. 

Mr. TAWNEY. All lands included in States not included in 
Indian reservations are under the control of the States, and tli 
State laws relating to the sale and introduction of intoxicating 
liquors apply to what is termed “ the Indian country.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Now. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the proposed modit 
eation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beginning with the last word on page 4 strike out the 


Indian country or within,” so that it will read “ introduc 
dian reservation,” ete. 





words “ft 
d into an! 


And on page 5, line 8, strike out the words ‘“‘ within the Indian 
try or,” so that it will read “ within an Indian reservation,” etc 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas reser\' 


the remainder of his time? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I reserve the remainder of my time, Mr 


| Speaker, 


The SPEAKER. Without objection the modification wil! 
agreed to. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STarrorpD]. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the main objection to t's 
bill has been pointed out by the gentleman from Minnesota 4 : 
has been remedied by the proposed amendment, consented to by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

I sympathize with the purpose of the bill so far as it exte! nds 
the law that has heretofore existed on the statute books, fur 







































































1911. 


bidding the sale of alcoholic and fermented liquors to Indians, 
so as to include those other aleoholic and intoxicating drinks 
that have been sold under the disguise of patent medicines. I 
think the House sheuld have its attention called to the fact 
that this bill will stop a very bad practice that has been in- 
dulged in in times gone by, in having Peruna and other alco- 
holic beverages under the guise of patent medicines sold by 
hootleggers to the Indians. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I should like to know from 
the gentleman if, in his opinion, we could stop the sale of 
Peruna, would it increase the demand for beer? [Laughter.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I think it would be much 
better to inerease the demand for beer in place of Peruna, 
because all enlightened people recognize the fact that beer is 
much more a temperance beverage than such concoctions as 
Hostetter’s Bitters, Peruna, and the like, which some people 
| ate as temperance beverages. [Laughter.] 

rhere is another section of the bill which should meet with 
opposition, and that is section 3, which seeks to put into the 
antive law a restraint that en all Indian reservations 
open to settlement in the future no intoxicating liquors of any 

ul shall be sold for 25 years. The attention of the House 
has been directed heretofore to the fact that such an amend- 
ment would work hardship as against the internal policy of 
ie local community, where the sentiment might be over- 
whelmingly in favor of license or other forms of regulation of 
the liquor traffic. Instances were cited in South Dakota where, 
when that State was under a prohibitory law under the consti- 
tution, such a provision was enacted, and when the State re- 
pealed the prohibitory law it found itself unable in these 
coustituencies to have their will enacted into law so as 
to have a defferent regulation for the liquor traffic which 
would be more satisfactory to the people of those commu- 
nities, 

We all agree that the Indians should not be supplied with 
liquor. We do not wish them to be tempted with liquor in 
any way, because we know that when an Indian has liquor in 
him, he is one of the worst enemies of civilization; but here 
we are trying to dictate and determine the internal policy of 
those localities that may be established when the Indian reser- 

ions are open to settlement. This innocent-looking measure 
hat was introduced here would have cireumvented the pur- 
pose of the President in extending the liquor laws to tbat 
Indian territory in Minnesota which has been open to settle- 
ment for many years, and where liquor has been sold for a 
long time. 

So I wish to say that the measure, while not as objectionable 
as it was, since the words “ Indian country ” have been stricken 
out, is still objectionable in trying to fasten upon local com- 
munities an internal policy for 25 years, regardless of whether 
there are any Indians living there or not. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a very goed illus- 
tration of the danger of legislating under suspension of the 
rules. As originally presented to the House it had in it a term 
that no Member of this House is able to define with legal accu- 
racy or even with practical accuracy. The gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], when asked what was meant by the 
“Tndian country,” was evidently embarrassed, and gave 
answer that may have been satisfactory to him, 


purase 





but which 
I am sure was not enlightening to any of the rest of us, and I 
say that with all deference to the gentleman’s ability. But 
here was the use of a phrase that might have in it. as pointed 
cut by the gentleman from Minnesota, very great evils. Now 
has been corrected by the suggested amendment. sut I 
call attention to section 2, which undertakes to repeal a spe- 
cific law supposed to be in conflict with this law. Yet, since 
that law was enacted we have codified all the penal laws of 
the United States into a code. I am not prepared to say from 
mory, and I doubt if the gentleman from Kansas is pre- 
pared to say from memory, whether or not we did not repeal 
this law at the time we adopted the penal code, and whether 
there may not be now in that code a law in conflict or hostile 
the one we are asked to enact to-night In other words, it 
S impossible in these closing days, with 20 minutes’ debate on 
ide with the bill not open to amendment. except by unani- 
Is consent, to properly consider legislation of any in- 
icacy. 
The third section, as stated by the gentleman from Wiscon- 
is, to my mind, exceedingly wrong in principle. I do not 
ippose there is a man iv the House who is not desirous of 
ig whatever may be necessary to protect the Indians against 
sal and use of intoxicating liquors We need not have 
y fear but what Congress will always be ready, willing, and 


us to legislate for that purpose. Here is an attempt not 
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only to do that but to carry into the State for a period of 25 


years prohibition laws that may apply to others than the In 
dians—in point of fact may apply over a territory where there 
are no Indians. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield for 
a2 suggestion? 

Mr. SHERLEY Yes, 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota Is the gentleman aware of 
the fact that tl ‘ ip] s a mnt1 th i \ 
settled by Indians, and that the sett ers WHO go ih, aK \ l 
full knowledge of these cond Ls I { { 
tleman’s attention to one iggesti that be ‘ rplus 
lands are disposed of the Indians are allotted tit is held 
by the Government in trust for 25 ye Conseq 
throughout that country there will be Indians residing 


next 25 years. The purpose of this legislation is to extend 
the laws that now apply to the Indian country to these 
lands to protect the Indians who will be residents ther r 3 
years, 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman’s statement of fact in the 


¢ in 
hext 25 years is correct, and I have no doubt it is : a 
curate as any man’s prophesy as to 25 years, there cht be 
some justification to enact the law as reads and permits the 
fastening on the community of certain laws relative to the 
sale of intoxicating liquors rhey may or may not be 


mony with the laws of that part of the State or the St: t 
large. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. There is no com: lity except 
the Indians there at this time 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand, but it does not f y that 
when the Indian lands are sold that there will ne ssarily be 
Indian residents intermingled. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman thinks so, but T do not 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Every bill that we have 
passed within the last few years relating to surplus land in 
Indian reservations | 1 this provision. 





is contained 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, I would not say the fact that we have 
done anything in the past was necessarily evidence of its wis 
dom. It may or may not be, but I call attention to thes es 
tions, questions that [I can only touch upon, and I ask this 
House whether it feels warranted in this way to legislate on 
subject as important as this. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. This is a Senate bill, and House amend ts 


propose to strike out all after the enacting lause The u <0 


amendment is very different from the original S: te bill If 


we vote for the House amendment on the gentleman’s m 


can he be assured that it goes that way or not at all at this 


late time in the session? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I think I violate no confidence when I 


that if this bill passes the House that the Senate will agre to 


the bill as it passes the House. 
not consent to a conference. 

Mr. MANN If the Senate amends it and it comes back here 
will the gentleman attempt to concur in the Sen: an | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No. 

Mr. MANN. Or ask for a conference? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No; I shall not, and I n 


And if they do not, we 





leagues will not attempt to legislate in conference on t! sub 
ject. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, that is just anothei 
tion, to my mind, why we should not pass this bill The S 
in these closing hours can not possibly consider with 
eration the House amendment, which is pract y firme 
and it is asking a good deal of Congre ‘ eu sn er 
in this way and pass upon it [I ha ‘ Lis, 
not that I have any particular interest tl ex on, for | 
am not familiar with much of the law perta y Indian ) 
Indian reservations, | tl reading of tl ! ck | 
its far-reaching effects: and emed to me 1 tl 
anyone on this side of the H: ‘X] ing the 1 
of sufficient impertance to ask the Hof » pause for i 
before passing it Ha g Ww ily | 
my duty, I am willing to leave i » the judgment 
Hous: 

Mr. CAMPBELI Mr. S cer, just a word. So fa 3 
tion 3 is concerned, we ar ding 
what we have been provid n speci ws in the r of 
every Indian reservation for the sale of Indian l We have 


provided that the deeds l 


cating liquors should not be sold on these lands for a riod 


25 years. Now, so far as the intention of this law is 
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the gentleman from Wisconsin has well stated it, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in his letter, says this: 


If the bill is amended as suggested— : " 
And that is the amendment that the House has made— ~* 
and enacted into law, it will materially aid this department in suppressing 
the liquor traffic among the Indians. I therefore respectfully request 
that this legislation receive the early and favorable consideration of 

the Congress, 

This was dated January 24, 1911. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that one of the 
main reasons why this bill should pass is on account of the 
bitters, such as Peruna and various other articles, that are used 
as intoxicants by the Indians? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is one of the purposes of this bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And it is desirable to prevent 
that; and another thing is that the Pueblo Indians in New 
Mexico and Arizona have never been protected heretofore and 
have not come under the laws regulating the sale of intoxicating 
liquors to Indians. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 

The SPEAKER. 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 


That is true. 
The question is on suspending the rules and 


MAKING ST. ANDREWS, FLA., A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. MAYS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union from further consideration of the bill (S. 10559) to des- 
ignate St. Andrews, Fla., as a subport of entry, consider the 
same in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and pass the 
same. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That St. Andrews, in the State of Florida, 
hereby made a subport of entry in the district of Pensacola, and the 
necessary customs officers may, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, be stationed at said subport with authority to enter and 
clear vessels, receive duties, fees, and other moneys, and perform 
such other services as in his judgment the interests of commerce may 


is 





require, and said officers shall receive such compensation as he may 
allow. 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 


Mr. CLAYTON. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, a second is considered as 
ordered. The gentleman from Florida is entitled to 20 minutes, 
and the gentleman from Alabama to 20 minutes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following 


amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The rules have not yet been suspended, and 
the bill is not up for consideration. The question is on sus- 


pending the rules. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now before the House for con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole. Without objection 
the further reading of the bill will be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


as 


In line 3, page 1, strike out the words “ St. Andrews” 


lieu thereof “ the port of St. Andrews Bay.” 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I bope the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. Mays], who has made this motion, will agree to 
this amendment. I recognize the fact, Mr. Speaker, that the 
two Senators from Florida are in favor of this bill in its pres- 
ent form. But, Mr. Speaker, I must say that the amendment 
seeks to meet a peculiar situation there at St. Andrews Bay, 
and, in my judgment, would be fair to all the parties now en- 
gaged in a controversy over this particular wording of this 
particular bill. The controversy arises because of the fact that 
there are located on St. Andrews Bay, in the State of Florida, 
several towns. Among these towns are Panama City, St. 
Andrews, and Millville. This bill is so worded as to make a 
subport at the town of St. Andrews. The matter of sending 
oflicers there to meet the requirements in the case of a subport 
of entry is left in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. The amendment which I have offered, instead of making 
the town of St. Andrews the port of entry, makes the port of 
St. Andrews Bay the port of entry. The nearest port of entry 
to that part of Florida at the present time is Apalachicola. 

Now, the proposition that I offer in no wise militates against 
the bill, in no wise against the establishment of a port of entry 
there, but simply enlarges the port of entry by striking out the 


and insert in | 
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words “St. Andrews,” which is the town of St. Andrews, and 
substitutes therefor “the port of St. Andrews Bay.” 

Mr. Speaker, we have cases analagous to this. We have one 
directly in point, and that is the Port Tampa port of entry, 
Florida. There were rival towns there and each one seeking 
to have the port of entry at the particular town, so that Con- 
gress wisely settled that matter satisfactorily to the Treasury 
Department, satisfactorily to the public business, and satisfac- 
torily to the citizens there, and satisfactorily to the diverse 
interests in the matter of location. I call attention to the act 
of February 28, 1887. There, as I understand, Tampa and one 
or more other towns sought to have a bill passed which was 
framed exactly as this bill is, in the interests of a certain town, 
as this bill is framed in the interests of the town of St. 
Andrews. It was finally, I believe, upon the suggestion of 
either a Representative or a Senator from Florida, passed in 
this form: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the port of Tampa, Hillsboro County, Fla., 
be, and the same is hereby, made a port of entry. 

So that, instead of locating the port of entry at the city of 
Tampa, or some other town on Tampa Bay, Congress wisely 
and justly to all those locally concerned, made the whole bay 
there a port of entry. 

Now, that is all that the amendment that I have offered 
seeks to do. I do not seek to defeat the passage of the bill 
making a port of entry there, for, except the gentleman from 
Florida, no man in this House has a constituency so vitally 
interested in the establishment of a port of entry down on 
St. Andrews Bay as mine. Under an appropriation made 
more than a year ago, and with which I had a good deal to do, 
a canal 5 miles long, opening the Apalachicola-Chattahoochee 
system of rivers into St. Andrews Bay was provided for, 
and this present Congress has appropriated another $150,000 
for that canal work. So when this canal is completed, the 
commerce of the district that I have the honor to represent, as 
well as a large part of the commerce of the entire valley in this 
system of rivers that I have named, will be greatly facilitated 
and benefited. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 
two minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. 
is no objection. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, the bill as I propose to amend 
it, will follow the case of Port Tampa, and instead of reading 
as it does, namely, “St. Andrews, in the State of Florida, is 
hereby made a port of entry,” it will read: “ That the port of 
St. Andrews Bay, in the State of Florida.” So that vessels 
may clear anywhere on the bay, and so that no town on that 
bay will have the advantage, the one over the other, and so that 
vessels may be cleared at the terminus of.the railroad, which is 
at Panama City. 

There is no railroad at St. Andrews Bay at this time. But, 
Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to defeat the making of a port 
of entry on St. Andrews Bay, and I ask the gentleman again to 
accept this amendment, and that this House, at the request of 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
Is there objection? 


[After a pause.] There 


|} a number of people interested in it there, and in the interest of 


commerce, and in all fairness and justice will vote to make the 


| whole of St. Andrews Bay a port of entry instead of singling 


out one of the towns. 

I have here a number of letters and telegrams which I have 
received on the subject that I shall ask leave to read. 

Mr. MAYS. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Crayrov] 
will not prevail. If it does, it means, sir, the killing of the bi!! 
at once. This is merely a local matter, concurred in by the 
Florida Senators and the Members from that State, for the con- 
venience of the shipping public at St. Andrews Bay, where, 
through the generosity of this House, a magnificent port is be 
ing established. I do hope, sir, that the request of these people 
from the town that is right at the pass on St. Andrews Bay 
will be granted and that this bill will be passed as it has been 
passed by the Senate. 

I need not tell you, sir, that nine-tenths of the people in that 
section are in favor of this bill as itis. I need not tell you, Mr. 
Speaker, that St. Andrews will be one of the best harbors in 
the South when the pass is dug out and dredged out and the 
work completed, for which the money is already appropriated, to 
a depth of 22 feet inside of the harbor, where, sir, there will be 


room and depth for the navies of the world. And I ask the 
Members of this House, in fairness to the delegation from 


Florida, that they vote down this amendment and pass this bill 
as it is. 
Mr. FORDNEY. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. MAYS. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a Senate bill, and 
the report accompanying it contains a report from the Secre 
tary of the Treasury stating that he has no objection to the 
establishment of this subport of entry. 

There are 16 towns or villages and post offices on St. An- 
drews Bay. There is a railread within three-eighths of a mile 
of St. Andrews Bay, but the terminus of the road is at Panama. 
At Panama it is necessary to go out into the bay 1.300 feet in 
order to get 8 feet of water, while at St. Andrews Bay 30 feet 


of water can be obtained at a distance of 300 feet from the 
shore. 

I have telegrams here from people living at St. Andrews 
Bay, Millville, Southport, Parker, and Wetappo. The 16 towns 


on the bay are all in favor of this location on St. Andrews 
say, with the exception of the people of Panama. There are 


G75 people at St. Andrews Bay; there are 422 people at 
Panama. The heft of the lumber manufactured on St. An- 


drews Bay is west and north of St. Andrews, The Government 
is expending at the present time $203,560 in dredging the deep- 
water channel in St. Andrews Bay, but there is deep water down 
the bay below St. Andrews and below. Panama for a distance 
of two miles and a half, where the Government work will cease. 
The only parties objecting to the establishment of this port of 
entry at St. Andrews Bay are people who have some interest 
in a real-estate scheme at Panama, That is all there is about 
it, Mr. Speaker. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLAYTON rose. 

The SPEAKER. The 
nized, 

Mr. CLAYTON. . I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that aecording 
to the telegrams and letters that I have received, the only peo- 
ple who have been interested in getting this bill through the 
Senate, and without letting it be known at home that the bill 
was introduced, are a lot of people interested in booming real 
estate at St. Andrews. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Let us adopt this simple and just amendment, and the Senate 
can to-night or to-morrow or Saturday concur in the amend- 
ment, and the bill making the port of St. Andrews Bay a port 
of entry will be a law. 

It is for the purpose of letting the people of St. Andrews 
and the people of Panama fight out their own real estate situ- 
ation that I ask this House to put them upon an equality. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I had no intention whatever of referring 
to the gentleman from Alabama when I spoke of real estate 
speculators, 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly not. I am sure that the gentle- 
mun, like myself, owns no real estate in Florida. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Neither one of us owns any real estate in 
Florida, At least I do not, and I have not had money enough 
since I have been in Congress to buy any real estate there. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask to read certain telegrams relating to this 
subject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Some of the telegrams are as follows: 

PANAMA CITY, FLA., February 23. 


gentleman from Alabama is 


recog- 


Ilion. H. D. CLAYTON, 


Washington, D. C.: 

Panama City citizens and many others wired a formal protest to 
Mays to-day to be presented to House. Please see that. St. Andrews 
s not a logieal point. For the customs office or officers to transact the 





business of this bay at that point would require from 11 to 15 miles 
travel over and above what would be required if the office was at the 
terminus of the railway where all commerce is now handled It is a 
special-interest proposition solely. Ninety-nine one-hundredths of the 
population of St. Andrews country, as well as railway point affected, 
ure opposed to such personal legislation; this includes such large ship 
ping points as Millville, Panama City, Southport, Eastbay, canal 
points. All commerce passing through that canal, which includes that of 
southeast Alabama and southwest Georgia, Columbus, Albany, Eufaula, 


and others, would be disastrously affected by the delay incident to hay 
i to enter and clear at St. Andrews, a point entirely out of the way 


of such commerce. The bill is a most preposterous one, and the attempt 
to smuggle it through Congress without investigation or a hearing of 
those concerned is an outrage. 
ALTO WILLIAMS, 
G. M. WEsr, 
A. J. GAY, 
G. H. McKenzie, 
W. F. Loox, 
(And 80 others). 
_—-— 4 
PANAMA CITY, FLA., February 23. 
lion. H. D. CLAYTON, 
House of Repres ntatives, Washington, D. O.: 
lease aid in defeating the bill now in the House making St 


Andrews 


the subport of entry for St. Andrews Bay. ‘This bill is solely 


in the interest of private parties and is highly damaging to marine and 
Custom office should be always at terminal. 
MARVIN ADAMS, 


commercial interests, 
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PANAMA City, Fua., February 2), 111. 
Hon. H. D. CLAYTON, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Strong request sent Mays to-nicht to 1 omy t and vive tow on 
St. Andrews Bay a hearin River towns tly interested When 
tinal is opened they should also be re Marine ests den : it 
railroad t nus here be made the location of « m officer. Lllease 
keep us advised 

A. TL. WILLtaAMs 
a 2 McKENZIE. 
G. M. W 
A. J. GAY 
wa a i . 

r IA ( yr, FI l 1 

Hlon. Hf. D. CLAYTON, 
Washington, D.C 

All traffic moving from this day has nd Ww continue » pass 
through Panama City No just reason to loecat oms | Ist t St 
Andrews. No industries on transportation lines at & Andr« 4 
is and will be the business center of this section. 

iste 
PANAMA City, FLA., February 23, 1911 
H. D. CLAYTON, 
flouse of Representati es, Washington, D. ¢ 

Please aid MAys in defeating the bill making St. Andrews a port 
of entry for the commerce of St Andrews B nad ther i rested 
points Marine interest as well as mercantile interest demands that 
the custon officer be located at the terminus of the ra ay, which 
is the most proper place for such an official. 

R. L. McKes 
Representing Wash ton Ce 
PANAMA City, Fua., February 23, 1911 
Ion. HE. DPD. CLAYTON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 

Please enter protest of town of Panama City against the bill making 
St. Andrews the subport of entry for St. Andrews Bay points regardless 
of the wishes of this city rhe location cited in the bill is an improper 
one in all ways; it in no way meets the requirements of the present or 
future commerce of this bay. 

PANAMA CITy COUNCIL, 
By G J. MCKENZIE, President 
J. J. WARD, Clerk 
PANAMA City, FLA., February 23, 1911 
Hon. H. D. CLAYTON, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Please use your best efforts in opposition to the bill making St. An- 
drews a subport of entry for St. Andrews Bay points and those on the 
rivers reached by the canal St. Andrews is miles away from where the 
commeree is or will be carried on, and in no wa) 1 proper location for 
the customs officer. See petition wired you by citizens 

A. L. WILLIAMS, 
PANAMA CITY, FLA., February 23, Ul 
lien. H. D. CLAYTON, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Please enter protest against bill making St. Andrews the subport of 
entry for St Andrews Bay and other commer¢ | locat ) St 
Andrews precludes it being made such a port The bill is solely in the 
nterest of private parties, and has no connection with the ir t of 
the public : 

BE. W. P 1 
PANAMA CI FLa., Fet , ; 
II. D. CLAYTON, 
House of Representatires, Washington, D. ¢ 

In behalf of the people of St. Andrews Bay and those working to 
secure cheaper and more efficient transportation for the river of 
Alabama and Georgia, I would most respectfully request that you do 
all in your power to prevent the passage of the bill mal St 
Andrews a subport of entry For St. Andrews Bay and other ed 
points it is a most damaging proposition to marine and « il 
interests. 

l IA { I 
PANAMA ( Fi Fel 
lion. H. D. CLAYTON, 
Washinaoton, D. ¢ 

As the representative of the mercantile inte t of Panama ( ind 
other iy points, I would re est that you 4} t 
the passage of the bill making St. Andrews a ‘ r ° 
way furnishes the requirements for the locatio1 tom 

( Ee. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the dment 

The amendment was rejected 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accor ely 
re: ad the third time and passed, 

INTERNATIONAL GOOD ROADS CON 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, one of the most important con- 
ventions ever held in this country will be the International 
Good Roads Congress, which has been called by the National 
Good Roads Association, which will be held in Chicago, I11., Sep- 
tember 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, and 25,1911. The appointment of dele- 


gates is invited by the officials of every State, county, and city 
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of the United States, and by every agricultural, automobile, 


CO! Tr . educational, good roads, industrial, labor, trans- 
portatic and man’s organization in such number as each 
may determine 

l years, Mr. Speaker, I have been an earnest advocate of 
good d building. It is sure to come, and I shall briefly dis 
cuss some of its advantages. Good roads mean progress and 
| erity. a benefit to the people who live in the cities, an 
advantage to the people who live in the country, and it will 
he every section of our vast domain. 

( d roads, like good streets, make habitation along them 
most desiral they enhance the value of farm lands, facilitate 
tra portation, and add untold wealth to the producers and 
consumers of the country; they are the milestones marking the 
ad e of civilization; they economize time, give labor a lift, 
and make millions in money; they save wear and tear and 
Wo! ind wast they beautify the country—bring it in touch 
with the city: they aid the social and the religious and the edu- 
cational and the industrial progress of the people; they make 
better homes and happier hearthsides; they are the avenues 
of trade, the highways of commerce, the mail routes of informa- 
tion, and the agencies of speedy communication; they mean 
thi onomical transportation of marketable products—the 


maximum burden at the minimum cost; they are the ligaments 


that bind the country together in thrift and industry and intetli- 
gence and patriotism; they promote social intercourse, prevent 
intellectual stagnation, and increase the happiness and the pros 
perity of our producing masses; they contribute to the glory 
of t country give employment to our idle workmen, distribute 
the necessaries of life—the products of the fields and the forests 
and the factories—encourage energy and husbandry, inculcate 
love for our scenic wonders, and make mankind better and 
broader and greater and grander. 

The plain people of the land are familiar with the truths of 
history. They know the past. They realize that often the 


difference between good reads and bad roads is the difference 
between profit and Good roads have a money value far 


logs, 


beyond our ordinary conception. Bad roads constitute our 
greatest drawback to internal development and material prog- 
ress. Good roads mean prosperous farmers; bad roads mean 


abandoned farms, 
gested populated 


poorer. 


sparsely settled country districts, and con- 
cities, where the poor are destined to become 
Good roads mean more cultivated farms and cheaper 
food products for the toilers in the towns; bad roads mean poor 
transportation, lack of communication, high prices for the neces- 
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saries of life, the loss of untold millions of wealth, and idle 
workmen seeking employment. Good roads will help those | 
who cultivate the soil and feed the multitude, and whatever 


aids the producers and the farmers of our country will increase 
our wealth and our greatness and benefit all the people. We 


ean not destroy our farms without final decay. They are to-day 
the irt of our national life and the chief source of our mate- 
rial creatness. Tear down every edifice in our cities and labor 


will rebuild them, but abandon the farms and our cities will dis- 
appear forever. 


One of the crying needs in this country, especially in the 
South and West, is good roads. The establishment of good 
ronds would in a great measure solve the question of the high 
price of food and the increasing cost of living. By reducing 
the cost of transportation it would enable the farmer to market 
his produce at a lower price and at a larger profit at the same 


time. It would bring communities closer together and in touch 
with the centers of population, thereby facilitating the commerce 
of as as well as of material products. 


When the agricultural production alone of the United States 
for the past 11 years totals $70,000,000,000, a sum that st 
the imagination, and it cost more to take this product from the 


aggers 


farm to the railway station than from such station to the 
American and Luropean markets, and when the saving in cost 
of moving this product of agriculture over good highways in- 


stend of bad would have built a million miles of good roads, 
the inealeulable waste of bad roads in this country is shown to 


be of such enormous proportions as to demand immediate refor- 


mation and the wisest and best statesmanship; but great as is | 
the loss to transportation, mercantile, industrial, and farming 


interests, incomparably greater is the material loss to the women 


and children and the social life, a matter as important as civili- 
zation itself. 

The truth of the declaration of Charles Sumner 50 years 
ago, that “the two greatest forces for the advancement of 
civilization are the schoolmaster and good roads,” is empha 


sized by the experience of the intervening years, and points to 


the wisdom of a union of the educational, commercial], trans- 
portation, and industrial interests of our country in aggres- 
sive action for permanent good roads. 


eS 





‘ 
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MARCH 


Mr. Speaker, in connection with my remarks I 
consent to print in the Recorp data relating 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter follows: 


ask unanimous 
to the subject 
[After 


a pause.] The 


“There are questions sometimes arising which range above all party, 


and all the considerations and interests of party.”—Daniel Webster. 

“The two great forces for the advancement of civilization are the 
schoolmaster and good roads.""—Charles Sumner. 

It is matter of tremendous import that in the United States bad 
roads are directly responsible for the loss of over $1,000,000,000 a 
yea The saving of this stupendous sum constitutes an economk 
question of vast importance 
PE ILLINOIS STATE GOOD ROADS ASSOCIATION STATE 


TIEADQUARTERS, 


CHICAGO OPERA HOUSE BUILDING, CHICAGO 


Chartered under the laws of the State of Illinois to secure good roads 


and streets in Illinois and cooperate with the National Good Roads 
Association and the National Good Roads Congress in the 


promo 


tion of the objects of those organizations—‘“ The noblest motive is 
the public good.” 
Arthur C. Jackson, president, president National Good Roads Asso 


clation and the National Go 
tury and treasurer 


Chicago members: 


xd Roads Congress; Anna M. Grady, secre 





George FE. Adams, American Radiator Co., Armour 


















& Co., Bion J. Arnold, E. R. Bacon, Alfred L. Baker, A. C. Bartlett. 
Enos M. Barton, J. S. Benedict, W. B. Biddle, H. A. Blair, Frederick 
Bode, G. J. Boehland, W. L. Brown, Chas. C. tryes, John E. Burns, 
Louis E. Burr, E. B. Butler, Chicago Automobile Trade Association. 
J. C. Clair, H. l Fr. E. Compton, Charles H. Conover, A. G. Cox, 
The Crane Co., H. Crosby, Chapin A. Day, G. H. Deeves, F. A 
Delano, Cl | er iy, John T. Dickason, F. C. Donald, R. M. East 
man, kK. EB er , C. R. Erwin, John M. Ewen, Marvin A. Fai 
John V. Farwell Co., L. G. Fisher, D. G. French, John A. Gauger. 
J. J. Glessner, J. E. Gorman, Anna M. Grady, W. J. Hartman. J. O 
Heyworth, Edward Hines, Joseph Hock, Illinois Steel Co., Samuel 
Insull, International Harvester Co., William H. Ives, Arthur C. Jaci 
son, George W. Jackson, R. A. Jackson, Jens Jensen, A. Karpin, T. F 
Keeley, Chauncey Keep, L. J. Lamson, A. Languist, Bryan Lathrop, 
Victor F. Lawson, E. J. Lehman, E. B. Leigh, Joseph Leiter, E. G 
Leszynsky, C. W. Litsey, G. E. Marcy, The Marsh & Bingham (Co 
Harold F. McCormick, F. O. Melcher, A. Meyer, L. Mohr, J. Moos. i 
Montgomery Ward & Co., Morris & Co., R. H. Morse, Joy Morton F 
H. U. Mudge, National Casket Co., George T. Nicholson, James <A. ; 
Patten, W. G. Pearce, W. W. Rathborne, W. H. Reddington, George M 
Reynolds, George E. Roberts, L. C. Rogers, W. L. Ross, Joseph ‘I f 
Ryerson & Son, Martin A. Ryerson, George J. Sayer, John Sebastian P 
Schwarzchild & Sulzerger, Richard W. Sears, Se ars, Roebuck & t 
Swift & Co., E. Schullz, Seng Co., L. G. Smith, A. A. Sprague, Hom ; 
A. Stillwell, Charles H. rne, M. H. Tichnor, E. J. UWihlein. M e 
Royal C. Vilas, C. J. Vopicka, Charles H. Wacker, C. F. Weatherly : 
Frank C. Weber, F. J. Weller, E. Harvey Wilce, Waiter W. Wilcox. : 
7 hk. Wilder, B. L. Winchell, Louis Wittbold, Louis Wolff. John I 
Wrenn, William Wrigley, jr., Allen B. Wrisley, Arthur Young, R. Zint j 
‘ALL FOR AN INTERNATIONAL GOOD ROADS CONGRESS AT CHICAGO SEPTEM 
TER 18 TO 23, 1911. 

From September 16 to 21, 1901, there was held in the city of Buffa 
an international good roads congress, the call for which was issued 
from the headquarters of the National Good Roads Association 
Chicago. Participation by delegates from foreign countries was invited 
and such invitation was transmitted by the Department of State to th: 
diplomatic oflicers of the United States throughout the world. and 
through them communicated to the ministers of foreign affairs with th 
request that it be given publicity for the information of organizations 
and individuals who might be interested. 

On the tenth anniversary of this milestone in the good roads move 
ment there will be held in the city of Chicago on September 18, 19 
20, 21, 22, and 25, 1911, during the first week of the internatio1 
municipal congress and exposition, an international good roads congres 
to which are invited delegates from every city, State, and nation 

The production of permanent public streets and roads is one of 

ost important problems of the century, affecting the material and ; 


social well-being of all classes and conditions of people. 

The marvelous development of the motor vehicle has brought abo 
such changed conditions as to demand the best thought and experien: 
of read experts 

When the agricultural production alone of the United States for the 
past 11 years totals $70,000,000,000, a sum to stagger the imagi ; 
tion, and it cost more to take this product from the farm to the ra q 
way station than from such station to the American and European mat 
kets, and when the saving in cost of moving this product of agricultur 
over good highways instead of bad, would have built a million miles of 
good roads, the incalculable waste of bad roads in this country 
shown to be of such enormous proportions as to demand immedia 
reformation and the wisest and best statesmanship. 





Great as is the loss to transportation, mercantile, industrial, and 
farming interests, incomparably greater is the loss to women and 
children and social life, a matter as important as civilization itself ; 
The truth of the declaration of Charles Sumner. 50 years ago, that F 
“the two greatest forces for the advancement of civilization are th 
schcolmaster and good roads” is emphasized by the experience of th 


intervening years, and points to the wisdom of a union of the edu 
tional, commercial, transportation, and industrial interests of 
nations in ive action for permanent roads and streets. 


aggres 


THE NATIONAL Goop ROADS ASSOCIATION, 
ARTHUR C. JACKSON, President. h 
ANNA M. Grapy, Secretary and Treasure 
In the confident belief that a general discussion of the road and 
street problem from every point of view by delegates from our own and 
foreign countries will prove in fhe highest degree helpful, we, the 
unde gned, join in this call for an international good roads congress at : 
Chicago, September 18 to 25, 1911. 
Tuer NATIONAL Goop Roaps CONGRESS. 
THe InLrnors State Goop Roaps ASSOCIATION 
Tue CurcaGo Goop ROADS ASSOCIATION. 
Tue CHICAGO ASSOCIATION OF COMMERCE. 
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! 
ADDRESS OF JOHN CRAFT, PRESIDENT ALABAMA GOOD ROADS ASSOCIATION 


Mr. Craft said, in part, at the Na 
at Niagara Falls, July 28, 29, and ¢ 


tional Good Roads Congress, held 
1910: 






Mr. PRESIDENT AND MY FELLOW COUNTRYMEN: It affords me great 
pleasure, and I deem it a great honor to be accorded the privilege of 
conveying to you friendly greetings from the great 
to 


vy which del tes 
the pleasant duty of assuring you that it is much interested in 
bing question of good roads. 

in attendance at this convention in a threefold capacity; as a 
» from the State of Alabama, as president of the Alabama Gocd 
Association, and as a member of the National Good Roads Asso 














ciation, 

To visit in this beautiful city, whose record is so replete with his 
torical events, and whose fair women and gallant men come down 
threugh the ages of tradition to the present time, is indeed a delight 
To be the medium through which thousands of my fellow citizens in 
the State of my nativity tender to you of this congress their congratu 
lations for the interest and progressive spirit you show strongly mani 
fests in this greatest of all questions of political economy which has 
ever confronted the Nation is a dream but seldom realized. 

We are seeking to build a system of highways from Canada to the 
Gulf, which will relieve the people of burdensome taxation, and will 
at once remove a cost which is directly responsible for the loss of mil 
lions of dollars. 

The people of what I may with pardonable pride refer to as my gk 
ous State have at last been awakened by the constant agitation of a 
few public-spirited men who have striven and struggled in the cause of 
road improvement, thus building up the country’s school system which 
contributed to the social and financial prosperity of men and women 
alike. It is our bounden duty to agitate this question of national as 
sistance in the betterment of our road systems until the Congress of 
the United States shall have contributed its support in the construction 
of a system of highways which shall extend into and throughout the 
various States of the Union. 

This great question of national support in which the whole country 
is so vitally interested should be of a nonpartisan nature. It should 
be entirely devoid of any semblance of political coloring. The subject 
of national good roads is one which overshadows the tariff, the q 
tion of building a greater Navy, or the advisability of making greater 
expenditures for increasing the standing Army. 

Congress has contributed to the construction of roads in Cuba. Porto 
Rico, and the Philippines, but has been remiss in its duty to the pecv! 
of our own country in this respect. I certainly consider it the dutv 
of the President of the United States to assist in the upbuilding of 
the miserably neglected public ronds of our country, over which the 
mails are still transported by primitive means, horses i mules being 
not infrequently used. These antiquated methods are very expensive in 
many respects, not the least of which is the waste of vast sums of 
money spent for quick delivery. If the roads were built along perma. 
nent lines, the cost of transporting the mails through the rural distr 
of the United States would be reduced to a minimum. Distance would 
be economized by the use of the up-to-date automobile, which would be 
made available for this purpose, if the roads were properly constructed. 
With these improvements more than the entire appropriation sought 
by the National Good Roads Association from the Government with 
se to aid this march of progress in the several States could be 
saved. 

In addition to this retrenchment, which would come to the Post Office 
——————— the prosperity and happiness it would bring to the homes 
and firesides of the American people would be greatly enjoyed: and if 
this latter feature alone were the only end attained the means would be 
justified. Primarily the educational advantages possessed, of both social! 
and religious features, which would inure would warrant the building 
of good roads, It would encourage the rural population to remain upon 
the farms, where the solid comforts of life are best and more easily 
obtained, and would discourage it from wandering to the cities, there 
to struggle for a mere existence and ultimately add its a iota to 
the pauper element of the country. These conditions would be 
entirely changed. Then the wonderful productive properties of 
fertile soil and great diversity of climatic advantages susceptible of 
growing crops in endless variety would be idenced on every hand 
by peegrens and the most modern farms to be seen anywhere in t 
world, 

It is said that the Chinese, one of the oldest civilized nations of the 
world, considered the man who farms as ranking among the pr eged 
class. When the emoluments which will surely come to the adoption 
of these methods for creating an interest in farming life shall have 
become realized and are no longer dreamed of, the American farmer. not 
unlike his Chinese brother, will outrank the mercantile and banking 
fraternity. r 

It is estimated that the loss incurred by the farming and business 
interests of the country which are directly attributable to bad roads 
and which could be remedied if intelligent methods were adopted, repre 
sents a loss of over $1,000,000,000 a year, *ndous su 
of money. ; 

The American people in demanding of the Senate and Ho 
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This is a stupendous sum 


ise that 


national aid from the Government of $25,000,000 a year for at least 
15 years be made in the interest of good road construction are not un 
reasonable in their demands. Statistics show what it cost to move 


the wheat crop of the United States for three years and what the loss 
was on the 12,100,000 tons which represents the volume of t 
as between good roads and bad roads, and which figures « 
020,000. The corn crop of the same time, which totals 19.082 
tons, sustained a net loss of $12,903,000, according to statistic 
They further show that the cotton crop of the same time, with a total 
tonn of 2,500,000, showed a loss arising from bad roads amou 
to $5,750,000. It is also stated that the total tonnage of the 
seed for this time was 1,750,000 tons, which met with a loss of $4, 
$30,000 because of bad roads. 

I refer to these three staple crops, coming as they do from the great 
farming centers of the country, to illustrate what an enormous loss 
is sustained because of the almost entire absence and means and 
methods with which to avoid it. 

The great Napoleon, who after conquering empires sighe 
there were not more to conquer, said of France and the small area of 
her domain, which is one of the most prosperous in the world, * th 
French Government has spent over $6,000,000 in the improvement 
of her roads, and it has been the best investment of any publi 
money ever expended. It returned the people a larger amount 
than the money spent for the army or navy, or for any other 
purpose.” 
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It makes me proud to note that many Senators and Members of the 
Hovse are awakening to the keen realization of this great economic 
question, which aifects the welfare and happiness of the peopl in 


every village and hamlet throughout this country 








some re 





sults will come from this great work which we are ged in, and 
the least not be the expeditious delivery of the rural mail matter. 
1 think Louisana should be congratulated upon the selection of ex- 


Gov. Sanders, who is one of strongest advocates of good roads in 
this country, to represent them in the United States Senate. ° Gov 
ernor will aid other Senators, among whom are not inconspicuous Hon. 
J. H. BANKHEAD, one of the feremost good-roads adyocates in the United 
States; Hon. Joseru JOHNSTON, 10, With his colleague, Senator BANK 
HEAD, strongly favors the con tion of good roads, realizing the 
great blessings which will be showered upon the country when this 
great proposition shall have been brought to a successful issue rhe 
Senator has frequently expressed himself concerning the nonpartisap 
wature of this great movement, which is national in its scope and 
by which the entire citizenship of the nation will be benefited 
Throughout the State of Alabama there is an awakening to the 
rea'ization that the constant agitation of people all over the State 
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is imperatively necessary in order to create enthus m which will yield 

ess In this State they are building and constructing a better 
class of bridges and roads, thereby showing by their efforts that they 
expect to help themselves These efforts are forthcoming not with 


out considerable sacrifice, and when this sa fice occurs they 
undoubtedly ‘it recognition and the helping hand of the National 






Congress. 

Chere is a popular saying which runs thus: “I care not who makes 
the laws of the country; let me make its roads and I will make them 
vreat.” Generations are born, live their brief span of existence, build 


their monumeats, doomed to decay, and pass out to make way for 
others. Good roads are deeds that live after them, and a new motto 
: shall know them 

I know there is much to be attended to in the matter of giving 
publicity to this meeting. This gathering is well enough in its way, 
and gives evidence of the interest which is implanted in every mans 
bosom. Every man who attends this congress must necessarily cain a 
broader and more comprehensive view of the subject. He must be in 
fused with greater enthusiasm for this great work 

I recognize that the newspapers of the Nation are the greatest fa 
tors in molding public opinion, and I also recognize that the best road 
miukers in the world are the newspapers rinter’s ink and white 
paper properly combined will build more roads than all the machinery that 
ever luy idle in a warehouse. This same machinery is, indeed, powerless 
until combined with a paper which has men of brains back of the com 
bination who do their work to mold public opinion as to their proper 
use on the highways 

In conclusion, 1 desire to thank this congress, and wish to call your 
attention to the great resources and matchless climatic advantages en 





should be their deeds y 




















joved in the great State of Alabama In size, she is an empire in her 
self, with more than 55,000 square miles, much of which is superb 


virgin soil When intelligent labor is applied to this, greater returns 
ean be had than most anywhere else in the world Here greater de 
posits of minerals lie closer to the tide water and to the sea than in 
any other State in the South. She is possessed of 1,500 miles of river 
systems, which is the greatest on this continent, save one, and which 
penetrates a section containing billions of tons of coal, iron, granite, 
and the finest marble. Here lies one of the great cotton areas in the 
South. 

At my home in the city and county of Mobile, where the climatic 
conditions are subtropical, where 10 months of growing 
sible, with a rainfall of 65 to 70 inches distributed throughout this 
wing season, where five staple crops can be raised in one year, w 





season 18 pos 


the citizenship is of the finest type to be found a where, where there 
is a tine school system, and where the purest drinking water may be 
obtained, we have in these conditions that which constitutes a great 
section 


In addition to the agricultural, horticultural, and stock-raising re- 














sources of Alabama there exists one other than which none in our 
country is ater in importance and more prolific in yield and wealth 
The Alabama oyster, large in size and superior in flavor, excels also in 
the possibilities of its production 

Climatic and other favorable physical conditions such as do not char 
acterize the oyster situation in other seaport cities here appeals for 
development. Not unlike the cut-over pine lands which were once 
condemned for unfitness in agriculture, but which, under the direction 
of aster minds, have been made to vield wealth and at the same time 
bloom like a fairy-garden picture in fiction 

The oyster reefs and bottoms adapted to the culture of the bivalve 
are attracting attention, and the ine ry is fast shaking off the 
shackles of primitivem inder 1 weight of Ww it has str rled 
sinee the dawn of creation V t abundant natural prod tion 
and conditions for impro\ zt quality, as well as being accessible to 


000 of 1 e who cray nad ¢ l large quan 





the homes of 40,00 
tities of sea food, the oyster situation of my city 1 ylves itself into one 


of intense interest 








Summing up the whole situation, though it may not be good t e to 
so declare, there is no Stat in this great Union £4 s whi ean 
parallel the State of Alabama in the character na 7 I tud f 3 
resources and in the marvelous conditions whi ar 1 to that 
great State only 

I say to you gentlemen, not in the language of Horace Greeley nor of 
James Hill. “Go not to the West, nor to Canada to the 
South and cast your lot with us, especially with in Mobil n t 

| great State of Alabama.” 
| es 
| 
| AN ADDR DELIVERED BY B. F. YOAKUM, CHAIRMAN Im s 
| & SAN FRANCISCO RAILROAD CO., EE [Bb THE NA ar, ¢ , 
ASSOCIATION, AT NIAGARA FALLS, JULY 28, 
| Mr. PRESIDENT: Your organization stands for a dut idlv r tea 
by the Government Good roads mean more fo 
than any other public work, and add more to rt and up 
building of the country They are of national im tan 

Government statistics tell us that it costs our fat sg 15 nts 
more to haul one ton one mile in this country than it ts in I ean 
countries. fhe products of the farms of the United States last ear 
ameunted to approximately 250,000,000 tons The Govern n Ws 
the average haul! of a ton was ‘miles. This d ! f 15 ts a 


ton per mile represents an additional cost of $1.55 a ton for an 
{ average haul of 9 miles. Estimating that two-thirds of the l 




















tural | ; last year were hauled away from the farms, there 
V ! bee! ving to the American farmers of $225,000,000 if 
our roa¢ p to the standard of European roads, not in- 
clu yr 1 > | haul of supplies from the stations to the farms. 
Mr 1 al saved large sums in the cost of replacing and 
repairing hart ‘ n ete., and in the investment and care of 
Ox ft sto 

The only way to get good roads is to fight for them. Your organiza- 
tion can do its work 1 t effectively by keeping before the people 
in ys as possible the importance of making money by 
making d It is not a sentimental proposition, but purely 
a bu 

Cher pended upon the Mississippi River, including sur- 
veys, wit last 100 years $225,000,000 to put that public water 
highway in condition for handling products of the farm and commerce 
tributary to it rhe last statistics available show that in 1906 there 
were 1,545,000 te less transported on this river than in 1889. This 
$225,000,000 was expended between St. Louis and New Orleans, with 
the States of Mi i, Arkansas, and Louisiana, on the western 


boundary, and the 
eastern. The fa 


States of Illinois, Tennessee, and Mississippi on the 
rmers of these States which border directly upon the 





Mississippi River, to say nothing of those of the remaining 40 States, 
have received no benefit from this vast sum wastefully expended by 
the Government On the contrary, the farmers are paying as much 
for broken harne broken wagons, with as much lost time, hauling 


one-half a load to a team, as they were before this $225,000,000 
expended rhere has 
the Mississippi River. 
no bene 
culture 


was 
been no systematic plan for the improvement of 
Therefore this great waste of money has been of 
fit to the transportation of commerce or the development of agri- 

The same amount of money expended in good-road making 
would have yielded tremendous returns to the people. It is the duty 
of every citizen of the United States to aid the farmer in every way 





consistent with isiness principles to market his products to best -ad- 
vantage, and in this connection no one factor is of more economic 
importance than the reduction of the cost of transportation between 
the farm and the railroad station. 

It took three-quarters of a century to build up the American rail- 
roads During the same time little attention has been given to the 
building up of American country roads. Yet the value of the two to 
the public goes hand in hand. Food and clothing must be handled 
between the producers and the consumers over both the country road 


and the railroad it is important 
the high standard of the railroads. 


that the country roads approach 





if a railroad encounters a high grade over a hill, which means ex- 
cessive use of coal, slow trains and light loads, the railroad cuts 
down the heavy ades to save coal bills, to move freight faster, to 





earry bigger train loads It borrows millions to do the grade cutting, 
pays the interest on this money, and through this economy is enabled 


to increase its surplus. The railroads borrow money to make stronger 
culverts and bridges to bear heavier engines and steel cars. Then 
they must borrow more to buy the large locomotives and big cars, 


all of which add to the efficiency of these steel highways. 

The country-road makers have not kept up with the railroad makers ; 
if they had it would not cost the farmers to haul a ton of grain 
1 mile as much as it costs them to send it by railroad 50 miles. 
They, too, must get money to cut down grades, to get smooth, hard 
surfaces, to provide good drainage and to reduce the cost of main 
tenance. When this is done the farmer can go from his farm to his 
market or shipping station quicker and carry a bigger load. The firm 
roadbed and smooth, heavy steel make the railroad’s cars and engines 
last longer, and the substantial, well-made country road makes the 
farmer’s horses, wagons, and harness last longer. The saving to the 
railroad is only a small fraction of a cent on each ton hauled one 
mile, while the saving to the farmer is 15 cents a ton a mile. This 
difference in cost of hauling will often turn a losing farm into a paying 
one. 


The greatest value of good roads will be to the farmers who have 
not as yet become interested. You have not yet found way to reach 
them to properly place your arguments and statistics before them. 


They need to be shown that the poorest roads are the most expensive 
roads They have not been shown that their broken wagons, broken 
harness, and blacksmith bills cost them more than the cost of having 
good roads. They have not been shown that a $4 a day team can 
do twice the work over good roads, which makes that team worth to 
them $8 a day. 

The members of your association know these plain and simple things 


I have stated. But the way to get good roads is to make all the 
people know them and keep them constantly in mind. The trans- 
portation system which carries our food and clothing from maker 


to user is part railroad and part country road. One part is as neces- 
sary as the other. Your organization in its support of the betterment 
of our public highways should talk in millions instead of thousends. 
The advocates of better roads are behind the times and will have 
to spend money by the millions to catch up, and the people who are 


to enjoy and benefit by these improvements should be educated to 
understand what good roads mean to them and what they will 
cost. 


The agricultural people of the country are beginning to realize their 


own situation. They are commencing seriously to study economic 
questions. They are beginning to figure their time as worth money. 
When your association places the facts before the owners of the 
6,000,000 farms, who represent, according to Government esti- 
mates, including their families, nearly one-third of our population, 
and gets them to realize what good roads mean to them, we will then 
have good roads They will vote for men as public servants who will 
encourage and vote to help along the work of getting good roads. ‘The 
duty of the National Good Roads Association is of greater importance 
to-day to the future growth of the country than it has ever been before. 


It is to good roads that this country must look largely for its future 
growth and development. 











The railroad business of the country has been attacked from so 
many different standpoints that we are not going to have for many years 
such an era of railroad construction as we have enjoyed heretofore. 
The improvement which can come nearest taking the place of rail- 
roads in the development of the country lying back from existing 
railroads is good public highways. Illustrations of this you can 
now see in many sections of the country and will see many more 
evidences of it as different communities begin to realize how hard it 


is for railroad builders to find new money to build new railroads into 


new countries. 
One instance I have in mind which illustrates the situation: In the 
county in which San Antonio, Tex., is located, there have not been 
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railroads 


any new constructed for several years. The splendid old 
German town of Fredericksburg, has had a purse of $100,000 hung 
up for a long time to give to the first railroad that would build into 
its thriving and rich country, but no takers, although several have 


tried it and found it impossible to finance even a short road between 
San Antonio and Fredericksburg. The people of that town are now 
turning their attention to the next best thing, which is to build a 
highway over which their products and their commerce can be handled 


most economically and their automobiles convey passengers more 
promptly. This is only one of the many instances throughout the 
country, as we still have many towns more than 50 miles from a 


railroad. 

_ With a good road a farmer who lives 15 miles from a shipping sta- 
tion is better off than on ho lives 5 miles with a poor road. The man 
with a good road, with the distance against him, can make his trips 
quicker and can carry from two to three times as much on his wagon, 
and, more important, he can depend upon his road and bridges every 
day in the year, while the man who encounters swollen streams and 
impassable roads often loses his best market and his vegetables decay 
upon his hands. 

We have 2,100,000 miles of public roads. From the best 
obtainable there are about 44,000 miles, or 2 miles out of each 100, 
under a high standard of improvement. There are not more than 
175,000 miles, or 8 miles out of each 100, under any kind of improve 
ment. In other words, we have 1,925,000 miles of public roads which 
are in as poor condition now as they were when they were laid out by 
our early settlers and pioneers. 

The last Congress appropriated $52,000,000 for river and harbor im- 
provements. I am not against river and harbor improvements. I am 
only against the waste that the people of this country pay for through 
the expenditure of such appropriations. This $52,000,000 was largely 
political distribution, opposed by President Taft, who gave notice that 
he would not again approve such haphazard expenditures. If our Con 
gressmen and other public paid officials could ley aside political ques- 
tions which are of no benefit to the country and give their attention to 
economic questions that build up, rather than political agitation and 
threats of what they propose to do to the institutions of our country, 
there would be a vast difference in our future growth and prosperity. 
It is not the legislation which is enacted that does the greatest harm. 
Political campaign speeches which create prejudice and doubt in our 
institutions do the most damage. These will not be stopped until the 
farmers elect men to office, both National and State, who will give atten- 
tion to working out economic questions that benefit them. One of these 
problems is to give to the farmers roads from their farms to the rail- 
ane as in keeping with the railroads from the railroad stations to 
markets. 

Good roads would add so greatly to the comfort, health, and happiness 
of their users that every possible agency should be employed in making 
better roads. Unfortunately, this is not the way it is working out. 
The only proof necessary is that 5,600 times as much money is appro- 
priated by Congress for military expenses as for good roads. If it 
could be shown to our national lawmakers that military roads are 
needed for armies and military convenience, appropriations for millions 
would be had without delay. Gen. Goethals, at the head of Panama 
Canal construction, says that this vast enterprise is of first importance 
as a military expedience. To make this naval highway in a foreign 
country for fighting vessels our Government is spending more money 
than has ever been expended for any one similar project in the history 
of the world. The value of good roads has not been driven home, be- 
cause Federal and State Legislatures fecl that they can, without being 
criticized at home, do little for country roads, and the people accept 
such short-sighted policies without protest. 

If we build 100,000 miles of public highways annually for ten years 
and give to this country 1,000,000 miles of good public roads, at an 
average cost of $3,000 per mile, or $300,000,000 annually, we will b« 
engaging in a national development the advantages of which in econo- 
mies, commerce, comfort, and enhanced land values none can foretell. 
We will be accomplishing something worth while. This work, if carried 
on by counties and townships, as at present, will be very slow. It 
should be encouraged under a broad, comprehensive plan outlined by the 
Federal Government, cooperating with the States. The Agricultural 
Department of the Government is in sympathy with all things that 
tend to improve our public-road system, 

A law authorizing the Federal Government to extend its credit to 
each State in an amount equal to that expended by such State under a 
joint commission of Federal and State authorities would enable the 
different States to take advantage, in this work of upbuilding, of a low 
rate of interest that would greatly reduce the interest charge for the 
improvement of the public highways. This would not be so radical a 
departure from present practices as might first appear. The Govern 
ment has advanced or agreed to advance $115,000,000 to reclaim waste 
lands in various places in the West, which money is to be paid back 
to the Government. It is just as sound a public policy to loan 
one-half of the money to States which fuente the other half for 
the reclamation of farms and idle lands that can not now be reached 
on account of existing road conditions between them and railroad 
stations 

Those who seek precedent for Federal aid in providing better country 
roads will find it in the support which the Government gave the old 
National Pike. Under various names this great interstate highway ran 
from Washington to the Mississippi River. It was begun by the I'ed 
eral Government. Many appropriations were made by Congress to pay 
for construction, and it was built under the direction of War 1x 
partment engineers. The last appropriation was for $150,000, in 1838. 
The Government at Washington took an active part in seeing that the 
various States provided their share of the money and work toward the 
construction of this great road, which greatly aided in the settlement 
of the West. If the Government takes an ifiterest in aiding the States 
to finance their public-highway improvements, the most careful consid 
eration should be given to the development of a plan. While compr: 
hensive, it should be one that will safeguard the money expended 
Extravagance and wastefulness in the administration of our Govern 
ment and the loose methods of the expenditure of money appropriated 
for public works should warn us against a repetition in the construction 
of our public highways. 

Your association should have aggressive organizations in every State 
and have working relations with all commercial, manufacturing, and 
agricultural institutions. While I can speak but for one system ot! 
railroads, I feel confident that every railroad of the country will be 





information 


in sympathy and work in harmony to aid in the development of the 
country’s public highways with a view of upbuilding and increasing 
the production of existing cultivated fields and adding new acres that 
are now laying idle for lack of rail transportation or good public roads 











1911. 


to encourage their 





If your work is pushed properly and 
enthusiastically, within a fe years statistics will show that the popu 
lation of the rural districts is increasing instead of, as now, sho 
an increase in city population and a decrease in rural pepulation. The 
tide of young humanity will then flow to the country and away from 
the towns. Country localities with good roads go forward; country 
j lities with bad roads go backward. The welfare of the Nation de 


cultivation 

















k 
mands that the comforts of country life should keep pace with the 
comforts of city life 

are now spending hundreds of millions of doilars on termi 
nals in various cities of the country hese millions ef dollars do not 


add greatiy to the income of railreads, as they do not create new busi- 
ness, but they do add to the comfort of travelers and decrease the 
cost to their patrons of the delivery of freight The railroads are just 
as much interested in good roads for gathering freight as in expensive 
terminals to distribute the same at its destination. In different ways 
the two means of transportation work for the same purpose. Our 
interest is a business one and our support should be the same as in 
y other enterprise in the success of which we are concerned. 

If you will strengthen your association through a strong concrete 
organization of working forces in each State and will interest the Con- 
gressmen and State authorities by getting them to realize that one of 
the most effective ways to promote the growth of the country and ex- 
pand its agricultural development is through the encouragement of better 
roads, in the course of a few years we will have a system of public 
ways second to none in the world Every dollar saved through 
this economy goes directly to the pockets of the producers. On the 
basis of the Government’s estimate of the present excess cost of 15 
cents a ton for hauling in this country as compared with European 
countries, improved roads would have meant to the farmers on last 
year’s crop an additional $225,000,000, which would have increased 
their $8,750,000,000 crop to $10,000,000,000 When we take into con- 
sideration that this additional saving would have gone to the agricul- 
tural people, who are both the greatest producers of wealth and the 
greatest purchasing power of this Nation, it means more than the 
public men of this country who are siudying economic questions have 
considered What your association should work for is better roads, and 
finding ways and means of getting them. 

Every detailed analysis of the Government's business methods proves 
them to be wasteful. One of the ablest United States Senators recently 
announced that the Government could be run for $300,000,000 annually 
less than it is now costing. I can say as emphatically that $300,000,000 
annually will give to this country 100,000 miles of improved public 
highways a year. If you take up your work of better roads, to be 
paid for through a reduction of Government waste, your work will be 
effective and for the general good of all. 

It is a matter of tremendous import that in the United States bad 
roads are directly responsible for the loss of over a billion dollars a 
year. The saving of this stupendous sum constitutes an economic ques- 
tion ef vast importance. 


an) 















THe NATIONAL Goop ROADS ASSOCIATION, 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, CHICAGO OPERA HovusE BUILDING, 
Chicago, February 23, 1911. 
Hon. WILLIAM Svuzer, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Drak Mr. Sutzer: As I stated in my letter of yesterday, I am send 
ing you some very valuable newspaper notices of our Niagara Falls con 
vention, which show the prominent part taken by yourself and Mr. 
Yoakum, which, together with tke splendid editorial notices, form an 
important contrizution to the good-roads movement in this country. 
Please put them all into the Recorp in connection with the call for 
the international congress in this city. The newspaper notices are the 
y copies we have, so please don’t lose them before they get into the 
RECORD. 

With best wishes, sincerely, yours, 
ARTHUR C, JACKSON, President 


[Niagara Falls Gazette.] 


THE FFFECT OF TITE CONGRESS. 














While nothing tangible may immediately result in consequence of the 

§ of the National Good Roads Congress which has been in prog- 

n this city for the last three days, general effect y l ood 

‘ far-reaching. Rome was not built in a day; neither can a project 

of such magnitude as a general system of good roads be launched and 

completed in a short time. Such projects naturally move slowly. They 
u l agitated persistently and consistently; the people must |! 


i to an understanding of the great economical value involved; 


sentiment must be worked up in the Nation, and the respective States 











made to see their responsibilities and duties in this respect. 
I \ time. The agitation fo d roads has been goin 

\ nd it has not been fruitless Millions of dollars are being e 
| 1) rly by the several States in t] ! ding and maint f 
! The fart s have benefited ; tl ty dweller has benefited ; 

of society and all of ind rial I h er 

l the movement may be said to i | incy. Anothe 
aeca ill se in good-road buildi As the nefits 


























ac and are ent come gene lly p I 
and in time any nsion to civ prid nd 
progress will h: 

so mt of this gathering of nation-wide i: 
portance that j e brough a close today. In its lo signifi 
the congress will be more immediately effective It is bound t 
a healthful and stimulating influence on tl good-roads mover 
Niagara County. It will give impett to the Niag Falls-Buffalo 
I vard movement, and it will doubtle esult in the organ n 
of an active county association v hich w further tl movement h 
‘ ts With the aid of the State depart eral good ‘ 
H already been constructed in Niagara Cour in other western 
‘ew York sections, and the nefit they have proved to the 
farmer and to all persons ha ‘ m to make use of the public 

ways has brought the n t in popular favor. The Niagara 

! Buffalo Boulevard project 1 n the air. Only recently 





ls attention been given to the matter, and it was only a week 
© since that actual work was rut is boulevard will be in 

nature of a trunk line betw cities in this section, 
and when it is completed it is rea 
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ppose that a number of 
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| the forests and the factories—-encourage energy and 
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dial roads will connect with it from all parts of the interventr 
tory The boulevard will be the trunk line of in on 1 it 
will make any portion of th unty easy of acces It will be f 
general benefit. 

[Niagara Falls (Ontar Record, July 10.] 
. THE GOOD ADS RY 

In the history of the rise and fall of nations \ ead that in tl 
days of prosperity, peace, and plenty the people enjoyed the advantages 
of good and well-kept highways, enabling the inl ints p from 
place to place in comfort and with speed, while in the days when 
disaster swept over the land the r were allowed f I 
and become part of the general pi of n Suel ‘ 
natural result of the two conditions outlined—goo lw i 
for roadways denote the general prosperity and | ive pit 
community of comfort-loving human beings, while the rude, ill-kept, 
and dangerous highways, relics of a barbarous ages Y rat t he 
tastes and desires of a community t 1 inst t ist llow 
through life anyhow 

There is in the movement toward a betterment of the highways of 
the country, both in the United States and Canad that is just now 
being made by the National Good Roads Congress, an awakening ) 
the neceasity of a long-needed change for the public good that is praise 
worthy in the hichest sens “The greatest good to the greatest mi 
ber” is a timely maxim, and the National Good Roads ( g s is 


doing that which will certain); nefit everybod 











New York State alone has made an appropriation of 000 for 
the construction of good road and the third meeting of the national 
congress will be held at Niagara Falls, in that State, as a wark of at 
proval, and it is a pleasure to note that there is lik to be a ready 
response te the invitations ito be present that have n sent t Presi 
dent Taft and the high officials of the Dominion and | incial Govert 
ments. 

Canada may be depended upon to bear its shar f the good work, 


and its grand results upon the welfare of the country will be amp! 
recompense for the time, money, and energy devoted to the natior 
building project. 

Good roads mean progress and prosperity, a benefit t 
live in the country, and it will help every section 
good streets, make habitation along them most desir: 
the value of farm lands, facilitate transportation 
wealth to the producers and consumers of the country; they 
milestones marking the advance of civilization; they econo! 
give labor a lift, and make millions in money; they ve W 








tear and worry and waste; they beautify the country—bring 

with the city; they aid the social and the religious and the edt 

and the industrial progress of the people; they make bett ! 
| happier hearth sides; they are the avenues of trade, t ; i of 


commerce, the mail routes of information, and the agencies of speedy 


communication; they mean the economical transportatior f market 
able products—the maximum burden at the minimum cost; they pro 
mote social intercourse, prevent intellectual stagnation, and increase 
the happiness and the prosperity of our producing masses; they con 
tribute to the glory of the country, give employment to our idle work 
men, distribute the necessaries of life the products of the fields and 

husbandry 1 
cate love for our scenic wonders, and make mankind bett and broader 
and greater and grander. 


[Boston Herald-Post, July 51, 1910.] 


THE BLESSING OF GOOD ROADS 











It is only within recent years that we of the United Stat have 
begun to concern ourselves very much about ¢ l l When 
Charles Dickens made his first tour « is country | 1d sor ti 
thir to say about the horrible highway he e1 inte ] nd | had 
good reason. It takes a long time for new land to realize what a 
maker of wealth are well-made roads, passable in all kind ] 


and how bad ones hamper even the pursuit of happiness, a 


the increase of resources 
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By all odds the farmer is the man who is goin » gai ) rom 
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[The 





suffalo Evening Times, Thursday July 28, 1910.] 
THE NATIONAL GOOD ROADS CONGRESS. 


The National Good Roads Congress, which opens in Niagara Falls 
to-day, is engaged in a work of the utmost importance to the country. 

Just so sure as civilization has its way in America, the good-roads 
cause will prevail. One is inseparable from the other. 

Whether Buffalo, Niagara Falls, and the adjacent towns and cities 
share in the benefits which the United States will reap from the labors 
of the friends of good roads, depends upon the communities themselves. 

The Good Roads Congress, assembled right at our doors, is a living, 
authoritative monition that we must hasten to the utmost degree con- 
sistent with sound workmanship the building of that much-talked-of 
and long-delayed boulevard between Buffalo and Niagara Falls. 

The Good Roads Congress is a tangible, great, and active reminder 
that Buffalo, Niagara Falls, and the intervening communities are losing 
large sums annually because the miserable condition of more than 
half the highway of Buffalo to the Falls prevents thousands of 
visiting tourists to either place from driving their automobiles between 
the two cities, the hotel and commercial interests of the respective cities 
thus failing to receive the profits which would come from the free 
communication that would infallibly be caused by broad, firm, attractive 
roads traversable by every kind of vehicle. 

The Good Roads Congress is a deserved rebuke to the sluggishness 
which has prevented Erie County and western New York from having 
universally good roads. ‘T‘his magnificent central section of population, 
railroads, manufactures, lake traffic, electric power, and agriculture 
presents a combination of advantages which is not equaled within the 
same number of square miles in any part of the United States. 

: — is no excuse for a bad road in any district of western New 
ork, 

A country which, without good roads, lays claim to progressiveness 
is like the play of Hamlet with Hamlet left out. 

The bad road is a relic of savagery—a reversion to atavism. 

The Indian, who was the first inhabitant of Erie and Niagara Coun- 
ties, was satisfied with a trail through the woods. He was a barbarian 
and was true to his character. 

Let us be true to our character as civilized men. 

Let us have the best roads that money can buy and skill can furnish. 

Every narrow, boggy, muddy, rutty road that we permit ourselves to 
tolerate is a survival of barbarism—a flouting in the face of our claims 
to march with the van of civilization. 

We look for a tremendous impetus to be given by the Good Roads 
Congress not only to the cause of good roads in its national bearings 
but to the same cause in its relation to local conditions. 





{From Philadelphia Inquirer-Press, July 30, 1910.] 
THE GOOD ROADS ANNUAL, 


The National Goods Roads Congress is now holding its third annual 
session at Niagara Falls. Its first session was held in Chicago, and one 
of its results is the incorporation of good-roads planks in the national 
political platforms of 1908. These meetings have value in bringing 
together and giving expression to the latest and best ideas on road im- 
provement and in building up and strengthening a public opinion which 
in a few years will not be willing to tolerate bad roads anywhere. 

It is easy to find many arguments for good roads, but for bad roads 
there is only one merit claimed, and this is that they are cheap. But 
are they “cheap?” The Federal Bureau of Public Roads says no, and 
shows by elaborate computations the very heavy expense that bad roads 
impose upon those who must use them, especially upon the farming class, 
whose time is wasted, and wagons and horses are deprived of much the 
larger share of their capacity for service by the heavy friction that has 
to be overcome on bad roads. Mr. B. F. Yoakum, of the executive com- 
mittee of the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad, addressed the Good 
Roads Convention on this subject on Thursday, and he estimates that 
the farmers of the country would bave saved $225,000,000 last year 
if the roads over which they hauled their products had been good roads 
instead of poor ones. 

This is not a blind guess. The Government shows that the average 
haul to get farm products to market or railroad shipping point is 9 
miles, and the difference in cost of hauling products over bad roads as 
compared with good is over 15 cents a ton a mile. This does not in- 
clude the back haul of supplies over the same soft roads. The farmer 
needs smooth, hard roads of easy grade. Such roads would bring him 
rich return in the saving of time and of much of his money, now ex- 
pended in repairs to harness and wagon and in the purchase and main- 
tenance of more draft stock and equipment than would be necessary 
if good roads surrounded him. 

The interest which many railroad companies take in good roads Is a 
very helpful factor in the good-roads movement. A good highway is 
a feeder of the nearest railroad. It makes it possible for freight to 
be taken to and from the stations cheaply, quickly, and easily at all 
seasons, which fact naturally increases business. Good roads reach- 
ing the railroad from all points would make the construction of short 
spurs or lateral railroads less necessary. Good roads develop the 
country, promote traffic, and create business. They are most valuable 
allies of the railroad and deserve all the countenance and assistance 
which the railroad companies can give them. 

The Republican national platform of 1908 declared that the Repub- 
lican Party “ recognizes the social and economical advantages of good 
country roads maintained more and more largely at public expense and 
less and less at the expense of the abutting owners. In this work we 
commend the growing practice of State aid.” There is no suggestion 
here of national road building. Those who hug the delusion that Uncle 
Sam may be induced to go into the business of building highways in 
the States at the expense, in whole or in part, of the National Treas- 
ury are really obstructing the movement by expending their energies 
in the wrong direction. Road improvement is progressing only in 
those States where the State government takes hold of it vigorously 


and adopts road improvement by States and as a permanent State 
policy. 
If the National Good Roads Congress will give currency and its 


authority to the idea that bad roads are an extravagance and waste, that 
the farmers are the ones chiefly penalized and handicapped by such 
roads, and that the State is the proper authority to appeal to for a 
reconstruction of highways or improved roads, it will promote the 
good-roads movement in a practical way. That movement is as wide 
as the Nation, and growing all the time, but it needs the direction of 
expert advice and the stimulus and enthusiasm which intelligent 
leadership alone can give it. 
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[Philadelphia Item, July 26, 1910.] 
GOOD ROADS. 


Preparations for the third annual convention of the National Good 
Roads Congress, which is to be held in Niagara Falls. N. Y., July 2s, 
29, and 30, are taking on an international aspect, and indications are 
that the Dominion of Canada will take equal part in the deliberations 
and discussions through the many celebrities that will attend from 
that country. 

The international character of this great gathering is given in- 
creased prominence because of the fact that the congress is to be held 
on the Canadian border, and, for the further reason, that Canadians 
are now manifesting an unusual interest in the good-roads movement, 
and have accepted with significant enthusiasm the invitation to be 
present at this session. 

The general subject of good roads is now engaging the attention of 
Canadian legislators in a degree almost equal to the place it is claim- 
ing in the public eye in the United States, and it is expected that at 
least a third of the principal speakers who will address the congress 
will be Canadians, who are thoroughly posted upon the subject and 
who will have valuable suggestions to offer. 

Every effort is being put forth to secure the presence of Sir James 
Whitney, the Premier of Canada, and the committee is confident that 
he will be there to fraternize with President Taft; Gov. Charles F. 
Hughes, of New York State; Col. Roosevelt; Mayor Gaynor, of New 
York City; and others who are expected to attend the congress and 
address the gathering. 

Committees of citizens of Niagara Falls, N. Y., and Niagara Falls, 
Ontario, are cooperating in the arrangement of plans for the reception 
and entertainment of the delegates to the congress, and there will be 
plenty of interesting features in connection with the meeting on both 
sides of the border. Not a thing is being done on one side of the line 
that is not being duplicated on the other. 

Mayors of Canadian cities, as well as commercial organizations and 
granges of the Dominion, boards of trade, chambers of commerce, etc., 
are displaying an interest in the coming convention and many of them 
will send delegates. 

More than 200,000 invitations have been sent out, at least half of them 
being addressed to the owners of automobiles in Canada and the United 
States, special attention having been paid in the distribution of these 
to the automobile organizations in New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, and the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec in Canada. 

One of the features of the Congress is to be a monster automolhile 
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parade on the second day of the gathering. There at least 250,000 x 
automobile owners within easy ride of the city where the convention Bd 
is to be held, and it is expected the representation of this class of good 4 
roads advocates will be large indeed. Ps 

It may not be generally known that.more than half the States in the ie 
Union have adopted the principle of State aid and supervision over al! E 
or parts of the roads, while the remaining States are seriously consid 
ering sweeping reforms in their road laws. ; 

In Canada the same interest is being displayed, and this is bringing 
about a steady progress in road building which is now recognized as 
one of the foremost economic movements of the day. 

In the States the expenditure for this work has reached a total 
nearly $60,000,000 annually, and many counties have issued bonds in 
large amount to further the work. By. 

Interesting discussions on the experience of this country and Canada : 
will enliven the congress, and the profit to those attending and repre ¢ 


sented will be great. 





[Youngstown (Ohio) Telegram-Vindicator, July 28, 1910.) 
GOOD ROADS CONVENTION. 


NraGara FAtts, N. Y., July 28 


The Third Annual Convention of the National Good Roads Congress 
was opened here to-day, to continue through Saturday. Less than 1'” 
delegates had registered when Mayor A. €. Douglass, of this city, « 
livered the address of welcome, but a material increase in attendan 
was expected. 

Congressman WILLIAM SuLzer became presiding officer and spoke on 
various aspects of good roads as vitally affecting national prosperity. 





[Brooklyn Standard-Union, July 28, 1910.] ; 
NATIONAL GOOD ROADS CONGRESS AT THE FALLS. 


NraGARA FALLS, July 
| 


A record-breaking attendance marked the opening here to-day of the 
Third Annual Congress of the National Good Roads Association. The 
gathering will continue in session three days and will be addressed 
many men who have been foremost in the movement to promote good 
roads throughout the country. 


oS 


[Niagara Falls Gazette, July 28.] 


GOOD ROADS CONGRESS OPENS THREE-DAY SESSION—MOVEMENT NATION 
WIDE—REPRESENTATIVE SULZER, CHAIRMAN—REPRESENTATIVE SIMMONS 
WOULD DIVERT APPROPRIATIONS FROM WATERWAYS DEVELOPMENT TO PD 
VELOPMENT OF GOOD ROADS—-GREAT NEED OF IMPROVED HIGHWAYS Fut 
FARMERS POINTED OUT BY SPEAKERS. 


The third annual convention of the National Good Roads Congress 
opened at the auditorium of the Home of Shredded Wheat this morn 
ing. The atendance was somewhat smaller than was at first expected 
What was lacking in attendance was made up in enthusiasm, and s¢\ 
eral good addresses were delivered. ‘ , 

The Rey. Albert 8. Bacon, pastor of the First Presbyterian Chure) 
delivered the invocation. President Albert C. Jackson opened the con 
vention and the address of welcome was delivered by Mayor Anthon) ‘ 
Douglass. It was exceedingly brief, the mayor simply bidding the 
delegates to the convention to the city, and stating that it afforded 
him the greatest pleasure imaginable to extend to them the freedom 
of the city. : 

President Jackson responded. He called attention to the natura! 
advantages of the city and declared that the people of Niagara had a 
reputation for hospitality that is envied by other cities; but that 
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noticed that there was one essential to unadulterated pleasure lacking, In reviewing the history of this Nation for the t 
and that was good roads. “ There is nothing that you can do here in | dee} 


rara,”’ said President Jackson, “that will make the stay of the/|e 
‘rr in your gates more pleasant than to provide him with good 
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e of human endea 
ve find our Federal Government has, with a lavish hand 
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There is no reason why Niagara Falls should not become as]|r ly every im yvement for t! enefit ¢ eon) : i 
great a center in this country as Paris is in France, if you have the | no inconsiderable t in pl ing the spl ! WW . 
kind of boulevards that radiate out around it as they do from that | achieved in the past half cent 
rreat city.” * Our Government has s} llions } : 
REPRESENTATIVE SULZER’S SPEECH. } § ting an irrigation s} n, and du ‘ V 
vided $20,000,000 additional! ww to « en 
Mr. Jaci lueed Representative WILLIAM Scwzer as the | this Nation. 
presi ae ion of the convention. Mr. Suz began ‘We have given governmental aid of more than 00.000 000 : 
his , felt that the holding of the convention | jm ‘vement of our rivers and harbor und we 
in ira it a fitting manifestation of appreciation of priatins ut $50,000,000 for that p rpos , 
what thi is e | done for the cause. “I regret that we haven't ‘We ae aided the construction of our railt : : 
the numbers, but this may be due to the bad roads.” Continuing, he} srants of more than 200,000,000 acres, the valu 7 zs 
said: beyond calculation : : 
‘For years I have been an earnest advocate of good-road building. ** We have aided every industry in ou i ( j 
Good roads an progre and prosperity, a benefit to the people who | tection; in fact, we have given gov mental aid to nea ery 
live in the cities, an advantage to the people who live in the country, } enterprise in Americ a, and in every instance I be ve the r 
ind they will lp every section of our vast domain. Good roads, like | have followed have fully demonstrated the wisdom of the 
good streets, every habitation alone them more desirable; they | as beneficial as Government aid has proven to have | i 
‘ ( tl of farm lands, facilitate transportation, and add |} tion system, to our rivers and harbor y n » < ‘ 
id wealth to the producers and consumers of the country; they | and to our great industrial and comme: 1 devel =r t 
‘ the milestones marking the advance of civilization; they economize | firmly believe that Government aid to the impr nt of the ls of 
time, give labor a life, and make millions in money; they save wear | this « intry would be as ; a benefit and a ble » the 
and tear and worry and waste; they beautify the country—bring it in | 90,000,000 people of this mas h een tl , n 
tou he city; they d the social and the religious and the edu any of the other objects of support wl I have wm 1ed 
eat il ar the industrial progress of the people; they make better “In Dex akan last I had the pleast f attend rf In 
ho! and happier hearthsides; they are the avenues of trade, the | land Waterways Congress which was hel Wasl I w ] 
highways of commerce, the mail routes of information, and the agen surpri a to find what a widespread i t th t try 
es of speec ommunication; they mean the economical transportation | had been worked up in bebalf of the fur t mt « f 
of market » products—the maximum burden at the minimum cost; ] our waterways. 
they are the ligaments that bind the country together in thrift and ‘While it has been my good fortune to attend m onve ‘ of 
industry and intelligence and patriotism; they promote social inter- | this character, I can certainly say that I never tence 1 cor \ 
course, prevent intellectual stagnation, and increase the happiness and | before in which there was such a-large delegation is 
the prosperity of our producing they contribute to the glory of | enth sm in their subject as was shown at this gathering 
: the country. give empl y { 1, distribute the neces object of » Inland Waterways Convention was to wor 1 
: saries of life—the produ forests and the fac | in which would influence Congress to appropriate $500,000.00 
4 toric encourage energ 1 love for our scenic for the improvement of four different waterways p1 ng 
: wonders, and make mankind | and grander. |} an inland canal along the Atlantic coast from Marth i to 
One of the crying needs it especially in the South and | Jacks« nville ; another the improvement of the Ohio Live roa 
the West, better roads. The es of good roads would, in wate iy connection with the Lakes to the Gulf, and the vement 
a great measure, solve the question of the high price of the necessaries | t olumbia River. 
of ‘e and the increasing cost of living—which is beginning to make remember, that after this Government having already expended 
e a struggle for existence. By reducing the cost of transportation | 000,000 dollars for our waterways improvement, we : roing 
it would enable the farmer to market his produce at a lower price and t sked to appropriate five bundred million m for same 
it iL larger profit at the same time. It would bring communities closer | |! 5 
and in touch with the centers of population, thereby facilitating the | “Tam not here to speak in opposition to improver : I 
con nmerce of ideas as well as of material Mlucts. | to is to call your attention to the lit t G it us 
When we consider that the agric 1! production alone of the shown to our waterways improvements the past, i then to con 
United States for the past 11 years totals $70,000,000,000, a sum that | trast as to which would the greater benefit to t sreater D 
staggers the imagination, and that it cost more to take this product of our people—to spend 10,000,000 addition: , t cart ut 
from the farms to the railway station than from such station to the | of the four waterways projects that I have iti ise t ive 
American and European markets, and when the saying in cost of moy hundred million as Government aid in tl ‘ovement of the t gh 
ing this product of ag riculture over good highwa instead of bad would | of this country. 
ane built a million miles of good roads, the incalculable waste of bad j, In expressing my views I say unhesitatingly that if the Government 
ads in this country is shown to be of such enormous proportions as t } is going to spend $500,000,000 for the improvement of the four water 
lemand immediate reformation and the exercise of the wisest statesman- way ntioned or for the good roads im) vement, I stand unalterably 
sl} ip |} in favor of the good seeds improve 
Good roads mean more cultivated farms and cheaper food products for | “ We also, at the last session of passed the Hi » what 
the toilers in the towns; bad roads mean poor transportation, lack of n as the Appalachian Res n bill, providing for the ex 
mmunication, high prices for the necessaries of life, the loss of untold | ‘e of $11,000,000 to buy waste 1 ntain land ith 
mill ions of wealth, and idle workmen seeking employment. Good roads vould | ytect the watersheds d increa ! low ater 
| help those who cultivate the soil and feed the multitude, and what- le rivers near the Appalachian R > lo not he ite to 
ever aids the farmers of our country will increase our wealth and bene- | t I was opposed to that proposition, for th on that I 1 
fit all the people. We can not destroy our farms without final decay. | len we commence to buy mountain land tl the matte vil 
Chey are to-day the heart of our national life and the chief source of ed to where it will be a great al of the use of | 
our material greatness. Tear down every edifice in our cities and labor | a td . i 
will rebuild them, but abandon the farms and our cities will disappear { think the time is most propitious for carryi ‘ e work d 
forever and pestilence will decimate the land. | roads improvements, and I also think the time i t propit 
The far-sighted wisdom of Julius Cwesar built from the imperial ex ecuring Government aid in this great project I \ ee thi 
, chequer the magnificent roads that led in all directions to eternal Rome. | * ‘t ahead of all other propositions for cul Gov Lid 
; The great Napoleon, Cwsar-like, built the roads of France that center l [ have just spoken of. I want to » the ( ent 1 
; in Paris from the general funds of the Government, and these French ts interest In the rovement of ou ad I 
. ads have done more than any other single agency to encour: the litted to expending $500,000,000 in the pr tha ed 
; hrift and increase the industry and insure the contentment of the peo- | UPOM Us DS the Deep Waterways Associatio 
: ple of France. Cesar and Napoleon were the great road builders of | &70V oe nt give its helping hand to t rpr 
4 ancient and modern times, and their foresight and their judgment | fore tt becomes committed has ! air d 
demonstrated the beneficent results that follow as the night the day rhis is the most meritoriot t gs tha ! it 
, the construction of good governmental highways. : 5 of Uncle Sam and asking powerful 
: ‘ i ‘T will not attempt to go into the sub 1 
REPRESENTATIVE SIMMONS'S SPEECH, benefit that good roads would be to everyone, f » her lay 
; a ta experts o good roads 1ere is in fl nt j } 
: Representative JAMES S. Simmons, of this district, was the next the Lares -mppatn all y oH oy A y- te parte l t Ya & 
: speaker. He called attention to the vast appropriations Congress has | be made perfectly plain to every: ne wl o is here } 
n making in past years for waterways, irrigation, and other im Chairman Suzer read a number of letters re ved ’ 
DY _ while nothing has been done for good roads. other States, including one a m Gov. ¢ t. of ¢ 
Mr. fONS said in part: ‘ : was stated that the legislature of the State d t apy t 
‘It is indeed a great pleasure to be here this morning to attend the | $18,000,000 for good ro ads, and that wit — rief period of 
opening of the Good Roads Congress. ; ee time the States of the West will excel t! 
“IT bring you the greetings of every resident of this city, all of whom | of road improvement. 
wish you godspeed in furthering the commendable work that is be- Lette were also read from Gov. Hug! t State: G 
fore you. lin J. I r New which t xecut t 
‘Niagara Falls has in the past been selected as the place in which | the fa tl $ ' 
great number of conventions have been held, many of which have! highw Iudson II oO | > 
heen of national importance; but I feel safe in saying that there | Marshall, 5 \ 
has been no gathering here for the consideration of any problem Al N M Rott 
hich was of greater importance to the 90,000,000 people of this stated with ‘ t 
great Nation than that which yon gentlemen are assembled here to! wished ict t 1 it ’ 
consider, suffalo I 1 tion 
It is fitting, indeed, that you should have come to the Empire State | an imp ! 
with your convention, for it is in this State you will find the most trative thr 
ral and commendable spirit for the furtherance of good-road im On m of A j if ‘ ° 
provements. Dodge tial W 
_“T most sincerely trust that during the deliberations of this conven- | pointed, ksor ! ‘ | t nd J “| 
tion you may be able to evolve a plan of operations which will ulti- | Cowles. 
mately result In securin th national and State eid in the further { committ on resolutions, - of ent f 
e of good-road improvements. every State represented, was also mex 
“In my judgment there is no line of development which would be so The first speech of the afternoon si n of the ngress, which was 
universally beneficial to our people as the improvement of our public | held at the International Hotel, was delivered by C ter C. Platt, 


highways. editor. : 
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[Cataract Journal, July 28.] 

EMINENT SPEAKERS ADDRESS THE GOOD ROADS CONGRESS—B. F. YOAKUM, 
CONGRESSMEN SULZER AND SIMMONS, CHESTER C. PLATT, AND OTHERS 
SPEAK AT CONVENTION ASSEMBLED HERE—MR. SIMMONS PLEDGES VOTH 
FOR CONGRESS APPROPRIATION. 


Welcomed to the city by Mayor Douglass, representatives of millions 
of persons throughout the United States to-day opened the third annual 
Good Roads Congress in the auditorium of the Shredded Wheat Co., 
which has as its object the establishment of a national system of im- 
proved highways. ‘The congress will last for three days, during which 


time men prominent in national affairs will deliver addresses and out- | 


line a plan whereby it is hoped to urge Congress to take up the good- 
roads movement and make appropriations for improved highways. 

The first meeting of the congress was called to order by President 
A. C. Jackson, of the National Good Roads Association, followed by 
wrayer by the Rev. A. 8S. Bacon, of the First Presbyterian Church. 
fayor Douglass was introduced and extended, in a few well-chosen 
words, the keys of the city, assuring all of the delegates that they 
would be made welcome. 

President Jackson replied to Mayor Douglass, and on behalf of the 
congress thanked the city of Niagara Falls for the great interest it has 
taken in the good-roads movement and for the work it has done toward 
making the congress a success. 

“ Niagara Falls,” said Mr. Jackson, “is ideally situated and has 
been given by nature one of the greatest attractions in the world. 
Tens of thousands of persons annually visit your beautiful city, at- 
tracted by the scenic beauties and by your unsurpassed hospitality. 
But there is ene thing you lack—gocd roads. And I fully believe that 
if Niagara Falls had a system of boulevards radiating from it tens of 
thousands more would visit the city every year. ‘This radial system 
should not be confined to this side of the boundary line, but should 
extend far into the heart of our neighboring Dominion. There is no 
reason why Niagara should not be the heart of such a system, and I 
hope that the work this congress will do will bear fruit in the estab- 
lishment of a system such as I have referred to.” 

In introducing Congressman WILLIAM Suuzer, of New York, Presi- 
dent Jackson said: 

“It is precedent that a man well known in the State in which the 
convention is held act as president. Congressman SuLzrr has for years 
been an advocate of good roads, and I believe that no man in or out of 
Congress has taken such a deep interest in the National Good Roads 
Congress as has Mr. SULZER, whom I take pleasure in introducing to 
this assemblage.” 

Mr. SULZER expressed his pleasure at the honor bestowed upon him, 
referred to the beauties of the city and the hospitality of the people 
of Niagara Falls, and then in a speech, frequently punctuated with 
applause, spoke of the objects and aims of the congress. Mr. SULZER 
said in part: 

“For years I have been an earnest advocate of good-roads building. 
Good roads mean progress and prosperity, a benefit to the people who 
live in the cities, an advantage to the people who live in the country, 
and it will help every section of our vast domain. Good roads, like 
good streets, make every habitation along them most desirable; they 
enhance the value of farm lands, facilitate transportation, and add un- 
told wealth to the producers and consumers of the country; they are 
the milestones marking the advance of civilization. 

“One of the crying needs in this country, especially in the South and 
the West, is better roads. The establishment of good roads would in a 
great measure solve the question of the high price of the necessaries of 
life and the increasing cost of living, which is beginning to make life 
a struggle for existence. By reducing the cost of transportation it 
will enable the farmer to market his produce at a lower price and at 
a larger profit at the same time. It would bring communities closer 
and in touch with the centers of population, thereby facilitating the 
commerce of ideas as well as of material products. 

“When we consider that the agricultural production alone of the 
United States for the past 11 years totals $70,000,000,000, a sum that 
staggers the imagination, and that it costs more to take this product 
from the farm to the railway station than from such station to the 
American and European markets, and when the saving in cost of moving 
this product of agriculture over good highways instead of bad would 
have built a million miles of good roads, the incalculable waste of 
bad roads in this country is shown to be of such enormous proportions 
as to demand immediate reformation and the exercise of the wisest 
statesmanship. But great as is the loSs to transportation, mercantile, 
industrial, and farming interests, incomparably greater is the material 
loss to the women and children and the social life, a matter 
as important as civilization itseif. The truth of the declaration of 
Charles Sumner 50 years ago, that ‘the two greatest forces for the 
png of civilization are the schoolmaster and good roads,’ 
S true. 

“The plain people of the land are familiar with the truths of history. 
They know the past. They realize that often the difference between 
good roads and bad roads is the difference between profit and loss. Good 
roads have a money value far beyond our ordinary conception. sad 
roads constitute our greatest drawbacks to internal development 
and material progress. Good roads mean prosperous farmers; bad roads 
mean abandoned farms, sparsely settled country districts, and con- 
gested populated cities, where the poor are destined to become poorer. 
Good roads mean more cultivated farms and cheaper food products for 
the toilers in the towns; bad roads mean poor transportation, lack of 
communication, high prices for the necessities of life, the waste of 
untold millions of wealth and idle workmen seeking employment. Good 
roads will help those who cultivate the soil and feed the multitude, 
and whatever aids the producers and the farmers of our country 
will increase the wealth and benefit all the people. We can not 
cestroy our farms without land decay. They are to-day the heart of 
our nutional life and the chief source of our material greatness. Tear 
down every edifice in our cities and labor would rebuild them, but 
abandon the farms and our cities will disappear forever and pestilence 
will decimate the land. 

‘If you say good roads will only help the farmers, I deny it. The 
farmers, who produce the necessaries of life, are less dependent than the 
millions and millions of people who live in our cities. The most super- 
ficial investigation of this subject will clearly prove that good roads 
are just as important to the consumers, if not more so, than they are 
to the producers of the country. 

“The burdens of life fall hardest on the farmer. The least the 
Government can do for him is to help him get decent highways. I am 
with the farmer in this fight for good roads I am with the rural 
districts of our land in their struggle for better transportation facili- 
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ties, and in Congress or out of Congress I shall do all in my power to 
hasten the consummation they desire—the ability to go and come along 
decent roads without exhausting the time and effort and the utility 
of man and beast. I know the farmer's joys and sorrows, his trials 
and his troubles, and I know how much we owe to the farmers of our 
country. A debt we can never repay.” 

Mr. Suuzer was followed by Congressman JAMES S. StmMoNs, intro- 
duced by Mr. Jackson as “the good-roads representative in Congress 
of the old Niagara district.” 

_Mr. Simmons was applauded several times, especially when he pledged 
himself to support with his vote in Congress the good-roads movement 
and to stand in favor of an appropriation for the betterment of the 
Nation's highways. Congressman SIMMONS, after welcoming the dele 
gates, said in part: 

“I most sincerely trust that during the deliberations of this convyen- 
tion you may be able to evolve a plan of operation which will ulti 
mately result in securing both national and State aid in the further- 
ance of good-road improvements. 

“In December last I had the pleasure of attending the National In- 
land Waterways Congress, which was held in Washington. I was 
indeed surprised to find that a widespread interest throughout this 
country had been worked up in behalf of the further improvement of 
some of our waterways. 

“The object of the inland waterways convention was to work up an 
interest which would influence Congress to appropriate $500,000,000 
for the improvement of four different waterways propositions, one being 
an inland canal along the Atlantic coast from Marthas Vineyard to 
Jacksonville, the other the improvement of the Ohio River and a 
waterway connection from the Lakes to the Gulf, and the improve. 
ment of the Columbia River. 

“ Now, remember that after this Government, having already expended 
over $500,000,000 for our waterways improvement, we are going to be 
asked to appropriate five hundred millions more for the same pur 
pose. 

“IT am not here to speak in opposition to improvements. I only 
refer to this to call your attention to the liberality the Government 
has shown to our waterways improvements in the past and then to 
contrast as to which would be the greater benefit to the greater num 
ber of our people—to spend $500,000,000 additional for the carry 
ing out of the four waterways projects that I have mentioned or to 
use this five hundred million as Government aid in the improvement of 
the thoroughfares of this country. 

“In expressing my views I say unhesitatingly that if the Govern 
ment is going to spend $500,000,000 for the improvement of the four 
waterways mentioned, or for the good-roads improvement, I stand 
unalterably in favor of the good-roads improvement. 

“ We also, at the last session of Congress, passed in the House what 
is known as the Appalachian Reservation bill, providing for the ex 
penditure of $11,000,000 to buy waste mountain land with the hope 
that it would protect the watersheds and increase the flow of water of 
navigable rivers near the Appalachian Range. I do not hestitate to 
say that I was opposed to that proposition for the reason that I 
believe when we commence to buy mountain land that the matter wil! 
be carried to where it will be a great abuse of the use of Federal 
money. 

“I think the time is most propitious for carrying on the work of 
good-road improvements, and I also think the time is most propitious 
for securing Government aid in this great project. I want to see this 
proposition get ahead of all other propositions for securing Govern 
ment aid, such as I have just spoken of. I want to see the Govern 
ment manifest its interest in the improvement of our roads before we 
become committed to expending any $500,000,000 in the projects tha 
are being pressed upon us by the Deep Waterways Association, and | 
want to see the Government give its helping hand to this commenda! 
enterprise before it becomes committed to “the purchase of abandoned 
mountain lands. 

“This is the most meritorious of all things that is knocking at the 
door of Uncle Sam and asking his powerful financial support.” : 

Congressman SIMMONS was the last speaker at the morning session, 
and following his address a committee on credentials, composed of I’res 
dent A. C. Jackson, A. G. Porter, and James L. Cowles, was appointed 
by the chair. 

A committee on resolutions, composed of one member from every 
State represented at the congress, will be named by the chair and will 
make its report at the session Saturday. 

Norman E. Mack, of Buffalo, chairman of the national Democratic 
committee, was present at the session of the congress this afternoon in 
the International Hotel. 

At the session this morning President Jackson read a lettey from Mr 
Mack, in which he regretted that his time would be limited in this city 
to such an extent that he would be unable to make an address. The 
letter, however, assured the congress that he is in hearty sympathy with 
the objects of the congress and that the movement would receive what 
ever support he could give. The session this afternoon was addressed 
by B. F. Yoakum, of the Frisco lines, James L. Cowles, of the postal 
road league of New York, and several other prominent men interested 
in the good-roads movement. cs 

At the afternoon session Chester C. Platt, editor of the Batavia Times 
spoke in part as follows: . 

“Andrew D. White, before he became one of the founders of ‘ ornell 
University and its first president, was a member of the New York Sta 
Legislature. Being deeply interested at that time, as he has been ev 
since, in the cause of popular education, he was also tnterested in B xl 
roads. Those were the days When the average farmer believed tha 
what was good enough fer tis father was good enough for him, when 
road taxes were a joke, and working them out was a form of amusemen 
in which there was always more shirking than working. Mr. White 
was interested in a bill calculated to improve the highways of the Stat 
Farmers were opposed to the measure, and they wrote him to that eff ct 
They asked for a hearing upon the bill, and it was granted. It was !n 
the month of March. When the day for the hearing arrived, M: 
White received a telegram. It read as follows: 

“* Postpone hearing oa highway bill. Can not reach depots. Roau 
impassable.’ ‘. 

“Good highways are needed not only as feeders to the railroads in 
times of war, but to enable us in times of peace, without direct Pp 
maries, the initiative, the referendum, and the recall, to get at 0! 
representatives in the legislature and the Congress when they threa f ; 
to enact laws which we do not want or refuse to pass laws which \ 
demand. i 

“The Federal Government should be interested in good roads, no 
only because of the military advantage of being able to quickly reach 
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railroad centers, but because of the economic desirability of being able 
easily and speedily to reach the railroads with both freight and passen- 
gers. ‘The prosperity of our railroads, which must inevitably soon pass 
under Government ownership, as they are now passing under Govern- 
ment control, depends in a great measure upon the character of the 
highways in the country traversed by the railroads. In proportion as 
roads are good and other facilities for transportation perfect, trade and 
commerce will increase. Farmers will raise the produce for which 
their farms are best adapted, sell the products of their farms, and pur- 
chase the things they need to consume, whereas where transportation 
facilities are bad and costly the farmer must raise on his own farm 
and produce by his own labor almost everything he needs. 

“The Federal Government should be interested in good roads, because 
they tend to promote popular education. Poor roads and illiteracy go 
hand in hand. Statistics show that those States which have the largest 
number of miles of improved highways have the smallest number of 
persens who can not read and write. 

“We want the Federal Government to begin the construction of 
national highways. Until such a time as the railroads become nation- 
ally owned we can find much relief from the evils of railroad monop- 

y if we have a system of national roads as well as many systems of 

roads and county roads. 

Thoughtful men are more and more appreciating the gravity of 
the railroad problem. Our railroads, like those of European countries, 
should have been built and owned by the Government. That they 
were not, has made us much trouble, and promises to make us much 
more 

‘Can our railroads permanently endure and prosper half under the 
control of their owners and half under the control of Government 
officials? I do not believe they can. No automobile manufacturing 
business could long endure, prosperous as that business now is, if a 
Government commission representing primarily the patrons of the 
automobile manufacturer were allowed to regulate all conditions of 
employment in the factory and even to fix the price at which the 
automobiles should be sold.. Easy as it is now to obtain capital for 
automobile enterprises, if the industry were placed under the control 
and regulation of a Government commission it would be as difficult to 
obtain new capital as it is now to obtain new capital to properly de- 
velop, enlarge, and improve the railroad facilities of New York State. 
No new railroads have been built in our State since the public-service 
commissions were appointed. Capitalists will not invest their money 
in enterprises to be controlled by those who have no financial interest 
at stake. Our railroads must ultimately be owned by the Government. 
Until they are, Government control and regulation are necessary, and 
until we acquire the ownership of our railroad highways it is highly 
desirable that the Federal Government shall develop a system of good 
roaas 

‘A system of Federal road building will begin when public sentiment 
demands it. This congress, as I understand it, is one of the instru- 
mentalities for making manifest to Congress the demand that does 
exist for Federal roads. Two of the most important factors in connec- 
tion with the good-roads problem are the farmer and the automobile. 
When the farmers and the automobile owners unitedly ahd enthusias- 
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‘ally work together for Federal roads we will obtain them. It is 
iseless to deny that the average farmer has not been in favor of good 
oads. It is also useless to deny that there has been some just cause 
for a lack of good feeling between automobile owners and the farmers. 
About the time that wide-tire regulations began to go into effect in 
this State and the farmers’ wagons began to improve macadam roads by 
acting at once as a rock-dust maker and a miniature road roller, auto- 
mobilists began extensive use of the highways, and with their nonskid 
tires and their chain attachments began to inflict the most serious dam- 
age upon the macadam roads. The swiftly moving automobile throws 
the rock dust into the air, and it is swirled to the sides of the road by 
the air currents passing under the low-hung body of the car. The 
dust nuisance led to serious depreciation in the value of real estate 
which had been greatly enhanced in value by the construction of the 
macadam road. Dust in the fields damaged crops. Can we blame the 
farmer that he has insisted that his own interest and that of auto- 
mobilists in good roads are by all means identical? 

“But a change is coming. We are learning to make our macadam 
road nearly dustless, and agricultural conditions are improving so 
rapidly that the farmers are becoming automobile owners. A new agrl- 
cultural era is dawning, and farming is destined to become the most 
attractive and remunerative business in the country. I have recently 
been advocating in my own town that an effort shall be made to bring 
the farmers of the township into closer relationship with the merchants 
and manufacturers through membership in our board of trade. Batavia 
has recently awakened to the fact that any town makes a mistake if 
it assumes that membership in its board of trade or Business Men's As- 
sociation shonld be limited to merchants and manufacturers. It saw 
that the professional men, the doctors, the lawyers, and the ministers 
are as much interested in the progress of the town and things pertain- 
ing to its welfare as are the merchants and manufacturers and that the 
membership roll of the organization should include the names of as 
many professional men as possible, and this added to the importance, 
the prestige, and usefulness of the organization. 

“It took the position that there was another very important class of 
citizens who ought to be embraced within the membership of the organi- 
zation, namely, the farmers. 

“ Farm lands are advancing in value, farming is becoming more profit- 
able. This, in a large measure, is due to the fact that new methods are 
being adopted, farmers are becoming a better educated class. These re- 
sults are due, in a measure, to the increased interest which the State 
has shown in agricultural pursuits, and the liberal policy it has pur- 
sued in fostering agricultural education by large appropriations for 
agricultural schools, for the Geneva Experiment Station, and particu- 
larly for the enlargement and improvement of the State Agricultural 
College at Cornell University.” 

A delegation, consisting of O. W. Cutler, John F. McDonald, Arthur 
C. Jackson, and Congressman F. Suuzpr, called on Mayor Fuhrmann, of 
suffalo, yesterday and invited him to attend the congress. Mayor 
Fuhrmann accepted the invitation, and also promised the delegation 
that he would do all in his power to secure a large attendance of auto- 
mobile owners of Buffalo. Mayor Fuhrmann is a warm good-roads en- 
thusiast, and while in conference with the Good Roads Congress dele- 
gation discussed the advantages that will accrue to both Niagara Falls 
and Buffalo when the boulevard now in course of construction is com- 
pleted. Mr. SuLzeER was very much impressed with the personality 
of Mayor Fuhrmann, and said that in Buffalo's chief executive the 
ote a Congress and the movement in general has a fine 
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| Serving his patrons. Recently, while on a trip through south Geor 
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Like Charles Sumner, Mr. Scuzer, who is proud to be called the mod 
ern Hlenry Clay, believes that the “ two greatest forces for the advance- 
ment of civilization are the schoolmaster and good roads.” 

; Discussing the goods-roads movement in a general way this morning, 
Congressman SULZER said: 

“The plain people of the land,” he said, “ know that often the dif- 
ference between good roads and bad roads is the difference between 
profit and loss. Good roads have a money value far beyond our ordi- 
nary conception Bad roads constitute our greatest drawback as a 
country to international development and material progress, Good 
roads mean prosperous farmers; bad ones mean abandoned farms, 
sparsely settled country districts, and congested cities They also mean 
more cultivated lands and cheaper food products for the toilers in the 
towns. 

* Bad roads,” he said, “mean poor transportation, lack of communi- 
cation, high prices for the necessities of life, the loss of millions of 
wealth, and idle workmen seeking employment Good road | 








ds will help 
those who cultivate the soil and feed the multitude, and whatever aids 
the producers and the farmers of our country will increase our wealth 


and benefit all the people. 

* One of the crying needs in this country, especially in the South and 
West, is good roads. The establishment of goods roads would, ina great 
measure, solve the question of high prices of food and the increasing 
cost of living.” 


[Niagara Falls Gazette, July 29 


WOULD HAVE GOVERNMENT LEND A HAND SPEAKERS AT NATIONAL ¢ D> 
ROADS CONGRESS SUGGEST MEANS FOR FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TA 
ACTIVE PART IN GOOD-ROADS WORK ONI PLAN TO LOAN MON 
STATES, ANOTHER TO DIVIDE COST WITH STATE 


The second day of the National Good Roads Congress opened this 
morning under much more auspicious circumstances than the session 
yesterday. The attendance was considerably larger than that of eit! 
of the sessions yesterday, and, if possible, the enthusiasm was even 
more marked Representative WILLIAM Suuzer, presided; James L 
Cowles acted Ns secretary. 





There were nine States represented among the delegates at the con 
vention this morning and more are expected this afternoon 
The illustrated lecture to-night will be delivered by J. BE. Penny 


packer, of the Department of Roads, Washington, D. C George E 
Cooley, State highway engineer of Minnesota, will also deliver an ad 
dress at the evening session 

The speeches this afternoon will include J. Munro Greir, of Niagara 
Falls, Ontario, the mayor of St. Catherines, and the mayor of Guelph 
Ontario. 











ADDRESS OF J. HAMPTON RICH 





J. Hampton Rich, delegate to the convention, representing by special 
commission the State of North Carolina, was the first speaker t 

He is also delegate to the International Good Roads Congress at br 
sels, Belgium. 

As editor of the Carriers’ Messenger, the organ of the rural letter 
carriers of the South, Mr. Rich took for his subject the “ Rural Lett 
Carrier and Good Roads.” He said: “There are many sides to the 
good-roads question. Why, down in my State there was held recent 
a big hotel men’s association, and one of the leading speakers was 
good-roads man, and took for his theme, ‘The Hotel Man and G 
Roads.” We have often heard of good roads and the merchant, : 
sometimes a speech is made on good roads and the traveling man 
The good-roads question and the railroad and steamship companies 
is a very pertinent question, and all through this convention f 
farmer and good roads has figured extensively, but possibly the man 
who is more nearly concerned with improvements of roads than any 
other is the rural letter carrier. Next to the question of his salary 
this is uppermost.” 
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OTHER SPEAKERS OF THE MORNING. 


The second speaker was Charles B. Mathews, of Buffalo. Mr. 
Mathews was introduced as “an old pioneer, whose name is known 
in every household in this State.” 

John Croft, of Mobile, Ala., the next speaker, is president of the 
Good Roads Association of the State in which he lives He began by 
alluding to the immense tourist trade of this section, and d ired that 
the American tourists who go to Europe every year spend between 
thirty and forty million dollars just to see the good roads 

He said that while the South is slow in the construction of roads 
they have about perfected the dirt road, and their principal problem 
“How to get their crops to the markets.” 

“The people of Alabama,” he said, “ believe that the National Gov 


ernment should do its part in the improvement of the highways,” and 
declared that the two United States Senators and nine Congres 1 
from his State were of the same opinion and, he believed, ready nal 


willing to do what they can to push the matter at the comi 
sessions. 


“The rural carriers of the United States now number 41,007 
It is estimated by recent figures just gathered from the tisties in 
the Congressional Library that these carriers travel 304,000,000 miles 


a year, which seems incomprehensible. 

“In my State, North Carolina, there are 1,278 rural carriers who 
travel on an average of 23.44 miles per day, or a total during the 
year of 28,176. In Georgia the number of carriers is 1,615 and they 
travel 38,420 miles. So these men who bear the messages of joy and 
sorrow, birth and death to our rural population in summer's heat 
and winter’s cold stand very close to the heart of the farmer, who 
composes, according to the statement of our friend from the far West, 
Mr. Yoakum, one-third of the population of our country. 

“Well this man who is a Government servant deserves to be treated 
well by our Government. His horse hire is heavy if he does not own 
his own horse and if he owns his own outfit the life of a horse on the 
average country route is not over three years; two horses must be 
kept all the time. The average net earnings of these men amounts to 
the magnificent sum of $31.50 per month. In New York State the 
average net earnings per month Is $33.95. In North Carolina it is 
$28. With this bountiful sum the rural carrier must feed and clothe 
his family and maintain his home and send his children to school; he 
must lay aside enough of this to buy a horse when the old one gives 
out. Now, has he not a strong argument for good roads? 

* Where good roads exist the rural letter carrier finds new methods of 








gia, 




































JOSS 
















I nd rriers at Dawson, Ga.. who drove antor 
got back to warm dinner This is 
‘ roads which they are lin » that | 
I road drag has also 1 of eat aid 
! 
to I ad the ¢ 
! ! t ise the K » 7 4 y 
i od } indorsed | (\e I’ 
It VW j i every I: . 
’ of the K ir 
tly I took a trip in an to bile 
. ‘ nt North Carolina We passed 
to work since good roads hay 
mproved their land by 
I 1] new the section to 
» change. But we 


when 11 miles out 
e to the farm of Mr. J. F. But 
tion that will, from cvery indi 
elled corn to the acre I counted 13 


fry) ioht 
t signt 


k 
9 ked was the 
: ; . 

t 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





ears on 1 stalk I have a photo of this fiel f “n m at 
Cataract Hotel Mr. Butts last year eultivated a vere of | 
corm from which he gathered 2264 bushels of shelled corn, red by 
(‘om sioner W 9 that commi I of North 
‘ 
dt re marvelous dey ts are taking. | e in 
ince tl agitation for good rx egan in North C ina 
Croft diverted from the subject of goods roads 1e 
l ked that the convention go on record as favoring the 
the Panama Canal Exposition at New Orleans. He sai 
t that it was but a fitting recognition of the work of Senator 





ma, who he styled as the father of the Panama C 
a delegate to the convention, duly appointed by the ma; 
New Orleans, 

Martin Dodge, of Washington, seconded the resolution, and started 
the liveliest discussion that has occurred on the floor of the convention. 

W. M. Bryant, of Kalamazoo, Mich., declared that the convention 
diverting from the subject matter of the convention, and also said 
that if the convention indorsed the southern city it would antagonize 
the far West and other cities. 

‘We are drifting from the subject matter, and I want to go home 
with something on good roads,” said Mr. Bryant. There was a 
further diseussion, and Albert I’. Keeney, president of the board of 
local improvement, declared that the convention might as well indorse 

1¢ man for State senator or United States Senator from the State 
of Ohio or Lilinois. 

Durand Churchill, of Point Loma, Cal., introduced by Mr. Keeney, 
of Chi 


of 
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ago, gave the delegates some idea of what California, and 
| lly San Diego County, was doing in the way of good roads. 

This State is making a bid for the celebration and is in the field, 
although Mr. Churchill did not mention this fact 

Dr. E. C. Kenney, V. S., of New Orleans, replied. He said that 
New Orleans is doing much in the cause, and advocated a national 
highway running across the States from the Atlantic to the Pacific and 
from the Great Lakes to the Gulf, and that the States and counties 
build their highways so that they will connect with these roads. 
According to his idea these government highways could be maintained 
y a tax levied on the tonnage carried by the improved waterways, 
and in the West, where there are no waterways, by a low tonnage tax on 








Following this address the resolutions, by almost unanimous vote, 


were referred to the committee on resolutions. 
Announcement ef the program of speakers for this afternoon was 
nade ‘fore the noon adjournment as follows: Martin Dodge, S. G. 





Forster, chief road engineer of Pennsylvania; C. KE. Shafer, of Monroe 
County, N. ¥.; end C. W. Kelly, of New Haven. 


{Cataract Journal, July 29.] 


$500,000,000 FOR GOOD ROADS EVER¥ YEAR—GOVERNMENT WASTE WOULD 
CONSTRUCT 100, MILES MR. YOAKUM’S SPEECH TO ROADS CON- 
GRESS WHAT NATION THROWS AWAY WOULD GIVE IMPROVED HIGH- 
WAYS HOW FARMERS WOULD BE SAVED MILLIONS—RAILROAD BULLDING 
HAS BEEN PRACTICALLY STOPPED BECAUSE OF ATTACKS, SPEAKER SAYS. 






‘One of our distinguished members of the Senate has declared on 
the floor that $300,000,000 is wasted annually by the Federal Govern- 
ment. If this sum could be conserved and applied to the construction 
of improved highways, we could have 100,000 miles of roads built every 
year. 
This statement by B. F. Yoakum, 
tee of the ‘Frisco Lines, ade dur 
the National Good Roads Congress yesterday, brought forth ap 
nd his suggestion that the Congress take some action toward sé 
fund to be used for educational purposes resulted in the adoption of 
resolution offered by W. J. Sandbury, of the Chautauqua €ounty 
ange, authorizing President A. C. Jackson to appoint a committee to 
nulate a plan whereby funds for a campaign such as suggested by 
Yoakum could be secured. 

Mr. Yoakum was the principal speaker at the session held at the 
International Hotel yesterday afternoon. At the conclusion of his ad- 
dress, Mayor McGuire, of Syracuse, offered a vote of thanks, which was 
unanimously indorsed. Mr, Yoakum spoke as follows: 

‘Your organization stands for a duty sadly neglected by the Gov- 
ernment. Good roads mean more for the people at large than any other 
public work, and add more to the comfort and upbuilding of the coun- 
try They are of national importance. 


chairman of the executive commit- 




















‘Government statistics tell us that it costs our farmers 15 cents more | 


to haul 1 ton 1 mile in this country than it costs in European coun- 
tries.. The products of the farms of the United States last year 
amounted to approximately 250,000,000 tons. The Government shows 
the average haul of a ton was 9% miles. This difference of 15 cents 
a ton per mile represents an additional cost of $1.35 a ton for an 
average haul of 9 miles. Estimating that two-thirds of the agricultural 
products of last year were hauled away from the farms, there would 
have been a saving to the American farmers of *225,000,000 if our 





ids had been up to the standard of European roads, not including 


r back hs 


of supplies from the stations to the farms. They would 
also have 


d large sums in the cost of replacing and repairing 
ns, etc., and In the investment and care of extra draft 
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MUST FIGHT FOR THEM. 


“The only way to cet good roads is to fight for them. Your orgcani- 














zation can do its work most effectively by keeping before the peop!e in 
a8 many ways as possible the importance of making money by making 
tter roads It is net a sentimental proposition, but purely a rsi- 
on 
There has been expended the Mississippi River, ineluding . 
eys, within the last 100 , 2 25,000,000 to put that public v r 
highway in condition for bandli preducts of the farm and com: ce 
tributary to it The last statistics available show that in 1906 e 
were 1,545,000 tens less transperted on this river than in 1889 ‘This 
$225,000,000 was expended between St. Louis and New Orleans th 
the States of Missouri, Arkansas, and L 1a on t vestern 


and the States of Illinois. Tennessee, and Mississippi on the 





eastern. The farmers of these States which border di ectly upon the 
Mississippi River, to say nothing of those of the remaining 40 States, 
have received no benefit from this vast sum wastefully expended by 
the Government. On the contrary, the farmers are paying as much 
for broken harness, broken wagons, with as much lost time, havling 
one-half a load to a team, as they were before this $225,000,000 was 
expended. There has been no systematic plan for the improvement of 


the Mississippi River. Therefore this great waste of money has been 
of no benefit to the transportation of commerce or the development of 
agriculture. This same amount of money expended in good road making 
would have yfelded tremendous returns to the people. [It is the duty 
of every citizen of the United States to aid the farmer in every way 
consistent with business principles to market his preducts to best 
advantage, and in this connection no one factor is of more economic 
importance than the reduction of the cost of transportation between the 
farm and the railroad station. 





ROADS AND RAILROADS. 


“It took three-quarters of a eentury to build up the American rail- 
roads. During the same time little attention has been given to the 
building of American country roads. Yet the value of the two to the 
public goes hand in hand. Food and elothing must be handled between 
the producers and the consumers over both the country road and the 
railroad. It is important that the country roads approach the high 
standard of the railroads 

“If a railroad encounters a high grade over a hill, which means 
excessive use of coal, slow trains, and light loads, the railroad cuts 
down the heavy grades to save coal bills, to move freight faster. to 
carry bigger trainloads. It borrows millions to do the grade cutting, 
pays the interest on this money, and through this economy is enabled 
to increase its surplus. The railroads borrow money to make stronger 
culverts and bridges to bear heavier engines and steel cars. Then the) 
must borrow more to buy the large locomotives and big cars, all of 
which add to the efficiency of those steel highways. 


FARMERS WILL BENEFIT. 


“The country road makers have not kept up with the railroad 
makers. They, too, must get money to cut down grades, to get smooth, 
hard surfaces, to provide good drainage, and to reduce the cost of main 
tenance. When this is done, the farmer can go from his farm to his 
market or shipping station quicker and carry a bigger load. The firm 
roadbed and smooth, heavy steel make the railroad’s cars_and engines 
last longer, and the substantial, wel-made country roads make the 
farmer’s horses, wagons, and harness last longer. The saving to 
railroad is only a small fraction of a cent on each ton houled 1 mi 
while the saving to the farmer is 15 cents a ton a mile. rhis 
difference in cost of hauling will often turn a losing farm into a 
paying one. 

“The greatest value of good reads will be to the farmers who have 
not yet become interested. You have not yet found a way to reach 
them to properly place your arguments and statistics before them. They 
need to be shown that the poorest reads are the most expensive roads. 
They have not been shown that their broken wagons, broken harness, 
and blacksmith bills cost them more than the cost of having d 
roads. They have not been shown that a $4-a-day team can do twice 
the work over good roads, which makes that team worth to them $8 
a day. 








SHOULD TALK TO MILLIONS. 


“The members of your association know these plain and simple 
things I have stated. But the way to get geod roads is to make all ibe 
people know them and keep them constantly in mind. The trans} 
tion system which carries our food and clothing from maker to user 1S 
part railroad and part country read. One part is as necessary as the 
other. Your organization in its support of the betterment of our publ 
highways should talk in millions instead of thousands. The advocates 
of better roads are behind the times and will have to spend money by 
the millions to catch up, and the people who are to enjoy and benefit by 
these improvements should be educated to understand what good roads 
mean to them and what they will cost. 


PRECEDENT FOR FEDERAL AID. 


“Those who seek precedent for Federal aid in providing better coun 
try roads will find it fm the support which the Government gave [1 
old National Pike. Under various names this great interstate highway 
ran from Washington to the Mississippi River. It was begun by the 
Federal Government. Many appropriations were made by Congre 
pay for construction, and it was built under the direction of V ir De 
partment engineers. The last appropriation was for $150,000 in 150». 
The Government at Washington took an active part in seeing that the 
various States provided their share of the money and work toward the 
construction of this great road, which greatly aided in the settlement 
of the West. If the Government takes an interest in aiding the States 
to finance their public-highway improvements, the most careful con- 
sideration should be given to the development of a plan. While m- 
prehensive, it should be one that will safeguard the money expend “dl. 
Extravagance and wastefulness in the administration of our Govern! nt 
and the loose methods of the expenditure of money appropriated fot 
public works should warn us against a repetition in the construction 
our publie highways. 5 3 

“Your association should have aggressive organizations in 
State and have working relations with all commercial, manufact\ 
and agricultural institutions. While I can speak but for one syst 
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railroads, I feel confident that every railroad of the country will be in 
sympathy and work in harmony to aid in the development of the coun- 
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try’s public highways, with a view of upbuilding and increasing the 
production of existing cultivated fields and adding new acres that are 
now lying idle for lack of raii transportation or good public roads to 
encourage their cultivation. If your work is pushed properly and en 
thusiastically, within a few years statistics will show that the popula 
tion of the rural districts Is increasing instead of as now showing an 
increase in city population and a decrease in rural population. The 
tide of young humanity will then flow to the country and away from 
the towns. Country localities with good roads go forward; country 
localities with bad roads go backward The welfare of the Nation 
den ts that the comforts of country life should keep pace with the 
comforts of city life. 
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RAILROAD TERMINALS. 


“ Railroads are now spending hundreds of millions of dollars on ter- 
minals in various cities of the country. These millions of dollars do 
not add greatly to the income of railroads, as they do not create new 
business; but they do add to the comfort of travelers and decrease the 
cost to their patrons of the delivery of freight. The railroads are just 
as much interested in good roads for gathering freight as in expensive 
terminals to distribute the same at its destination. In different ways 
the two means of transportation work for the same purpose. Our 
interest is a business one and our support should be the same as in any 
other enterprise in the success of which we are concerned. 

“The agricultural people of the country are beginning to realize their 
own situation. They are commencing seriously to study economic ques 
tions. They are beginning to figure their time as worth money. When 
your association places the facts before the owners of the 6,000,000 
farms, who represent, according to the Government estimates, including 
their families, nearly one-third of our population, and gets them to 
realize what good roads mean to them, we will then have good roads. 
They will vote for men as public servants who will encourage and vote 
to help along the work of getting good roads. The duty of the National 
Good Roads Association is of greater importance to-day to the future 
growth of the country than it has ever been before. 

“It is to good roads that this country must look largely for its 
future growth and development. 


ATTACKS ON RAILROADS, 


“The railroad business of the country has been attacked from so 
many different standpoints that we are not going to have for many 
years such an era of railroad construction as we have enjoyed hereto- 
fore. The improvement which can come nearest taking the place of 
railroads in the development of the country lying back from existing 
railroads is good public highways. Illustrations of this you can now 
see in many sections of the country, and will see many more evidences 
of it as different communities begin to realize how hard it is for rail- 
road builders to find new money to build new railroads into new 
countries. 

“One instance I have in mind which illustrates the situation: In 
the county in which San Antonio, Tex., is located tbere have not been 
any new railroads constructed for several years. The splendid old 
German town of Fredericksburg has had a purse of $100,000 hung up 
for a long time to give to the first railroad that would build into its 
thriving and rich country, but no takers, although several have tried 
it and found it impossible to finance even a short road between San 
Antonio and Fredericksburg. The people of that town are now turning 
their attention to the next best thing, which is to build a highway over 
which their products and their commerce can be handled most eco- 
nomically and their automobiles convey passengers more promptly 
This is only one of the many instances throughout the country, as we 
still have many towns more than 50 miles from a railroad. 


GOOD ROADS AND MARKETS. 


“With a good road a farmer who lives 15 miles from a shipping 
station is better off than one who lives 5 miles with a poor road. The 
man with a good road, with the distance against him, can make his 
trips quicker and can carry from two to three times as much on his 
wagon; and more important, he can depend upon his road and bridges 
every day in the year, while the man who encounters swollen streams 
and impassable roads often loses his best market and his vegetables 
decay upon his hands. 

“We have 2,100,000 miles of public roads. From the best informa- 
tion obtainable there are about 44,000 miles, or 2 miles out of each 100, 
under a high standard of improvement. There are not more than 
175,000 miles, or 8 miles out of each 100, under any kind of improve 
ment. In other words, we have 1,925,000 miles of public roads which 
are in as poor condition now as they were when they were laid out by 
our early settlers and pioneers. 

“The last Congress appropriated $52,000,000 for river and harbor 
improvements. I am not against river and harbor improvements I 
am only against the waste that the people of this country pay for 
through the expenditure of such appropriations. This $52,000,000 was 
largely political distribution, opposed by President Taft, who gave 
notice that he would not again approve of such haphazard expenditures 
If our Congressmen and other public paid officials could lay aside 
political questions which are of no benefit to the country and give their 
attention to economic questions that build up rather than political 
agitations and threats of what they propose to do to the institutions of 
our country, there would be a vast difference in our future growth and 
prosperity. It is not the legisiation which is enacted that does the 
greatest harm. Political campaign speeches which create prejudice and 
doubt in our institution do the most damage. These will not be stop 
ped until the farmers elect new men to office, both National and State, 
who will give attention to .working out economic questions that benetit 
them. One of these problems is to give to the farmers roads from their 
farms to the railroad stations in keeping with the railroads from the 
railroad stations to markets. 

“Good roads would add so greatly to the comfort, health, and happi 
ness of their users that every possible agency should be employed in 
making better roads. Unfortunately this is not the way it is work 
ing out. The only proof necessary is that fifty-six hundred times as 
much money is appropriated by Congress for military expenses as for 
good roads If it could be shown to our national lawmakers that 
military roads are needed for armies and military convenience, appro 
















priations for millions would be had without delay. Gen. Goethals, at 
the :d of the Panama Canal construction, says that this vast enter- 
prise of first importance as a military expedient. To make this naval 
hig) in a fereign country for fighting vessels our Government is 


spending more money than has ever been expended for any one similar 
project in the history of the world. The value of good roads has 
not been driven home because Federal and State legislatures feel 
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that they can, without being criticized at home, do little for country 
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ds, and the people accept s 


test. 


h shortsighted policies without pro- 


REAL ACCOMPLISHMENTS 


“If we build 100,000 miles of public highways annualy for 10 years, 
and give to this country 1,000,000 miles of good public roads, at an 





average cost of $3,000 per mile, or $300,000,000 annually, we will be en- 
gaging in a national development the advantages of which in economics, 
commerce, comforts, and enhanced land values none can foretell We 
will be accomplishing something worth while. This work if carried on 
by counties and townships, as at present, will be very slow It should 


be encouraged under a broad comprehensive plan outlined by the 
Federal Government cooperating with the States The Agricultural 
Department of the Government is in sympathy with all things that 
tend to improve our public-road system. 

“A law authorizing the Federal Government to extend its credit to 
each State in an amount equal to that expended by such State. under 
a joint commission of Federal and State authorities, would enable the 
different States to take advantage in this work of upbuilding of a 
low rate of interest that would greatly reduce the interest charge for 
the improvement of the public highways. This would not be so radical 
a departure from present practices as might at firs: appear. The Gov 
ernment has advanced, or agreed to advance, $115,000,000 to reclaim 
waste lands in various places in the West, which money is to be paid 
back to the Government. It is just as sound a public policy to loan 
one-half of the money to States which furnish the other half for the 
reclamation of farms and idle lands that can not now be reached on 
account of existing road conditions between them and railroad 
stations. 

“If you will strengthen your association through a strong concrete 
organization of working forces in each State, and will interest the Con- 
eressinen and State authorities by getting them to realize that one of 
the most effective ways to promote the growth of the country and 
expand its agricultural development is through the encouragement of 
better roads, in the course of a few years we will have a system of 
public highways second to none in the world. Every dollar saved 
through this economy goes directly to the pockets of the producers. On 
the basis of the Government's estimate of the present excess cost of 
15 cents a ton for hauling in this country, as compared with European 
countries, improved roads would have meant to the farmers on last 
year’s crop an_ additional $225,000,000, which would have increased 
their $8,750,000,000 crop to $10,000,000,000 When we take into con 


| sideration that this additional saving would have gone to the agricul- 


tural people, who are both the greatest producers of wealth and the 
greatest purchasing power of this Nation, it means more than the publie 
men of this country who are studying economic questions have con 
sidered. What your association should work for is getting better roads 
and finding wgys and means of getting them. 

“Every detailed analysis of the Government's business methods 
proves them to be wasteful. One of the ablest United States Senators 
recently announced that the Government could be run for $300,000,000 


annualiy less than it is now costing I can say as emphatically that 
$300,000,000 annually would give to this country 100,000 miles of im 
proved public highways a year If vou take up your work of betier 


roads, to be paid through a reduction of governmental waste, your work 
will be effective and for the general good of all.” 


[Niagara Falls Gazette, July °0.] 


GOOD ROADS CONGRESS IS CLOSED IDFA OF A BOULEVARD FROM NEW YORK 
TO NIAGARA APPROVED AND MATTER WILL BE LAID | RE GOVE KR 
HIS APPROVAL—WOULD FOLLOW HUDSON AND MOHAWK KkIV!I 
A. MUNRO GRIER MADD HAPPY ADDRESS FOR CANADIANS. 


A State boulevard, to be known as the “ Great Niagara Way,” extend- 
ing from New York City along the Hudson River Valley to Albany, 


| then along the Mohawk Valley to Buffalo, where it will join the Niagara 


Falls-Buffalo Boulevard, was suggested by the National Good Roads 
Congress this morning. 

The suggestion was made by Congressman WILLIAM Svuzer, of New 
York, who acted as chairman of the meeting. It was enthusiastically 
received, and resulted in the adoption of the following resolution 

“That this congress favor a great boulevard that shall connect the 
great metropolis of New York with Niagara Falls, to be known as the 
‘Great Niagara Way,’ or by any other name And be it further 

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the governor, the 
senate, members of assembly, highway superintendents, the mayors of 
cities, and members of the common councils.” 

This resolution was seconded by Dr. BE. C. Kenny, of New Orleans, La 
Martin Dodge spoke of the possibility of the project and declared that 








he believed that with the proper effort such a project could be realized. 
In calling the meeting to order this morning Representative SULZER 
said: 
“The matter of much significance that we should take note of is 
that although this convention has not been as well attended as we had 


hoped, it is very gratifying that its proceedings have been given very 
wide publicity, and on behalf of the convention we extend our hearty 
thanks and appreciation to the press for the success of this congress 

This is not my first visit to Niagara Falls and there is no pl: that 
appeals to me more. It is the place of the one wonder of the world, 
and here come every year people from all parts of the earth to witness 
this wonderful exhibition of nature and enjoy the hospitality of the 
kindest-hearted people in the land and to get the benefit of the good air 
and the good hotels. 

“ There is no place in the United States that affords so many advan- 
tages to the tourist, the traveler, and those looking for rest 

“There is no place in my State and, I might say, my country that I 
enjoy visiting so much as Niagara Falls, and I see no reason why it 
should not be made the greatest resort in the Western Hemisphere, 
and it should be the most accessible. It has occurred to me that some 
thing ought to be done to bring the Falls closer to the people, closer 
to the wayfarer, and I have thought, since this congress opened, that 
the State should do something to bring this wonder in easy touch with 
the people. I spoke indirectly of the wonderful road building of 
Europe, and I believe that there should be a road from the seaboard 
in New York to the brink of Niagara, and it should be more endurable 
than the Appian Way or the Champs Elysees It would be more great 
|} and more lasting and of a lasting benefit to the country and the world, 
|} not only from a point of patriotism, but from a business standpoint 
| And I know of no better lesson for the State to teach than to do this 
great work. 
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e} vard now being constructed from New York up the Hudson 
io the capital of the State could be continued along the Mohawk 
\ to Buffalo and on to Niagara Falls. It would be just as 

l ¢ road that has ever been built and just endurable 
it lic.’ 

I was followed by the offering of the resolution by President 
J I After it was unani sly adopted Congressman Sutzer de 
( 1 that from now on, in nd out, he would work for the 
realization of the improvement suggested in the resolution. 

John Crafts declared tl 31 work would place this State far 
nhead of the other alth ‘ ly leads, in the construction of 
good roads, and there could be no better return, not only in dollars 
and cents, but in the happiness and pleasure and education such a 
highway would afford for the people of the Nation. The realization 
of the work, too, he said, would give a great impetus to what this 
‘ ress has been battling for—good highways—and will do much to 
advam its interests all over the country. 

In introducing A. Munro Grier, vice president of the Ontario Power 
Co., Representative Scuzer said that Canada and this country are 
becoming closer and closer allied, and that there is one thing about 
Canadian roads, and that is that the builders understand how to build 
them 

Mr. Grier was in his usual happy mood, and his address, extem 
poraneous though it was, could not have been more flowery. He said 
that he was immensely interested in good roads, and regretted that the 
argu © palpably the one way that it was impossible to say 
invthing nst the movement ‘Good roads,” he said, “are about 
the y b thing we can have.” 

fhe first speaker yesterday afternoon was W. M. Bryant, commis 

r of roads of Kalamazoo, Mich., and he gave a pretty general idea 
of how roads have been improved in the peninsular State with the 
help of convict labor. The address was an exhaustive treatise on the 
subject Mr. Bryant was a pioneer in this movement in his county and 
had, as he expressed it, a lonesome fight for a time, but now the wisdom 
of his plans has brought others to his way of thinking. He said, in 


part: 

“After a two-year struggle Kalamazoo County adopted what is known 
in Michigan as the county road system. The farmers of our county, 
as elsewhere, were blind to their own interests and declared that it was 
only a move in the interest of automobiles; that it would greatly in- 
crease the taxes, and several other reasons. Farmer Green, after I had 
convinced him that the road tax would be very light, did not wish to 
give up the argument without one more objection, scratched his head 
and finally ‘allowed that good roads would be damned hard on his 
horses’ feet.’ 

“At the October session, 1909, of the board of supervisors, I re 
quested an opportunity to present my plan, which was granted, and this 


has now become known as ‘the Kalamazoo idea.’ 

“1 asked for the privilege of working every sentenced man in the 
county jail who was physically able on the county roads. I pointed 
out to them the great increase in prisoners as shown by the sheriff’s 
report, and made the statement that of the 3,546 tramps housed the 
previous year the first two figures would be eliminated the succeeding 


year if this report was adopted; 


also that petty crime would materially 
decease. After di 





some cussion my plan was unanimously adopted. 
And, within a féw days, parties of prisoners were sent out on the 
roads cutting the brush, removing stumps, trees, and other obstruc 
tik and considerable ditching was done. The first week we had more 
prisoners than we could possibly u the second week a less number; 
and within seven weeks the number had become so small that it did 
— pay to have two deputy sheriffs (a day and a night man) to guard 
them 


“If the ‘ Kalamazoo idea’ should be adopted by every county in this 
country hundreds of miles of road would be built by what is now 


waste material. The community would be the gainer, while the results 
in the men would be incalculable. Living out of doors in God's fresh 





air and sunshine takes away the opportunity for morbid thought; they 
come out with hardened muscles, bright eyed, and healthy. We find 
that with°a day’s work in the air, after supper they will sit around 
for an hour or two and smoke, talk, or read. and retire early. Five 
o'clock sees the whole camp up, with breakfast at 6. They take con 
siderable pride in their work, and a shirker does not shirk long. The 
ga oks after that; he is quickly informed that the rest of them 


will not do his share of the work.” 








rhis was followed by a discussion of the question of convict labor 
in the construction and improvement of highways, and President 
Arthur C. Jackson, of the congress, said that he had seen cor ts at 
work outside the prisons, and that in his opinion when thus em 
I “1 they became better men and more useful citizens, instead of 
the derelicts of society which they are sure to be under the other 
environs 

lburand Churchill declared at this time that he believed that the prison 
of the country should have a course of study in road building for th 
convicts, so that when the men are released they will be able to tak 
up_a trade which is now in its infancy. : 

Mr. Churchill said that he believed that the Federal Government 
should take the initiative and set a pace for the States to follow in the 
construction of highways, just as it had done in the matter of water- 
ways improvements, It should build the very best roads possibl “As 
a healthy body must have good veins, so a healthy Stat have 
good roads,”’ he said. ‘‘ They are the whole life of the being, and per 
mit of social intercourse, which is prevented by bad roads.” 

Provincial Commissioner of Highways W. A. McLean, of Toronto, 
who followed, said that, in his opinion, the Dominion of Canada would, 
within the next few years, have the best highways in America He 
pointed to the boulevard which is now being constructed from Niagara 
Falls to Fort Erie, at an outlay of over $300,000, as one of the first 
teps in this direction He came at the personal request of the min 
ister of the Province, who, he said, felt a personal regret cause of 
his inability to be present. 

‘There is one thing which I can not understand,”’ said Commissioner 
McLean, “in the matter of the improvement of highways, and that is 
why it is necessary to educate the people and show them the necessity 
of road improvement. Good roads are the most important public under- 
taking of to-day. Great sums are spent in the construction and im- 
provement of canals and steel construction, but they do nothing with 
the highways of the country which lead right up to the homes of the 
people on which we in the larger cities are so dependent, and I can 


not see why it is that it is necessary to urge upon them the importance 
of improving the highways. In Canada this has always been a sore snot, 
but 1 do not think it needs the gift of a prophet to say that very 
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shortly the conditions will be different and within a short time Canada 
will have the best roads in America. 

“Another matter which has come to my notice is that the common 
adam pavement, which has become so universally used in various : 
is insufficient to accommodate the automobile. This condi- A 
tion has become acute in France and some parts of the United States, b 
Engineers have endeavored to solve this problem, but so far have not 
succeeded, but it is a task which must be solved, and the engineers 
are now endeavoring to produce a road surface which will stand the 
wear and tear of the automobile and at the same time be cheap enough 
to be universally used. 

The highways of the world are no longer the instruments of de- ' 
struction they were during the time of Caesar and Napoleon, but are 
indicative of the great countries of the world. They promote social 
intercourse, and I venture to say that the vast amount of road improve- 


m 








ment leading to the borders of these great countries will promote a 
social intercourse that will strengthen the friendly ties that now 


| bind these two great nations together.” 


J. F. Beam, of Welland, declared that New York State has the ideal 
road law, and that Ontario would do well to copy and adopt a law 
the provisions of which were identical with that of the Empire State 
Under the present law, he said, the Providence aids in the construction of 
highways to the extent of bearing one-third of the cost, while New 
York State pays one-half. He said that Welland County had rejected 
the assistance under this law, claiming that it is sufficient. The 
farmer hasn't enough money to spend in highways. What he wished 
to know was how it is possible to bring sufficient pressure to bear upon 
the legislators to compel them to pass an adequate road law. Under 
the present measures, he said, Toronto will derive more benefit than 





| all of York County can possibly ever hope to enjoy. 


W. G. Tretheway, representing the Board of Trade of Toronto, de- 
clared that the gas engine and the pneumatic tire have come to stay, 
and that he believed that within a short time the farmer would be 
bringing his produce to market in a vehicle propelled by a gas engine. 
The merchants of Toronto are now delivering their goods a distance 
of several miles from their stores, and he believed that as soon as roads 
are so improved that they can go any distance in the country, they will 
be going 8 or 10 miles beyond the city limits and even farther if 
necessary. 

THE SESSION. 

Last evening J. BE. Pennybacker, chief of road management of the 
United States Office of Public Roads, gave an illustrated lecture. ‘ No 
great nation in the world that has left its imprint upon the destiny 
of people has failed to achieve distinction in road building,” he d 
clared. The speaker cited three great figures in history, Julius Cesar, 
Napoleon, and Oliver Cromwell, all of whom are famous for what 
they did for good roads, in which movement they were the true 
pioneers. 

Mr. Pennybacker compared the systems of administration in Europe 
and showed how, under the policy prevailing until recent years, of 
extreme localization in control and unskillful supervisions, the country’s 
roads had become in a deplorable condition. Then millions were being 
spent and wasted conual. He showed the economic value of good 
roads and how it meant the saving of millions in the cost of hauling 
and a great increase in land values. He declared that by actual fig 
good roads gave a marked increase in the attendance at country sch 
He explained the modern problems that confront the road builder 
how the automobile damaged the roads, and what remedies were being 

sought to meet this damage. i 
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{Cataract Journal, July 30.] 
























PLAN NIAGARA FALLS TO NEW YORK BOULEVARD—GOOD ROADS CONG! 
ADOPTS RESOLUTION FOR AUTOMOBILE HIGHWAY UP HUDSON VA: 
AND ACROSS STATE—GOVERNOR, LEGISLATURE, AND MAYORS ASK 
AID SCHEME-——-CONGRESSMAN SULZER IN ADDRESS ADVOCATES BOUL! 
VARD TO ATTRACT THOUSANDS WHO NOW GO ABROAD YEARLY TO ENJO 
OLD WORLD HIGHWAYS AND MAKE OF THEM “ PATRIOTS INSTI 
EX-PATRIOTS "'——-SARATOGA AND TORONTO BID FOR NEXT CONVENTION 
The building of a State highway—a Niagara Way that shall outrival 

the ancient Appian Way—extending from the seaboard at New York t 

the Falls of Niagara, was advocated this morning at the Good Roar 

Congress. <A resolution calling upon the governor | the State. t 

Legislature, the mayors of cities in the Hudson and Mohawk Valle) 

and all along the route to Niagara Falls to work for the construction 

of such a highway was unanimously adopted by the delegates to thé 
congress in session at the International Hotel. 

This afternoon a resolution introduced by former United State 
Senator Dodge, of Ohio, now of Washington, D. C., calling upon 
Federal Government and the Members of the House of Represent 
and the Senate to urge an appropriation for the buil of good roads 
was adopted unanimously. The plan of the congr is to obtain 


appropriation, have a commission appointed, and treat the good reads f 


movement in the same way as the Government is now aiding 
waterways. 
The resolution for a Niagara Falls-New York Boulevard was inti 
duced by President Arthur C. Jackson following the address of (* 
gressman SULZER, in which address such a road was advocated l 
resolution was seconded by Dr. E. C. Kenney, of New Orleans, and. wi 
amendments, was submitted by Delegates Craft, of Alabama, and Dod F 


of Washington, D. C. 7 ‘ 
Invitations to hold the fourth annual convention were received fri 


the Business Men’s Association of Saratoga Springs and from the 


of Toronto. Saratoga Springs had a personal representative at (hr 
session this morning and Toronto extended its invitation thr« 
telegram from Mayor Geary. 


The convention came to a close this afternoon, after extending a vot 
of thanks to the press, the local committee, and others who have a 
in making it a success. 

In advocating the new Niagara Way in the first address of the 
ing, Mr. SuLZER said: : 

“This is not my first visit to Niagara Falls, and I may say th 
place appeals to me as strongly as does this historic spot tht 
within its confines the first natural wonder of the world. Niagara 
is the mecca for lovers cf scenic beauty and is visited yearly | 
of thousands of people, attracted to this spot by the most mary 
attraction of nature and by the hospitality of the people of Ni 
Falls. There is no place in America to-day that affords so many tour! 











the rest, recreation, and pleasure as can be found at Niagara. 
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“T have enjoyed my visit to Niagara, and there is no place in my 
State or my country that I ay and glory in 1 ‘e than I do i 
Ni ! Falls 

‘ my opinion there is no place 1n the yh that 

( ra t N ‘ 
s st S 
wa n 
la ; ‘ 
, 
i v 
N 1 
1, and words 1 
ih fore me 
i had thunders 
) » and reecl £ 
ld writer of most 
! ld painter 1 
brus! mvey pler ra thr 1 his 
can -the brush or pen ¢ vey tl rous bes of Ni ra to 1 
who | » not seer in all its wild and impressive glory 

“This is what you have at Niagara, this is Niagara, the Nias 
world-wids fame, the Niagara that draws like a magnet from 
quarter of the world 

But your Ni ra of to-day could be made a greater f 
to-morrow Yesterday 1 referred to the Indian Way, to-d 
{ of what so day we may all refer to as the Niagar: 

‘What more could we ask than a great highway, perfect as w t 

Appian Way of its day and as glorious as the Champs Elysces, 


New Y« the metropolis of the American Continent, to N 
_ Seal 


ier of the Western Hemisph 





gara lalls If only we 
! ha v, a Niagara Way, great in its scenic glory, | l 
to reat 1 piace of education, we would have the famous 3 


of the Old World, now attracting thousands of 

nually, shorn of their attractiveness 

Not only would this road be a most wonderful advantage to Nia 
1! ountry through which it passes, but it would 


American tourist 








gara | l 
of la g benefit to the Nation. It would patriate those wl now 
l ! expatriated 

What better thing this great Empire State do than exten 


the boulevard now being through the Ddbeautiful Hudson Va t 


Al through the Mohay 





Valley to Buffalo, and thence to N 
Falls? Such a highway 1 be enduring to our ancestors, as v I 
the f institutions of public will endure 
\ mg as I have ve strength 1 will advocate good roads, and 


nothing that I can do will be left undone to give to the United States ; 
syste of highways that will draw from the Old World as the highways 
of | ype now draw from this country.” 

One of the best addresses of the convention was that of A. Munro Gri 
president of the Ontario Power Co., Niagara Falls, Ontario, who 
rep! nted Mayor O. E. Dores, who was unable to attend this morn 
ing’s session Mr. Greer followed Congressman SULZEr, and in a brief 
ut pointed address told of the great advantage good roads are to any 
country 

We must have good roads,”’ said Mr. Greer, “if we have to secure 

them by working up a sentiment against our everlasting cry for road 
improvements. Our enemies we can easily bowl over, and it will not 
l ha long t until every good roads ‘ knocker’ is knocked down 
wit Ss own arguments If I were asked ‘ What do you think of a 
State, a Province, or a country? I would say, ‘ Show me your roads.’ 

“On the conditions of the highways depend the condition of the 














The readways of a nation may well be compared to the veins and 
arte of the human body. If a man’s blood-carrying canals a in 
good condition, we may reasonably expect to find a healthy man It 
1 not in good condition the man can not be healthy So, if a 
is poor highways, it can no more attain to the height of na 
| on than can physical perfection be found in the man 
whose arteries and veins aré I fect.”’ 

Iding, San Diego 












‘senator Spaulding, a pioneer 








good-roads man of the Golden ite, explained in the systems in use in 
California for maintaining good roads. 

This afternoon ne of tl most addresses before th 
col was t f James L. Cow } York, secretary of the 
] Progre I gue. Mr. Cowl voke, in part, as follows 

; nant 1 were first welded int nation th highw has 
always been the symbol of government and the owner of the highways 


has been the ry I 


s rnment i is was tl ol 


. neient ¢ t 
empi It was preeminently tr of Rome I l 


the orie: 1 
Highway, it ded 














Says the historian Trumbull, ‘a road, the King 

the idea of a kingdom p d and a kingdom controlled Aga 

included tl id f a personal vereign, of a sovereign whos 

i mack of the highway and whos pu i re it In 
t empire listory t vn | of royal itness wa 


ad building The ancient oriental idea of a road, an idea whi 
has large prominence in the ist and elsewhere, is of the | 


the king Roads were originally uilt by the king for tl 
ul they were kept in repair or put in 1 tir as the king had n 
ther Roads had their incidental advantages for the king's sul 


but only by the king's grace 


FOR GOO! ADS WORK AT FORT NIAGARA ALLOWED, AND LII 

AGNER, GOVERNMENT ENGINEER, IS ATTENDING SESSION 01 
IDEAS 

ids in the Government 1 rve at Fort Niagara a a 

ipriation of $20,000, made by the last Cor 

ome available, and First Lieut. E. H. Wagner, Twent 


city to-day attend 








Go toads Conv il conditions in t 
iterial oads 
L, Wagn rmaster and has char of 
ll tl mstructi 
It nterview with a ¢ te re rter this morning Lieut. Wagner 
d that he wil hortly t | sals for the material nd the 





l Ider and is opposed to th of 
road work cause it will not stand the wear and 
will bear up. 
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a 
_ Up to June 1, 1910, there had been established in the State of | of these men amounts to the magnificent sum of $31.50 per month 
Georgia 1,615 rural routes, of an average length of 8.79 miles and a | In New York State the average net earnings per month is $33.95. In 
total mileage of 38,120.85 miles, The present annual rate of cost of | North Carolina it is $28. With this bountiful sum the rural carrier 
rural delivery in Georgia is $1,1 18,194, North Carolina | now has in must feed and clothe his family and maintain his home and send his 
ted pe 5 a et ae eee oo ~ —— — * | children to school, and, in addition, must lay aside enough to buy a 
ee EAE OF 26,110.64. ne present annual rate of cost of rura horse when the old one gives out. Now, has he not a strong argune 
delivery in the State is $1,118,226. South Carolina now has in| oor good roads? _ ; a 
operath TDS rural outes a iverage leng ae ~ iles : VW aa : 
- pre ge ; — “The —— a — — re |  ‘ Where good roads exist the rural carrier finds new methods of sery- 
$677,775. In Georgia ar 4UG600 “Gounle Gee canted Ge eee ee | ing his patrons. Recently, while on a trip through South Carolina, 
eeee: te See ree on ee 517.000 "te dona, Guanes a “| 1 found four rural carriers who drove automobiles, served all their 
“eee AR North Carolina, about 517 » In South Carolina, about | ynatrons, and got back to warm dinners. This is due to the magnificent 

“ When it is stated that rural carriers throughout the United States sand-clay roads which they are building there. 

eee 504,000,000 miles a year it seems incomprehensible and beyond ADDRESS BY C. B. MATHEWS, BUFFALO. 
raed ass a ALO. 


{t is estimated that during the fiscal year 1909 rural carriers in 


Geor.ia hondied approximately 72,200,000 pieces of mail of all classes, 








an iner er 1905 of 151 per cent The number of applications for 
money orders received through rural carriers in that State bas increased 
in 1909, over 1905, 220 per cent. 


* Rural carriers in North Carolina handled during the fiscal year 
1909 approximately 60,797,516 pieces of mail of all classes, an increase 
an increase over 1905 of 151 per cent. The number of applications for 
money orders received through rural carriers was 242 per cent. 

“Rural carriers in South Carolina handled during the fiscal year 
1909, 35,167,876 pieces of mail of all classes, an increase over 1905 of 
155 per cent, and the increase in the number of applications for money 
orders received through rural carriers was 242 per cent.” 

A BUFFALO PIONEER. 

As the second speaker of the morning session Charles B. Mathews, of 
Buffalo, was introduced, referred to by Congressman SULZER as a 
pioneer in the movement. Mr. Mathews made an exhaustive address 
and devoted much attention to the trusts and monopolies like the Stand- 
Oil Co. and the Sugar Trust, who, he said, had their defenders all the 
way from Chancellor Day to Elbert Hubbard. He also referred to the 
rich railroad land grants and said that it is time that the Government 
made appropriations for the benefit of the people like good roads. Mr. 
Mathews also took a fall out of the Niagara Falls Power Co. and the 
difference in the price of electrical power between Buffalo and 
Canada. 

A VOICE FROM ALABAMA. 

The third speaker this morning was Hon. John Kraft, president of 
the Good Roads Association of the State of Alabama, and in introducing 
him Mr. Suuzer said that 40 per cent of the agricultural products of 
the South are lost on account of bad roads. Mr. Kraft said that 
American tourists spend $40,000,000 or $50,000,000 annually in Europe 
and one of the principal attractions there is good roads. : 

George W. Cooley, State highway engineer of the State of Minnesota, 
appointed by the governor, arrived to-day and will speak later. 

The speakers this afternoon were Hon. Martin Dodge, of Washington; 


S. S. Foster, highway engineer of Pennsylvania; and C. W. Kelly, of 
New Haven. Congressman SuULZER went to Lockport this afternoon 
with John F. McDonald in his touring car to attend the old home 
week celebration, 
[Buffalo News, July 30, 1910.] 
HIGHWAY CONGRESS ENDS WITH TO-DAY MANY INTERESTING ADDRESSES 
SCHEDULED FOR ITS CLOSING HOURS. 


NIAGARA FAs, July 30. 

The third annual convention of the National Good Roads Congress 
will be brought to a close this afternoon, but before the delegates ad- 
journ sine die it is expected that they will go on record on a number of 
important issucs respecting the building and maintenance of good roads 
through State and Federal aid by the adoption of vigorous resolutions 
embodying their ideas and principles upon the subject. 

There are several addresses yet to be made, and the report of the 
committee on resolutions, which was formulated at a meeting held last 


might, will be presented for the consideration of the convention this | 


afternoon, 


Among those scheduled to address the convention to-day are S. G. 
Forester, chief road engineer of the State of Pennsylvania; C. E. Shafer, 
of Monroe County, N. Y., and C. W. Kelly of New Haven. It is also 


expected that several prominent Canadians will appear before the con- 
vention before its adjournment. 

Congressman WILLIAM SuLzerR presided at the opening session yes- 
terday, but in the afternoon he attended the Old Home ration at 
Lockport and turned the direction of the convention over to John 
Craft, of Mobile, Ala. James L. Cowles, of New York, secretary of the 
Postal Progress League, acted as secretary. : 

The attendance was much larger than on the opening day of the con 
gress, nine new States of the Union being represented among the new 
arrivals, and also the Dominion of Canada, Mayor McBride, of St. 
Catharines; Mayor Rudd, of Guelph; and W. A. McLean. of 
provisional commissioner of highways for Ontario; J. F. Beam 
land, and other prominent men from the Dominion being | 


ceie 


Wel- 


of 








it 


re 


J. Hampton Rich, representing by special commission the State of | 





North Carolina at the convention and who is also a delegate to the | 
international Good Roads Congress to be held at Brusse Belgium, 
was the first speaker yesterday. He is the editor of the Carriers’ Mes 
senger, the organ of the rural letter carriers of the South, and his sub 


ct was the “Rural Letter Carrier and Good Roads.” 
part as follows: 

“The good roads question is very pertinent. All through this con- 
vention the farmer and good roads has figured extensively, but possibly 
the man more nearly concerned with the improvement of the roads 
than any other is the rural letter carrier. Next to the question of his 
salary, this is uppermost. 


Mr. Rich spoke 


in 


*“ They travel 38,420 miles, these letter carriers. So these men who 
ear the messages of joy and sorrow, birth and death, to our rural 
population, in summer heat and winter cold, stand very close to the 


irt of the farmer, who composes, according to the statement of our 

end from the West, Mr. Yoakum, one-thrd of the population of our 
country. 

‘Well, this man, who is a Government servant, deserves to be treated 
by the Government. His horse hire is heavy if he does not own 
horse; and if he owns his outfit, the life of a horse on the ordi- 
The average net earnings 


‘ 1} 
well 


nary country route is not over three years, 


roronto, | 








The second address of the day was made by Mr. Charles B. Mathews, 


of Buffalo, who was introduced by Chairman SuuLzer as “a pioneer 
good-roads man.” Mr. Mathews created somewhat of a sensation be- 


fore the convention when he deprecated the action of the Federal Goy- 
ernment in giving away its Niagara rights, and also by his strong plea 
in favor of Government ownership of the railroads. fe said: “‘ While 


we in New York were carrying on in local elections a sham battle on 
the tariff, Morgan, Rockefeller, Astor, Seligman, Mills, Flower, Sage, 


and a few others, controlling half the wealth of the United States and 
a good part of England, obtained for their benefit, their heirs and 
assigns, the use of the matchless water power of Niagara Falls for a 
thousand years.” 

The point made by Mr. Mathews was that if the proper price had 
been exacted for Niagara rights, or if the Government had retained 
to itself the great cataract of Niagara, it would have had a big source 
of revenue, as the Canadian Government has, and there might be money 
enough to build good roads the country over. 


AFTER THE PANAMA EXPOSITION. 


John Craft, of Mobile, Ala., who presided in the afternoon, was the 
third speaker on the program. He is the president of the Good Roads 
Association of the State from which he hails, and he is an enthusiastic 
advocate of the idea of Federal assistance in the building and mainte- 
nance of good roads. The two Senators and nine Representatives of the 
State of Alabama, he said, are committed to the policy of having the 
Government make appropriations for road building. Mr. Craft, leaving 
his subject for the nonce, created somewhat of a furore among the dele 
gates by offering a resolution to put the congress on record as favoring 
the holding of the proposed exposition to mark the completion of the 
'anama Canal in the city of New Orleans. Senator Martin Dodge, of 
Washington, seconded the motion to adopt the resolution, and then fo! 
lowed one of the liveliest discussions of the congress. W. M. Bryant, a 
delegate from Kalmazoo, Mich., objected to the adoption of such a res 
lution. He said that the subject has no place in the deliberations of 
the congress, and was of the opinion that the adoption of such a resolu 
tion would tend to displease the Western States and result in the dis 
ruption of the organization. The majority of the delegates held with 
Mr. Bryant that such an act would antagonize too many interests w! 
support in the good-roads movement was desired, and on motion the 
resolution was sent to the committee on resolutions, where it will pro 
ably die. 

SENATOR DODGE’S SPEECH. 

Senator Martin Dodge, whose interesting address was referred to ip 

these columns yesterday, was the next speaker. 





Durand Churchill, of Point Loma, Cal., who was not a de! te 
the Congress, but who was granted the privilege of the floor t 
request of Delegate Keeney, of Chicago, gave some idea of what ©: 
fornia, and especially San Diego County, is doing in the way of good 
road building. Mr. Churchill also alluded to the fact that ¢ 
fornia is bidding for the Panama Exposition, and he thought 


convention would make a mistake by committing itself on this pro; 





sition. 
Dr. E. C. Kinney, veterinary surgeon, of New Orleans, said that t 
city of New Orleans was advocating a national highway running ac! 


the continent from north and south, and another from east to w 
He was of the opinion that the commerce of the railroads and 


inland waterways should be made to contribute to the building 
maintenance of such a system, the revenue to be derived from a t 


nage tax levied against these systems. 
CANADIAN COMMISSIONER SPEAKS. 


W. A. McLean, provincial commissioner of highways for Ontario 


that he was in attendance upon the congress at the personal reque 
the minister of the Ontario Province. He was amazed that 


the people wit 


paign of education should be necessary to impress ! 
of such inst 


benefits of gocd roads, the great economical value 


being so plainly obvious. He said that while the Province of (n 
had not gone so far in the matter of aiding road building as sou 
the States in the Union, it was already aiding the project t 


¢ 


extent of bearing a third of the cost, and in time he believed t! 
Government would stand a half of the expense just as New York 
is now doing. 


w 


J. F. Beam, of Welland, Ontario, said that Welland Count 
refused to enter into an arrangement with the Government on 
one-third basis; but that it would be ready to do its part in the 
when the Government saw its way clear to stand a half of U 


yense. 

i fon. James L. Cowles, secretary of the Postal Progress League, \ 

the next speaker. He spoke in part as follows: , s 
“Since mankind were first welded into nations, the highways 

always been the symbol of government and the owner of the high 

has been the government. F : 
“The long-continued efforts of our 500 employees at W ashington 

(United States Senators and Congressmen receiving salaries of 37 0 

a year) to control our State-made railway kings by tolls levied on ! 

terstate commerce, and leaving them absolute masters of inters! 

commerce, have proved a complete failure. The recent railway (©5! 

lation of Congress leaves our whole American wor!d in chaos j 
“The common welfare demands that, acting under the post-roac 

clause of the Constitution, our National Government shall take posse 

sion of the entire machinery of public transportation and transmis 

sion, guaranteeing at once to those who have built this machinery a 

fair return for their public services, a return, say, equal to their re} 

age dividends of the last 10 years; to the public a low uniform toll; 


























1911. 





tolls steadily diminishing with the use of the machinery and its de 














velopment of our postal service, the highest possible wages for the | 
shortest hours of labor consistent with the common interest.” | 
| 

ROAD MAKING IN ONTARIO. 

W. G. Tretheway, of the Toronto Board of Trade, who introduced 
himself as “a farmer and the owner of two automobile trucks,” told 
of the growth of the good-roeds movement in Toronto and vicinity and | 
gave it as his firm belief that in a few years the farmer would be 
earrying all his | luce to market by the use of the gasoline engine 
and tilling his soil by the aid of the le agency. 
An teresting ssion of the congress was ld at the International | 
Hotel st evening. when J. E. rf | 


Pennypacker, jr., of the Department « 













Good Roads, Washington, gave an illustrated lecture on the subject of | 
pract | good-roads building His illustrations were interesting and | 
inst! tive, showing all the different methods in vogue and affording 
significant comparisons of improved and unimproved highways. | 

Georze E. Cooley, State highway engineer of Minnesota, also deliv- | 
ered a address at the evening session, which was greatly enjoyed by 
the de!egates. 


{Lockport (N. Y.) Union Sun, July 3, 
CONGRESSMAN SULZER ON GOOD ROADS REMARKS OF A LOCKPORT GUEST 
ON IMPORTANT TOPIC. 
One of Lockport's distinguished guests yesterday was Hon. WILLIAM 


of New York. 
In a good 


SULZER 
Falls. 


He w here on his way home from Niagara 
roads speech in the House on June 9, he said: 





' 
1910.) | 
| 


“Mr. SPEAKER: One of the ‘atest and most important conventions 
ever held in this country will be the Third National Good Roads Con- 
gress. Which has been called by the National Good Roads Association 
to m at Niagara Falls, N. Y., July 28, 29, and 30, 1910. The ap- 
pointment of delegates is invited by the officials of every State, county, 
and city of the United States, and by every agricultural, aut rile, 
commercial, educational, good roads, industrial, labor, transport on, 


oman’s organizations 
Mr 


determine 


ostal 


and \ as 


‘For years, 


in such number each may 
Speaker, | have been an earnest advocate of | 


savings, parcels posts, and good road building. They are sure to come, 
and | shall briefly discuss some of their advantages. Good roads mean 
progre and prosperity, a benefit to the people who live in the cities, 
an advantage to the people who live in the country, and it will help 
every section of our vast domain. Good roads, like good streets, make 


habitation along them most desirable; they enhance the value of farm 
lands, facilitate transportation and add untold wealth to the producers 
and consumers of the country; they are the milestones marking the ad 
vance of civilization; they economize time, give labor a lift, and make 
millions in money; they save wear and tear and worry and waste; 
they beautify the country—bring it in touch with the city; they aid 
the social and the religious and the educational and the industrial 
progress of the people; they make better homes and happier hearth- 
sides; they are the avenues of trade, the highways of commerce, the 
mail routes of information, and the agencies of speedy communication: 
they mean the economical transportation of marketable products—the 
maximum burden at the minimum cost; they are the ligaments that 
bind the country together in thrift and industry and in allegiance and 
patriotism ; they promote social intercourse, prevent intellectual stagna 








tion, and increase the happiness and the prosperity of our producing 
masses; they contribute to the glory of the country, give employment 
to our idle workmen, distribute the necessaries of life—the products of 
the fields and the forests and the factories—encour energy and hus 
band: inculcate love for our scenic wonders, and make mankind bet 
ter and broader and greater and grander 


“The plain people of the land are familiar with the truths of history. 
They know the past. They realize that often the difference between 
good roads and bad roads is the difference between profit and loss. 
Good roads have a money value far beyond our ordinary conception. 


Bad roads constitute our greatest drawback to internal development and 
material progress. Good roads mean prosperous farmers; bad roads 
mean abandoned farms, sparsely settled country districts, and congested 





populated cities, where the poor are destined to become poorer. Good 
roads mean more cultivated farms and cheaper food products for the 
toilers in the towns; bad roads mean poor transportation, lack of com- 


munication, high prices for the necessaries of life, the loss of untold 


millions of wealth, and idle workmen seeking employment. Good roads 
i] Ip those who cultivate the soil and feed the multitude. and 
whatever aids the producers and the farmers of our country will in- 


cre: our wealth and our greatness and benefit all the people. 
n not destroy our farms without final decay. They are to-day the 
irt our national life and the chief source of our material great- 
ness. Tear down every edifice in our cities and labor will rebuild them, 
but abandon the farms and our cities will disappear forever.” 


We 


of 


[New York City Journal of Commerce, July 30, 1910.] 


WHO SHOULD PAY FOR GOOD ROADS? 


Much 
Falls 
sound 


ment 


that has been said at the Good Roads Convention at Niagara 
bout the economy and value of good country roads is perfectly 
but there is the inevitable suggestion that the National Govern- 
should aid in making them. That they would be of value to the 
ds as well as to the farmers is quite obvious, and a prominent 
raili 1 man, B. F. Yoakum, of the St. Louis & San Francisco Co., 
sted that if the $300,000,000 a year, said to be wasted in the ad 





ministration of the Government, should be devoted to the improvement 
of reads it would be of great benefit to the country. There is no 
doubt about that, but it is pretty certain that it is not going to be 
Saved for that purpose. Mr. Yoakum also referred to what has been 
Spent upon the Mississippi River to no practical purpose so far as 
commerce is concerned, as something that would have done a great 
deal of good if bestowed upon road improvement; but that will not 
prevent a continued pressure for the use of Government money and 
credit on waterways. The same railroad man urged the fact that 
the Government has advanced $115,000,000 for the reclamation of 
waste lands in the West as a reason why it should be called upon to 


help the cause of good roads. 

\ll that Mr. Yoakum and other speakers said about the need of im- 
proving country roads and the economic benefit to be derived from it 
may be quite true, but the argument applies with much more force to 
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the policy of having the work done at the expense of those to be di 
rectly benefited than to the wisdom of having the National Government 
take a hand init. Mr. Yoakum spoke lly of the saving it would 
be to the farmers in getting their produ to the local markets and to 
the railroad stations He said that ** broken wagons, ken harness, 
and blacksmith bills cost them re than t t of good ro: : 
which, on aceount of the larger k greater s d, and r sai 
would enable a $4-a-day team to d is mu and make it “w 
to them $8 a day.” That may not be a reason for putting 1 ti 
pense upon the farmers, but it is a reason w it s ld bor by 
the communities in which they live with the 1 ft St n which 
they pay their taxes 

In this State a liberal policy of State aid has | ted id a 
heavy debt is being incurred to 1 tion 
at the Niagara Falls convention : ment co r 
ate with the States by extending nt equal to what 
they expend “ under a joint c and State authori 
ties.” There is no need of this t i 1 ht to 1 no need of 
it; and it is a pernicious policy, so much advo 1 nowad tt the 
Federal Government lend its money and its « lit to pre 
ments that are local in their direct benefit on I 1 t n 
tribute to the general welfare of the people It is this policy that : 
so much to magnify the power and ir the f t | 
Government and to dwarf those of t! States and st t sense ¢ 
sponsibility in State and local government \ S « I ed 
States are citizens of the States, and n 
and expense of both. Why should that w tl yelongs t 
States and is primarily their own r be « 1 ov the Union 





regardless of the principles of equity? 


{Troy (N. Y.) Times-Standard, July 30, 1910.] 






























ECONOMIC VALUE OF GOOD ROADS 

The National Good Roads Convention at Niagara |! this week 
brought together a number of men earnestly int ted in tl t 
und discussion and well qualified to contri ‘ ’ infor 1 
and practical advice Some of the addr - I n t I 
spect, and ong them pe! ) W n S t 1 that 
of Benjamin F. Yoakum, < t ex f 
St. Louis & San Francisco Rail s 1 ’ 
road men in the United States Mr. Yoakur iarit 
with the West and evidently ‘ ves that ft ! } 
ways in that section of the « ntry is of tl il ’ 
portance 

Mr. Yoakum mad e ] th. but It was 
packed with facts press ! { t 
very emphatic For in 1 st y 
that it costs the Ame I I ! ! 1 
ton of produce th it . 
they have good t I ted s i ) 
miles. In many | 1iff in 
of hauling pr I er to 1 
an average 1ul eas for everyor! ed to 

tly Vv : re ¢ the ldit d t 
good roads These statistics were taken ; t l I Y 
and he made a vigorous appeal to his he t i 
roads as one of th most ¢ itial f t in I in 
farming, and a very potent ag y in le I expenses 1d in 
profits 

Mr Yoakum said it took three quartet f a century to build 
American railroads, while during that ti: little attent 1 wa 
to lding up country road Meanwhil th ra ) 
learning how to effect economies Mr. Yoakum said If a railroad « 
counts a } de over a hill, which means ex i 1 of « 
slow trains tht loads, the railroad cuts down the heavy i 
to save al bills, to move fr l faster, t rry tral 
It borrows millions to do the } tir vs ft nt ) 
money, and through this economy is enal 1 to inet e its s 
The railroads borrow money to make stronger culv nd ‘ ‘ 
bear heavier engines and steel cars TI must borrow 
buy the large locomotives and big cars, all of which add t 
ciency of these steel highways.’ But the vne f t? 
roads, who are the people, and the State and National Governn 
which represent the people, have until recently done relat 
the correspondingly important work o senin t 
tion by improving the roads 

This is a very significant side of the nd it ‘ ne tl 
so much attention is given to the matter (not ‘ at t 

mvention was Martin Dodge, one of the fathers of th vd 
movement and formerly connected with the Dey r \ 

t Washington, where he did much to further the plans for highwa 


provement. Mr. Dodge declared that good roads throughout 1 I 


States would save the people annually $100,000,000 

| hauls These are pertinent points They touch tl 

| and must in the end have a powerful effect in arousir t 

the economic worth of roads that will reduce frict 

and save the wear and tear on teams, vehicles 

make up a large item in the annual budget of exper And a ma 
be classed among those things that can be avoided to tl ly t 


of everyone concerned. 


[Montreal Star-Gazette, 





GOOD HNIGHWAYS MEAN MILLIONS TO F FAR} AIr 
PRESIDENT DEPLORES CONDITION OF ROADS—FA\ 
VISION 
| NIAGARA FALI N. ¥., As tz 
| The third annual convention of the National Good re 


Roads Congre 

} has luded. About 100 delegates registered Mavor A. ¢ 

| of this city, delivered an address of welcome Saturday and ¢ ; 
WILLIAM SuLzeER, presiding officer, replied, and spok« : 

re itally affecting the national prosperity 


4 R, 
of good roads as v 
I 


| 
Mr 
| road C 


}. F. Yoakum, chairman of the St. Louis & San Frat R 
»., pointed out the vital comnection between the railroads and 
good public highways for the conveyance of ri t 1 pr HH 
said in part: 
The only way to get good roads is to fight for ther Your organtl 


the pec ple i 


n 
by making 


zation can do its work most effectively by keeping befo 
as many ways as possible the importance of making m 
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better roads.’ It is not a sentimental proposition, but purely a bust- 
ness one 

“It took three-quarters of a cx 1 he said, “to build up the 
American railroads. During the e time little attention has been 


given to the building up of American country roads. Yet the value of 
the two to the public goes hand in hand. Food and clothing must be 
handled between the producers and the consumers over both the country 
road and the railroad. 


It is important that the country roads approach 

the high standard of the railroads 
“The country-road makers have not kept up with the railroad mak- 
ers. They, too, must get morey to cut down grades, to get smooth, 
hard surfaces, to provide good drainage, and to reduce the cost of 
maintenance. When this is done the farmer can go from his farm to 
his market or shipping station quicker and carry a bigger load. The 
firm roadbed and smooth, heavy steel make the railroad’s cars and en- 
gines last longer, and the substantial, well-made country road makes 
the farmer's horses, wagons, and harness last longer. The saving to 


the railroad is only a small fraction of a cent on each ton hauled one 
mile, while the saving to the farmer is 15 cents a ton a mile. This 
difference in cost of hauling will often turn a losing farm into a 
paying one. 

“It is to good roads that this 
future growth and development. 

“We still have many towns more than 50 miles from a railroad. 
With a good road, a farmer who lives 15 miles from a shipping station 
is better off than one who lives 5 miles with a poor road. The man 
with a good road, with the distance against him, can make his trips 
quicker and can carry from two to three times as much on his wagon, 
and, more important, he can depend upon his road and bridges every 
day in the year, while the man who encounters swollen streams and 
impassable roads often loses his best market and his vegetables decay 
upon his hands. 

“We have 2,100,000 miles of public roads. 
tion obtainable there are about 44,000 miles, 
100, under a high standard of improvement. 
than 175,000 miles, or 8 miles out of each 100, under any kind of 
improvement. In other words, we have 1,925,000 miles of public roads 
which are in as poor condition now as they were when they were laid 
out by our early settlers and pioneers. 

“If we build 100,000 miles of public highways annually for 10 
years, and give to this country 1.000,000 miles of good public roads at 
an average cost of $3.000 per mile, or $300,000,000 annually, we will 
be engaging in a national development the advantages of which in 
economies, commerce, comforts, and enhanced land values none can 
foretell. This work should be encouraged under a broad compre- 
hensive plan outlined by the Federal Government, cooperating with 
the States. A law authorizing the Federal Government to extend its 
credit to each State in an amount equal to that expended by such 
State under a joint commission of Federal and State authorities would 
enable the different States to take advantage in this work of upbuild- 
ing of a low rate of interest that would greatly reduce the interest 
charge for the improvement of the public highways.” 


country must look largely for its 


From the best informa- 
or 2 miles out of each 
There are not more 





{Pittsburg (Pa.) Times-Press, Aug. 3, 1910.] 
GOOD ROADS CONGRESS. 


The National Good Roads Congress, which has just been held in 
Niagara Falls, is an annual event of some consequence. The value of 
good roads is just beginning to dawn on people of all classes. Pri- 
marily they benefit the farmer most directly, but the consuming popula- 
tions of the great cities—dependent on the facilities for transporting 





| would be brought about by a solution of the good-roads problem. 





The convention opened at 10 o'clock with addresses by the mayors 
of this city and Niagara, Ontario. S. Percy Hooker, chairman of the 
State highway commission, Representative SuLzER, and others made 
adccaresses., 

The mayor has appointed 100 delegates from this city. 

The convention will be in session until Saturday. Less than 100 
deiegates had registered when Mayor A. C. Douglass, of this city, de- 
livered the address of welcome, but a material increase in attendance 
was expected. Congressman WILLIAM SULzER became presiding officer, 
and spoke-on various aspects of good roads as vitally affecting the na- 
tional prosperity. 





[Buffalo (N. Y.) Times, July 29, 1910.] 
POWERFUL ADVOCACY FOR GOOD ROADS. 


Everyone who needs information on the subject of good roads, and 
everyone who is familiar with the question but would like to possess 
in concise form the many phases of treatment of which this great topic 
admits, owes a debt of gratitude to Hon. WILLIAM SuLzeR and Chair- 
man B. F. Yoakum, of the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad Co., for 
their addresses yesterday before the Good Roads Congress. 

These speeches were comprehensive, dealing with the subject in 
many aspects, but it is a highly significant fact that the keynote of 
both of them was the immense saving of money to the country which 

e By 
reducing the cost of transportation good roads would enable the farmer 
to market his produce at a lower price, and the saving that would be 
effected is indicated by the fact that it costs the American farmer 15 
cents more to haul a ton of produce a mile than it does the European 
farmer. A million miles of good public roads would mean a saving 





which would be counted by tens of millions of dollars in a single 
|; year, and the aggregate of saving would be past calculation, for it 
would be a perpetuation of economy so long as this Nation shall endure. 
{Elmira (N. Y.) Advertiser-Gazette, July 30, 1910.] 
GOOD ROADS MEN DISCUSS PANAMA CANAL EXPOSITION. 
NIAGARA FALLs, N. Y., July 29. 
A resolution introduced by John Craft, president of the Good Roads 
Congress of Alabama, indorsing the holding of the Panama Cana! 


farm produce to the city markets—in the end benefit as much as the | 


farmers. 

The Federal Bureau of Good Roads is doing good work in creating 
public sentiment in favor of liberal good roads appropriations in all the 
States. The bureau shows statistically the very heavy expense that bad 
roads impose upon those who must use them, especially upon the farm- 
ing class, whose time is wasted and wagons and horses are deprived of 
much the larger share of their capacity for service by the heavy friction 
that has to be overcome on bad roads. Mr. B. F. Yoakum, of the 
executive committee of the St. Louis & Sar Francisco Railroad, ad 
dressed the Good Roads Convention on this subject last Thursday, and 
he estimates that the farmers of the country would have saved $225,- 
000,000 last year if the roads over which they hauled their products 
had been good instead of bad ones. 

In the last 10 years the various good roads organizations of the 
country have done splendid service, but much yet remains to be done. 
In Pennsylvania it is to be hoped the next legislature will authorize a 





start of work on the proposed highway across the State from Pitts- 
burg to Philadelphia. This highway would be the beginning of a good 
roads program that eventually would cover the whole Commonwealth. 





[From Williamsport (Pa.) News-Sun-Grit, July 30, 1910.] 


APPRECIATION OF GOOD ROADS. 


The importance of making and saving money by making good roads 
is the thought of the Good Roads Congress, which was in session at 
Niagara Falls during the past week. This blend of sentiment is one 
that is coming to be more and more approved by the good-roads advan- 
tages are presented. Good roads are not to be measured or appreciated 
from the viewpoint of pleasure, but from the fact that in them 
secret of community development and community wealth. And that the 
agricultural districts are coming into a keener appreciation of this 
fact and are seriously studying the economic side of the good-roads 
question assures a growing activity in the direction of better public 
roads. Intelligent and effective construction of roads does not neces 
sarily mean the highest cost in road building, for in the making of 
roads the rule of the best being the cheapest applies with force. 





[Rochester (N. Y.) Herald-Times, July 29, 1910.] 


GOOD ROADS CONGRESS——S. PERCY HOOKER ADDRESSES NATIONAL 
AT NIAGARA FALLS. 


BODY 


NIAGARA FALLs, July 28. 
The third annual convention of the National Good Roads Congress 
opened in this city to-day. The early arrivals reached here yesterday. 


lies the | 


Exposition at New Orleans, met with opposition at to-day’s session of 
the National Good Roads Congress. After a sharp colloquy it was buried 
in committee. 

Instructions in prisons on good road building was advocated by 
Durant Churchill, of San Diego, Cal., and supported by William Bryant, 
of Kalamazoo, and Arthur C. Jackson, president of the congress. Other 
speakers were James T. Cowles, of New York, and J. E. Cooley, State 
highway engineer of Minnesota. 

Mr. Cowles gave to the Congress a letter written by Postmaster Gen 
eral Hitchcock to Senator ELinu Roor in regard to three bills drafted 
by the Postal Progress League. One of these bills, providing for the 
consolidation of third and fourth class mail at the rate of 8 cents a 
pound, was disapproved by the Attorney General, who said that third- 
class matter is now carried at a loss by the Government. Another of 
the bills, providing for an auto post rural line, on which shall be trans 
ported both passengers and freight, was characterized by the Attorney 
General as “an extraordinary innovation, and one which I do not le 
lieve should be introduced.” 





[Brooklyn (N. Y.) Eagle-Times, July 29, 1910.] 


Congressman SULzerR, most versatile and indefatigable of candidates 
for the Democratic nomination for governor, was one of the speakers 
at the good roads convention at Niagara Falis yesterday, and delivercd 
a rattling good speech, which probably convinced his hearers that h 
life had been devoted to the study of the good-roads problem. If they 
only saw the assorted speeches on every subject under the sun which 
have recently been issued from Washington under the Congressman’s 
frank, they would understand that good roads is only one of his recr 
ations, which he ponders when there is nothing of national or inter- 
national importance to occupy his mind. 


{Hamilton (Ontario) Herald-Times, July 29, 1910.] 


GOOD ROADS—FIRST SESSION OF THE CONGRESS HELD AT NIAGARA 


FALLS, N. Y. 


22 
Q 


NraGARA FALts, N. Y., July 


There were very few Canadians present at the opening of the day's 
| session of the Good Roads Congress here to-day. Mayor Geary, 
Toronto, and several other prominent Canadians are expected to d 


liver addresses to-morrow. 

The great need of the improvement of the highways was pointed out 
by speakers. Those who spoke to-day were Congressman SIMMONS 
Niagara Falls: Congressman SuLzEr, New York; and B. F. Yoakum, t 
California railroad magnate. An international system of good i 
all along the border was suggested. Action on this matter will pr 
ably be taken to-morrow. 


[Erie (Pa.) Herald Dispatch, July 29, 1910.] 
RURAL DELIVERY AND GOOD ROADS. 


NIAGARA Fats, N. Y., July 29 


The National Good Roads Congress this morning listened to a speech 
from J. Hampton Rich, representing by special commission the Stat f 
North Carolina, who approached the subject from the standpoint of t 
development of rural free delivery. He argued that because of t! 
rural delivery the Government should be vitally interested in the 
subject. ; 

Another speaker was John Craft, of Mobile, Ala., president of t 
Good Roads Association there. He dwelt on the efforts that they are 
making in the South for the development of good roads. 


The principal speaker of this afternoon was Martin Dodge, of 


Washington, D, C. 
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[Reading (Pa.) Telegram-Times, July 28, 1910.] 
GOOD ROADS CONGRESS. 

NraGaRA FALts, N. Y., July 28. hero 
; : . : i ‘e ‘ » Senate hi sist 1po ts am 
The third annual convention of the National Good Roads Congress nnounced that the pena te had insisted upon MS am 
was opened here to-day, to continue through Saturday. Less than 100 | to the bill (H. R. 52436) making appropriations for th 
delegates had registered when Mayor A. C. Douglass, of this city, de- | of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
livered the address of welcome, but a material increase in attendance 919 « ai i = sa ceeds : a > 
was expected. Congressman WILLIAM SULZER became presiding officer it 12, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of 
and spoke on various aspects of good roads as vitally affecting national Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Curtis, one of its clerks, 
sndments 


e support 


prosperity. House on the disagreeing vores of the two Houses thereon, and 
ante had appointed Mr. Scorr, My. Drxon, and Mr. TALIAFERRO as 
{Dunkirk (N. Y.) Herald-Observer, July 27, 1910.] the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
GOOD ROADS CONGRESS. The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
NIAGARA FAtts, N. Y., July 27. to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 


The National Good Roads Congress will open its sessions in this city | (S. 1068S) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell certain 


to-morrow, and will remain in convention for the remainder of the iain Sede : ii “nian i a 
week. Arthur C. Jackson, president of the congress, expects about 1,000 lands owned by the United States and situated on Dauphin 


delegates from all sections of the country. Island, in Mobile County, Ala., and asked a conference with 
the House on the bill and amendments. 

[Elmira (N. Y.) Advertiser-Gazette, Aug. 1, 1910.] The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 

GOOD ROADS CONVENTION CLOSES. the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 

NIAGARA FALus, N. Y., July 31. votes of the two Houses on the amendmeénts of the Senate 


At the closing session of the National Good Roads Congress here Sat-| 0 the bi (H. R. 21237) making appropriations for the 
urday afternoon Representative SuLzeR’s suggestion for the construction | support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


by the State and the separate counties of the State of a highway con- | 4919 
necting Buffalo, Niagara Falls, and New York City was enthusiastically aac . , : 
adonted The message from the Senate also announced that the Sen- 


rhe resolutions adopted called for the construction of permanent | ate had insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 32866) 
highways from the National Capital to each State capital, the expense 
to be borne by money loaned to the States, as set forth in the Sulzer 
bill, which will be reintroduced in Congress at the next session. 

Another resolution adopted called on all organizations, trade, edu- 
cational, industrial, farmers, producers, and consumers, to instruct their 


making appropriations for the Diplomatic and Consular Service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 


legislators to introduce bills for and to fight for better roads throughout : ; S 
the country. and had appointed Mr. Harr, Mr. Kean, and Mr. Foster as the 
UNITED STATES LANDS ON DAUPHIN ISLAND, ALA, conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (1. R. 32865) making ap- 
propriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
County, Ala., with House amendments thereto, disagreed to by | t#e armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
the Senate. for trial and service, and for other purposes, disagreed to by 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the House insist on its amend- | the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference 
nients and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. | asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 

Mr. MANN. Why should we have a conference on that? | Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Perkins, Mr. 
The House agreed to an amendment this afternoon. Let the | WA®N®®, and Mr. Martin as the conferees on the part of the 
Senvte agree to it. Senzte. 

the SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
tleman from Kansas. without amendment bill of the following title: 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 10638) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to sell certain lands owned by 
the United States, situated on Dauphin Island, in Mobile 


The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as| An act (H. R. 31259) to authorize Park C. Abell, George B. 
conferees on the part of the House Mr. ANTHoNy, Mr. Trson, | Lloyd, and Andrew B. Sullivan, of Indianhead, Charles County, 
aud Mr. DENT. Md., to construct a bridge across the Mattawoman Creek near 

BARRY PLACE NW. the village of Indianhead, Md. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 


: 4 ~~ 4 ss * > i » 1ents P t > 20 r F-anrese ati . ‘ 

and pass the bill (S. 6055) authorizing the extension of Barry - yes eee as am eat ea a ee he . i : 
] VW = 1e ) . oe r iding or » aking ver , he 
Place NW., and for other purposes. ee eee iariaas . Sain eee ee ee a 
The bill was read as follows: United States Government o 14 onfederate cemetery a 


. " ‘ Springfield, Mo. 
Be it enacted, ete., That under and in accordance with the provisions pringfield, M 


Mr. COX of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 


of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District of BARRY PLACE NW. 
Columbia, within six months after the passage of this act the Commis- = . . : : . 
sioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized Mr. COX of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this bill was fully considered 


oe - - the ens rent < -_ eee of Co- | by the District Committee. It has the unanimous recommenda- 
umbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the lane 1at may be necessary . . 7 & issj rs , > istric ‘ i ‘as re ‘te 
for the opening of a street through square No. 3064, from Georgia Ave- | tion of the Commissione rs of the Dis trict, and it was reported 
nue to Sixth Street NW., with a width of 75 feet: Provided, however, | upon favorably by the District Committee without an adverse 
—— the are omeunt soend to a and ee me the jury in | yoice. Its purpose is to open up Vermont Avenue and make a 
Sild proceeding as damages tor anc nh respect o 1e land to be con- . : - - . ‘ aro . of. > »& ‘Te . oh , 
demned for said opening, plus the costs and expenses of the proceeding, continuous thoroughfare from Lafaye tte Square through to How- 
shall be assessed by the jury as benefits, ard University, the Freedmen’s Hospital, the Catholic Univer- 
‘ad SEC —- aah se Se hy mee ot —— of a! sity, the Soldiers’ Home, and the reservoir and pumping station. 
strip of land 75 fee width through e grounds of the Howard Uni- | ry, ¢ > » > ies ‘twee 5 Ltraa and 
versity, in continuation of the center line of the street before mentioned, | rhe land to be condemned lies between Sixth Stre et and 
from Sixth Street to Fourth Street, and a strip of land 40 feet in width, Georgia Avenue. In the letter from the commissioners they 
ee = ee ae the oun of Howard Pareieatty to! say that the opening of the street as proposed will give an 
MeMillan Park, upon such lines as the Commissioners of the District ait at AWWille De pir hic fo — ne tan o 
of Columbia may deem best for the public interests, the said comm’s entrance to McMillan Park, whik h is very mu h needed, and 
sioners are hereby authorized and directed to close College Street, 50 afford a more direct line of travel from the northern part of the 
aid at ae wane ae a ec ra NW., the area of | city to the Soldiers’ Home and the Catholic University and the 
said street to revert to the trustees o oward University: Provided, a EA “ational insti ions il » northeaster ti 
That the Freedmen’s Hospital shall have the use and enjoyment of 10 other large educational institutions in the northeastern section 
feet in width of such area of land abutting the premises now occupied | Of the District. 
by the hospital during the same term and under the same conditions | Aside from its utilitarian purpose, it will afford a pl 
named and contained in the contract entered into on June 7, 1904, a Salle MeMill: Park her places ets 
bet ween the Howard University and the Secretary of the Interior pro- drive from McMillan ark to otnel piace Ss stated. 
viens « for leasing the adjoining premises for the use of the Freedmen's I do not want to test the patience of the House by reading 
lospital ‘ts of ° , ; ° j , ; 
a ae an ' other parts of the report of the committee or the stateme 

Sec. 3. That there is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues of the - J ; lie Uni a . hicl roes thoroughly i — = 
District of Columbia, an amount sufficient ‘to pay the necessary costs | the Catholic University, which goes thoroughly into the sit- 
= ——- of the said condemnation proceedings taken pursuant lation. 

1ereto, and for the payment of the amounts awarded as damages, to be Thera wae same ositi ‘oOug 9] > tw ~oOlore , 
repaid to the District of Columbia from the assessments for benefits and | . ‘The re was some opposition brought — by two ec a d fam 
covered into the Treasury to the credit of the revenues of the District of | ilies whose land would be condemned. The board of directors 
Columbia. of the Catholic University met this situation by passing a reso- 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I demand a | lution pledging themselves to purchase land of any property 
second. owner which in the judgment of the proprietor was excessively 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule a second is ordered, and | taxed. There seems to be no question about the absolute merit 
the gentleman from Chio is entitled to 20 minutes and the gen- | of this bill, and I hope it will pass, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
tleman from Mississippi to 20 minutes, balance of my time. 


asant 


XLVI——252 










3996 


CONGRE 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, as I under- 
stand the provisions of this bill, I am opposed to it. It is true 
that there are very few residents in this particular neighbor- 
hood who are objecting to it, and it is also true that those who 
do object to it are not men of very great wealth or influence. 
But it is also true that this bill proposes to take from them 
their homes and, so far as I can understand its provisions, pay 
them not one cent for them. Now, I will ask the attention of 
the committee, or of the House, to the provisions in this bill. 
After reciting and providing that the property shall be taken 
for a street, there is this proviso: 

Provided, however, That the entire amount found to be due and 
awarded by the jury in said proceeding as damages for and in respect 
of the land to be condemned, plus the eost and expenses of the proce ed- 
ing, shall be assessed by the jury as benefits. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Is it not true that the route proposed by 
the District Commissioners and Howard University and the 
District Committee will cost $15,000 and the route as proposed 
by the two dissenting property holders will cost $200,000? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I am not able to answer 
that question; but it will cost the two property owners, accord- 
ing to the provisions of this bill, whatever they have. It is 
insisted that the commissioners should not proceed to condemn 
the property of their rich neighbors, of this institution, which has 
a house worth $200,000, but that they should condemn the homes 
of these people, who have very little invested, it is true, in money 
value, but, notwithstanding, their homes, and pay them nothing, 
and at the same time give a side entrance for this bakery, 
which it does not now have. 

The proposition is to extend the street across a block in order 
to make the connection with the street on the other side of the 
block. 

Instead of extending the street in a straight line so as to 
connect with the street on the opposite side, they move up 75 
feet in order to avoid Corby’s bakery, which is right in the 
center of the street as it would be laid out, and take the prop- 
erty of these people who are objecting. And then the bill has 
the marvelous provision that when the jury comes to assess the 
damages it 
damages are ascertained to be. 
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| 





shall assess the benefits to be exactly what the | 


Now, under the law everywhere else on the face of the earth, | 


when the jury in condemnation proceedings goes on the land in 
the exercise of the power of eminent domain and take the 
property of any citizen for public use they ascertain what dam- 
age has been done and then the same jury ascertain what the 
benefits are and offset the one against the other. But this bill 
provides that whatever they may ascertain to have been the 
damages— 

the entire amount found to be due and awarded by the jury in such 
proceeding as damages for and in respect of the land to be condemned 
for said opening, plus the cost and expenses of the proceeding, shall 
be assessed by the jury as benefits. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is that provision in regard to assessing 
benefits against the property any different from the usual pro- 
cedure for the condemnation of land within the District? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I do not know whether it 
is or not. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. It is not. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. It is such a provision in 
my opinion that no court will ever enforce. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I agree with the gentleman that the Dis- 
trict rule is very unfair, but if this rule is no different from 
the usual rule in the District the gentleman’s case is no worse 
than that of the ordinary district residents. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Then I have great sym- 
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Mr, HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The board of trustees of 
Howard University have prepared a resolution, which they 
have spread on their minutes, that they will pay these people 
if their assessments are too great; but how can these people 
force the Howard University to make good this promise? Why 
not let the jury that goes there and condemns the property also 
determine and assess the benefits? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. The Howard University is a Govern- 
ment institution, and they can not force them to do anything. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Ohio 
Says that there is no way of compelling the Howard University 
to do anything; that if they reimburse these people they will 
do it as a matter of charity and can not be forced to do it under 
the rules of law. 

The Howard University wants this street in order a make a 
better driveway. That is all—in order that they may have a 
nearer route to this park—and the residents object to it because 
it takes their homes from them, and in their opinion and my 
opinion under the law takes their homes away from them without 
any compensation. The fact that it is the usual course in the 
District is no reason whatever why this House should permit it 
to be done in this instance. Now, one gentleman suggests to 
me that the courts of the District have held that this provision 
is a void provision. Then, why put it in? There are two rea- 
sons that have been suggested here why it is put in. First, in 


| order to get votes here, by making Congress believe that there 


is no money to be appropriated out of the Treasury to pay dam- 
ages that may be assessed, and another reason assigned is that 
when these people come to compromise, if they are to compro- 
mise with the Howard University, they will have this provision 
in there as a big club to force them to take less than the property 
is worth. 

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cote). 
from Mississippi has 10 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I will yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sirus]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I want to refer to a matter not 
connected with this particular bill. 

In the Evening Star of this date appears the following head- 
lines in part, and the following statement: 

LOBBYIST 


The gentleman 


IS BLAMED—MAJ. JUDSON DISCUSSED DEFEAT OF DISTRICT 
FUNDING BILL. 


I am told that in part the responsibility for the defeat of the debt- 
funding bill lies with the efforts of a certain notorious lobbyist who 
has failed to get certain favors from the commissioners and who has 
found it necessary to uphold his reputation by drumming into the ears 
of Congressmen that this bill was designed for certain interests. Most 
of the Members knew little about the provisions of the bill, even after 
the short debate. 


This was part of a statement by Commissioner Judson to a 
Star reporter to-day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as an officer of the Government, as a Com 
missioner of the District of Columbia, this distinguished geutle- 
man should not give out such statements as this, that reflect, at 
least, on a large number of the Members of this House, with- 
out giving at least the name of this notorious lobbyist. As far 


/as L am concerned, but one man living said one word to me 


pathy for the rest of the District residents, whose property is | 


io be taken and they are to be paid nothing for it. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. We pass bills here assessing the 
henefits, whatever they are, to the property and not the whole 
total cost, as it applies in this case. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Does the gentleman mean 
the parties owning this property to be condemned 
pensated in any way whatever for the prop 
give up? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Absolutely not a cent. 

The entire amount found to be due and awarded in said proceedings 
as damages for and in respect to the land to be condemned for said 
opening, plus the cost and expenses of the proceeding, shall be assessed 
by the jury as benefits 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Part of the cost of the proceeding is the 
cost of this land, and in addition to that the board of trustees 
of Howard University have agreed to take the property off their 
hands if they are not entirely agreeable to the transaction. 


to say 
vill not be com- 
rity which they 


about this bill, except Members of the House and Maj. Judson 
himself. The only man that ever said a word about it was a 
eentleman by the name of Randall, who invited me not long 
since to take dinner with Maj. Judson and himself, so that 
Maj. Judson could explain his plan. At that time I had not 
read the bill. I said that I would be glad, of course, to have 
it explained. But the dinner never took place. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman 
Tennessee yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SIMS. The dinner never was given, and, therefore, 


from 


| I did not get the Major’s suggestions until after the bill was 


that | 


brought before this House. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. After I finish my statement. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. You could have ealled the Major up, 
could you not, by telephone? 

Mr. SIMS. This paper was handed to me only about two 
minutes ago by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNE1 iB 
therefore I have had no time to call the Major. 

Mr. MANN. He is a friend of the commissioners, 

Mr. SIMS. I am not like him. I am not talking 
“eertain men.” I call names, because I am not ashamed | 


about 
if 


the names I am giving. 

Now, it is the duty of this commissioner to give the name 
of this notorious lobbyist, so that Members of the House may 
know who he is, and how to avoid him, 





1911. 





Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Are there quotation marks in 
the statement just read? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir; there are quotation marks. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The Major is not here, and 
can not answer for himself, and I wonder if it is a literal quo- 
tation. . 

Mr. SIMS. It is a quotation, or so appears, and I want it 
to go into the Recorp that way. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman makes the 
statement, but the Major can not reply. 

Mr. SIMS. This appears as a part of the statement of Com- 
missioner Judson to a Star reporter to-day, and it is put in 
quotations. It conveys the idea that Members of this House 
have been influenced by the efforts of a notorious lobbyist. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fisn] and his colleague 
[Mr. ANpRus] and the other gentlemen in this House, who op- 
posed that bill, can say whether or not a lobbyist said anything 
to them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. What is the lobbyist’s name? 

Mr. SIMS. That is what I want to know. sefore Maj. 
Judson talks about this House being influenced by a lobbyist, 
let him give the name of the man. He must know him, 
becanse he says he was refused certain favors by the commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I was wondering if the gentle 
man was not taking too seriously a statement attributed to 
Maj. Judson, 

Mr. SIMS. Look at the headline. The lobbyist is blamed. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But the gentleman would not 
say that the Major wrote those headlines. 

Mr. SIMS. No; he did not. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Those may have been written 
by the blue-pencil man. 

Mr. SIMS. I have been reading what the Major said. 

All that I am asking is that the Major give us the name of 
this notorious lobbyist so that we may be protected from him 
hereafter. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I would suggest that if the gentle- 
man will call up Maj. Judson he will give the name of the 
lobbyist. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know whether the Major said what is 
attributed to him or not, and if he did not and will say so by 
letter or otherwise, I will be glad to set him right by placing 
his letter in the Recorp, or his statement. The Star is a very 
reputable newspaper, and not given to fake interviews. I 
therefore feel that its statement of what Maj. Judson said, 
especially as it appears in quotations, is to be treated as cor- 
rect in the absence of a denial by the Major; but if he denies 
it I shall be glad to give him the benefit of it. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman | 


from Tennessee [Mr. Srms] has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman ought to be 
fair and give him a chance to answer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio is 
recognized. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that there is 
absolutely no necessity of my making a statement to my col- 
leagues on this subject, except to show the apparent absurdity 
of the contention of the gentleman from Mississippi [+Ir. 
Humprureys] to the effect that the owners of these lots will 
derive no compensation. The jury will meet and ascertain the 
amount of the damages, and the amount of the damages will be 
paid to the property holders, and it will be assessed then as a 
benefit against the adjacent property owners. 

There is nothing unfair nor unusual about that procedure, 
and I can not understand by what process of reasoning or de- 
duction the gentleman from Mississippi has figured out that 
the great resourceful United States Government is proposing to 
go out and take away the lots of two colored families. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Yes; in a moment. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. These two colored fami- 
lies own the adjacent property. You are going to open a street 
for the benefit of Howard University, and on the one side of it 
is the Corby Bakery Co. and on the other side will be these two 
humble citizens. The benefits will be assessed against their 
property, and under this law the benefits will be whatever the 
assessed damages will be. In other words, they will have to 
pay for the street. 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Let me say to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi that when Vermont Avenue is extended into that beautiful 
part of the city the lands adjacent to the property condemned 
will be very valuable, and no one knows that fact better than 
the gentleman himself, 
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Now, he speaks of the bakery. It is the wish of the two prop- 
erty holders about whom he is so solicitous to run through the 
bakery building. The cost of that route will be from $200,000 
to $250,000. The cost of the route proposed by the commis 
sioners and indorsed by citizens will be only $15,000, 

Now, I want to say, for the information of the House, that 
it is not fair to assume that the trustees of Howard University 
are going to defraud their fellow colored men. There are seven 
representative colored trustees on this board. They have 
passed a resolution in good faith, stating that they will take 
this property off the hands of these two colored owners if they 
are not satisfied with the assessment of costs. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I have only five 
of my time remaining. Does the 
any more of his time? 

Mr. COX of Ohio. No. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, IT am here 
in this instance, just as the white people of Mississippi always 
are, trying to defend a Negro in his property rights. [Ap- 
plause.] I commend to some of the gentlemen here whose 
activities in behalf of the Negro are directed along other lines, 
this suggestion, that if they will join with me in opposing this 
bill they will render a much more substantial service to the 
colored man than by indulging in platitudes about his inalien- 
able rights. These Negroes have bought their homes out there, 
and they are @ntitled to them. The Howard University wants 
to open up a street there in order to have a driveway that will 
connect them more directly with the park, and the Howard 
University ought to be willing to pay for the property that they 
will take in order to make the street. [Applause.] 

Mr. COX of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. In justa moment. If they 
wanted to do that, they could go there and purchase those two 
narrow lots and dedicate them as a street, and then there would 
be no benefits to be assessed against the adjacent property. In- 


gentleman intend to occupy 





stead of that they pass a resolution, which is not binding on 
account of the statute of frauds, to give these people compensa- 
tion for their land that is to be taken. There is no written in- 
strument by which they undertake to do that. It is just simply 
a resolution on their minutes that if the assessment is too great 
against these people they will make it good. 

Mr. KENDALL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. With pleasure. 

Mr. KENDALL. I want to inquire of the gentleman from 
Mississippi if this bill has the favorable report of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I 
it has. 

Mr. KENDALL. I want further to inquire if the gentleman 
is not exhausting his energies in opposing it? Does the gentle 
man think anys measure embarrassed in that way can receive 
the support of the House? | Laughter.] 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I may be exhausting the 
energies of the House, perhaps, but not my own. 

Mr. Speaker, if this Howard University, being a colored 
school, wants to teach a good lesson to the colored people in 


that neighborhood and in this country, instead of instructing 


understand = that 


them in the mysteries of the isosceles triangle let it teach 
them to be home builders, and that when they build their 
homes, humble as they may be, in the neighborhood of that uni- 
versity, their rights will be protected, and they will not be de 
spoiled of their property under the forms of law simply to 
please the fancy of the trustees of that institution, and, al 


though the gentleman from Mississippi is a Democrat from the 
far South, he has the real interests of the Negro at heart, and 
will stand here and plead for them. [.Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 


Mississippi has expired. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. I ask for a vote. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an 
nounced that, in the opinion of the Chair, ! 
voted in the affirmative. 
Mr. COX of Ohio. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 50, 
Accordingly (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
motion was rejected. 


Is had not 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont notifies the 

| Chair that the conferees on the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill designated by the Chair, except the gentleman from 
Vermont himself, ate absent, and desires unanimous consent 
that in lieu of those heretofore announced the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BeENNeET] and the gentleman from Virginia 


{Mr. Hay] be substituted, and the Chair so announces 


b 
f 
i 
' 








CONGRESSIONAL 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Curtis, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
n conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


‘ amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 32486) mak- 
ppropriations for the support of the Military Academy for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes. 

rhe message also announced that the Vice President had ap 
‘, GALLINGER and Mr. Smirn of Maryland members of 
al Forest Reservation Commission, as provided for in 
1 4 of the act of March 1, 1911, entitled “An act ] 


to enable 





) » cooperate with any other State or States, or with 
1 United States, for the protection of the watersheds of navi 

ible stre , and to appoint a commission for the acquisition 
of ds for the purpose of conserving the navigability of navi- 
rab rivers 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the nend of the House of Representatives to 
the bill (S, 58 ) to uthorize the extension of Van Buren 
< mw NW 

T) ni e Oo announced that the Senate had passed 
wit] mendment bills of the following titles: 

HW. R. 80273. An act for the relief of the city of Quincy, the 
towns of Weymouth and Hingham, and the Old Colony Street 
Railway Co., all of Massachusetts; 

H. R, 25570. An act to waive the age limit for admission to 
the Pay Corps of the United States Navy for one year in the 
case of Paymasters’ Clerk Arthur Henry Mayo; 

H. R. 32721. An act to extend the time for commencing and 
completing the construction of a dam authorized by the act 
entitled *“ An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River in the county of Morrison, State of Minne- 
s« approved June 4,.1906; and 


‘tend the time for the completion of 


! 

I > Qo” . —— 

H. R. S2883. An act to « 
} 

I 





a bridge across the Morris and Cummings Chaunel at a point 
hear A sas Pass, Tex., by the Aransas Harbor Terminal Rail- 
way C 

ihe message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the t Iiouses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (IL. TR. S2866) n ng appropriations for the Diplomatic 
ind Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1912 

CODIFICATION OF THE LAWS RELATING TO THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I submit a con- 
ference report on the bill (S. 70831) to codify, revise, and amend 
the laws relating to the judiciary, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the statement may be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER. I reserve points of order on the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill S. 7031, 
being a bill to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating 
judiciary, having met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate agree to the House amendment, with amend- 
ments to sections 2, 15, 14, 21, 24, 28, 29, 30, 40, 56, 70, 76, 78, 
88, 91. 92, 99, 103, 106, 112, 118, 126, 128, 140, 151, 152, 


186, 201, 207, 226, 227, 228, 229, 240, 250, 251, 259, 284, 289. 298, | 
301. 

That the House agree to the amendments proposed by the 
Senate conferees, as follows: 

(The references to section numbers and pages are to the 


bill as reported by the conferees and not to the bill as it passed 


the House or Senate.) 

Section 2. On page 3, in line 16, begining after the word 
*‘installments,” strike out the remainder of the section. 

Section 13. On page 7, in line 2, after the word “ absence,” 
insert the words “of all the circuit judges.” 

Section 14. Page 8, in line 1, strike out the word “their” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “the”: and after the word 
‘absence’ insert the words “ of all the circuit judges.” 


Section 21. On page 10, in line 13, 


strike out the words “or 


his counse In line 22, before the word “ reason,” insert the 
words “facts and the.” In line 22, after the word “ cause,” 
insert the word “shall.” On page 11, line 2, after the word | brought.” 
‘affidavit,’ insert the words “and no such affidavit shall 
be filed unless accompanied by a ctrtificate of counsel of 
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record that such 
faith.” 

Section 24. On page 12, in line 10, strike out the word “ five” 
and insert “three.” On page 15, in line 1, after the word “ au- 
thority,” strike out the following: “ except in suits to suspend, 
enjoin, or restrain the action of any officer of a State in the 
enforcement, operation, or execution of a statute of such State, 
upon the ground of the unconstitutionality of such statute,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the following, which will be section 265: 

“No interlocutory injunction suspending or restraining the 
enforcement, operation, or execution of any statute of a State 


affidavit and application are made in good 


| by restraining the action of any officer of such State in the en- 


| of the United States, or to a circuit or district judge, and 


forcement or execution of such statute, shall be issued or 
granted by any Justice of the Supreme Court, or by any district 
court of the United States, or by any judge thereof, or by any 
circuit judge acting as district judge, upon the ground of the 
unconstitutionality of such statute, unless the application for 
the same shall be presented to a Justice of the Supreme Court 
shall 


| be heard and determined by three judges, of whom at least one 


| the other two may be either circuit or district judges, and 


| presented to a Justice of the Supreme Court, 


shall be a Justice of the Supreme Court, or a circuit judge, and 
un- 
less a majority of said three judges shall concur in granting 
such application. Whenever such application as aforesaid 
or to a judge, 
shall immediately call to his assistance to hear and determine 
the application two other judges: Provided, however, That one 
of such three judges shall be a Justice of the Supreme Court, or 
a circuit judge. Said application shall not be heard or deter- 
mined before at least five days’ notice of the hearing has been 
given to the governor and to the attorney general of the State, 
and to such other persons as may be defendants in the suit: 
Provided, That if of opinion that irreparable loss or damage 


is 


he 





| would result to the complainant unless a temporary restrain- 


| ing order at 


ing order is granted, any Justice of the Supreme Court, or any 
circuit or district judge, may grant such temporary restrain- 
any time before such hearing and determination 
of the application for an interlocutory injunction, but such tem- 


| porary restraining order shall remain in force only until the 


to the | 


178, 182, | 


hearing and determination of the application for an interlocu- 
tory injunction upon notice as aforesaid. The hearing upon 
such application for an interloeutory injunction shall be given 
precedence and shall be in every way expedited and be assigned 
for a hearing at the earliest practicable day after the expiration 
of the notice hereinbefore provided for. An appeal may be 
taken direct to the Supreme Court of the United States from 
the order granting or denying, after notice and hearing, an 
interlocutory injunction in such case.” 


Section 28. On page 23, in line 22, after the words “ United 
States,” strike out the remainder of the section, reading: 


“Provided further, That no suit against a corporation 
stock company, brought in a State court of the State in which 
the plaintiff resides, or in which the cause of action arose, 
within which the defendant has its place of business, or car- 


or joint- 


or 


ries on its business, shall be removed to any court of the 
United States on the ground of diverse citizenship.” 
Section 29. On page 24, in line 17, strike out the word 


“twenty ” 


on 


and insert the word “thirty.” 
25, strike out the word “due” and insert the word “ written.” 
In line 3, on page 25, strike out the word “twenty” and insert 
the word “thirty”; in line 5 strike out the word “twenty” 
and insert the word “ thirty.” 

Section 30. On page 25, in line 13, strike out the word “ five” 
and insert the word “ three.” 

Section 40. On page 35 restore section 


On page 24, in line 


40, reading: “ TLe 


| trial of offenses punishable with death shall be had in th 
|} county 


where the offense was committed where be 
done without great inconvenience.” 

Section 56. On page 41, in line 15, substitute a period for the 
semicolon, and strike out the words “ provided that.” On page 
41, in line 21, strike out the word “approval” and substitute 
the word “ disapproval”: in line 1, on page 42, strike out the 


that 


can 


word “approval” and substitute the word “disapproval.” In 
| line 5 strike out the words “ The failure to secure”; also the 
| word “approval,” and substitute the word “disapproval.” Be- 
| ginning after the word “ brought,” in line 10, strike out the 


words, “ The circuit court of appeals, or the judge thereof ap- 


| proving such order or appointment, may, at any time, for good 
; cause shown, revoke such approval; and thereafter, unless the 


circuit such order, the receiver 


shall thereby be divested of jurisdiction over all such property 


court of appeals shall renew 


| lying or being without the State in which the suit has been 


In line 17 strike out the words “ proviso to” and 
insert the words “ provisions of”; and in line 4 strike out the 
words “and his appointment so approved.” 
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Section 70. On page 51, in line 9, after the word “ district,” | constitute the central division; and the territory embraced on 
insert the words “also the territory embraced on the date last | the date last mentioned in the counties of Bennett, Butte, Cu 
mentioned in the counties of Walker, Winston, Marion, Fayette | ter, Fall River, Harding, Lawrence. Meade, Mellette, Pent 
and Lamar, which shall constitute the Jasper division of said Perkins, Shannon, Todd, Tripp, Washabaugh, and Washingt 
district.” On page 52, in line 4, after the word “year,” insert | and in the Rosebud and Pine Ridge Indian Reservations shall 






the words “for the Jasper division, at Jasper, on the second | constitute the western divison. Terms of the district court for 
Tuesdays in January and June: Provided, That suitable rooms | the southern division shall be held at Sioux Falls on the first 
and accommodations for holding court at Jasper shall be fur- | Tuesday in April and the third Tuesday in October; for the 
nished free of expense to the Government.” northern division at Aberdeen on the first Tuesday in May and 

Section 76. On page 58 strike out all of lines 16, 17, and 18, | the second Tuesday in November; for the cent division at 
after the word “ Tallahassee,” and insert in lieu thereof the | Pierre on the second Tuesday in June and the first Tuesday in 
following: “on the second Monday in January; at Pensacola | October; and for the western division at Deadwood on the third 
on the first Mondays in May and November; at Marianna on the | Tuesday in May and the first Tuesday in September. The clerk 
first Monday in April; and at Gainesville on the second Mon- | of the district court shall maintain an offi im < rge of him 
days in June and December. self or a deputy at Sioux Falls, at Pierr: t Aberd and ; 

Section 78. Strike out the section and insert in lieu thereof Deadwood, which shall be kept open for the trans 1 of tl 
the following: business of the court.” 


‘The State of Idaho shall constitute one judicial district, to. Section 112. On page 115, line 25, strike out the wo1 ! 
be known as the district of Idaho. It is divided into four di- | titas” and insert it in line 4, on page 114, af 
visions, to be known as the northern, central, southern, and “ Klickitat”; in lines 1 and 7 on page 114, strike out 


eastern divisions. “eastern” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Nort! 

“The territory embraced on the 1st day of July, 1910, in the lines 21 and 25 strike out the word “ western” and insert in 
counties of Bonner, Kootenai, and Shoshone, shall constitute lieu thereof the word “southern.” 
the northern division of said district; and the territory em- Section 118. On page 121, in line 22, beginning after the 
braced on the date last mentioned in the counties of Idaho, Word ~ cireult ” strike out the remainder of the se tion : ; 
Latah, and Nez Perce, shall constitute the central division of Section 126. Strike out the section. The provis : of this 
said district; and the territory embraced on the date last men- S€Ction are embraced in section 259. : i 
tioned in the counties of Ada, Boise, Blaine, Cassia, Twin Falls, . Section 128. On page 128, in line 5, after the word “ laws 
Canyon, Elmore, Lincoln, Owyhee, and Washington, shall con-  /"Sert the words “ under the copyright laws.” 
stitute the southern division of said district; and the territory | , Section 140, On page 134, in line o, strike out : word 
embraced on the date last mentioned in the counties of Ban- ‘quarterly ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “monthly.” 
nock, Bear, Lake, Bingham, Custer, Fremont, Lemhi, and Oneida, Section 151. On page 139, in line 1S, after the word “ may ie 


shall constitute the eastern division of the said district. Terms | Strike out the words “or the committee thereof to whieh it s! 
of the district court for the northern division of the said district | have been referred, also may,”. On page 140, in 
shall be held at Coeur d'Alene City on the fourth Monday in the word “ House strike out the words “or su 
May and the third Monday in November; for the central di- At the end of the section add the following: “In any proceed 
vision, at Moscow on the second Monday in May and the first 198 under this section, the court shall determine as a prelim 
Monday in November; for the southern division, at Boise City nary inquiry the question of limitation, delay, or | ches; an 
on the second Mondays of February and September; and for i‘ it shall be of opinion that the delay in presenting the clait 


ine 1S, afte 


; 
l 
h committee.” 


ae ae is Wenes  - ‘ > sr of ie statute of limitation 
the eastern division of Pocatello on the second Mondays of | #8 "0t excusable, and that the bar of the statute of limita 


March and October. The clerk of the court shall maintain an | S2ould not be removed, it shall not proceed further to fi 
office in charge of himself or a deputy at Coeur d'Alene City, | ¢X/Stence of loyalty, liability, or the extent thereof, in su 
at Moscow, at Boise City, and at Pocatello, which shall be | C28, but shall report such finding in bar to the House by whi 
open at all times for the transaction of the business of the | te claim or matter was referred.” — 

court.” Section 152. Strike out the section. 

Section 81. On page 32, in line 13, after the word “ Decem- 
ber” insert “and at Waterloo on the second Tuesdays in May 
and September.” 

Section 88. On page 76, in line 6, after the word “ Crawford,” 
insert the word “ Genesee’’; in line 8, after the word “ Sagi- 
naw,” insert the word “ Shiawassee”; in line 11 strike out the 
word “ Genesee”; and in line 13 strike out the word “ Shia- 


wassee,” 


by law.” 
Section 182. Insert a new section numbered 182, as follow 
“Sec. 182. In any case brought in the Court of ¢ 





laims unde 


a judgment or decree against the United States, or a 


» 


Section 91. On page 82, in line 3, after the word “ Lincoln” 
insert the word “ Maries”; in line 14, on page S83, strike out the 
word “ Maries.” On page 84, in line 10, after the words “ St. 
Joseph ” insert the words “at Joplin”; in line 14 strike out the 
words “of holding court” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“at which court is now held.” 


by the United States for any Indian tribe or for any Indian: 


other party in interest shall have the same right of 


prescribed.” 





Section 92. On page 84, in line 20, after the word “ October” | aaa the words “on account of color.” 
insert the following: “at Missoula on the first Mondays in Section 201. Strike out this section, the provisions of thi 
January and June; and at Billings on the first Mondays in geetion being embraced in section 259. 
March and August.” Section 207. On page 169, in line 15, strike out the w | 
Section 99. On page 94, in line 9, strike out the words “of | “now”: in line 16, after the word “thereof” add the follow 
holding court” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “at | ing: “immediately prior to June 18, 1910.” 
which court is now held.” Section 226. On page 182, in line 7, after the word “ court,” 
Section 108. On page 99, at the end of line 4, add the follow- | insert the words “ heretofore published”; ji S, strike out 
ing: “ The clerk of the court for the middle district shall main- | the words “after the 5th of August, 1SS82’ l 10, strike 
tain an office in charge of himself or a deputy at Harrisburg; | out the word “one” and insert the word “ two, r oO 
and civil suits instituted at that place shall be tried there if | “and 50 cents.” After the word “ volume” add the followin 
either party resides nearest that place of holding court, unless | “and those hereafter published at a sum not to exceed $1.7 
by consent of parties they are removed to another place for | per volume.” In line 18 strike out “ fifty ” and insert “ seventy 
trial.” five.” 
Section 106. On page 101, line 2, strike out the word “ Ly Section 227. On page 1835, in line 7, after the words “Attor 


man”; in line 3 strike out “ Crow Creek”; in line 4 strike out | ney General” insert the words “each United States distr 
“Lower Brule and”; in line 7 strike out “Armstrong”; in line | attorney.” On page 154, in line 14, after the word “ twenty 


8 strike out “ Dewey”; and strike out all from the word “ Res- | add the word “five.” On page 185, in line 3, after the wo 
ervation,” in line 10, and substitute the following: “and in| “them.” insert the words “to each United States judge and t 
that portion of the Standing Rock Indian Reservation lying in| each United States district attorney who has not received 


South Dakota shall constitute the northern division; the terri- | set.” On page 185, in line 17, after the word “ office” strike 


tory embraced on the date last mentioned in the counties of | out the remainder of the section. 


Armstrong, Buffalo, Dewey, Faulk, Hand, Hughes, Hyde, Section 228. On page 186, in line 7, strike out the words “ or 


Indian tribe or any Indians, or against any fund held in trust 


the claimant, or the United States, or the tribe of Indians, o 


Section 178. On page 140, in line 16, strike out the word 
“hereinbefore ” and add, after the word “ provided,” the words 


any act of Congress by which that court is authorized to render 


ly 


appeal as 
is conferred under sections 229 and 250: and such right shall 
be exercised only within the time and in the manner therein 


Section 186. On page 152, in line 25, after the word “ claims,” 


Jerauld, Lyman, Potter, Stanley, and Sully, and in Cheyenne | hereafter.” In line 9, after the word “than” strike out “ one’ 


River, Lower Brule, and Crow Creek Indian Reservations, shall | and insert “two”; and after the word “dollar” strike o1 



















cents,” 


and at the end of the line add: “and such 
number of copies of each report hereafter published as he may 


require, for which he shall pay not more than $1.75 per 
volume,” 

Section 229. On page 187. Strike out the section and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec, 229. The Attorney General is authorized to procure 


complete sets of the Federal Reporter or, in his discretion, other 
publication containing the decisions of the circuit courts of ap- 
peals, circuit courts, and district courts, and digests thereof, 
and also future volumes of the same as issued, and distribute a 
copy of each such reports and digests to each place where a cir- 
cuit court of appeals or a district court is now or may here- 
after regularly be held, and to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the Court of Claims, the Court of Customs Appeals, the 
Commerce Court, the court of appeals and the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia, the Attorney General, the Solicitor 
General, the Solicitor of the Treasury, the Assistant Attorney 
General for the Department of the Interior, the Commissioner 
of Patents, and the Interstate Commerce Commission; and to 
the Secretary of the Senate, for the use of the Senate, and to 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives, not more than three 
sets each. Whenever any such courtroom, oflice, or officer shall 
have a partial or complete set of any such reports or digest 
already purchased or owned by the United States, the Attorney 


General shall distribute to such courtroom, office, or officer 
only sufficient volumes to make a complete set thereof. No dis- 


tribution of reports or digests under this section shall be made 
to any place where the court is held in a building not owned 
by the United States, unless there be at such place a United 
States officer to whose responsible custody they can be com- 
mitted. The clerks of the courts (except the Supreme Court) 
to which the reports and digests are distributed under this 
section shall keep such reports and digests for the use of the 
courts and the officers thereof. All reports and digests dis- 
tributed under the provisions of this section shall be and re- 
main the property of the United States, and, before distribution 
shall be plainly marked on their covers with the words ‘ The 
property of the United States,’ and shall be transmitted by the 
officers receiving them to their successors in office. Not to ex- 
ceed $2 per volume shall be paid for the back and current vol- 
umes of the Federal Reporter or other publication purchased 
under the provisions of this section, and not to exceed $5 per 
volume for the digest, the said money to be disbursed under 
the direction of the Attorney General; and the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall include in his annual estimates submitted to Con- 
gress an estimate for the back and current volumes of such re- 
ports and digests, the distribution of which is provided for in 
this section.” 

Section 240. On page 192, in line 19, after the word “ case 
insert “civil or criminal’; in line 22, after the word “ other- 
wise,” insert “ upon the petition of any party thereto. 
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Section 250. This section is intended to take the place of 
section 237 of the House amendment. 


Section 250. 
appeals of the District of Columbia may be reexamined and 
affirmed, reversed, or modified by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, upon writ of error or appeal in the following 
cases : 


in issue; but when any such case is not otherwise reviewable 
in said Supreme Court, then the question of jurisdiction alone 
shall be certified to said Supreme Court for decision. 

Second. In prize cases. 

Third. In cases involving the construction or application of 
the Constitution of the United States, or the constitutionality 
of any law of the United States, or the validity or constrt 
of any treaty made under its authority. 

Fourth. In cases in which the constitution or any law of a 
State is claimed to be in contravention of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Fifth. In cases in which the validity of any authority exer- 
cised under the United States or the existence or scope of any 
power or duty of an officer of the United States is drawn in 
question. 

Sixth. In cases in which the construction of any law of the 
United States is drawn in question by the defendant. 

Except as provided in the next succeeding section, the judg- 
ments and decrees of the said court of appeals shall be final in 
all cases arising under the patent laws, the copyright laws, the 
revenue laws, the criminal laws, and in admiralty cases. Ex- 
cept as provided in the next succeeding section, the judgments 
and decrees of the said court of appeals shall be final in all 
cases not reviewable as hereinbefore provided. 


a a 
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Any final judgment or decree of the court of | 


| time 10 years before” 


Writs of error and appeals shall be taken with the same time, 
in the same manner, and under the same regulations as writs of 
error and appeals are taken from the circuit courts of appeals 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Section 251. This section is intended to take the place of sec- 
tion 238 of the House amendment. 

Section 251. Strike out the section and substitute the follow- 
ing: “In any case in which the judgment or decree of said 
court of appeals is made final by the section last preceding, it 
shall be competent for the Supreme Court of the United States 
to require, by certiorari, or otherwise, any such cause to be cer- 
tified to it for its review and determination, with the same 
power and authority in the case as if it had been carried by 
writ of error or appeal to said Supreme Court. It shall also 
be competent for said court of appeals, in any case in which its 
judgment or decree is made final under the section last preced- 
ing, at any time to certify to the Supreme Court of the United 
States any questions or propositions of law concerning which it 
desires the instruction of that court for their proper decision; 
and thereupon the Supreme Court may either give its instruc- 
tions on the questions and propositions certified to it, which 
shall be binding upon said court of appeals in such case, or it 
may require that the whole record and cause be sent up to it 
for its consideration, and thereupon shall decide the whole 
matter in controversy in the same manner as if it had been 
brought there for review by writ of error or appeal.” 

Section 259. This section is intended to take the place of 
a part of section 2, all of section 126, and 2020), in the bill as 
it passed the House. 

“Sec. 259. The circuit justices, the circuit and district judges 
of the United States, and the judges of the district courts of 
the United States in Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto Rico, shall each 
be allowed and paid his necessary expenses of travel, and his 
reasonable expenses (not to exceed $10 per day) actually in- 
curred for maintenance, consequent upon his attending court 
or transacting other official business in pursuance of law at 
any place other than his official place of residence, said ex- 
penses to be paid by the marshal of the district in which such 
court is held or official business transacted, upon the written 
certificate of the justice or judge. The official place of residence 
of each justice and of each circuit judge while assigned to the 


| Commerce Court, shall be at Washington; and the official place 


of residence of each circuit and district judge, and of each 


| judge of the district courts of the United: States in Alaska, 


Hawaii, and Porto Rico, shall be at that place nearest his 
actual residence at which either a circuit court of appeals or 
a district court is regularly held. Every such judge shall, upon 
his appointment, and from time to time thereafter whenever 


| he may change his official residence, in writing notify the De- 


partment of Justice of his official place of residence.” 

Section 260. On page 202, in line 10, strike out the words “a 
and insert “at the time of.” 

Section 284. On page 211, in line 20, after the word “ there- 
for,” insert the following: 

“Tf the United States attorney for any district which has a 
city or borough containing at least 800,000 inhabitants. shall 
certify in writing to the district judge, or the senior district 
judge of the district, that the exigencies of the public service 


| require it, the judge may, in his discretion, also order a venire 
First. In cases in which the jurisdiction of the trial court is | 


| thority,” 


ition | 


to issue for a second grand jury.” 

Section 289. On page 216, in line 3, before the word 
insert the word “ same.” 

Section 297. On page 218, in line 13, strike out “ twenty ” and 
insert “ fourteen”; in line 14, after the word “ inclusive ” insert 
the following: “sections 716 to 720, both inclusive.” On page 
220, in line 3, after the word “ eighty-seven,” insert “ except 
sections 4, 5, 6. 7, and 10 thereof.” Beginning in line 13 strike 
out the following: “An act to establish circuit court of appeals 
and to define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved March 8, 1891." On page 221, in line 13, after the word 
“eleven,” insert the following: ‘ Sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, the first 
paragraph of section 6, and section 17 of an act entitled ‘An 
act to create a- Commerce Court, and to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887, a8 
heretofore amended, and for other purposes,” approved June 18, 
1910.’ ” 

Section 
insert the 


*“ au- 


” 


298. On page 221, in line 21, after the word “Act, 
words “ or affecting the organization of the courts.” 
Section 299. On page 222, in line 6, after the word “ |ro- 
ceeding,” insert the following: “including those pending on 
writ of error, appeal, certificate, or writ of certiorari, in any 
appellate court referred to or included within the provisions of 
this act.” 
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word | United States and are intended to place this c 





Section 301. On page 222, in line 19, strike out the uurt upon sub 
“July” and insert “January”; and strike out the word | stantially the same basis respecting appeals as are the courts ot 
“eleven” and insert the word “ twelve.” appeals in the nine judicial cireuits of the United States, a spe 

R. O. Moon, cial exception being made, however, resp ng cases in which 
HERBERT PARSONS, the validity of any authority exercised under the United States 
SwWaGarR SHERLEY, or the existence or scope of any power or duty of an officer of 
Managers on the part of the House. the United States is drawn in question; this exe m being 
W. B. HEYBURN, made Dy the facet ‘hat he seat oO} vu ment s eated 
Gro. SUTHERLAND. in the District of Columbia and quest : ffecting the 
JAMES P. CLARKE, scope and power of officers of the United States : 
’ Vanagers on the part of the Senate. features of the jurisdiction f the courts of Dist { 


STATEMENT. 


An exactly similar bill was introdueed both in the Senate and 
House, the Senate bill being S. 7031 and the House bill H. R. 
23377. After the House had considered the bill for a number 
of days the Senate bill was passed and was sent to the House; 
whereupon the House took up the Senate bill, struck out all 
after the enacting clause, and substituted therefor the House 
bill. 

In this statement the sections are the sections of the bill as 
reported by the conferees. The figures in brackets refer to the 
sections of the bill as it passed the House. 

The Senate, in its consideration of the bill, adopted a number 
of smendments. Many of these amendments were of a mere 
formal character, to wit: 

Sections 13 and 14. The insertion of the words “of all the 
circuit judges ” being intended to make the meaning of the sec- 
tions more clear without in any sense changing the character of 
the sections. 

Amendments to chapter 5, which relate wholly to the geo- 
graphical division of the various States into judicial districts 
and divisions and the time of holding court therein and to the 
location of deputy clerks for the transaction of the business of 
the courts. 

Numerous changes were made in both the Senate and Hlouse 
in the particulars enumerated, all of which are specifically sei 
forth in the accompanying report and are not in this state- 
ment more particularly referred to. The attitude of both the 
House and Senate was that such change should be made by 
the conferees as would bring the law into exact accordance with 
changes that had been made by the statutes since the bill was 
reported. No change made in this chapter imposes any expense 
upon the Government or in any way alters the power of the 
judges, but is made upon the recommendation of Members and 
Senators simply for the purpose of better expediting the busi- 
ness of the courts in the various districts and divisions of the 
country. 

Section 284 [269]. The Senate amendment to this section pro- 
vides for a power on the part of a senior district judge of the 
district containing at least 300,000 inhabitants, when the 
exigencies of the public service require it, to order a venire to 
issue for a second grand jury. This carries into the section the 
amendment made by the act of March 28, 1910. 

Section 289 [274]. The insertion of the word “same” before 
the word “authority ’”’ in line 14, referring to the transfer of 
authority from the circuit court clerks to district clerks, was 
made to make the meaning more clear. 

Section 298 [283]. The insertion of the words “or affecting 
the organization of the courts”? was intended simply to make it 
more clear that the abolition of the original jurisdiction of the 
circuit courts should not affect in any way the office of circuit 
judge. 

Section 301 [286]. This amendment 
section goes into effect. 

To all of these formal amendments the conferees on the part 
of the House assented. 

The other amendments made by the Senate embracing sub- 
Stantive changes were as follows: 

Section 128 [127]. The insertion of the words “under the 
copyright laws,’ thereby making the appellate jurisdiction of 
the circuit courts of appeals final in copyright cases as it pre- 
viously was in patent cases. 

Section 240 [227]. The insertion of the words “ civil or crim- 
inal” and the words “ upon the petition of any party thereto.” 
The effect of this amendment is to make more clear the right of 
the Supreme Court of the United States by writ of certiorari to 
bring before it for review any case in which the judgment or 
decree of the circuit court of appeals is made final by the pro- 
visions of the act, and to define more accurately the method by 
which such writ might be obtained. 

Sections 250 and 251 [237 and 238]. These sections were 
Stricken out by the Senate and two new sections substituted 
therefor. These sections refer to appeals from the court of 
appeals of the District of Columbia to the Supreme Court of the 


fixes the time when this 


Columbia. 
In all of these amendments the confere 


House concurred. 

The amendments made by the House to t b were nu 
merous, in a large number of which the Senate conferees 
acquiesced without amendment. In four cases in which amend 
ments were made by the House the Senate refused to concur 
and the conferees upon the part of the House acquiesced therein, 
to wit: 

Section 28. The elimination of this House amendment leaves 


the removal of suits from a State court to a Federal court by 
corporations upon the ground of diverse citizenshi i 
under existing law. 

While the conferees on the part of the 
sisted upon the amendment, the conferees of the Senate insisted 


that an important change of this kind should be a subject of 
distinct legislation and should not be attempted in I pro 
viding for the codification of the laws. 

Section 40. The House struck out the whole section, which 


was as follows: 
“ Sec. 40. The trial of offenses punishable 
had in the county where the offense was c¢ 


with death shall be 
ymmitted where that 


can be done without great inconvenience. 

The House conferees acquiesced in this action because this 
provision was existing law and had been in operation since 
1789. It has been thoroughly adjudicated by the courts, was 


carried in by the revisers in 1875, and has created no confusion 
by reason of its existence as part of our judicial system. 


Section 11S [116]. An amendment was made by the House as 
fol lows ‘ 
“and, as well as the circuit justices, shall have throughout his 


circuit the powers and jurisdiction of a district judge.” 

The House conferees agreed to this being stricken out in view 
of the fact that provision for the assignment of circuit judges to 
sit in the district court when the exigencies of business require 
it was provided for by section 1S of the act. 


Section 186 [189]. The House struck out the words “on ac 
count of color.” ‘The section provides that 

“No person shall be excluded as a witness in the Court of 
Claims on aceount of color or because he or she is a party to on 


interested in the cause or proceeding; and any plaintiff or party 


in interest may be examined as a witness upon the part of the 
Government.” 
This was stricken out by the House on the theory that it wa 


a constitutional provision. The contention of the 
ferees was that it requires affirmative law to give effect to a 
constitutional provision, and that the omission of these words 
from the revision might work an injury to the parties intended 
to be benefited by the constitutional provision. 


Senate con 


In all of the other amendments made by the House the Sen 
ate concurred, with amendments as follows: 
Section 21 [20A]. The challenging of a judge on account 


personal bias or prejudice. An amendment 
required the counsel of record to certify that 
the affidavit so filed was made in good faith. 

Section 24. Concerns the jurisdiction of the 
The House adopted the following amendment: 

“ Except in suits to suspend, enjoin, or restrain the action of 
any officer of a State in the enforcement, operation, or executiou 
of a statute of such State, upon the ground of the uncor 
tionality of such statute.” 

This was amended by striking out the provision above re 
cited and substituting therefor as section 266 the provisions o 
section 17 of the act of June 18, 1910, entitled “An act to creat: 
a Commerce Court, ete.,” as follows: 

‘Sec. 266. No interlocutory injunction suspend restrail 
ing the enforcement, operation, or execution of any statute of 
State by restraining the action of any officer of such St: 
the enforcement or execution of such statute shall be issued « 
granted by any justice of the Supreme Court, or by any distri 
court of the United States, or by any judge ther 
circuit judge acting as district judge, upon the 
unconstitntionality of such statute, unless the 

| the same shall be presented to a justice of the 


was made whict 
in his judgment 


» district courts 


IStitu 


ror 


Lilp, 


ife 


eof, or by any 
ground of the 
application for 
Supreme Court of 
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the United States, or to a circuit or district judge, and shall be 
heard and determined by three judges, of whom at least one 
shall be a justice of the Supreme Court or a circuit judge, and 
the other two may be either circuit or district judges, and unless 
a majority of said three judges shall concur in granting such 
application. Whenever such application as aforesaid is pre- 
sented to a justice of the Supreme Court, or to a judge, he shall 
immediately call to his assistance to hear and determine the 
application two other judges: Provided, however, That one of 
such three judges shall be a justice of the Supreme Court or a 
circuit judge. Said application shall not be heard or deter- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


mined before at least five days’ notice of the hearing has been | 
given to the governor and to the attorney general of the State, | 


and to such other persons as may be defendants in the suit: 
Provided, That if of opinion that irreparable loss or damage 
would result to the complainant unless a temporary restraining 


order is granted, any justice of the Supreme Court, or any Cir- | Claims in certain cases. 
cuit or district judge, may grant such temporary restraining or- | 


der at any time before such hearing and determination of the 
application for an interlocutory injunction, but such temporary 
restraining order shall remain in force only until the hearing 


and determination of the application for an interlocutory in- | bution of reports or digests under this section shall be made to 


junction upon notice as aforesaid. The hearing upon such appli- 
cation for an interlocutory injunction shall be given precedence 


and shall be in every way expedited and be assigned for a Hear- | 


ing at the earliest practicable day after the expiration of the 
notice hereinbefore provided for. An appeal may be taken 
direct to the Supreme Court of the United States from the order 
granting or denying, after notice and hearing, an interlocutory 
injunction in such case.” 

Section 24 was further amended by the House so as to in- 
crease from $2,000 to $5,000 the amount necessary to give the 
Federal courts jurisdiction of the classes of cases included 
therein. 

Section 30. Regulating the removal of cases to the Federal 
courts in which title to land is claimed under grants from dif- 
ferent States, was also amended by increasing the jurisdictional 
amount from $2,000 to $5,000. 

The Senate concurred in each of these amendments, with an 
amendment reducing in each case this amount to $3,000, in 
which the House conferees concurred. 

Section 29. 
for the removal of cases, by requiring the party removing the 
cause to file in the Federal court, within 20 days from the date 
of filing the petition and bond, a certified copy of the record of 
the case in the State court, and of pleading within 20 days 
thereafter, instead of on or before the first day of the next 
term of the court; and by requiring notice to be given 
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House instead of merely a resolution of the committees thereof. 
The second amendment is intended to relieve the court of 
the duty of finding all the facts of a case submitted to 
it when its preliminary inquiry shows that laches have been 
such that the claim ought not to be paid. This provision 
will relieve the Congress of having to consider the facts in 
regard to claims as to which the court has found inexcusable 
laches, 

Section 157. This section was stricken out because it was 
taken from the Bowman Act and was a qualification of that act. 
If left in the bill, it would qualify the Tucker Act and so change 
existing law, and would remove from the Court of Claims juris- 
diction of a large number of cases of which it was given 
jurisdiction by the Tucker Act. 

Section 182. Is intended to give to the United States as 
trustee for Indian tribes the right of appeal from the Court of 


Section 216a [229]. This section was rewritten to make the 
meaning more clear; and in line 13, page 200, the word “ di- 


| rected” was stricken out; and after the word “thereof,” in 


the adverse party of the filing of the petition and bond for | 


removal. 


The amendment made thereto at the instance of the Senate 
conferees was to fix the time at 30 instead of 20 days, and to 
substitute for the words “due notice” the words “ written no- 
tice,” in which the House conferees concurred. 

Sections 55 and 56 [54A]. The Senate agreed to this amend- 
ment, with an amendment making the proviso of the section a 
separate section, and by amending the proviso so that the order 
of the district court should continue unless disapproved within 30 
days by the circuit court of appeals or by a circuit judge, and by 
eliminating matter rendered unnecessary by reason of this 
change. 

The House conferees concurred in this amendment for the rea 
son that in their judgment the change thus effected would con- 
tinue the supervision of the circuit judges over such appoint- 
ment as fully as provided in the amendment adopted by the 
House, and would at the same time avoid legal complications 
that might ensue if the appointment during the interval before 
approval might be construed to be of a tentative character 
only. 

Section 140 [139]. The payment of salaries is made monthly 
instead of quarterly, in order to conform to existing law, a gen- 
eral provision of law having modified the previous special pro- 
vision in the Revised Statutes in regard to the Court of Claims 
which had been incorporated in the bill. 

Section 151 [155]. This section is one in which the House 
rearranged and combined certain provisions of the Bowman and 
Tucker Acts. The Senate assented thereto with two amend- 
ments. First, by striking out the words “or the committee 
thereof to which it shall have been referred, also may.” Un- 
der the Bowman Act a committee of either House of Congress 
could refer claims to the Court of Claims without any act upon 
the part of Congress. 
recent years by the Senate Committee on Claims, nor is it pos- 
sible under the Tucker Act, which was of later date. This 
amendment prevents such manner of reference in the future. 
All such claims can still be referred by a resolution of either 


line 11, page 201, the following words were added: “ No distri- 


any place where the court is held in a building not owned by 
the United States, unless there be at such place a United 
States officer to whose responsible custody they can be commit- 
ted.” These words make the section conform in this respect to 
the section relating to the distribution of the Supreme Court 
reports. 

Section 226 [214]. The House adopted an amendment provid- 
ing that the volumes of the decisions of the Supreme Court after 
August 5, 1882, should be furnished to the public at a sum not 
to exceed $1.50 per volume in lieu of the price of $2, as pro- 
vided by existing law. The Senate accepted this amendment 
with an amendment fixing the price at $1.75 per volume, respect- 
ing current and future volumes; but amended it so as to pro- 
vide that the volumes previously published shall be furnished 
at the rate of $2 per volume. This was considered necessary 
because of the fact that the back volumes had all been pub- 
lished under an existing contract permitting the reporter to 
charge $2 per volume for the same, and the present reporter has 


: 7 . : ; | ho control over the price of these volumes. 
The House amended this section, which provides | 


Section 227 [215]. The Senate added as an amendment 
thereto the requirement that there should be furnished to the 
Secretary of the Senate for the use of its committees 25 copies 
instead of 20, as provided by the House. 

Section 259. The House adopted an amendment which ap 
pears in the bill as section 202bb, providing as follows: 

“Sec. 202bb. The circuit and district judges of the United 
States and the judges of the district courts of the United States 


| in Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto Rico shall be allowed and paid 


their actual and necessary expenses of travel and maintenance 
consequent upon their attending court in pursuance of law at 
any place other than their official place of residence, said ex- 
penses to be paid by the marshal of the distriet in which such 
court is held, upon the judge’s written certificate: Provided, 
That for the purposes of this act each judge shall be deemed to 
have his official residence at the regular place appointed by law 
for holding the court of which he is commissioned a judge at or 
nearest to his place of actual residence. Every such judge shall, 
upon his appointment, and from time to time thereafter, when 
ever he may change such official residence, in writing, notify 
the Department of Justice of the place of his official residence 
for the purposes of this act.” 

It was recognized at the time of its adoption that this amend- 
ment did not properly belong in the place at which it was 
offered, and the suggestion was made in the House that it 
should be put in its proper place in the bill by the conferees. 
The Senate concurred in this amendment, with an amendment 
limiting the expense for maintenance not to exceed $10 per 


| day and making more definite provisions respecting the official 


| residence of the circuit and district judges. 


This amendment 
was placed by the committee as section 259, under the title of 
“ Provisions common to more than one court,” and its adoption 


| made necessary the striking out of the portion of section = of 


This practice has not been followed in | 


the bill which contained existing law respecting the payment of 
the expenses of the district judges and also section 126 of the 
bill which contained existing law respecting the payment of the 
expenses of the justices and the circuit and district judges when 
sitting in the circuit courts of appeals. Section 2 was there- 


fore amended dy striking out everything that related to the 
expense of the district judges when sitting outside of their dis- 
tricts, and section 126 was stricken out altogether. 
R. O. Moon, 
HERBERT PARSONS, 
SwaGcaR SHERLEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey reserves 
points of order on the report. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order. I 
can not find any copies of the bill as it passed the Senate, and 
I therefore have to speak with a little more doubt than I would 
otherwise. It seems to me from the copies I have had as well 
as by the reports of the committee that the conferees have 
made numerous changes in the districts that were submitted 
by the bill. The gentleman from the committee can answer 
whether I am right. I find, for instance, in the Senate bill, 
as I have it, exactly the same words as in the House bill as 
it was passed, in section 70, originally section 6s, whereas | 
in the report they report the formation of a division in 
Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. May the Chair call the attention of the 
gentleman from New Jersey to a suggestion as to the point of 
order? 

Mr. PARKER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate passes a bill, the House amends 
that bill by striking out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. PARKER. I understand the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate disagrees to the House amend- 
ment and they go to conference. 

Mr. PARKER. I understand the rule, Mr. Speaker, that 
under those circumstances very great liberty is allowed in the 
arrangement of details in such a bill. But I do not understand 
where the topics are so entirely separated in the bill as the 
arrangement of divisions of districts of the States— 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
I want to state that the gentleman is wrong. That was put on 
by the Senate. 

Mr. PARKER. As I said, it is impossible to get any copy 
of the Senate bill as it passed the Senate. I do not know that 
it was ever printed. I, therefore, not being able to get a copy 
of the bill, and none having been printed as it came from the 
Senate, so far as I can ascertain, I must ask the gentleman 
whether when the report says the House conferees agreed to 
the amendments “ proposed by the Senate conferees” it was 
to the Senate amendments or the amendments proposed by the 
conferees, 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. We mean that when the Senate 
put on an amendment the House concurred in the Senate 
amendment with an amendment. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New Jersey is talking 
about the district proposition. 

Mr. MOON of Tennsylvania. The district proposition § re- 
ferred to by the gentleman was an amendment made in the 
Senate and was concurred in by the House conferees. 

Mr. PARKER. Then with reference to sections 250 and 
"~ 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. That was likewise amended by 
the Senate. 

Mr. PARKER, Then I withdraw the point of order. But, 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to speak later upon the bill itself. I 
want, before I get through, to say that my only object in raising 
the point of order was to bring up one topic and one section only. 
This House, by a decisive vote, after careful argument, deter- 


mined that the old rule should stand, that the judges of the | 


United States higher courts, of the Supreme Court, and of the 
circuit court judges should be able to sit in the original trial 
of cases, 

We put in an amendment to section 116, that the circuit judge 
should reside in his circuit— 

He shall reside in his circuit, and, as well as the circuit justice, shall 
aes throughout his circuit the powers and jurisdiction of a district 
judge. 

That is the law now. It has been so from the beginning. I 
insist that this bill ought to go back to conference with a reso- 
lution that in the opinion of the House the conferees should 
stand by that as existing law, and I want time on the motion 
of the gentleman from Vennsylvania that the House concur in 
the conference report, to bring this matter before the House as 
a really important matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. PARKER. I have withdrawn the point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 


Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman’s | 


breaking in on the explanation I was making makes it necessary 
for me to explain what he has now called the attention of the 
House to. That amendment was adopted by the House, and my 
recollection is by a very small majority, and it was the opinion 
of the conferees that it was futile to attempt to put a Supreme 
Court justice as a judge in the district court. Never in the 
history of this country was he a judge of the district court; 
every lawyer in this country knows that the Supreme Court 
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of the United States is to-day two years behind in its busi- 
ness, the thought was regarded absolutely futile that an amend- 
ment should stand that would make a Supreme Court justice 
a member of the district court; and in view of the fact that 
ample provision already existed in the bill for a circuit judge 
to sit as a district judge, that provision was found entirely un- 
necessary. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is the bill so drawn now that a Supreme 
Court Justice holds no court except in the Supreme Court % 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Oh, no: he is still a member 
of the circuit court, just as he always was. 

Mr. KEIFER. Just as before. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Absolutely. Now, Mr. Speaker, 


|} as has been stated in this statement—and I propose to review 


it now very briefly—I call the attention of the House to the 
parliamentary situation, and that is this: The House took 
from the Speaker’s table the Senate bill, struck out every 
thing excepting the enacting clause, and carried in the House 
bill with amendments. Therefore, all that the Senate could 
do was to disagree to or concur in the House amendments, 
because the whole bill was an amendment; but the conferees 
on the part of the Senate of course were controlled by what 
the Senate had done. The Senate in the passage of this bill 
made comparatively few amendments, except such amendments 
as related to the territorial jurisdiction of the courts, their 
geographical jurisdiction. Outside of chapter 5—and I may 
say chapter 5 is that embracing the geographical division of 
the country into districts—they made but one substantive 
amendment. 

There were five or six amendments made to make the sense 
more clear, but only one substantive amendment was made by 
them, and that was regulating the appellate jurisdiction of the 
court of appeals of the District of Columbia. They placed that 
on the same basis respecting appeals as of the circuit courts of 
appeals in the nine judicial circuits, with one exception, that 
respecting the scope of the duties of the officers of the Govern- 
ment. This being the seat of government, these courts have 
cases of that kind, and wherever those questions arise there is 
a provision that an appeal would lie to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. In that amendment the House conferees 
concurred, 

Respecting all the other amendments made by the House, the 
Senate concurred in a great majority of them ‘without any 
amendment. They concurred in four or five or six with amend- 
ments. To give you an illustration, this House raised the juris 
dictional amount of removal from a State to the circuit courts 
of the United States from $2,000 to $5,000. The Senate agreed 
to that with an amendment reducing it to $3.000. This House 
placed upon it an amendment absolutely prohibiting the issu- 
ance of a writ of injunction to an officer of a State to restrain 
the operation of the State law. The Senate acceded to that 
with an amendment, in which the House agreed, substituting 
for that the Overman amendment requiring that in all injune- 
tions of that kind three judges should sit, one of whom must 
be the cireuit judge, or a circuit justice. That was the Over 
man amendment, so called, that we placed upon the Commerce 
Court as section 17. 

That provision was substituted in place of the Madison amend- 
ment. In one other amendment, that which was known as the 
Garrett amendment, we adopted a provision as an amendment 
upon this bill, thereby altering existing law, that no removal 
should be had from a State to a Federal court by a corporation 
upon the ground of diverse citizenship. Respecting that amend- 
ment, I want to say, in a modified form, the House conferees ab- 
solutely insisted upon it. I want to say to this House that we 
signed up a conference report containing that amendment, and 
that conference report went to the Senate, when we were abso 
lutely convinced of the fact that the existence of the amendment 
upon the bill meant the complete death of the bill. Now, every- 
body here knows that at the other end of the Capitol they have 
a very effective method of killing bills without voting upon 
them, and I state as an absolute fact that we were confronted 
with a situation that this bill would be absolutely dead unless 
that amendment was taken from it. 

Therefore the conferees reassembled and by united action, in 
view of that fact, took out that amendment, leaving the existing 
law as it has been for over a hundred years in this respect. 
That is, in other words, we yielded to the argument that that 
being a change of existing law, it ought to be the subject of 
substantive and distinctive legislation, and had no place upon a 
bill for codification and revision. 

Now, that is the character of the work of the conferees. In 
every case the Senate concurred in the House amendments, 
either with amendment or without amendment, except in four 
cases. That is one of them, 
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Mr. KEIFER. I understood you to say that the conference 
report as now submitted fixes the measure of jurisdiction at 
$3,000. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes; it was $2,000 and the 
House made it $5,000. 

Mr. KEIFER. It was $2,000 and the House made it $5,000, 
but if this conference report is agreed to it will be $3,0007 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think that is more satisfactory than $5,000. 

Mr. AUSTIN. May I ask the gentleman what you did with 
the section which relates to the Tucker Act? 

Mir. MOON of Pennsylvania. I will come to that presently. 


Without further speaking, and without going into further de 
tail, unless some one in the House desires particular informa- 
tion in regard to a particular section, that was the method in 
which this report was made up. I repeat, that in every instance 
four the Senate concurred in the House amendments, 
either with amendments ar without amendments. In the great 
majority of cases without amendment; with amendments in the 
particular cases to which I have already referred. 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Austin] has asked 
me with regard to the Tucker and Bowman Acts. It is within 
the recollection of Members that when we were upon the floor 
with the bill it was believed, after consideration, that several 
sections of the act relating to the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims could be very materially shortened and made much 
clearer to the court and to the profession and to Congress if 
they were consolidated. Several sections therefore were con- 
solidated, and this House passed upon them and adopted that 
consolidation. 

One thing occurred in conference that needed to be reme- 
died, and I will explain to the House what occurred and what 
methods have been taken to bring about the remedy. That sec- 
tion being an amendment it was open to amendment, and there 
was a proposition made by the conferees of the Senate to this 
effect: They called the attention of the conference to the fact 
that in a great number of cases the Court of Claims, after 
investigating a claim, reported as follows: 


except 


That evidence was submitted showing the loyalty of the claimant; 
that evidence was submitted showing the amount of property that was 
destroyed; further evidence was submitted showing the value of the 
property destroyed 


and up to that point deciding in favor of the claimant; and 
then, in conclusion, saying— 


that notwithstanding all these 
guilty of inexcusable laches 
rendered. 


facts we find the 
and, therefore, 


has been 
ean be 


claimant 
no judgment 


Now, it was stated that a great many Members of Congress 
were harassed by that position. Their people at home did not 
understand how, after their claim had been proven, their loy- 
alty had been established and their loss had been judicially 
determined, why it was they could not get their money. 

Therefore it was proposed and accepted by the House con- 
ferees that in a presentation of cases of that kind before the 
Court of Claims the court should first inquire as to laches, and 
if they found that the claimant had been guilty of unexplainable 
laches the court should go no further with the claim. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I understand the court is given 
discretion, without any statute of limitation, to determine that 
a claim is stale and that the party has been guilty of laches. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. That is under the Tucker Act, 
and the court ean so find. 

Now, it has been discovered, and I think to the satisfaction 
of the conferees, that an error was made in that respect; that 
the claims referred under the Tucker Act were that kind of 
claims. Congress frequently appropriates for claims of that 
kind where the facts were found, although the court has found 
that there has been inexcusable laches. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is there any rule for determining laches 
where the party has been seeking a remedy for a long time? 
For instance, in some cases parties have been here pressing 
claims for 100 years. Some of these cases are 100 years old. 
Ordinarily, under the rules applying in courts of equity, where 
they determine that parties have slept on their rights, the lapse 
of 100 years would be sufficient to indicate that the parties were 
guilty of laches. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. We did not attempt to touch or 
alter the statute of limitations. But I want to say to the gen- 
tleman that it is true in many cases, and my attention was 
called to a particular case in the present bill, passed upon by 
the Claims Committee, where the court had stated that the 
party was guilty of inexcusable laches, and yet that claim was 
carried in the claims bill. 

Now, therefore, I want to say that, recognizing that a mis- 
take has been made, and in the effort to relieve Members of 


| Congress from embarrassment, we had practically nullified a 


| material provision of the Tucker Act. 


| 


We remedied the error 


; in this way: A concurrent resolution was introduced and adopted 


by the Senate. I hold it here, and after the adoption of this 
conference report I shall immediately ask that it be passed 
under suspension of the rules, authorizing the Clerk to correct 
the mistake by striking out the words inserted in conference; «in 
other words, putting the law back just as it is to-day. 

Now, unless some one wants to ask me some questions about 
this, I will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Suer- 
LEY]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will ask that the gentleman 
yield me 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will be recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think it is unnecessary to 
undertake to make any elaborate statement respecting every 
change in this bill, because some of the changes were merely 
minor changes in form and not matters of any material mo- 
ment. But there were certain amendments put on the bill re- 
ported by the committee to this House that are of extreme 


importance, and I am sure this House wants to know what 
has happened to those amendments. And in order that 
they may be more easily identified, I shall not only state 


what they are, but I shall identify them by the names of the 
proposers. 

Tor instance, there is what is known as the Garrett amend- 
ment, which undertook to prevent the removal of causes from a 
State court to a Federal court where the defendant was a non- 


resideut corporation on the ground of such nonresidence. 
As to that amendment the House has receded, and the 


bill as now presented by the conference report restores exist 
ing law. 

There was also an amendment known as the Thomas amend- 
ment, raising the jurisdictional sum from $2,000 to $5,000 as 
the sum necessary to warrant jurisdiction in a Federal court. 
That was concurred in by the Senate with an amendment re- 
ducing the amount from $5,000 to $3,000. 

There was then the Madison amendment, which undertook to 
restrict the rights of inferior Federal courts to issue injunc 
tions restraining State officers in the enforcement of a State 
law. That amendment was concurred in with an amendment, 
or rather a substitute was proposed for it. 

That substitute is what known as the Overman law, 
which was put into the commerce act recently passed by Con 
gress, and which provides that no interlocutory order shal! be 
issued except by the concurrence of two out of three judges, 
of whom one must be a circuit judge or a justice of the Su 
preme Court. There was also an amendment known as the 
Cullop amendment, which undertook to authorize the swearing 
off of a judge by a litigant for cause. That was concurred in 
by the Senate, with a slight modification requiring the certifica 
tion by counsel to the bona fides of the affidavit made by the 
litigant. These were the chief amendments put on the bill in 
the House. 

Mr. PARKER. Also the Parsons amendment. 

Mr. SHERLEY. There was also an amendment undertaking 
to give to the circuit judges and justices of the Supreme Court 
the right to sit in districts courts. As to the circuit judges, | 
think that right is retained in the bill, although the Parsons 
amendment is not retained in it. 

Mr. PARKER. How is it retained as to circuit judges? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Because at the time the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Parsons] was put on the bil! 
as was stated then, it was unnecessary, and simply repeating 
another provision in the law. The gentleman from New Jerse) 
shakes his head, but that is not only my opinion, but that of al! 
of the conferees. As to the justices of the Supreme Court, we 
did not believe there was any actual need of their going inte 
a district court, nor any possibility, considering the business 0! 
that court, of their going into a district court, and it was a 
cordingly stricken out. 

Now, I desire to note somewhat more fully these various 
changes, and to state my own feeling touching this bill. It is 
to me a matter of sincere regret that the House conferees hav: 
not been able to report back to this body a bill more near!) 
identicai with the one passed by this House, but it must be 
borne in mind that the proposition here submitted is not like 
that embodied in new legislation, but it is a codification where 
if the bill fails, you have existing law. Now, we believe tha! 
the bill reported back as a result of the conference makes sub 
stantial progress. It does not make the progress that I think 


is 


it ought to have made, but if it is defeated we simply deprive 
ourselyes of such progress as is made by it, without any re 
sultant advantage. 



































































CONGRESSIONAL 


1911. 


It is unfortunately true that the rules that control one of the 


legislative bedies are such that at this time of the year, during | 


a short session, it is within the power of any Member of sucl 
body practically to prevent legislation, and you are now having 
legislation by unanimous consent so far as one body is concerned. 
If it be true, as has been frequently charged, that the indi 
vidual in this House is without sufiicient power, it is equally 
true that in another body the individual is possessed of a great 
deal too much power, and as a result of this extreme power 
and the rank abuse of it, we are frequently forced to accept 
their terms, or get nothing in the closing hours of a Congress. 
I hope that the next great reform that sweeps over this coun- 
iry will have for its object the reformation of some rules other 
than the rules of the House of Representatives. [Applause.] 
When that happens you will have better legislation, and you 


| Was arrived at to remedy the evil. 


will have millions saved to the American people. I say this | 
in justification of the House conferees, who fought day after 
day for the position of the House, and were forced to yield, | 


hecause not to yield meant the absolute failure of the entire 
bill; not because the other body would not have agreed to our 
position if the matter came to a vote, but because of the pro- 
cedure there it was possible for any one Member object- 


held up and forced to agree to the terms that were made 
to us, 


In my judgment the Garrett amendment was an important 
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onferees, and agreed to, which undertook to require the Court 
of Claims, whenever it found laches in the cause presented there 
for adjudication, to simply find such laches or that the bar of 
limitation applied and then stop there, the object being to 
relieve Congress of the consideration of cases that were barred 
by the statute or by laches 

But upen examination it was discovered that the effect of 
such amendments would be practically to repeal the Tucker 
Act, in that it would do away with the removal of laches and 
all the limitations that had | made possible by the Tucker 
Act. As it was not desired by either the House or Senate con 
ferees to bring that about. and as the conference report had 
already been accepted by the Senate, the following expedient 
There has been put through 
the Senate a concurrent resolution providing that the bill as 
agreed upon in conference should be amended by striking out 
this amendinent that undertook to require the court to only 
find the question of laches or a ‘limitation bar when such 
existed. 

And it is the purpose of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moon], if this report be adopted, to immediately move 


j the adoption of the concurrent resolution, the effect of which 
ing to prevent it ever coming to a vote, and so we have been 


amendment, an amendment the principle of which has already | 


been concurred in by Congress. It was an amendment seeking 
to prevent a nonresident corporation—which is a nonresident only 
by the fiction of the law, which comes into the State claiming 
the protection of the State and doing business there, with all 
the circumstances surrounding it that surround a citizen of a 
State—from taking a litigant out of a State court and forcing 
him into the Federal court. In my judgment, if we are to pre- 
serve the Federal judiciary and the Federal law in its most im- 
portant aspects, it must be by relieving it of these cases that 
have bred objections to it in the past. Unless we free the 
Federal courts of the just criticism that arises by virtue of 
such laws the time will come when the people in their indigna- 
tion will not only sweep away the bad but the good in the 
Federal system. 
Garrett amendment. 

In regard to the Madison amendment, I want to call attention 
to the fact that, in my judgment, what is known as the Over- 
man law is not a step forward but really a step backward, and 
I believe if ever the American people were given a misconcep- 
tion of the operation of any law ever passed it was in the case 
of the Overman law. Its purpose, on its face, is to make neces- 
sary the concurrence of two out of three judges in order to issue 
an interlocutory order or injunction. 

That is very pretty in theory, but when you read the law with 
care you find that while no interlocutory injunction shall be 
issued without the concurrence of two out of three judges, one 
of whom must be a circuit court judge or a Justice of the Su- 
preme Court, where the allegation is made of irreparable injury, 
it is within the power of one district judge to issue a restrain- 
ing order, and that restraining order shall remain in effect until 
an interlocutory order is either granted or refused. 

Now, this is what it means, that whereas under the old law 
you could, through one judge, get a temporary restraining 
order and then have it set aside by one judge, you can now get 
a temporary restraining order by one judge, but you can not 
get it set aside until you get three judges together to pass on 
the motion for an interlocutory injunction; and this has been 
passed in the name of reform. If it is reform, in my judg 
ment it is a reform backward. But in the judgment of the 
conferees that was suggested ip place of the Madison amend 
nent, 

I am free to confess that when the Madison amendment was 
adopted I bad great doubt as to its constitutionality. It raises 
a question of extreme importance and of extreme intricacy. 
That question is not whether we can define the jurisdiction of 
the inferior Federal courts, which clearly we can, but whether 
having given to an inferior Federal court jurisdiction over a 
given subject matter we can then limit its power by refusing 
it the right to issue injunctions. 

That latter question is a question of exceeding difficulty 
about which I am in grave doubt, but inasmuch as the Madison 
amendment has been omitted and the Overman provision of 


law substituted it does not become a material question at this | 


time. 

Now, something has been said on the floor and much has been 
said in private conversation touching the effect of the amend 
ment adopted by the conferees as to claims sent to the Court 
of Claims. 





There was an amendment offered by the Senate 


But we were forced, as I say, to give up the | 





will be to put the law exactly where it now is in regard to 
matters referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CARLIN. What guarantee have we that that resolution 
Will pass? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I can only answer the gentleman that, so 
far as I know, there is no one in this House in opposition to it 
I have heard of none—and the Senate has already passed it. 

Mr. CARLIN. I understand, but that is no guarantee that 
it will pass. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman may not think it one. I 
myself believe that it is plainly apparent. Anybody who will 
take the trouble to inquire among the various Members will 
conclude that this concurrent resolution will be coneurred in 
when it is proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Now, I have undertaken hurriedly and briefly to refer to the 
chief amendments that were put upon the bill by this House 
and their fate in conference. If there is any particular ques 
tien touching any of them I should be glad to answer it if 
L can, 

Mr. CULLOP. Referring to the Overman Act, I understand 
from the genileman’s explanation that a district judge can 
issue an injunction if it is charged in the petition that irre 
parable injury will occur. 

Mr. SHERLEY. In substance, that is true, though it is not 
called an injunction. It is called a temporary restraining order. 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes. Now, that leaves the matter standing 
just where it was before anything was done, practically, does it 
not? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, I do not think it leaves it quite as 
good, if the gentleman wants my opinion. 

Mr. CULLOP. You could not obtain an injunction in any 
court—-1t being an extraordinary remedy—unless you did allege 
an irreparable injury. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand that, but here is the differ 
ence between the law prior to the Overman Act and the law 
as it is provided in that act. Formerly a district judge could 


both issue a temporary restraining order and could set it aside. 

The Overman Act provides that an interlocutory injunction 
shall not | issued except as the result of a decision of two 
out of three judges, sitting en banc, one of which three judges 
must be either a circuit judge or a justice of the Supreme Court, 
but that prior to the application for an interlecutory injunction, 
upon an allegation of irreparable damage resulting from the ab 
sence of a restraining order, the district judge may issue a tem 
porary restraining order, which shall remain in force until the 
hearing and determination of the question of an inter! tory 
injunction, the result being that now while om ve can issue 
what is practically an inju ion, it takes two out of three 
judges, sitting en bane, to get rid of that order. 

Mr. CULLOP. Then it just furnishes an instrun t to defer 


| the issuance of an injunction 
Mr. SLUERLEY, It does in those cases where a ten orary 
restraining order is issued. Of course the purpose of the author 


of the act, I have no doubt, was to require the judgement of two 


of the three judges sitting en bane before issuing an inter!ocen- 
tory order, and that has actually occurred in some instances, but 
by the letter of the law the condition that I present is, in my 


judgment, possible. 

Mr. CULLOP. So that now an unconscionable litigant ean 
| go into court and swear irreparable injury will occur and hang 
up a matter, suspend it for an indefinite time, until they can get 


| three judges together. 
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Mr. SHERLEY. 


Well, I have stated my opinion. It fs neces- 
sary that the three shall sit together, and one of them shall be 
a cirenit judge or a Justice of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. CULLOP. But you must assemble the three before any 
tion can be taken. 


SHERLEY. As 


fut 
Vir. 


to an interlocutory injunction; but a 


restraining order can, in the meanwhile, upon certain allega- 
tions, be issued by one judge. 

Mr. Speaker, unless there are other questions, I do not desire 
to further detain the House. 


Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that 
I absolutely disagree with what the gentleman from Kentucky 
[ Mr. SnHertey] has said respecting the operation of the Overman 
Act. It has been in operation for over a year, and such a thing 
has never occurred, and no injunction has been issued, except 
where three judges have sat for that purpose. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 
permitted to 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. The gentleman right when 
he says that one judge can grant an interlocutory order under 
certain conditions, but those conditions can rarely ever arise 
in which irreparable injury could eccur in three or four days 
the failure to restrain the operation of a State 
never occurred and, in my judgment, it never 


Is 


because of 


law. It 


has 


will. 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Does anybody now question the wisdom and 


the astuteness of the Overman amendment? I am surprised. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Sueritey] thinks it is a step backward. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think so; and I think it was adopted 
because some very shrewd lawyers knew. it was a step back- 
ward. 

Mr. MANN. It was hailed at this end of the 
at the other end, as the height of wisdom. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Usually those things that are 
wisdom are the heights of folly, and this is one 


Capitol, and 


the height of 
of them. 


I think that it would be only fair that I be | 





Mr. CARLIN and Mr. PARKER rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the 
sylvania yield? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PARKER] 10 minutes. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, it is my intention to occupy a 
few minutes of my time in congratulations to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania on the success that he has achieved in al- 
most all of this bill by his unfailing tact, his unfailing good 
temper, his knowledge of this House, and his ability to intro 
duce good measures into this bill. And I wish the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to recognize that I see what he has done. } 
that I see how he has been able to raise the salaries of the 
Supreme Court Judges, and to provide for difficulties which oc 
cur in our judicial system. 

And, knowing the fear that I had when this bill came in, that 
it would be made the vehicle for all sorts of dangerous changes. 
I have to congratulate the gentleman that he has avoided these 
in almost all It is fair that I should say that. It is 
fair also that he should recognize that at the very beginning 
of this bill the very men who were glad to see these extra 
clerks cut off, the expenses of the courts cut down, and were 
glad to see that the circuit court and the district court of each 


gentleman from Penn- 


Cases. 


| district made one were at the same time worried over what | 


worried over, namely, the fact that the power of the judges of 
the circuit court, as well as the Supreme Court, had been taken 
away. Up to this time the judges of the circuit court con 
sisted of the circuit judges and the Supreme Court Justice, and 
might at any time sit for the trial of a case. Does the gentle 
man remember that in the year 1854 or thereabouts there were 
filibustering cases that came up in the State of Louisiana, in 
New Orleans, and that the state of public feeling was so great 
that Judge Campbell, of the Supreme Court, went down to 
New Orleans to try those cases, because courts or juries of the 


| locality could not stand up against the feeling in favor of those 


filibusterers? Does he forget that we have had to pass a law 
to provide that injunction cases affecting interstate commerce 
under the rate act should be tried by several judges, including 
a circuit judge, for fear of dangerous injunctions? Does he 


| forget that in all the hundred districts of this land there are a 


| hundred different judges, some of them weak and some of them 
| strong, and that under the present law in great cases involving 
| great issues, whether of trust matters or railroad matters, th 


Mr. MANN. I am not expressing an opinion in regard to 
that. 

Mr. CULLOP. I desire to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania 

Mr. MANN. It was used to catch votes, and it did it. 

Mr. CULLOP. You speak of a temporary injunction being | 


in force three days. 


Is there anything in the act concerning | 


that? 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I do not think that I said three | 
days. If I did, I did not speak from the act at all. I wanted 


to illustrate the fact that a court of equity always has, and 
must have, the power of arresting the hand that would work 
irreparable injury, but that in the operation of restraining State 


officers from the execution of a State law it is inconceivable 
that a condition of that kind ever could occur, and in the 
operation of this law for more than a year it never has 
occurred. 

Mr. CULLOP. The object I had in mind was this: Under 


the Overman Act, as I understood the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. SHer_ey], all three of the judges on the dissolution 
of the injunction or the issuing of the interlocutory orders, had 
to be assembled, and I want to know if there was a provision 
there that they should be assembled within a given time and 
issue the permanent injunction or dissolve it. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. The provision is that an inter- 
locutory order granting an injunction shall not issue until it has 
been heard by three judges, one of whom shall be a circuit 
judge or a Supreme Court Justice. 

Mr. CARLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. CARLIN. Is not this a fact, that one judge may now 
grant this interlocutory order, and that it takes three judges 
to set it aside? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. The gentleman, by an ingenious 
torture of the possible condition, might say that. It never has 
occurred, and never will occur. 

Mr. CARLIN. That is a fact under this law as it is now. 

Mr. GARRETT. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. 
Tennessee. 

Mr. GARRETT. Is it the purpose of the gentleman to move 
the previous question? 

Mr. MOON of Pennyslvania. I shall do so a little later on; 
yes. If the gentleman wants time, I shall be willing to give 
it to him. 


I yield to the gentleman from 


1 





circuit court may be presided over by circuit judges, who can 
go to those cases and can hear those cases, whereas it is now 
provided that no one, except in case of the disability of the dis 
trict judge, can go into that district? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Oh, no. 

Mr. PARKER. Show me that section. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. It provides for that when the 
public interests require. 

Mr. PARKER. Then, it can not be done as a matter « 
course. It was with that view that the Member from Nev 
York [Mr. Parsons] on the Committee on the Revision of t! 
Laws and a member of this conference introduced the pro 
vision that the circuit justice should have within h 
circuit the power and jurisdiction of a district judge. I! 
has that power and jurisdiction now, and it ought to be co 
tinued. 

I want to say that Justices of the Supreme Court have told 
me that they prize their opportunity to go to the circuit col 
from time to time and exercise that jurisdiction. Of 
they can not go, as required by the statute, to every disi 
within their circuit, once in every two years. It is impossib! 
But I know that it has been the custom of the circuit just 
of a circuit to exercise supervision over his circuit in a qu 
way, so that he knew what judges were assigned in case ol 
sickness of any other judges, so that he kept tab, as you mi 
say, upon the district, and so that he sometimes suggested | 
he would go down to that district and hear a case, with | 
idea of getting that case certified to the circuit court in ord 
that it might go before the circuit judges. 

I believe in this amendment because it makes the law b 
even than it is now. The district court was originally a \ 
which had no jurisdiction over sums of money beyond $100, 
over criminal proceedings that inflicted more than 13 lashes 3! 
$50 fines. Now it has grown into the great criminal court 
the land, and we have had cases heard before that distric’ 
court in which a district judge has imposed fines of tens 0! 
millions of dollars. 


cou 


ask whether it would not have been for the public advantage 
that the circuit judges should have had the power and the dul; 
in a great case of attending at such a trial as that, and seeins 
to it that a decision was arrived at in the beginning which 
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would have been right, and which would therefore have been 
enforced? 
I urge upon this House this consideration, that while we hav 


been giving better salaries and better travel pay to judges, and 
have been saving in the money to be paid clerks, after all thos: 
things are but a mess of pottage compared with the birthright 
which comes from our English ancestors—the judicial pow+ 


shest courts were able to 


ises to attend to the « 





Il want this report disagreed to, 
shall be done: that there shall | 


instructions given to the conferees to preserve the Parsons 
amendment. I do not care so much about my own amend 
ment. It ought to be both the circuit judges and the Supreme 
Court Justices; but the circuit judges certainly ought to sit in 
the original trial in the cireuit court which is now to be called 
the district court. 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I think perhaps it would | 
ell if a codification bill could be considered under a rule that 
iid prevent amendments, but this bill was not so considered 
It was brought before the House, and in the regular and orderly 


way amendments were offered and adopted or rejected, as the 
' 


will of the House might determine. 

In the course of procedure an amendment was adopted which 
was designed to prevent the removal of causes from the State 
courts to the Federal courts upon the ground of diversity of 
citizenship of a corporation. That amendment was included in 
the bill that passed under suspension of the rules. That amend 
ment has not | rejected by the other legislative body. Out 
of conference there came a report which ineluded that amend 
ment, somewhat modified, indeed, but still retaining the prin 


ciple that was involved therein; but the other body has not 
passed upon that amendment, and if this House yields, it does 
not yield to the judgment of the other body. It does not yield 
even after the judgment of the other body has been tested, but 
it yields to a suggestion coming from somewhere, I know not 
where. I suppose, of course, the body will yield 

Mr. PARSONS. The fact was, it was not, that the conference 
report was first agreed to and was subinitted to the other body, 
but objection was made to its consideration, and the situation 
there was such, as is known to all of us, that the conferen 
report could not have been considered unless the conferees had 
azreed to leave out the Garrett amendment? 

Mr. CARLIN. They had a one-man filibuster, that was all. 

Mr. GARRETT. Shall the House yield to one man? 

Mr. PARSONS. It is the opinion of the conferees, or at least 
it is my opinion, that the objections over there were from more 
ihan one man. 

Mr. CARLIN. Only one man made any objection. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I realize very well the parlia- 
mentary situation here, but I do not feel that this body should 
be called upon to yield, at least until after the sense of the 
other body has been taken upon a proposition. I suppose, of 
course, that the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moon] will carry. A few days ago, when it was desired 
to send this matter to conference, and when the motion was 
imade to suspend the rules and pass the bill, I agreed to that 
proposition, and I recited then a number of amendments that 
in my judgment, as I stated, justified sending the bill to confer- 
ence and justified its final passage. The gentleman who had 
proposed those amendments agreed with me then. The amend- 
ments that they proposed are in the bill, with one exception. I 
said then that unless those amendments were included, in my 
judgment, the pressing necessity for the passage of this bill 
would be gone, and they agreed with me on that. Their amend 
ments are in the bill now. Another amendment is gone. They 
do not agree with me now, and so 

I feel like one who treads alone 
Some banquet hall deserted. 

[Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHertey]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Without detaining the House very long I 
want to call the attention of the House again to the fact that 
the failure of this report does not help the position of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garretr] one iota. This state- 
ment is made proper, perhaps, by his speech. If this report 
is defeated, the law. so far as his amendment related to it, 
remains just the same as if this report was adopted. Now, in 
ny remarks I took occasion to express my judgment about 
the Overman amendment. It is stil! my judgment, but it is 
not the judgment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moon], and whether I be right or he be right is simply one 
incident to a bill dealing with many matters of much im- 


ortance, and which represents the labor of we 

would be positive calamity and a hindr: 

» really industrious work in the codifi n 
this bill should fail Believing that, I signed 
report, as every man signs such a 1 
pendence of thought, not lil f it, but 
bill which it sanctic ird 
any s it would be witl t 
the port of the Members HI 
( ore Oo re ? ‘ 

\icve)’ L’ \I Sy I 
; ! rent le i | 
\I VIANN \I é | 
‘ ne and « 
( nis 7] @ ¢ ' 
fy I yivania |Mr. M 

[Mr. Parsons], and the gentk \ 
LEY], who have been the ife ( Cl 
were on the committee t had it I 

s occupied during this sesssion of ,¢ | 
tire time set apart for calendar We day i 
rhere have been some very import | 
by the House as it now stands lint Klg 
ficial changes. ‘These gentlemen pe 

Ilouse and the Senate hay performed tl 
I think these gentlemen are entitled to the 
House not only for their work but for thei 
tesy and good i ( in the luct of 


[ Applause. ] 


Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania Mr. Speaker, I 
time, reply to the compliment t voiced by 
from dllinois, but I can only say, speaking f 
thanks and the applause of this great House of 
is compensation to any man for any services 


render. No higher tribute was ever paid to any 
appreciate it. [Applause.] Mr. Speaker, I now 


previous question 

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, on tl pre 
demand the yeas and nays 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virgin 
yeas and nays. All those in favor of taking 
yeas and nays will rise. [After counting.] 
have risen, 

Mr. CARLIN. The other side. 

The other side was taken. 
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The SPEAKER. One hundred and twenty-six Membe1 


risen—not a sufficient number—and the yeas 
refused. 

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the ] 
run 

The SPEAKER (after counting). One hw 
five Members present—not a quorun The ] 
close the doors; the Sergeant at Arms will noti 
bers. <All those in favor of ordering the previo 
as their names are called, answer ye;” 
answer “no,” and the Clerk will eall the roll. 


Cc Lie 


The question was taken; and there were—yea 


answered “ present” 7, not voting 185, as follow 
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Stafford 


Stephens, Tex. 


Sterling 


Stevens, Minn. 


Sulloway 


Aiken 
Br intley 
burnett 
Carlin 
Cary 
Clark, Mo. 
Conry 
Denver 
Dickinson 
Finley 


Adamson 
Greene 


Adair 
Alexander, N. 
Anderson 
Andrus 
Ansberry 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Barclay 
Barnard 
Barnhart 
Bates 

Beall, Tex. 
Bennett, Ky. 
sochne 
Boutell 
Bowers 
Lradley 
Broussard 
Burgess 

turke, S. Dak. 
Burleson 
Byrd 
Calderhead 
Capron 
Clark, Fla. 
Clayton 
Cooper, Pa. 
Coudrey 
Covington 
Cox, Ohio 
Craig 
Cravens 
Creager 
Crow 
Crumpacker 
Dalzeil 
Dawson 
Denby 

Dent 

Dickson, Miss. 
Diekema 

Dies 

Dixon, Ind. 
lDodds 
Douglas 
Draper 


Tawney 

‘I aylor, ¢ ‘olo. 

Thomas, Ky. 

Thomas, N. C, 
Thomas, Ohio 


Tou Velle 
Turnbull 
Washburn 
Watkins 
Weeks 


NAYS—37. 


Gallagher 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett 
Gordon 
Hamlin 
Hardwick 
Hlelm 
Hlenry, Tex. 
Hiughes, N. J. 
Jamieson 
*“ PRESE 

Padgett 
Varker 

NOT VOT 
Dupre 


’r. Durey 


Edwards, Ga. 
Edwards, Ky. 
Ellerbe 

Ellis 
Fairchild 
Fassett 

Fish 

Foelker 
Fordney 
Fornes 

Foss 

Fowler 
Fuller 
Gaines 
Gardner, Mich. 
Garner, Pa. 
Gill, Md. 
Gill, Mo. 
Gillespie 
Gillett 

Glass 
Godwin 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 
Graff 

Gregg 

Griest 
Guernsey 
Hamill 
Hamilton 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Havens 
Hayes 
Heflin 
Henry, Conn. 
Hill 
Hinshaw 
Hitchcock 
Hobson 
Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 


Johnson, 8. C. 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Lever 
Lindbergh 
McDermott 
Martin, Colo. 
Mitchell 
Moon, Tenn, 
Nicholls 
Rainey 

NT "—7. 
Riordan 
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Hubbard, W. Va. 
Huff 

Iiughes, Ga. 
Iiughes, W. Va. 
Hull, Tenn. 


Humphrey, Wash. 


James 

Joyce 

Kahn 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Knapp 
Kronmiller 
Kiistermann 
Langley 
Latta 

Legare 
Lindsay 
Livingston 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lowden 
Lundin 
McCall 
McCredie 
McGuire, Okla. 
McHenry 
Madden 
Malby 
Massey 
Maynard 
Miller, Minn, 
Millington 
Moore, Tex, 
Morse 

Moss 

Mudd 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Norris 
O'Connell 
Page 

Palmer, A. M. 
Palmer, H. W. 
l’atterson 
Pearre 

Pou 


So the previous question was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


On this vote: 


Mr. Draper with Mr. ELverse. 
Mr. MurpHy with Mr. HARRISON. 
Mr. Woops of Iowa with Mr. Dent. 
Mr. Loup with Mr. Gopwin. 
For the balance of this day: 
Mr. Greene with Mr. RICHARDSON, 
Mr. LoOwpDEN with Mr. SMALL. 
For the session: 

Mr. Smits of Michigan with Mr. CLARK of Florida, 
Mr. Youne of New York with Mr. Fornes. 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Titson with Mr. Epwarps of Georgia. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. WICKLIFFE. 

Mr. STEENERSON with Mr. Latta, 

Mr. Exuis with Mr. PADGETT. 
Mr. Farrcenitp with Mr. Puso. 
Mr. Henry W. PALMER with Mr. CLAYTON, 
Mr. Dovertas with Mr. BuRGEss. 

Mr. Gatnes with Mr. Drxon of Indiana. 
Mr. NeepHam with Mr. PaGe. 
Mr. Taytor of Ohio with Mr. 


Mr. ALEXANDER of New York with Mr. ADarR. 
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Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. ANDERSON, 
Mr. ANDRUS with Mr. RIorDAN. 

Mr. Barctay with Mr. ANSBERRY. 
Mr. Boure.tt with Mr. BARNHART. 
Mr. Burxe of South Dakota with Mr. Brat of Texas. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Bowers. 
Mr, CRUMPACKER with Mr, BrovussarbD. 


Wilson, Til. 
Woodyard 
Young, Mich. 
The Speaker 


Randell, Tex. 


Rauch 
Sabath 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Stanley 
Sulzer 


Tilson 


Prince 

Pujo 
Reeder 

teid 
Rhinock 
Richardson 
Rodenber 
Rotherme 
Sheffield 
Simmons 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Small 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Tex. 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Spight 
Steenerson 
Sturgiss 
Swasey 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wallace 
Wanger 
Webb 
Weisse 
Wheeler 
Wickliffe 
Wiley 
Willett 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wood, N. J. 
Woods, lowa 
Young, N. Y. 
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Mr. Coorer of Pennsylvania with Mr. CovineTon, 

Mr. CREAGER with Mr. Cox of Ohio. 

Mr. DatzeLtt with Mr. Dickson of Mississippi. 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. Dupre. 

Mr. ForpNryY with Mr. GILLESPIE. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. HamiIru. 

Mr. GrLtetr with Mr. Harpy. 

Mr. Howey of Utah with Mr. Havens. 

Mr. Griest with Mr. Hern. 

Mr. HAMILTON with Mr. Horson. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. Humpnrey of Washington with Mr. Hutt of Tennessee, 

Mr. Smitu of Iowa with Mr. KELiHer. 

Mr. McCay with Mr. LreGare. 

Mr. Mappen with Mr. McHenry. 

Mr. Miiier of Minnesota with Mr. O’CoNNELL. 

Mr. PEARRE with Mr. SmirnH of Texas. 

Mr. RoDENBERG with Mr. Spranr. 

Mr. SIMMONS with Mr. Tay tor of Alabama. 

Mr. SouTtHwick with Mr. UNpDERWoOop. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. RoTHERMEL. 

During the time the roll was being called, awaiting a quorum, 
the following occurred: 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, while the House is waiting for 
a quorum I would like to have unanimous consent of Mem- 
bers present to address the House for a few minutes. . 

Mr. MANN. We will give it to the gentleman; the Speaker 
can not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas, without ob- 
jection, desires to address the House. 

Mr. SULZER. For how long? 

The SPEAKER. I suppose until we get a quorum. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, in the 10 years of my membership 
in this House I have seldom taken advantage of the latitude 
afforded by general debate to discuss any question not immedi- 
ately before the House. But there is a question now before the 
country, particularly before the people of the State I have the 
honor to represent in part upon this floor, upon which I entertain 
very positive convictions, and which, I believe, is a proper sub- 
ject for discussion at this time and in this place. That question, 
bluntly stated, is this: Is representative government a failure? 
We are being asked now to answer that question in the affirma- 
tive. A new school of statesmen has arisen, wiser than Wash- 
ington and Hamilton and Franklin and Madison, wiser than 
Webster and Clay and Calhoun and Benton, wiser than Lincoln 
and Sumner and Stevens and Chase, wiser than Garfield and 
Blaine and McKinley and Taft, knowing more in their day than 
all the people have learned in all the days of the years since 
the Republic was founded. 

And they tell us that representative government is a failure 
They do not put this declaration into so many words—part of 
them because they do not know enough about the science of gov- 
ernment to understand that the doctrines they advocate are rev- 
olutionary, and the rest of them because they lack the courage 
to openly declare that it is their intention to change our form 
of government, to subvert the system upon which our institu 
tions are founded. But that is in effect what they propose 
to do. 

They graciously consent that the people shall continue to 
elect representatives to a legislative assembly, but they pro- 
ceed at once to discredit those representatives—and_inci- 
dentally to impeach the judgment or the honesty of the peo- 
ple who elected them—by proposing a_ fantastic 
whereby legislation may be enacted entirely independently of 
them. 

They will still permit judges to be chosen, but they propose 
a plan whereby the wisdom and justice of their decisions shal! 
be passed upon at a popular election, thus preparing the wiy 
for a campaign in which we shall witness the edifying spectacle 
of a candidate for judicial position enthusiastically declaring 
from the stump that if elected he will render such and such 4 
judgment. They will con‘inue to elect administrative and 
executive officers, but if one of them is charged with failure to 
do his duty or with malfeasance in office, he shall be tried, not 
by a judge and jury and upon the evidence of witnesses sworn 
to tell the truth, but in the newspapers and on the stump and 
by whatever testimony partisan rancor or personal malice may 
see fit to present. 

Such, in brief, is the plan of redemption offered to us by 
the prophets of the new dispensation. Such is the scheme which 


scheme 


they propose as a substitute for the system of government 
which was devised by the founders of the Republic and which 
has been reaffirmed in every State constitution that has been 
drawn from that day to this. 
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I said that it is revolutionary and subversive of our present 
system of government, a declaration in effect that representa 
tive government is a failure. Let us see. 

The Constitution of the United States, section 4, Article IV, 
provides that “the United States shall guarantee to every State 
in this Union a republican form of government.” By the very 
terms of our original charter, therefore, the form of government 
under which we live is that of a republic and not that of a 
democracy. 

That is an elementary proposition with which every schoolboy 
is familiar but which seems to have escaped the attention of a 
good many of our latter-day statesmen. And the difference be- 
tween a republic and a democracy seems also to have escaped 
the attention of a good many who now exalt themselves as lead 
ers. Every school boy knows that in a pure democracy the 
people themselves perform directly all the functions of govern- 
ment, enacting laws without the intervention of a legislature, 
and trying causes that arise under those laws without the in- 
tervention of judge or jury; while in a republic, on the other 
hand, the people govern themselves, not by each citizen exer- 
cising directly all the functions of government, but by delegat- 


ing that power to certain ones among them whom they choose | 


to represent them in the legislatures, in the courts of justice, 
and in the various executive offices. When the Constitution of 
the United States, therefore, guaranteed to every State in the 
Union a republican form of government, it guaranteed to 
them representative government, that form of government un- 
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vote upon any measure, and the inquiry may well arise whether 
the cause of settled and orderly government will be promoted 
by vesting power in the minority thus to harass and annoy the 
majority. In my own State, for example, who can doubt that 
the prohibitory amendment, or some one of the statutes enacted 
for its enforcement, would have been resubmitted again and 
again if the initiative had been in force there these past 2 
years. 

Again, it will be observed that still fewer of the people have 
it in their power to suspend a law which a legislature may 
have passed in plain obedience to the mandate of a majority 
of the people, or which may be essential to the prompt 
and orderly conduct of public affairs, and when they come 
to think about it the people may wonder if the referendum 
might not make it possible for a small, malevolent, and 
mischievous minority to obstruct the machinery of cov 
ernment and for a time at least to nullify the will of the 
majority. 

In the third place, itis to be remarked that a measure submit- 





| ted either by the initiative or the referendum can not be amende 


der which the laws should be enacted, interpreted, and executed | 


not directly by the people themselves but by the duly chosen rep- 
resentatives of the people. 

It follows, therefore, that to substitute the methods of a 
democracy for the methods of a republic touching any one of 
the three branches of government is to that extent to declare 
that representative government is a failure, is te that extent 
subversive and revolutionary. 

Now, it does not follow by any means that because a pro- 
posed change is revolutionary it is therefore unwise. Taking it 
by and large, wherever the word “ revolution ’’ has come into hu- 
man history it has been only another word for progress. Be- 
cause a nation has pursued certain methods for a long time it 


when a nation like the United States, so bold and alert, so little 
hampered by tradition, so ready to try experiments, has clung 
to the same methods of government for 130 years, a strong pre 
sumption has certainly been established that these methods are 
the best, at least for that particular nation. 

3ut a presumption, however strong, must give way before a 
demonstration, and if it can be demonstrated, either by reason 
or experiment, that the system of government proposed by our 
latter-day leaders is wiser than that which has thus far pre- 
vailed, not only in our own country but in every other impor- 
tant nation in the whole world, then we woukl be most foolish 
to refuse to adopt it. 

But is the new system wiser than the old—in the matter of 
making laws, for example? The old system vests the lawmaking 
power in a legislative body composed of men elected by the 
people and supposed to be peculiarly fitted by reason of char- 
acter, education, and training for the performance of that duty. 
These men come together and give their entire time through a 


i, 
but must be accepted or rejected as a whole, and we may well 
inquire whether this might not afford “the interests” quite as 
good an opportunity as they would have in a legislature to 
‘initiate’ some measure which on its face was wholesome and 
beneficent but within which was concealed some little * joker” 
that would either nullify the good features of the law or make 
it actively vicious, and which, through lack of discussion, would 
not be discovered. How often have we here in this Tlouse seen 


| some measure which represented the most careful and pains- 
| taking effort of a skilled and experienced legislator metamor- 


phosed in committee until its own author would hardly recog- 
nize it, and then when it was brought into this Chamber as the 
fruit of the very best judgment of 18 able and honest men how 
often have we seen it modified in its most essential features as 
the result of the refining fire of debate upon this floor? Every 
day we have new and incontestable proof that “in the multi 
tude of counselors there is wisdom.” Sut that wisdom can 
never be had under a system of legislation which lays before 
the people the work of one man’s mind to be accepted in whole 


| or rejected altogether. 
does not at all follow that those methods are the best, although | 





period of some weeks or months to the consideration of pro- | 


posed legislation, and the laws they enact go into immediate 
effect, and remain in force until set aside by the courts as 
unconstitutional or until repealed by the same authority that 
enacted them. Under this plan no law of general application 
is likely to be brought forward unless there is a widespread 
demand for it, no measure of importance can be passed ‘with- 
out critical examination and discussion, and when passed it 
presumably represents the judgment of a majority of the 
people. 

The new system—taking the Oregon law, for example, and 
it is commonly cited as a model—provides that S per cent of 


the voters of a State may submit a measure directly to the | 


people, and if a majority of those voting upon it give it their 
support it shall become a law without reference to the legisla- 
ture or to the governor. That is the initiative. And it pro- 
vides that if 5 per cent of the voters are opposed to a law 
which the legislature has passed, upon signing the proper peti 
tion the law shall be suspended until the next general election, 
when the people shall be given an opportunity to pass upon it. 
That is the referendum. 

Now, there are several things about this plan which I be- 
lieve the people of this country, when they come really to con 
sider it, will scrutinize with a good deal of care and possibly 
with some suspicion. 

It is to be noted, in the first place, 
people can put all the people to the 


that a very few of the 
rouble and expense of a 








Once more let us observe that under this system, no matter 
how few votes are cast upon a given measure, if there are more 
for it than against it, it becomes a law, so that the possi- 
bility is always present that laws may be enacted which repre- 


| sent the judgment or the interest of the minority rather than 


the majority of the peopie. Indeed, experience would seem to 
show that this is a probability rather than a possibility, for in 
the last Oregon election not one of the nine propositions enacted 
into law received as much as 50 per cent of the total vote cast, 
while some of them received but little more than 30 per cent of 
the total vote. 

And finally and chiefly, without in the least impeaching the 
intelligence of the people, remembering the slight and casual 
attention the average citizen gives to the details of public ques- 
tions, we may well inquire whether the average vote cast upon 


| these proposed measures of legislation will really represent an 


informed and well-considered judgment. In his thoughtful 
work on democracy, discussing this very question, Dr. Hyslop, 
of Columbia University, says: 








People occupied with their private affairs, domesti nd social. de 
manding all their resources and attention, as a rule have little time to 
solve the complex problems of national life. The referendum is a cail 
to perform all the duties of the profoundest statesmanship, in addition 
to private obligations, which are even much more than the average 
man can fulfill with any success or intelligence at all, and her it can 
hardly produce anything better than the Athenian asset \ ich 
terminated in anarchy. It will not s re dispatch ex at the ex 
pense of civilization, nor deliberation except at the expense of intelli- 
gence. Very few questions can be safely left to its « neil and thes 
only of the most general kind. A tribut t I isily d 
ceived as the electorate can be in common electior n t be trusted 
to decide intelligently the graver and more compli d questions of 
public finance or private property, of administration, and of justice 
It may be honest and mean well, as I believe it would be; but such an 
institution can not govern 

That is the conclusion reached a priori by a profound ident 
of men and of institutions; and there is net a man who hears me 


or who may read what I am now saying but knows the con 
clusik nis sound. 
But, fortunately for the States which have not yet adopied 


the innovation, we are not obliged to r 


a priori reasoning, in order to reach a conclusion as to the 
wisdom of the initiative and referendum, for the step has 
lready been taken in other States and we have their experi 
ence to guide us. 

There is South Dakota, for example re the initia 
tive the ballot which I hold in my \ ted to the 





people at the recent election. This ballot is 7 feet long and 14 
inches wide, and it is crowded with reading n 
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pareil type. Upon this ballot there are submitted for the con- 
sideration of the people six legislative propositions. Four of 
them are short and comparatively simple. But here is one 
referring to the people a law which has been passed at the pre- 
ceding session of the legislature dividing the State into con- 
gressional districts. How many of the voters of South Dakota 
do you suppose got down their maps and their census reports 
and carefully worked out the details of that law to satisfy 
themselves whether or not it provided for a fair and honest 
districting of the State? They could not amend it, remember, 
they had to take it as it was or vote it down. In point of 
fact, they voted it down; but who will say that in doing this 
they expressed an enlightened judgment or merely followed the 
natural conservative instinct to vote “no” on a proposition they 
did not understand? And here is a law to provide for the or- 
ganization, maintenance, equipment, and regulation of the 
National Guard of the State. This bill contains 76 sections. 
It occupies 4 feet 4 inches of this 7-foot ballot. It would fill 
two pages of an ordinary newspaper. 

How many of the voters of South Dakota do you suppose so 
much as read the law through before they reached the polls, 
and how many of them do you suppose would have been able 
to cast their ballots if they had demanded the right to read it 
after they went into the booth? Here is a law which is intended 
to provide for the public defense, and which, therefore, touches 
most vitally every interest of the people. Surely it ought 
not to be enacted, or, having been enacted, ought not to be 
repealed except after diligent and thoughtful study of every one 
of its 76 sections; nay, of every sentence and every word. How 
many of the voters of South Dakota, with all possible respect to 
them, do you suppose gave it that sort of study, or any sort of 
study? Incidentally I may remark that the law of South Da- 
kota requires all measures submitted under the initiative and 
referendum to be printed in full in three papers in each county 
in the State, and I have been told by a South Dakota friend 
that the money expended for this purpose at the late election 
would have been sufficient to buy a large proportion of the 
papers in the State. Certain it is that if the newspaper frater- 


“ec 


nity of that Commonwealth are as enterprising as_ their 
fellow craftsmen are generally, the people will never lack 
for legislative measures upon which to exercise their pre- 


rogative. 

And here is a copy of the Oregon ballot, from which it appears 
that the stricken people of that Commonwealth were called upon 
at the late election to consider 32 legislative propositions. 
Small wonder that it was well onto a month after election be- 
fore the returns were all in. You will observe that on this 
Oregon ballot the measures were not set out in full, as they 
are on the South Dakota ballot, but are designated only by 
title. 

The reason is apparent when we discover that to print the 
measures in full requires 110 pages of the book I hold in my 
hand. The finest forests in the world grow in Oregon and lum- 
ber is cheap, but the conservation policy has taken deep root 
there and the people would not stand for the extravagant use 
of wood pulp that would have been required to print ballots 
large enough to set out these measures in full, or the timber 
it would have taken to construct ballot boxes sufficiently huge 
to hold them. A great many of these measures seem to an out- 
sider to be inconsequential local bills, such as should be dis- 
posed of by a town council or a board of county commissioners 
rather than by the electorate of a whole State. But, on the 
other hand, there are some measures here so technical and in- 
volved and intricate that the idea of submitting them to any 
body of men except one which makes a business of framing and 
considering legislation seems utterly preposterous. Here, for 


example, is a proposition that is designated as the “ propor- : 


tional-representation amendment.” It contains 36 sections, and 
in addition to proportional representation, whatever that may 
mean, it provides for annual sessions of the legislature, in- 
creases the pay of legislators, enlarges the initiative and refer- 
endum and recall, prohibits the legislature from granting the 
right of eminent domain to corporations, limits corporate fran- 
chises to 20 years, and requires legislators to subscribe to an 
oath, pledging themselves against so-called legislative logrolling. 
A careful reading would doubtless disclose other provisions, but 
I note only those which catch my eye as I turn the pages upon 
which it is printed. 

And here is another constitutional amendment in which the 
people are asked to pass judgment on such simple propositions 
as providing for verdict by three-fourths of jury in civil cases, 
authorizing grand juries to be summoned separately from the 
trial jury, permitting change of judicial system by statute pro- 
hibiting retrial where there is any evidence to support the 
verdict, providing for affirmance of judgment on appeal notwith- 





standing error committed in lower court and directing the 
Supreme Court to enter such judgment as should have been en- 
tered in the lower court, fixing terms of Supreme Court, provid- 
ing that judges of all courts be elected for six years, subject to 
recall, and increasing the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court. Is 
it any wonder that with questions such as those thrust at them 
so large a percentage of the voters took to the “ continuous 
woods where rolls the Oregon” and refused to express a judg- 
ment one way or the other? But these are only two of the 
propositions that confronted them. All told, there were 32, and 
they fill 110 pages, as I have already said, of this official 
pamphlet, the remainder of the 20S pages being taken up with 
arguments for and against the various measures. Now, with all 
possible deference to the intelligence and the diligence of the 
good people of Oregon, is it conceivable that any considerable 
proportion of the voters of that Commonwealth went to the polis 
with even a cursory knowledge of all the measures submitted 
for their determination ? 

As to the practical working of the referendum, I have seen 
it stated in the public prints that four years ago nearly every 
appropriation bill passed by the Oregon Legislature was re- 
ferred to the people for their approval or rejection before it 
could go into effect. As a result, the appropriations being un- 
available until the election could be held, the State was com- 
pelled to stamp its warrants “not paid for want of funds,” and 
to pay interest thereon, although the money was in the treas- 
ury. The university and other State institutions were hampered 
and embarrassed, and the whole machinery of government was 
in large measure paralyzed. In other words, under the Oregon 
law a pitiful minority of the people was able to obstruct and 
embarrass the usual and orderly processes of government, and 
for a time at least to absolutely thwart the will of an over- 
whelming majority of the people. 

A system of government under which such a thing as that is 
not only possible, but has actually occurred, may be “ the best 
system ever devised by the wit of man,’ as we have been 
vociferously assured, but some of us may take the liberty 
of doubting it. And as evidence that the sentiment in regard 
to the system is not all one way even in the State which 
has adopted it, I wish to quote part of an editorial which 
recently appeared in the Portland (Oreg.) Oregonian. The 
editorial was in the nature of comment upon an address re- 
— made by Senator Owen, of Oklahoma, and is in part as 
ollows: 


The Owen family is obviously in need of light. Senator Ropert F. 
OWEN should come to headquarters, and not to the Bourne press bureau, 
for information about the initiative in Oregon. The statement that no 
proposal here has ever assailed private or corporate property is ab- 
surd and untrue. Many measures have had no other motive or pur- 
pose. What is the single tax but an attack on private property? What 
of the confused and conflicting fish bills passed in 1908? What of the 
Rogue River initiative act, wiping out a great industry all along the 
lower river? What of the gross earnings tax, enacted in 1906, and now 
in the United States Supreme Court? What of prohibition? What 


about the proposal for the State to get into the railroad business? 
And others that might be mentioned. 


We shall get this initiative and referendum matter in Oregon around 
to a rational basis some day, no doubt; but meanwhile let us have no 
delusions or illusions about it. 

The theory of the proponents of direct legislation seems to he 
that only good laws will be initiated and only bad laws will be 
referred; that the initiative will be used only when a recalci- 
trant legislature has refused to respond to the demand of tlhe 
people, and the referendum will be invoked only when a stupid 
or corrupt legislature has enacted a law which violates the 
rights or jeopardizes the interests of the people. But is not 
that theory pretty severely jolted by the facts? Since this sys 
tem was adopted in Oregon—to return once more to our model 
Commonwealth—the people have rejected nearly one-half of 
the measures submitted under the initiative, and they have 
approved exactly one-half of the laws submitted under the refer 
endum. Now, these facts can be interpreted in only two ways: 
Either bad laws were submitted by initiative and good lnws 
by the referendum, or the people deliberately voted against good 
laws and voted for bad laws. But to accept either of these 
alternatives brings us in square antagonism to another theory 
which is fundamental in the doctrine of direct legislation, and 
that is that the people can do no wrong. The very foundation, 
the sole raison d’étre, of the initiative and referendum is the 
dogma that the people can be trusted, but the representatives 
of the people can not be trusted; that the people are not 
only more honest than their representatives, but that they are 
guided in their judgment upon public measures by a degree of 
intelligence or by some divine instinct which is denied to their 
representatives. But what becomes of that dogma when we are 


forced to admit that the people voted down some law that they 
ought to have supported and passed some law that they ought 
to have voted down? 
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The people of Oregon are doubtless as honest and intelligent 
as those of any other State, and yet the returns from their 
om.pel the conclusion that 


elect ns ¢ 


to them and good laws were referred to them, or that they 
registered a wrong verdict. One of those alternatives is in- 
eviinble, but either of them is absolutely fatal to the very 
foundation upon which the whole structure of direct legislation 
rest 


is. of course, 


ec initiated, 


that it is perfectly easy for a bad 
if it is skillfully drawn so that its 
is not branded upon its very face, it is perfectly easy 
most honest people in the world to be deceived into 
for it. And it is perfectly easy for a good law to be 
referred and its operation thus suspended for two years with 
a lurge chance that with the right kind of a campaign it could 


The truth 
1a I 

iniquity 
fi r 


voting 


to and 


tne 


be repealed altogether. <A distinguished citizen of one of the 
States in which this system prevails has told me that if he 
needed a vicious law in his business he would rather sudmit 
it by the initiative than to try to put it through a legisia- 
ture And he added that if he were a “special interest” 
fageinst which a legislature had passed some righteous 
monsure he would rejoice in a system by which at least 
he could be relieved of its operation for two years, with a 
big chance that at the end of that time he could defeat it 


entirely. 


This sentiment 


is rot an impeachment of the honesty, the 








intelligence, or the patriotism of the people. But it is an im- 
peachment of a system of government under which laws are 
made by votes which from the very nature of the case are 
cast without information and without opportunity for that 
consideration which can only come from face to face discus- 
sio 

ut the ‘nitiative and referendum, subversive as they are of 
the representative principle, do not compare in’ importance or 
in } ossible power for evil with the recall. The statutes of every 
State in this Union provide a way by which a recreant official 
muy be ousted from his office or otherwise punished. That way 
is by process of law, where charges must be specific, the testi- 
n y clear, and the judgment impartial. But what are we to 
th of a procedure under which an official is to be tried, not 
j 


court by a jury of his peers and upon the testimony of 


witnesses sworn to tell the truth, but in the newspapers, on the 
str corners, and at political meetings? Can you conceive of 
a wider departure from the fundamental principles of justice 
that are written not only into the constitution of every civi- 
lized nation on the face of the earth, but upon the heart of 
e-ery normal human being, the principle that every man accused 
ot crime has a right to confront bis accusers, to examine 
1 nh under oath, to rebut their evidence, and to have the 
jucdcment finally of men sworn to render a just and lawful 
verdict. 

Sinall wonder that the argument oftenest heard in support 
of a proposition so abhorrent to the most primitive instincts of 
justice is that it will be seldom invoked and therefore can 
net do very much harm. I leave you to characterize as it de- 


serves a law whose chief merit must lie in the rarity of its 
enforcement, 
But will it do no barm, even if seldom enforced? 


It is urged 
that 


its presence on the statute books and the knowledge that 
it con be invoked will frighten public officials into good be- 
bavior. Passing by the very obvious suggestion that an official 
who needs to be scared into proper conduct ought never to have 
been elected in the first place, we may well inquire whether the 
real effect would not be to frighten men into demagogy—and 
thus to work immeasurably greater harm to the common weal 
than would ever be inflicted through the of 
deliberately bad men. 

\WWe have demagogues enough now, heaven knows, when elec- 


transgressions 


tion to an office assures the tenure of it for two or four or six 
years. But if that tenure were only from hour to hour, if it 
were held at the whim of a powerful and unscrupulous news- 


paper, for example, or if it could be put in jeopardy by an 
affront which in the line of duty ought, we will say, to be given 
to some organization or faction or cabal, what could we expect? 
Is it not inevitable that such a system would drive out of our 
public life the men of real character and courege and leave us 


only cowards and trimmers and time servers? May we not 
well hesitate to introduce into our political system a device 
which, had it been in vogue in the past, would have made it 
possible for the Tories to have recalled Washington, the cop- 


rerheads to have recalled 
recalled McKinley? Above we not well hesitate to in- 
troduce into our political system a device which would subject 
to recall a judge whose decision happened not to accord with 


XLVI 


Lincoln, 
all may 


and the jingoes to have 
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the passion or the prejudice of the 
uny jurist of integrity and 
would accept a st the bench 
office might be challenged at any | 
reviewed, not by a 

and upon the political platform? I 
years ago when a citizen of 


Is it conceivable that 
uld found who 
knowing that his tenure of 
that his judg 


irt but by the 


remember an oct 


hour? 
self-respect be 
at on 
our, ents were 
newspapers 
sion many 
one of the country townships in my 


to be Supertor c¢« 


home county was brought before the local justice of the 
peace, charged with some petty offense, ul at the conclu 
sion of the trial the learned justice delivered the following 
opinion: 

According to the law and the evidence this d it is guilty But 
according to the public sentiment of t Ss commu lity | ought not to 
be punished, and I therefore dismiss the « 


We smile at a story like that when the judge on the bench is 


a country justice and the offense alleged is a trivial misde 
meaner. But would it be a laughing matter if a State judge 
or perhaps even a United States judge, confronted by a cause 
involving momentous issues, should be guided in his decision 
not by the law and the evidence, but by the sentiment of the 
community? In all the literature of the age-long struggle for 
freedom and justice there is no phrase that occurs oftener 
than “the independence of the judiciary.” The great fact 


which this phrase expresses is the foundation upon which rests 


the citadel of individual rights and of national liberty. In 
every battle that has ever been waged by the people against 
oppression and tyranny the one achievement which attested 


the final triumph was the establishment of a court that no 
despot could reach or control. The founders of the Republic 
realized more keenly than we do—for to them the tyranny of 
king-controlled courts was modern and not ancient history as it 
is to us—the absolutely vital importance of the separation of 
king and courts, and so they safeguarded it, as they thought for 
all time, by declaring in the organic law of the land that the 
judiciary should be forever independent of the legislative and 
the executive. And all the world said that is well. Not one 
man could be found now among all our ninety millions to de- 
clare that our Constitution should be changed so as to permit 
the President in the White House or the Congress in the Capitol 
to dictate to our judges what their de hould be. And 
yet it is seriously proposed that this power of dictation shall be 
given to the crowd on the street. That is what the recall means 
if applied to the judiciary: and it means the destruction of its 
independence as completely as if in set terms it were made sub- 
ject to the President or the Congress. 

Do you answer, “ Oh, the recall will never be invoked except 
in an extreme case of obvious and flagrant injustice?” I reply, 


isions S 


How do you know? It is the theory of the initiative that it 
will never be invoked except to pass a good law, and of the 
referendum that it will never be resorted to except to defeat a 
bad law; but we have already seen how easily a bad law might 


be initiated and a good law referred. And it is the theory 
that the recall will be invoked only for the protection of the 
people from a bad judge. What guaranty can you that it 
will not be called into being to and intimidate a good 
judge? There never yet was a two-edged sword that would not 
cut both ways, 


ro 


give 


harass 


7 
sir, 








Speaker, I should be the last to assert that our present 
system of government has always brought ideally perfect. re- 
sults. Now and then the people have made mistakes in the 
selection of their representatives. Corrupt men have bee put 
into places of trust, small men have been sent where large men 
were needed, ignorant men have been charged with duties which 
only men of learning could fitly perform. But does it follow 
that because the people make mistakes in so simple a matter 
as the selection of their agents, they would be inf ble in the 
incomparably more complex and difficult task of the enact- 
ment and interpretation of laws? There was never a more 
glaring non sequitur, and yet it is the very corner stone 
upon which rests the whole structure of tl! Hew } osoph 

The neople cun not be trusted with few th rs I l this 
ingular logic, “therefore let us put all things into theit 
hands.” 

With one breath we are asked to renounce the old system be 
cause the people make mistakes, and with the next breath we 
are solemnly assured that if we adopt the new system the 
people will not make mistakes. I confess I am not mentally 
alert enough to follow that sort of logic. It is too much like 
the road which was so crooked that the traveler who entered 
upon it had only preceeded a few steps when he 1 him- 
self coming back. You can not change the ure of men, 
Mr. Speaker, by changing their system of vernment. The 
i itions of human judgment and ki kaige and con- 
science which render perfection in represent e government 
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Un: ble will sti de even after that form of gov- | representative government has been equal to them all. Not 
ernment is swept away, and the ideal will still be far | once has it broken down. Not one issue has it failed to solve. 


] 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


And long after the shallow substitutes that are now proposed 
for it shall have been forgotten, representative government 


Let it not be said or imagined, Mr. cer, that because I 








{ 
protest against converting this Republic into a democracy, | “ Will be doing business at the old stand,” will be solving the 
therefore I lack confidence in the people. No man has greater | Problems of the future as it met the issues of the past, with 
faith. sir. than I have in the intelligence. the integrity, the | courage and wisdom and justice, giving to the great Republic 
t ndamental common sense of the average | that government “of the people, for the people, and by the 





patriotism, and the f , . 

Amatie n citizen, But I am for representative rather than | Pe ple’ which is the assurance that it “ shall not perish from 
for direct government, because I have greater confidence in | the earth.” [Prolonged applause.] 

the second thought of the people than I have in their first The SPEAKER. The yeas are 155, the nays are 37, present 
thought. And that, in the last analysis, is the difference, and | 7—a quorum. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. The ayes 


the only difference, so far as results are concerned between | have it, and the previous question is ordered. 





the new system and that which it seeks to supplant; it is the | The question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

fundamental difference between a democracy and a _ republic. The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 

In either form of government the people have their way. The | ayes seemed to have it. 

difference is that in a democracy the people have their way in | Mr. BORLAND. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

the beginning, whereas in a republic the people have their way The House divided; and there were—ayes 161, noes 36. 

in the end—and the end is usually enough wiser than the be- So the conference report was agreed to. 

ginning to be worth waiting for. On motion of Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania, a motion to recon- 
We count ourselves the fittest people in the world for self- | sider the vote by which the conference report was agreed to 

sovernment, and we probably are. But fit as we are we some- | was laid on the table. 

times make mistakes. We sometimes form the most violent 


. a ; : it] full inf. ti MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
and erroneous opinions upon impulse, without full information is . . : . . P tte : 
or thoughtful consideration. With complete information and A mi mer ae oe sea bn, Mr. Cro¢ poy tee of its oo 
; ° . . “ ° e € ) ounce i > Seni: > hf agree » "OT? . » 

longer study, we swing around to the richt side, but it is our | *@Houncec a ae Senate ad agreed to th ae = 
S 2 ‘ " TI 1 ) . Te — » LV rTroeaine ° »~ <a , 

second thought and not our first that brings us there. Our | ‘ mmittee of conference on the disagreeing votes = the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (il. R. 


intentions are always right, and we usually get right in the ae S ese * : 
eud; but it often happens that we are not right in the beginning. SID} making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
It often happens that if we could have had our way yesterday ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912. 

we would have suffered grievously to-day. If we could have DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

had our way in the seventies there would have been an unlim- Mr. FOSTER of Vermont submitted the conference report 
ited issue of irredeemable greenbacks, though not one of us would | and statement on the bill (H. R. 32866) making appropriations 
vote for such an issue to-day. If we could have had our way | for the Diplomatic and Consular Service for the fiscal year end- 
in the nineties, our country would have gone to incalculable | ing June 30, 1912. 





disaster by way of the free and unlimited coinage of silver a Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
the ratio of 16 to 1. The reason we did not have our way then, | consent that the statement may be read in lieu of the report. 
and at many other times when the result would have been little The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

less disastrous, was that certain strong and honest men, wiser There was no objection. 


than we who chose them, with courage enough to take their 
political lives in their hands, stood in our way. And they 
were able to stand in our way because the founders of the Na- Z s : 
tion, knowing well the danger in a republic of hasty and ill- two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (I. R. 
considered action, introduced into our governmental ma- | °->00) making appropriations for the Consular Service for the 
chinervy certain checks and brakes and balance wheels in fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, having met, after full and free 
order that we might take time to think. It behooves us to | COMference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
consider long and well before we pluck out of the delicately | their respective Houses as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


adjusted mechanism by which we govern ourselves the checks That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
z 1 2 8 : . nts » Sen: » ibere 9 ¢ 2 
and brakes and balance wheels which our forefathers placed ™ents of the Senate numbered 1, 2, and 3. 
there, and the wisdom of which our history attests innumerable D. J. Foster, 
times WILLIAM 8S. BENNET, 
: whil li . , ie | H. D. Fioop 
But while I believe, Mr. Speaker, that as a purely academic se ’ 


Managers on the part of the House. 
EvuGeENE HALg, 
JOHN KEAN, 


question the argument is overwhelmingly against the revolu- 
tionary changes in our system of government which we are 
asked to make, there is another answer more convincing still, 


and that answer is—the United States of America. Here it Murpeuy J. Foster, 
stands, a mighty Nation, wherein each man is secure in life Managers on the part of the Senate. 
and property and opportunity, wherein there is no caste or STATEMENT. 


class or special privilege—a mighty Nation of free and 
happy and  wprodigiously prosperous people—and it was 
builded upon the rock laid by the fathers when they embedded 
in the Constitution the solemn pledge to every State of 
the Union that it should have a government “republican in 
form.” 

It has not been without its periods of stress and danger, the 
great structure which, through the instrumentality of repre 
sentative government, we have builded here. Bitter storms have 
beaten against it; four times it has met the shock of foreign 
wars, and once it was all but rent asunder by civil strife; ques- 
tions of governmental policy have arisen innumerable times 
upon which there has been acrid and angry debate among the 
people. But through it all the Nation has marched straight 


V1 , 


In explanation of the Senate amendments agreed to in con- 
ference the conferees on the part of the House submit the fol- 
lowing statement: 

Amendment No, 1: Strikes from the bill the appropriation of 
$50,000 for the arbitration of outstanding pecuniary claims be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain. 

Amendment No, 2: Authorizes the President to extend to thi 
International Congress on Social Insurance an invitation to 
hold its next triennial congress in the United States. 

Amendment No, 3: Appropriates $4,500 for delegates to the 
thirteenth International Congress on Alcoholism at The Hague, 
September, 1911. 

D. J. Foster, 

W. S. BENNET, 

H. D. FLoop, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


; a Stila! 
on. Weakness has become strength. Thirteen States have 


become 48. Three millions of people have become 90,000,000. 
Less than one billion of wealth has become one hundred and 


thirty billions The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- 
Che simple and primitive life of civilization’s frontier has | ¢mce report. | 

given way to the most stupendous and complex industrial and The question was taken, and the conference report was 
commercial structure the world has ever known. Incredible | 2gteed to. 
expansion, social, political, industrial, commercial—but repre- MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
sentative government all the way. At not one step in the long | Mr. HULL of Iowa called up the conference report on the 
und shining pathway of the Nation’s progress has representative | bill (H. R. 32486) making appropriations for the Military 
government failed to respond to the Nation’s need. Every emer- | Academy for the fiscal year 1912. 

130 years of momentous history has developed— Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


gency that 
the terrible strain of war, the harassing problems of peace— | that the statement may be read in lieu of the report. 

















1911. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
$2436) making appropriations for the support of the Military 


Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other | 


purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 
and 33. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


29 


Ou, 


ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
oo oF yr 


14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 , 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 
84, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, and 
51; and agree to the same, 


_——, a 
on 


ot 


J. A. © Huts, 
H. O. Youne, 
JAMES Hay, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


N. B. Scort, 

Jos. M. Drxon, 

JAS. P. TALIAFERRO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT, 


Amendment No. 1 
Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 2 is punctuation, and the House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 3, 4, and 5 relate to assistant professors, 
and amendments Nos. 6, 7, and 8 relate to assistant instructors. 
The result of the amendments under these two paragraphs is 


is increase pay for cadets $30,000, and the 


to make 8 assistant professors and 3 senior assistant in- 
structors, transferring 1 assistant instructor to the list of 
assistant professors, leaving the net amount appropriated 
exactly the same as passed by the House, and the House 
recedes, 


Amendment No. 9 strikes out the words “ not mounted,” and 
the House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 
the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 28 changes the phrase “ librarian’s assistant” 
to “assistant librarian,” and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 29 gives the Superintendent of the Military 
Academy the right to select the custodian of the gymnasium as 
provided in the last appropriation bill for the Military Academy, 
and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 30 makes the pay for a chapel organist and 
choir master $1,200 in place of $200, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 31 increases the pay of the skilled photog- 
rapher in the department of drawing $100, and the House 
recedes. 

Amendment No. 
the Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 33 increases the pay of clerks in the office of 
the adjutant, headquarters, Military Academy, $800, and the 
Senate recedes. 


or 


amt, 


10 to inclusive, are simply verbal, and 


oo 
vm 


increases the pay of a copyist $150, and 


Amendment No. 34 is punctuation, and the House recedes. 
Amendment No. 35, under the appropriation for stationery, 


blank books, ete., inserts the words “ for contingencies not other- 
wise provided for,” and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 36 changes the word “ guardhouse” 
cadet headquarters,” and the House recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 37 to 49, inclusive, are simply verbal and 
punctuation, and the House recedes. 

Amendment No. 50 provides for carrying on the development 
and improvement of the roads and grounds, and the House re- 
cedes. 

Amendment No. 51 relates to granting Miles City, Mont., the 
right to maintain and operate a pumping station, etc., on the 
Wilitary reservation at Fort Keogh, and the House recedes, 

J. A. T. HULL, 

Ii. O. YounG, 

JAMES Hay, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


to 


The SPEAKER. 
ence report. 

The question 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Hutt 


The question is on agreeing to the confer- 


was taken, and the conference report 


the table. 
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was 


of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the conference report was agreed to was laid on 


MESSAGE FROM THI! 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Crockett, one of i 

announced that the Senate had passed without amen 
following resolution (H. Con Res. 64): 

Resolved the 


SENATE, 


by House 


} of Representati @ (f} Sen ( ¥ 
| That the action of the Speaker of the House of Representatives 1 of 
| the Vice President of the United States and Pre lent of the S in 
signing the enrolled bill (H. R. 26290) providing for t \ f 
|} certain homestead entries and hereby d,. and that I 
| be reenrolled with the first word in section 2 changed from Phan” t 
.* 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
| the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 5269) to provide for allotments to certain members of tl 
Hoh, Quileute, and Ozette Tribes of Indians in the State of 

Washington. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment joint resolutions of the following titles: 

H. J. Res. 294. Joint resolution for the appointment of 
members of the Board of Managers of the National Home for 


Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; and 

H. J. Res. 291. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary o 
War to receive for instruction at the Military 
West Point, Mr. Melchor Batista, of Cuba. 

CODIFICATION OF LAWS RELATING THE JUDICIARY. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus. 
the rules and adopt Senate concurrent resolution 43. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to 
suspend the rules and adopt a Senate concurrent 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved the (the 


, 
Academy, at 


ro 


nd 


resolution, 


by Senate 


House of Representatives concurring), 
That in the enrollment of the bill (S. 7031) to codify, revise, and amen:! 
the laws relating to the judiciary, the enrolling clerk is directed 


to strike out from the bill as reported from the conference that part of 


section 151 thereof which reads as follows: “In any proceeding unde 
this section, the court shall determine as a preliminary inquiry the 
question of limitation, delay, or laches; and if it shall be of opinion 


that the delay in presenting the claim is not excusable, and that the bar 


of the statute of limitations should not be removed, it shall not pro 
ceed further to find the existence of loyalty, liability, or the extent 
thereof, in such case, but shall report such finding in bar to the House 


by which the claim or matter was referred.” 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, that has 
been explained. 
The SPEAKER, 


already 


The question is on agreeing to the concur 
rent resolution. 
The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania, a motion to recon 
sider the vote whereby the concurrent resolution was agreed 


to was laid on the table. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill H. R. 192S4 lie on the table, the substance 
of the bill being embraced in the codification bill, the conference 
report of which has just been adopted. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ¢: 
up the conference report on the bill (H. R. 31596) making ap 
propriations for the Department of Agriculture for the “al 
year ending June 30, 1912, and I also k unanimous consent 


USK 


1] 
Lil 


tise 


to present an oral statement, instead of a written one, and of 
| having the conference report read. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scorr] 


asks unanimous consent to call up the conference report on the 
agricultural appropriation bill and to present an oral statement 
in lieu of a written statement. 


Mr. CARY. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 
want to ask a question. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CARY. Reserving the right to object, I wish to ask a 
question. 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. Let the gentleman ask it out loud. We 
all want to hear. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will with- 
| hold his question until I have made my statement it will prob 
ably not be necessary for him to ask it. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate made amendments to the b to the 
number of about 97. Most of them were of an immateria! 
character, and unless questions are asked [ shall confine my 
| statement to a reference to the new legislation that w pro 
posed upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman if 
| the conference report is complete. 
| Mr. SCOTT. It is complete. 
| The SPEAKER. And signed by the conferees? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes; and signed by the conferees. I will send 


the report to the Clerk’s desk. 













































Following ts the | 


conference report referred to: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

TT) mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two H on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 
S156 ha ¢ met. after full and free conference have agreed 
to end d do recommend to their respective Houses as 
fo OVW 

Phat e Sena recede from its amendments i unbered. 5, 6, 
7 14 2Z, ZA 1. 38, 42, 43, 44, T9, 80, 81, 94 and 06. 

Tl House recede fT! , its disagreement to the amend- 
nie of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4 rt. 22, 13, 15, 16; ¥7, 18, 
»4 RB, : t 235. 36, 37, 39, 40, 41, 46 17, 48, 48 9 50, 51, 52, 
s \ £0. 61. 62. 63. 64, 65, 66, 67, OS, 69 ™, 71. 72, T3. 74, TS, 
78. 77, 78, 83, 84, Sd, 8, St, 55, a9. 90, 92, 98, 944, and 95, and 

gree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its dis 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered S, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum inserted by said amendment insert * $300,000"; and 
the Senate agrec to the same, 

Amendment numbered %: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


the sum inserted by said amendment insert “* >] 
the te to 

Amendment numbered 10: That 
to the amendment of the 
to the same with an amendment 
the su nserted by said amendment insert 
the S ngree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, 
avree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
sum inserted by said amendment insert ‘$70,000; and 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the Heuse recede from its 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the | 
sum inserted by said amendment insert * $1,441,536"; and the | 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum inserted by said amendment insert “ £9 061,686 "; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and | 
acre: to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 


262.080”; 


and 
Sena ngree the same. 


House 


Senate 


the from its 
numbered 10, 
follows: In lieu of 


* $1,600,250"; and 


recede 
disagreeinent 
agree as 
mi 
‘nate 
dis 
and 
the 


the 


dis- 


on. 


sun inserted by said amendment insert * $150,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 26: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum inserted by said amendment insert “ $9 714,420"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum inserted by said amendment insert “ $500,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its dis- 
acreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
sum inserted by said amendment insert 5,533,100"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 32, and 
acree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
words “Secretary of Agriculture” insert the words “ head of 
the department having jurisdiction over the lands”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 323: 





oo. 


Om. 


That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 323 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 


of the words inserted by said amendment, ~ Secretary of the In- 
terior.” insert “head of the department having jurisdiction over 
the lands’: and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum inserted by said amendment insert $262,060 °; and | 
the Senate agree to the same. 

‘\mendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its 


disagreement 
to the 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


agree 
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agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


|eation of 15 per cent of the 


| salary 





9» 


o> 


MARCH 





the sum inserted by said amendment insert * $14,500"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, 


and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
of the sum inserted by said amendment insert 
the Senate agree to 


In lieu 
“oo 500": and 
the same. 


Amendment numbered 55: That the Hiouse recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
“5. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


Strike out the words “ to safety and the Senate agree to the 


Siaiie. 

Amendment numbered 5t 
agreement to the 
agree 


sul 


;: That the House recede from its dis- 
» amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and 
e with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
inserted said amendment insert * $415.700"; and the 
Senate agree to the saine. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the Howse recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and 


to the san 


by 


agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum inserted by said amendment insert “ $139,700"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered S82, and 
In lieu of the 
sum inserted by said amendment insert “$1,864,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum inserted by said amendment insert * $15,808,016"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 97, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum inserted by said amendment insert * $16,900,016"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Cuas. F. Scorr, 
WILLIAM W. COockKS, 
Joun LAMB, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
EF. E. WARREN, 
H. D. Money, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, the first amendment of importance 
is in connection with the paragraph providing for the appli- 
total of all sums appropriated 


under general expenses to be used in the discretion of the 


| Secretary, as provided under the general expenses of the Forest 


Service, and reads as follows: 

(29): Provided, That all land upon which there is growing less than 
4.000 feet of merchantable timber, board measure, per acre, in 
ticnous areas of 160 acres, shall be excluded from all forest reserves 
and no part of any appropriation herein made shall be expended upon 
any area thus excluded. 

As to that amendment the Senate receded. 

The second amendment to which I eall attention follows the 
paragraph reciting the total appropriation for the Forest 
Service, and is as follows: 

(31): 


con 


Provided, That no part of this sum shall be expended to pay 
or expenses to any person for the examination, protest, or con 
test of any mining claim upon which there is not a growth of timber 
of commercial value. 


As to that amendment also the Senate receded. 


Amendment No. 32 immediately sueceeds that which I have 
just read, and provides : 

(22) That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and empowered, under general regulations to be fixed by him, 
to grant an easement for rights of way, for a period not ext eeding of 
years from the date of the issuance of such grant, over, across, and 
upon the public lands, national forests, and reservations of the t nited 
States for electrical poles and lines for the transmission and distribu 


tion of eleetrical power, and for poles 
graph purposes, to the extent of 
of such electrical, telephone 


and lines for telephone and tele 
>») feet on each side of the center Hine 
and telegraph lines and poles, to any citi- 


zen, association, or corporation of the United States, where it is in 
tended by such to exercise the right of way herein granted for any one 
or more of the purposes herein named: Provided, That such right ol 
way shall be allowed within or through any national park, natiot 
forest, military, Indian, or any other reservation only upon the ap 
proval of the chief officer of the department under whose supervis! 
or control such reservation falls, and upon a finding by him that t 
same is not incompatible with the public interest: Pre vided, That all 


right of 
cretary of 
abandonment. 


or any part of such 
declaration of the S« 
two years or for 


way 
the 


may be forfeited 


and annulled by 
Interior for nonuse 


for a period of 


That any citizen, association, or corporation of the Unit d Stat s to 
whom there has heretofore been issued a permit tor any of the pu 
poses specified herein under any existing law, may obtain the benetit 


of this act upon the same terms and conditions as shall be required of 


| citizens, associations, or corporations hereafter making application un- 
der the provisions of this statute. 














1911. 





That amendment was agreed to by the I conferees 


louse 











with an amendment striking out the term “the Secretary of 
ilture”’ and inserting the words “the head of the de 
nt having jurisdiction over said lands” wherever that 
te ar 
I ma ‘ in reference to this amendment that it is identical 
in its te m of the amendment which I have 
ji has already passed the Senate 
‘ - of the House with a favorable 
rep on’ the Public Lands. It is pra 
ti ision which was orted in this 
bi the Committe ulture 
v went { L | t of o7 It | approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior and e Secretary of Agricultt 
and I may say that it « nges ex ing law « to this « 
that it provides that a permit may be issued f gehts ef way 
for the purposes specif for a fixed term of 50 years, whereas 
the present law requires all such permits to be revocable at 
the will of the authority granting them. 
Mr. PARSONS. Is any charge made for the present revo 


le permit? 





Mr. SCOTT. There is no charge, as I remember it now, f 
the present revocable permit for the right of way. A charg 
nade for the use of land which may be required to 
buildings or other works necessary to develop water powet 


think it is not the practice now to make a charge for 
ight of way. 

INROOT. Is it not 
charge of $5 per mile per year 
Agriculture? 

Mr. SCOTT. My impression was that it was not; but if the 
gentleman speaks from information, I will not question if. | 
only wish to say that this provision as it now appear 
approval of the Chief of the Bureau of Forestry, who sj » to 
me about it this morning and said he regarded it 
satisfactory. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I understand 
charge of the bill says it is not now the law 


on torest reserves a 


| Vv 


true that 


is exacted the See retary oO 
S bus th 


as e 


the gentleman in 
and that the right 


to run a wire from a water power for electrical purposes 
is not charged for by the General Government over forest 


reserves. 

Mr. SCOTT. I said that it was my understanding that it 
not the law. I may be mistaken. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Now, it not true that 
there is no charge for the running of ditches over Government 
reservations? Why should there bean exception made in behalf 
of an electric power company for the transmission of power over 
a reservation when we are allowed on the public domain, with 
out any cost, to run our ditches over it? 

Mr. SCOTT. This provision does not insert any requirement 
for a charge; it does not make any provision for any charge. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. It is for a rental. 

Mr. SCOTT. No; it is merely a free permit. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. For running wires? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT. Is it not the gentleman’s idea that if the 
forest reserves are entitled to make a charge for the permit, 
they would not be permitted under the provisions of this bill to 
make such a charge? 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not 
gentleman's opinion is worth more than mine. 

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman stated that 
permit, and I did not want it to stand that way. 

R LEVER. I would like to ask the gentleman a que 
I understand the proposition is to give a right of way to elee 
trical companies, involving 20 feet on either side, free of cl 
and for 50 years. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if that is not giving a good deal away? Why should not 
these people pay a charge for this right of way? 

Mr. MONDELL. Let me suggest that under the pre sent law 
they have a right of way of 50 feet each side. 

Mr. LEVER. It does not make any difference about 
yrosent law. The question is whether it is right or not. 

Mu". SCOTT. I think I can make no better answer than that 
is provision has the entire approval of the Secretary of 
Agriculture and the Chief of the Forest Service, and I am quite 
sure neither would consent to an arrangement that was detri 
mental to the Government. 

Mr. PARSONS. Is it the understanding that it 
take away from them the authority to make the charge? 

Mr. SCOTT. I think that is a fair construction. 

Mr. OLCOTT. Is not it true that this would admit 
running of trolley-car lines through the reservation? It 
electrical power, and that is pretty broad. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think it relates only to the transmission of 
electric nower. It says electric poles and lines for the trans- 


was 


is also 


think it changes existing law. but the 


it was a free 


Ir. 


the 





does not 


of the 
is for 


mission 
trolley 


\Ir 


hes, 


electrical p« 


of ele 


right of way? 


W ise 


r-. SCOTT. 


POINDEXTER. I: 


wer lines pay 


That 


ir. LENROOT. M 
! forest vat 
1 
Mr. SCOTT. I di { 
if t 1} oO } 
POINDEXTER 
ree shall be made. 
Mr. MARTIN of South 
» change in the law on 
rtance from the pres 
r to) andl | 
] P “1 ot “i> \ 
‘ » «he rtn t may 
\ MILLER of Col 
t t 1 now That i 
n t ul they are not 
] n dis “lL of 
SCOTT V1 ve 
enactment 


ir. PARSONS. As I 


Ir. SCOTT 
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lieving they did not 


Precisel 





1 Yt et e 3 ( 
r a t s 10 
1 f} ) 
vide t t vy er ar 
h plant or n any |} 
tried | t tur ‘ 
1 w 1 ‘ 
t f ed 
ition mad on the 
nad n l ts I 
é I eated ing 
irt ‘ ilk sugar 
Pharmacoperia or the Nati 
fiom vathic I rmacopa 


United St 
Ge 
that 


mittee, 


ites 


tlemen 


It 


! 1 


In tue law 


VV 


\\ 


tandard » ntained 


ill 


| remember 
was contained in the House bil 
was stricken out 
oint of order, but the 
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on the floor 


Senate reced 


The next legislative amendment is No 





I the investigation of the relation 
w t to the maintenal > nd de { 
supplies and the storas of waters in t 
re irs and the enlargement of tl 
the ground waters, $5,000 


The Senate receded as to that 


The next amendment of imp in 
r of Agricult 


ro enable the Secretary 
Association of American 
tions, to prepare, publish, a 
the scientific investigations 
tior established in ‘ 1 
March 2, 1887, and tl ret 
th employment zs of « rke 
of Washington and elsewhe 
xpenses, $20,000: Pro le 
tions not ex ling 2,500 
libraries, colleges scienti 
in teaching or in 


ged 


‘his provision also ap 


from the 
under a poitr 
The next 


which was intended to re 
tion of certain reports hitl 


of 


Department 


the following: 


the Se 





the year 1910, 


For per! ! 
salaries and 
ral 


number 


gers, de; 





shing fores 


horse hire; for 


telegraph; for 
and the numl 
litur 





I 
C1 


giving 


lres mad 


, 


House « 
it of order. 
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ae y tiie 
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printing 
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number 
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tion of same; for 
nd 


salaries, clerk hire, hotel bills, automobile, carriage 
! horse hire, 


miscellaneous supplies, giving classification thereof, 
pplies, and all other expenditures made in connection with the 
t of the Forest Service outside of the city of Washington; for 
COI ation of persons engaged in writing descriptive or other matter 
for blication, giving names of persons so employed and amount paid 
to each therefor, and names of publications accepting such matter for 


othce 


con 





ju 
np 
pt 


publication and amount paid to each therefor; for photographs, lan 
tern slides, lecture equipment, and lectures; for printing and bind- 
ing; said statement to show also for the same period of time the 
umounts collected by the Forest Service for timber and the use of the 


forests, 


The provision in the House bill providing for the discontinu- 
ance of reports heretofore printed was stricken out, after the 
adoption of the paragraph I have just read, through a misunder- 
standing on the part of the Senate chairman who, in the con- 
fusion and haste of the hour, was of the opinion that the two 
provisions were conflicting, that they call for duplication of 


work. Upon consideration it appeared, of course, that there 
was no conflict between the two provisions, and the con- 
ferees therefore recommend that both provisions remain in 


the bill. 

Amendment 95 reads as follows: 

(95) That hereafter officers and employees of the Department of Agri- 
culture transferred from one official station to another for permanent 
duty, when authorized by the Secretary of Agriculture, may be 
allowed actual traveling expenses, including charges for the transfer 
ot their effects and personal property used in official work, under such 
— regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of Agri- 

This is in substance a provision which appeared in the 
House bill as reported from the committee, but was stricken out 
on a point of order. It has been modified by limiting the effects 
to be transported to those to be used in official work, and with 
this limitation the House conferees concurred in the amend- 
ment, 

The last important amendment is as follows: 

(96) That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to extend to plants engaged in drying and freezing 
eges for interstate commerce the inspection provided for in the act ap- 
proved June 30, 1906, 

As to that the Senate receded. 

Mr. Speaker, I have called attention to all of the amendments 
of the Senate of a legislative character, and unless there are 
some questions asked I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The Evening Star newspaper 
to-night speaks of a Carter amendment to exclude the Forest 
Service from the supervision of mining sites, and Mr. Pinchot 
says in the paper that that would lead to fake mining deals. 
What did the House conferees do? 

Mr. SCOTT. That was one of the first amendments I read. 
The Senate receded, so that the provision does not remain in 
the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I have repeatedly 
said I was not opposed to forest reserves so far as they contain 
any forest or any lands that are necessary for the proper preser- 
vation of the forests; and I am just in receipt of a telegram 
from the Colorado Live Stock Association, urging me to oppose 
the Heyburn amendment to this bill, which provides for exclud- 
ing from all national forests all lands not bearing 4,000 feet of 
commercial timber per acre. I feel that that amendment, espe- 
cially in that form, would be impracticable, and as the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. Scott] has just stated, that that 
amendment has been stricken out in conference, there is no use 
now of discussing the question of any reduction at this time of 
any of the forest reserves. I certainly have no desire of in- 
flicting any hardship upon the stockmen or ranchmen who use 


the forest reserves for their stock. But I can not resist the 
feeling that some of these days the American peonvie are 
going to wake up to the fact that these forest reserves 


are a pretty expensive luxury, the way they are being adimin 
istered. 
When this forest-reserve policy was first started, the country 


was assured that after four or five years the Forest 


Service 


would not only be self-supporting, but would make large 
contributions to the Treasury of the United States. In 
1900 Congress appropriated $48,520; in 1901 the appropria 


tion was again 


doubled; in 1902 that appropriation was a; 
doubled, and since that year the appropriations have been as 
follows: 

Nos — — pdatinktpagebatind iicitiin tine, ae 
604 sleet tmman aes ‘ibsccale ce ctebiateaitaieal creak 366, 864 
gi 545, 282 
, 642, 000 
eal ss aoe 
a _e ‘i Zest dhadtibinstsiathiaiia taal --. 2, 304, 000 
3, 989, 000 
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And we are now in this and other bills appropriating 


over $7,000,000 for the Forest Service for 1912, $900,000 


of which is for the deficiency, which the service expended 
last year over and above the appropriations allowed them 
by law. I realize that that excess expenditure was, in view of 
the forest fires, humane, and so far as I know, necessary; and 
I have not opposed it. But in view of the former representa- 
tions that this service was to be self-supporting and produce a 
revenue to the Government, it does seem to me that it is our 
duty to call the situation to the attention of the public and in- 
quire when this doubling-up process is going to stop. Person- 
ally, I do not see any indications of any cessation in this con- 
stant increase. 

I do not know how many employees there are in that service, 
and I doubt if anyone else knows; but it has been estimated 
at all the way from four to twelve thousand. It was stated in 
the Senate yesterday by the senior Senator from Wyoming in 
the debate on this bill that the former head of the Forest 
Service in an address before the Geographic Society stated 
that it would require the employment of about 118,000 to 120,000 
men to properly conserve the forests in this country when this 
forest system reaches its real development. So that, if the 
present number of men employed—whatever it is—costs this 
Government $7,000,000 a year, we can roughly approximate 
what 120,000 men would cost. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I would not at this late hour refer even 
thus briefly to this Forest Service question were it not for the 
gigantic and astounding forest-service policy that this country 
is now entering upon. I refer to the passage of the WEEKS 
Appalachian bill, which was signed by the President to-day. I 
opposed and voted against that measure when it passed this 
House. Now that it is a law, there is probably no use of 
discussing it. But to me that bill is one of the most amazing 
outrages that has ever been perpetrated upon the American peo- 
ple. In the first place, I do not believe that this Government 
has any constitutional right to tax the people of this whole 
country for the purpose of buying possibly upward of 75,000,000 
acres of land, which I think is conceded to be utterly worthless 
for any practical purpose, and paying a high price for it for 
the mere purpose of putting it into a forest reserve. It is 
stated that that bill only authorizes an immediate expenditure 
of something like $11,000,000. As a matter of fact, under its 
provisions, if they are carried out as its supporters undoubtedly 
hope and intend, it will, or may, cost this Government 
$300,000,000; and if this Appalachian and White Mountain 
forest reserve is going to be administered over, after its pur- 
chase, in the manner in which the present forest reserves are, 
that one measure will cost- this Government more money than 
the Panama Canal; and I can not see where anybody is going to 
be benefited, excepting the real-estate agents and the men who 
are going to sell these waste lands to Uncle Sam and the people 
who are going to get the jobs. 

But, aside from this enormous and unjust waste of the public 
money, the most dangerous feature of the bill is the insidious 
manner in which these conservation enthusiasts are trying to 
secure Federal control over the waters of all the streams of this 
country. Under the guise of protecting the navigability of the 
streams, they are proposing to exercise Federal control over all 
the nonnavigable streams clear to their sources. In the West we 
have no navigable streams, and the waters belong to the people 
of the States in which they are situated. Our waters are sub- 
ject to State control, and every loyal westerner does, or should, 
resent this Federal encroachment upon our property rights. 
The waters of my State will some day be one of her greatest 
sources of wealth, and the proceeds of that wealth should go 
into the treasury of the State and into the pockets of our inhab- 
itants rather than in the Federal Treasury. 

RIGHTS OF WAY FOR POWER LINES. 

That brings me to the consideration of another feature of this 
bill. I have reference to the Senate amendment granting rights 
of way across the public domain for electric afid power trans 
mission lines. I do not very much like the amendment in its 
present form. I think it is more restrictive, or, at least, subject 
to more bureaucracy and petty Federal regulations, than it ought 
to be. But it is nothing like as outrageous upon the rights of 
the West as many of the bills now pending before Congress and 
which are being vigorously pushed. In fact, my friend from 
New York [Mr. Parsons] and others have been insisting upon 
modifying this amendment and making it a purely leasing propo- 
sition, with an annual rental, for the use of running an electric 
light or telephone wire across any of the public domain. The effort 
is being mace here to put a Federal charge upon every power 
plant in the West, to make it pay into the Federal Treasury a 
royalty upon its income, no matter whether it crosses the public 
domain for a quarter of a mile or a hundred miles. They want 
to make a Federal charge for the use of our water. It is that 


unjust tax upon our development and upon our property that we 
A year ago, in a speech which I delivered on 


bitterly resent. 





1911. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. AOL7 


this floor, I called the attention of the country to the fact that rhose of us who ar ! i to this bureau t ! trat 
i ‘ . . . 7 — h ublie dor n hole t In S ! l 
tl ast is not paying any royalty for the use of its water, and | ™¢_Puble domain hold t 
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lands.” I make these brief remarks as a protest to this tend ! moved t rangers of | 
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’ 4 “etait g™ 7 4 . : from the orest eserve \ ! 
that the lands and resources of the West ars he < on. | ee : 14 ‘ ’ ’ 
£ 1 } . — . wh 1 is not! ie ) res eT 
property ot! the people ot this country. Those I ) <Q anv real conflict etween t ri te r 
are the property of the people who go there and d sucn cont 
> » . it n of 1 rat t 1 
them. If you want a share of them, come out to « "A di ! f 
} , . : . ss \ Gis} 5 
try and help us reclaim the forest and the desert land and = what to do with our for 
develop the water power. Ve will extend to you hearty eral deposits, and our cer | 
j ; | : ; Serva r — vy f j 
greeting, and you are welcome to your share of it. But you (pera eeeest deal with 
t _s a . s ‘ . ] e must deal w 
no right to ren cosily in the Eas and t a with men seeking home ! 
h our Lust in ing to build up those zg ‘ t ti for tl it { 
n 
0 ri | 1 « 
As I have said befor tl Governnh is not a money I thet 
proposition rhe t f ‘tion of this Government is ove ; 
s — ae tior If tl . 
the people in such manner as will st promote their Si, 
and welfare, and not unjustly tax tl energy of one portion | t nd 
of the coi ntry tor the benefit of all the rest. lam not i favor : : ‘ ae 
of repealing the Colorado constitution and reverting to the con- | ; 5h ! 
ee . . : i : 
dition of a Federal province, ment 
But [ will not extend my remarks further because my position | t! 
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The first one is by Hon. Edward Keating, who for many years 
was managing editor of the paper. and who has recent be ' 
appointed by the governor as president of the State | l board. | v., 
Che second one is by Hon. J. Arthur Keddy, pre ident of the good 
National Public Domain League. fi 
The third one is by ex-State Senator Elias M. Ammons. aaaiin: ai: eeu i 
, . . - , . . a . ” . . 
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But however vigilant Mr. Pinchot may be and however wi i t 
Mr. Ballinger’s regulat may be, the system the 
will always retain a fatal defect It must in the very ‘ “ 
be a bureaucracy, clothed with powers which are repugna al ir | St t \ 
theories of republican government ‘ ‘ I 
This bureaucracy responsible to no one except the appointing pow iy { 
and protected against that by the machinery of civil service-—will So f ‘ l nd i ! 
cling tenaciously to the power it has and constantly reach out for t t I 
For that is the nature of bu ies, whether their headquarters | tet the Ad iN nd 
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“crown lands At its best this system would produce a beneficent | than it is to-day. 


despotism, and at its worst it would make Ireland’s most appalling This principle permits no distin« etw ! 
examples of absentee landlordism seem commonplace. Crown of England or a bureau at Washington rhe « f 





























i oweri of the standa of citizenship—the substitution of 
pate tlism for individuaiism—vitaiized by initiative and “ oppor 
‘ eption of our Government there were two methods from 
‘ t where the riches of our natural resources would in 
{ t to tl people isa wl e, One vas a rovyaity ) tax 
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‘ f i i I ht National Treasury ; and the other 
{ the t of che products to the consumer, upon the principle 
olf r the raisi free coal for the digging, and free power to 
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dant 1 ulis at tha W are the gr est agricultural 
| on 1 rlol » produce rly one-half of all the coal mi on 
t! t ind at} r the k price to consumers, and we t 
t fest manufactul in the d. 
Under the plea of impending famines of timber, coal, iron ores 1 
and of impoveris n SO} representations deserving of but one ¢c i 
1 n, viz, lies, and I use the word lvisedly—our people have been 
tweedled into considering a 1 rsal of principle and the taking up 
of that rejected plan of landlor« n and royalties, i. « to tax t! 
consume! for the enefit of ¢ National Tre: J Un tunut 
t of the public-land States are the only consumers booked for thi 
ta 
lind the public lands of Colorado from the first been ject to this 
plan our pec would the past year have paid on the one item alone, 
vi for the privilege of digzing their own coal, $600,000, based on the 
Hh cents per ton alty proposed for Alaska, and they would eventually 
pay pon t 371,000,000,000 tons remaining, according to the Gov 


imates, 


$18,550,000,000. 














\ respects Colorado's water powers, the Government has t pro 
mulgated its “bureau laws” to charge $1 per horsepower per year 
Inasmuch as the Government estimates our ultimate development: pos 
sibilities at 1,000,000 to 2,117,000 horsepower, that prospective tax 
can be readily computed 

These afford suggestions for reflection upon what the consumers of 
the public-land States would be contributing to the Federal Treasury 
in the years to come. For further reflection, we again quote from th« 
history of the Rev. John Higginson episode, viz: 

“As yet, it was not judicious to demand high rents. The first object 
was to familiarize the people with the idea that the king was sole 


proprietor and landlord.” 


As the patriots of New England killed that “ idea” in 1688, so should 








we at this time kill that principle. 

very true and loyal man should study upon ways and plans for get- 
ting rid of the public domain by getting the lands and the natural 
resources equitably and safely into the ownership of the individual, in- 
stead of scheming and devising ways for increasing the army of Gov- 
ernment subagents and hirelings to rule and harass the peo} and 
whose number will yet be vastly increased under the proposed new 


order of things 








As the Government has already relegated the control of the water 
power trusts to the States, so it should, and doubtless will, the other 
trusts. There are hundreds of others than public-land States’ trusts 
to be r ed, and they can as well be handled under the general 
scheme for regulating trusts, which the people are bound to inaugurate 
and which will not serve as an excuse for taxing the people. 








STATEMENT BY HON. E. M. AMMONS. 
The public lands should be turned over to the States wherein they 
lie under terms just and equitable to both State and Nation, with 
restrictions to effectively prevent monopoly and at the same time secure 





the greatest possible settlement and development. The establishment 
of our present land board provides the ency for handling our lands 
and resources. All agricultural and grazing lands should be freely 


opened to entry under the limit of a homestead capacity. Under State 
control prospecting would be encouraged and mining stimulated in sharp 
contrast to the present discouraging conditions. Water for power pur 
oses would be made available that the people might have cheaper light 
n their homes, cheaper power to operate the mines and mills and fae 








tories, and thus we would stimulate the manufacturing of our products 
at home. Under State control land suitable for summer homes could 
be opened to preemption to citizens of the United States, whether resi 
dents of the State or not, with proper restrictions as to residence upon 
the Inand and improvements. The coal, oil, stone, and clay lands could 
be sold and developed and our forest lands handled in harmony with 
our other resources and under laws suitable to our local conditions. 
Vending settlement and sale, the unoccupied lands could be rented and 
the receipts from this source, which would be large, could be applied 
to the building of good roads, which would help to make these same 
lands accessible, and consequently more valuable. 

Inasmuch as the Federal Government is not making expenses in the 
administration of these lands, it should be glad to cede them outright 
to the States. If the sentiment created by the press agency of the 
Forest Service is so strong that this can not be done, then they should 


he 





sold to the States at a minimum price, to be paid for as they are 
disposed of by the States. Agricultural and grazing land should not bk 
‘ rged for, the usual fees being paid to the State for administration. 
rl surpl after paying the Government price, should go to the 
ruction of public highways and the completion of reclamation 








If such a plan was carried out it would result in one jurisdiction and 
ur rm laws over all the territory in the State; would enormously 
increa taxable property, provide for the construction of good roads, 
oO] new lands to settlement and encourage greater production for 
market We would thus have the same right that was enjoyed by 
the Eastern States of utilizing our natural resources to buiid our 
State. We would have the right to impose local taxes upon all prop 
erty alike and expend the resulting revenues in a manner most advan 
taceous to the welfare of our citizens. By increasing our population 
‘ 1 have more and better schools and thus improve social condi 
t We would be able to establish public parks which, with our 
$ , of highways, would not only furnish places of recreation for 
our own people, but would attract the tourist trade of the world. The 
OT of our lands and resources to entry and use would stimulate 

nt and development to a point unknown before, and the people 

‘ y section of the State would be guaranteed the right of local 

or nment 

of Colorado have a better knowledge of the resources 

of ; S e than any bureau at Washington could possibly have. We 

have a re direct interest in the preservation and development of these 

res ces and are best able to give the proper administration. The 
re s m the use and sale of the public lands would be sufficient | and stipulations which it 

for their care, the establishment of a system of parks and the con- 

struction of all needed highways and the addition of this property to 
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the tax rolls would help build and support ovr growing educational and 
other State institutions. 



















































It will be gued that the States have never cared for these lands 
and resources as they should, but it must be remembered that the States 
did not own these lands, received no revenue from them, and had no 
control over them whatever. If there has been a tendency toward 
monepoly it has been the fault of Federal laws and administration, 
not the State. 

the public-land question overshadows all others in importance to 
the West Upon its solution depends whether our industrial life shall 
continne to be hampered by di uragements and prevention, or whether 
by unlo our lands and resources to the people, it shall be qui ’ 
in I lity. 

\s the West prospers the East is enriched. At least, an “ enlight- 
— fishir * should inspire the country to give us a “square 
adea 

THE PUBLIC AND THE CONSERVATION POLICY. 
[Read hefore the National Elect Light Association at its thirty-third 
convention, held at St. Louis, Mo., May 26, 1910, by J. R. MeKee.] 

It is the purpose of the writer not to give expression to his personal 
views, but to offer statements of conditi as they exist to-day, leaving 
for each reader to draw his own conclusions. 

We will begin at the essential question to titles in connection with 
publ lands upon which it may be desired to locate a water power. 
All of thes discussions of course have to do with the Western States 

11 those few Southern States where there are still public leads, 

‘tv, Florida. Alabama, and Mississippi, and have no bearing what- 
oever on situations in the East, where the lands have long since passed 
into private ownership. The one essential thing to keep in mind, how- 

‘1, in considering this question, is that in the Western States of 

, Colorado, Idaho, New Mexico, Nevada, Utah, and Wyoming the 
v r as such belongs to the States, and any title to it must be ac- 
q from the State. As a broad propesition these titles are acquired 





plications for a given amount of water and putting the same 
actual or so-called beneficial use, this use varying somewhat in the 
ferent States as to whether it is supplied for mining, irrigation, 
domestic, or power purposes. Title can not be acquired to the water, 
however, until it has been applied to actual use. n other words, you 





can not locate on a given amount of water and, without using it, re- 
tain title. It must not only be located upon, but must actually be 
applied to the respective purpose for which filing is made. It does 


not necessarily follow that you can locate upon it for one purpose only, 











for you can recite any one of the several different purposes and apply 
it accordingly. In other Western States, including California, Oregon, 
and Washineton, the doctrine of riparian rights (the common-law rule) 
obteirs, and that is the right of the proprietor of the adjoining land 
to the flow of the water of the stream. This right does not depend 


upon usage, but passes with the soil. 

At the time when the respective laws were enacted which helped the 
building up of the West, the question of generating power by elec- 
tricity from water powers and transmitting it therefrom was not a 
known development, and, therefore, the laws which were then enacted 
have to do particularly with the granting of rights for domestic uses, 
ditch companies, irrigation companies, and manufacturing. Under the 
plea of the conservationists and the claims which have been put forth 
by the enthusiasts of the Forest Service, it is questionable whether 
many of the water powers which have been installed under such rights 















as have heen granted by the Federal authorities in the past 8 or 10 
vears can claim a title to the property upon which they have built. 
In other words, the water-power companies, as such, located on the 


public domain have been given by the Secretary of the Interior what 
are known as revocable rights, it being claimed by the Federal officers 
that this is the only form of authority which they are authorized to 
grant. 

This revocable right, briefly. is a right which is granted by the 
Secretary of the Interior to utilize the public lands for the conveying 
of water to be used for power, but “ Revocable at the option of the 
Secretary.” Of course, it was claimed this contemplated that if the 
right was legitimately used and expenditures properly made, and the 
development carried to a conclusion, ours being an honorable Govern- 
ment, and the people of the country able to depend upon their high 
officials being dignified men, no possible trouble would ever result from 
any Secretary undertaking, after work was done, to deliberately con- 


fiscate property or ruin titles by attempting to revoke such rights, 
and that if he did attempt to do it the probabilities were that, the 


companies having proceeded under this revocable right and completed 
the work, the title, without regard to any further act on the part of 
the Secretary, had passed by reason of prior statutes which convey 
title upon the completion of the work. 

Addressing ourselves, however, to the character of protection which 





is afforded by depending upon the personnel of the Government offi 
cials, I have before me some data which were exceeding!y difficult to 
obtain. In fact, after it 


had been promised on one or two occasions 





















by the officials of the Forest Service, they still withheld it, and it was 
only after enlisting the assistance of certain United States Senators 
who demanded the information that its was forthcoming. This is a 
list, which is the resu!t of action on the pac of ex-Secretary of the 
Interior Garfield and Secretary of Agriculture Wilson, the latter, it is 
understood, acting under the suggestion of Mr. Pinchot, when, on 
March 2, 1909, which, you will note, was just two days before Mr 
Garfield was to go out of office, there was issued a list of what is 
called the “ Decisions of March 2, 1909,” by which “ Permits issued 


by the Secretary of the Interior under act of February 15, 1901,” were 


revoked. This list covers 40 different plants. The names of these 


plants are withheld because it would only serve to complicate titles, 
but it is worth while to know that these revocations were issued with 
out advising with or granting any hearing whatsoever to the repre 


sentatives of any of the water-power companies. Some of the piants 
had been completed and were in operation, and upon others hundreds 
of thousands of dollars had been expended. In other words, ex- 
Secretary Garfield, who is supposed to be a gentleman of dignity and 
honorable in his dealings, and Mr. Wilson, Secretary of Agriculture, 
the latter acting under the suggestion, it is understood, of Mr. Pinchot, 
had deliberately undertaken to destroy any titles whatsoever to ex 
isting properties upon which millions of dollars had been expended, 
and without even allowing a hearing of any kind or giving any advance 


it 





notice whatsoever to the parties concerned. 
In these days of attempting to do everything by law, it is certainly 
difficult enough to k 





» everything in absolute compliance with the terms 
claimed the law imposes. To undertake, 
however, to deal with an administration which deliberately says they 
are doing things the law does not specifically authorize, simply because 























the law does not specifically prohibit, makes the situation peculiarly 
difficult Starting out with what was supposed to be the presery on 
of our forests, and I am sure everyone believes in and wishes the proper 
preservation of our forests, and hiding under that cloak, the last admin- 
istration had withdrawn from entry—and the present administration 
has followed the same policy—hundreds of thousands, up into the m 
] 
! 













of acres of land, for every conceivable purpose, stating gen 
ver, that it was for the purpose of creating forest reserves. ‘This 
howev finally got to be grotesque when it was demonstrated they 
fs thousands of feet in the air, and perfectly bat 
lands, upon which forests never had grown and never 
made to grow, until eventually it was admitted that they were 
not withdrawing them for forest reserves, etc., but for power sites anc 
other purposes. The present administration, however, have gone so far 
as to withdraw all lands upon which it was thought possible to find oil, 
gas, coal, or phosphate, and have admitted they have done this simply 
because they were not prohibited by law from doing it. Mr. Taft so 
admitted in his speech made a short time ago in Chicago. He has asked, 
however, that Congress protect his acts by passing a law making legal 
these withdrawals, a retroactive law, if you please. That Congress 
recognizes this condition is pretty well shown by the considerable num- 
ber of bill tring on the subject which have been introduced in the 
last Congress. The general tenor in every one of them is something to 
the effect that “All such withdrawals heretofore made and now ex- 
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ting are hereby ratified and confirmed as though made under 
his act.” 

It is difficult enough to comply with the construction of the laws as 
ey actually exist, but we have also to deal with a situation wher 
iflicials do acts in expectation that laws will be made later on to r 
hem, and it is puzzling to know just where the private citizen, who is 
ndeavoring to promote enterprises and develop the country, is going to 

t off, or get on, whichever way you wish to put it. If those holding 
public offices can pursue a policy of this character, we can easily antici 
pate what would happen if they saw fit to carry it beyond the 
question of public lands and introduce the same methods in the direc 
tion of assessing taxes and tariffs, just because they are not pro 
hibited by law. Continuing this along other lines, it would only be a 
question of how far it could go before the people would insist on calling 
a halt. 

One of the so-called “ offenses" which the Government officials claim 
has been committed by the “ Interests" is that frauds have been perpe 
trated by entries being made on lands taken up for certain prescribed 
uses which were not those for which they were actually intended For 
instance, it was claimed that large tracts of timber land had been a 
quired by locating as placer-mining claims good timber lands, it being 
stated that these withdrawals of land for placer-mining claims when in 
tended to cover timber was a fraud. Undoubtedly, if such a thing was 
done it was fraudulent, but if it be a crime for private interests to at 
tempt to do this, why is it not also a crime for Government officials 
go ahead as they have been doing, withdrawing thousands of 
land under the plea of its being for the purpose of creating forest re 
serves, etc., which they afterwards admitted were solely for the purpose 
of securing water-power sites, or lands having coal, gas, and other 
deposits? When a citizen does it the Government can proceed against 
him officially, but when Government officials do it there is no way to 
have such acts brought into the courts, because no action under existing 
laws can be brought against the Government. In other words, the 
Government officials commit what when the same acts are com 
mitted by private citizens are called crimes, but if done by Govern 
ment officials sworn to execute the laws they expect you to regard as 
virtues. 

To give a concrete illustration of the arbitrary way the situation has 
been dealt with: If you are raising grain on land which has been taken 
up from the public domain and you wish to transport it to market, and 
in doing so you are obliged to construct a roadway across public lands, 
you are allowed to build this roadway across such lands. If in doing so 
you have oceasion to cross a nonnavigable stream running through pub 
lic lands you are privileged to build a bridge across the stream for this 
purpose, and upon accomplishing your work the title passes. Should it, 
however, happen that this bridge is located at a point where there is a 
fall in the stream, and you take this same bridge, if you please, and in 
stead of putting it across the stream, call it a flume and simply turn it 
around so that it points down the stream, and then carry water across 
it instead of grain, the United States Government seeks to prohibit this 
right, and says you can not have the land for this use. The distinction 
between being allowed to carry grain across the bridge and being denied 
the right to turn the bridge down the stream and flow water over it, the 
latter of which you also have title to by rights granted by the State. 
would seem to be simply one of arbitrary action on the part of the 
Government officials 














— a om 






















































Addressing ourselves to the degree of intelligence and the amount of 
hostility which has been brought to bear on this situation, a particu 
larly striking case is that in connection with the Niagara River Under 
the administration of President Roosevelt, with Mr. Taft as Secretary 
of War. a convention was entered into with Canada, through what is 
known as the Burton Act, by which at Niagara River the United States 
is allowed to withdraw from that river 20,000 cubic second-feet of 
water, while on the Canadian side 56,000 cubic second-feet can be with- 
drawn These figures were arrived at, so far as I have been able to 
ascertain, without any conclusive or proper engineering data as to what 
would be the effect upon the river or upon the scenic grandeur of 
Niagara Falls if amounts in excess of those recited were taken from 
above the falls. At the time the convention was entered into the plants 
on the Canadian side of the river were withdrawing, as nearly 
as we can estimate, a trifle over half of the amount of water allotted 
to the Canadian side The plants on the American side of the 
river were utilizing practically all the water allotted by the act to thi 
side 







































There is an additional unused right to 20,000 cubic second-feet on 
the American side which had k re been granted by the State of 
New York, and although considerable work had been done years ago 
toward using this grant, and the parties owning it were read to 
ahead and complete the plant at an expe nditure of twelve or fifteen 

















millions of dollars, the convention entered into by the United State 
made no allowance for this water grant, and presented such complica- 
tions in connection with title to tl water that the undertaking ha 






been brought to an entire stop rhe question was put to Mr. T 
Secretary of War, whether he would consent to have the United §S 
bring an action against the company for the purpose of endeavor 
clear the title; he declined to do it, appreciating probably that, since an 
individual is unable to bring an action against the United States, tl 
owners of this plant were bsolutely helpless; and all of this was done 

without there having been sufficient data secured as to whether or noi 

the additional 20,000 cubic second-feet, if taken out, would have any | 
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Saks ne Dee Be SENN Ee DOS OE ie ——— one ae | that this language is not such as would ordinarily be in the bill. 
ar t great deal of pleasure advised his clients, | : ” . . ; if 
1 { jo san en mail va his mind art omeat he woelt | + general regulations. Now, then, there might be dif 
g well over the State to locate at least 1,000,000 horse- ferent regulations for Yellowstone Park than for some Indian 
i MH mmission was promptly withdrawn, the parties rc this reservation. There might be a specific regulation for a par- 
t ey had no conception there was any such an amount. To this eats Lae is : seein ll aa al Saal 
he replied that he believed there was not only that much, but double | ™ ular park rather than general regulations applicable to all 
l 

‘ 

| 

t 


says 


vail: in California alone. It is hardly necessary to say | parks. And the ordinary language, I think, would be like this: 

hat this same condition prevails to a greater or lesser degree in sev- Under such regulations as he may prescribe. 
Western States I cite this case only to em isize how | ° 

( nderstood are th water-power possibilities of the N ion To 
imiliar with the situation it is incomprehensible that men who 
are assumed to poss ‘ mon sense and to have regard for integrity 









1itl 


jut this says: 


General regulations for the parks, etc. 























can assert that the s illed water-power interests are endeavoring to | Now, then, if these general regulations are to be made ap 
ontrol the w er powers it lis cou , The most difficult thing from ; : » : . 7h » § 

control the water | ‘s in this country. The most difficult thing from / plicable to all the parks, there might be some difficulty in mak- 
a water-powe andpoint is to find those water sites at which the cost | ¢ . : 1 . 

of development would not run up to an amount prohibitive from a | INE them all applicable. 

commercial standpoint rhe continuous development of the steam | Mr. SCOTT. I will say to the gentleman that difficulty was 
ngine anc he reduc S Por vel > nower hy steam are everv | sey : : ' 
engine and t reduced t for developing pow ; DB are every | not apprehended by the officials whose duty it will be to make 
year making it harder to find a water-power site on which the first . 2 ° . > 5 es 
cost to develop would not be so high as to make it impossible to com- | the regulations, and it simply follows the language of the bil! 
pete with the low cost of steam-generated power, particularly when it | which has already passed the Senate. 

A 5 oe hy Samy im carbines . ra oo pean | ows aaa — | Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then it can be forfeited for only 
practicing ! col \ m if, inste: o ondeavoring adk < . » e » . 
the cost and difficulties of water-power development, they would give | two years. One is for nonuser and the other is for abandon 
assistance to capital and ot erprises undertaking this develap- | ment. Now, does the gentleman think we ought to give a free 
ment, because for every water power that is installed proportionately | jicense for 50 years, with no right to forfeit except for aban 
that mu coal and oil are saved, and thereby is accomplished true 5 ‘ ‘ 

conservation of our Nation's resources. The present policy of the Gov- | donment and nonuser? Suppose there should be a great abuse. 
ernment, however, is going to carry us to just the other extreme. In | or there should be some injury done, or some interference hap 
other words, by inereasing the cost of water power development they pens to exist 9 

ar roing to increase proportionately the amount of power generated Mr SCOTT Nhe ton te . an , neon 
by steam, Ww _ of course, means the burning of oil and coal—Niagara Mr. SCOTT. I think that would be taken care of by regu 
Buffalo, for instance lations which could be easily enforced. 

i - real « fliculty in this whole situation = 0 gel a a. teria, = Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The law specifically provides 
a ne it ation which has veen suggested and all be ruies an . es . ca . 
regulations which been formulated in connection with water | that there shall be a forfeiture for two specific causes. 
pt rs have en made by people who are not informed and who are | Mr. SCOTT. Other methods may be found to enforce proper 
4 I 1 ’ ! t r ! » j t ‘ oo } ” , . . ce 7 . 
practical. a ae ay, ‘ee ee solutely im-/| regulations in place of forfeiture. 

Let us hope that byst 1 will soon exhaust itself and allow an appeal | _ Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And t only thought this: In 
to ison. It is to be hoped that the sts tion in the development | Yellowstone Park, which is a wonderfully beautiful place, it 
¥f our Dp ; wna wh ic sill ing ta ollo ; . rresent 1 . j ee . . 2 ° : : e ? . cn rs) 
o public fands, which will inevitably follow the present policy, | might be found that this license was granted by Secretary Wil 
wil ring : an era of common sense and that those in authority | : 


will be brought to understand that it would be more nearly within the | 500. or Whoever has it in charge, and would interfere with sight 
duties of r high position if they found ways to induce the coming | seers or would prove to be detrimental to the park, and the 


t settle e taking n an evelor » f YT mocennie nhlic | " * 1 
= tier, the taking up and development of the ul ipied public | would want to move it and the people would not agree to do 
domain, and the creation of wealth where barrenness and , 





liity now 


exi let us hope that the sober judgment of the people will con- | £0» You can not forfeit it unless it is abandoned or unless ther 
demn this poli f putting eve possible obstacle in the way of de- | is a nonuser for two years. Now, you can not make a regulation 
velopment, the policy which, to discover | 


hew obstacles, has even gone | which shall prescribe another grant for forfeiture. 

Now, I wondered whether a specific statement of that kind, 
limiting the ground of forfeiture to two, ought to be in a bil 
giving a franchise for 50 years free, in Yellowstone Park, fo 

| example. I had never seen the bill before, and it is an extraoi 

dinarily difficult thing to pass upon a measure of this impor 
tance without— 

skilled laborer, I wish to object to that very emphatically,| Mr. SCOTT. The fact that it has been passed upon by the 

because it is a new proposition. When the bill was before the | heads of the departments who are to administer it, after car 

House IT made an amendment to make five folders at $900, so | ful consideration, would seem to me to relieve the situation of 
s to make the proposition uniform; in other words, the room | any apprehension. 

where these people work. It went to the Senate, and now it | Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That sort of an argument could 

comes back with a provision for two skilled laborers. I claim | pe brought as to anything that might come up here. 

that one should be stricken out, and that it should read one Mr. SCOTT. I refer to it only because the gentleman has 

skilled laborer at $1,000 a year instead of two. I ask for a | said that he had not read it and considered it. 

separate vote on that, Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask thi 
The SPEAKER. But a separate vote can not be had on a | gentleman one question. 

conference report. Mr. SCOTT. TI will yield for one question. 

Mr. CARY. Then T shall object to it. Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I want to call the attention of 

The SPEAKER, It is not subject to objection. the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture to the fact that 

Mr. PARSONS. Referring again to that amendment No. 82, | he has been adroitly led by the gentleman from New Yor! 
the right-of-way amendment, the head of the executive depart- | [Mr. Parsons] into a contradiction. The gentleman from New 
ment is to grant these payments subject to regulations he} York asked the chairman if it was not true that under thi 
may fix. Do I understand it correctly when I say that the | pill there could be no charge for the running of these wir 
erees agreed to that on the idea that in theefuture the | [ understood the chairman of the committee to answer that 


beyond the authority of law. 


Mr. CARY. Mr Speaker, I wish to call attention to amend 
ment No. 69 in the bill as reported from the Senate and state 
that when it left the House it read “one skilled laborer at 
$1,000." The Senate has placed in this bill a provision for 


two skilled laborers That makes a new position for one 


same regulations would be made as have been made in the | there would not be under this bill. 

past? Mr. PARSONS. I beg to differ with the gentleman. That 
Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. | is not the question I asked. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I want to ask the chairman one | Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Now, I ask whether he did n 


oo 


question. I notice in amendment No. 52, line 14, there is a pro- put another interpretation upon this act by getting the chail 





vision for general regulations for the issuance of grants upon | man to answer to the contrary? 
the public lands, national forests, and reservations, Now, that Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my remarks in the Recorp 
means that the general regulations would be regulations ap-| The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
plicable to all of the parks. Is it true that that would preclude There was no objection 
him from making certain specific regulations for each individual Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the conferen 
park? report of the agricultural appropriation bill be agreed to. 
Mr. SCOTT. I would hardly consider it that way. It seems | Mr. CARY. Mr. Speaker 
to me the permit would generally mean general regulations ap The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer 
plying to all persons. It would seem to me there might be dif- | ence report. 
ferent regulations in Indian reservations and military reserya- The conference report was agreed to. 
tions from the regulations adopted in this service. [Cries of The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is recog 


* Vote!” “ Vote!” nized. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I was just about to sit down, Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker-—— 
but I will stand up now and ask this question: There is a point Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
to the question, although the gentlemen who yelled “ Vote!” | from Wisconsin has a preferential motion 
have not yet seen it. The chairman has very politely responded Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a 
that he thought the interpretation was not as I would give; | recess until 9.30 o’clock to-day. 
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Mr. CARLIN, 
adjourn. 

Mr. SCOTT. Pending the announcement. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARLIN. 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, 
tion? 

Mr. CARLIN. I will insist on it unless the hour is changed 
to 10 o'clock. If the motion is made to take a recess until 10 
o'clock I will not object. 

Mr. MANN. We will have conference reports to receive as 
early as 9.50 o'clock. 

Mr. CARLIN. 
jection. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


Does the gentleman insist upon that mo- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles, wheu the Speaker signed the 
same: 

H. R. 29157. An act making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 50273. An act for the relief of the city of Quincy, the 
towns of Weymouth and Hingham, and the Old Colony Street 
Railway Co., all of Massachusetts; 

H. R. 31239. An act to authorize Park C. Abell, George B. 
Lloyd, and Andrew B. Sullivan, of Indianhead, Charles County, 
Md., to construct a bridge across the Mattawoman Creek, near 
the village of Indianhead, Md.; 

H. R. 25370. An act to waive the age limit for admission to 
the Pay Corps of the United States Navy for one year in the 
case of Paymaster’s Clerk Arthur Henry Mayo; 

H. R. 3 An act making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912; 

Hl. R. 18014, An act to amend section 996 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, as amended by the act of Feb- 
ruary 19, 1897; 

H. R. 32251. An act authorizing the sale of portions of the 
allotments of Nek-quel-e-kin, or Wapato John, and Que-til-qua- 
soon, or Peter, Moses agreement allottees; 

H. R. 32721. An act to extend the time for commencing and 
completing the construction of a dam authorized by the act 
entitled “An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River in the county of Morrison, State of Minne- 
sota,” approved June 4, 1906; 

H. R. 32883. An act to extend the time for the completion of 
a bridge across the Morris and Cummings Channel, at a point 
near Aransas Pass, Tex., by the Aransas Terminal Railway 
Co.; and 

H. R. 28406. An act making appropriations for the current 






and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
for fulfiliing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, 
and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1912. 


The SPEAKER announced 
the following titles: 

8.3501. An act providing for the taking over by the United 
States Government of the Confederate cemetery at Springfield, 
Mo.; 


his bills of 


signature to enrolled 


S.10559. An act to designate St. Andrews, Fla., as a subport 
of entry; 

S. 10792. An act to promote the erection of a memorial in 
conjunction with Perry’s victory centennial celebration on Put 


in Bay Island during the year 1913 in commemoration of the 
one hundredth anniversary of the Battle of Lake Erie and the 
northwestern campaign of Gen, William Henry Harrison in the 
War of 1812; 

S. 6059. An act to remove cloud from the title of the southeast 


quarter of the northeast quarter of section 23, township 47, 
range 23 west of the fifth principal meridian, except 10 acres 


off of the north side thereof, in Pettis County, Mo., and to re 
lease the title of the United States therein to George R. Shelley, 
his heirs and assigns; 

S. 9271. An act for the relief of William H. Walsh; 

S. 10822. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, S. Dak., 
by the Winnipeg, Yankton & Gulf Railroad Co.: and 

S. 10761. An act to amend section 3 of the act of Congress of 
May 1, 1888, and extend the provisions of section 2301 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States to certain lands in the 
State of Montana embraced within the provisions of said act, 
and for other purposes. 





Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


Then, Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw my ob- | 


RECESS, 
The SPEAKER. 
tleman from New 


The question is on the motion of the gen 


York [Mr. PAYNE] that the House do now 
take a recess until 9.30 o'clock. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 2 o’clock a. m., 





Friday, March 3) a recess was taken until 9 o'clock and 30 
minutes a. m., Friday, March 3. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 


erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania, from the 
Printing, to which was referred the resolution of the 
(S. Con. Res. 7) providing for the printing of the proceedings 
held on the occasion of the dedication of the Stephenson Grand 
Army Memorial, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2288), which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
state of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
9241) to amend an act entitled “An act to revive, with amend- 
ments, un act to incorporate the Medical Society of the District 
of Columbia, approved July 7, 1838,” reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 7), which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


Committee on 


Senate 


on the 


HOR 


REPORTS OF ON PRIVATE 


LUTIONS. 


COMMITTEES BILLS AND 
( 


IT” 
RES 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
und referred to the Committee of the Whole fol- 
lows : 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 31327, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 1005) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 


louse, as 


in the case of George L. Summey, accompanied by a report (No. 
2282), which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 


House bill 30803, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (TI. Res. 
1006) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case 
of Alexander W. Hoffman, accompanied by a report (No. 2283), 


which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred tbe bill of the House (H. R. 52491) to au- 
thorize the issuance of a patent to H. W. Slaughter for land 
located in Clarke County, State of Alabama, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2285), which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XNII, bills, resolutions, and me- 
morials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 32985) directing the Secretary 


of War to cause the superintendence, surveying, 
to be done on the main 


and inspecting 


interior channel of Jamaica Bay, N. Y., 


and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, 

By Mr. McLACHLAN of California: A bill (IT. R. 32986) to 
provide a tactical organization for the mobile forces of e 


t 
the Army; tot 


United States and to increase the efliciency of ie 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Memorial of the Legislature of New 
York, favoring uniformity of treatment to American citizens 
having passports while traveling in other « to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Memorial of the Legislature of Connecti- 
eut, favoring the passage of the Sulloway pens b to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills 1 resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as f 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (IL. 1 IST) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Margaret Bleything; to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, 
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alias William H. P. Roberson; 

hSions, 

RKE of South 


Rathbun, 


to the Committee 
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for 
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R. 32989) 


Committee 


Dakota : 
Beachy & C 


a $ 


090) granting 


Committee 


Mr 
to 


KOPP: A 
Randall 


bili (HL. 


Kinnie; 


R. 3: 


5 an increase of 
to the 


pension on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 32991) for the relief of Patrick 


Hf. Dolan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 32992) for the re- 
lief of Lizzie Lynch; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: A bill (H. R. 32998) granting an 
increase of pension to John Thompson; to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (EL R. 32994) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse F,. Logsdon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HL R. 32995) granting an increase of pension 
to Simon V. Seeley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 32986) granting a pension to Thomas Har- 


lan: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 32997) 


of Daniel Kennedy; to the Committee on Claims. 


for the relief 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Iroquois County Farm- 
ers’ Institute in Illinois, protesting against the trade agreement 
with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Kansas, 
protesting against the abolition of the pension agencies; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of the Presbyterian Church of Manteno, IIl., 
praying for legislation to further restrict interstate trans- 
portation in intoxicating liquors; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the United Mine Workers of America, of 
Westville, Ill., praying that the battleship New York may be 
built in a Government navy yard; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of E. E. Hadsall and 30 other citizens of Co- 
hoctah, Mich., praying for legislation to further restrict inter- 
state transportation in intoxicating liquors; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri: Petition of Joe C. Rus- 
sell, S. EK. Shafer, C. O. Dewey, and others, of Breckenridge, 
Mo., in favor of the Owen bill for the establishment of a De- 
partment of Public Health; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of protest 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Petition of the Practical Farmers’ 
Club, of Oxford, Ohio, for a general parcels-post system; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Pest Roads. 

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: Petition of Syracuse 
Printing Pressmen’s Union, No. 66, for House bill 15413: to the 
Committee cn Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. DRAPER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State | Camp, 


of New York, relating to the discrimination against American 
citizens in Russia: to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

\lso, petition of 
York, relating to Canadian reciprocity and the fortification of 
the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DODDS: Petition of citizens of Alma and vicinity, 
Mich., as to Senate bill 404 and House joint resolution 17; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Local No. 
% Junior Order United American Mechanics, Groveland, Mass., 
for House bill 15413, educational test for immigrants: to the 
Comittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

\lso, petition of the General Court of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, for Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Mr. HUFF: Memorials of Washington 
Jeannette, Pa., and 636, of Vandergrift, Pa., 
if America, and Mayflower Council, No. 


By Camps 751, of 
Patriotic Order Sons 


159, Junior Order 


United American Mechanics, favoring the passage of House 
bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 


zation. 


of Narriamissic | 


Grange, of Orland, Me., against Canadian reciprocity; to the | hocken Council, No. 241; Mount Carmel Council, No. 874; Au: 


| 


- of pension to 





Also, petition of Branch No. 113, Glass Bottle Blowers’ Asso- 
ciation, of Jeannette, Pa., favoring House bill 29866; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Central Labor Union of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
against increase of postage on magazines; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Automobile Club of Pittsburg, Pa., urg- 
ing the construction of a national highway connecting Washing- 
ton and Gettysburg and the passage of House bill 31238; to the 
Committee on Apprepriations. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Memorial of Trades and Labor 
Council of East Liverpool, Ohio, in relation to the use of hand- 
roller printing presses in Bureau of Engraving and Printing; to 
the Committee on Printing. 

sy Mr. LOUD: Petitions of C. W. Fallaso and H. L. Welling, 
of Petoskey, Mich., and J. H. Rodfish and two residents of Cole- 
man, Mich. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Lin- 
coln, College View, and South Auburn, Nebr., against Senate bill 
404 and House joint resolution 17; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petitions of Eugene F. Law and 25 
others, Edna Sanjule and 20 others, Bert Mooney and 14 others, 
William Drope and 10 others, and Mary Rettie and 4 others, 


| all of Port Huron, Mich., protesting against Senate bill 404 and 





| gusta 


Hlouse joint resolution No. 17; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of residents of ‘Aledo, IIL, 
against the passage of Senate bill 404 and House joint reso- 
lution No. 17; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Memorial of American 
Alpine Club of Philadelphia, urging the passage of bill appro- 
priating $50,000 for the survey and construction of a roadway 
in Rainier National Park; to the Committee on Appro 
priations, 

Also, petition of Robert Harkison & Co., of Philadelphia, 
urging the increase of mail rates on magazines; to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Also memorials of South Fork Council, No. 74; Mountain 
Side Council, No. 257; Pocono Council, No. 1,008; Bellewood 
Council, No. 621; Franklinville Council, No. 820; William Me- 
Kinley Council, No. 326; Germantown Council, No. 73; Buena 
Vista Council, No. 187; Pennsylvania Council, No. 200; Kilbuck 
Council, No. 387; Wayne Council, No. 46; Peace Council, No. 
395; Carpenter Council, No. 848; Berwyn Council, No. 362; 
Battlefield Council, No. 717; Mantoyukee Council, No. 968; 
O. W. Howell Council, No. 210; Paoli Council, No. 500; O. H. 
Perry Council, No. 230; Livingston Council, No. 925; Southamp- 
ton Council, No. 946; Morrisville Council, No. 915 and Resolut« 
Council No. 27, Order of Independent Americans, urging enact- 
ment of illiteracy test; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also memorials of Beaver Meadow Council, No. 798; Tulpe 
hocken Council, No. 941; Templeton Council, No. 2; Consho 


No. 


Council, 393; Royersford Council, No. 521; West 


| Fairview Council, No. 716; Lafayette Council, No. 59; Scandate 


Council, No. 102; Cressona Council, No. 812; Edgmont Council, 
No. 833; John Marton Council, No. 738; Pride of Pickering 
Council, No. 927; Tussey Council, No. 515; New Buffalo Council, 
No. 672; Beaver Falls Council, No. 48 and Monongahela Council, 
No. 122 Order of Independent Americans, and Washington 
No. 41, Patriotic Order Sons of America, urging the 
enactment of House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immigra- 


| tion and Naturalization. 


the Republican Club of the city of New | 


sy Mr. PLUMLEY: Petition of Evening Star Grange, No. 154, 


| Dummerston, Vt., and Orion Grange, No. 83, South Woodstock, 
| Vt., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Memorial of the Women’s Henry Georg: 
League of New York, in relation to the utilization of the wate! 
power of the Potomac Great Falls municipal plant; to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Samstag & Hilder Bros., of New York, favor- 
ing House bill 32260; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of New York 
in relation to discrimination against American citizens in Rus 


sia: to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


| bill 


Also, petition of Jewelers’ Protective Union, favoring House 
32260; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 


merce. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of Pennington (N. J.) 
Grange, No. 64, Patrons of Husbandry, against reciprocity; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 








